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according ‘to the arithmetic of Mr. Hr, just 9;000-votes more 
popular than Mr. Hi1.is. [Laughter.] Of course, difference in 
population accounts for the difference in vote. 

Now, let us see what the average vote is in the State of Con- 
necticut. The average vote in 1902 for five Congressmen was 
‘81,837 to the district, provided it is divided imto five districts in- 
stead of four. In my district, out of a population of 197,370, there 
were cast in 1902,.an off year, on.one of the worst days for elec- 
tion that I ever saw in my life—almost raining frogs—33,361 
votes, 1,524 more votes than the average vote cast in the State of 
Connecticut for a Representative in Congress. 

Let us carry this analysis a little further. 

In 1900 Missouri had a :population of 3,106,665; Connecticut, 
908,420. That year Missouri cast for President 683,656 votes; 
Connecticut, 180,140. 

Under the census of 1900 and the apportionment thereunder 
Missouri has sixteen Representatives in Congress; Conn: cticut, 
five. 

Under the present apportionment in the wholecountry the ratio 
for a Representative is 194,182. In the entire State of Missouri 
the ratio is 194,166. In the Ninth Missouri district, which I have 
the honor to represent, the population is 197,370. 

In Connecticut the ratiois 181;684. In?900im Connecticut there 
was one vote cast for President for each 4.98 persons; in Missouri 
one vote for each 4.31 persons. 

So thatit required sixty-seven hundredths more of a person to 
cast one vote in Connecticut than.in Missouri, the difference be- 
ing due to the fact, no doubt, that in Connecticut the proportion 
of females to males is larger than in Missouri, due to the well- 
known fact that males migrate in greaternumbers than females. 

The vote of 1900 was the last full vote in either State. Stating 
the case as though Connecticut elected five Representatives to 
Congress that year instead of four, and that Missouri elected 
sixteen instead of fifteen, the average number of votes cast for 
a Representative in Connecticut would be 36,028, whereas the 
average number in Missouri would be 42,728. 

This difference grows partially out.of the fact that the ratio for 
a Representative in Missouri is very slightly below the ratio in 
the entire country, while in Connecticut it is considerably below 
the ratio for the whole country, Connecticut gaining somewhat 
in the matter of fractions. The question may be asked, and not 
unreasonably (as Mr. HiLL declares they have self-government 
up there), why does not the legislature.of Connecticut, which is 
Republican in both branches, redistrict the State? I will tell you 
why. Because they are afraid that the Democrats will carry two 
of those districts, perhaps three. That is exactly the reason 
for it. 

They have self-government up there, have they? Iwill tell you 
what kind of self-government they have. The way the Repub- 
licans control the legisleture in the State of Connecticut is that 
they have the same.a ‘tionment for legislative purposes sub- 
stantially that they had when the Indians were driven out of the 
woods. The whole thing is based on the town or township system. 

I was informed by quite a respectable constituent.of Mr. H1LL— 
and Iam under great obligation to my brother Hu for giving 
me a fine recommendation when I went there ‘to lecture—that 
there was a town up there near Bridgeport—a township or town, 
whatever they call it—that elects a State senator and two repre- 
sentatives to the Connecticut legislature, though it has only 28 
votes in the whole township. [Laughter.|] I think the number 
was 28—at any rate, it:;was very small. The representation is 
based on the town. Originally the towns were somewhat equal 
in population, but in the lapse of time some have gaimed in popu- 
lation and some have lost, which aceounts for the disproportion. 
’ That is the kind of self-government that they have m ‘the State 
of Connecticut in order to keep it Republican. 

Let us take another case. In nearly every State in the Union 
‘the man who receives a plurality of votes for a State office is 
elected; but up in Connecticut a man must get an absolute ma- 
jority to be elected to a State office. 

A few years ago the Democratselected their candidate for gov- 
ernor by a clear plurality of all the votes. Their candidate, how- 
ever, did not receive a majority. Then the matter went to the 
legislature, and that Republican legislature, although there was 
never any dispute that the Democrat had received a large plural- 
ity of all the votes, the legislature kept him out of office for all 
time to come. 

Mr. HILL. The gentlemanisfifty years behind thetime. That 
has all been changed up there. A plurality elects in our State 


now. 

Mr. CLARK. Iam glad to hear it; but you have not changed 
that “ rotten-borough ”’ system of choosing the legislature. 

Mr. HAY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. Lanp]. 


XXXVIII——64 


Mr.LIND. Mr. Chairman, I was very much disappointed that 
the gentleman from Connecticut, who just took his seat, did not 
tell us that when he reached England im addition toriding in par- 
lor sleeping cars of American make he also dined on bread made 
from American flour; that he went to bed byan American candle; 


‘that he ate American bacon; that he spread American butter on 


his American bread, and likewise had an American beefsteak for 
his breakfast—all of which is true, is it not? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh,no; notatall. [Langhter.} I 
think the gentleman is working on a wrong basis, and has been all 
the afternoon. 

Mr. LAND. Were-you joking when you made yourstatement? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. No: not at all. I came through 
what will be inside of fifty years the greatest agricultural coun- 
try in the world. 

Mr. LIND. What country do you mean? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Siberia. 

Mr. LIND. Tamspeakingabout England. [Laughter.] What 
I have stated was true when you reached England, was it not: 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I was unable to distinguish exactly 
what sort of food I did eatin England. I took what-came along. 

Mr. LIND. But you believed it was American. Even the 
drinks, I presume, were in part American, because I think Ken- 
tucky has made some conquests over there. [{Laughter.| 

Now, I want ‘to read what our Republican Secretary of Agri- 
culture said in his last report. After giving all due credit to 
American industrial exports, because they are entitled to some 
credit, and we all rejoice to find that they are making progress, 
the Secretary continues: 

During the last fourteen years there wasa balance of tradein favor of farm 
products, without excepting any year, that amounted to $4,806,000,000. 
Ageinst this was an adverse ‘balance of trade m preducts other than thuse of 
the farm, of $#65,000,000. and the farmers not only caneeled this immense 
obligation, but had enough left to place $3,940,000,000 ‘to the. credit of the na- 
tion when the books of international exchange were balanced, 


[Loud applause. | 

That is what makes me solicitous over the results if Mr. Cham- 
berlain’s policy should prevail, so that under their new fiscal sys- 
tem they would ‘be in position to discriminate against our agri- 
cultural products. Wecan not deny them the right to do so if 
they choose. It is the American farm products that have con- 
tributed and maintained the balance of trade in our favor and 
made us strong financially; and I say that any scheme that threat- 
ens to close the doors to the continued demand abroad for Ameri- 
can farm products is a menace, not only to our prosperity, but to 
our very comfort. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Will the gentleman pardon me a 
question? I ask him ‘to say frankly whether he thinks it would 
be good policy for the American Congress now to revise the tariff 
on Democratic principles before it is determined what Mr. Chann- 
berlain’s policy is going to be? 

Mr. LIND. I think it would be good policy for the American 
people to forestall Chamberlain’s policy. 

Mr. of Connecticut. Do you think that anything we 
might do would affect his policy at all? 

Mr. LIND. We can forestall that policy in either of two ways: 
First, by extending fair treatment to Canada (because Canada is of 
necessity tie corner stone of Chamberlain's imperial policy) and 
keep her oct of it. Secondly, wecan say to England: ‘* For half a 
century you have given us absolute freedom in your markets to 
the millions, yes, the billions, of agricultural products that we 
have produced. We appreciate that fact, and it is only fair that 
we should discriminate in favor of your industrial goods.” 

I would say that, rather than let ‘Chamberlain exclude from 
their markets our farm products, we should give English indus- 
trial goods preferential rates in our market so long as England 
continues to.admit our farm products free. Carry out the policy 
suggested in one of the sections of the Dingley law, which I have 
been ‘told was designed to serve such aipurpose. [Loud applause 
on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. HAY. yield the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman has five mimutes, and yields 
it to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I sought to inter 
polate a question when the gentleman from Connecticut [ Mr. 
Hii] was speaking, but his time was not sufficient for him to 
address himself to the Honse on the subject that he was discuss- 
ing, and I-was unable to do so. I will present it now, and I am 
sorry ‘the time can not permit an answer to it in the time that I 
now have, but the gentleman can do so im his own time. 
this: 

Does the gentleman from Connecticut not know that the Ding- 
ley tariff schedules, which he glorifies so much, by reason. of their 


it 1s 
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operation in sheltering trusts in this country, compel manufac- 
turers of agricultural implements of Akron, Ohio, in the district 
of the distinguished gentleman from that State [Mr. Dick], and 
compels the shipyards and the shipbuilders in Maine, represented 
by the gentleman from that State [Mr. LirTLEFIELD]—does he 
not know that the tariff schedules, affording a shelter to trusts as 
they do, compel those people to go to London and across the sea 
to secure American steel, which they do, at a cheaper rate after 
paying cost of shipment than they can purchase that same Amer- 
ican steel in the United States? 

And if the gentleman does not know that, and as it is about 
the time of adjournment, and it will take a little time to inquire 
of those informed, I will refer him to the statements made by those 
two gentlemen upon this floorin the caucus of the Republican party 
within two years as reported by the reliable press of Washington, 
in which they warned their party to reduce the sacred tariff 
schedules covering these commodities, And does he not know that 
that applies not only to steel. but to general commodities manu- 
factured and sheltered along these lines? [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

Mr. HULL. Read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums be, and they are hereby, ap- 
ropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
or the support of the Army for the year ending June 30, 1905: 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 

now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. OLMSTED, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 10760, the 
army appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


BOARD OF REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the Committee on the Library be discharged from 
the further consideration of Senate joint resolution 32, and that 
it now be considered by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent that the following joint resolution, which will be 
read by its title, be now considered by the House, and the Com- 
mittee on the Library discharged. 

Mr. HAY. Reserving the right to object, I would like to know 
what it is. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate joint resolution(S. R. 32) to fill the vacancies in the Board of Regents 
of the Smithsonian Institution. 


Resolved, etc., That the vacancies in the Board of Regents of the Smith- 
sonian Institution, of the class other than Members of Congress, shall be 
filled by the reappointment of John B. Henderson and Alexander Graham 
Bell, residents of the city of Washington, whose terms of office expire on 
January 24, 1904. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. : . , 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have the 
resolution that I send to the Clerk’s desk considered now. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be authorized to have 

rinted and bound whatever papers and documents in connection with sub- 

Jects under consideration by the committee may be necessary to the trans- 
action of its business; also, t the committee aathorined 
the sessions of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. : 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills and 
joint resolutions of the following titles: ; 

S. 465. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to permit the 
Pintsch Compressing Company to lay pipes in certain streets in 
the city of Washington,’’ approved May 19, 1896; 

S. 652. An act making Chester, Pa., a subport of entry; 

S. R. 31. Joint resolution authorizing the erection and main- 
tenance of a monument in memory of the late President Benja- 
min Harrison, upon land owned by the United States in the city 
of Indianapolis, State of Indiana; and 

S. 1496. An act supplemental to the act of February 9, 1821, in- 
corporating the Columbian College, in the District of Columbia, 

the acts amendatory thereof. 


to sit during 


SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION REFERRED, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate concurrent 
resolution was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its 
appropriate committee as indicated below: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 37: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause a 
survey to be made of New Meadows River, Maine, with a view to its improve- 
ment from the head of navigation to deep water in Casco Bay. 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. i 
3y unanimous consent, reference of the bill (S. 2418) granting a 
pension to Marit Johnson was changed from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions to the Committee on Pensions. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
CROWLEY, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

Mr. HULL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 12 minutes p.m.) the House 
adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: ; 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig William, Thomas Farnham, 
master. against The United States—to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
James F. Rust, administrator of the estate of Isaac Rust, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Postmaster-General submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for twine and tying devices for 
the postal service—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Chief of Ordnance recommending an appropriation for blank 
cartridges for militia—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting detailed 
expenses of the Revenue-Cutter Service for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1903—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
= Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 

OLLOWS: 

Mr. BURKE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10418) to ratify and 
amend an agreement with the Sioux tribe of Indians of the Rose- 
bud Reservation, in South Dakota, anc making appropriation and 
provision to carry the same into effect. reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 443); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8878) to extend the pro- 
visions of the act of Jannary 21, 1903, to the Osage Reservation, 
in Oklahoma Territory, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied bya report (No. 444); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4866) prohibiting 
the selection of timber lands in lieu of lands in forest reserves, 
yee the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 445); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. TAWNEY, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9658) to provide 
for the withdrawal, free of duty under bond, for incorporated 
institutions established for wage hilosophical, educational, 
scientific, or literary purposes, of articles and materials exhibited 
at the Louisiana Purchase Exposition, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 446); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole Hcuse 
on the state of the Union. 











CONGRESSIONAL 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
was discharged from the consideration of the resolution (H. Res. 
150) requesting the Secretary of State to furnish the House a state- 
ment showing number of horses, carriages, and automobiles main- 
tained at Government expense for officials of his Department; 
and the same was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the State Department. 


1904. 








PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 10757) to erect a monument 
to Alexander Hamilton—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10758) to erect a monument to William Mc- 
Kinley—to the Committee on the Library. 


By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 10759) for the pur- | 


chase of a national forest reserve along the Niangua River, to be 
known as the National Niangua Forest Reserve—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 10760) to require the use of 
closed and heated street cars in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 10761) to authorize the Secre- 


tary of War to accept from the citizens of Missoula, Mont., deeds | 


donating to the United States certain lands for the enlargement 
of the military reservation of Fort Missoula, Mont.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 10762) to define and punish 
bribery in elections and political conventions—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10763) to 
increase the pensions of those who by reason of their services in 
the Army or Navy of the United States have lost the use of their 
limbs and require an attendant—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. COCHRAN: A bill (H. R. 10764) to authorize the St. 
Joseph and Grand Island Railway Company, in the reconstruc- 


tion of the bridge near St. Joseph, Mo., to lower said bridge and to | 


shorten the draw spans thereof—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 10765) to establish in the De- 
partment of Agriculture a bureau to be known as the Bureau 
of Public Highways, and to provide for national aid in the im- 
provement of the public roads—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 10766) to consolidate the 
duties of certain staff departments of the Army, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 10767) making an appropriation 
for dredging a channel from Ship Island Harbor to Gulfport, 
Miss.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10768) making an appropriation for dredging 
a channel across the bar at mouth of Jordan River where the 
stream empties into the Bay of St. Louis, in the State of Missis- 
sippi—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 10769) to establish a court of 
—— appeals, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 

atents. 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 10770) for the erection of a 
an building at Macomb, Ill.—to the Committee on Public 

uildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10771) for the erection of a public building 
at Moline, Ill.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 10772) to increase the 
efficiency and safety of the mercantile marine of the United 
States by creating a commission to revise the laws relating to con- 
struction, installation, and inspection of marine boilers, to provide 
uniformity of inspection of marine boilers in the United States 
and insular ions, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 10778) providing for the erection 
of a keeper’s dwelling at the Tibbetts Point light station, New 
York—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 10774) for the appointment 
of an additional judge in the Indian Territory—to the Gesmaatites 
on the Judi ° 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 10775) to authorize the sale 
of a part of what is known as the Red Lake Indian Reservation, 
in the State of Minnesota—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 10776) to establish in the De- 
eet of Agriculture a bureau to be known as the Bureau of 

blic Highways and to provide for national aid in the improve- 
ment of the public roads—to the Committee on Agriculture, 
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By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 10855) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to increase the pensions of those who have 
lost limbs in the military or naval service of the United States,” 
approved March 2, 1903—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10856) to amend the act of June 27, 1890, as 
amended by the act of May 9, 1900—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 10857) for the relief of farm- 
ers, merchants, and other dealers in leaf tobacco—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THAYER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 83) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States of America 

| to keep its land always nearly equally divided among all its peo- 
ple—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
| By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A joint resolution (H. J. 
| Res. 84) for the acceptance of a statue of Gen. Thaddeus Kos- 
| ciuszko to be presented to the United States by the Polish-Ameri- 
can citizens—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HITCHCOCK: A resolution (H. Res. 160) requesting 
| the Secretary of War to furnish information showing expendi- 
| tures on flying machines—to the Committee on Appropriations. 








PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BADGER: A bil] (H. R. 10777) correcting the muster 
record of W. F. Barr—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BELL of California: A bill (H. R. 10778) granting an 
increase of pension to John Brady—to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10779) granting a pension to John Henry 
Obery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCKE: A bill (H. R. 10780) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James M. Barnes—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10781) granting an increase of pension to 
E. J. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10782) to pay 
Julias A. Kaiser $3,758.45—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H.R. 10783) for the relief of Wil- 
| liam T, Grady—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10784) for the relief of Charles Bergstrom-- 
| to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10785) for the relief of Hiram Lane—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 10786) for the relief of thé 
heirs of T. L. Scott, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10787) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry S. Walls—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 10788) granting an increase of 
pension to Sarah A. Van Horn—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 10789) for the relief 
of George Weathersbee, of Florida—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 10790) granting an increase of 
pension to John F. Rockey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 10791) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of John N. Gatewood, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 10792) granting an increase of 
pension to Frederic Lockley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 10793) granting a pension to 
George 8S. Loomis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10794) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses Hurlbut—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EMERICH (by request): A bill (H. R. 10795) author- 
izing and requesting the Secretary of State to demand of the Gov- 
ernment of Spain an indemnity of $100,000 for and on behaif of 
August E. Gans, of Chicago, Cook County, Ul.—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 10796) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Henry D. Stiehl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 10797) refer- 
ring the claim of the legal representatives of William T. Duvall, 
deceased, against the United States to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 10798) grantinga 
pension to James H. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10799) for the relief of Robert Frost, of 
Thurston County, State of Washington—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 10800) granting an increase 
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of pension to George Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10801) granting an increase of pension to | 


Albert 8. Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10802) granting a pension to Rosalee Bush- 
nell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHONEY: A bill (H. R. 10803) granting a pension 
to Eleanor Gregory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: 
pension to Sarah Kearney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 10805) for the relief of Judd O. 
Hartzell, of Laharpe, Ill.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10806) for the 
relief of the heirs of Dr. Samuel E. Hall, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10807) 
granting an increase of pension to George D. Fitch—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10808) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth F. Givin—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Emma L. Jewell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10810) granting a pension to Harriet Shroeter— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10811) granting a pension to Charles Moyer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill(H. R. 10812) granting an increase 
- pension to James 8. Spaulding—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 10813) for the relief 
Scott—to the Committee on Claims. 





A bill (H. R. 10804) granting an increase of 


of John | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10836) granting a pension to Worthington 
Fringer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10837) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth A. Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10838) granting an increase of pension to 
John Parrish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10839) granting an increase of pension to 
John Conrad Dirschner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10840) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter B. Hoffman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10841) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth De Baugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 10842) granting an increase 
of pension to Cyrus R. Jaynes—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 10848) for 
the relief of S. S. Waters—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 10844) granting an increase 
of pension to Patrick Handran—to the Committee on Invalid 


; | Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10809) granting an increase of pension to | 


By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 10845) granting an in- 


| crease of pension to John C. Webb—to the Committee on Invalid 


| Pensions. 
By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 10846) granting an increase of 

pension to Heinrich Erbstoeser—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
| sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10847) granting an increase of pension to 
James O. Knowles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 10848) granting a pension to 
Spencer Woods—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: A bill (H. R. 10849) to remove the 


By Mr. PIERCE: A bill (H. R. 10814) for the relief of H. H. | charge of desertion against Thomas Mahoney—to the Committee 


Belew, of Gibson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10815) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Walnut Grove Church, of Gibson County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 10816) for 
the relief of Mattie P. Barnard, Katharine Caldwell, and Harry 
M. Rhett, heirs of Harriett M. Barnard, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 10817) granting a pension to 
Alford Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 10818) for the 
relief of the trustees of the Baptist Church of Pine Bluff, Ark.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 10819) for the relief of the | 
estate of William Wheeler Hubbell—to the Committees on Claims. | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10820) granting an increase of pension to 
James G. Hendrickson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 10821) granting a 

nsion to Edward D. Lockwood—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10822) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10823) for the relief of Samuel P. Dresser, of 
Miller County, Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10824) granting an increase of pension to | 


Capt. John B. Calhoun—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. SHIRAS: A bill (H. R. 10825) granting an increase of | 


pension to James M. Ayers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 10826) to quitclaim all inter- 
est of the United States to certain tract of land lying in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the State of Maryland to the heirs of John 
C. Rives, deceased—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 10827) for the relief of Sylvester 
Dibble—to the Committee on War Claims. ‘ 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 10828) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John S. Honeywell—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10829) for the 
relief of W. B. Sutter—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 10830) granting an increase of 
pension to Edward Starr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 10831) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to issue an honorable discharge to John Man- 
gan, Company F, First Regiment Maryland Volunteer Cavairy— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10882) forthe relief of W. A. Bird, lateof Har- 
ford County, State of Maryland—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10888) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert N. Weller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. — 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10834) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua Gill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10835) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh E. Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


/ on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 10850) granting an increase 
of pension to Adaline L. Powers—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10851) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy Smallwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10852) granting an increase of pension to 
| Peter Riffe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 10853) granting an increase of pension to 
| Tandy M. Layne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 10854) granting an increase of pension to 
_ Edward W. Cassity—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

| By the SPEAKER: Memorial of faculty of Michigan Agricul- 

| tural College, relating to the preservation of the big trees of Cali- 

| fornia—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

| Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of Edward 
Sauer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| Also, memorial of the Danville (Tll.) Retail Grocers’ Associa- 

tion, protesting against legislation for the establishment of a 

esa law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

Roads. 

Also, resolution of W. A. Babcock Post, No. 416, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Onarga, Ill., in favor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Lowell (Mass.) Board of Trade, relating 
to increasing the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 4874. grant- 
ing a pension to Charles V. Billig—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Viela (Wis.) Post, No. 85, Grand Army of 
the Republic, in favor of a service-pension law—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Resolution of Hartman Post, No. 149, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Goldfield, Iowa, in favor of a 
service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Resolution of W. 8. Heath Post, No. 14, 
Waterville, Me., and Stephen Davis Post, No. 11, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Maine, in favor of a service-pension law—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolution of the Congressional Medal 
of Honor Association, of New York City, in favor of the passage 
of bills 8. 972 and H. R. 6477, placing the names of those having 
received a medal of honor from Congress on the pension roll—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Paper to accompany bill for the relief of 
Hiram Lane—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Charles Beng- 
strom—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 









| 
| 


1904. 





By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of Genoa 
Junction, Walworth County, Wis., in favor of passage of Mc- 
Cumber and Hepburn-Dolliver bills—to the Committee on Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. ; , 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Resolutions of Wisconsin National Guard, 
for an appropriation to equip the National Guard, for the free use 
of the mails for official purposes, for permanent camp at Camp 
Douglas, Wis., and for development of the artillery arm of the 
National Guard—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolution of the Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tionof New York, against repeal of the national bankruptcy act— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Janesville Council, No. 108, favoring 
the passage of bill H. R. 4489, to amend the bankruptcy act—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Wisconsin National Guard Association, for 
permanent camp at Camp Douglas, Wis.; for free use of mails for 
official purposes; for development of artillery arm of the National 
Guard, and for an appropriation to equip the National Guard— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 5548, granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Carbino; resolutions of Eagle Post, No. 52, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Eau Claire, Wis., in favor of a 
service-pension law; paper to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry K. Stiechl—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of the Manufacturers’ As- 
sociation of New York, against repeal, but favoring amending 
the national bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER: Memorial of Medal of Honor Legion of New 
York, in favor of passage of bills (S. 972 and H. R. 6477) relating 
to service pension —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: Resolutions of Parker 
Grubb Post, No. 16, and J. C. Shinn Post, No. 6, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of New Jersey, in favor of a service-pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Outdoor Art League, relating to the pres- 
ervation of the big trees of California—to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Also, petition of members of congregations of churches of Vine- 
land, N. J., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Resolution of Illinois State Grange, urging 
legislation to regulate trusts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Illinois State Grange, asking for legislation 
to open up foreign markets for agricultural products—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Illinois State Grange, favoring enlargement 
of the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission and favor- 
ing stringent pure-food laws—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of TMinois State Grange, favoring a deep water- 


way connecting the Mississippi River with the Great Lakes—to | 


the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, resolutions of Illinois State Grange, favoring increase of | 


salary for rural mail carriers and favoring the establishment of 
pone savings banks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
ost-Roads. 
Also, resolutions of the Illinois State Grange, favoring legisla- 
—- — the use of shoddy—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


Also, resolutions of the Illinois State Grange, relative to im- | 


provement of public highways—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the Illinois State Grange, in opposition to 
ship-subsidy legislation—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of the Illinois State Grange, favoring a parcels- 
post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Illinois State Grange, favoring the initia- 
tive and referendum—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Illinois State Grange, that railroad rates 
for carrying mails be revised to correspond with rates charged ex- 

sont companies—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
oads. 

Also, resolution of the IMlinois State Grange, in favor of revising 
of fees and salaries of all Federal officeholders—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolutions of Zach Chandler Post, No. 
85, of Sonth Haven; Thomas Manning Post, No. 57, of Marcellus, 
and Garfield Post, No. 30, of Coloma, Mich., Grand Army of the 
Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of the Society of 
Loyal Workers of the Advent Christian Church of Bristol, Conn., 
spins the Army canteen—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 

c. 
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By Mr. HULL: Resolution of Frank Bently Post, No. 89, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, in favor of a service- 
pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
sion to Rosalee Bushnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. papers to accompany bill granting increase of pe»sion to 
Albert S. Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANNING: Petition of the Village Improvement As- 
s°ciation of Cranford, N. J., favoring the Hepburn prure-food 
bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of Major C. A. Angel Post, No. 20, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of New Jersey, in favor of « service- 
pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Resolntions of George 8S. Cobb Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Camden, Me., favoring the pas- 
sage of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Resolutions of Marine City Post, No. 432; 
Robert I. Wade Post, No. 417, and Arch Madison Post, No. 195, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Michigan, for the 
passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSH: Resolutions of Isaac McMannes Post, No. 446, 
of Ruthsburg; Post No. 492, of Andalusia; W.J. Wylie Post, No. 
877, of Illinois City; R. H. Graham Post, No. 312, of Moline; En- 
gene Lyford Post, No. 600, of Port Byron; Nauvoo Post, No. 207, 
of Nauvoo, and Royal Douglas Post, No. 179, of Prairie City, Ill, 
Grand Army of the Republic, for the passage of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of residents of Hampton, I11., relative to the im- 
a of the upper Mississippi River—to the Committee on 

ivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of A. C. Harding Post, No. 127, of Roseville; 
Viola Post, No. 440, of Viola; Alvah Paul Post, No. 133, of Terre 
Haute; Tobias Butler Post, No. 428; Alexander Simpson Post, 
No. 455, and Post No. 142, of La Harpe, [ll., Grand Army of the 
Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Petition of William A. Holland and 
others, against passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association ot 
Vincennes, Ind., relative to the improvement of the Wabash 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of G. M. Whitaker and others, of Evansville, 
Ind., against the passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of citizens of Salinas, Cal., in 
favor of the Sunday closing of the Lewis and Clark Expos.tion— 
to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 





| in favor of bill S. 2262, providing for the removal or destruction 
of derelicts at sea—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 


relating to the protection of the harbor of Hilo, Hawaii—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Papers to accompany bill granting an 
increase of pension to James 8. Spaulding—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. PRINCE: Resolution of Galesburg Lodge, No. %, 
| Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, in favor of passage of bills 
H. R. 89 and 7041—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Resolution of Hesse Post, No. 203, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Winchester, T1l., in favor of aservice-pen- 
sion law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: Petition of W.C. Honeywell 
and others, of Dewitt, Ark., in favor of the passage of the Hep- 
burn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of the Manufacturers’ Association 
of New York, against repeal of the national bankruptcy act—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolution of the Cigar Makers’ Union No. 
39, of New Haven, Conn., favoring anticoupon bil!—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Petition of Gordon Bros. & Co. and others, 
business men of Antwerp, Ohio, against passage of a parcels-post 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Papers to accompany 
claim of 8. 8. Waters—to the Committee on War Claims 
| ByMr. WACHTER: Resolution of Baltimore Chamber of Com- 
merce, relative to treaties between United States and foreign 
| countries—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
| Also, petition of George Heinecke and others, of Govanstown, 
Md., and J, H. Roseman and others, of Baltimore, Md., for the 
—— of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
udiciary. 
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Also, resolution of the Board of Trade of Baltimore, relative to 
Senate bill 1261—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Wilson Post, No. 1, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Department of Maryland, in favor of a service-pension 
law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of R. E. Fuller and others, 
of Waterport, N. Y.; L. M. Haines and others, of Barre, N. Y.; 
E. A. Capen and others, of North Tonawanda, N. Y., and James 
Walcott and others, of Medina, N. Y., for the passage of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Thomas Callaghan and others, 
of Cheltenham, Pa., in favor of bill H. R. 62, providing for the 
erection of a monument to the memory of Commodore John 
Barry—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Resolutions of George W. Cain 
Post, No. 771, of Carriers Mills; Martin Baker Post, No. 245, of 
Jeffersonville, and W. W. Burnett Post, No. 527, of Eldorado, 
Ill., Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension 
law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition to accompany bill for relief of Michael Fitz- 
gerald—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also. resolutions of the city board of Grayville, Il., for im- 

poeseoat of Wabash River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
arbors’. 





SENATE. 
FRIDAY, January 22, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp Everett Hatz, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Burrows, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

analy PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved. 

SITES FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a list of 
certain cases in which he has been unable to purchase suitable 
sites for public buildings within the amount appropriated; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH TAGG. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the cause of Joseph Tagg v. The United States; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brown!NG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. R. 32) to fill the vacancies in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 465) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to permit the 
Pintsch Compressing Company to lay pipes in certain streets in 
the city of Washington,”’ approved May 19, 1896; 

A bill (S. 652) making Chester, Pa., a subport of entry; 

A bill (S. 1496) supplemental to the act of February 9, 1821, in- 
corporating the Columbian College, in the District of Columbia, 
and the acts amendatory thereof; and 

A joint resolution (8. R. 31) authorizing the erection and main- 
tenance of a monument in memory of the late President Benja- 
min Harrison upon land owned by the United States in the city 
of Indianapolis, State of Indiana. 

CREDENTIALS. 

Mr. FORAKER presented the credentials of Marcus A. Hanna, 
chosen by the legislature of the State of Ohio a Senator from that 
State for the term of six years beginning March 4, 1905; which 
were read, and ordered to be filed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. BURROWS presented petitions of A. Stewart Post, No. 
259; of Saginaw Post, No. 38, and of Phil McKernan Post, No. 
53, all of the Department of Michigan, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, in the State of Michigan, praying for the enactment of a 
service-pension law; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented petitions of the congrega- 
tion of the First Presbyterian Church of Pittsford, of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Wawarsing, and of the Woman’s 
Educational and Industrial Union of Rochester, all in the State of 


i 


New York, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of Harry Lee Post, No. 21, of Brook- 
lyn; of Henry Van Aernam Post, No. 232, of Ellicottsville; of 
Armstrong Post, No. 104, of Rhinebeck; of John M. Hutchinson 
Post, No. 248, of Pavilion; of Wilson Dean Post, No. 416, of Mill- 
port; of G. D. Bailey Post, No. 200, of Lowville: of Edward Hunt- 
ting Post, No. 353, of Greenport: of Captain William A. Jackson 
Post, No. 301, of Middletown, and of H. H. Beecher Post, No. 582, 
of New York, all of the Department of New York, Grand Army 
of the Republic, in the State of New York, praying for the enact- 
ment of a service-pension law; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented a petition of the National Association 
of Retail Druggists of Chicago, Ill., praying for the se of 
an amendment to the so-called pure-food bill as reported by the 
Committee on Manufactures of the Senate; which was referred to 
the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. GORMAN presented a petition of the Woman’s Home Mis- 
sionary Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church of East Balti- 
more, Md., praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. ReED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which was referred tothe Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Tri City Lodge, No. 617, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Rock Island, Ill., and a pe- 
tition of E. T. Jeffery Lodge, No. 412, Brotherhood of Railroad 
Trainmen, of Centralia, [1)., praying for the passage of the so- 
called anti-injunction bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Tom White Post, No. 529, of Mount 
Zion; of Stephenson Post, No. 30, of Springfield; of Alexander 
Sympson Post, No. 455, of Carthage; of Lee W. Myers Post, No. 
182, of Lincoln; of Post No. 734, of Rockwood; of Alexander Post, 
No. 89, of Flora; of Eph Scott Post, No. 464, of Mahomet, all of 
the Department of Dlinois, Grand Army of the Republic; of Wil- 
liam McKinley Regiment, No. 29, Union Veterans’ Union, of Ma- 
rion, all in the State of Illinois, and of Post No. 25, Department 
of Florida, Grand Army of the Republic, of Gainesville, Fla., 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Presby- 
terian Church of Trenton; of the congregation of the Missionary 
Baptist Church of Hamilton County; of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Champaign; of the congregation 
of the Galum Presbyterian Church, of Pinckneyville, of the con- 
gregation of the Presbyterian Church of Macomb; of the Woman's 
Foreign Missionary Society of Jacksonville; of the Woman's 
Club of Rochelle; of the Woman’s Missionary Society of Ottawa; 
of the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church of Peoria; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Swanwick; of 
the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church of Carthage, 
and of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Carroll- 
ton, allin the State of Illinois, praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. Rerp Smoot, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of George R. Smith Post, 
No. 53, Department of Missouri, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Sedalia, Mo., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of F. A. Jones Post, No. 23, Depart- 
ment of Missouri, Grand Army of the Republic, of Macon, Mo., 
to accompany the bill (S. 1716) granting pensions to soldiers and 
sailors confined in ‘so-called Confederate prisons; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PATTERSON presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Monument, Colo., and a petition of the 
Woman’s Home Mission of Monument, Colo., praying for an in- 
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rezp Smoor, 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DUBOIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ada 
County, Idaho, praying for the enactment of legislation to protect 
prohibition States and districts against ‘‘ original-package’’ tricks; 
which was referred to the Committee on the J sieiare. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a petition of the» Anti-Saloon 
League of Crawfordsville, Ind., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Westville and 
Stilwell, Ind. T., praying that the laws governing railroad work 
in that Territory be so amended that railroad employees be al- 
lowed a day of rest and Sabbath observance; which was referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of the Ladies’ Missionary Society 














of Madison, Ind., and a petition of the congregation of the United 
Presbyterian Church of Leroy, Ind., praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a memorial of the Retail Merchants’ Associa- 
tion of Kendallville, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called parcels-post bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Ladies’ Aid Society of Wood- 
ford and of sundry citizens of Webbers Falls and Afton, all in 
the Indian Territory, praying for the enactment of legislation 

roviding for continued protection against the sale of intoxicating 
iquors, and also for separate statehood for that Territory; which 
were referred to the Commit‘ee on Territories. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented the petitions of Bishop W. H. Hare, 
Hon. O. 8S. Gifford, Rev. Robert Doherty, Rev. H. K. Warren, 
Rev. B. G. Matson, and Maj. J. T. Coxhead, all in the State of 
South Dakota, praying for the enactment of legislation to recog- 


nize and promote the efficiency of army chaplains; which were | 


ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of District Council of Du- 
luth and Superior, United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, 
of Duluth, Minn., remonstrating against the employment of sol- 
diers in the place of civilian mechanics upon buildings at the 
Presidio, San Francisco, Cal.; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of the congregations of 
the Methodist Church, the Congregational Church, and the Chris- 
tian Church, all of Glenwood, in the State of Iowa, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transporta- 
tion of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Hartman Post, No. 149, of Gold- 
field; of G. W. Guthrie Post, No. 252, of Woodward; of Robert 
Mitchell Post, No. 206, of Marion; of Marshall Post, No. 43, of 
Redfield; of F. S. Shuler Post, No. 166,of Brandon; of Stephen A. 
Hurlbut Post, No. 82, of Alta; of E. L. Sheldahl Post, No. 439. of 
Story City; of Sulley Post, No. 180, of Lake Mills; of Opedyke 


Post, No. 822, of Rockwell City, all of the Department of Iowa, | 


Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Iowa, praying for 
the enactment of a service-pension law; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ELKINS presented a memorial of the Fishermen’s Pro- 
tective Union of the Pacific Coast and Alaska, remonstrating 
against the reenactment of the law authorizing payment of allot- 
ment in the coastwise trade; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of the Commercial Club 
of Terre Haute, Ind., praying that an appropriation be made for 
the improvement _of™the Wabash River above Vincennes, Ind.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 


Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- | 
vide for the reorganization of the consular service; which was 


referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Association of the Blues and 
Grays of Fitzgerald,Ga. ,praying that an appropriation be made for 
the completion of a park at that place and for the erection therein 


of a monument to the memory of the late President William Mc- | 


Kinley; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
TORPEDO BOATS AND TORPEDO-BOAT DESTROYERS. 


Mr. HALE. I present a statement relative to the cost of tor- 
do boats and torpedo-boat destroyers, authorized by the act of 
ay 4, 1888, in connection with the relief of the contractors 
therefor. I move that the statement be printed as a document 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs to accompany 
the bill (S. 3537) for the relief of the Bath Iron Works and others. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8. 2177) for the relief of Daniel H. Snyder; and 

A bill (S. 2433) to amend the military record of John H. Skinner. 

Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3170) to quiet the titles of certain lands 
in the State of Mississippi, and for the relief of the estate of Eli 
Ayers, deceased, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

r. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
severally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7023) to amend an act to regulate the height of 
buildings in the District of Columbia; 
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A bill (H. R. 8584) to authorize the resubdivision of lots or 
blocks in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 3600) to provide for the removal of snow and ice from 
| the sidewalks of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
and 

A bill (S. 3644) to regulate the issue of licenses for Turkish, 
Russian, or medicated baths in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2885) to transfer jurisdic- 
tion and control over reservation No. 32 in the city of Wash- 
ington, D. C., reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 580) to extend the provisions of section 2455 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States as amended by act 
of February 26, 1895, relating to public lands, reported it without 
| amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 582) to ratify an agreement with the Lower 
Brule band of the Sioux tribe of Indians in South Dakota, and 
making appropriation to carry the same into effect, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PETTUS, from the Committee on Military Affairs. to whom 
| was referred the bill (S. 228) for the relief of William H. Hugo, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2302) to amend section 3 of the act en- 
titled ‘*An act making appropriations for’ the current and contin- 
gent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
| stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the fiscal year ending 
| June 80, 1902, and for other purposes,”’ reported it without amend- 
ment, andsubmitted a report thereon. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2357) to correct the military rec- 
ord of Samuel F. Hall, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
| mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, from the Committee on Territories. to whom 

vas referred the bill (S. 3658) ratifying an act of the legislative 
assembly of the Territory of Oxlahoma, legalizing the water- 
works-bond election held by the city of Geary, in said Territory, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. ALLISON on the 20th instant, re- 
| ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unazi- 

mous consent and agreed to, as follows: 








j 
| 
1 
| 
| 


| Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be, and it is hereby, su- 


| thorized to employ a stenographer from time to time, as may be necessary, 
to report such testimony as may be taken by the committee or its subcom- 
mittees in connection with appropriation bills, and to have the same printed 


for its use, and that such stenographer be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the Senate. 
CLERK IN SENATE POST-OFFICE, 


Mr. KEAN. Ialso reported day before yesterday a resolution 
from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate, to which the Senator from Maine | Mr. Hate} ob- 
jected at the time. I have since given him the data and he has 
withdrawn his objection. The resolution has already been read. 
I should like to cail it up. 

There being no objection, the resolution reported by Mr. Kran 
on the 20th instant was read, considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be authorized to em 
ploy one clerk in the Senate post-office at a compensation of $1,200 per annum 
to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate until otherwise provided 
by law. 

EMPLOYEES IN THE GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. Iam directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2665) to provide for 
the allowance and payment to the employees of the Governmen 
Printing Office of the same leave of absence as is allowed to the 
clerks and employees of the Executive Departments of the Goy- 

| ernment, to report it unanimously, with an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute, and to submit a written report thereon. I 
ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed substitute will 
be read for information. 

| The Secretary. The amendment of the Committee on Print- 
| ing is to strike out all after the enactiag clause and to insert: 


| That from and after the date of the passage of this act the thirty days 
| annual leave of absence with pay in any one year to employees of the Gov- 


| ernment Printing Office authorized by the existing law shall be exclusive of 
Sundays and legal holidays: Provided, That the existing laws relating to the 
Ge of annual leave with pay to clerks and employees in the Executive 
epartments shall apply to clerks and employees of the Government Print- 


ing Office who are paid annual or monthly salaries or compensation. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I ask that the accompanying letter 
from the Public Printer be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Pending that, I should like to hear the 
letter from the Public Printer, which the Senator from New York 
asks shall be read. Ido not quite understand the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 


OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington, D. C., January 12, 1904. 


Is there objection to the pres- 


Hon. T. C. PLATT, 
Chairman Committee on Printing, 
United States Senate, 

Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 9th 
instant, calling my attention to the bill (S. 2665, Fifth-eighth Congress, second 
session) providing for the allowance and payment to the employees of the 
Government Printing Office of the same leave of absence as is allowed the 
clerks and employees of the Executive Departments of the Government. 

Replying to your request that I furnish the Committee on Printing with 
@n expression of my views in respect to the feasibility of the enactment of 
this bill into law, stating about what cost would be entailed, I have to advise 

ou that as the law is at present administered, under decisions of the Comp- 

oller of the Treasury, the employees of this Office are allowed pay for not 
exceeding twenty-six cage accrued in any one fiscal year. It is estimated 
that it will require $328,000 to pay the leaves accrued to June 30,1908. Four 
additional days would add four twenty-sixths to this sum, or about $50,500. 

In the event that the Committee on Printing shall agree that such legisla- 
tion is desirable, I would suggest that the language of the proviso in section 
4 of the legislative act of February 24, 1899 (30 Stat., 890), be followed. The 
additional law will then read, “That from and after the date of the passage 
of this act the thirty days’ annual leave of absence with pay in any one year 
to employees of the Government pre Office authorized by existing law 
shall be exclusive of Sundays and legal holidays.” 

It would facilitate the keeping of individual accounts in the office if a pro- 
viso should be added as follows: 

“ Provided, That the existing laws relating to the nting of annual leave 
with pay to clerks and omgeres in the Executive Departments shall apply 
to clerks and employees of the Government Printing Office who are paid: an- 
nual or monthly salaries or compensation.” 

Respectfully, F. W. PAuMeER, Public Printer. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Printing, Mr. President—possibly it is an unnecessary 
question—whether this bill carries any arrears of pay. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. It does not. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And it simply puts these employees on 
the same basis with the clerks and other employees in the sey- 
eral Departments? 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Exactly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I see no objection to it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I only want to say that I believe I myself in- 
troduced a bill for the exact purpose, as stated by the Senator 
from New Hampshire, to treat all the clerks and employees alike. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to ask—— 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration? 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
York a question for information. I notice that there is a distinc- 
tion drawn between clerks and employees who draw an annual 
or monthly salary and those who donot. I should like to inquire 
if the Senator can inform us what proportion of the employees 
are paid by the day or week. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. 1 do not know what the proportion 
is, but I know that this bill will increase the appropriation $50,000. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator one other question. Is 


Is there objection to its con- 


there any provision, any positive provision, in the bill that itshall | 


not be construed as authorizing or admitting any claim for ar- 
rears of pay? 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Ido not think there is any such 
provision in the bill, but I will accept that amendment. 

Mr. HALE. After the bill has been read, I will prepare an 
amendment which will cover that point. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read. The 
question before the Senate now is whether it shall be considered. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be read again. 

Mr. TILLMAN. As I did not hear it read, before I give my 
consent for its consideration I should like to know what it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Committee on Printing, striking out all after the enacting 
clanse, will be again read. 

The Secretary again read the p: substitute. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is that all there is of the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is proposed to strike out the text of the bill 
and insert the provision which has been read? 

Mr. PLATT of New York. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What has been read is a sub- 


stitute for the bill as originally introduced. 


Mr. ALLISON. 
| are usually disposed of in appropriation bills. 
turn out that if this provision is made applicable to the Govern- 
ment Printing Office it will also later on be applied to a great 
many people who are not included now. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it is quite impossible for any- 
one to understand what the effect of the bill will be. I under- 


These matters of leaves of absence and pay 
I think it will 





stand that it has just come from the committee. If there is an 
opportunity to object to it, I want to object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thereis. Objection is made. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to say that I do not know that I am op- 
posed to the bill, but I do not know what the bill is, and I can not 
satisfy myself by the hasty reading at the desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill goes to the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. Before it goes to the Calendar, I will offer the 
amendment, that it may be printed and go with the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of the pro- 
posed substitute the following proviso: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed as authorizing or 
admitting any claim for arrears of pay or compensation. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be printed, 
and it will be regarded as pending. 

Mr. HALE. As pending. 


MISBRANDED SALMON FISH. 


Mr. FULTON. Iam directed by the Committee on Fisheries, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 220) prohibiting the introduc- 
tion into any State or Territory or the District of Columbia, from 
any other State or Territory or the District of Columbia, or from 
any foreign country, or shipment to any foreign country, any 
misbranded salmon fish prepared or intended for use as an article 
of food, to report it with amendments and to submit a written 
report. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to make an inquiry 
of the Senator from Oregon. It is hard tocatch the full effect of 
the bill in its reading. Does this proposed penalty for shipping 
| misbranded fish apply to people who have bought the fish in mar- 
| ket, who have nomeans of knowing whether they are misbranded? 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, it does not apply to them. It 
| only applies to persons who buy fish for the purpose of misbrand- 
ing or knowing them to be misbranded. 


SE 


will state briefly the effect of the bill. It does not require the 
| article or package to be labeled, but if it is labeled it requires 

that it should be labeled truthfully. It applies to only one article, 
| and that is salmon fish, and prohibits mislabeling or misbranding 
as to the locality where the fish are taken, the season of the year 
when taken, or the species of the fish. 

The practice has grown up on the Pacific coast of labeling all 
salmon as being the very best fish in the Columbia River. For in- 
stance, the Columbia River chinook salmon are supposed to be the 
very best salinon, and probably the Puget Sound sock-eye are the 
|next. Very inferior fish are taken in other waters, but they are 
seldom ever labeled other than Columbia River chinook salmon or 
Puget Sound sock-eye salmon. The object of the bill is to require 
them to label the fish exactly what they are and the season of the 
year in which they are taken, because a fish taken in the springtime 
is far superior to one taken in the fall. So it should be labeled 
spring or fall. that is, if labeled at all. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. TELLER. I want to object to the consideration of the 
| bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Before the Senator objects—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made——— 
Mr. TELLER. I will waive the objection, in order to give the 
| Senator from Connecticut an opportunity to make a remark. 
| Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The bill appears to apply to every- 
| body who may in the usual course of business buy canned salmon 
| which may have been misbranded. I think the bill ought to go 
| over, that we may have an opportunity to look at it. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The consideration of the bill 
is objected to. 
| Mr. TELLER. I object to it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes to the Calendar, 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 8712) for the extension of 
Wyoming avenue to Twenty-third street west, and for the exten- 
| sion of Kalorama avenue westward to Prescott place; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 3713) for the relief of Richard 
Parrish; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims, 








: 





1904. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 8714) for the relief of the heirs of 
A. J. Hickman; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 3715) for the relief of 
Merril Denham; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3716) to carry out the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of Sidney R. Smith & Co.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3717) granting a pension to Rupert 
§. Rives; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 3718) to quitclaim all the 
interest of the United States of America in and to all lands lying 
in the District of Columbia and State of Maryland to heirs of 
John C. Rives, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3719) for the relief of Richard R. 
Conner; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3720) to authorize the 
St. Joseph and Grand Island Railway Company, in the recon- 
struction of the bridge across the Missouri River at or near St. 
Joseph, Mo., to lower said bridge and to shorten the draw spans 
thereof; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3721) for the purchase of a bronze 

rtrait statue of George Washington; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. ALLEE introduced a bill (S. 3722) granting a pension to 
John W. Victor; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8728) for the relief of William 
Donnelly and Patrick Egan; which was read twice by its title, 
a= with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

‘laims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3724) to place John 8. Appleton on 
the retired list of the United States Army; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (8S. 3725) to es- 
tablish a light-house and fog-signal station at the entrance to 
Bellingham Bay, State of Washington; which was read twice by 
its title. and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McCUMBER (by request) introduced a bill (8.3726) to carry 
into effect the findings of the Court of Claims in the (Congressional 
Case No. 23193) case of the Washington Loan and Trust Company, 
legal representative of the estate of Aaron Van Camp, deceased. 
and Mary M. U. Chapin and Rua P. Chapin, legal representatives 
of the estate of Virgiiiius P. Chapin, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 3727) granting an increase 
of pension to Eli Headley; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 3728) to provide for the con- 
struction and maintenance of roads, the establishment and main- 
tenance of schools, and the care and support of insane and desti- 
tute persons in the district of Alaska, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 





Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 3729) to relieve Eli Shuman 


from the charge of desertion; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 3780) for the relief of T. J. Coagar; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee | 


on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8731) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Arthur F. McNally; which was read twice by itstitle, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 8732) to restore to the 
active list of the Navy the name of Homer Lycurgus Law; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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He also introduced the following bills; which were severally | 


read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- | 


sions: 

A bill (8. 3733) granting a pension to Ellen 8. Pickering (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (8. 3784) granting an increase of pension to Martha W. 
Cushing; and 

A bill (S. 8785) granting an increase of pension to Susie G. 
Seabury. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 8736) for the re- 
lief of certain enlisted men in the Twentieth Regiment of New 


| 
| 


| 
| 
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York Volunteer Infantry; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 8737) to au- 
thorize the President to appoint Capt. Edward O. C. Ord to the 
grade of major in the United States Army and place him on the 
retired list; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. HAWLEY) introduced a bill (S. 3738) granting 
an increase of pension to Linus.S. Ludington; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCREARY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3739) for 
the relief of the heirs of Charles M. Strader, James Thompron, 
and others; which was read twice by its tit!e, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3740) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Newberry; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3741) granting a pension to Mattie 
J. Phillips; which was read twice by its tit’e, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 3742) granting an inc’ease of 
pose to Juliet C. Bainbridge-Hoff; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. HALE. I present a memorandum of the service in this 
case, which I move be printed, and referred with the bill to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 3748) granting a pension to 
Julia F. Stewart; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 8744) granting a pension to 
Maria Elizabeth Horner; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 8745) for the relief of the Presbyterian Church of 
Lovettsville. Va. (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S.3746) for the relief of Salem Baptist Church, of Clarke 
County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 3747) for the relief of the legal representatives of the 
estate of John Heater, deceased; and 

A bill (8S. 8748) for the relief of the Mount Zion Church of United 
Brethren, of Frederick County, Va. (with an accompanying 

aper). 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 3749) granting an increase of 
pension to Milton W. Burnham; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3750) granting a pension to Daniel 
G. Webber; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 3751) for the relief of 
James C. Bacon; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3752) for the relief of the heirs of 
James W. Wilkins; which wasread twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. ALDRICH submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $152.13 to pay the salary due Franklin Moses, as register of 
the land office at St. Michael, Alaska, from May 31 to July 7, 
intended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

He aiso submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$1,500 for consul at Colonia, Uruguay, intended to be proposed 
by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill: which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS submitted an amendment proposing to in- 
crease the salary of the Assistant Secretary of the Department of 
the Interior from $4,000 to $5,000, intended to be proposed by him 
to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


RECESS APPOINTMENTS. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, in pursuance of the notice I 
gave yesterday, I ask leave to call up Senate resolution No. 51, in 
order that I may 





The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina asks unanimous consent that the resolution indicated by him 
may be brought before the Senate for consideration. It is or 
that has been lying on the table. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to make some remarks on it before 
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asking whether the Senate will pass it or not or seeing what they 
wil! do with it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to have the resolution read? ; 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes, sir; I want to have it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the reso- 
lution being taken from the table now for consideration? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no objection to its being taken up 
for discussion. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is all I want. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is before the 
Senate. The Secretary will read the resolution. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. TmLMAN 
December 11, 1903, as follows: 

_ Whereas Article II, section 2, of the Constitution of the United States pro- 
Vides: 

“The President shall have power, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators present con- 
cur; and he shall nominate, and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, shallappoint * * * all other officers of the United States whose 
appointments are not herein otherwise provided for and which shall be es- 
tablished by law.” 

And further: 

“ The President shall have power to fill up all vacancies which may happen 
during the recess of the Senate by granting commissions, which shall expire 
at the end of the session;” and 

Whereas it is known that certain officers appointed during the recess of 
Congress from March 4 last to November 9, and whose appointments were 
not confirmed by the Senate, are now in possession of and exercising the pow- 
ers and functions of said offices: Be it 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee of the Senate be, and it is hereby, 
authorized and instructed to report tothe Senate: 

rirst. What constitutes a “recess of the Senate,” and what are the powers 
and limitations of the Executive in making appointments in such cases. 

Second. What legislation is necessary to prevent the holding of an office 
by any person or persons whose commissions issue or are held by Executive 
exercise’of unlawful authority, if any there be. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, there has been considerable 
confusion. Most Senators are familiar with these two quotations 
from the Constitution anyway, but I notice that in the print there 
are two mistakes. I should like to have those corrected and to 
have a reprint of the resolution ordered, even if the Senate puts it 
in the wastebasket. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If the Senator will call the at- 
tention of the clerks to the mistakes they will make the correc- 
tions he desires. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The resolution is not lined, but in the second 
paragraph the word “ which,’ in the second line, should be 
**that;’’ and at the end of the third line the phrase ‘‘at the end 
of the session’? should read ‘‘at the end of their next session.”’ 
The Constitution is quoted wrongly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
mae. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I trust Senators will not con- 
sider that this is an academic proposition or a moot question which 
I have submitted here; and I would beg, if possible, that no one 


Does not the Senator desire 


Those corrections will be 
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shall inject into it any partisan feeling or any suspicion that I 


am actuated by partisan feeling. To quote the language of the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] yesterday evening, he did 
me the honor to say that lam an adroit debater and sometimes 
change the point of attack. I want to say that this is not a new 
attack on the Executive, who has been under fire for some time. 
In other words, I wish to impress Senators with the fact that in 
bringing this subject to the attention of this body I am actuated 
solely by a desire that we shall not, by negligence or seeming 
acquiescence, establish a precedent in the construction of the Con- 
stitution and the interpretation of it by the President, which 
will be of immense danger and harm in the future. 

Now, why did I introduce this resolution? I simply want to 
find out what the Senate itself thinks of the new doctrine of a 
constructive recess. We have been passing along the road of our 
national life for one hundred and twenty-odd years, and never be- 
fore has any President, or Vice-President who succeeded to the 
office, undertaken to claim that this clause of the Constitution is 
not perfectly plain and, to an honest mind, unmistakable in its 
meaning. Let me read it: 

The President shall have power to fill all vacancies that may happen 
during the recess of the Senate, by granting commissions which shall expire 
at the end of their next session. 

Language can not be made plainer. Nobody in the past has had 
any doubt about the meaning of these words, but it has remained 
for our present Executive, under that excess of knowledge which 
has been given to him alone, apparently, or that insight into con- 
stitutional law which enables him to see farther than other peo- 
ple, to claim or assert a right and exercise the power of making 
appointments between 12 o’clock and 12 o’clock of the same day. 

In other words, there is at least one officer holding an impor- 
tant position, and I think a good many others, though I have not 
taken the trouble to verify my information, who hold commis- 
sions to-day which are said to have been given in the recess of the 
Senate, who, under those commissions, are exercising the powers 
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and functions of their offices, and who are receiving or will receive 
compensation for their work. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ido. 

Mr. HALE. I did not know, Mr. President, that the President 
of the United States had in any way by any act of his committed 
himself to the proposition that when the extra session called by 
him closed at F2 o’clock on December 7, 1903, and immediately the 
regular session began there was a constructive recess between 
them. I have not learned, and have yet to learn, that the Presi- 
dent has committed himself to that proposition. Appointments 
afterwards were made where the commissions had expired. But 
I had supposed the whole question whether or not if anybody— 
not the President, but if any officer appointed afterwards—whose 
nomination was sent to the Senate and confirmed claims that he 
has the same right, the same salary that he would have if there 
had been an actual recess, that the Comptroller would settle that. 

I have never doubted, Mr. President, that the Comptroller 
would make short work of this question. The Constitution 
does not deal in tricks and surprises. The recess contemplated in 
it is an actual recess, a recess that may be used properly in the 
administration of the Government when there is time, and should 
be, in order that a new appointment be made. 

I never took any stock in the theory that there was aconstruct- 
ive recess between 12 o’clock and 12 o’clock, and I do not know, 
but I doubt, whether many or any Senators have taken that - 
ground. Therefore I say that I am rather surprised that the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina states that the President of the United 
States has committed himself to that proposition. I did not so 
understand, and I hope that he has not. 

Mr. TILLMAN. lam making a statement of facts. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator state just what the 
President has done? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, my dear sir, will you not let me pro- 
ceed in my Own way? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator does not want to answer 
the question, very well. 

Mr. TILLMAN, lI expect to answer any proper question pre- 
sented in the proper way, and in my own way. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Indiana‘ 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I certainly owe the Senator from South 
Carolina an apology for asking him a question from my seat. I 
should have risen and asked him the question. I merely asked 
him to give us information as to just what the President had done 
of which he complained. But, further, I will say to the Senator 
that I have merely asked the question for the purpose of getting 
information. I do not know what information the Senator pos- 
sesses to vindicate his comments in this case. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator has now complied with the re- 
quirements which are sometimes observed here when the Senator 
from Alabama | Mr. Perrus! is in the chair; and I was not pro- 
tected, as he usually does protect the Senator who has the floor, 
by the present occupant of the chair [Mr. Frye], who is always 
lenient and kindly in dealing with all Senators, including me, who 
am—well, a chronic breaker of the rules, not intentionally, but 
through ignorance or from lack of aptitude to learn them, or 
something of that sort. 

I want to answer the Senator’s question; I want to answer 
frankly, and I want to answer without any tinge of resentment 
or any indication whatever that I have any feeling in the matter, 
for I have none. 

I was interrupted in my answer to the Senator from Ma‘ ne [Mr. 
HALE]. Iam sorry that I have mislaid for the moment a letter 
which I received in reply to an inquiry I addressed to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in which the matter is put in official form. 
I will either get the original, which I am having looked up, or I 
will send to the honorable Secretary of the Treasury and ask for 
acopy. But, asI recall the facts, they are these: i directed an 
inguiry to Mr. Shaw as to when or on what date a commission was 
issued to William H. Crum as collector at Charleston. He had 
been appointed, I believe, four or five times, but he had never 
been confirmed. 

I asked Mr. Shaw to tell me whether Mr. Crum was now hold- 
ing office, and, if so, under what authority. In answer to that, 
he replied, giving the date when Mr. Crum received his recess 
commission, and then went on to state that he was now in office 
and the authority for it was that precisely at 12 o’clock on the 
7th of December a new appointment was made and a new com- 
mission issued under it. Sowe have oneof the Cabinet officers— 
and undoubtedly under the instruction or by the authority of the 
President—taking the position that such a thing as a constructive 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Yes. 
Mr. SPOONER. Now, if there has been no recess since that 
time, there has been a continuous session, and would he not hold 
until the adjournment of this session? If that be not true, then 
is this difficulty not presented, that where one session runs into 
another, with no moment of time intervening, the office would be 
vacant on the Senator’s theory? Does not the way the Senate is 
constituted prevent that? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator make that point? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is the finest one I have ever heard my 
friend make, but it will not go. { Laughter. ] 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. I want to put before you the whole scope of the 
suggestion. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not justifying a new commission. 

Mr. HALE. That is the point Iwas coming to. The actual re- 
sult of that would be that if there were no recess, NO interposition 
of a recess, and the Congress continues straight along, the old ap- 
intment would hold good. 
Mr. SPOONER. That is what I say. 
Mr. HALE. But the old commission, received in an und yubted 
recess, Which was lawful, would run over and still live. That 
would be the Senator’s idea? 

Mr. SPOONER. And that office would be vacant after the ad- 
journment of this session. 

Mr. HALE. That would not justify a new appointment. 

Mr. SPOONER. No: and that is the only question. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is the sharpest legal point or quibble I 


recess between the adjournment of a session of Congress and the 
convening of @ session, even though there beno time intervening, 
is one of the things which we have come to have in our govern 
mental affairs. k 

Now, so far as Mr. Crum is concerned, it may be considered by 
Senators that Lam interested in the matter because of his con- 
nection with it. That is not the case. Lam interested in it_be- 
cause of the fact’that the Constitution of the United States does 
not recognize, according to my interpretation of it, any suc 
thing; and the presenc® in the office of collector of customs at the 

rt of Charleston of this man, under @ commission issued by the 
President of the United States, exercising its functions and per- 
forming its duties, and who in time is to claim its emoluments, is 
a direct violation of the Constitution itself and of the law also. 

That is my contention and that is my idea. I would contend 
for the rights of Congress and of the Senate just as quickly and 
as promptly and as zealously if my State was not interested as I 
do now. I simply want this body to take cognizance of a new 
interpretation of the organic law of the land and to decide what 
it will do to protect its ancient rights. That is all. 

In examining into the status of this question to see what had 
been the habit and custom heretofore, and whether such a thing 
as this had ever been attempted, I came on some very, very inter- 
esting history. I found that before the expiration of the Thirty- 
ninth Congress, by an act of Congress approved January 22, 1867, 
Congress itself enacted a law which changed the time of the meet- 
ing of the following Congress from the first Monday in December 
to March 4; in other words, the expiring Congress called its suc- 
cessor by law to meet the moment that it itself died. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins in the chair). 
Does the Senator from South Carolina yield to the Senator from 
Wisconsin? have ever known the Senator to raise here, but he hims if, if he 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do with pleasure, always. will just dismiss the idea that I am attacking his party or his 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator contends that there was m0 re- | President aud will discuss this question and analyze it as a law- 
cess, then, as I understand him? yer— 

Mr. TILLMAN. When the President pro tempore arose in his Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 
seat and announced that the time for the assem ling, as I recall The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
his words, of the first regular session of the Fifty-eighth Congress Carolina yield to the Senator from Wisconsin’ 
had arrived, he said: ‘‘ I declare the extra session adjourned sine Mr. TILLMAN. T do not impugn the Senator’s loyalty to his 
die. The Senate will come to order.” If any man who claims | convictions, but I hope he will not get up aud defend himself 
to have any common sense can stand up and undertake to say until I attack him. I relied on him a moment ago and he did not 


that there can be any recess under those conditions I do not un- disappoint me, and I am going to rely on him again, but I want 
” 


| 
| 
| 


derstand the meaning of the word ** recess. to elucidate my position a little before he proceeds. {Laughter. } 
Mr. SPOONER rose. Let us look at the language of the Constitution itself. it de- 
Mr. TILLMAN. I do not know what the Senator is going to | clares that— 
contend, of course, put if he should now, contrary to all of my The President shall haye power to fill up all vacancies that may happen 
anticipations and expectations and my most valuable admiration during the recess of the Senate, by granting commissions which shall expire 
for him, destroy it all, why, of course, I shall have to take what- at the end of their next session 
ever comes. [ ughter. | Not during the recess. Now. the fact that we never did adjourn 

Mr. SPOONER. - Of course, Mr. President, it is not for the | the extraordinary session, the fact that the two sessions merged, 
Senator to say how valuable his admiration for me is. It is for | can not by any legal quibble be distorted into the contention or 


me to say that {Laughter. } a acknowledgment that the two sessions created a recess, OF 

Mr. TILLMAN. No, it is for me to give my estimation of it, | that because the two sessions did not separate, except for a mo- 

my friend. I do not give my admiration without it is deserved | ment of time while the Chair announced the death of one and the 

first; therefore it is valuable. beginning of the other, therefore there was 10 end of the other 
Mr. SPOONER. And that is why I value it. [{Laughter.] session 


Mr. TILLMAN. Thank you. Mr. SPOONER. I agree—— 
Mr. SPOONER. I donot intend to disappoint the Senator from The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
South Carolina in anything I may Say. I do not intend to give | Carolina yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 


approval to the notion that there can be a constructive recess. Mr. TILLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Pp © Fes ! | 

[r. TILLMAN. Iknow that you can not. But I will sit down Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from 
until the Senator gets through. South Carolina upon the question of a constructive recess. I only 


Mr. SPOONER. The Senator once in a while is an accurate | presented to him what presented itself to me as a matter of the 
rophet. The law takes no account of the fraction of a day and practical consequence—I do not undertake to solve it—of the 


the Constitution takes no account of the fraction of a minute; | situation. I do not pretend to say what the law is about it, 
but the point to which I desire to attract the attention of the | although I do say it would seem to be clear that where the nom- 


Senator for only a moment, and not by way of argument, is this: | ination of a person who had been appointed in actual recess, and 
He contends that the President had appointed this officer in an | whose nomination had been sent to the Senate at an extra Session, 
actual recess. and he was in possession of the office under the recess appt yintment, 
Mr. TILLMAN. I did not contend it. I only stated that the | he would continue in possession of the office until the adjournn nt 


Secretary of the Treasury had informed me of the facts. of the Senate without his confirmation. If where the sessions run 
Mr. SPOONER. But when we adjourned at the last regular | into each other he is not to continue to hold, then the oftice is with- 
session—I mean the session ending in March—there of course was | out an occupant. There is nothing technical about it. fam ni rt 


a@ vacancy. | controverting the position of the Senator. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Yes. Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator is endeavoring to help me 
Mr. SPOONER. The officer not having been confirmed he was | throw light on this question, I will give him the credit of that 
recommissioned; and that was lawful. | until I discover that he has got a cat in the meal tub somewhere. 
Mr. TILLMAN. He was reappointed and commissioned. | Mr. SPOONER. I do not keep cats. {Laughter. } 
Mr. SPOONER. He was reappointed and commissioned. Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator will excuse my homely com- 
Mr. TILLMAN. And that was lawful. | parison, but the Senator is so sudden and so resourceful, he 


Mr. SPOONER. That waslawful. Now, here is what troubles | is so keen and shrewd and alert and adroit, and all that kind of 
me: His name was sent in again for confirmation, was it not, | thing, that I sometimes fear him even when he brings me gi} 
when Congress met in extra session in November? | (Laughter. | 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes; for confirmation as a recess appointment. | Mr. SPOONER. The Senator does me injustice. 


) Mr. SPOONER. For confirmation? Mr. TILLMAN. Then I apologize and take it all back. I be 
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ows that we are all honest and that the Senator agrees with me. 
ow go on. 

Mr. SPOONER. I want to call the attention of the Senator 
from South Carolina—and the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Dan- 
IzL} sees the point that troubles me about this—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator let me cut the Gordian knot? 
I can do it in a second. 

Mr. SPOONER. One moment. 
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I want to call the attention of 


the Senator to the fact that there is a distinction between the | 


Senate and the House of Representatives. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That the Senate never dies. I know that. 

Mr.SPOONER. Thatisright. TheSenate isacontinuing body. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But a commission does die. 

Mr. SPOONER. But I am not talking about a commission. 
My question is whether a man, having been commissioned in an 
actual recess, having taken possession of an office and being in the 
discharge of its duties—this being a continuing body—whether, 
where two sessions of the Senate run into each other, there being 
no interregnum, he does not of necessity and to safeguard the pub- 
lic interest, as intended by the constitutional provision, continue 
to discharge the duties of the office until the end of the session? 

Mr. HALE. Under his old commission? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ina moment, Mr. President, I shall be glad 


to have all the light I can get from any quarter, because I have | 


a great deal of it here that I am going to give you gentlemen 
before I get through. I have got some startling stuff here for 
you. [Laughter.}] Now I yield to the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. DANIEL. I thank the Senator from South Carolina. 

In the case referred to would not the trouble have been obvi- 
ated if the next morning the President had sent a new appoint- 
ment to this body and let the former appointment drop at the end 
of the extraordinary session? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DANIEL. Just let me state my point. If the last com- 
mission had expired with the last moment of the extra session, 
could not the President have sent in a new nomination to the new 
Senate just as easily as to have interpreted a recess and made the 
appointment in that so-called recess? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Let me show you how far wrong all you law- 
yers are. [Laughter.] Who held the office and who performed 
its duties prior to the issuing of this commission? I found this 
vacancy had existed more than a year. This Crum matter has 
become one of the causes célébres of this country. It hasinvolved 
in it that miserable race question, which is to plague us for a 
million years, it appears. Crum was appointed and reappointed, 
but never in a recess, until we adjourned last March: yet the 


Government went on and the duties at Charleston were collected. | 


There was a man there, the deputy collector, who performed the 


duties of the office, and who was ready to step back and take the | 


lace of his chief as soon as the Senate refused to confirm him. 
hat contention about a vacancy will not do, 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. But the office was vacant. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was not making the suggestion with refer- 
ence to Crum. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That will answer. 

Mr. SPOONER. It does not answer. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It answers as an illustration of the point the 
Senator is contending for. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; it does not. Ido not say what I am con- 
tending for; but suppose during a time of war the question in- 
volved the man who should be at the head of the Army, directing 
the affairs and operations of the Army in defense of the country, 
what then? 


Mr. TILLMAN. Let me answer that. There are always cer- 


tain officers to hold over until their successors are “ appointed and | 


qualify.”” No general in command of an army will ever give up 
his position and go off and leave it without a head until his suc- 
cessor has been appointed, has presented himself to take com- 
mand, and is able to state, “‘ By order of the President, I am to 
succeed you.’’ So that case will not do; it is absolutely too far- 
fetched, and the Senator will have to try again. 

I want Senators who may be in doubt, as perhaps some of them 
are honestly in doubt, not to forget the words of the Constitution 
itself: 

The President shall have power to fill up all vacancies that may happen 
during the recess of the Senate, by granting commissions which shall expire 
at the end of their next session. 

The Constitution says the appointment can only be made in the 
recess, but if the Senate has had the opportunity to pass upon it 
and has failed to do so the man goes out. You can not success- 
fully dispute the lawfulness and justice of my contention. 


| 
| 
around. 





RECORD—SEN ATE. JANUARY 22, 


This is a session of the Senate. Why, look at your own acts 
here. Look at your ConeressionaL Recorp, which shows that 
the first session of the Fifty-eighth Congress adjourned, disap- 
| peared, went into history, on the 7th of December, and a new 
session, the second session, began. You are contending against all 
the precedents from the foundation of the Government until this 
time. 

But let me go back to myrecord. I read a mément ago the act 
of Congress approved January 22, 1867, at the time when the 
meeting of Congress was changed from the first Monday in De- 
cember to March 4. Why? An examination into the history of 
those times will show you that the then sitting Congress felt un- 
willing to adjourn on the 4th day of March, and leave this Goev- 
ernment in the hands of Andrew Johnson between March and 
December, with no lawful authority in itself toconvene. Tho 
debates all prove it. 

The next Congress met on March 4, the day on which it was 
| called together by law, and on March 30 adjourned until July 3. 
They would not adjourn until the December date, but they went 
| to July, feeling that they had sufficiently handcuffed the President 
| or had terrorized him or hedged him about so that he could ac- 

complish nothing detrimental between March and July. 

They met on July 3 and remained in session until July 20, when 
they adjourned, or, rather, took a recess to November 21, 1867, 
| when they adjourned on December 2, without day. 

They met again in regular session on the same day, December 

2, 1867, and remained in session until July 27, 1868. In other 
words, the regular session began just as our session this year be- 
gan, the minute the extra session or the adjourned session ended. 
They met again on the 21st of September, 1868, and adjourned on 
the same day to October 16. They met again on October 16, 1868, 

and adjourned on the sameday to November 10. They met again 
| on November 10 and adjourned on the same day, without day. 
| In other words, they had accomplished their purpose. They had 
| passed all the laws they thought needful. They had tried to im- 
| peach the President and failed, but had sufficiently hamstrung 
him or terrorized him or done whatever you choose to call it, so 
that they did not feel that he could do any more harm. 

But all this did not happen without discussion, and I want to 
| read from that debate. I was very much interested, when I came 
| across these speeches in the Recorp, to see how differently men 
can look at things when they allow supposed party advantage to 
bias them or to cause their minds all to go in one direction. 

On the 21st of March, 1867,a resolution providing for adjourn- 
ment sine die being before the Senate, Mr. Summer took the floor 
in opposition, and used the words I will quote. 
| _I hope the Senator from Wisconsin will remain in the Chamber. 
| While he may not have very much respect for Mr. Sumner asa 
| lawyer, he must have great respect for him as a statesman, and I 
| want him to catch Mr. Sumner’s idea of constitutional limitations. 
Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator care particularly precisely 
| what part of the Chamber I am in? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
granted he was going out. * 

Mr. SPOONER. No. 

Mr. TILLMAN. My friend is always so fascinating and is 
such an exhilarating adjunct to my talks that I like to have him 





I took it for 


These are the words of Mr. Sumner, in discussing this proposed 
adjournment: 


You must not forget that our President isa bad man. Thisis the first 
fact. He is a bad man, who is the author of incalculable woe to his country, 
and especially to that part which has been most tried by war and most 
needed kindly care. Search history, and Ilamsure that you will find noruler 

| who, during the same short space of time, has done so much mischief to his 
country. e stands alone in bad eminence. Nobody in ancient or modern 
times can be his parallel. Alone in the evil he has done, he is also alone in 
the maudlin and frantic manner— 


I want you to watch those adjectives— 
the maudlin and frantic manner which he has adopted. Look at his acts and 
read his speeches. This is enough. 

Such is the fact. Andnow 1 ask, Can Congress quietly vote to go home and 
leave this bad man without hindrance of any kind? These scenesare historic. 
His conduct is historic. Permit meto remind you that your course with re- 
gard to him will be historic. It can never be forgotten if you keep your 
seats and meet the usurper face to face; it can never be forgotten if, leaving 
your seats, you let him remain master to doas he pleases. Most of all, he 
| covets your absence. Do not indulge him. 

Looking along in the discussion in regard to these various re- 
cesses and adjournments from day to day, I came on another in- 
teresting and meaty sentence or two. Speaking of this same 
President, the then Senator from Michigan, Mr. Howard, uses 
these words, and he is putting words in the mouth of the Presi- 
dent himself as illustrating the feeling, the purpose, the idea, 
| the ambition, the self-reliance, and all that which actuated Presi- 

dent Johnson; and he makes Mr. Johnson say: 

_ Iam he who holds your destinies in his hand; I must be obeyed; I am the 

infallible judge of the Constitution. I have unrolled it; I understand it; I 
| am conscientious; Congress and the so-called loyal — are not conscien- 
| tious; lam patriotic; they are not; they are traitors; [am great; they are 
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small; they must be put down; I must be put up; and you must remain in 
your present condition until I have had my way. 

There are suspicions abroad and intimations from very respect- 
able sources that history is repeatingitself. But I do not want to 
be partisan and I am not making any attack on our Executive. I 
am trying to get the Senate to discuss and dispose of this new is- 
sue which has arisen without considering the present occupant 
of the White House, and solely as great lawyers and great states- 
men, as leaders of a great party who have made history and who 
are to-day being watched to see how far they are going to allow 
these usurpations to go before they cry, *‘ Halt!”’ 

There was another discussion in regard to the adjournment and 


the dangers that might come from a constructive recess, the very | 


milk of the cocoanut, so to speak, of these old speeches. 


Mr. Grimes. I offer the following resolution for adoption: 

* Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House do adjourn their respec- 
tive Houses without day on Monday, the 2d of December next, at half past 11 
o’clock a.m.” 


I quote: 


first Monday in December, when Congress, under the Constitu- 
tion, was to convene in regular session. 


Mr. Sumyrr. I would suggest “ at 12 o'clock.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. SUMNER. I do not wish to object toits consideration, but I have a seri- 
ous question whether we should leave even the break of half an hour between 
the two sessions. The point in my mind is just this: Will you leave the 
President of the United States one half hour within which he may take ad- 
vantage of the absence of Congress and issue commissions which would then 
run perbaps—I do not undertake to decide the point now, but which I say 
might run then to the last day of the next session of the Senate. 

Just what is being contended for here now. 


That may be midsummer or autumn. We may not leave here before au- 
tumn. I take it that an appointment made during that interim of half an 
hour might possibly be valid to the last day of the next session of Congress. 

Mr. Sumner did not think the vacancy in the office would cre- 
ate any legal question at all. 

Mr. MITCHELL. What became of the resolution? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Wait; [am going to give you the history of 
it. Iam going to read the debate. This ancient history is valu- 
able, because as we pass along and new headlights come up, new 
ideas take possession of us as a people, and as we go crazy, seem- 
ingly, with this new, dazzling dream of empire and all that sort 
of thing, we must, as Mr. Webster says, be guided by the lamps 
of experience if we are to go right; and if we lose our heads and 

rmit some men to go ahead boldly and rashly their way there 
is no telling where we will land. 

Mr. Edmunds, in answer to Mr. Sumner, said: 

But the law takes no notice of parts of a day. 


Other lawyers knew that as well as the Senator from Wisconsin. 


Mr. SumNER. Why open the question? That is a technicality. 

Mr. Grimes. I do not think the a, is worth having a debate about, 
and I am content that any anivadment should be made to the resolution 
which the Senator from Massachusetts chooses to suggest. 

Mr. SuMNER. Why not say ‘12 o'clock?” 

Mr. GRIMEs. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa so modify the 
resolution? 

Mr. Grimes. Yes, sir. 


Then Mr. Sherman, another great statesman of this country, one 


of the greatest that it has ever known, a leader whose work for 
good or bad is here to stay as an enduring monument to his intel- 


shall read. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Sonth 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. I hope the Senator does not 
object to my paying a compliment to Republicans. 

Mr. SPOONER. But I object to your always waiting until 
after they are dead. 
Mr. TILLMAN. 
compliment, and as nice a one as I could frame. If it does not 
suit him, I will write him one, and I will just lard it down with 
sweetmeats. Have I not just now said that you are great law- 
yers and great statesmen? And I am waiting to see whether you 
are bound hand and foot to the President’s chariot wheel and are 
going to be dragged in the mire of loss of self-respect, and all that 
sort of thing, by yielding to this constructive recess proposition. 
Ido not believe it. Iam going to wait and see. 
that there are vet statesmanship and patriotism among the great 

men on that side. 

Mr. Sherman said: 

Tcan not see any cugect in passing this concurrent resolution. The Con- 
stitution provides that the regular session of Congress shall be on the first 
Monday of December, and according to law, I believe—or, at any rate, such is 
the usage—the hour for meeting on that day is 12 o'clock. We shall meet at 
that time in a new session. The recent law has not changed that regular 
timo of meeting, and the result is that the next session of Congress will com- 


mence necessarily at noon on Monday. Why not allow the two sessions to 
merge? Why not have this session go on and expire by the necessary limita- 
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| is dead; long live the king.” 


| of time, or any very considerable time, at any rate, between the t 


| Should expire precisely at the time when the coming session begins. 


lectuality and his hold upon the public confidence, said what I | 





I just paid the Senator from Wisconsin one | 


I have faith | 




















tion fixed by law and the Constitution? I think that would be better. I do 
not see any object to be gained by passing a resolution for adjournment sine 
die. I would vote with pleasure for a recess until Monday at half-; ll 
o'clock, and let one session blend with the other. I see no objection to that 
course, while the passage of a resolution for adjournmeit sine die may raise 
questions which we will have to meet hereafter. I have not examined the 
question, nor thought about it, but I have supposed that by a recess or some 
process of that kind this session would be continued till Monday and termi- 


nate at the beginning of the other without a formal vote. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It strikes me that there should be,in accordance with 
universal usage—though, to be sure, this is ratheran exceptional case j 
resolution fixing the time when this session shall terminate. I am perfectly 
agreed that it is not advisable perhaps to have any very appreciable interval 
rmination 
of this session and the commencement of the next regular session. Still, I 
think that there should be an appreciable distinction, and that we should fix 
the time of adjournment and adjourn eccordingly. I have no very fixed 
opinion in relation to the matter that Iam not willing to give up to the opin- 
ion of others if they choose to take the responsibility. I see no objection to 
fixing the time at five minutes before 12 o'clock, if you please, so as to have 
some little interregnum or interval between the expiration of one session of 
Congress and the commencement of another. This is the idea I have enter- 
tained and expressed to several gentlemen in conversation on the subject, 


2. iain? 
@&joOmse 






| and’ myown opinion is that it would be better, because in accordance with 


I will state here that Monday, the 2d day of December, was the | 


usage. I donot think that five minutes would bea time within which any 
very great harm could bedone. It is with reference rather to the record, and 
to keeping things in order on the record, that Isuggest that it would be well 
to have the usual joint resolution of adjournment. 

Mr. TRUMEULL. I merely desire to say that I am indifferent as to what 
particular time we adjourn sine die. This session, I suppose, will close at 
some time, and individually it is immaterial to me whether it is to-day or 
next Monday; but I wish to put in my protest against any such reason as is 
advanced here in the Senate. I think the Congress of the United States 
should pursue the even tenor of its way, and while we have a President, I 
am for treating him as President, and I will not anticipate that he is going to 
do some terrible thing during five minutes between 11 o'clock and 55 minutes 
next Monday and 12 o'clock. Let him take the consequences of his acts. 
Let us legislate, do our business, and adjoura without any reference to any 
rumors about the town that a certain thing is to be done and not to be 
I care nothing about it. or de- 
stroyed in any five minutes, and therefore I hope that whatever time we fix, 
and I am indifferent about it, will be fixed in reference to our own conven- 
ience and the convenience of Congress, and not in reference to what some- 
body may suppose that some other department of the Government is going 
to do. 

Mr. SuMNER. | hope that what we may do may be done with reference to 
the welfare of the country and with no particular reference to any rumors 
or reports. There I agree with m friend; but then Ido not agree with him 
when he says, “‘Give the President another chance.” We have already been 
giving him chances, and we can not act now in any way without taking into 
consideration his character and position. Those are now matters of history. 
I wish to speak with proper delicacy, with proper reserve, when I allude to 
him, but I must speak under the responsibility of a Senator. A largs portion 
of our country believe the President to be a wicked man, of evil thought and 
unpatriotic purposes, and in spirit and conduct the successor of Jefferson 
Davis, through whom, at this moment, the rebellion is revived. Those are 
the sentiments of a large portion of our people. 

Mr. Drxon. I desire to ask the Senator if that is the opinion of a majority 
of the American people, in his judgment? 

Mr. SUMNER. oll, that does not belong to the question. I say itis un- 
questionably the opinion of a large portion of the people of the United States, 
whether a majority or not, the future may disclose. Ido not wish to goin 
advance or anticipate any such judgment. Ispeak now simply with refer- 
ence to what is before us. The question is whether we shall give him another 
opportunity. Isay “No.” Inarriving at that conclusion I do not acton any 
rumor that is afloat to which the Senator from [llinois refers. I act with 
reference to the character of the Chief Magistrate as displayed in his public 
acts, and itseems to me that it will be something like rashness in the Senate 
if they concede to him another occasion to practice on the country in the 


mea, 


I do not believe this country is to be ruined 


| carrying out of his policy as we know that he has practiced in times past. I 


feel that we ought to stop the way. Weshould not give hima day; weshould 
not give him five minutes—I am ready to say that—not five minutes for the 
chance of an exercise of illegitimate power. I will nct allow him to exercise 
it and then take my chance hereafter of applying the corrective. “An ounce 
of prevention is better than a pound of cure.” Suchis an old saying, and now 
is an occasion for its application. 
And that brings me to the exact point as to whether the present aa 
see ho 
reason why it shouldnot. I see no reason why we would interpose the buffer 
even of five minutes. Let one session come right up close upon the other, 
and then we shall exclude every possibility of evil consequences from the 
character of the Chief Magistrate. It is well known that in other govern- 
ments, when, for instance, the king dies, the moment the breath is out of his 
body power is in his successor, so that there is a common saying, “The king 
Now, I know not why, when this session ex- 
pires, we may not at the same time announce its expiration and announce 
the beginning of the new session. 


Now, Mr. President, all of that discussion of constitutional law 
and interpretation of the Constitution has but one meaning, that 
this doctrine of a recess or of a vacancy that might arise by rea- 
son of the expiration of a commission and all that kind of thing, 
which has just been announced by the Senator from Wisconsin, 

vas thought of by those men. They would not give Andrew 
Johnson one minute, for they felt if they did he might appoint 
some one in the interim who would, under his construction and 
contention, hold the office until the expiration of the succeeding 
session. as the Constitution provided. 

Mr. HALE. Was not this the substance of it? It is in the line 
of what the Senator said, and his reading has heen very interest- 
ing, bearing upon the exact subject before us. It seems that at 
that time the question arose whether any interval should be al- 
lowed between the extra session and the regular session, and to 
avoid any possible question and utterly to put down and extirpate 
any idea that there could be recess, the farthest process was taken, 
to merge the two sessions. 

At that most interesting point in our history the very question 
which is raised by the Senator from South Carolina came up, and 
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it was deemed conclusive that all questions as to there being a | friend from Wisconsin is very prolific in suggestions that great 


recess were set at rest by the two sessions being merged, the one 
immediately succeeding the other. What was good law then is 
good law now. 

I am glad the Senator has introduced this matter. I do not 
agree with him, perhaps, in what he intends to invoke in the way 
of similarities between persons at that time and this; but the oc- 
casion was a great occasion, an important occasion, and it seems 
to have been settled thatif the two sessions were merged, nobody, 
not even arefractory President, as I believe there was at that time, 
who took great responsibilities, would for a moment intimate that 
there was a recess, an instantaneous recess. That seems to have 
been settled by the precedent which the Senator from South Car- 
olina has invoked, and I am very glad he invoked it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from South Carolina has not 
told us what became of the resolution. 

Mr. TILLMAN. They passed it. The resolution was passed 
unanimously merging the two sessions and adjourning the first 
session at 12 o’clock, when its successor met immediately, just 
as we did here at the expiration of the special session called to 
meet on the 9th day of November. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
olution of adjournment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The two sessions went together, as they con- 
tended, and the law was settled, as the Senator from Maine has 
said; at least, it appears to have been settled. because the Presi- 
dent took no chance. and nobody contended that there was a pos- 
sibility for him to make an appointment between the second of 
time of the adjournment of the one session and the convention of 
the other. I can not see how there can be any difference of opin- 
ion here as to the final result. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from South Carolina will allow me, 
they were making and were engaged in a hand-to-hand fight with 
the then President. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HALE. They wanted to take the measure that would be 


But in our case there was no res- 


| stances of a constructive recess; that there 


harm might come in the case of the head of the Army. Suppose 
justices of the Supreme Court were appointed under these circum- 
yas a case involving 
most vital interests before that court, and that the court was 


| evenly divided, with these new men going in and holding the bal- 
| ance of power and being able to turn around the law in its inter- 


most absolutely conclusive as to giving him an instant when he | 
could exercise his appointing power; and the method they took 


was to merge the two sessions. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
Carolina permit me? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think the Senator misunder- 
stood the remark I made in my seat. I called attention to the 
fact that I supposed that Congress was adjourned by resolution 
of the two Houses, and that we had no such resolution. I donot 
claim that it makes any difference. 
ence in fact. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 


Will the Senator from South 


We adjourned at the expiration of the extra 


session on the 7th day of December just passed. They passed a | 


resolution adjourning at 12 o’clock. There was a proposition to 
adjourn at 11, then at half past 11, but Mr. Sumner and Mr. Sher- 
man both contended that they did not want to give the President 
the opportunity of five minutes or one minute in which to do any- 
thing which might pester them afterwards, and they preferred to 
prevent an improper appointment rather than to undertake to 
undo it afterwards or to apply the corrective or the remedy. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think perhaps the case now is 
stronger than that was, because that Congress passed a resolution 
of adjournment. It was passed by the two Houses of Congress. 
In this case no resolution was passed. The Senate simply was de- 
clared to be adjourned just a moment before 12 o’clock. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I was not here during the interesting conten- | 
tion, which I saw mentioned in the papers, when an effort was | 


made by somebody somewhere else to make us do business accord- 
ing to other methods than our own, and the unhappy controversy 
as to whether or not the Senate should remain in session because 
other men wanted the House to remain. But I notice that we 
did not adjourn and that we did not vote and that we proceeded 
on the even tenor of our way and that the Cuban reciprocity bill 
became a lawin duetime. But it was not born before the Senate 
got ready that it should be born. 

The only difference I can see in the situation then and now is 
this: At that day and time there was an overwhelming majority, 
two-thirds and more, considerably more than there is now, of the 
same party as the President, and who had elected him Vice-Presi- 
dent, and of course had to acquiesce in his accession to authority 
upon the death of Mr. Lincoln. They took these steps to hedge 
him about, to halt him, to stop him. 

Now, the President has this large majority behind him, willing, 
apparently acquiescing in all his acts, indorsing them, approving 
them, applauding them, urging some of them perhaps. There is 
the difference. 

So far as this little case of Crum is concerned, Crum might be 
the most important officer in the United States Government. My 


But there was that differ- | 


| ber is in dissent from it. 








pretation, what harm could come? 

Iam only giving that as one of the possibilities, and my pur- 
pose, as I said in the beginning, is not to call attention to the 
necessary parallel in the minds of some, or to the possible dangers; 
but I am endeavoring to keep a precedent from being established. 
{ am endeavoring to keep the Senate, in a trivial cause, one that 
has not and can not work any harm, from allowing its authority 
and the accepted interpretation of the Constitution to lapse; from 
giving the temptation to some usurper hereafter, or the excuse to 
some usurper hereafter, to say, ** Why, in the Administration of 
Mr. Roosevelt this was permitted. It was passed over by the 
Senate, and thereby acquiesced in; and it is all right!” 

We all know what a precedent in law is. Precedents are very, 
very troublesome things, and I, in my feeble way, have tried to 
call attention to what 1 consider a very grave constitutional ques- 
tion. While in its present shape it works no harm and can work 
none, yet if we do not now stop and have the Senate declare what 
it knows and means to be a recess. what it considers the power 
of the Executive in making appointments during a recess and 
issuing commissions thereafter, we will in the future, or our 
children will, come to that day when it can be said sadly: 

It is the little rift within the lute 
That by and by will make the music mute, 
And, ever widening, slowly silence all. 

We Senators here have grave responsibilities. Weare intrusted 
with the liberties of this Government and of its orderly constitu- 
tional administration. Let us not, in the mad haste to give ap- 
proval to this man or that, for supposed party necessity, ignore 
this little thing now. Let us stop it. 

Mr. HALE. Now, let me interrupt the Senator for a moment. 
The Senator has not succeeded—I will not put it in that way, for 
I know he did not want to bring out from this side any expres- 
sion of a recognition of this new proposition that there was acon- 
structive recess when the two sessions merged. On the other 
hand, everything that has been said upon this side of the Cham- 
No Senator on this side has, whatever 
may be his partisan feeling, indicated it. I think, with the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut, that the present case is even stronger than 
the case in 1867, to which the Senator has referred. 

I say again, I do not know of any Senator who adopts or pro- 
poses to adopt or act upon the suggestion that here was a con- 
structive recess upon which the President might act as if it had 
been a longer recess. 

The Constitution does not deal with surprises and evasions and 
subtleties. It has been found on an examination of the records 
that the nominations— Mr. Crum’s, General Wood's, and others— 
that were sent to the actual session, the present session, the regu- 
lar session, were not sent in as recess appointments. If the Sen- 
ator will go back he will find that these same appointments that 
were made after our adjournment in March were afterwards sent 
in at the extra session: that they were sent in in November as re- 
cess appointments. That the Senator does not object to? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, notatall. That is the law. 

Mr. HALE. That is the practice. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is customary. 

Mr. HALE. Thatisthe practice. Itisthelaw. Now, the ap- 
pointments that were sent in at this session, after the two sessions 
had been merged, the appointment of Mr. Crum, of General Wood, 
and others, were not, as I understand from an examination which 
has been made of the records, sent in as recess appointments, but 
they were sent in in the manner suggested by the Senator from 
Virginia, as regular appointments. 

I started, when I first interrupted the Senator, by saying that 
I did not know that the President had committed himself to this 
doctrine of a constructive recess. His appointments, his nomi- 
nations—that is the technical word—sent to the Senate at this 
session do not assume to have been sent in as recess appointments, 
They are sent in as new appointments. 

Now, the question as to who takes possession of the office and 
gets the salary—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will allow me, doI understand 
him to assert or to only express the hope that these appointments 
are of this character? 

Mr. HALE. The papers show—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. The papers show the contrary, at least the 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury to me, and the papers in 
the possession of the executive clerks will demonstrate whether I 
am right or not. 

Mr. HALE, I have not made the examination, but it has been 
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stated to me during the debate that those papers have been looked 
up and it is found that the appointments sent in at this session 
were not sent in as recess appointments but as new regular ap- 
pointments; and I was going on to say that if that be so—— 


Mr. TILLMAN. I deny it, upon the authority of Mr. Shaw, as 
far as Crum is concerned. 

Mr. HALE. I do not make the statement—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I further deny it from the fact that Mr. 
Crum is now in office, and he could not hold it a moment after 
the expiration of his commission unless he had been given a new 
one, and he could not be given a commission while the Senate 
was in session. So it was a recess appointment. 

Mr. HALE. I have not said that I have examined the papers, 
but I have been told that the appointments which were made at 
this session when sent in to the Senate (and an inspection will 
easily settle that) were not sent in as recess appointments but as 
original appointments. Now, I am not prepared to say that that 
is true. It has been so stated here, and it can easily be settled by 
looking at the original papers. 

If that be true, the only question to come up will be as to who 
is entitled to perform the duties of collector during the time that 
is now going on—whether the new appointee or the deputy col- 
lector. If the new appointment was not sent in as a recess ap- 
pointment, if the new appointee claims that he has the right 
under the proposition that there was a constructive recess, the 
whole question will be fought out before the Comptroller, who 
will decide upon the whole law, and, as I have said, I have no 
doubt that that officer, who is a very able and a very worthy man, 
of the highest integrity, will make short shrift of the proposition 
that there was a constructive recess. But it will be settled by 
him and by nobody else. 


Between this time and whenever the resolution will come up | 


again—for it will go over at 2 o’clock for the present—an exami- 
nation can be made as to what the appointments were that were 
sent in. . 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I had hoped to get the resolution acted on, 
but that will not be the case if the debate continues. 

It is a very interesting and a very important matter, and I want 
all the light I can get on the question. I know the Senator from 
Colorado will shed some, and I yield to him. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I think the question that is presented by 
both the Senator from Maine and the Senator from Wisconsin has 
been in effect decided by the Supreme Court of the United States— 
not in a case that is almost parallel to this, but in a case that 
rested upon a statute whose language as to the termination of an 
office is identical, I think, with the language of the section of the 
Constitution that is under consideration. The decision went as to 


the responsibility of sureties on the bond of a collector, and with- | 
out taking the time now to read the entire case, I will simply sug- | 


gest the name of the case, so that other Senators may examine it. 

Without undertaking to read it, I will state, briefly, what the 
facts were. The question arose in an action of debt ona col- 
lector’s bond. 
Wheaton, 720-738. Mr. Reed had been appointed to the office of 
collector, and the name of the surety was Kirkpatrick. The col- 
lector was appointed to the office by the President on the 1ith of 
November, 1818, and by the terms of his commission he was to 
hold his office during the pleasure of the President and until the 
end of the next session of the Senate of the United States, and no 
longer. Early in the year following his appointment, in January, 
1814, the President sent in his name, making a second appoint- 
ment of the same person. He continued in the performance of 
the duties of his office, proved to be a defaulter, and an action 
was brought by the Government against the principal and the 
sureties on the bond. 

One of the defenses that was made was that he could not be 
responsible on his bond for acts that were done after the termina- 
tion of the session of Congress to which his nomination had been 
sent in. The judge of the trial court held that he could be, as his 

ossession of the office continued. He gave no new bond when 
is second appointment was made and confirmed. The Supreme 
Court reviewed that yo peo and the language of the Supreme 
Court it seems to me will place it more clearly before the Senate 
than I could in the use o — language. The decision was ren- 
dered by Mr, Justice Story. I will read about a page: 
in _ an ania whiets this appointment wes: matin: authorizes the President, 

, e » i 
which shall expire at the end of their next session. 2 ee Ommissions, 

That is practically the language of the Constitution. 


The first commission is,as has been already stated, in conformity to this 
provision of the act, and is, by express terms, limited to continue to the end 
of the next session of the Senate, and no longer. 


The commission used the words ‘and no longer.” 


It is the case of United States v. Kirkpatrick, 9 | 
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It naga therefore, both by the enactment of law and the form of the 
grant— 
Replying, of course, to the commission— 


that the first commission must have expired of itself at that period; and. as 
the next session of the Senate ended in April, 1814, that is the utmost extent 
to which it could reach. The bond in question was given with express refer 
ence to this commission; and its obligatory force was, consequently, confined 
to acts done while that commission had a legal continuance, and could not go 
beyond it; and here would have been the natural termination of the liability. 
But in the meantime a new appointment was made by the President, with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, and as soonas that was accepted by the 


collector it was a virtual superseding and surrender of the former commis- 
sion. The two commissions can not be considered as one continuing appoint- 
ment without manifest repugnancy. The commissions are not only diflcrent 
in date, and given under different authorities and sureties, but they are of 
different natures. The first is limited in its duration toa specified period; 

| the second is unlimited in duration, and during the pleasure of the President. 
If the latter operated merely as a confirmation of the former, then it 


firmed its existence only during the original period fixed by the law 
such an effect is not pretended, and would be irreconcilable with the 
and intent of the commission. It has been suggested that the practice of the 
Government has been to consider such commissions as one continuing com- 
mission. But whatever weight the practice of the Government may be en- 
titled to in cases of doubtful construction, it can have no influence to change 
the clear language of the law. In short, if the nomination to and approval 
by the Senate was a mere confirmation, and not equivalent to a new appoint- 
ment, there was no necessity for the second commission; and yet the argu- 
ment supposes that it could not be dispensed with, for if no commission had 
been issued the first, by its own limitation, would have expired. 


It seems to me that this case establishes this proposition at 
least, beyond any question, that where an appointment is made 


term 


| under language such as was used in this law and such as is nsed 


in the section of the Constitution that has been read, the appoint- 
ment or the possession of the office must absolutely end with the 


| arrival of the period at which the commission expired under the 


law, and that time is at the expiration of the session of the Sen- 
ate, if the appointee has not been confirmed. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There is no question about that. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Now, if his bond would not continue after 
the expiration of the session of the senate,if his bondsmen would 
not be liable for malfeasance in office after the expiration of the 
session of the Senate, then surely we may properly deduce that 
he is not permitted to perform the duties of the office. but that 
that office is vacant, its duties to be performed by some deputy or 
some other person until, an appointment being sent in during the 
session of the Senate, the Senate has confirmed that appointment. 

Mr. HALE. Ifthe Senator will allow me—itis almost 2 o’clock— 
I think that is law and unquestioned law, and I am glad the Sena- 
tor has brought that decision here. I want to look at it still 
further. It will be found, I think, on a complete examination that 
that is a clear assertion of unquestioned law that has been recog- 


| nized ever since, but I doubt whether it reaches the precise con- 


| ditions under which we find ourselves. 





| table without prejudice. 


However, there will be 
an opportunity when the resolution comes up again to go more 


| fully into that question. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the Calendar of General Orders. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the resolution 
may go back on the table, subject to the same call for future dis- 
cussion. In other words, I do not want it to go to the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would go to the Calendar 
unless the Senate otherwise ordered. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iask unanimous consent that it shall remain 
on the table, subject to the same rights it has had heretofore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Sonth Caro- 
lina, asks unanimous consent that the resolution shall lie on the 
Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

RELATIONS WITH NEW GRANADA OR COLOMBIA. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution which will be stated. The Chair is assuming 
unanimous consent whenever he lays this resolution before the 
Senate. 

The SECRETARY. Senate resolution 73, by Mr. GorMAN, calling 
upon the President for certain information touching former nego- 
tiations of the United States with the Governments of New Gra- 
nada or Colombia, etc. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
DOLLIVER] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I have intended for some days, 
if I could get an opportunity to do so, to submit to the Senate 
some observations on the questions which have been debated in 
connection with the resolution of the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. GorMAN]. I have listened with patience and with great 
instruction and profit to everything that has been said. A good 
many speeches have been made, none of them irrelevant to the 

uestion and many of them full of research and of learning. I have 
ound pleasure in listening to them all, although I am bound to 
confess that some of them were a little long for the ordinary uses 
of a world like this. 

The subject-matter of the debate is not new to anyone. 


The Senator from Iowa [Mr. 


Among 
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my first recollections of public questions was the project of the 
Nicaragua Canal, and speeches upon that subject made by the 
honored President of the Senate [Mr. Frye], then a Member of 
the House of Representatives, at the beginning of his great and | 
useful public career. When I first came to this Capitol, when- 
ever { wanted to secure a sense of repose and calm, I used to wan- | 
der over to this Chamber and seldem failed to hear my honored 
friend from Alabama [Mr. Morcan] impressing wpon the Senate 
and upon the world his ideas of the Nicaragua Canal. 

I never heard a word spoken or said that did not appear to me 
to be wise and reasonable: and yei I never saw in all my contact 
with the outside world that anybody in the United States not in 
Congress appeared to take the slightest interest in the canal ques- 
tion, ably and fully as it was presented during a whole genera- 
tion. I confess that it made very little impression upon me. 

None of us probably ever sawa moment when we did not think | 
that some time and somewhere and in some way a canal would be 
dug across the Isthmus. I never took any acute interest in the 
subject, and never met anybody else who did, until the occa- | 
sion of our intervention in behalf of the colonies of Spain, when | 
Captain Clark, of the Oregon, under orders, left Mare Island and | 
steamed down one side af South America and up the other just | 
—— luxury of getting in two or three shots at the Cristobal 

Jolon. 

From that day the isthmian canal was already in sight. 
that day it has been a live question. The argument forthe canal | 
has interested everybody. It may even be described as having | 
become a burning question, as many gentlemen certainly on the 
other side of the Chamber can testify in their present contact 
with their constituency. 

It never seemed to make much difference to me whether the 
isthmian canal was dug at Nicaragua or at Panama until the 
last session of Congress. I confess that I was in favor of digging | 
it at Nicaragua, becamse I had never heard anybody else mention | 
any other place to dig it, and I supposed, as everybody else did, | 
that = ground at Panama had already been occupied by other | 
peopie. 

My convictions on the subject of the Panama Canal date from | 
the morning when somebody, I suspected at the time the distin- 
guished Senator from Ohio | Mr. Hanna], whose credentials of re- 
election to the Senate, read in the Chamber this morning, have 
brought gratification to our hearts, hung upon the wall there a 
map of the Isthmus of Panama, and I confess, without any inten- | 
tional disrepect to speeches long or short, that that map did more 
to convince the Senate and toconvince the world that we had | 
been seeking to make a canal at the wrong place on the Isthmus | 
than all that has been spoken im debate in these thirty years. 

Nearly everybody bases his practical views of things primarily | 
on his theology, and the moment I saw that map, indicating the | 
coast line and the lay of the land at Panama, it appeared to me | 
to be absolutely conclusive that the good Providence which is 
above us, if He ever intended the canal to be built there at all, in- | 
tended it to be built where the Isthmus is 49 miles wide and not | 
to be constructed where it is 183 miles wide. 

I do not believe that any argument, any report of engineers, 
any inherited enthusiasm on the subject could disturb the opin- 
ion of anybody who made a study of that map hanging on the 
wallsof thisChamber. From that day to this the practical ques- 
tion is whether the canal shall be built at Panama or not built at 
all. I confess that, in common with the people of the United 
States everywhere, I have acquired not only an interest but an 
earnest zeal for having the isthmian canal dug, and dug promptly, 
without further delay. 

A good many people think that the Government of the United 
States has been engaged in very unbecoming and unseemly per- 
formances of an underground character at Panama. I have never 
even taken an interest in those suspicions which have been scat- 
tered broadcast over the world. The very nature of the subject 
makes it morally incredible that the people of the United States 
should desire to do anything either by indirection or by subter- 
ranean methods of any kind. 

We are not doing there a thing altogether for ourselves. When | 
I come to meditate upon what we have in hand there, it appears 
to me that we have placed the Republic of the United States upon 
a moral level the like of which has never been occupied by any 
nation in the whole history of the world. Weare proposing to 
take our own money, to employ our own labor, taking our own 
risk, and constructing at Panama a public work, not at the cost of 
millions, but of tens of millions, and it may be of hundreds of mil- 
lions, and having done that, we propose to donate it tothe human 
race and dedicate it for all time tocome to the uses of the world’s 
commerce and business upon exactly the same terms for its use 
that we claim for ourselves. 

In view of a situation like that it appears to me to disparage 
and to impeach the very national character to suppose that any- 
body, from our highest public official down to our lowest, would 


j 
| 


From 





care to smirch that transaction with any questionable methods of 
procedure. ‘Therefore, I for one have been sorry that this great 
discussion which has gone peacefully and solemnly on now for 
nearly seventy years in the United States should, in the last 


| Stages of it, become the subject of a mean and petty personal and 


pariisan contention. 

I have never seen a minute when I attributed toa President of 
the United States, whether he belonged to my own political faith 
or the faith of our adversaries, a dishonorable or ea motive in 
the transaction of the business of the people of the United States. 

tis cne of the guaranties of our fcrm of government, one of the 
monuments of our national character, that from the first Presi- 
dent to the last, though some have been great and some not en- 
tirely great, we never have had a President whose motives could 
be successfully imp2ached at the bar of American history. 

It is to be regretted that in the midst of learned discussions, 
such as have been made here by the two Senators from Colorado, 
discussions in no sense wanting in dignity and in the respect 
which belongs to this place and to the coordinate branches of the 
Government, there should have been noises heard here and voices 
raised here altogether out of character either with the subject or 
vith its surroundings. 

I listened with a good deal of humiliation to speeches charging 


| that the President of the United States had made the revolution 


at Panama unanimous by conducting it himself. I heard a Sen- 
ator say in this Chamber that in what has been done every act 
of the President has been in violation of the Constitution, of the 
law, and of international law, and of the treaties of the United 
States; and, more shameful and humiliating than anything else, 
men have stood here and excused the mobs which pursue men 


| without the process of law, and the anarchists arrayed against 


all government and against all law, by the example of contempt 
for law set by the God-fearing, patriotic President of the United 
States. 

I do not propose to stop to answer such a thing as that. I 
merely allude to it to indicate how far mere partisan contention 
may belittle a great controversy even in the Senate of the United 
States. I suppose it is true that wherever speech is free and 
wherever printing is free our form of government is exposed to 
that infirmity and to that scandal. Certainly everywhere in the 
world where there has been free government the arena of partisan 
politics has been filled all the time, or nearly all the time, by the 
dust of partisan contention and personal abuse. 

The parliamentary annals of Great Britain indicate that that 
was always so there, especially in the last century, and if a man 
will read the present discussions going on upon the hustings of 
England he will perceive that it is still so there. It certainly has 
been so here from the very beginning of our affairs. Notasingle 
President of the United States has been able to escape, not even 
Washington, that serene and august figure which stands at the 
very beginning of our national life, nor Lincoln, nor Grant. 
Some of our Presidents have been compelled to bear the double 
misfortune—as in the case of Mr. Cleveland—the misfortune of 
being defamed first by one political party and then by the other. 

I would not intimate that the safety of our institutions or even 
the dignity of the Senate require any abridgment of the right of 
speech or of the right to print which belongs to our inheritance 
and is a part of the body of our liberties. 1 reckon that however 
grievous theafflictions have been, arising out of the abuse of these 
rights, infinitely worse grievances would arise out of their abridg- 
ment, certainly in the Senate of the United States. 

I have alluded to the matter only for the purpose of bringing 
into view a higher ideal of political life, an ideal which I hope 
will one day enable us to hold the little differences of our partisan 
opinions in an atmosphere of gentlemanly kindness and good will. 

The President of the United States is accused of violating every 
obligation which it is his Gut; to enforce and to observe. e 
Senator accuses him of violating the Constitution of the United 
States. 

I do not intend to discuss that for two reasons. IT have made 
up my mind that while I expect to keep mp my study of the OCon- 
stitution, reading as many law books as I can, and listening to as 
many arguments as my strength will bear on the subject, I never 
intend, unless under provocation that I can not now foresee, to 
buffet the Constitution of the United States about in a Senatorial 
debate. Others, abler men, will take care of that; others, with a 
more natural taste for it, can take care of that on both sides. 

In this particular case I feel that everybody here is more or 
less relieved because one of the great constitutional lawyers on 
the opposite side of the Chamber, who I am sorry not to see pres- 
ent to-day, has already notified his constituents that, rather than 
change his convictions, he will retire from public life, and has 
distinctly omitted to charge that any violation of the Constitu- 
tion has occurred in this comnection. That being so, the Consti- 
tution certainly needs no.guardian on this side of the Chamber to 
protect it against these imaginary infractions. 
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But we are told that the President of the United States has vio- 
lated the law; and one Senator stands here by the hour pointing 
out that the Spooner Act has been violated. I was here when the 
Spooner Act was passed. I have read it again and again; but I 
confess a certain humility and timidity about offering myself as 
its mterpreter; but I have come gradually to the opinion that if 
anybody is likely to understand what the Spooner Act means, the 
author of that act is the man to whom we should go with our 
anxious inquiries. 

He is, as the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TrLLMAN] has 
just said, a great lawyer, and the author of that act probably ap- 
proaches as near the area of competent interpretation of it as any 
man in this Chamber. When I heard him the other day take up 
that act, line by line, and prove, with such satisfaction to the Sen- 
ate that everybody acquiesced in it, and with such conclusiveness 
to the other side that my honored friend the Senator from South 
Carolina, in a more or less panic-stricken manner, departed from 
the Chamber rather than be disturbed by any further demonstra- 
tion of his error, I made up my mind that that act needs no de- 
fense here from anybody else. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have alwaysregarded my friend from Iowa 
as being a fair man, and he must recall the fact that under the 
constant appeals of the ticking of the clock and that shaking of 
the hand by the Senator from Wisconsin {Mr. SPooNER], which is 
so effective in a personal interruption, I had pledged myself not to 
speak and botber him any more, and that, when I went out, I an- 
nounced that my departure was because I could not sit still and 
listen any longer to his wild vagaries without breaking my pledge. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. And the Senator from Wisconsin rejoined, 
as you were passing through the door, that it was a very serious 
reflection for him that he had lived long enough to have his va- 
garies reprimanded by the Senator from South Carolina. [Laugh- 
ter. 

itr. TILLMAN. Which I did not hear. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Unfortunately you did not. 

Now, Mr. President, the Spooner Act looks to me plain. It may 
not be. We had here one day a canon of interpretation of the 
Constitution of the United States that struck me as very interest- 
ing and very novel. . 

A Senator stood up here and said that where the Constitution 
was difficult to understand, where it was complex and appeared 
ambiguous, he was willing to take the opinions of our fathers and 
the precedents of the national history upon it; but where it was 
so plain that almost anybody could understand it he proposed to 
take his own opinion, notwithstanding it might not follow the 
judgment of our ancestors or the practice of the Government. It 
looks as if the Spooner law_is plain enough for nearly anybody to 
understand; but if there is dispute about it, if it is ambiguous, if 
there is an element of uncertainty in it at all, when I want to get 
at the real meaning of it I propose to sit down with the distin- 
guished Senator from Wisconsin and ask everybody to keep quiet 
poh can give his views of what he meant by the language of 
that law. 

That law required the President to negotiate with Colombia for 
an isthmian canal. Men have discussed that subject as if the 
main object of that law was to get up a negotiation with the 
United States of Colombia, and hold us to that Government even 
if the subject-matter of the treaty passed within another juris- 
diction altogether. If I understand it, the object of that law was 
a canal, and not a téte-a-téte with the foreign minister of Colom- 
bia, so that the moment the canal zone passed into the hands of 
Panama the negotiation followed the subject-matter and not the 
name of the countries. 

No man can take this record of the proceedings of the Colom- 
bian Government in dealing with this treaty and say that at any 
time in that negotiation, from the time the treaty was sent to the 
Colombian Senate until the extraordinary session of the present 
Congress convened, the President of the United States could have 
turned aside to deal with Nicaragua without a violation of the 
law and a flagrant disregard for the recognized and well-settled 
policy of the Government of the United States in locating the 
isthmian canal. 

So that when a man bases his criticism of the President on the 
ground that he treated the Spooner law with contempt, it seems 
to me that he needs to more thoroughly investigate the circum- 
stances which surrounded this treaty with the United States of 
Colombia. 

Again, it has been said that the President hastrampled upon in- 
ternational law. If that charge were true, it is a grievous charge 
to make against the Government of the United States, because the 
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peace of the world, the orderly progress of the world, the great 
interests of civilization, require a careful observance of the recog- 
nized principles of international law; but if I have got hold of the 
right text-books, international law is not as exact a science as 
there is in this world. 

International law, if my researches have given a correct light 
on the subject, is rather a statement of what the nations of the 
world from time to time have done rather than a codification 
of precepts applicable to all cases and under all circumstances. 

If the President violated international law, how did he violate 
it? It is said that he recognized an immature and what has been 
described here as a comic-opera republic in Panama. 

It is true that the President of the United States recognized the 
independent existence of the new State of Panama, but, in my 
humble opinion, it is not true that in doing that he violated any 
international law. Again and again it has been pointed ont in 
this debate that the United States has in times past recognized— 
without formality or delay—new states, the result of revolutions 
and other political convulsions. The fact is that the motive that 
governs a nation in recognizing a new state is essentially a motive 
lying in the heart and conscience of that nation itself, and has 
little if anything to do with any precepts of international law. 

We recognized the French Republic after the Franco-Prussian 
war, notwithstanding the fact that the French Emperor had 
100.000 veteran soldiers in the field ready to defend what remained 
of the Government of France, and yet Mr. Washburne said dis- 
tinctly that he felt the necessity of immediately recognizing the 
French Republic, though it had not taken on any international 
relations at all and was menaced by the remnants of the imperial 
army of Napoleon and also in the streetsof Paris by the mob pro- 
posing to reestablish the Commune. 

He recognized that government almost instantly under direc- 
tion from our State Department, first, because of our sympathy 
with republicanism in France, and, second, because the Presi- 
dent’s recognition was necessary in order to prevent the people 
and Government of France from being plunged into an inter- 
minable civil conflict, beginning with a reign of terror in the 
streets of Paris. 

We recognized almost instantly the new Government of Brazil. 
I remember very distinctly meeting one night the minister from 
Brazil, representing the benevolent and amiable Emperor Dom 
Pedro, and the very next night the minister appeared at the ban- 
quet of the Loyal Legion in this city, bearing the commission of 
the new Republic of Brazil. Nobody said that was incorrect or 
a violation of international law. Why? Because our sympathies 
were with republicanism in South America. and we seized the 
first opportunity, upon the deportation of Dom Pedro, to do what 
we could to make permanent the new republican régime at Rio 
de Janeiro. There has arisen on this side of the water an Ameri- 
can international law applicable to our own hemisphere. 

We were not in much of a hurry to recognize the new states of 
South America. I have taken the pains to examine the old de- 
bates and find out what motives were at work to prevent the Con- 
gress of the United States from plunging into a recognition of 
the South American republics. Not even the eloquence of Henry 
Clay could get a minister accredited to one of those states created 
by the most favored and successful of these revolutions. Year 
after year passed, and nothing was done. 

Sefior Romero, who for so many years honored his country as 
the minister here from Mexico, in an article in the North Ameri- 
can Review many years ago, pointed out that the United States 
had contributed little or nothing to the independence of the Latin- 
American states either on our continent or in South America. 
The reason of it was that no interest was involved, no motive was 

invo'ved, and no service could be rendered to mankind by a pre- 

maturerecognition. They were feeble; they were without organi- 

| zition, without political experience, and it was thought better 

by the level-headed men who managed our Government in those 
days that those people shou!d be left to fight it out. 

One man said, I remember, in one of those debates: ‘‘ You can 


| 





not give a nation liberty. They have got to fight for it and bleed 
for it and endure all the vicissitudes of the struggle for national 
life.”” Therefore the wisest men we had said: ** Let them struggle; 


let them organize; and at the end of their struggle, having won 
their independence for themselves, they will have a stability, an 
anchorage, and a permanence in the world that they never could 
have if we started out by intervening in their behalf and present- 
ing them their liberty at the point of the guns of our own Navy;” 
and I believe they were absolutely right about it. 

So there has grown up on this hemisphere an American diplo- 
macy in respect of the right of recognition of revolutionary states. 
We have had more experience in that matter here than they have 
had anywhere else in the world. We have had for the last seventy 
years an almost daily atmosphere of revolution in our relations 
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with the struggling little republics of South and Central America, 
and we have found out more than any other nation about the law 
of recognition as applied to those states. 

I undertake to say, having carefully studied the history of our 
diplomatic relations with South America, that no violence was 
done to any tradition or precept of our international history in 
the act of President Roosevelt of last November. 

I am not speaking entirely on my own authority in saying that 
we have an international law which may be described as strictly 
American, applicable to this hemisphere and especially to the rev- 
olutionary crises which have claimed the attention of our State 
Department now for nearly seventy-five years. 

I find that away back in 1856 Franklin Pierce, who, while he 


may not have been a very great man himself, had one of the | 


greatest men of our national history for Secretary of State, 
pointed out distinctly that our diplomatic relations with South 
America were unique in our diplomatic record and history. 

Here is his message sent to Congress May 15, 1856, curiously 
enough upon this very subject, in which he discussed the ques- 
tion that had bothered him about recognizing a couple of minis- 
ters from Nicaragua who had appeared in this town about the 
same day. 

One of them was an American adventurer who had gone down 
there with Walker’s expedition. They had hurriedly organized 
rival governments, and he had started out for Washington. 
About the same time the first got here another man appeared, 
claiming to be the representative of the actual de facto Govern- 
ment of Nicaragua; and the President of the United States did 
not waste a minute to inquire which was the actual representa- 
tive of the de facto Government of Nicaragua. He looked the 
two men over, and, as we had exigent business to transact with 
Nicaragua, he picked out the native of Nicaragua, and, without 


inguiring at all into the character of his Government or his revo- | 
lution, recognized him as the Nicaraguan minister to this capital. | 


In reporting the proceedings to Congress, he said: 

It is the established policy of the United States to recognize all govern- 
ments without question of their source or their organization, or of the means 
by which the governing persons attain their power, provided there be a gov- 
ernment de facto accepted by the people of the country, and with reserve 
only of the time as to the recognition of revolutionary governments arising 
out of the subdivision of parent states with which we are in relations of 
amity. 

We do not go behind the fact of a foreign government exercising actual 
power to investigate questions of legitimacy; we do not inquire into the 
causes which may have led toachange of government. To us itis indifferent 
whether a successful revolution has been aided by foreign intervention or 
not; whether insurrection has overthrown existing government and another 


has been established in its place according to preexisting forms. or in a man- | 


ner adopted forthe occasion by those whom we may find in the actual posses- 
sion of power. x 

All these matters we leave to the people and public authorities of the par- 
ticular country to determine; and their determination, whether it be by 
positive action or by ascertained acquiescence, is to us a sufficient warranty 
of the legitimacy of the new government. 


And then he goes on: 


During the sixty-seven years which have elapsed since the establishment 
of the existing Government of the United States, in all which time this Union 
has maintained undisturbed domestic tranquillity, we have had occasion to 
recognize governments de facto, founded either by domestic revolution or by 
military invasion from abroad, in many of the governments of Europe. 

It is the more imperatively necessary to apply this rule to the Spanish- 
American republics, in consideration of the frequent and not seldom anoma- 
lous changes of organization or administration which they undergo and the 
revolutionary nature of most of these changes, of which the recent series of 
revolutions in the Mexican Republic is an example. 


Then he cites a circumstance which seems almost incredible, | 


that in his Administration, in the course of a few months, he rec- 
ognized successively five revolutionary governments in the Repub- 
lic of Mexico—at the rate of more than one a month. If the rule 
which my friend the senior Senator from Colorado | Mr. TELLER] 
laid down, that a nation must stand off in a calm, philosophic 
way until it is determined by competent evidence that a proper 
organization of a state has been made, and that it has grown to 
that stability which enables it to discharge international obliga- 
tions and to take care of internal affairs, the Administration of 
Mr. Pierce would have expired before that brilliant series of Mex- 
ican revolutions had passed into history. 

And yet Franklin Pierce, acting under the advice of Secretary 
Marcy, recognized in the course of about four months five sepa- 
rate revolutionary governments of Mexico, one afteranother. Do 
you tell me that you have got to go back to Grotius and the old 
writers on international law to find precepts to justify a situation 
like that? I say it is nonsense. . 

The duty of this Government in respect to the revolutionary 
surroundings which we have had in Central and South America 
has been determined not by law written in Europe one hundred 
or one hundred and fifty years ago, but it has been determined 
year by year and step by step by what has occurred along our 
own coasts on this hemisphere. 

So much for that. Again, it is said that the President of the 
United States entered into a sort of conspiracy with certain per- 
sons, most of them disreputable, for the purpose of establishing 


the new Government of Panama. I intend to speak about that, 
because I believe it is the most important question that there isin 
this discussion. Everything else is done, accomplished beyond 
| revision orrecall. Only debate remains—acrimonious disputation 
about the right or wrong. the credit or disgrace of the proceedings, 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
vield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I want to call the Senator’s attention to 
the fact that all the cases he has cited to the Senate in his speech 
up to this time have been cases in which the United States has 
| recognized de facto governments where there has been a revolu- 
tion of the government itself, and no case that he has cited isa 
case of secession or rebellion of the inhabitants of what is simply 
a part of the country. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is very true, Mr. President. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Just one moment. That is the distinction 
that has been made here by every Senator who has spoken in op- 
position to the treaty. It is the distinction that was made by 
President Roosevelt in his message to the Senate admitting, as he 
did, that he did not proceed in this case according to the rules of 
international law. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, what the Senator says is 
true. I have not been undertaking to dispose of this case of 
Panama upon these precedents. I have cited them for the pur- 
pose of escaping the burden laid upon the present Government of 
the United States by these precedents in respect to recognitions 
which have been cited by the senior Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 
TELLER]. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Just one moment—— 

Mr. DOLLIVER. And I undertake to say that our situation 
here has created variations of the ancient rules of reconition 
which must be vindicated, not by the books, but by the uninter- 
rupted practice of the Government of the United States. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I want to say to the Senator from Iowa 
| that there is really no contention between himself and the oppo- 
| nents of this measure as to thw rules of international law which 

he lays down. Nobody disputes where there is a revolution in a 
| government by which some other party, or by which some other 
| ruler, will take possession of that government, that both in Eu- 
| rope and in this country that new government may be recog- 
| nized, and it may be recognized as often as revolutions of that 
kind occur. ; 

So when we recognized the different governments in Mexico— 
five within a few months—they were all recognized under well- 
established principles of international law, observed both in Eu- 
rope and in this country, and itis not American international law 
or an American law which the Senator has been citing. It is the 
international law that is observed by all civilized nations. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Now, Mr. President, how does my friend 
from Colorado account for the fact that all the important nations 
of Europe, within an incredibly short space of time and before 
the organization of this State of Panama, have joined us in its 
recognition? 

Mr. PATTERSON, Simply because, Mr. President, the United 
States set the pattern. The United States has grown so strong 
| and powerful, so many nations of Europe are anxious to acquire 
| the favor of the United States, that they are apparently willing 
| to follow in the footsteps of the United States when it is willing 
| to set the pace. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President. has it come, then, to this, 
that international law in Europe consists in following the blun- 
ders and crimes that are committed by the United States? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I would suggest also to the Senator, if he 
will permit me, that European nations recognize the fact that it 
was the United States that made that new Government; that it 
| depended upon the United States; that without the bayonets and 

guns of the United States it could not exist; that with them it 
| was absolutely impregnable, and they could not do otherwise. 
| Mr. DOLLIVER. Therefore they shut up their international 

law books and went in? 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is precisely what they did. 
| Mr. DOLLIVER. I doubt that very much. [ would rather 
| believe that they studied the situation—that they studied the 
| history of this case, and coming to the conclusion that the United 
| States had acted with wisdom, with prudence, and in strict ac- 
| cord with the law of nations, they gladly and cheerfully gave 
| their consent to what had been done. 

But I will go further. I claim that nobody can wisely and dis- 
| creetly discuss this question who treats it altogether as a qués- 
| tion oflaw. I hold that it isa question of fact, and if what I 
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say to-day has any value to anybody it will be from the effort I 
will make to point out some facts that went before the recogni- 
tion of the little Republic of Panama, _— 

My friend from Colorado asked a question here yesterday which 
nobody had the time to answer, because nobody desired to add to 
his labors and his troubles. He said: ‘‘ Does anybody pretend 
that the Republic of Panama could havecome into existence with- 
out the assistance of the United States or that it would last a 
minute if the naval forces of the United States were withdrawn?”’ 
Now, that is a very practical question, and in my judgment is 
strategic and decisive of this whole situation. 

I hold that this revolution in Panama is several years old. I 
hold that the sympathies of the whole world should have years 
ago been drawn to this unfortunate little Republic of Panama, 
and that the United States, instead of being subject to blame for 
taking that little community by the hand and helping it out of 
its troubles, is entitled to the applause not only of our own people, 
but of the people of the whole world. 

I go further. I say that if the United States had kept out of 
Panama the Republic of Colombia would have lost that most pre- 
cious of its possessions a good many years ago, and I do not hesi- 
tate to say here, without intending to speak a harsh word about 
the unfortunate people of the United States of Colombia, that the 
American people ought to be thankful that, after fifty years, the 
era of our partnership with the anarchy and misgovernment of 
the Colombian Republic has come to an end forever more in the 
Province of Panama. So that I hold this to be a question of fact 
rather than a question of law. 

My friend asks, ‘‘ Would that Republic have existed if we had 
not helped it?’ There is every reason to believe that it would. 

I hold in my hand a religious review which was presented to 
me early in this discussion by the venerable Senator from Ala- 
bama {Mr. MorGan], whom I am sorry not to see in his seat just 
now. But his absence enables me to say of him a thing which I 
might be deterred somewhat from saying if he were present, and 
that is this: 

He stands here in his old age one of the historic figures con- 
nected with this canal controversy. He may not be the man who 


began the discussion, but for nearly a generation he has kept it | 


up. No man has ever exhibited, within our knowledge, any such 
marvelous industry, energy, and sagacity as he has put into the 
argument for the Nicaraguan canal. Day and night he has la- 
bored, not with the assistance of others, but 
with his own pen writing these speeches which have become the 
chief part of the agitation which has resulted in unifying public 
sentiment in the United States in favor of the canal. 


I regret more than I can say that he was disappointed in his | 


own personal ambition in respect to the route that was finally 
chosen. But that does not prevent me from adding that long 
after the little controversies of this hour are forgotten his name 
will be connected in immortal reputation with the isthmian canal, 
wherever it is built, by the people of the United States. 

And sol pick up this quarterly review, printed at Nashville, 
July, 1903, in which he discusses the Colombian Government in 
its relation to the Republic of Panama. It is a long article, filled 
with the evidences which have become so familiar to us of his 
indefatigable industry and research. He shows that for more 
than a generation the State of Panama has been plucked, robbed, 
oppressed, and wronged by the so-called Government at Bogota, 

e shows that that institution for years has been a despotism, a 
dictatorship, and an organized anarchy. 

My friend, the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QuaRLEs], day 
before yesterday, pointed out from the reliable comments of an 
American minister and travelerin the United States of Colombia 
just what kind of an institution the Colombian Republic is and 

as been, and he was answered by the Senator from Colorado by 
saying that Mr. Scruggs had written about the Colombian Repub- 
lic very much as a man would write if he confined the history of 
the United States to the race riots in the South and the railroad 
mobs in Chicago a few years ago. 


I do not believe that anybody can take up that book and rise | 


from the perusal of it with any enthusiastic sympathy left on ac- 
count of the misfortunes that have fallen upon the Colombian 
Government. Fortunately we know exactly what it is. We 
know first that it is adictatorship. We know the number of con- 
stitutions it has had. We know that a constitution is brushed 
away at every turn in the political tide in Colombia. We know 
that its people have no participation whatever in the Government. 
We know that less than 2,000 men constitute the Government of 
Colombia, and that, there intrenched in the capital at Bogota, 
the have been cheerfully consulting together as to the possibility 
eee still further tribute upon the Treasury of the United 


In 1900 &@ revolution broke out in Panama which lasted until 


tically the beginning of the present revolution. We have 
history of that revolution. 


The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
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rsonally, often | 
| the property of the people on the Isthmus of Panama. 











MorGan] has preserved it in this magazine article. It lies in the 
records of the Navy Department and in the records of the State 
Department. We know exactly what it is. We know that for 
three long years the Colombia dictatorship tried to quell the rev- 
olution in Panama, and at the end of that time, by the friendiy 
offices of the United States, were enabled, by bare good fortune, 
to compromise with it. 

And when my friend asks me whether a revolution in Panama 
could have succeeded to-day, I say to him yes, and the only reason 
it has not succeeded for twenty years is because the Marine Corps 
andthe Navy of the United States have been there, standing be- 
tween the men fighting for their liberty and for their rights and 
the Colombian dictatorship at Bogota. 

So, it does not require a man even to hate the President of the 
United States; it does not require a man to have his system so 
poisoned that he unconsciously has more sympathy with a foreigt 
country than he has with his own; it does not require any mor- 
bid state of anybody’s mind to understand the present revolution 
in Panama. It was not needful that the President should stim- 
ulate it. It was not needful that the Navy of the United States 
should participate init. It was not needful that American resi- 
dents there should help it along. 

It is and for nearly a generation has been the continual and 
almost helpless expression of the effort of that unfortunate com- 
munity to be free from the oppression which has its headquarters 
at the capital of the Colombian Republic. 

How was this war against Panama, which began in 1900, con- 
ducted? The Senator from Alabama preserves here a military 
decree levying taxes to carry it on, a decree which he declares is 
the most cruel act ever performed in the name of a Christian 
government. 

Their system of taxation appears to be simple. My friend the 
Senator from Wisconsin explained it, reading from a book writ- 
ten by an old minister of ours at Bogota, Mr. Scruggs. He was 
waived aside because it was not official. Here is the official de- 


| cree levying taxes upon the Colombian people to conduct their 


war against the old revolution of 1900 on the Isthmus of Panama. 

It consists of sending out gentlemen with a list of people in all 
the cities and towns and villages in the country. with an estimate 
of their wealth, and a proposition that one shall pay $500, an- 
other $1,000, another $5,000, and another $10,000, 15 per cent of 
which shall accrue to the gentleman who collects it. and if there 
is any hesitation about it he is directed to confiscate and destroy 


Our naval officers report that in obedience to that decree such 


| of the well-to-do citizens of Panama who were able to get away 


fled to ships of foreign countries, and in that way were willing to 
sacrifice their entire property rather than submit to a despotism 
and a tyranny like that. And yet, men stand up here by tlie day 
reading international law, and inviting people to sympathize with 
the misfortunes that have come upon the Republic of Colombia. 

I say again that such little sympathies as [ have to spare are 
with that struggling community along the line of our right of 
way on the Isthmus of Panama, who for more than a generation 
have suffered the evils of bad government, and ever since its ac- 
cession to the territory of the Republic of Colombia have been 
entitled to the sympathy and the good willof every civilized goy- 
ernment in the world. 

Was the Republic of Colombia able to overcome that insurrec- 
tion? This record indicates that it was not. Let me read from 
the reports made from time to time by our naval officers, and es- 
pecially the pathetic plea directed to the commander of our little 
fleet there, made by General Herrera, who was the commander 
of the insurrectionary army of Panama: 

In a dispatch of March 22, 1902, Captain Reisinger writes: 

“There is another element in this matter that may need consideration be- 
fore anything else, and that is the turbulent tendency of the troops which 
have been brought here recently. These men have been operating in the 
south and in open country mainly,and the massing of them in the city causes 
considerable apprehension. / , ; 

**T am informed upon good authority that the Government is getting very 
short of money, and unless the troops are paid there will be trouble, because 
the Government maintains no commissary, but pays the troops well, and they 
must furnish their own food.” 

September 15 he writes: 

*“Srr: 1. I have the honor to confirm the following telegrams: 

** September 10. Two thousand men surrendered to revolutionists at Agua 
Dulce on August 30. Revolutionists reported advancing near Panamne. 

“*September 11. Government has occupied portion of land belonging to 
canal company’s hospital, anticipating attack immediately,at Panama. This 
ship can not land force sufficient for the protection of American interests.’” 

Thus the civil war raged, destroying life and property on the 
Isthmus and subjecting the Government of the United States to 
a continuous and increasing burden in keeping the transit across 
the Isthmus free from obstruction. In the very nature of the 
case civil war in Panama means the occupation of the line of 
transit, since practically all the people of the Isthmus live along 
the highway between the oceans. 

And notwithstanding the fact that the United States by keep- 
ing the insurgents off the transit gave to the Colombian Govern- 
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ment what little military strength it had in Panama and Colon, 
yet the autumn of 1902 found the Government at Bogota imploring 
the United States to use its good offices to bring the insurrection 
to an end, holding out as an inducement to our Government the 
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consideration that until peace was secured no progress could be | 


made with the canal negotiations. This was shown by the fol- 

lowing dispatch of our minister at Bogota: 

, BoGota, September 11, 1902. 

SECRETARY oF STATE, Washingion: 
Minister for foreign affairs desires me to inform you that his Government 

wouldappreciate your good offices to bring about peace in the country, espe- 


cially on the Isthmus, where the revolution is strong. This Government has | 


no new terms to offer, but thinks your good offices may avail to induce revo- 


J ANUARY 22, 


had raged in that Isthmus for a period of more than two years, 
was brought to an end, not by its defeat, but by a treaty of peace 
entered into for the sake of the canal, at the very moment of vic- 
tory. 

I have here the treaty, preserved in this article by the Senator 
from Alabama {[Mr. MorGan], and among the terms by which 
they agreed to stop hostilities and let the insurrection die was a 


| proposal that the Colombian Government should immediately 
_take up and dispose of the question of the isthmian canal. So 


lutionists to accept terms heretofore offered, and thus prevent otherwise in- | 


evitable heavy lossof life. Minister for foreignaffairs added: Not only is the 


question of humanity involved, but so long as the war lasts Congress will not 


be convened, and therefore the continuance of war will delay submission of 
the canal matter to Congress. 


Minister for foreign affairs emphasized this last point as being well to pre- 
sent to your consideration. 
HART. 
It is no idle opinion of mine that but for the presence of the 
United States ships that revolution would have been successful. 


It is confirmed by the following report, made on the 13th of Octo- | 


ber, 1902, to the Secretary of the Navy by Admiral Casey: 

I inclose a clipping from the Panama Star and Herald of October 12, 1902. 
In this connection I take occasion to inform the Department that I have re- 
frained, as far as possible, from in any way embarrassing the officials of the 
Colombian Government, except so far as is absolutely necessary in my judg- 
ment to maintain uninterrupted and unembarrassed transit and to prevent 
the line of transit from being converted into a theator of hostilities. I shall 
decide such questions as the conditions may change from day to day, and 
when in doubt will consult the Department. 

Further, in this connection, I have to inform the Department that I have 
been unable to learn of any effort on the part of the Coiombian Government 


to crush the revolution in this district just prior to or since my arrival at | 


Panama. On the other hand, it is my opinion that if it were not for the re- 
straining influence of our naval force here Panama would fallan easy victim 
to the combined land forcesand gunboats of the insurgents. 


To which he added, on October 20, the following: 


Judging from conditions now existing and from information I am able to |, 


obtain, there seems little prospect of 2 oe termination of this strife. 
Panama and Colon are practicaily besi ; troops at neither place dare to 
go beyond their intrenchments. I firmly believe if our men were removed 
from shore the insurgents would be in Panama in forty-eight hours. I think 
the Government, therefore, is 7 willing that they should remain, making 
eonpetenet mild objections, which really it does not mean shall be taken 
seriousiy. 

Great things were expected on Perdomo’s arrival; but as he came attended 
only by numerous gene of whom there were apparently already a surfeit 
in the city, I fail to see how he can accomplish much. 


It will thus be seen that upon the plea of the Colombian Gov- 


ernment, itself entirely helpless to deal with the revolution, this | 


civil strife was brought to an end by the friendly intervention of | allentlin 


the United States for a peaceful settlement. 

It will be interesting in this connection to read the pathetic 
plea of the insurgent commander, General Herrera, justifying 
the motives of his countrymen and uniting in the wish for peace. 

The war with us— 


He wrote to Admiral Casey— 


is only an act of instinctive and vehement despair. It is a claim for life such 
as can not be considered to exist in Colombia under a government arbitrary 
in politics, economically, and in civil matters. Hence the constant desire of 
the revolutionists to lay down their arms as soon as they can secure some- 
thing republican, something that they may secure for the country, some- 
thing that they may draw the country for the state of oppression in all re- 
spects, which rendered existence intolerable and dark 
country. 

For these reasons the revolutionists are ready to die, since what is sug- 
ested as _—_—= is simply the replacing of the white for the red terror. 
tladly and with enthusiasm did I receiveand answer your esteemed com- 

munication of the 7thinstant. In the mediation of yourself and of the United 
States I saw a ‘ t of true peace which might give forth the harmony of 
interests and the security of rights. But such a peace is not pleasing to our 
aa their ideal exists in the imprisonment of which Caesars gave 
the example. 

On the other hand, the mediation of the United States was for me the 
symptom and the proof of its respectful disposition sting the sovereignty 
of the Colombian nation in the Isthmus of Panama, since in that manner it 
did away with any excuse or any justification for maintaining American 
troops on the line. , c 

The so-called Government of Colombia through its obstinacy has rendered 
itself responsible before the nation for the officious guardianship which— 
why should I hide it?—hurts the feelings of those who know our rights, our 
duties, and our responsibilities as a sovereign and independent nation. 

If, notwithstanding the incident I have mentioned, you should think the 
conference useful, I am ready to come to an honorable and just arrangement. 
laccept the mediation of yourself and the United States with full confidence 
and gratefully. 

From other points of view and the conferencs could fix the basis 
which might insure theconstruction of the cana! by the United States, which 
is the universal desire of Colombians, a wish that is condensed into a national 
interest. If the private parties who have contributed toward your very gen- 
erous mediation conclude that it is necessary tocome to an understanding 
with me, [inform them that Aguadulce is my general quarters and the seat 
of the director of the war. 

Iam, etc., B. HERRERA. 


It thus appears that in contemplating a cessation of that insur- 
rection by a treaty of peace the thing about which the whole 
transaction revolved was the isthmian canal, which he says has 
not only been the long-time aspiration of the isthmian people, 
* but had been condensed into their chief national interest.’ And 
so under the direction of our Navy the insurrection of 1900, which 


e future of the 


they did. Not only without the help of the United States, but 
vith our Government unfortunately in practical alliance with 
their enemies, and doing infinitely more to keep their victory away 
from them than the Colombian army had been able to do. 

They did successfully maintain at the Isthmus of Panama an 
effective rebellion, lasting more than two years, which was 
finally compromised under the auspices of the United States by 
an agreement to immediately facilitate negotiations for the canal. 

The Government of Colombia is in vastly worse shape now than 
it was at the end of that rebellion; poorer in money and other 
military resources. 

So that when Senators offer the opinion that without the coun- 
tenance of the United States the new Panama Government could 
not stand up and defend itself in its own territory, I put in evi- 
dence the report made by Lientenant-Commander Culver to the 
Secretary of the Navy on December 13, 1902. 


U. 8. 8. Bancrorr, Coton, Coomera, December 13, 1902. 

Srr: I have the honor to report as follows regarding an interview I had 
yesterday at Panama with Consul-General Gudger: 

The consul-general stgtes that political disturbances on the Isthmus can 
now be regarded as positively over for many monthstocome. All arms have 
been surrendered by the insurgents, also their gunboats; and it would take 
a long time for them to reorganize and reequip, even were they disposed to 
start another revolution. About 1,000insurgents are in Panama fraternizing 
with their late foes—the Government forces. 

For the first time in two years the military bands are now 
play in the public squares at night, and the people are allow 
streets at all hours. 

The Government forces are being slowly disbanded. Forty per cent of 
them are boys from nine to fifteen years of age. They are stationed at vari- 
ous posts along the route of the railroad, are filthy in person and dress and 
poorly clad, and appear like a rabble of children. 

The consul-general states that, in his opinion, there is not the slightest 
need of a Government vessel either at Panama or Colon at this time, nor will 
there be foralong time tocome. United States Consul Malmros, at Colon, 
is of the same opinion. 

Very respectfully, A. E. CULVER, 
Lieutenant-Commander, United States Navy, Commanding, 
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rmitted to 
to be in the 


Mr. President, there is a picture of military glory truly ad- 
Yet this rabble of children was a band of military 
heroes compared to the garrisons which represented the sover- 
eignty of the Colombian Government last November, when the 
citizens of Panama, without a dissenting voice, declared their in- 
dependence, and wound up the military affairs of Colombia on 
= Isthmus of Panama with a few thousand dollars of Mexican 
silver. 

Now, I say that it does not require any very large knowledge 
of what has been going on down there for the last twenty years 
to enable anybody to see that they had their own motives and their 
own reasons for their insurrection. So they all rejoiced when 
the President of the United States finally succeeded in getting the 
Hay-Herran negotiations through. They watched with solicitude 
every step of the procedure at Bogota. 

The testimony which has been preserved here in the corre- 
spondence of the Secretary of State indicates that their wisest 
men there knew exactly what would be the result if the negotia- 
tions failed. Men talk to me about the President of the United 
States stirring up this insurrection! The United States, with all 
its splendid power, could not have done a thing to stop that in- 
surrection. The United States had intervened to prevent their 
suecess only one year before. They agreed to stop fighting when 
they were almost within reach of the city of Panama, on condi- 
tion that the canal negotiation should be taken up. They laid 
down their arms. 

They were not confronted by a very formidable adversary. I 
do not want to speak unkindly of the Colombian people and of 
the Colombian Government, not because I feel exactly right about 
them, but because it can do no good to continue irritations that 
have no material significance from this time forward in this dis- 
cussion. I donot intend to go intothe history of that negotiation 
at Bogota, but I will go into it far enough to say a word about 
our young minister at that capital. 

I know him well; an [linois boy, without particular experience 
in diplomacy. tossed by the accidents of our politics into a position 
which seemed to be insignificant, but which almost immediately 
became one of the points of interest under the spot light of the 
world’s attention,and who in the midst of new duties and difficult 
surroundings has added a bright chapter to the history of Ameri- 
can diplom’cy and American statesmanship. I will say that in 
consideration for him, 
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But every step of that negotiation indicates what was going on 
at Bogota. At firstnobody there cared anything about it. Noth- 
ing was said on the streets or about the halls of Congress or any- 
where else. Nobody took any interest in it until these gentlemen 
in charge of that Government, these amiable people who are so- 
liciting the sympathy of the United States against the people of 
Panama and that stricken Isthmus which connects two conti- 


nents. until these cheerful politicians at Bogota looked over the | 


Hay-Herran treaty. 

They said, “‘ Here seems to be $10,000,000 coming to us.”” Every 
one of them knew that it was a gratuity. 
ened, and everybody gives them the credit for that, they must 
have known that there is not a civilized community in the world 


If they are enlight- | 
| bard had made report that that was the fact, I should not have 


which, having been approached by people able to put up the | 


money for building a public work like that, would not cheerfully 
have granted them the right of way practically without condi- 
tion. They said, ‘‘Here are a people who evidently have plenty 
of money. They offer us ten millions. A people who will offer 
us $10,000,000 in soshort a time, if we delay this matter, will grow 
desperate and offer us more.” 

They knew more about the canal situation than our friends on 
the other side of the Chamber appear to know. They had a dim 
kind of opinion that so long as it was only 49 miles across there 
and 183 miles across up at Nicaragua the ‘* reasonable time ’”’ sug- 
gested by law would probably be not a week or a month, but 
may be years before the United States would turn away from 
that opportunity to build this public work. 

So they said, ‘‘ Having offered us ten millions, we will wait; 
maybe they will oer us $15,000,000. Having offered us $250,000 
as an annuity for the use of this territory, maybe they will offer 
us $600,000.” 

They saw a big item—$40,000,000—to go to the New Panama 
Canal Company. The first articleof the treaty arranged for their 
giving their consent to the canalcompany selling its own property 
and concession to us. 

There is not a civilized country in the world which would not 
have gladly paid a bonus to have the concession transferred from 
that worthless and bankrupt concern to a responsible party, ex- 
cept these politicians at Bogota. But they saw the size of those 
figures—$40;000,030—and they said, ** There are only 2.000 of us, 
and that is a large sum of money. Weare perfectly willing that 
they should sell this concession to the United States, but we want 
a little time before it is done to enter into some quict negotia- 
tions with the owners of the Panama Canal franchise.”’ 

So they deliberately proceeded to hold up this treaty in order 
that they might get a chance to steal a portion of the $40,000,000 
which the Government of the United States had already appro- 
priated to pay for the property and franchises of the New Panama 
Canal Company. 

I will not go into that further, except to say that no intelligent 
American can read this correspondence without.seeing that if that 
canal treaty failed at Bogota the Colombian Government was on 
the eve of an insurrection, the like of which had never occurred 
in the whole stormy history of that Republic. That word was 
spoken on the floor of the Congress, and just before the treaty was 
rejected the helpless and superannuated old dictator of the Colom- 
bian Republic, with feeble hand, appointed Senator Obaldia as 
governor of Panama, and sent him down there in that capacity. 

That brave friend of the Istimmian canal and that patriotic and 
home-loving citizen of Panama said publicly in the Colombian 
Congress that if he went down there as governor of Panama and 
that Congress defeated the treaty he would himself head an in- 
surrection for the independence of the Republic of Panama. 

So I cannot understand what is the motive which prompts men 
to stand here and ask if the President of the United States is not 
at the bottom of this insurrection. 
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Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Iowaisalawyer. Heknows 
that is no proof. It was a wise thing probably for the people at 
that time to do. 

Mr. DOLIAVER. Quite. 

Mr. TELLER. But it is no proof that the Colombian general 
made any such threat, and his subsequent conduct in calling upon 
Hubbard the same afternoon, a few hours afterwards, shows 
there was probably nothing in it. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I think his subsequent conduct was prob- 


| ably affected by Hubbard’s conduct, 


Mr. TELLER. AI I want to say is that if Commander Hub- 
questioned it. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I amvery glad to hear the Senator say that, 
for if there is one thing in which we should all take a national 


| pride it is the fidelity and modesty and accuracy with which these 


naval officers of ours make reports to the Department cf what 
they have done and what they contemplate doing. 

I am glad if I misunderstood the honorable Senator from Colo- 
rado in throwing suspicion upon.an official report of a man who, 
if this business which he did at Panama illustrates his ability, 
will rank among the efficient public servants in the Navy of the 
United States. 

We have had within the last few years two of our naval officers 
who may never become famous, but who, in my judgment, 
rendered incalculable service to the country. One of them 
was Admiral Kempff, the man who stood off the coast of China 
when every nation in the world was deriding him, some of them 
even calling him a coward, because he would not go into action 
with other nations and bombard the city of Tientsin. in Chima, 
and solemnly, in the fear of God and in the service of his coun- 
try. said he would not and could not because the traditions of the - 
United States forbade any foreign alliance, and because he would 
not bombard the coast of a country with which we were at peace. 

The other case is that of this young commander of the .Vash- 
vilie, under trying circumstances there, with men, women, and 
children flying from what they supposed to be danger, gathering 
together the American residents in the old stone depot, at the 
outskirts of the city, putting it in a state of military defense, and 
disembarking forty-two men, not marines, becanse the Secretary 
of the Navy tells me he had only afew marine guards on his ship. 
but disembarking forty-two blue-jackets of the Navy to go from 
their ship, their home on the water, and to stand between our 
peaple and the injuries and losses that might have befallen that 
community. That I say, whether it is long remembered or not, 
will some day be discovered by the historian to be one of the 
bright pages in the glorious record of the little Navy of the United 
States. 

It is not a very big achievement. Itis not big enough to jus- 
tify my friend the Senator from Nevada |Mr. NEw Lanps| in 
describing it as a state of war, in describing us as going to war 
with the friendly State and the people of Colombia. I confess I 
was a good deal perplexed the other day to find that distinguished 


rat 


| Senator saying here that we were at war or had been at war with 


the Republic of Colombia. He seemed to be one of the few well- 


| advised people who understood what was going on there. 


I have great respect and admiration for his sagacity, but I am 


| not able, even now, to understand how he discovered that we 


I have heard Senators—and I | 


confess I heard it with pain—disparage the official report of Com- | 
mander Hubbard and what he had done on the Isthmusof Panama. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President——- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. TELLER. I suppose the Senator refers to what I said yes- 
terday afternoon? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. TI have an indirect reference to it. 

Mr. TELLER. I merely called attention to the fact that the 
statement was not made by Commander Hubbard, who stated 
distinctly that the mayor had told him. Commander Hubbard 
never even gave it his sanction. He said: ‘‘ The prefect of the 
town told me this was the fact.” 


Mr. DOLLIVER. He gave it this much sanction, that he ad- | 


vised the American women and children in that town to congre- 
gate at the railroad station, where they could have military de- 
Tense; and he says also that foreign residents tock advantage of 
that rumor to retire to convenient warships of Great Britain and 
other countries which had congregated in that harbor. 





were at war with Colombia, when the Colombian Government 
itself never seemed to have heard of it, but on the contrary has 
constantly maintained its peaceful legation at our capital. Yet 
that is the only act looking like war which occurred there. 

Men say the President of the United States issued orders which, 
if they had ever been received and had ever been acted upon, 
would have constitute j a violation of the treaty and an act of war. 
I do not believe it. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr..DOLLIVER. With very great pleasure. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Does the Senator insist that the instruc- 
tions given to our naval commanders in those waters were not 
acted upon? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The only action I find recorded is this action 
of the commander of the Neshville in protecting the lives and 
property of American citizensin Panama. Theother action seems 
to have been entirely commercial or financial. 

Mr.NEWLANDS. Does the Senator deny that Admiral Cogh- 
lan informed the commander of the Colombian forces that he had 
been instructed by the United States Gove ent not to permit 
the landing of Colombian forces upon her own soil? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. My impression is that that occurred after 
But 1 am here to 





from Iowa 


rv TY? 
ailia 


the recognition of the Republic of Panama. 
defend it wherever and whenever it occurred. 

I am not one of those who apologize for any item in this trans- 
action. 


I claim that the present Secretary of State knows as 
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much about international law as any man in this Chamber, on 
either side. 

I claim that his heart is filled with as high a form of patriotism 
as belongs to any man in this Chamber on either side, and if I 
was called upon to take the opinion of John Hay and put it 
against the opinion even of the most learned masters of the law 
here, I would on such a question, without fear or doubt, take the 
opinion of the Secretary of State. 

So I do not stand here to apologize for one minute either for 
any order that was issued or for any act that was done in Panama. 
I hold that our treaty relations with the Colombian Government 
made it absolutely essential for us to do what we have been doing. 

And that brings me to discuss a question which I intend to deal 
with with very great brevity, unless I find myself a good deal less 
master of my views on it than I had expected—the treaty of 1846. 

I took a very great interest in the discussion of that question by 
the learned Senator from Colorado yesterday. I could not help 
but admire the industry and legal wisdomand learning which he 
had brought to that discussion, and yet I am satisfied from all I 
can find out that his speech and his discussion of the treaty of 1846 
were absolutely wide of the mark. He discussed it as if it were 
a sort of treaty of commercial reciprocity, and as if this canal 
business were an obscure incident in it, which had unfortunately 
become prominent afterwards. 

I do not so read the history of that transaction. Imaintain that 
the treaty of 1846 was a canal treaty, and nothing else of impor- 
tance. It had other itemsinit. It did provide for mutual recip- 
rocal concessions in the mater of customs’ duties, etc. But the 
thing about that treaty which gave it significance and importance 
in the eye of our Government, and in the eye of the Government 
of Colombia, was the canal. 

It was only adream then. It has been a mere vision for gen- 
erations. In 1835 the Senate had taken action looking toward it, 
and in 1839 the House had acted, on the request of New York 


merchants upen the subject, but it was a mere dream of the fu- | 


ture, and the far-sighted men whose business, as statesmen, it 
was to deal not with the passing hour, but with all the centuries 
that are to come, looked forward to the absolute necessity of that 
canal. 


was at a time when ou asts had been enlarged by the | 
It tat 1 r coasts had 1 ] 1 by th 


settlement of California and its acquisition from Mexico, and 
the statesmen of that period saw that it was a part of the national 
life of the American people to find a better transit through the 
Isthmus of Panama. If anyone will take up the history of the 
negotiation of 1846 as a mere reciprocal commercial agreement, 
he misses altogether the substance and the motive of that trans- 
action. 

It was the hope and promise of the canal inspiring both the 
statesmen of New Granada and the statesmen of the United 
States which brought that negotiation into existence. 

I do not intend to quote the diplomatic correspondence, though 
I have it upon my desk. The treaty had thirty-five articles in it. 
The relative importance of those articles is well exhibited by 
President Polk’s message, February 15, 1847, transmitting the 
treaty to the Senate. 

It is as follows, and nobody can read it without perceiving the 
motive and influence leading up to it: 

To the Senate of the United States: 


I transmit to the Senate, for their advice with regard to its ratification, “a 
general treaty of peace, amity, navigation, and commerce between the United 
States of America and the Republic of New Granada,” concluded at Bogota 
on the 12th December last, by Benjamin A. Bidlack, chargé d'affaires of the 
United States, on their part, and by Manuel Maria Mallarino, secretary of 
state and foreign relations, on the part of that Republic. 

It will be perceived by the thirty-fifth article of this treaty that New 
Granada proposes to guarantee to the Government and citizens of the United 
States the right of passage across the Isthmus of Panama, over the natural 
roads, and over any canal or railroad which may be constructed to unite the 
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other nations, and particularly with the governments of Central America 
and New Granada, for the purpose of effectually protecting, by suitable 
treaty stipulations with them, such individuals or companies as may under- 
take to open a communication between the Atlantic and Pacific oceans by 
the construction of a ship canal across the Isthmus which connects Northand 
South America, and of securing forever, by such stipulations, the free and 
equal right of navigating such canal to all such nations, on the payment of 
such reasonable tolls as may be established, to compensate the capitalists who 
may engage in such undertaking and complete the work.” 

No person can be more deeply sensible than myself of the danger of en- 
tangling alliances with any foreign nation. That we should avoid such alli- 
ances has become a maxim of our policy, consecrated by the most venerated 
names which adorn our history and sanctioned by the unanimous voice of 
the American people. Our own experience has taught us the wisdom of this 
maxim in the omy instance—that of the guaranty to France of her American 
possessions—in which we have ever entered into such an alliance. 

If, therefore, the very peculiar circumstances of the present case do not 
greatly impair, if not altogether destroy, the force of this objection, then we 
ought not to enter into the stipulation, whatever may be its advantages. 
The general considerations which have induced me to transmit the treaty to 
the Senate for their advice may be summed up in the following particulars: 

1. The treaty does not propose to guarantee a territory to a foreign nation 
in which the United States will have no common interest with that nation. 
On the contrary, we are more deeply and directly interested in the subject 
of this guaranty than New aenuaie herself, or any other country. 

2. The guaranty does not extend to the territories of New Granada gener- 
ally, but is confined to the single province of the Isthmus of Panama, where 
we shall acquire by the treaty a common and coextensive right of passage 
with herself. 

8. It will constitute no alliance for any political object, but for a purely 
commercial purpose, in which all the navigating nations of the world have a 
common interest. 

4. In entering into the mutual guaranties proposed by the thirty-fifth 
article of the treaty, neither the Government of N ew Granada nor that of the 
United States has any narrow or exclusive views. The ultimate object, as 
oresented by the Senate of the United States in their resolution to which I 
1ave already referred, is to secure to all nations the free and equal right of 
passage over the Isthmus. If the United States, as the chief of the American 
nations, should first become a party to this guaranty, it can not be doubted— 
indeed, it is confidently expected by the Government of New Granada—that 
similar guaranties will be given to that Republic by Great Britain and France. 
Should the proposition thus tendered be rejected, we may deprive the United 
States of the just influence which its acceptance might secure to them, and 
confer the glory and benefits of being first among the nations in concluding 
such an arrangement upon the Government either of Great Britain or France. 
That either of these Governments would embrace the offer can not well be 
doubted; because there does not appear to be any other effectual means of 
securing to all nations the advantages of this important sage but the 
guaranty of great commercial powers that the Isthmus shall be neutral terri- 
tory. The interests of the world at stake are so important that the security 
of this passage between the two oceans can not be suffered to depend upon 
the wars and revolutions which may arise among different nations. 

Besides, such a guaranty is almost indispensable to the construction of a 
railroad or canal across the territory. Neither sovereign states nor individ- 
uals would expend their capital in the construction of these expensive works 
without some such security for their investments. 

The guaranty of the sovereignty of New Granada over the Isthmus is a 
natural consequence of the guaranty of its neutrality, and there does not 
seem to be any other practical mode of securing the neutrality of this terri- 
tory. New Granada would not consent to yield up this province in order 
that it might become a neutral state; and if she should, it is not sufficiently 
populous or wealthy to establish and maintain an independent sovereignty. 

ut a civil government must exist there, in order to protect the works 
which shall be constructed. New Granada is a power which will not excite 
the jealousy of any nation. If Great Britain, France, or the United States 
held the sovereignty over the Isthmus, other nations might apprehend that, 
in case of war, the Government would close up the passage against the enemy; 
but no such fears can ever be entertained in regard to New Granada. 

This treaty removes the heavy discriminating duties against us in the 


| ports of New Granada, which have nearly destroyed our commercs and navi- 


| fifth article of the treaty, which prohibits 


gation with that Republic, and which we have been in vain endeavoring to 
abolish for the last twenty years. 

It may be proper, also, to call the attention of the Senate to the twenty- 
wivateering in case of war be- 
tween the two Republics; and also to the additional article, which national- 


| izes all vessels of the parties, which “shall be provided by the respective 


two seas, on condition that the United States shall make a similar guaranty | 


to New Granada of the neutrality of this portion of her territory and her 
sovereignty over the same. 

The reasons which caused the insertion of this important stipulation in 
the treaty will be fully made known to the Senate by the accompanying doc- 
uments. From these it will appear that our chargé d'affaires acted, in this 
particular, upon his own responsibility, and without instructions. Under 
such circumstances it became my duty to decide whether I would submit the 
treaty to the Senate; and, after mature consideration, I have determined to 
adopt this course. 

The importance of this concession to the commercial and political inter- 
ests of the United States can not easily be overrated. The route by the Isth- 


mus of Panama is the shortest between the two oceans, and, from the infor- | 
mation herewith communicated, it would seem to be the most practicable | 


for a railroad or canal. 

The vast advantages to our commere which would result from such acom- 
munication, not only with the west coast of America, but with Asia and the 
islands of the Pacific, are too obvious to require any detail. Such a passage 
would relieve us from a long and dangerous navigation of more than 9,000 
miles around Cape Horn and renderour communication with our own posses- 
sions on the northwest coast of America comparatively easy and speed y 

The communication across the Isthmus has attracted the attention of the 
Government of the United States ever since the independence of the South 
American republics. 
in the following words: 

“Resolved, That the President of the United States be respectfully requested 
to consider the expediency of opening negotiations with the governments of 


On the 3d of March, 1835, a resolution passed the Senate | 


Governments with a patent issued according to its laws;" and, in this par- 
ticular, goes further than any of our former treaties, 
JAMES K. POLK. 


WASHINGTON, February 10, 1847. 

Here was a feeble state, including within its territory what is 
now known as Panama. It wasa feeble state. The nations of 
Europe were looking toward that Isthmus to despoil it. The 
French people especially and the English had the eyes of avarice 
and commercial foresight upon that strategic point on the 
American Continent, and the people of New Granada felt that if 
they could get in some way under the shadow of the American 
Republic they would be enabled to preserve the integrity of their 
territory and to peacefully work out their destiny. 

That was before the age of blackmail and commercial degrada- 
tion which has since fallen upon that unhappy community. 

They were farsighted men, and fortunately we had farsighted 
men here. When Mr. Polk sent to the Senate the treaty of 1846 
he said hardly a word about anything except this dream of the 
isthmian canal. 

For that the Government of the United States undertook to pro- 
tect the integrity and the sovereignty of the State of New Gra- 
nada, and in exchange for that the State of New Granada under- 
took to guarantee by a solemn public grant to the United States, 
not a mere right of way, not a mere bypath across those moun- 
tains to be kept free and open, but they guaranteed the right of 
free and uninterrupted transit, not only by the means that were 
then known, but by all the means that were suggested by the 
hopes of the world over that Isthmus. 

Now, I hold that as a question of law my honorable friend from 
Wisconsin [Mr. QUARLES], whospoke here the other day, madean 
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absolute demonstration that whatever rights New Granada had 
by that treaty went by inheritance to the State of Colombia; that 


whatever rights Colombia had by that treaty have now gone by | 
inheritance to the State of Panama, and that we are bound by | 


that treaty to do for the new little Republic of Panama exactly 
what we proposed fifty years ago to do first for New Granada and 
after that for the United States of Colombia. 

I hold, further, following closely what I consider as the unan- 
swerable argument of the Senator from Wisconsin, that that 
grant was in its very nature a servitude upon the sovereignty and 
rights of the State of New Granada, It was more than a right of 
way. It was a guaranty that the United States should have 
rights along that canal route, which in their very nature were a 


qualification of the complete sovereignty of the Republic of New | 


Granada. 

And that is no statement of imaginary international law. My 
friend from Colorado [Mr. Patterson] the other day undertook 
to say that when the President of the United States described 
our rights in New Granada and in Colombia and afterwards in 
the State of Panama as a property right ‘‘ carved out of the sov- 
ereignty’’ of these States, he not only spoke words of nonsense, 
but that he was the only living man that ever thought of such a 
proposition. 

It is, however, a well-established proposition of international 
law that there is such a thing asa grant of this character, con- 


stituting a property right carved out of the sovereignty of the | 


state that makes the grant. I have here one of the ablest works, 
I think, there is on international law, which expressly describes 
that situation. So the President of the United States was not 
either going beyond precedent or outside of the authority of the 
law when he referred to our rights on that Isthmus as a property 
right carved out of the sovereignty of Colombia. Thisauthor 
says: 

From their very nature and situation the right to use and enjoy certain 


classes of state property depends exclusively upon municipal law, while for 
a like reason the right to use and enjoy certain other classes depends entirely 


upon international law. A state may limit or qualify its sovereignty and | 


jurisdiction over its territorial property by permitting a foreign state to 
yerform within its bounds certain acts otherwise prohibited, or by surren- 
arias the right to exercise certain parts of its domestic jurisdiction as a 
protection to others. Restrictions thus imposed upon the sovereignty of a 
state are known as servitudes, which may be either positive or negative. 


Mr. CULLOM. What does the Senator read from? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. From Taylor’s International Public Law, 


chapter 3, page 263. Thatis not only true now, but it was true | 


at the time of this transaction, and I have an idea that Franklin 


Pierce, who has been described here as not a very great man, had | 


heard something of that carving out of the sovereignty of Colom- 
bia and adding it to the sovereignty of the United States. 


If he did not have that in his mind, it is a little difficult to find | 


out what he meant in this message of his of May 16, 1856, when, 


after having described the intolerable situation which would be | 


created if both the transit at Nicaragua and the transit at Panama 
were stopped up, he used the words which I shall read. He has 
already described the interruption of the transit of Nicaragua on 
account of the Walker insurrection down there. He says: 


Further than this, the documents communicated show that, while the inter- 
oceanic transit by way of Nicaragua is cut off, disturbances at Panama have 
occurred to obstruct, temporarily at least, that by the way of New Granada, 
involving the sacrifice of the lives and property of citizens of the United 
States. A special commissioner has been dispatched to Panama to investi- 
gate the facts of this occurrence, with a view particularly to the redress of 

arties aggrieved. But measures of another leas will be demanded for the 
uture security of interoceanic communications by this as by the other 
routes of the Isthmus. 


Then follows a sentence which I have nodoubt the President of 
the United States had in his mind when he spoke of our rights 
there as having been carved out of the sovereignty of Colombia. 
He says: 

It would be difficult to suggest a single object of interest, external or in- 
ternal, more important to the United States than the maintenance of free 
communication, by land and sea, between the Atlantic and Pacific States and 
Territories of the Union. It is a material element of the national integrity 
and sovereignty. 

How did it become a part of the sovereignty of the United 
States to have free access from the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean 
across the Isthmus of Panama? 
which has been discussed here in a dim way under the name of 
international eminent domain, or it arose by this treaty. 

I have made such an examination of the documents that ac- 


companied this negotiation and of the history of those times as to | 


make my own mind clear that it was the intention of that small, 
struggling, feeble little community of New Granada of 1846, asa 
price for the guaranty of its integrity against foreign aggression, 
to give to the United States this grant, which is in the nature of 
a servitude guarantved to the use of the commercial world. 

That leads me to say that the President of the United States has 
taken no action in connection with this treaty which is not war- 
ranted. Itis in vain for anybody to read authorities, it is in vain 
even for a man with such profound learning as the junior Sena- 
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tor from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe] to array here, as he has so 
ably done, the whole line of legal precepts and authorities upon 
this question. It is a question that will be decided now, as it al- 
ways has been decided, upon the history of the United States. 

Somebody says that the Government of the United States never 
had any right to do anything in the Isthmus of Panama without 
the request of the Government of Colombia. I denyit. No such 
construction of that treaty can be made. If that were a proper 
construction of the treaty, the whole history of the United States 
in respect to it there has been a violation of that provision of the 
treaty. 

To my mind it is incredible that with this enormous interest at 
stake the United States should have been called upon by that 
treaty to stand idly by and see life and property and commerce 
destroyed without intervening, waiting for the request of the 
| Colombian dictator and relying for reparation upon an action in 
| damages against that bankrupt, helpless political institution. I 
deny that it has any sense in it, and I deny tleat it accords with 
the history of the people of the United States. 

If it did, what did President Buchanan mean when he came to 
Congress and asked the authority of Congress to take an army to 
the Isthmus of Panama whenever we needed one there? If he had 
no right to use it except at the request of the insurrectionary peo- 
| ples inhabiting that neighborhood, what did he mean when he 
| asked Congress to give him an express authority to take the Army 
of the United States down there and occupy the Isthmus of Pan- 
| ama for the purpose of protecting our property? 

I say, then, Mr. President, that we have in that Isthmus, and 
have had for fifty years, a property right carved out of the sover- 
eignty first of New Granada, and then of Colombia, and now of 
the State of Panama that warrants every order the President of 
| the United States has issued and every act that has been done 
| either by our bluejackets or by our marines in either harbor of 
the Isthmus of Panama. 
| Ido not propose to stand here one minute apologizing either for 
what has been written down on paper or what has been done by 
the gallant officers and seamen and marines of our little ficet 
down there at Colon and at Panama. Ihave got toa point where 
I propose to stop apologizing for the Government of my own 
country in order to add to the comfort and solace the feelings of 
| people who reside in foreign countries. 

I have reached a point in my patriotism where I propose to 
stand with the United States and let the other peoples of the 
| world take care of their own governments. Without intending 
to irritate or disparage anybody, I say to my brethren upon the 
other side of this Chamber that there is nothing to be made po- 
litically by embarassing the movements of the Government of the 
United States in these great transactions which involve its rela- 
tions with foreign countries. 

I dismiss, as the President of the United States very properly 
dismissed, with contempt the proposition that the Government of 
the United States is capable of any untoward, underground in- 
trigue in connection with this great business. I say that the 
| whole history of itis written. It is a history of anarchy and des- 

potism for forty years upon the Isthmus of Panama. If there 
was no other law of the United States or of nations that justified 
, our conduct, I would suggest the existence of a law which more 
| than once has directed the history of this world, and that is the 
law of exhausted patience. 

The time had come and had long been passed when the United 
States could any longer afford to be mixed up in an attitude hos- 
tile to that little community huddled along the Panama Railroad, 
fighting for its liberty and longing for the time when it might 
enjoy the advantages in its commerce and its business which 
must come from the interoceanic canal. I rejoice that after all 
these years the time came when with honor and with dignity and 
with dispatch the Government of the United States could wash 
its hands of that despotism, could put an end to its alliance with 

| that anarchy, could bid an affectionate good-by to that cunning 
dictatorship at Bogota, and extend for the first time in its history 
the right hand of fellowship and defense to the population of the 
Isthmus of Panama. 

For the first time in all this long controversy the canal is in 
sight. I hope our old friend the senior Senator from Alabama 
{[Mr. MorGAN] willlive to see it finished, to see the great enterprise 
to which he has devoted his life consummated in the construction 
of this public work. It ought to be built upon the sea level. [ 
predict that before we are fully at work upon that canal the 
progress of electrical science will devise measures to put the canal 
through upon the sea level at an expense infinitely less than any 
of the practical engineers of our day even dream of. 

It will be built, owned by the United States, defended by the 
United States, undisturbed by the anarchy at Bogota, in the 
midst of a grateful, friendly community in sympathy with our 
interests and with our purposes, enjoying at last the realization 
of their hopes and of their ambitions. It will make secure the 
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fame of many who have given it help in times when it needed 
he ‘Ip. It will ry rve the reputation of statesmen of both Houses 
of Congress of all parties and all sections who have looked for- 

ward to its consummation. Foremost among them will be the 
Senat or from Alabama, and I hope that his years may be length- 
ened to see that day. 

But among all the statesmen whose names are honorably con- 
nected with this superb enterprise there is one—brave, direct, and 
manly in his life before he entered upon the duties of President; 
brave, direct, and manly still under the burdens of that great 
office—for whom above all others history will reserve, after these 
noises are all silent. its choicest benediction, ‘‘ Well done, thou 
good and faithful servant of civilization.”” [Applause inthe gal- 
leries. | 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Applause is not permitted in 
the galleries. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, before the Senator from Iowa 
leaves the Chamber I wish to call his attention to a statement he 
made. I will wait until he has received the congratulations of 
his friends on his speech. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will be in order. 

fr. TELLER. I should like to have the attention of the Sena- 
tor from lowa for afew moments. The Senator states that this 
treaty is a canal treaty and nothing else, or words to that effect. 
r. TILLMAN. The treaty of 1846? 
r. TELLER. I am speaking of the treaty of 1846. I will not 
me that the Senator from Iowa has not read the treaty. Of 
course I know he has. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If the Senator will pardon me, I did not 
undertake to 7 that it was wpe: treaty and nothing else. I 
said it was a very long trea , containing much matter, but that 
the thing about ‘it which gave it significance, and practically the 
only thing referred to in President Polk’s message sending it to 
the Senate for ratification, was this canal. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, Mr. President, the Senator is mistaken. 
He can not have read Polk’s message either. When President 
Polk sent in his message he did not put it on the ground of a 
canal at all, if the Senator will pardon me, but Polk’s message, 
he will see, put it on.concessions made to us with reference tothe 
introduction of goods into Colombia. I ask some Senator to turn 
to it. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. 

Besides 

Referring to the guaranty of the neutrality of the territory— 

Besides, such a guaranty is almost indispensable to the construction of a 
railroad or canal across the territory. Neither sovereign states nor indi- 
viduals woulé expend their capital in the construction of these expensive 
works without some such security for their investments. 

Mr. TELLER. I have not denied that, but that does not make 
good the statement of the Senator that this was a canal treaty. 
1 wish that my colleague [Mr. Patrrrson]. who has the message 
before him, would read what he said as to the other points in this 
ase. 

Mr. PATTERSON. President Polk says: 

The vast advantages to our commerce which would result from such a com- 
munication, not enly with the west coast of America, but with Asia and the 
islands of the Pacific, are too obvious to require any detail. Such a passage 
relieve us from along and dangerous navigation of more than 9,00 


: around Cape Horn, and render our communication with our own pos- 
sessions on the northwest coast of America c omparatively easy and speedy. 


Then he continues: 

The guaranty of the sovereignty of New Granada over the Isthmus is a 
natural consequence of the guaranty of its neutrality, and there does not seem 
to be any other practicable mode of securing the neutrality of this territory. 

x ca * a * 7” eg 

This treaty removes the heavy discriminating duties against us in the ports 
of New Granada, which have nearly destroyed our commerce and Navigation 
with that Republic, and which we have been in vain endeavoring to abolish 
for the last twenty years. 

Mr. TELLER. The papers submitted with the treaty will show 
that the practical point to be secured by the concession that has 
just been mentioned in the message was not the canal, and the 
canal is mentioned simply once in that treaty. 

If I can not have the attention of the Senator I do not care 
about discussing it. Mr. President, I do not get up here simply 
to charge something against the Senator. I think the Senator 
overlooked the gist of this treaty, and I wanted to call his atten- 
tion to it: but if the Senator is not at all concerned about it, it is 
not worth while, perhaps, for me to make the suggestion. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I assure the Senator I am very much inter- 
ested in what he says. I have been interrupted, without any pur- 
pose to be disrespec tful to him. 

Mr. TELLER. This is a treaty of amity, navigation, and com- 
merce. It consists of a large number of articles. It is one of the 
most elaborate treaties that we have ever made. It has thirty-six 
articles in it. The thirty-fifth article is the one that treats of the 


If the Senator will permit me, Mr. Polk says: 








canal and the railroad. lt mentions the canal once. At that | 
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time there was no transit at all across the Isthmus at that point, 


except the trail that went across. There was no railroad. The 
railroad was built subsequently to that time. This treaty does 
not profess anywhere in it to be a canal treaty. AsI said the 
other day, it does not give us any canal rights whatever. It does 
not purport to do it. 

The Senator from Iowa says we had a sovereignty in it, Mr. 
President, that is denied by a subsequent treaty which we our- 
selves made eleven years later, in which we said then that by this 
treaty it was the duty of Colombia, or New Granada at that time, 
to take care of this transit, and not our duty. 

The Senator says that we certainly had a property right in it. 
Mr. President, I assert that neither President Pierce nor any other 
man ever asserted, inferentially or otherwise, that we had any 
property rights there in the territory or any right of sovereignty. 
A right to travel through another man’s land doesnot give me 
ownership in the land, and when Colombia said to us, ** You may 
go across any canal that may be built, you may go across any 
railroad that may be built,’’ they did not say that we had the 
sovereignty. 

Mr. President, this was a treaty for twenty years. What would 
become of the sovereignty we are supposed to have obtained from 
Colombia if, at the close of twenty years, we s hould say, or Co- 
lombia should say, ‘* This treaty is terminated?’’ That of itself 
shows that there was no sovere ignty here. 

I repeat that the President of the United States is the first man 
ever found in the United States to suggest—whether he suggested 
it on his own motion or not I do not know—but he is the first 
man who ever suggested it publicly. 

Mr. President, you do not establish propositions of law any 
more than you establish pr oposit ions of morals by vociferation 
and declaration—that is to say, unless the declaration is made by 
a legislative body. The Seni tor speaks ex cathedra when he says, 
‘* Nobody can question what I have ah I declare this to be the 
law.”’ Of course it may be all right for the Senator to say that, 
but it comes in conflict with the decisions of the Attorneys-General 
and of the Secretaries of State of the United States for the last 
forty years. It puts him in absolute hostility to the opinions of 
all the publicists of all the ages of the world. Hesays there is no 
use in going back to Grotius. I amafraid he has not been there, 
Mr. President. I think he might acquire some information of 
value to him if he went there and studied that great authority. 

I do not intend to make any spee ‘th on this subject, but I ~~ 
to call the Senator's attention to the matter, because I think, i 
he will examine the treaty, he will see that this passage is sient 
cant: 

And, in order to secure to themselves the tranquil and constant enjoyment 
of the se advantages, and as an especial compensation for the said advantages 
and for the favors they have acquired by the fourth, fifth, and sixth articles 
of this treaty 

Those ave the things which are included in what my col’eazgue 
[Mr. Patrerson]| read from the message of the f resident. 

That wes the gist of this treaty and of its language. AsI said 
the other day, for forty years thereafter we absolutely ignored 
the proposition that we were to build a canal there. We treated 
with other nations. When we passed bills, of which we passed 
three, they were for the purpose of building a canal somewhere 
else. 

Mr. President, it seems to me—and I speak with all deference 
for the Senator from lowa—that he was inclined to put me ina 
false attitude when he said that I questioned the authority of the 
report which he read from Commander Hubbard. I was careful 
to call attention to the fact that the statement,was made upon a 
report made to him by the prefect—I do not know whether he was 
a fat man ora lean man or a nrulatto, or what he was; but I know 
he was a man who naturally had large interest in securing active 
interference with affairs there by the Government of the United 
States, and it was but natural for him to say to our officers: *‘ If 
you do not intervene, you are all going to be killed, for this man 
is threatening with death and destrnctioneverything American.”’ 

I called attention yesterday to the fact that our consul in the 
voluminous correspondence which he had with the Government 
of the United States concerning conditions there never mentioned 
anything of that kind. 

This is not a question of the condition of Colombia. It does 
not make much difference whether the people there are as bad as 
the Senator from Iowa says they are, or whether the people of 

-*2nama are as goodashe says they are. This question can not be 
settled in that way. We have presented the law as we believe it 
to be. If Senators wish to contest that, of course they have the 
right to contest it upon their own judgment or they can contest 
it upon authorities 

I am not disturbed by the frequent and repeated laudations of 
the Chief Executive and the Secretary of State. All those things 
are proper to a certain degree, and they may be profitable even 
beyond what is proper. My relations with the Executive are cer- 
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tainly not hostile; yet I can not subscribe to the statement that 
this act of the President is a more magnificent, transcendent, pa- 
triotic, and beneficial act than that of any previous Administra- 
tion or of all Administrations, as I have heard asserted. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, in the debate in the Senate 
on January 14, whilst I was occupying the floor, the following 
colloquy took place: 


Mr. QuARLES. The Executive discretionas to whether a governmentshould 
be recognized. And, to make my question more pointed, I should like the 


| 
| 


| 0 miles of Panama. 


Senator toindicate to the Senate what act of the President it is that he thinks | 
Congress should disavow. That will bring the legal question exactly down | 


to the point where we can comprehend it. _ ts : 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I should disavow all of his acts thatare in violation of the 
treaty of 1846—and I have enumerated them—that are in violation of inter- 


| 834 day of November, before such instruct 


national law—and I have enumerated them—and in violation of the Constitu- | 


tion of the United States—and Ihave enumeratedthem. What happens when 
the disavowal is made? 
ra * * . * * * 

Mr. SPOONER. I appeal to the Senator from Nevada to introduce such a 
resolution in order the: there may be developed here ina practical way aline 
of action on his proposition. 

Mr. NewLAnps. I will take the appeal of the Senator from Wisconsin 
under consideration. 


| troops and were there arrested and im 
| of men, which had organized a junta an 


Pursuant to that appeal, Mr. President, Ihave prepared the reso- | 


lutions which I send to the desk to be read by the Secretary, as 
they present my individual views upon this question. They con- 
tain a statement of fact, a recital and disavowal of the acts of the 
President which constituted a violation of the treaty of 1846, of 
international law, and of the Constitution. They provide for re- 
dress to Colombia and for the immediate settlement of all existing 
claims of Colombia and the immediate commencement of the 
Panama Canal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Whereas by the treaty between the United States and the Republic of New 
Granada (now Colombia), made in 1846, New Granada guaranteed to the 
United States that the right of way or transit across the Isthmus of Panama 
upon any mode of communication then existing or thereafter to be con- 
structed should be open to the Government and cit:zens of the United States, 
and in return the United States guaranteed, positively and efficaciously, to 
New Granada (now Colombia) the perfect neutrality of the said Isthmus, 
with a view that the free transit from the one to the other sea might not be 
interrupted or embarrassed, and also guaranteed in the same manner the 
rights of sovereignty and property which New Granada (now Colombia) 


The Secretary will read as 


by armed force, occupy the line of railroad. Prevent landing of any armed 
force with hostile intent,either Government or insurgent, at any point within 
Government force reported approaching the Isthmus 
in vessels. Prevont their landing if, in your judgment, the landing would 
precipitate a conflict;” and 

Whereas the landing which the said naval forces were instructed to pre- 
vent was the landing of Colombian troops intended to aid in the mainte- 
nance of civil government in Panama, and to defend the sovereignty of Co- 





lumbia against domestic disorder and insurrection, if any such 
the hostile intent therein referred to was the intent to suppre 


tended insurrection, and the conflict which said forces wero to p1 

the use of foree, if it proved to be necessary. by the Colombian Go" n 

aintain and defend its sovereignty in Panama, and to suppress any do- 
mestic insurrection or disorder, if any such existed. ; 

And thereafter certain forces of Co'ombia, having landed at Colon on the 

ions were received by t vai 

x officers proceeded on the Pan 









forces of the United States, their command 


ama Railroad to Panama for the purpose of arranging the movement of their 
imprisoned by an insurrectionary body 

red the independence of Pan- 
3; and thereaft 
} A | "cing 


of the Colombian troops af 








ama at 6 o’clock on the evening of Novembe1 
lowing 4th day of November, the commander of the Nashkv 
States marines at Colon, prohibited the traz 
said to Panama, as reported in the followi 











ig telegram: 
“SECRETARY OF THE NAVY, Washington: 
“Provisional government was established at Panama Tuesd: 
organized opposition. Governorof Panama, General Toba 
Colonel Morales, and three others of the Colombian Govert : 2 
arrived Tuesday morning taken pr * at Panama. lave prohibite 
transit of troops now here across the Isthmus, 








“FIUBBARD.” 
And such prohibition wasin express violation, not only of the concessions 
made by Colom to the Panama Railroad and to the Panama Canal ¢ 1- 
pany, as afore but also of the ‘ess terms of said treat , 






y of i545; and 











Whereas, thereafter, the Presi after preventing by the intervention 
of the armed forces of the United States, as aforesaid, the Colombian Gov 
ernment from suppressing such alleged insurrectionary movement, did 
on November 6, 1905, recognize such alleged insurrection as an exist r FO% 
ernment and entered into relations with it, and denied the sovercienty of 










Colombia over said Isthmus, and recognized the sov 
rectionary government over the same, and did there 
vember, notify the Colombian Government that the United States w 
permit the Colombian forces to land on the Isthmus for th 
ing its sovereignty and suppressing insurrection against 
did recognize M. Bunau-Varilla, a citizen of France, and repres 
Panama Canal Company as the minister of the so-called Republic: 
and did caure to be negotiated with him assuch minister plenipotent 
treaty between the United States and the so-called Re lic of Panama, p 
viding for the construction of an interoceanic canal at Panama, and su 


ignty of such insur- 








rfter, on the 9th of No- 
muld not 
a r 


r't- 








mT we 


| treaty has been submitted by the President to the Senate for confirmation; 


had and possessed over the said territory: and it was also provided in the | 


said treaty that if any of the articles contained therein should be violated 
and infringed, neither of the two contracting parties should ordain or au- 
thorize any act of reprisal nor declare war against the other on comes 
of injuries or damages until the party considering itself offended should 
have laid before the other a statement of such injuries or damages, verified 
by competent proofs, demanding justice and satisfaction, and the same 
should haVe been denied in violation of the laws and of international right; 
and . 

Whereas thereafter the Panama Railroad was constructed under a conces- 
sion granted by Colombia, by which the Panama Railroad bound itself to 
transport gratuitously the troops, chiefs, and officers, their equipage, am- 
munition, armament, clothime, and also the effects that belonged to or were 
destined for the immediate service of the Colombian Government, and there- 
after the control of such railroad was gained by the New Panama Canal 
Company of France, which, under the concession gr 
the construction of an interoceanic canal, was obligated to carry gratis, 
through the canal or auxiliary railway, namely, the Panama Railroad afore- 
said, “men destined for the service of the nation, for the service of the State, 
or for the service of the police, with the hope of guarding against foreign 
enemies, or for the preservation of public order,” and also to transport gratis 
their baggage or material, armament, etc.; and : 

Whereas the treaty of 1846 had, prior to the recent occurrences, been uni- 
formly construed by the Government of the United Staves as enjoming upon 
the United States the duty and the privilege of protecting the neutrality of 
the Isthmus of Panama and the sovereignty of Colombia over the Isthmus 


ranted by Colombia for | t ‘ : 
| landing and the use of the Panama Railroad, and the display of p: 
| force which overawed Colombia and prevented her from defendine 





| of Colombia of the treaty of 1846, the spirit, if not the terms, of which 


and 

Whereas the President, in justification of his action as aforesaid, subse 
quent to the rejection of the Hay-Herran treaty assert 

1. That the rejection of the Hay-Herran treaty wasa breach upon the part 

required 

that Colombia should grant subsequent concessions for the construction of 
means of interoceanic communication: 

2. That the national interests and safety required it; 

8. That the interests of collective civilization required it; and 

Whereas the Government of Colombia, after the doings aforesaid. senta 
special commissioner to the United States to present the complaints of Colom- 
bia against the United States for violation of the treaty of 1845, and for 
violations of international law, and requested other adjustment of said com- 
plaints or the reference of them to impartial arbitration: Now, therefore, 

Resolved, That the instructions of the United States to its naval forces 
aforesaid not to permit the landing of the Colombian troops on the Is: 
and the intervention of the armed forces of the United States to preve 









| ereignty over the Isthmus, and thus secured the secession of Panam 


against foreign attack, and as enjoining upon Colombia the duty and reserv- | 


jung to her the privilege to maintain domestic order and suppress domestic 
disorder which would injure such freedom of transit; and ae 
Whereas prior to the recent occurrences the aid given by the United 


States in the maintenance of domestic order was in aid of Colombia, at her | 


request, and in recognition of her sovereignty, as said treaty required; and 

Whereas by act of Congress approved June 28, 1902, the sident of the 
United States was authorized to purchase the rights of the New Panama Cr- 
nal Company of France, and also to acquire the control of the Panama Rail- 
road, and also to acquire froni Colombia the perpetual control of a strip of 
land between the Caribbean Sea and the Pacific Ocean, for the purpose of 
constructing an intoroceanic canal, and it was also in said act provided that, 
should the President be unable to obtain for the United States a satisfactory 
title to the property of the New Panama Canal Company of France and the 
control of the necessary territory of Colombia, and other rights referred to 
therein, within a reasonable time, and upon reasonable terms. then the Pres- 
ident should proceed to obtain control, by treaty, of the necessary territory 
from Costa Rica and Nicaragua for the construction of the Nicaragua Canal, 
and should thereupon proceed to its construction; and 

Whereas. thereafter, the treaty known as the ‘ Hay-Herran treaty,” pro- 
viding for the acquisition and control ofastrip of land on the Isthmus of Pan- 
ama, was negotiated between the United States and Colombia, which treaty 
required confirmation by the Senate of the United States and the Congress 
of Colombia, and such treaty was ratified by the Senate of the United States, 
but failed of ratification by the Colombian Congress; and 

Whereas thereafter the President of the United States, as appears by his 
message addressed to the Senate, learning that an effort would ba made to 
dismember the Colombian Republic by the secession of Panama therefrom, 
directed the Navy Department to station certain of the armed vessels of the 
United States within easy reach of the Isthmus; and 

Whereas thereafter, as appears by such message, on the 24 of November, 
193, and prior to the organization of a revolutionary government in Panama, 
the following instructions were sent to the commanders of such vessels: 

“Maintain free and uninterrupted transit. If interruption is threatened 





the dismemberment of Colombia and the creation of a new sover 1 
Colombia’s territory, sustained and supported only by the armed forces « 


| the United States, constituted a declaration and prosecution of a successful 


war upon the part of the United States against Colombia. 

2. That such action constituted a breach of the treaty of 1846 in this, that 
it denied Colombia's sovereignty over the Isthmus ot Panema, expressly ac- 
knowledged by the treaty of 1546. 

8. That it also violated the provision of the treaty of 1846, which declared 
that neither of the two contracting parties should ordain or authorize any 
act of reprisal nor declare war against the other on complaint of injuries or 
damaces until the party considering itself offended should have laid before 
the other a statement of such injuries or damages, verified by competent 
proofs, demanding justice and satisfaction, and the same should haye been 
denied in violation of the laws and of international rieht. 

4. That the recognition by the President of the United States of a state 
thucatiempting tosecede, which was withouta government oranarmy or the 
abil/ty to sustain itself or to maintain international obligations, and whose 
existence was supported and sustained alone by the armed forces of the 
United States, constituted a breach of international law. 

5. That the armed intervention of the United States, as aforesaid, was 
making war against Colombia upon the part of the President of the United 

















States without the sanction of the Congress of the United States, and was iz 
violation of the provision of the Constitution which gives to Congress alone 


the power to declare war. 

And whereas it is reported that Colombia is willing to settle on an honor- 
able basis all her claims against the United States in relation to said occur- 
rences and said Isthmus: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the President of the United States is respectfully requested 
to negotiate a new treaty with the United States of Colombia providing for 
the cession by Colombia of all rightsof every kind and description w 





soever 


| which Colombia may claim to have in conne ‘tion with the Isthmus of Pan- 


i 


ama or the treaty of 1846, including all her rights in the concessions for the 
construction of the Panama Railroad and Panama Canal across said Isthmus 
and absolutely stbstituting by said treaty the United States of America for 
the United States of Colombia in all respects whatsoever, as far as said 
Isthmus of Panama is concerned. 

Resolved, That said treaty should follow as closely as is feasible the lines of 
treaties whereby the United States acquired by purchase Louisiana from 
France, Florida from Spain, and Alaska from Russia. 

Resolved, That if itis found impracticable toagree upon the amount of com 
pensation for said cession, said amount shall be referred for desermiuation to 
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arbitration, one arbitrator to be appointed by each Republic, and the umpire 
to be named by the president or sovereign of some disinterested country; but 
in case such arbitration is found necessary said treaty shall contain a provi- 
sion allowing said cession to take full effect upon the exchange of ratifications 
thereof, without waiting for the result of said arbitration, in order that work 
upon said canal may be at once commenced. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I do not wish now to in- 
dulge in any extended remarks upon these resolutions. I simply 
wish to say that they express my individual views, without con- 
sultation with my associates as to the method by which all exist- 
ing complications can be settled and the construction of an inter- 
oceanic canal across the Isthmus of Panama be immediately com- 
menced. Their purpose is to expedite the canal, not to delay it. 

I wish to say also in this connection that it has been stated in 
the public press that among the other propositions made to the 
Government of the United States by General Reyes, the special 
commissioner appointed by Colombia to settle these complications, 
the suggestion was made that, as compensation for the territory 
thus taken from Colombia, Colombia would accept the sum of 
$10,000,000, to be expended in the construction of a railroad from 
Bogota to the coast. 

I wish to say that Ican imagine no worthier plan for the ex- 
enditure of this money than the one suggested by General Reyes. 
Ve all know that Colombia has no adequate means of transpor- 

Zation: that she is suffering from two things—one the lack of 
proper transportation and the other the lack of a proper medium 
of exchange, without which no country can reach either a high 
degree of civilization or of material progress. It seems to me that 
the Government of the United States could give to this Central 
American Republic no more substantial evidence of its desire to 
give adequate redress for accomplished wrongs than by appropri- 
ating such a sum for so beneficent a purpose. Our treaties. our 
‘ diplomatic correspondence, our resolutions, our laws, all attest 
our desire for relations of friendship and amity with South Ameri- 
can and Central American States. Let us add acts to words. 

Now, Mr. President, I ask that the resolution lie on the table 
for future consideration. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the 
resolution will be received and go over under the rule. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I ask that it lie upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Subject to the call of the 
Senator? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes; subject to my call. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let it be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada 
asks that his resolution be printed and lie on the table subject to 
his call. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not object to that ar- 
rangement, although sometimes the call of a Senator may be 
inconvenient for other business of the Senate. There is now on 
the table a resolution of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
TILLMAN], who yesterday gave notice that he would speak during 
the morning hour to-day on his resolution, and the consideration 
of that resolution occupied the entire morning hour. It is, of 
course, a subject of importance, and I suppose another day will 
be taken up in its discussion. I only suggest that, in case the 
arrangement suggested by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. New- 
LANDS| is made, it should be so made as not to interfere with the 
important business that may arise in the Senate. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Of course I have no disposition to inter- 
fere with important business. I am not sufficiently familiar with 
the rules of the Senate to ask just what ought to be done with 
the resolution. , 

Mr. ALLISON. I think there will be no difficulty about it; but 
it seems to me we have a good many resolutions now lying upon 
our table that in some way ought to be disposed of. I am per- 
fectly willing that the Senator from Nevada may have his reso- 
lution taken up at some convenient time. I only make the sug- 
gestion with a view of facilitating the consideration of the regular 
business of the session. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I only want to say that I sug- 
gest to the Senator from Nevada, who, as he says, is not as 
familiar with the rules of the Senate as some of us are, that the 
course he has taken as to his resolution was the customary one, 
and I am very sure that there will be no abuse of the privilege by 
the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to the arrangement suggested. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If Senators will allow the 
Chair to make a suggestion, he will say that there are perhaps a 
dozen resolutions now on the table, which are permitted to stay 
there until each has had its day in court. The resolution of the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TmLLMAN] has had a day in 
court, but by unanimous consent it is still permitted to stay here. 
If the resolution which the Senator from Nevada has offered re- 
mains on the table, it will be at the bottom of the list; but the 
Senator can probably, whenever he so desires, if it shall not be 
reached within two or three or four or five days, by unanimous 
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consent call it up in the same way the Senator from South Caro- 
lina called up his resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. I remember, Mr. President, the suggestion 
has been made here once or twice that Senators were being denied 
the opportunity to secure the passage of resolutions calling upon 
the Departments for information. Now, if there is any informa- 
tion desired as respects the important matters pending before the 
Senate, I hope resolutions of that character will be considered. 
That is all I desire to request about it. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam delighted to hear the Senator from Iowa 
say that, if he will permit me. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam delighted that the Senator from Mary- 
land is delighted. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand that the resolution offered by 
myself asking for information after conference is not objection- 
able to anybody,and I ask that we may now have a vote on it. It 
is the pending resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending resolution? 

Mr. GORMAN. The pending resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senator from Nevada 
content to have his resolution go over? 

Mr. GORMAN (to Mr. NEWLANDS). Yes; that is all we want. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Nevada wants to make a 
speech, he can get an opportunity almost any time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the resolution will go 
over under the rule. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Nevada will have a chance 
to make a speech whenever he desires. 

Mr.NEWLANDS. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
under the rule. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now ask for a vote on the pending resolu- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
on the pending resolution? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What is it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the ‘‘ Gorman resolution.’’ 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be read. 

Mr. KEAN. It has been very much amended. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I should be glad to have it read for the 
information of the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it be read. 

Mr. GORMAN, Yes. It simply calls for the orders of the 
Department. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Gorman 
on the 5th instant, as modified, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be requested, if not in his judgment incom- 
patible with the public interest, to inform the Senate: 

First. The date when and the circumstances under which the United States 
used for the first_time, and each succeeding time, a military force in the in- 
ternal affairs of New Granada, or Colombia, under the treaty of 1846; whether 
such use of military force was on the initiative of the United States or by the 
request of New Grariada, or Colombia, or in consequence of any official repre- 
sentation of either; and also to transmit to the Senate copies of the letters, or 
notes, in the Departraent of State, and of the orders by the Navy Department 
relating to such use of military force. 

Second. Also to inform the Senate whether or not the United States has 
been asked by New Granada, or Colombia, or any official representative of 
either, to execute, by armed force, either the guaranty of the neutrality of 
the Isthmus or of the sovereignty of New Granada, or Colombia, over the 
same; and if the United States has been so asked, then the dates and circum- 
stances thereof, and to send to the Senate copiesof the letters or notes, in each 


The resolution will go over 


Is the Senate ready for a vote 


It is the resolution known as 


| case, conveying the application and what was done thereunder by the United 


States. 

Third. And also to inform the Senate in which, if any, of the disturbances 
on the Isthmus of Panama, referred to by the President in his last annual 
message, the United States employed a military force, solely on its own initia- 
tive, and uninvited by the Government owning the Isthmus; and also to in- 
form the Senate of the circumstances in each case which required such use of 
military force, and transmit copies of the orders issued by the Navy Depart- 
ment for such purpose. 

Fourth. And also that hoe will inform the Senate of the dates when and cir- 
cumstances under which the United States has employed military force in 
the internal affairs of New Granada, or Colombia, in aid of a revolt, or rebel- 
lion, or disturbance of the peace therein, or to suppress such revolt, rebellion, 
or disturbance. 


Mr. SPOONER. What is the last paragraph? I ask the Secre- 
tary to read it again. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Fourth. And also that he will inform the Ssnate of the dates when and cir- 
cumstances under which the United States has employed military force in 


| the internal affairs of New Granada, or Colombia, in aid of a revolt, or rebel- 


lion, or disturbance of the peace therein, or to suppress such revolt, rebellion, 
or disturbance. 


Mr. SPOONER. That is rather a peculiar provision. It as- 
sumes that at some time the Government has employed military 
or naval force in aid of a revolt against Colombia. If the Senator 
from Maryland will qualify that, as I think he should—— 

Mr. GORMAN. I supposed the resolution was entirely satis- 
factory. 





1904. 





Mr. SPOONER. I had not observed that subdivision. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the forces never have been so used, the 
President will say so. 

Mr. SPOONER. It inquires whether at any time the Govern- 
ment has employed military or naval force in aid of a revolt. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. But the question as put there assumes that 
there have been such occasions and asks for dates. That is not 
proper. 

. Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator from Wisconsin will read the 
resolution, I think he will find 

Mr. McCOMAS. If my colleague will permit me, I suppose he 
means to include naval as well as military forces. 

Mr. GORMAN. “Military force,’’ I take it, would include 
either the naval or the military force. At any rate, there is no 
case where the Army has been employed; it has always been the 
Navy. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I should object to the passage of the reso- 
lution in its present form, It seems to me that the fourth clause 
particularly is predicated upon a false basis. There isan assump- 
tion which, in my judgment, is unwarranted: 





Fourth. And also that he will inform the Senate of the date when and cir- 
cumstances under which the United States has employed military force in 
the internal affairs of New Granada or Colombia— 


How?— 
in aid of a revolt, or rebellion, or disturbance of the peace therein. 


It seems to me that is entirely unwarranted, and, speaking for 
myself, I am unwilling to send to the President of the United States 
any resolution of that sort. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is contended on the other side by some 
Senators that recently the United States employed military force 
in the internal affairs of New Granada or Colombia in aid ofa 
revolt or rebellion or disturbance of the peace therein. That we 
on this side all deny. I did not understand that the Senator had 
in this resolution any inquiry based upon the assumption that we 
are all wrong and that he and some of his associates are right; 
but that is what this is. Ido not think the Senator from Mary- 
land meant that. 

Mr. GORMAN. The President of the United States informs 
us in his message that the armed force of the United States has 
not been engaged in aid of a revolt or rebellion. 

Mr. SPOONER. But, if my friend will permit me, that, to 
me, only affords an additional argument against the propriety of 
this subdivision of the resolution, because it could not be anything 
else than an insult to the President of the United States, of which 
the Senate ought not to be guilty, to passa resolution asking him 
when something occurred which he has explicitly denied ever 
occurred. 

Now, whether what was done on the Isthmus Ty the .?resi- 
dent—and there has been a full statement of the facts in regard 
to it—gives rise to a fair inference for argument that the troops 


of the United States or the military forces of the United States | 


were used there in aid of a revolt, is a matter for us to discuss 
here. The Senator entertains one view of it; we entertain an- 
other. Butthe resolution assumes and asks the Senate to assume 
that our forces were used there in aid of a revolt or rebellion. 
That is not fair to the President or to the Senate. I can not vote 
for any such proposition, although I have no objection in the 
world to the resolution as I supposed it was. 

Mr. GORMAN. I supposed the Senator had gone over the 
resolution very critically and that there had been eliminated all 
the objectionable features that were in the original resolution. The 
President has stated emphatically that his conduct and the con- 
duct of the military force at Panama on this particular occasion 
was in exact conformity with what had preceded. That is con- 
troverted. The correspondence and the orders from 1846 to now 
have never been published in full. All I desired was that all 
that information since 1846, from the ratification of the treaty 
down to the present time, should be furnished to the Senate. 

I think, upon reflection, that possibly the fourth clause is not 


absolutely necessary. I think that under the clauses preceding | 


it we will get all that we desire. As the Senator from Wisconsin 
and the chairman of the committee are perfectly well aware. I do 
not desire to make any inquiry of the President of the United 
States which is not perfectly fair. We may afterwards debate 
his suggestions and criticise them as we please, but in treating 
with that great office I would not knowingly be the author of, 
nor would I have the Senate wittingly or unwittingly pass, a reso- 
lution which, according to fair judgment, contained the slight- 
est reflection upon him in making the inquiry. Therefore I was 
careful to insert the usual provision in the very beginning of 
the resolution that the President be requested to furnish the in- 
formation if it was not, in his judgment, incompatible with the 
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public interest. I think there may possibly be something which 
it would not be proper to communicate to the public. 
But believing of him, as I believe of all Presidents, that he will 
deal with us with perfect fairness and give us all of the corre- 
spondence and orders, unless there be some great reason of state 
why he should not, I am perfectly willing to leave it to his judg- 
ment. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Do not the first three paragraphs in the 
Senator’s resolution cover all that is‘really necessary to be ob- 
| tained, in his opinion? 
| Mr. GORMAN. Iamrather inclined to think, I will say to the 
| Senator from Indiana, that that is true; but in view of the dis- 

cussion which has taken place and in view of the broad assertion 
| of the President in his message that his recent action was in strict 
| conformity with precedents in the past, I should like to have a 
full account of any interference on our part to suppress a revolt 
' or a rebellion and the extent to which the military was used. We 
| want full information. If it is considered by our friends on the 

other side of the Chamber, who, of course, are exceedingly anxious 
' that nothing shall be dane in this matter except what is perfectly 
| proper, and I agree with that 
| 





Mr. FAIRBANKS. No; if the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. ‘ 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The fourth section is not directed merely 
to information with respect to suppressing rebellion, but includes 
information with respect to aiding rebellion. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Itassumesthat our force has been so used. 

| Mr.GORMAN,. There can not be any controversy that in the 
recent occurrence our forces were used. 

| Mr. FAIRBANKS. In aid of rebellion? 

Mr. GORMAN. They were used to compel the troops of Co- 
lombia to quit that part of the territory. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. There is where there is a very serious dis- 
pute. Wedo not agree with the Senator’s interpretation of what 
was done there. 

Mr. GORMAN. No. Of course we disagree about it. The 
President would state the facts and get them in whatever form 
he desired to put them. Butif there is serious objection to the 
phraseclogy of the fourth section, and believing that I will get 
all the information that is absolutely necessary in the considera- 
tion of this case, [ have no objection to modifying it. 

Mr. FORAKER. I was about tosuggest a modification, but 
before suggesting it I wanted to inquire of the Senator whether 
or not I understood him to say that he is willing to allow the 
fourth paragraph to go out? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. He said that. 

Mr. FORAKER. [If so, that is the best modification of it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will omit that pari of it. 

Mr. FORAKER. I made tne inquiry of the Senator as to 
whether or not he had stated that he was willing that the entire 
fourth paragraph should go out. 

Mr. GORMAN. Isaid, upon reflection, it seemed to me that 
possibly I would get all the information without it, and I will 
omit it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iwas about to suggest an amendment. if the 
Senator from Maryland was not willing to have the whole section 
go out. 

Mr. GORMAN. 
the ameridment. 

Mr. FORAKER. The amendment I would propose is as fol- 
lows. Has the Senator the resolution before him? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iwould strike out from line 20 the words “in 
aid of a”’ 

Mr.GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. FORAKER. And insert in lieu thereof “on account of 
any:’’ and then strike out all after the word ‘‘therein”’’ in the 
| twenty-first line; so that it would read: 

Fourth. And also that he will inform the Senate of the dates when and cir- 
cumstances under which the United States has employed military force in 
the internal affairs of New Granada or Colombia on account of any revolt or 
| rebellion or disturbance of the peace therein. ‘ 

That would call for information as to any kind of employment, 
without regard to whether it was in aid or in suppression of a re- 
volt or rebellion, and would avoid all controversy among our- 
selves. It calls for the facts without assuming anything. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator from Ohio will permit me, 
IT understood the Senator from Maryland to say that upon further 
reflection he thinks the information desired by him can be ob- 
tained under the three preceding sections. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think he is right about that, and I sug- 
gested that that was the best way to amend the resolution—by 
striking out the whole of article 4. But if article 4 is to remain, 


I should be glad to have the Senator suggest 








1036 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 22, 





I think it ought to be so amended as to assume nothing, but 
simply to call for the facts. 

Mr. GORMAN. 
from Ohio be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be amended will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
And also that he will inform the Senat« 
rw hi *h the United S 
r’s =e New Granat 
tur ‘e of the 


The paragraph as proposed to 


of the dates when and cir- 
tates has employed military force in 
la or Colombia on account of any revolt or 
peace therein. 






Mr. GOR MAN. I will accept the amendment of the Senator 
from Ohio. 

The PI LESIDEN T pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland 
modifies the resolution as'it has been read. 


Mr. McCOMAS. I suggest — my colleague, although the 






amendment su se sted by the Senator from Ohio has been very 
properly a ted, that the fourth i inquiry is in substance the first 
inquiry, already in the resolution. It adds words, but it is really 
the same thing. because the first inquiry calls for information as 
to the u se of military force in the internal affairs of New Granada 
or Colombia under this treaty. You simply add words by saying 
‘‘in respect to a revolt.’? It does not add anything to the first 


proposition. My ¢ -olleagne’s first proposition, to omit section 4, 
eaves the matter entirely compre he nded in the three previous 
ections. The fourth adds nothing to it. However, I merely 
ni a this suggestion to my coll ague 

Mr. GORMAN. My colleague will find that there is a very 
reat difference. The first section simply calls for information as 
o use of our forces at the request of New Granada or Colombia, 
while the fourth asks whether the employment of force occurred 
without its request. The Senator will observe the difference if he 
will look at the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution of the Senator from Maryland as modified. 
The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


It has been suggested that the S 
until Monday. 


em ee 


etn 


Mr. CULLOM. 


over from this evening 


enate adjourn 
I am coahame willing to 


agree to that suggestion if no Senator desires to speak to-morrow | 


on this subject. {should like very much to have the Senate re- 
main in session if any Senator is ready and willing to speak to- 





A bill (8. 456) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 


| Pierce; 


I will ask that the amendment of the Senator | 


morrow on the subject, and I make the inquiry for the purpose | 


of ascertaining what is the fact. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution which has been 
under discussion for the last ten days hasnow been passed. 

Mr. CULLOM. But the general subject will be before us. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is no lack of supply. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; the Chair is informed 
that there is not. 

Mr. GORMAN. There are several other resolutions which re- 
late to the same subject 

I will say to the Senator from Illinois that it was the general 
impression that we would adjourn over to-morrow, and I think 
from what information I have that there is nobody on this side 
of the Chamber who is ready to go on te-morrow. There are 
Senators who desire to speak the first of next week on some other 
branches of this subject. So I really think we would save time 
by adjourning over to- morrow. 

Mr. CULLOM. As no Senator seems to be ready to.speak to- 
morrow, I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to 
meet on Monday next. .- 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J 
BRowNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 9) cranting an increase of pension to David E. 
bank; 

A bill (S. 12) granting an increase of pension to Francis E. 
Chase: 

A bill (S. 13) granting an increase of pension to William Clark; 

A bill (8.14) granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. 
Perry: 

A bill (S. 
herd; 

A bill (8. 182) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
Holt: 

A bill (S. 


3ur- 


99) granting an increase of pension to Joel C. Shep- 


190) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 


Bell; 

A bill (S. 451) granting an increase of pension to William T. 
Conant: 

A bill (S. 452) granting an increase of pension to Albert W. 
Bullock: 


A bill (S. 458) granting an increase of pension to Charles Beattie; 
A bill (S. 471) granting an increase of pension to Silas Meserve; 


A bill (8S. 473) granting an increase of pension to Byron D. 
| Be ubcock; 


A bill (S. 478) granting an increase of pension to Olive J. Bailey; 

A bill (s. 484) granting a pension to Nancy 8S. Marsh; 

A bill (S. 547) granting an increase of pe sion to Irving W. 
Coombs; 

A bill (S. 555) granting an increase of pension to Royal A. 8S. 
Kingsley; 


A bill (S. 565) granting an increase of pension to James E. 
Barnard; 


A bill ( ) granting an increase of pension to John Bulla- 
more; 

A bill (S. 586) granting a pension to Annie H. Zoll: 

A bill (S. 587) ‘granting an increase of pension to Anson P. 
Williamson; 

A bill (8.589) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


McMullen; 

A bill (S. 
Gascoigne; 

A bill (S. 745) granting a pension to John Swenson; 

A bill 798) grax ision to James A. 
Templeton; 

A bill (S. 814) granting a p 

A bill (8S. 821) grant 
Dennison; 

A bill (S. 
Peveridge;: 

A bill (S. 
Carter; 

A bill (S. 929) 
Stermer; 

A bill (S. 930) granting an increase of pension to Ferdinand 
Wiedemann; 

A bill (8. 937) granting an increase of pension to Rudolph 
Siebelist; 

A bill (S. 959) granting an increase 
Ranard; 

A bill (S. 1259) 
Stanyan; 

A bill (8. 1429) granting an increase of pensio 
Paquin; 

A bill (S. 1835) granting an increase of pension to Calvin Daws; 

A bill (S. 140 2) granting an increase of pension to William Paul; 

A bill (S. 1487) granting an increase of pension to Clarence E. 
Bullard: 

A bill 
Hoover; 

A bill (S. 1497) granting an increase of pension to Walter F. 
Chase; 

A bill (S. 
Eayrs;: 

A bill (S. 
Rask; 

A bill (S. 


744) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 


ting an increase of pe 


ion to Mamie Thayer: 
ng an increase of pension to W. 


Neil 
847) granting an increase of pension to John L. 
898) granting an increase of pension to John B. 


granting an increase of pension to Charles 


of pension to Andrew C, 
granting an increase of pension to John M. 


n to Elizabeth C., 


(S. 1491) granting an increase of pension to James A. 


1498) granting an increase of pension to Winslow P. 
1559) granting an increase of pension to Marie A. 


1825) granting a pension to Josephine L. Webber; 
A bill (S. 1826) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 


Cutts; 


A bill (S 
Lewis: and 
A bill (S. 1938) 


1827) granting an increase of pension to Harris A. P, 


) granting an increase of pension to Aldridge 


| Patterson. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. 32) to fill the vacancies 
in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 0’clock and 
40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 
25, 1904, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 22, 1904. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Luke B. Colbert. of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs 
| for the district of Marblehead, in the State of Massachusetts, to 
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succeed Stuart F. McClearn, whose term of office will expire by 
limitation April 1, 1904. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Miss Martha C. Brown, of Colorado, to be receiver of public 


moneys at Gunnison, Colo., her term having expired April 2, 1902. 
(Reappointment. ) 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Pay Inspector Charles W. Littlefield to be a pay director in the 
Navy from the 27th day of December, 1903, vice Pay Director 
Theodore S. Thompson, retired. 

Paymaster Samuel L. Heap to be a pay inspector in the Navy 
from the 27th day of December, 1908, vice Pay Inspector Charles 
W. Littlefield, promoted. 

P, A. Paymaster Ray Spear to be a paymaster in the Navy from 
the 4th day of November, 1903, vice Paymaster John C. Sullivan, 
promoted, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Florence M. Low to be postmaster at Hamilton, in the county 
of Caldwell and State of Missouri. 


NEBRASKA, 


Henry E. Palmer to be postmaster at Omaha, in the county of 

Douglas and State of Nebraska. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 

Alonzo M. Frederick to be postmaster at New Kensington, in 
the county of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania. 

Charles Graffin to be postmaster at Catasauqua, in the county 
of Lehigh and State of Pennsylvania. 

John J. Mather to be postmaster at Benton, in the county of 
Columbia and State of Pennsylvania. 

G. William Riegel to be postmaster at Bethlehem, in the county 
of Northampton and State of Pennsylvania. 

Daniel W. Reynolds to be postmaster at Reedsville, 
county of Mifflin and State of Pennsylvania. 

TEXAS. 


in the 


Lida T. Robinson to be postmaster at West, in the county of 


| McLennan and State of Texas. 


Exccutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 22, 1904. | 


CONSUL-GENERAL, 


Fleming D. Cheshire, of New York, to be consul-general of the | 


United States at Mukden, China. 
CONSULS. 


James W. Davidson, of Minnesota, to be consul of the United | 


States at Antung, China. 
Edwin V. Morgan, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Dalny, China. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commander John A. Rodgers to be a captain in the Navy from 
the 27th day of December, 1903. . 

P. A. Paymaster George R. Venable to be a paymaster in the 
Navy from the 3d day of March, 1903. 

Asst. Paymaster Ervin A. McMillan to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy from the 29th day of October, 1903. 

Asst. Paymaster Eugene H. Tricou to be a passed assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 4th day of November, 1903. 

Lieut. Col. Allan C. Kelton to be a colonel in the Marine Corps 
from the 27th day of December, 1903. 

Maj. Randolph Dickins to bea lieutenant-colonel in the Marine 
Corps from the 27th day of December, 1903. 

Capt. Charles G. Long to be a major in the Marine Corps from 
the 18th day of June, 1903. 

First Lieut. Julius S. Turrill to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps from the 18th day of June, 1903. 


PROMOTION IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE, 


Asst. Surg. Dana E. Robinson, of Ohio, to be a passed assistant 
surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the 
United States. 

REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


W. H. Brown, of Grand Forks, N. Dak., to be register of the 
land office at Grand Forks, N. Dak. 


POSTMASTERS. 
IOWA. 


' carried on the rolls as such or in some other classification; also the list c? 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 22, 1904. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
HORSES, CARRIAGES, ETC., AT GOVERNMENT EXPENSE. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I have a privileged report which I 
desire to submit. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution No. 153. 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and ho is hereby, requested to 


furnish this House, at his earliest convenience, a statement showing the num- 
ber of horses, carriages, and automobiles maintained at Government expense 











for the officials of his Department, together with a statement showing the 
cost of said horses, carriages, automobiles, and harness, and the amount of 
wages paid to men acting as coachmen, footmen, and chauffeurs, whethe: 


a 


| Officials entitled to the use of said carriages. 


Mr. HULL. There is an amendment, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding after the word “carriage,” in line 10, “‘and for what 
purposes such vehicles are used.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HULL. I supposesMr. Speaker, the question will be first 





| on the amendment reported from the committee, and then I have 


Thomas J. Ochiltree to be postmaster at Morning Sun, in the | 


county of Louisa and State of Iowa. 
Charlie C. Warner to be postmaster at Central City, in the 
county of Linn and State of Iowa. 
KANSAS. 


Frank W. Carroll to be postmaster at Toronto, in the county of 
Woodson and State of Kansas. 


no objection to the gentleman from Minnesota offering an amend- 
ment, if he so desires. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I move, Mr. Speaker, that the resolution be 
so amended as to give also the dates of the purchase of these vari- 
ous vehicles. At the endof the committee amendment add “ and 
the dates of the purchase of such vehicles.”’ 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment of the 
gentleman from Minnesota. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add after the word “used,” “also the dates of the purchase of such ve- 
hicles.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the resolution, and 


| the resolution was agreed to. 


Elon G. Dewey to be postmaster at Moline, in the county of | 


Elk and State of Kansas. 
Edward C. Hill to be postmaster at Burr Oak, in the county of 
Jewell and State of Kansas. 
MAINE. 


Jonathan F. Jefferds to be postmaster at Livermore Falls, in | 


the county of Androscoggin and State of Maine. 
MISSOURI. 


William Beisner to be postmaster at Lockwood, in the county 
of Dade and State of Missouri. 

Mills,T. Chastain to be postmaster at Marshall, in the county 
of Saline and State of Missouri. 

Frank A. Hardin to be postmaster at Cabool, in the county of 
Texas and State of Missouri. 


On motion of Mr. Hut, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS, 


Mr. HULL. I want to ask unanimons consent, Mr. Speaker, 
that all gentlemen who addressed the House yesterday on the 
army appropriation bill may have five calendar days to extend 
their remarks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that all who addressed the House yesterday on the army 
appropriation bill may have five calendar days in which to print. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 

Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to give notice to 
the House that to-morrow, immediately after the reading of the 
Journal, I will move to go into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 


| army appropriation bill. 
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PENSION BILLS, 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Conmumittee of the Whole House for the con- 
sideration of pension bills on the Private ( alendar under the rule, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire moves 
that the House r solve itself into the Committee of the Whole for 
04 Ce nsideration of pension bills upon the Private Calendar under 
the rule, 
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The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House resolved | 
itself into the C, mMmittee of the Whole House, with Mr, GARDNER | 


of New Jersey in the chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Honse is in Committee of the Whole 
fouse for the purpose of considering bills on the Private Calen- 
dar under the rule. The Clerk wil] report the first bill. 


MARK A, SHELTON, 


The first busine Son the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
937) granting an increase of pension to M. A. Shelton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the hame of M.A. Shelton, late a private 
in Company E, Second Indiana Volunteers, in the Mexican war. and aprivate, 
also, in ¢ ompany A, Second B ttalion, Missouri State Militia Cavalry, in the 
Civil war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lic uof that 
he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read. as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, auth: rized and 
directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the Provisions and | mitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Mark ‘A. Shelton, late of Company A, Sec- 
ond Battalion Missouri State Militia Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” k 

Amend the title so &s to read: “A bill] granting an increase of pension to 
Mark A. Shelton.” . 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


FRANCES A, THOMPSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6562) granting a pension to Frances Thompson, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and dire ‘ted to place on th * pension roll, subject t ) the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frances Thompson, widow 
of John W. Thompson, late of United States Navy, and pay her a pension at 


the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now recei\ ing. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “late.” Strike out the word “of” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “acting ensign.” 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I move to amend by inserting “‘A,”’ in the 
name and make it Frances A. Thompson. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 

EDGAR CHAPMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calender was the bill (H. R, 
689) granting a pension to Edgar Chapman, 
The bill was read. as follows: 


be il enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension law 8, the name of Edgar ( thapman. late of Com- 
pany K, First Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $44 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
HENRY Cc, JONES, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (HB. R. 
8665) granting an increase of pension to Henry C. Jones, 
The bill was read. as follows: 
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JULIETTE WESTBROOK, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9611) granting a pension to Juliette Westbrook, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to rhe provisi ns 
and limitations of the‘ pension laws, the name of Juliette West rook, de- 
pendent parent of Martin Westbrook, late of Company E, One hundred and 
eleventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, an¢ pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “parent” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“stepmother.” ‘ 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

WINSLOW P. EAYRS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S, 1498) 
granting an increase of pension to Winslow P. Eayrs, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to Place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Winslow P. Eayrs, late of 
Cmpany C, Nineteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving, 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 

GEORGE B, DAVIS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
6005) granting an increase of pension to George B. Davis, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ¢ tc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the Pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George RB. Davis, late of 
Company F, Sixtieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
SiON at the rate of $59 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
inendation,. 

DANIEL Ww. HUFFMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
“920) granting an tmcrease of pension to Daniel W, Huffman, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, « te., That the Se retary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
aut horized and directed to place on the Pension roll, subject to the Provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel W. Huffman, late of 
Companies B and C, Seventy-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he ig now re- 
ceiving 

The amendment recommended by the cx mmittee was read, as 

ollows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “of Companies B and C,” and insert in lien 
thereof the words “ first lieutenant Company B and Second lieutenant Com- 
pany Cc.” 

The amendment Was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able re commendation, 


WILLIAM M’BRIEN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1294) granting an increase of pension to William McBrien, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisi: ns 
and limitations of the pension laws. the name of William McBrien, late of 
Company K, Fifteenth Re giment Missouri Volunteer ‘avalry, and pay him 
& pension at the rate of $3) per month in liey of that he is now receiving, - 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ADAM KOHLHAUFF, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 


| 4157) granting an increase of pension to Adam Kohlhauff, 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the Pension roll the name of Henry 0. 
Jones, late a private in Company A, Forty-ninth Regiment Missouri Infantry 
Volunteers, and pay to him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
the pension which he now receives under certificate No, 32022). 

The amendment recommended by the committee was r sad, as 
follows: . 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 

Owing: ‘ 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Henry C. Jones. late of Company A, Forty- 
ninth-Regimers Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he iS how receiving.” 

The amendment Was agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


1am 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Adam Kohlhauff, late of 
Compzny D, Sixty-second Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $4 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


| follows: 


| 
| 
| 
| 


In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 


DAVID H. THOMPSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8836) granting an increase of pension to David H. Thompson. 


"4 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll,subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David H. Thompson, late of 
Company D, First Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $2¢ per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Tn line 7, before the word “ Michigan,” insert the word ‘‘ Regiment.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MEDIE M. FLANDERS, 


Ths next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8299) gcranting a pension to Medie M. Flanders. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be ii enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisi 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Medie M. Flanders, wid 
of Charles C. Flanders, late of Company G, First Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

HENRY HALE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
188) granting an increase of pension to Henry Hale. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitationsof the pension laws, the name of Henry Hale, late private of 
Company D, Twenty-fifth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “a private.” ¢ es 

In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “forty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

WALTER F. CHASE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1497) 
granting an increase of pension to Walter F. Chase. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tot :e provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wa'ter F. ¢ se, late of 
Company F, Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 








CHARLES SCHRODER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7756) granting an increase of pension to Charles Schroder. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charies Schroder, late of 
Company C, One hundred and tenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike ont the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JOSEPH H. COOPER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6947) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H., Cooper. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph H. Cooper, late of 
Compeny I, Twenty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


i ei _~ 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
rty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 





The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation, 


JONATHAN J. SMITH. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


| 8876) granting an increase of pension to J. J. Smith. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 





authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions 
| and limitations of the pension lews, the name of J. J. Smith, late of Company 
F, Sixty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunicer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 


the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that heis now recei 


The amendmenis recommended by the commitiee were read, as 
follows: 

Tn line 6 strike out the first letter “J.” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
*¢ Jonathan ” 

In line § strike out the word “ fifty 
“thirty-six.” : 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan J. Smith.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

HARRIET A. TUCKER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8920) granting a pension to Harriet A. Tucker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisix 

mitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriet A. Tucker, widow 

liam E. Tucker, late of Company K, One hundred and twénty-fourth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 9 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu tlicreof the 
word “twelve.” 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

THOMAS ADELSPERGER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
165) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Adelsperger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

De it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, snd he is herebv, 


” 


and insert in lieu thereof the word 



















authorize and directed to place onthe pension roll, subject to the provisions 
end limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Thomas Adelsperger, la 
first lieutenant of Company H, Eighty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, 2 my him a pension at the rate of $60 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “of Company H” and insert in lieu thereof 
the werds ‘and adjutant.” 

In line 8 sirike out the word “sixty” 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


and insertin lieu thereof the word 


GUSTUS 8S. REMICK, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


8729) granting an increase of pension to Gustus S. Remick. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is h 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject t 





and limitatio of the pension laws, * name of Gustus S. Remick, late of 
the First Battalion Vermont Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay hima pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Battalion” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Battery.” 

In line 5 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ANNA M. MAIER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6085) granting a pension to Anna M. Maier-Moyer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre ary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorizedand directed to place on the pension ll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna M. Maier-Mover. 
widow of Markus Maier, late of Company A, Fourth Regiment Pennsvlvania 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read. as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “‘ Maier-Moyer ” and insert in lieu thereof ths 
word “ Maier.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Anna M. 
Maier.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
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GEORGE N. THORPE, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4887) granting a pension to George N. Thorpe. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George N. Thorpe, late of 
Company C, Ninety-first Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 


.» 


In same line, after the word ‘*month,” insert the words “‘in lieu of that he 
is now receiving.” 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 


George N. Thorpe.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
GEORGE GARDNER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2016) granting an increase of pension to George Gardner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof George Gardner, lateof Com- 

any A, Second Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay 
Sin a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line § strike out the word ‘“‘twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 


MOLLIE J. MITCHELL. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 242) granting a pension 
to May Shields Mitchell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of May Shields Mitchell, widow 
of Richard P. Mitchell, late major and surgeon, First Tennessee Light Artil- 
lery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “May Shields” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “ Mollie J.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “major and.” 

In same line, after the word “First,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In same line, before the word “Light,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In line 8, after the word ** month,” insert the words “in lieu of that she is 
now receiving.” ; 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Mollie J. Mitchell.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

MARIAH KUECHLER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5372) granting a pension 
to Mariah Kuechler. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prow isions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mariah Kuechler, late nurse, 
Medical Department, United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

A. MARION GAMBLE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5471) granting an increase 
of pension to A. Marion Gamble. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Company G, Forty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
FRANCIS E, CHASE, 


The next business was the bill (S. 12) granting an increase of 
pension to Francis E. Chase, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place On the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Francis E. Chase, late of 
Company E, Tenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 

EMILY CONKLIN. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4937) granting an increase 
of pension to Emily Conklin. 
The bill was read, as follows: - 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to placeon the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emily Conklin, wicow of 
James L. Conklin, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 30 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

In line 9, after the word “receiving,” insert the words: 

“ Provided, however, That in the event of the death of the helpless child, 
Cora B. Conklin, on whose account the pension of Emily Conklin is increased, 
the pension of said Emily Conklin shall continue only at _ the rate of $12 per 
month from and after the date of death of said helpless child.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

SAMUEL ALEXANDER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 610) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel Alexander. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel Alexander, late of 
Company H, Twenty-fifth Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ Twenty-fifth,” insert the word “Regiment.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

EMMETT COLE, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 198) granting an increase 
of pension to Emmett Cole. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emmett Cole, late of Com- 


| pany F’, Eighth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


lace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limita’fons of the pension laws, the name of A. Marion Gamble, late 
major of Sixth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of 30 per month in lieu of that heis now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ Sixth,” strike out the word “ of.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


authorized and directed to p 








The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
JAMES P. WALLACE. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 6442) granting an increase 
of pension to James P. Wallace. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 
JAMES H. CUMMINGS. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 6588) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James H. Cummings, 
The bill was read, as follows: 
le it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on (he pension rell, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension jaws, the name of James H. Cummings, late of 
Company B, Eleventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


‘The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In Mas 7 arike out the word “Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “Cavalry.” 

a line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
7 orty.” 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I should like to 
make an inquiry of the chairman of the committee. I know 
nothing about the merits of this particular bill; but I see that it 
proposes an increase of this pension to $50. Under a rule of the 


| House we have no “ right’’ to have the report accompanying the 


; 
| 


| 


bill read so we can act intelligently; we must guess at the merits 
of the case as the clerk reads the bill at the desk. ‘‘ Go it blind,” 
as it were—act in the dark on each bill, unless by the grace of the 
committee we can have read the report—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James P. Wallace, late of | gentleman to the fact that there is a committee amendment, 
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Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then I wish to be heard on the 
amendment. I want to know something about this bill and then 
I wish to make a general inquiry. 

I desire to ask the chairman of the committee reporting this 
bill why it is that this claimant appeals to Congress instead of 
the Pension Bureau for this increase? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Because he has received all the relief that 
the Pension Office can grant under the law. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I understand, then, that there is 
no law for this increase, and therefore this man has come here 
with his application and asks Congress to pass a private act for 
his relief. 

Now, allow me another question. The gentleman will remem- 
ber that at the last session I asked why it was that so many ap- 

eals from the Pension Bureau were made to Congress for relief 
»y special acts, and the gentleman very promptly said it was be- 
cause the applicants did not get ** justice’’ at the Pension Bureau. 

That was under the administration of Hon. H. Clay Evans, who 
is now an ex-Commissioner, an ‘'X-ray,’’ and making this Gov- 
ernment a fine representative in London. Now, what is the dif- 
ference in the administration of that office under the distinguished 
gentleman, Mr. Ware, a very charming gentleman, able and just, 
whom I have met, and the administration of the office under Mr. 
Evans in reference to doing justice to the claimants before that 
Bureau? Why are these great cartloads of claims sent or why 
do they come to the House for relief instead of that being done 
at the Pension Office? Now, my inquiry is entirely frank and 
seriously made. and I hope the gentleman will answer it. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Theseclaimants come to Congress because 
a great many of them have no relief under existing law, and I do 
not say that any intentional injustice is being done atthe Bureau, 
and do not say who is responsible for justice not being done, but 
when the claims come here with the evidence and we find that 
justice has not been done, as a court of equity we try to deal 
justly with the applicant. Now, the gentleman asks me what is 
the difference between the administration under a gentleman 
from his State, whom he says has now become an ‘* X-ray,’’ and 
the gentleman now at the head of the Bureau. It is the differ- 
ence between a real man attending to his business and an X-ray 
at a distance. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Evans is certainly an ex- 
Commissioner of Pensions. I thought he had a way—an X-ray 
talent—of seeing a long way into the pension matters which he 
passed on; did his duty, at least, in a great measure, as much so 
as he could to receive no moral support from his party, then, as 
now, in power. . 

The gentleman said he did injustice to the claimants; hence 
they appealed to Congress. But the same thing is occurring with 
Mr. Ware as Commissioner, though I think he is able and honest. 
What is the matter? You do not say Mr. Ware is doing anyone 
an injustice, nordoI. But who is the officer who does? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I have no doubt that there are mistakes 
made in that office. It is impossible for it to be otherwise. It is 
a great board of clerks and examiners. One has one opinion and 
another has another opinion: and I have no doubt if the gentle- 
man would think for a moment he would find that the appeals made 
from the Bureau to Congress are not so numerous as the appeals 
from United States courts to the Supreme Court of the United 
States pro rata. Therefore it is not remarkable that cases come 
here in this way. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, the gentleman told us at the 
last session in answer to my question that the reason why so many 
appeals came here was because the claimants did not get justice 
atthe Bureau. There were over 100 bills here on last Friday taken 
up and passed, and there are 210 to-day, I understand. Now, does 
the gentleman mean to say that injustice has been done to all these 
claimants under Mr. Ware’s administration? 

Mr, SULLOWAY. Not at all. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then why do they not go to the | 
Bureau to have their claims passed upon? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Some of these cases were adjudicated way | 
back years ago, while others have no status for technical reasons, 
yet they are very meritorious and very deserving. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now. can the gentlemen tell us 

whether injustice has been done to these claimants whose bills 
are piled up here before us or not? If any, which? 
_ Mr. SULLOWAY. I donot say that they are doing intentional | 
injustice to anybody, but I will say they fail to do justice in many 
cases. We examine all the evidence, and we dispose of the cases 
as a court of equity would do, and a court of equity would not do 
an injustice. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is the present administration not | 
doing justice? | 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Ido not know. The matters go througha 
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lot of hands, and the claimants often do not get what they are en- 
titled to receive, it seems to me. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does not the gentleman think we 
ought to do away with a bureau that permits an injustice and 
compels the claimants to appeal to Congress for justice and sub- 
stitute a court of three or five judges, like the Court of Claims, 
which protects the Government, and whose judgments Congress 
respects and pays almost invariably? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. My friend understands that there is a very 
great difference between a law court andan equity court. Inthe 
Bureau they take the evidence and consider it ander the rules of 
the law. We look at it in the light of equity. We read the evi- 
dence and give what we think justice demands. That is the way 
we do in the committee. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Justa wordmore. The Chair and 
the older Members will remember it distinctly that I put the ques- 
tion distinctly to the gentleman in charge of these bills and asked 
him why so many pension matters were brought here last year 
from the Pension Bureau. He said deliberately and repeatedly 
that it was because injustice was being done to the claimants at 
the Pension Bureau, and hundreds and hundreds and even thou- 
sands of appeals were made to Congress to do justice here—in 
other words, to reverse the action of the Pension Burean. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, at the opening of the present session of Con- 
gress—— 

Mr. FULLER. I wish to make an explanation here. I think 
that the law does not reach many of these cases. There are many 
of them not cases that can get justice done at the Pension Office, 
but special cases, where the law does not reach. The evidence 
shows that very many of the cases are very meritorious, but that 
the parties making the claim are in such a condition that they 
need the aid of the Government. They might have rendered s-rv- 
ice to the Government that entitled them to it, and no general 
law reaches that particular class. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then why does not the gentleraan 
and his party, who are in power, and who have the power now in 
this House, bringin a general law to give the relief that is needed, 
instead of unloading on this House every Friday a great pile of 
these claims that we all know we do not and can not consider, 
but pass them as rapidly as two men can talk and the chairman 
say ‘‘Aye’’ from the floor? 

I stated a year ago that during his administration Mr. Evans tried 
to do his duty, but stood unsupported by his party; and now, with 
a new Commissioner, we had in this House on the last Friday great 
piles of these claims brought here for our action.and these claimants 
are coming here saying that they can not get justice done to them 
at the Bureau. So it seems to me that it has been demonstrated 
that there was no more injustice done there under Mr. Evans 
than is being done now, and you are passing bills in same way as 
when Evans was Commissioner. I do not believe that Mr. Ware 
is otherwise than an able and efficient officer. I like the gentle- 
man. I have had the pleasure of meeting him. I think he will 
give equal and exact justice to these claimants at the Bureau, and 
if they are not able to give them justice we ought to do away 
with the Bureau entirely and let Congress or a court do this 
work. If these claimants can not get justice there, then some- 
thing is wrong and it ought to be corrected. If the clerks are 
doing wrong, investigate them and find where the wrong is, find 
who is doing it, and punish that individual or dismiss him. 

Mr. Chairman, I sv this causes an unnecessary burden to fall 
on Congress whi h should be lessened. I want to pass all thes» 
pension bills which are proper, and they will be passed, and Iam 
going t» vote for all which are just. We donot know wlether 
they are just or not. Whodoes: Here isa prima facie case of 
justice b:causa the committee reports it. That is all we know. 
But I am trying to get from the g-ntleman from New Hampshire 
the reason why so many are brought here under the adminisira- 
tion of Mr. Ware when as many were brought under the adminis- 
tration of Mr. Evans because he did ‘‘ injustice’ to the c!aimant. 

By implication Mr. Ware is doing ‘‘injustice’’ tothe applicants 
at that Office. because about the same number of cases come from 
the Pension Office under Mr. Ware as under Mr. Evans. I do not 
believe Mr. Ware is a man who would knowingly do anybody an 
injustice. The gentleman from New Hampshire now seems to 
accuse not Commissioner Ware, but some **clerk.’’ Now, who is 
the clerk? The House every Friday throughout the sessions of 
Congress considers these cases to do justice to them. Justice 


| ought to be done to the Government and claimant. and a clerk 


who knowingly does an injustice to a claimant who is justly and 
legally.entitled to a pension ought not only to be dismissed but oth- 


| erwise dealt with. 


Mr. HOLLIDAY. Will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield? 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will now yield to the gentleman. 
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Mr. HOLLIDAY. I want to ask the gentleman if he is opposed 
to passing these bills? 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. No; I am not opposed to this bill, 


and the gentleman should know that must be true, for I am, and’ 


so is the committee, ignorant of its merits, and it is useless to in- 
quire; but I am opposed to any officer or clerk being guilty of 
wrongful acts at the Pension Office which force this and other 
bills to come here for relief. 

We should run down the clerk and find out who that clerk is, 
and if the gentleman can tell me I would like to know, and if he 
can not tell me I think we ought to have a resolution passed to 
investigate and find out who is the guilty party. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. I want toask the gentleman if he is opposed 
to the passage of any of these bills? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I can not answer that. I am not 
advised of their merits, nor is the committee. The gentleman 
knowsthat I have never voted against a bill for a pension which 
I thought was right. I donot know whether I shall vote for or 
against these bills. Weare ignorant of the facts. I am trying to 
see why these claims are brought here to Congress that ‘‘ justice”’ 
might be done them, because it is said that injustice was done 
others down in the Bureau a year ago and were brought here to 
get justice done. Does this ‘‘injustice”’ still continue in passing 
on these claims? Who is this “ clerk,’ this wrongdoer? That’s 
the question. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I desire to propound a question to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Has there been any 
agreement or understanding or any rule adopted by that commit- 
tee by which each Member of the present House is authorized to 
have reported a certain number of bills? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Not that I am aware of. 

Mr. RUSSELL. There has been no such rule? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Not that I am aware of. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I will ask this question, then: Has there been 
any practice established by this committee allowing each Member 
to report any given number of bills or have them reported? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. The practice of that committee is to do the 
work that they and its clerks can do—— 

Mr. RUSSELL. That does not answer the question. 

Mr.SULLOWAY. And as gentlemen furnish the evidence in 
their cases then we consider them, and if a Member does not fur- 
nish any evidence then we have nothing to consider. In all cases 
where application has been made at the Bureau the Pension 
Office papers are always sent for. 

Mr. RUSSELL. That does not answer the question pro- 
pounded. , 

Mr. SULLOWAY. It does exactly, sir. 

Mr. RUSSELL. It does not satisfy me. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. That may be; I am not here to satisfy 
you, ney 

Mr. RUSSELL. Well, that may be true, but neither do I 
think the gentleman satisfies the House. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Well, I do not know about that. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Here is the question: Have the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions established any practice by which the Members 
of this House are authorized to have considered any given number 
of bills? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Not at all, sir. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Now, Mr. Chairman, if that be true, I want 
to put this in the Recorp right in this connection. During the 
early portion of the special session I received this card, and I re 
sume every Memher of Congress received one similar toit. It is 
headed as follows: 

Committee on Invalid Pensions, House of Representatives, United States, 
Fifty-eighth Congress.—CyRus A. SULLOWAY, of New Hampshire, chairman; 
Henry R. Grason, of Tennessee; SAMUEL W. SmitTu, of Michigan; WILLIAM 
A. CALDERHEAD, of Kansas; ELIAS DEEMER, of Pennsylvania; Eis 8. 
Houuipay, of Indiana; W. GoprrRey Hunter, of Kentucky; THomas W. 
BRADLEY, of New York; CHARLES E. FULLER, of Dlinois; Ronert W. Mrers, 
of Indiana; Josrrpn B. Crow Ley, of Illinois; Georer H. Luypsay, of New 
York; Jomun 8. Snook, of Ohio; ALFRED Luckine, of Michigan; FRANK A. 
Hopkins, of Kentucky. William H. Topping, clerk; George A. Bailey, as- 
sistant clerk; Herman Gauss, principal examiner detailed from Pension Bu- 
weipuboomenities No. 1.—Mr. Gipson, of Tennessee; Mr. Horxrns. of Ken- 
tucky; Mr. Snook, of Ohio. States and Territories: Delaware, Ohio, Vir- 

inia, Tennessee, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, 
ississippi, Louisiana, Arkansas, Texas, and Indian Territory. 

Subcommittee No, 2.—Mr. SaMUEL W. Suita, of Michigan; Mr. DgemMer, of 
Pennsylvania; Mr. LucKinNGa, of Mic . Statesand Territories: New Jer- 
sey, Pennsylvania, West Virginia, Michigan, District of Columbia, Maryland. 

Subcommittee No. 3.—Mr. HOLLIDAY, of Indiana; Mr. Miers, of Indiana; 
Mr. Hunter, of Kentucky. States: i Wisconsin, Minnesota, Missouri, 
North Dakota, South Dakota. Kentucky. 

Subcommittee No. 4.—Mr. CALDERHBAD, of Kansas; Mr. Fuixr, of Illi- 
nois; Mr. CRowWLEY, of Illinois. States and Territories: Iowa, Tilinois, Kan- 
sas, Oklahoma, Nebraska, Colorado, Wyoming, Montana, Idaho, Washington, 
Oregon, New Mexico, Utah, California, Arizona, Nevada. 

Subcommittee No. 5.—Mr. SuLLOWAY of New pshire; Mr. Linpsay of 
New York; Mr. BRapLEy of New York. States: Maine, New Hampshire, Ver- 
mont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York. 

The committee realizing that it is going to be impossible to consider all of 
the large number of private bills referred, and thinking Members might 
have some preferences among the bills they have introduced, beg leave to 


suggest that they indicate the order in which they prefer that their bills be 


considered. Members should cause to be filed with their respective bills 
such evidence as may be requisite to justify the committee in reporting the 
bill for passage and in defending it before the House. Requests for consid- 
eration of bills should be made Members either in person or in writing, 
the number of the bill to be stated. Evidence filed direct with the commi 
tee must have indorsed thereon the number of the bill to which it relates. 

Now, I want to say in this connection, before I or the 

uestion again, that it is not my purpose here—and I am sorry 
that the gentleman from New Hampshire has manifested some 
display of impatience—that it is not my purpose to cast any Op- 
probrium on the committee. I realize that you have not time to 
consider the mass of bills brought in for private pensions at this 
session of Congress. There have been introduced in this House 
and in the Senate together between 3,500 and 4,000 private pen- 
sion bills. There was never assembled the same number of law- 
yers as constitutes this Committee on Invalid Pensions in any 
country on earth that could give proper consideration to one half 
the number of justice-court cases as this committee is compelled 
to consider of these pension bills. 

This is in line with what the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
GAINES] said, because you told him that the reason these bills 
came here was because they could not receive proper considera- 
tion in the Pension Bureau. Now you bring them into a body 
which every Member knows is absolutely determined to give them 
no consideration, You have tried to subdivide the labor. You 
do not profess in this card which I have read that the committee 
can consider these matters, but you subdivide the work and give 
certain States to certain Members and place certain States with 
certain Members to give consideration to the bills coming to the 
committee from those States, manifesting, Mr. Chairman—and I 
say it with all due respect—the physical and mental inability of 
the committee to give the attention it deserves to the great num- 
ber of measures brought before it. And still further evidencing 
your inability to properly consider these reasures, you invite the 
Members who have introduced them to select the ones to be con- 
sidered by the committee. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. We consider them all as far as we can, 
having first obtained from the Member a list of the cases he con- 
siders the most deserving and most meritorious, and we further 
ask him to specify them in their orders. 

Mr. RUSSELL. As far as you can? 

Mr. SULLOWAY.. As far as we consider them. The subcom- 
mittee first examines a bill and then — it to the full commit- 
tee, and it is then considered by the full committee, the report 
being read in full in each case and all the facts brought out. 

Mr.RUSSELL. Thequestion still presentsitself. By this card 
you have had printed you say you are unable to give them con- 
sideration. It is no reflection on the ak‘lity of the committee. I 
have been a hard-working lawyer ever since I came to the bar, 
and I know how to turn off business of that sort. I make the as- 
sertion that there never was a lawyer, I do not care what his 
mental virility is, that can take the bills that are sent to your com- 
mittee, if they were justice-court cases, and give them one-half 
of the consideration that they deserve. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Does the gentleman anticipate that not 25 
per cent of them are ever asked to be considered by the Members 
who introduced them? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Well, then, if I understand you, there are 
certain bills that Members neverask to be considered. Is that so? 
a SULLOWAY. There has to be with this great number of 

ills. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Why? 

. SULLOWAY. Because they can not be reached. 

Mr. RUSSELL. They can not be reached by the committee? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Not if we had to consider every bill. 

Mr. RUSSELL. There never has been a period since I have 
been a Member of this body that Congress pas not passed every 
one that you have reported. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. That shows great confidence in the com- 
mittee. ag | 

Mr. RUSSELL. This committee needs no defense—— 

Mr. FORDNEY. Then what is the gentleman objecting to? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Iam trying to get some information for this 
House. The question that I star to propound was this: Has 
that committee established any rule or any practice by which each 
Member of this House can have reported or considered any certain 
number of bills? Members have told me on the floor that you 
have agreed to allow each Member two bills. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Nothing of the kind. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Is it four bills? 

A Memper. I have been told that it was two bills. 

Mr. RUSSELL. A Member saystwo bills. I hear it all around 
me. Have any of you other gentlemen heard it? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. It is no matter what the gentleman hears. 
I am not responsible for that. I say there is no such agreement. 
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Mr. RUSSELL. Has the committee established any such prac- 


ice? } 
, Mr. SULLOWAY. There is no practice except to equalize the 
distribution of bills among Members as far as possible and afford 
relief in as many meritorious cases as can be reached. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I heard a Member say the other day that each 
Member was to have one bill on the Calendar for that day, and 
he stated, further, that the Member to whom he was talking was 
fortunate in having secured the reporting of two of his bills for 
that Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. That meant that Calendar that day. 

Mr. RUSSELL. What is the agreement about that? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. There is no agreement about it. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Now, then, if that be true, why do you tell 
gentlemen in this card to report to the committee the bills they 
want considered? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Simply because we want to go round and 
treat each Member the same, as that card says. 

Mr. RUSSELL. That is what I am trying to get at. Is there 
an understanding amongst the committee that you will go around? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. That is what we are doing. 

Mr. RUSSELL. How many times? 

Mr.SULLOWAY. That is exactly what the gentleman meant 
that spoke to you the other day, that we have on the Calendar so 
many bills for different gentlemen in the House. 

Mr. RUSSELL. You say now the committee wants to go 
round—how many times? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Just as often as we can, sir. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Thatis the practice, then—as often as you can? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Yes. 

Mr. RUSSELL. How many times can you go round? 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. Sometimes four and sometimes five 
during a Congress. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Then the maximum is four? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, I did not say that. 

Mr. RUSSELL. If that be true, then some Members on that 
side of the House—I have not had time to look all of it up, but you 
have some Members on that side of the House that up to the ad- 
journment of the extra session had introduced, one of them eighty 
bills, another seventy, and another one had introduced eighty-nine 
bills. Now, here is the question that I want to ask the commit- 
tee: If this Member, Mr. Jones, or Mr. Brown, or Mr. Thompson, 
or whoever he may be, comes in here with eighty bills, and he 
picks out four of them and tells your committee that he wants 
you to investigate those four, why is not that gentleman doing 
the other seventy-six a greater injustice than has been done them 
over here at the Pension Bureau? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. May I answer the gentleman? 

A Memper. The blame is not with the committee. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I don’t care who the blame rests with. Iam 
not talking about where the blame should be placed. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. It-will appeal to anybody that a Member 
in his district knows the meritorious cases better than a man liy- 
ing in some other State or district, and the Members are asked to 
name the bills in the order as they deem them the most meritori- 
ous. That is the reason. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Now, Mr. Chairman, without any fe*ling in 
the matter, supposing that be the rule the committee has estab- 
lished, and I take it from that confession of the gentleman that 
tht is the runle—— 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I don’t admit it is any confession—there 
is no confession about it. I am merely stating a fact, 

Mr. RUSSELL. Well, admission then. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. There is no admission about it. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Well, then, statement. I shall accommodate 
myself to the verbal differences between myself and the gentle- 
man. I will say the statement, then, and I recall the expressions 
*‘admission”’ and “‘ confession ’’—the statement the gentleman 
makes. If that be true, this state of facts is bound to be existent 
in this House, and that is this: Nobody here disputes the fact 
that the -private-pension system has grown utterly beyond the 
power of this House to consider it—to consider it. I mean that 
word in its broadest signification. There is not a man in this 
House—and I make the statement now and ask that it be chal- 
lenged if it can be—who will say that in the practice of the House 
in passing these bills any consideration is given to them at all. 
And the committee in this card states that it has grown beyond 
Mepeue of the committee to consider them. 

r. SULLOWAY. No bill is reported here that has not been 
carefully considered, I can not let that statement go into the 
RecorD unchallenged. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Nobody knows anything about this bill now, 
I will venture the assertion, except the Member who made the 
report and the man who introduced it. You can not find out 
anything about it. 

r. SULLOWAY. The report is before you, the same as in 














every other bill that comes before the House for consideration, 
and a carefully considered detailed statement, warranted by the 
evidence and presented to this Committee of the Whole House, 
and these reports are easily obtainable at the Document Room. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, this Calendar shows—— 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to the 
gentleman from Michigan? . 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I would like to ask how much 
the gentleman addressing the House knows or will know when 
he votes upon the present bill before the House—that is, the 
army appropriation bill, carrying $80,000,000—how much he 
knows in detail about the provisions of that bill, and how much 
he knew about the details of the bill which passed the other day, 
carrying twenty-eight millions, reported from the Appropriation 
Committee? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Iam glad that the gentleman has asked that 
question. I wish to God we had the same chance to have the 
same examination of these private pension bills. I know thatthe 
bill last week making ———— for legislative, executive, 
and judicial purposes is almost similar to bills of that character 
that have passed this House for the last fifty years. I know that 
before that bill was brought in here it was put within the power 
of every man in this House to go to the Book of Estimates and see 
what the bill was going to be based upon. 

I know that the departments having charge of those matters 
brought in a report that every one in this House had an oppor- 
tunity to read. I know that in each of those bills and in every 
other appropriation bill which is passed here we devote from six 
hours to three days in discussion of it,so that we can find out 
something about it. 

Upon the other hand, I know that there went upon the Calendar 
of this House on last Monday 103 private pension bills. I know 
that on Wednesday you added eighty-five to that number. I 
know that you added twenty-two to-day. Since last night, after 
the House adjourned, you have put twenty-two bills on that 
Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. That is not thefact. We have put no bills 
on the Calendar last night or to-day. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Does the gentleman say that twenty-two bills 
have not been put on the Calendar since last night? 

_Mr. SULLOWAY. Not from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Iam not asking from what committe> these 
bills came; but they are private pension bills that appear on this 
Calendar for the first time to-day. I know that there were 108 
put on last Monday. I have the Calendars to prove my assertion. 
I know that there were one hundred and eighty-odd on the Cal- 
endar on Wednesday, and that now you have 210. Now, what 
chance has there been to consider those bills? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The gentleman has not given 
any answer to the question I propounded. He has simply said 
how he might get information in regard to the two bills to which 
I referred; but the question is, Did he personally investigate and 
obtain the information for himself on those two great bills? 

Mr.RUSSELL. Yes,sir. I sent and got the Book of Estimates, 
and I have been giving the best attention I could to those bills. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. How much have you given? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Every bit that I have ability to give. 

Mr.GARDNER of Michigan. That is very indefinite. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Certainly it is. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I owe it both to the gentleman 
and myself to say that in my remark just now I meant no reflec- 
tion upon his ability. The House put an entirely wrong con- 
struction upon my remark if it supposed that I meant any reflec- 
tion of that kind. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I did not so considerit. I am not so modest 
as that. I assure the gentleman that I am taking no offense at his 
answer—not a bit. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. But it is well known to every 
Member of this House that it is a mental and physical impossi- 
bility—and no one knows it better than the gentleman from 
Texas if he has been a studious, patient, and faithful member of 
the committees to which he belongs—to enter into the details of 
each and every bill coming before the House and vote intelli- 
gently upon each specific provision. 

Mr..RUSSELL. You commit the bill to the committee, do 
you not? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Wait a moment. We must 
take the judgment of the committees largely, and the commit- 
tees take the judgment of the subcommittees. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Very true; but you have not done that in this 
instance, according to thiscard. You have taken the personal se- 
lection and personal decision of the man who introduced the bill. 
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Several Members. Oh, no. 

Mr. RUSSELL. You say so in terms, 

A Memper. They are the only ones that have been considered. 

Mr. RUSSELL. If you do not consider them, in the name of 
heavens what chance has a bill? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. We have only taken up the cases which a 
Member desired to have considered. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Well, I will ask the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions this question: Have you ever reported a 
bill here this session, or at the extra session, except one that a Mem- 
ber has sent to your committee to be considered? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. We did not have any bills before us at the 
extra session, as there was no committee at that time. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Well, this session. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. We have had but one pension day in the 
House this session before to-day. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Oh, don t fence with me in that way. Have 
you repor'ed any bill here except such as a Member asked to have 
considered? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Not one, except Senate bills. 

Mr. RUSSSILL. Then the gextiemen of this House who have 
intrcduced trom 50 to 150 bi ls and who, according to te gentle- 
man who addressed me a while ago over there, are relying upon 
the fact that there may be a chance to ‘‘ go round”’ four times, 
cu cht to be ale when they go home to say to their constituents 
why they p cked out those four bills particularly to be considered. 

Mr. BURKE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes, sir; certainly. 

Mr. BURKE. I should like to have the gentleman state 
whether he has ever introduced a bill in this House upon any sub- 
ject that was considered by a committee before he had requested 
the committee to consider it. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I presume not. 

Mr. BURKE. Then would you expect a bill which you had 
pending here for a private pension to be considered before you 
requested it? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Now you emphasize my position. These gen- 
tlemen will not only go back to their constituents with the infor- 
mation that four bills were picked out by them, but they will go 
back, according to the gentleman's assertion. with the additional 
information that they have not asked the committee to consider 
any more. 

Mr. BURKE. Now, let me put this proposition—— 

Mr. RUSSELL. All right. 

M~. BURKE. I would say to the gentleman that I represent a 
constituency that has a very large old-soldier population. I have, 
perhaps, introduced at this session of Congress six bills. Out of 
that number I indicated two bills that I wanted to have consid- 
ered before the other two. These two parties were not upon the 
pension rolls at all, while the others were already drawing pen- 
sions under existing law. Now, I want to know if it was not 
proper to indicate to the committee that I wanted the two bills 
of the parties not drawing pensions at all considered before they 
considered the other bills? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I think the gentleman has got his defense in 
the Recorp, and I will expect to see him back here next Congress. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Certainly. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Do you claim that a single Mem- 
ber here has not been fairly treated by the Invalid Pensions Com- 
mittee? 


Why, Members of the House-for years and years have been in- | 
terested in these people who are to get the pensions; they are | 


interested in the people for whom they introduced these bills. 

Mr. RUSSELL. How many bills have you introduced? 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. I donotknow. Iam not sure as 
to how many. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Have you introduced as many as fifteen or 
sixteen? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I have introduced more than fif- 


teen. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Have you introduced as many as fifty? What 
interest have you in those bills? Those poor men back in your 
district are interested in them, but what interest have you in 
those bills? 


Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. Why, no more interest than in any | 


other measure I have introduced. 

Mr. RUSSELL. You are a personal acquaintance of a great 
majority of them. 

Mr. FORDNEY. How many bills of this kind have you intro- 
duced? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I have not introduced any at all. . 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Have not you introduced any bills—pension 
bills? 
Mr. RUSSELL. No, sir. 





Mr. FORDNEY. Have you no old soldiers back in your dis- 
trict? Do you not know that Members on your side of the House 
have introduced as many as 150 bills? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I say this: I am glad the gentleman called 
my attention to it, and I will say that the old soldiers of thiscoun- 
try bave not any better or truer friends in this House—and I will 
mention their names, because they are the two that now occur to 
me—than Judge Miers, of Indiana, and Mr. Rosinson of Indiana, 
I would as soon take Judge Miers’s word on any bill he brings in 
here as anybody, but you bring in a whole lot of these measures 
when you know they can not be considered. You ask us to pass 
them all without any opportunity to consider them. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Here is the report on this measure. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I understood the gentleman to say that he 
has not any feeling in this matter. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Not at all. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want to ask the gentleman if it is not true 
that in the campaign he made against Mr. De Graffenreid, a gen- 
tleman who had for his friend every man who knew him, if he 
did not assail him—bitterly assail him—because he had not stopped 
what you choose to denominate this outrage upon the public 
Treasury in granting all these pensions? Did you not make that 
a personal issue against him? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I made this issue—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, just answer my question. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I will answer the question in my own way. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Did not you make that a personal issue with 
Mr. De Graffenreid? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I decline to permit the gentleman to put the 
words into my mouth in answering the question that he has asked 
me. I will answer it in my own way. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Did you not make it a personal issue with 
him that he did not stop the granting of these pensions? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Iam going to answer the gentleman’s ques- 
tion, and he must not answer it forme. I will answer it myself. 
And he must let me make my answer. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Make it. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I said this: That if the pension laws were un- 
just, if they were improper and unequitable, they ought to be 
amended and some general power, under sworn authority, should 
have charge of these matters and say who should and whoshould 
not have pensions in this country; and I said that an examina- 
tion of the records would show that this House did not have the 
time to deal with or consider so many of these pension bills. 

Mr. HEPBURN rose. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Let me get through. Since I have come here 
I have found this information has been confirmed by my own 
personal observation. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, have you made your answer? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, will you answer the question I asked 
_you? Did you not assail Mr. De Graffenreid because he had not 
| exerted himself, as you said, against this wrong and outrage? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Not because he had not assailed it, but be- 
cause he had engaged in it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Engaged in it! 

Mr. RUSSELL. And I took the position that no one who had 
engaged in it could consistently attack it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then you did have that persona’ feeling, and 
you did have that personal issue, because you rode that issue over 
his head in that race. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. RUSSELL. No.I do not believe that was the only issue 
| upon which I waselected. I had no personal issue in the matter— 

no personal feeling in the matter now. I had simply an interest 
'in the existence of a state of affairs here that. in my judgment, 
| ought not to prevail, and I still have that opinion. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Let me ask the gentleman another question? 
Mr. RUSSELL. Certainly. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Have you introduced any measure here look- 
| ing to stopping what you denounce a dereliction of duty or to 
remedy a dereliction of duty upon the part of Mr. De Graffenreid, 
and have you introduced any measure in the two Congresses of 
which you have been a Member except three bills for the particu- 
lar and especial benefit of people in your district? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Certainly. I will tell you what I have done. 
| I do not see how 7ou can introduce a general law that would cur- 
| tail the privileges of this Congress in passing special acts. The 
gentleman is too good a lawyer to say that I could introduce a 
general law here that would be held valid to prevent Congress 

ing these special acts, but I will tell the gentleman what I 
ave done. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Justa moment, if the gentleman will permit 
me. Hehas introduced three bills during his Congressional life— 
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o provide for the enlargement and improvement of the pub- 

oa at Tyler, Tex.; another to provide for a public build- 
ing at Terrell, Tex.; another for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of the Hon. O. M. Roberts and others. That is the extent, 
is it not? 
" Mr. RUSSELL. Iam glad my friend puts that in the shape of 
an interrogatory, because that relieves him from standing upon 
it as an assertion. No, sir; that is not the fact. Now will tell 
you what I have done. Let me ask youa question. I offered a 
pill here—you were speaking about what my career has been as a 
Member of Congress—and it is a recent one—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. I only spoke of it because of the specific 
character of the assault the gentleman made upon my old-time 
friend De Graffenreid. ; 

Mr. RUSSELL. Then the gentleman holds malice against me 
because I came to Congress, presume. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; that is not the reason at all—— 

Mr. RUSSELL. I will say to the gentleman that if he harbors 
that malice I regret it, because he will have it the longest day he 
lives. Let me get back to the gentleman from Iowa. It is not 
fair to me, Mr. Chairman, for the gentleman to put in this RECORD 
that those three bills were all I have introduced without taking 
an answer. I now take a personal interest in putting this into 
the Recorp. I introduced early here a bill, public in its char- 
acter, making it a felony for any national bank or banking asso- 
ciation or officer thereof to accept a deposit of money, or create 
any indebtedness by which such deposit could get into the bank, 
if it was in failing or insolvent circumstances. You have got 
that law in Iowa. Do you not think it is a good law? 

Mr. PERKINS. That is the law now. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Thatis the law in Iowa. Is it not a good law? 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is a good law. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Then you approve of the course of the gentle- 
man from Texas in that? [Applause on the Democratic side.] I 
trust before I get through I may be able to dissipate the malice you 
evidently have against me for my defeat of Mr. De Graffenreid. 

Mr. HEPBURN. ‘No; there is no malice. The only—— 

Mr. RUSSELL. I take that back, because I know the gentle- 
man did not mean that. The gentleman’s question was more a 
matter of pleasantry, and I have replied in the same vein and spirit. 
That is not the only public bill I have offered. I regret that my 
personality has been injected into this discussion; but that is not 
the only public bill which I have offered. There are others— 
measures which I think possess merit and which I shall offer 
again. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Did I understand the gentleman 
to say that he did not introduce any bill or bills of a private 
nature affecting soldiers? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes. sir. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. 
living in your district? , 

Mr. RUSSELL. I think so. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Do you know of any? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Iam sure of it; yes. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. About how many? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I have not the remotest idea. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Have you ever been requested 
to introduce any such bills? 

Mr. RUSSELL. For Federal soldiers—no, sir. 


Have you any Federal soldiers 


Mr.GARDNER of Michigan. Then the gentleman acknowl- | 


edges that you are against it in the South? 

Mr. RU:SELL. I have no animosity toward the old soldier; 
not at all; but I am opposed to the system of passing privats pen- 
sion bills as it prevails in this body. I dosubmit that the system 
as it prevails here is subject to animadversion, and it ought to be 
abolished. 
on this Calendar, and you are going to pass them this afternoon, 
every one of them. The gentleman knows that the committee 
can not do it if it gives them any consideration. 

There is but one way to rectify this evil. When that great 
body of men ] nown as the Grand Army of the Republic realizes 
that you gentlemen have, by the passing of bills here for men 
that could not get the relief under the general law, by means of 
which you give more to them than you do to the old soldier in the 


Union Army that went into te field of battle and fought for his | 


country—when they realize that they are going to demand that 
this system stop, and it will stop. [Applause on the Democratic 
side 

Mr. CLARK. Now, Mr. Chairman, before anybody else speaks, 
let us have orce:. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gent!eman’s roint is well taken. Mem- 
bers will resume their seats and cease ccnversation. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I did not desire to 
take the time of the committee for more than two or three min- 
utes, and that only for the purpose of making an explanation. I 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Let me tell the gentleman this: You have got 210 bills | 





RECORD—HOUSE. 


have a good deal of sympathy with the gentleman from Texas 
{Mr. RussEL.L]. I can realize that it is notan unfriendly motive, 
that it is not an unpatriotic motive that prompts him to go into 
the Recorp. I realize under the rules of this House no Member 
can fully keep up with all legislation, except from the committee 
of which he is a member, yet I can not allow his statement, that 
these bills have notand can not be properly considered, to go into 
the Recorp without achallenge. Iam amember of that com- 
mittee and do not believe the committee needs any defense at my 
hands, yet I want to say to him and the House what is the truth, 
that I, in common with oth:r members of that committee, have 
| spent not only hours on the regular meeting days—Mondays and 
Fridays—but I believe the record will show (I knowit is the fact) 
that I and other members of that committee have put in the com- 
mittee room more than two hours nearly every day, considering 
these questions and others that came before the committee. 
While all claims can not be considered, all claims that are con- 
sidered favorably have been carefully considered and the com- 
mittee is ready to defend the action of the committee. I will 
agree with the gentleman that it is impossible for thit or any 
other committee to consider all the bills that are referred to that 
committee. 

I believe the facts are, to that committee have been referred 
nearly 50 per cent of all the bills that have been introduced in this 
House. Noother committee has so many bills, and I doubt if any 
other committee does more work. I understand the gentleman 
from Tennessee to say that it is in some way the fault of the Pen- 
sion Bureau. Iam not quite willing toadmit it. Ido not believe 
there could be a million of litigants, whether they belong to this 
class of soldiers or not, that when their cases have been adjusted, 
but what there would be as much or more complaint and more 
bills than there are from the Pension Bureau. Iconfessthe position 
occupied by the Committee on Pensions is a very laborious one 
and very difficult, and I hope this Congress will make the law 
piainer and better define the rights of the soldier. 

I will agree with the gentleman that many of us under the cir- 
cumstances introduce more bills than we can expect to have 
passed or considered. But when an old soldier becomes destitute 
and physically weak we can only introduce the bill, then do all 
we can for him, and if we can not get all bills considered it is not 
our fault. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I want to’suggest 
to the gentleman that this whole controversy grew out of an in- 
quiry that I made of the chairman, to wit, Why is it that so many 
bills under our new Pension Commissioner came here to Congress 
for relief instead of being sent to and settled by the Pension Bu- 
reau? Under the H. Clay Evans administration thé gentleman 
from New Hampshire [Mr. SULLOWAyY] said it was because in- 
justice was done them at the Pension Office. 

Now, is injustice that is being done them at the Bureau the 
reason why the bills come here now in such large numbers? Ido 
not believe that Mr. Ware would do anybody injustice knowingly, 
and the debate discloses the truth of this. The gentleman from 
New Hampshire says that some ‘‘ clerk ’’ was responsible for these 
numerous troubles. If that is so,I think we ought to ** go after’”’ 
that clerk, or anybody else that does the soldier ‘‘ injustice’’ and 
sends all these claims to Congress. If he can be found he ought 
| to be discharged. Nobody objects to the passage of these bills 
| that are just and legal, but we do want to find out what officer is 
doing this ‘‘injustice,’’ so that we can relieve Congress from the 
burden—a great burden—taking four days of each monith to ‘* pass 
on”’ these bills, thus barring us from other work a “clerk” 
can’t do. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. If my friend will excuse me, the trou- 
ble is this: There is a law that applies to a million claimants. 
The claimants are like other people; they are never quite satisfied 
unless the adjudication of the case goes their way; that is human 
nature. The officer is compelled to justify his action and must 
| do it under the law, and I do not believe that a better answer can 

be made to the gentleman’s question than for me to read from 
the report in this very case. 
First, let me say that, so far as I know, the Commissioner does 
| the best he can, and the same applies to others in the Pension Bu- 
reau. I visit the office of the second deputy almost daily. Captain 
| Kelley presides, and I have always found him and his force fair 
and just. Ihave universally found them willing todo all the law 
will permit for the soldier. I have never found any infiuence, 
| political or otherwise, that influenced their action. While I am 
a Democrat, I can get for the soldiers of my district any action 
that is proper or permissible. I have never heard any other 
| claim, except during the last campaign my honorable competitor 
claimed that a Democrat could not have the same consideration 
as a Republican. But I want to again refute the charge. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I do not object to this particular 
case; and. I am, and the whole committee practically are, unad- 
vised of the merits of these bills and cases. 
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Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I know the gentleman doesnot, but it 
will answer his question by reading from the record. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I have no objection to this case, 
because I do not know anything about it. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I know; but I want to read from this 
report, because it will answer the gentleman, so that he can no 
longer doubt. 


This bill proposes to increase the pension of the soldier named therein 
from $24 to $0 per month. 

James H. Cummings, now 69 years of age, served as a private in Company 
B, Eleventh Michigan Cavalry, from September 15, 1864, to June 16, 1865, 
when honorably discharged. 

Medical records of the War Department show that he was under treat- 
ment at various dates for measles and anawmia. 

He is now pensioned under the general law at $24 per month on account of 
chronic diarrhea and resulting piles and general debility. 


A claim on account of hernia as a result of his diarrhea was rejected in | 


September, 1893, upon the ground that such disability could not be accepted as 
such result, and a claim filed in 1902 for increase of pension, in which the 
beneficiary alleged that he required the regular aid and attendance of an- 
other person, was also rejected in May, 1903, upon the ground that the disa- 
bility of accepted service origin did not warrant a rate in excess of $24 per 
month and that his condition was due in part to other than the pensioned 
causes. 

When last examined, on August 27, 1902, the board of surgeons found him 
so disabled from heart disease, stomach trouble, hernia, chronic. diarrhea, 
hemorrhoids, catarrh, enlarged prostate, defective hearing, emaciation, ex- 
treme nervousness, and malnutrition as to require the aid and attendance 
of another person in dressing and undressing, and rated him $0 for that 
condition. 

The soldier alleged that in the summer of 1887 he was confined to his bed 
with chronic diarrhea, which caused him to strain while at stool; that he had 
gotten able to walk about in the latter part of the summer; that he was very 
sore about the lower abdomen: that the hurting sensation annoyed him, and 
that soon after this a lump appeared in the left side which the doctors pro- 
nounced a hernia, and another on the right side in about six or eight weeks 
thereafter. 

Upon appeal, the Secretary of the Interior held, under date of September 
23, 1900, that from the claimant's own observation as to the manner and time 
of the discovery of the hernia it was clear that it was not incurred suddenly 
from straining, but evidently of gradual development, and declined to admit 
such hernia as a t of chronic diarrhea. 

Medical evidenee, filed in the Pension Bureau in 1903, shows that the bene- 
ficiary still uires the aid and attendance of another person by reason of 
his combined disabilities. 

A claim on account of disease of heart as a result of the pensioned causes 
was also rejected by the Bureau in 1889 as having no connection therewith, 
and claims for resulting varicose veins and partial deafness were likewise 
rejected. 


Now, then, this examination shows that the man could not only 
not dress himself, but he could not hear, that he requires the aid 
of some one to assist him every hour of the day. That is the con- 
dition of that old soldier. We have a law, and what is that law? 
The law says if that condition is due to his Army service, he is 
entitled to $50a month. Ifit is not due to the service, he can only 
have $24. Here is the clerk's reasoning. The clerk who passed 
upon that said he did not believe the evidence of the fact that this 

rson’s condition was of service origin. Hence they only gave 

im $24 a month under the law. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How many officers approved of 
that adjudication? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. 
‘how many?”’ 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Did Mr. Ware approve of it? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Yes. But I do not suppose the Com- 
missioner personally reviewed the claim, but it went the same 
route of all other claims. 


What does the gentleman mean by 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And then the claimant came to | 


Congress? 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Yes; there was nothing else for him 
t 


o do. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman tell me why 


there are as many claims brought here at this session of Congress | 
under the Ware administration as were brought here before under | 
the Evans administration? Iam asking for information; I am not | 


objecting to this case. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I do not question the gentleman’s 
honesty. When the clerk who passed on this deemed it not to be 
of se~vice origin it came to this committee. and I might read 
further from this report to show the justification of the law. 
This man is 5 feet 8 inches high. He weighs only 110 pounds. 
He is 69 years old. He gave two years of his life, the best part 
of it, for the old flag and the Union and the integrity of the Union 
and the Constitution that you and I so well love and as Democrats 
desire so often to talk about. We find him homeless, in destitute 
circumstances. His present pension does not yield him the ordi- 


nary necessaries of life. Now, without saying whether the Bureau | 


is right or wrong, when your committee finds that kind ofa rec- 
ord, perhaps we construe the doubts one way while the Depart- 
ment over at the Pension Bureau construed it the other. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I have stated that 
I have no objection on God’s earth to the passage of this bill. I 
made a simple inquiry, which the gentleman has not answered. 
I know the gentleman can always answer questions, and I know 
my friend will be frank enough to answer my question. Why is 


it, I say, that there are as many claims brought here every Fri- 

day under Mr. Ware’s administration as were brought under Mr, 
| Evans’s administration, and is it a fact that down there they have 
| not time to consider claims and that they thus come here to be 
| considered? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. No, sir; all claims are considered. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Andif that is a fact, why not give 

them more force down there and let Congress go on with other 
business, instead of doing that which the *‘ clerks ’’ and this Bureau 
can do. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I am not prepared to say what the 
| motive is or why the soldier is not satisfied nor what blame should 
| attach to the Commissioner. I will say to the gentleman from 
| Tennessee frankly that I realize that the position of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions is a very difficult one, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. So do I. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, I will say to him further, if he wants 
me to, that I do not believe the Commissioner of Pensions is as 
liberal as I would be or the country expects of him. That is one 
of the reasons they come here. Upon the other hand, there is 
another reason, and that is that a man is so built that by reason of 
self-interest he is not fully satisfied unless he gets the adjudica- 
| tion just as he wantsit. They find that you and I and the Mem- 
bers of this House are friendly and they come here for a little 
further relief. The Bureau is administered with ability and Iam 
sure it takes great patience of the head of the department. You 
may take the number of cases that is on this Calendar and you 
will find that the committee has carefully sifted them, and, by 
the way, in the way of answer to a question of my good friend 
from Texas [Mr. Russe_.|, who asked if we had turned down 
any claims, I will tell him this: The claims considered are not all 
put on this Calendar. There are Members within the sound of 
| my voice as well as the other members of the committee who 
have asked certain bills to be considered. 

The committee has considered them and has found that it was 
not practicable to report favorably upon them. Manyare refused, 
and some that appeal pretty strongly, but the committee, like the 
Commissioner, does the best it can. I do not know whether it is 
a matter for criticism or not, and if it is I never thought it, but 
in that event we have said to the Members, “* Your bill that you 
ask is No. 1, 2, or 3; the committee can not consider it favorably. 
We want to treat you like any other Member of the House; you 
indicate some other bill, and we will take that up and consider 
it.” And the factsare that on this Calendar we have gone around 
among the Members and treated all Members alike, until there 
are 107 Members represented on this Calendar to-day. The com- 
mittee tries to deal fairly with the Members, as well as the sol- 
dier and the country. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, will my friend yield? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Certainly. , 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Have they enough machinery down 
at the Pension Office to attend to the pension business? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I think so; yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Some one stated a while ago on 
| the other side of the House that they have not. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. That is a matter of opinion. I think 

they have. At least I have heard no comiplaint. There are near 
| 2,000 clerks, and $140,000,000 is disbursed by reason of the Pen- 
sion Bureau. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does not the gentleman think that 
instead of having a Commissioner down there we had better es- 
tablish a court of three judges and let the findings of that court 
| be similar to the findings of the Court of Claims, at least, instead 
of having all this hubbub every Friday and all this trouble and de- 
lay? Clearly better attention would be given cases by a court 
than this House is even allowed to give these billsand cases. No 
one wants to keep the soldier out of his pensionif it be just. The 
| gentleman knows that I have been here day and night for seven 
years whenever this committee has met, and have helped that 
| committee to pass these bills. I am ready to vote for this bill, 
| but I hope the gentleman will find out who that clerk is down 
| there that is doing an injustice to these people, compelling them 
to come here and bother Congress to take up one day out of every 
| week through the long as well as the short session of this body. 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana. As a matter of course, if I wee to 
| hunt out that clerk, then it would be a question of opinion be- 
tween that clerk and myself or yourself. He has simply adjudi- 
cated the claim. Now, as Representatives, we find these claims. 
I know the gentleman’s motive is high and honorable and that he 
is not opposed to giving the soldier his just desert. As members 
| of the committee we have sifted them. If I or some other gentle- 
| man has introduced many more bills than we can have consid- 
ered, that is a matter which we must settle with our consciences 
and with the gentlemen whose bills were introduced. We come 
now to this question confronting us. I have advocated a court 
of appeals, but it has not met with favor in the House of Repre- 
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sentatives. The committee is now considering a service-pension 
bill, and I think it will makea favorable report to the House. For 
one I favor a service pension. I would give every soldier who had 
three years’ service, an honorable discharge, and 62 years old, $24; 
two years, $20; and one and one-half years, $18; and one year, 
$12; and make every such soldier’s discharge his absolute right— 
and if totally disabled, $30. A bill will be reported, and I am sure 
the wisdom of the House will improve the present pension laws. 
{Applause. } 

A deserving old soldier submits his case; the House is ready and 
willing to consider it favorably; the money is in the Treasury; 
the people of this great Republic are saying, “* Yield to such men 
just a little compensation from our abundant Treasury for what 
they have suffered.”’ 

Now, shall we do that, or shall we take up more time and do 
nothing? For one I am in favor of granting relief to these few 
to whom we can grant it; and if wecan not give the needed relief 
to any greater number, then it is not a hardship to those who do 
not receive because their comrades do receive just a little at the 
hands of this body. ‘ 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to state to the House, as 
there are a great many new Members here who have not heard 
these discussions in past sessions, what the practice of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions is in the case of bills of this kind re- 
ferred to them for consideration. 

In the first place, there are now pending before that committee 
over 5,000 special bills. Of course it is manifest to Members that 
it is impossible for us to consider the whole 5,000. We want to 
do justice as far as possible to the beneficiaries in these bills, and 
we want to favor Members of Congress as much as possible, con- 
sistent with equal justice to them all. 

We have uniformly given it out that we would take up cases 
for consideration for each Member who has bills before the Com- 
mittee. It makes no difference on which side of the House he 
sits. We pay absolutely no attention to section or to politics in 
the committee, as my friend from Indiana [Mr. Mrers] who has 
just spoken will attest. We endeavor to give eve ember of 
Congress his pro rata, and we call wpon all the Members to let us 
know which of their bills they wish considered first, and we take 
the cases up and consi them in the order in which Members 
indicate their preference. A Member with twenty bills will indi- 
cate to us, I will , three bills; he will mark one “‘ No. 1,’ 
another ‘‘ No. 2,”’ and another “ No. 3.” Thereupon, we send to 
the Pension Bureau for the files in those three cases. 

Our expert clerk takes the files with such other evidence as may 
be furnished him by the Member of Congress or the beneficiary. 
He goes through the files; he makes his statement of the facts as 
he understands them. ‘The file marked ‘‘ No. 1”’ is preferred for 
consideration and is referred to a subcommittee—we will suppose 
it to be subcommittee No. 1, of which I happen to be a member. 
That committee takes up the case. We examine it. We see 
whether it is meritorious. If it be not meritorious, it is so re- 

orted, and if the whole committee concurs we lay it aside; and 
it is not further considered at this session of Congress unless the 
defect in it shall hereafter be remedied. The subcommittee re- 
ports to the full committee of fifteen members. If there is any 
objection at all, it is brought out in the consideration and discus- 
sion. The whole case is stated. 

This Member has something to say; that Member has some- 
thing to say. This one criticises; that one answers the criticism. 
If there is unanimity upon the part of the committee the bill is 
reported favorably—not by the subcommittee, but by the whole 
committee. If there is serious criticism, the bill is laid aside. 

ve do not report any case upon the vote of a bare majority. 
There must be almost absolute unanimity in order to give a par- 
ticular bill the sanction of a favorable report from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

After we have reported a bill for one Member we postpone that 
Member until every other Member of the House who is asking to 
have a bill considered has had one considered. We go all around 
and consider a bill for each Member asking it before reporting a 
second bill for any Member. 

Of course, in order to receive favorable consideration by the 
committee, it must be a meritorious bill. Very frequently Mem- 
bers request the consideration of a bill that is not meritorious. 

I have myself had laid aside at this session of Congress nine 
bills that I have been asked to have reported from our committee, 
the commitvee of course concurring in my action. They were 
laid aside for the reason that they were not meritorious. In such 
a case I have gone to the Member and said to him, ‘‘ Give me an- 
other chance to report a bill for you. The one you asked to have 
reported is not meritorious, and we can not afford to bring it be- 
fore the House and make a report in favor of it, to be spread upon 
the records of the country.”’ 

The Member has immediately thanked me and said, ‘I have 
anotoer bill which I am just as anxious to get through as the 





former one;” and thereupon he tells me what bill itis. We send 
to the document room for it; he indorses upon it, “‘ I want this 
hill next preferred,” and he signs his name to it, and then this 
bill is taken up and considered on the proof in the case. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is the method of procedure in our 
committee. The committee is fairly evenly divided on questions 
of politics; but the question of politics has never been sprung in 
the committee since I have been a member of it, and I have been 
such for eight years. Our anxiety is to give every Member his 
fair pro rata of bills reported by the committee. 

We are anxious to give the Democratic side their fair pro rata; 
and there are Members on that side who will bear witness that I 
actually go over among them and suggest to them, ‘‘ Why don’t 
you make a preference of some of your pension bills and give us 
a chance to report them for you?’ For it happens that my con- 
stituency in this House—the States that Iam considered as repre- 
senting on my subcommittee—are largely Democratic States; and 
Tam anxious that the Democratic Members of this House shall 
have a fair showing before the Invalid Pensions Committee, and 
I have asserted their rights in this respect uniformly, not only in 
the committee, but on the floor of this House. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I amin accord with the sentiment 
of the gentleman and bear testimony to the fairness of the com- 
mittee,and I want to ask him this question: Can he give us in- 
formation as to how many bills are introduced by House Members 
and also how many Senate bills are introduced —the total number 

r Congress? 

Mr. GIBSON. There are at present about 5,000 private pension 
bills that have been introduced in the House and about 2,000 in the 
Senate. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And about the number per an- 
num or per Congress that the committee is able to consider and 
pass upon? 

Mr. GIBSON. We pass upon about 1,500, and lay aside about 
200 of those 1,500. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Is there not some way that that 
committee can devise that the soldiers may have their claims 
passed upon more rapidly or have a prompt adjudication? 

Mr. G N. That is not the object of my rising to make 
these remarks. I want to state to the House what the general 
rules are under which the Invalid Pension Committee acts in pass- 
——= private pension bills. 

. ROBINSON of Indiana. Then only abont 10 per cent of 
those introduced receive the consideration of Congress? 

Mr. GIBSON. I will state to the gentleman that a great many 
Members introduce private bills that they know have no very 
special merit, but do it to satisfy their constituents. I plead 
guilty to that charge myself; but Members introduce many bills 
that are exceedingly meritorious, and they are very anxious to 
have them passed on by the House. A great many bills have no 
special merit and are never brought before our committee, be- 
cause the men who introduce them know that they will be turned 
down, and therefore they select some of their most meritorious bills 
for ourconsideration. The Members themselvescull them out, and 
then we consider them carefully, and if found meritorious we re- 
port them, and itis this class of bills that are now on the Calendar. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to goa step further and say why 
it is that we report bills. On what grounds do we act? I will 
take the first bill passed this morning. It is the case of Mark A. 
Shelton, a bill introduced by the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
De ARMOND], a prominent Member upon the Democratic side. and 
it well illustrates the principles of our action. Who is this man 
Mark A. Sheldon? In the first place he served in the Mexican 
war from June, 1846, to June, 1847. He was a Mexican war 
soldier with an honorable discharge. In the next place, he served 
in the Union Army during the war of the rebellion from March, 
1862, to March, 1863, and was honorably discharged. 

A year’s service in the Mexican war and a year’s service in the 
civil war. How much pension is he drawing? Twelve dollars a 
month, under the act of 1890. He could also have drawn it under 
the Mexican pension law, which now gives every Mexican soldier 
$12 a month; but he was already drawing that under the act of 
1890 as a civil-war soldier and was getting that pension of $12 a 
month when we increased Mexican-war pensions to $12 a month. 

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, let us look at the condition 
of this man as shown by the report in the case. He is 77 yearsof 
age, practically blind in both eyes, suffering from piles, disease 
ot the heart, and rheumatism; has to be helped by somebody from 
room to room; can not travel the streets without a guide and 
help, and he is to-day dependent chiefly upon the charity of his 
friends for the food he eats, the roof he sleeps under, and the 
clothes he wears. 

Mr. Chairman, shall it be said by Members of the Congress of 
the United States that we are ‘‘ wasting our time,” that we are 
** burdening Members unnecessarily ’’ when we take up the ques- 
tion of relieving this hero of two wars—the war with Mexico, 
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dear to the heart of every Democrat, the war for the Union, dear 
to the heart of every Republican? Shall it be said unchallenged 
on this floor that we are *‘ frittering away our time,’’ that we are 
‘* wasting the time of the House ”’’ in considering cases like this? 
What better business could we be engaged in than in giving ade- 
quate relief to a soldier who served twelve months in the Mexican 
war and twelve months in the civil war, now blind, helpless from 
rheumatism, afflicted with heart disease and piles, and having no 
means of support excepting a $12 pension and the charity of his 
friends? This, Mr. Chairman, is a fair sample of the bills we are 
acting on here to-day. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, somebody will say, Well, why does he 
not go to the Pension Bureau? Mr. Chairman, these disabilities 
were not contracted in the Army of the United States; therefore 
he has no standing under any law at the Bureau. His rheuma- 
tism was not contracted under the flag; his blindness was not 
contracted under the flag. Read the cases that are brought be- 
fore this committee to-day and you will find that the great mass 
of them are cases where men are drawing under the new law, as 
we call it, the act of June 27, 1890, $12, or, if drawing under the old 
law, is drawing scme small pension, and in each case is suffering 
from some extraordinary disease that incapacitates him from do- 
ing anything, that renders him helpless and necessitates the regu- 
lar attendance of another person. 

We take the pension which he gets under the law as a basis of 
action and then give him something for the di-abil ty he is suffer- 
ing from, which was not incurred in the war.and for which he 
can not draw any pension at the Pension Bureau. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, shall we say that a man 
who has rendered good service to the country, but who is to-day 
suffering a disability—I will say blindness, for those cases are 
very frequent; I will say rheumatism, for those cases are still 
more frequent, or I will say paralysis, for those cases are very 
numerous—necessitating the regular aid and help of another per- 
son every hour in the day, shall we say that that man shall be 
dependent upon the charity of his neighbors for his support when 
here is a great country in whose behalf he risked his life and his 
health, well able to support him? ; 


I am proud to say that this proposition has never been seriously | 


disputed in this House, but both this House and the other branch 
of Congress have uniformly come to the help of these men and 
given them sufficient means to enable them to live with a moder- 
ate degree of comfort, without being dependent on the charity of 
their friends or being driven into the poorhouses of the land. 
[ Applause. | 

Mr.CALDERHEAD. Mr. Chairman, Idonotintend to prolong 
this discussion. I have noticed more than once in the last six 
years in this House that a discussion of this kind could be sprung 
at about this hour on pension afternoons and stop the passage of 
these bills for an hour or two hours, and every minute of time 
that is taken in this kind of discussion is just so much taken from 
the time of the actual passing of these bills. That is one reason 
why every member of the committee does not appear upon the 
fioor for the defense of the action of the committee. The com- 
mittee does its work as fairly as it is able to do it, and presents 
the result to the House. 

There is ample opportunity for any man who desires to do so to 
ascertain when its work is unfair or when the report upon any 
bill does not show a meritorious case, and to make an objection to 
it. There was one implication made by a quibble upon words 
which I wish to correct. The chairman of the committee, in 
reply to a question as to why so many of these bills were brought 
in by this committee, answered, ‘‘ Because the claimants were not 
able to get justice at the Deparfment,’’ and immediately somebody 
stated that the Department was doing injustice. The chairman 
did not mean that. The general laws do not provide justice for 
all claimants. No general law can do anything of that kind, or 
do that much. 

The general law goes as faras it can goasagenerallaw. When 
there are a million of claimants now upon the pension roll, it is 
very evident there must be a great many whose cases do not come 
within the provisions of any law, either by reason of the fact that 
the law docs not provide pensions for the disability which they 
exhibit or by reason of the fact they are unable to furnish the 
evidence necessary to satisfy the Bureau of that thing, and upon 
that question it is right that the Bureau should require the evi- 
dence to be satisfactory. We give the Commissioner a hundred 
and thirty-eight ora hundred and forty million dollars to expend. 
It would be an easy matter by lax application of the rules of evi- 
dence in cases to squander millions and to make the pension roll 
a burden. 

As a matter of necessity the rules of evidence in the Depart- 
ment must be strict and the applicant must comply with the let- 
ter of the law to become entitled to a pension, and no officer would 
be tolerated who would undertake to enlarge the law by his own 
arbitrary action. The Pension Bureau does justice as far as 
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| the law permits it to do, or at least as far as they think the 
law permits. When it fails, the work of our committee begins, 
We do it as well as we can and bring the result before the House, 
and unless we are doing injustice the work of our committee 
ought not to be obstucted, on an afternoon like this, by discus- 
sions which are merely made for partisan purposes, or merely 
made to fill the Recorp and satisfy the constituencies of those un- 
friendly. [Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

The question was taken; and the amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM M. UNDERHILL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8058) granting an increase of pension to William M. Underhill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William M. Underhill, late 
of Compony A, Fifth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

_ In line 6, after the word “late.” strike out the word “of” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “first lieutenant.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MARTHA M. DEL B, CUNNINGHAM, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7699) granting an increase of pension to Martha Del’ Banco Cun- 
ningham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha del’ Banco Cunning- 
ham, widow of John Scott Cunningham, late pay director, United States 
Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after the word “ Martha,” strike out the words “del’ Banco” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words ** M. del B.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Martha M. del B. Cunningham.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 





EDWIN A. FORMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6705) granting an increase of pension to Edwin A. Foreman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin A. Foreman, late of 
Company A, Twenty-third Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word ‘“‘ Foreman” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word *“ Forman.” 


= line 8 strike out the word “fifty ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“forty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin A. Forman.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CHARLES H. BELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 190) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles H. Bell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles H. Bell, late of 
Company D, Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


STEPHEN GASCOIGNE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 744) 
granting an increase of pension to Stephen Gascoigne. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen Gascoigne, late of 
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Company E, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry,and Company B, 
Seventeenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 
JOHN SWENSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 745) 
granting a pension to John Swenson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Swenson, late of Com- 
pany G, One hundred and fourth Regiment llinois Volunteer Infantry, and 


pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 
FERDINAND WIEDEMANN., 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 930) 
granting an increase of pension to Ferdinand Wiedemann. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ferdinand Wiedemann, late 
of Company E, Twentieth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recoin- 


mendation, 
BARNEY L. BROOKINS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4365) granting a pension to Barney L. Brookins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Barney L. Brookins, late of 
Company D, Fifty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

- In ioe 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

WILLIAM W. JACKSON, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1543) 
granting an increase of pension to William W. Jackson, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
ie line 8 strike out. the word “fifty *’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 

Lurty. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

WILHELMINA MILLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
134) granting a pension to Wilhelmina Miller, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wilhelmina Miller, widow of 
Erhart Miller, lateof Company C, Sixty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month, 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

‘ Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

_ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Wilhelmina Miller, widow of Echart Miller, 
late of artillery company, Sixty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Militia, 
and pay her a pensicn at the rate of $8 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JAMES A. HOOVER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1491) 
granting an increase of pension to James A. Hoover. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James A. Hoover, late sec- 
ond lieutenant Company D, Second Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


CHARLES STERMER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 929) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles Stermer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Pe it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Stermer, late of Com- 
pany A, First Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery,and pay him 


a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William W. Jackson, late | 


captain and commissary of subsistence, United States Volunteers, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is nowreceiving. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr.-Chairman, I move that this bill be 
laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it be recommitted to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

The motion was agreed to. 


IRVING W. COOMBS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 547) 
grauiing an increase of pension to Irving W. Coombs. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Irving W. Coombs, lat» of 
Company H, Fifteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay hima pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. ‘ 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


SILAS MESERVE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 471) 
granting an increase of pension to Silas Meserve. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Silas Meserve, late of Com- 
pany I’, Twentieth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


WILLIAM H. HOWARD. 
2 The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7682) granting an increase of pension to William H. Howard. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William H. Howard, late of | 


Company K, Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now recetving. = 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 
JAMES P. JOHNSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5699) granting an increase of pension to James P. Johnson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, eujocs to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of James P. Johnson, late private, 
Company C, Twenty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lievof that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “ private” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


"in line 7 strike ont the word “ Volunteers” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word * Volunteer Infantry.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
AMY C. BOSWORTH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1334) 
granting a pension to Amy C. Bosworth. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the pame of Amy C. Bosworth, widow of 
George W. Bosworth, late captain Company F, Eighteenth Kkegiment New 
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of £20 per 
month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 9, after the word ‘ month,’ 
now receiving.” : ; ; 

Amend the title soas to read: ‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 


, 


insert the words “in lieu of that she is 


Amy C. Bosworth.” 


| 





The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
CHARLES F. HOLT. ; 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 182) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles F. Holt. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles F. Holt, late of 
Company G, Second Regiment New Harapshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
lim a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 

MARY E. MELDRUM, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4457) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Meldrum. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Mary E. Meldrum, widow of 
Albert R. Meldrum, late first lieutenant Company E, Fifth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension atthe rate of $2 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7 strike out the words “ Company E” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words *“Companies I and E.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-five and insert in lieu thereof the | 


word “twelve.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
MARY E. CUTTS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1826) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Cutts. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary E. Cutts, widow of 
James Madison Cutts, late captain Company F, First Battalion, Eleventh 
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving, and b per month additional on 
account of each of the minor children of said James Madison Cutts until they 
reach the age of 16 years. ; 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

MINNIE GUSLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4045) granting a pension to Minnie Gusler. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Minnie Gusler, helpless 
child of George Gusler, deceased, late a private in Company F, One hundred 
and ninety-sixth Ohio Volunteer Infantry,and pay hera pension at the rate of 
$12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ helpless,”’ insert the words “and dependent.” 

In same line strike out the word “deceased.” 5 

In line 7 strike out the words “a private in” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “of.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
ELIZABETH C. PAQUIN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1429) 
granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth C. Paquin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth C. Paquin, widow of 
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York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

° CLARENCE E. BULLARD. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1437) granting an increase of 
pension to Clarence E. Bullard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Clarence E. Bullard, late of 
Company B, Sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and second lieu- 
tenant Company C, Thirty-sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, 


| and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 


receiving, 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 
ANDREW C. RANARD, 


The next business was the bill (S. 959) granting an increase of 
pension to Andrew C. Ranard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew C. Ranard, late of 
Company I, Twenty-socond Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

HAMILTON E. BURRITT. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4276) granting an in- 
crease of pension to H. E. Burritt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


Cyril ©. Paquin, late of Company A, and hospital steward, Fourth Regiment | 


Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation., 
CALVIN DAWS, 


o« 


The next business was the bill (S. 1335) granting an increase of 
pension to Calvin Daws. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitationsof the pension laws, the name of Calvin Daws, late of Company 
A, Twentieth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 
HESTER E, MOONEY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3815) granting an increase 
of pension to Hester E. Mooney. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension ro! 
and limitations of the 
of James J. Mooney, 


subject to the provisions 
nsion laws, the name of Hester E. Mooney, widow 
te lieutenant-colonel Forty-second Regiment New 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of H. E. Burritt, late of Com- 
pany I, Fifth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “H.” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“Hamilton.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Hamilton E. Burritt.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOHN M. STANYAN, 


The next business was the bill (S. 1259) granting an increase 
of pension to John M. Stanyan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John M. Stanyan, late cap- 
tain Company B, Eighth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
celving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

WILLIAM PAUL, 


The next business was the bill (S. 1402) granting an increase of 
pension to William Paul. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he ii hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Paul, late of Com- 
pany D, Twenty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $39 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation, 
WILLIAM BIEBER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3037) granting a pension 


| to William Bieber. 





The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Bieber, the help- 
less and dependent son of Oscar Bieber, late of Company K, Seventeenth 
Regiment ssachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “ the.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
MAMIE THAYER. 


The next business was the bill (S. 814) granting a pension to | 


Mamie Thayer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mamie Thayer, helpless and 
dependent child of Galen H. Thayer, late of Company E, Third Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $i2 per 
month, payable to her duly constituted guardian. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

DEXTER T. DRAKE. 

The next business was the bill (H. R.1487) granting an increase 
of pension to D. T. Drake. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 
on laws, the nameof D. T. Drake, late of Company | 


and limitations of the t ‘ 
H, Second Regiment New York Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 


follows: 


In line 6 strike out the letter “D.” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“Dexter.” 

In same line strike out the words “of Company H”" and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ first lieutenant Company G, Tenth Regiment, and Com- 


any H.” 
- Taline 7, before the word “Artillery,” insert the words “ Volunteer Heavy.” 
In os line strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to | 


Dexter T. Drake." 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 
JOSEPH A. SOULE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2183) granting an increase of pension to Joseph A. Soule. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll,subject to the provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph A. Soule, late of Com- 
any E, Eighteenth 

him a pension at the rate of $20 per mouth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
‘ a ne 8 strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. __ 

DANA COOK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1497) granting an increase of pension to Dana Cook. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Dana Cook, late of Company 
D, Sixth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pension at 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word “ Infantry,” insert the words “and One hundred 
and seventy-first Company, Second Battalion, Veteran Reserve Corps.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

W. NEIL DENNISON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 821) 
granting an increase of pension to W. Neil Dennison. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of W. Neil Dennison, late cap- 
tain, Second Regiment United States Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


TRACY M. JOHNSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5199) granting a pension to Tracy M. Johnson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension ag, sebdecs to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Tracy M. Johnson, incom- 
mt and dependent son of Arthur M. Johnson, late of Company E, First 


month. 


giment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay | 


ment Ohio Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per | 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, and 9 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
| “of Emma M. Johnson, widow of Arthur M. Johnson, late of Company E, 
| First Regiznent Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at 
| the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving: Provided, how- 
ever, Thatin the event of the death of Tracy M. Johnson, helpless and de- 
pendent child of said Arthur M. Johnson, the additional pension herein 
granted shall cease and determine.” 
The amendment was agree to. ; 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
| JOHN L. BEVERIDGE, 
| 
| 
| 


The next business on the Private Ca’endar was the bill (S. 847) 

granting an increase of pension to John L. Beveridge. 

The bill was real, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
|} authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws,the name of John L. Beveridge, 
late colonel Seventeenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 
JOHN G. FAIRCHILD. 


| ‘The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2923) granting an increase of pension to John G. Fairchild. 
| The bill was read, as follows: 
| Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John G. Fairchild, late of 
Company B, Eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
| sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


CHARLES C. CHASE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
865) granting an increase of pension to Charles C, Chase. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles C. Chase, late cap- 
tain of Company G, First Regiment Maine Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of Pa per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “captain,” strike out the word ‘‘of.” 

In line 7 strike out the words ‘‘ Maine Cavalry” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ District of Columbia Volunteer Cavalry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JAMES A. TEMPLETON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 798) 
granting an increase of pension to James A. Templeton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James A. Templeton, late of 
Company D, First Regiment Vermont Volunteers, war with Mexico, and 
Company A, First Regiment Vermont Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

GEORGE W. M’MULLEN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 589) 
granting an increase of pension to George W. McMullen. 

The bill was read, &s follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. McMullen, late 
of Company H, Twenty-ninth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and 


pay bim a pension at the rate of $0 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
GEORGE JEFFREY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8187) granting an increase of pension to George Jeffrey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George Jeffrey, late of Com 
pany A, Fifth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery Volunteers, and pay 
| him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


= 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7 strike out the word “‘ Volunteers.” 
In same line, before the word “‘ Heavy,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 
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The bill as amended was ordered to laid aside with a favorable | 
recommendation. 


JOHN B. CARTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 898) | 
granting an increase of pension to John B. Carter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John B. Carter, late of Com- 
pany E, Twelfth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pension 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ELLA P. KERSTETER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
681) granting an increase of pension to Ella P. Kerstetter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ella P. Kerstetter, widow of 
Thomas T. Kerstetter, late of Companies E and B, Twelfth Regiment United 
States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word ‘“‘Kerstetter” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Kersteter.”’ 

In same line strike out the letter ‘“T.’’ and the word “ Kerstetter” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the letter “J.” and the word “ Kersteter.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Ella P. Kersteter.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 
able recommendation. 


ROBERT 8. CARNS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4114) granting an increase of pension to Robert Carns. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert Carns, late of Com- 

ny K, Eighty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay | 

im a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “‘ Robert,” insert the letter “‘S.” c i 

In same line, after the word “ late,”’ strike out the word “of” and insert in | 
lieu thereof the words “first lieutenant.” 7 i 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” : F ; 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Robert 8. Carns.” | 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 





JOSEPH HINKLE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4251) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Hinkle. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


| 
| 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph Hinkle, late of Com- 

ny B, One hundred and sixty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 
etry. and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


~ 


In line 7 strike out the words ‘‘ Volunteer Infantry” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ Drafted Militia.” ; 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ANSON P. WILLIAMSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 587) 
granting an increase of pension to Anson P. Williamson. 
The bill was read, us follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anson P. Williamson, late of 
Company C, Twenty-seventh Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. | 


NANCY 8S. MARSH. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 484) | 

granting a pension to Nancy S. Marsh. 
The bill was read. as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nancy 8. Marsh, widow of 
Luther R. Marsh, late unassigned, Twelfth Regiment Maine Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


JAMES E. BARNARD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 565) 
granting an increase of pension to James E. Barnard. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James E. Barnard, late of 
Company K, Ninth Regiment New a Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


HENRY D. TOWSLEY. . 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2111) granting a pension to Henry D. Tousley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior b»,and he is hereby, 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry D. Tousiey, late pri- 
vate in the First Battery Vermont Light Artillery, and pay him a pension of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 
“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


| directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 


of the pension laws, the name of Henry D. Towsley, late of First Independent 
Battery Vermont Volunteer Light Artillery, ana pay him a pension at the 


| rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 


Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Henry D. Towsley.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


| able recommendation. 


OLIVE J. BAILEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (§. 478) 
granting an increase of pension to Olive J. Bailey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Olive J. Bailey, widow of 


| Chandler B. Bailey, late first lieutenant Company K, Thirtieth Regiment 


Maine Volunteer Infantry,and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
BYRON D,. BABCOCK, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 473) 
granting an increase of pension to Byron D. Babcock. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Byron D. Babcock, late of 
Company G, Sixteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now rece‘ving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


| mendation. 


JOHN A. SILLS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4325) granting an increase of pension to John Amer Sills. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Amer Sills, late of Com- 
pany E, Second Maryland Potomac Home Brigade, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in licu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

" That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roil, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of John A. Sills, late of Company E, Second 
Regiment Potomac Home Brigade Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pa 

him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Sills.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MARY E. PENNOUK. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R, 
8298) granting a pension to Mary E. Pennock. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Intcrior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary E. Pennock, widow of 
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ock, late of Company B, Sixteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer 
ge pay her a penalon at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7 strike out the word “Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof the 


i “Cavalry.” . 
=" line 8 strike out the word ‘‘twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


“eight.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 

JOHN SHAFER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6036) granting an increase of pension to John Shafer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to Be prerenene 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Shafer, late of Company 
H, One hundred and twenty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay hima pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word “Infantry,” insert the words “‘ and Fortieth Com- 
pany, Second Battalion, Veteran Reserve Corps.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOHN A. REEDS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6701) granting an increase of pension to John A. Reeds. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John A. Reeds, late of Com- 


pany H, Twelfth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- | 


sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

her line 8 strike out the word ‘fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
* ROBERT L. MILES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 


5634) granting an increase of pension to Robert L. Miles. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place.on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert L. Miles. late first 
lieutenant of Company G, Twenty-eighth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now 
rece.ving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word ‘‘ Company,” strike out the word “of.” 


In same line strike out the letter ‘‘G” and insert in lieu thereof the letter 


“ ” 
<* line 8 strike out the word ‘‘seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
GEORGE W. DAY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1816) granting an increase of pension to George W. Day. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Day, late of Com- 


pany I, Twelfth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry. and pay him a pen- | 


sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


: e line 8 strike out the word ‘‘fifty”’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘ forty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
WILLIAM PITTENGER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8032) granting an increase of pension to William Pittenger. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Pittenger, late of 
Company G, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $55-per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


| able recommendation. 
| 


SERENUS KILBOURNE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
8748) for the relief of Serenus Kilbourne. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That Serenus Kilbourne, of Battery L, First United 
States Artillery, shall be held not to have deserted on July 31, 1865, but shall 
be held to have been discharged as of that date, and that the Secretary of 
War is hereby authorized to issue to him an honorable discharge in accord- 
ance herewith: Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shali be- 
come due or payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


CYNTHIA THOMAS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2427) to grant a pension to Cynthia Thomas, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cynthia Thomas, widow of 
Charles Thomas, alias John Young, late of Company D, Eighth Regiment 
Infantry, and pay hera pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Change the title so as to read: “Granting a pension to Cynthia Thomas.” 

In line 7, after the word “‘ Regiment,”’ insert ** United States;"’ and in the 
same line, after the word “Infantry,” insert *‘ Florida Indian war.” 

In line 8 strike out ‘‘twelve” and insert “ eight.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


DUDLEY R. W. WILLIAMS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
| 2982) granting a pension to Dudley R. W. Williams. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the omnes 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Dudley R. W. Williams, late 
of Captain Parker's company, Iowa Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $i2 per month. 
| The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
| follows: 

In line 7, after the word “Iowa,” insert ‘‘ Mounted.” 


| 
| The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid# aside with a favor- 
| able recommendation. 

| 

| 


REUBEN A. FINNELL. 


| The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6879) for the relief of R. A. Finnell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is bareby, 
directed to place the name of R. A. Finnell, a soldier of the Washington Ter- 
ritory Indian war, on the pension roll, and pay him a pension of $20 a month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
oe the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Reuben A. 

innell.’ 
| Strike out all in the bill after the word “‘ hereby,” in line 3, and substitute 
the following: ‘‘ authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Reuben A. 
Finnell, late of Company B, First Regiment Washington Territory Volun- 
teers, Oregon and Washington Territory Indian war, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $8 per month.” % 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
| able recommendation. 
| ALFRED C. ISACHSEN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
| 475) to grant a pension to Alfred C. Isachsen. 
| The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred C. Isachsen, late of 
Company F, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 





MARY G. BONESTEEL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (HB. R. 
8740) granting an increase of pension to Mary G. Bonesteel. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary G. Bonesteel, widow of 
Charles Hartwell Bonesteel, late major, Twenty-third United States In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after ‘“‘ Twenty-third,” insert ‘‘ Regiment.” 

In line 8 strike out “forty” and insert ‘ thirty-five.” 
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Add to the end of the bill the words “and ore month additional on ac- 


count of the minor child of said Charles Hartwe 
the age of 16 years. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


Bonesteel until she reaches 


JOHN 8. SINES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
660) granting an increase of pension to John Sines. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Sines, late of Company 
B, Fifth Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of §20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Insert the initial “8.” in claimant's name where it appears in the title and 
body of the bill. 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteer;” and in the same line, after the 
word “Infantry,” insert “ war with Mexico.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bfil as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ROBERT P, BAKER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
703) granting a pension to Robert P. Baker, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is apetg. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Robert P. 
Baker, a veteran soldier of the United States Army in the Mexican war, and 
pay him a pension of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


Change the title so as to read “Granting an increase of pension to Robert 
P. Baker.” 

Strike ont all in the bill after the word “roll,” in line 4, and substitute 
the following: “subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws, the name of Robert P. Baker, late of Captain Dagley’s company, Texas 
Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

WILLIAM P. HEREFORD. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5617) granting an increase of pension to William P. Hereford. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name William P. Hereford, of the 
Second Regiment of the United States oons in the Florida war, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out “‘of the Second Regiment of the United States 
Dragoons in the Florida war” and insert in lieu thereof “late of Company A, 
Second Regiment, United States Dragoons, Florida Indian war.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ADALINE SHAW LOVEJOY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5534) granting an increase of pension to Adaline Shaw Lovejoy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place qn the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Adaline Shaw Lovejo 7, widow 
of John B. Lovejoy, late of Capt. John Jones's company, Georgia Volunteers, 
Cherokee Indian war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 9 strike out “ twenty ’ and insert “ twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


SAMUEL R, WASSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 


4031) granting an increase of pension to Samuel R. Wasson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel R. Waseon, late of 
Company G, First Ohio Infantry, Mexican war, and pay him a pension of $50 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after the word “First,” insert “‘Regiment;"’ and in lines 6 and 7 
strike out “Infantry ” and insert “ Volunteer Infantry.” 


to pay her a pension a 


matiine strike out “Mexican,” and after the word “ war” insert “ with 
exico.” 


Also in line 7 strike out “of fifty’ and insert ‘at the rate of. twenty.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 
PATRICK CANNON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1859) granting an increase of pension to Patrick Cannon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Patrick Cannon, late of Com- 
pany H, Fifth Regiment United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

HARRY HALLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6582) granting an increase of pension to Harry Haller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harry Haller, late of Com- 
pany H, Tenth Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $35 per moath in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out ‘‘ Volunteer.” 

In line 8 strike out “ thirty-five” and insert “thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JANE ELIZABETH BULLOCK, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5538) granting a pension to Jane Elizabeth Bullock. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the ponene laws, the name of Jane Elizabeth Bullock, and 
the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
as follows: 

Strike out all in the bill after the word “ Bullock,” in line 6, and substitute 
therefor the following: “ widow of Charles W. Bullock, late of Captain Good- 
loe’s company, Second Regiment Texas Mounted Volunteers, war with Mex- 
ico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CHARLES 8, BELLOWS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6032) granting an increase of pension to Charles S. Bellows. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the oe laws, the name of Charlies 8. Bellows, late of 
Company A, One hundred and sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay hima pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

MATILDA LAFFERTY,. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8728) granting a pension to Matilda Lafferty. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the — roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Matiida Lafferty, widow 
of Edward Lafferty, late captain of Company A, Seventy-first Regiment Ili- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, and of Company E, One hundred and forty-ninth 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month, 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of line 7. 

In line 8 strike out the words “ Infantry, and of.” 

In line 9, before the word “Illinois,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

The amendments were agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


GEORGE W. KERBY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3367) granting an increase 
of Ts to Goong W. Kerby. 

he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Kerby, late of 
Independent Company, Patapsco Guards, Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and 
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pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 
SAMUEL M. PERRY. 


The next business was the bill (S. 14) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel M. Perry. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension awe, the name of Samuel M. Perry, late of 
Company H, Fourteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him’a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 


ceiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
WILLIAM W. ROWLETT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7563) granting an increase 
of pension to W. W. Rowlett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll men to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof W. W. Rowlett, lateof 
Company C, Second Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in heu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committees were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter ““W.” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ William.” 

In line 8 strike the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Rowlett.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


HENRY 8S. M’ALISTER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 734) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry 8S. McAlister. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the guovishens 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 8. McAlister, late 
of Company A, Sixth sett 
him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 
CHARLES M. EVERETT. 


The next dusiness was the bill (H. R. 3617) for the relief of 
Charles M. Everett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to plate on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles M. Everett, late of 
Company E, New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
foliows: 


: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 
“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations | 


of the pension laws, the name of Charles M. Byres of Company E, One 
hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Charles M. Everett.” 

The amendments were agreed to. r 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
WILLIAM T. CONANT. 


The next business was the bill (S. 451) granting an increase of 
pension to William T. Conant. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William T. Conant, late of 
Company E, Thirty-second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

FRANK J. M’LAUGHLIN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2477) granting an increase 
of pension to Frank J. McLaughlin. 

e bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank J. McLaughlin, late 
of Company E, Forty-seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay 

im a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now recei b 


of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


































egiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay | 


RECORD—HOUSE. 





The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- i 
able recommendation. j 


BENJAMIN F. GRIGSBY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5609) granting an increase 
of pension to B. F. Grigsby. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of B. F. Grigsby, of Chattanooga, 
Tenn., late a private in Company I, Second Regiment Tennessee Infantry, on 
the pension roll of the United States, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 

r month in lieu of that he now receives, subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

; Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

CT hat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin F. Grigsby, late of Company I, Sec- 
ond Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increaseof pension to 
Benjamin F. Grigsby.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

HARRISON H. HAKES. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 7095) granting an increase 
of pension to Harrison H. Hakes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorizei and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harrison H. Hakes, late of 
Company B, Eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
| sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and insert in lieu 
| thereof the words “ first lieutenant." 
| The amendment was agreed to. 
| The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
| ANDREW BLACK. 
} 
| 
| 






































The next business was the bill (H. R. 7798) granting an increase 
| of pension to Andrew Black. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Andrew Black, late first-class firemen, U.S. S. 
Pittsburg, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 3, after the word “hereby,” insert the words “authorized and.” 

In line 6 strike out the words “ first-class firemen” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ of the.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

| ‘The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ALBERT W. BULLOCK, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 452) 
granting an increase of pension to Albert W. Bullock. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert W. Bullock, late of 
Company B, Twenty-second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re 
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

HORACE E. DAVIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
8342) granting a pension to Horace E. Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Horace E. Davis, late of 
Company G, Second Regiment New York Volunteer Mounted Rifles, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $90 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word ‘thirty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

In the same line, after the word “ month,’ of 
that he is now receiving.” 


’ 


insert the words ‘‘in lieu 








1056 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 22, 





Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Horace E. Davis.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favora- 
ble recommendation. 
ELIZABETH HARDY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8272) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth Hardy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Hardy, widow of 
David L. Hardy, late captain of Company M, First Regiment Colorado Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that which she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “of.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “ which.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

HARRIS A. P. LEWIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1827) 
granting an increase of pension to Harris A. P. Lewis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Intericr be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pensien roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harris A. P. Lewis, late of 
Company H, Twenty-third Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and Com- 
pany B, Thirty-first Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

JOHN PANGRATZ. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1156) granting an increase of pension to John Pangratz. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of John Pangratz, late a privaie 
in Company E, Sixteenth New York Volunteer Cavalry, on the pension roll, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of John Pangratz, late of Company E, Sixteenth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ELIZA 8. SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8123) granting a pension to Eliza Stoddard Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza Stoddard Smith, widow 
of Samuel B. Smith, late of Company, Eleventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and Ninety-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word -‘Stoddard” and insert in lieu thereof the 
letter “8.” 

In same line, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “captain.” A 

In line 7, after the word “Company,” insert the letter “K.” 

In same line strike out the words “Eleventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and.” : 

In line 9 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : ; , 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

HENRY BARRETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7355) granting an increase of pension to Henry Barrett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry Barrett, late of Com- 

ny I, Fifty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 

a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 





The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CATHARINE M. M’CLANAHAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4578) granting a pension to Catharine M. McClanahan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catharine M. McClanahan, 
widow of John W. McClanahan, late colonel of the Fifty-third Regiment MIli- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $36 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words “of the.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CYRENIUS DENNIS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7477) granting an increase of pension to Cyrenins Dennis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
instructed to place on the pension roll the name of Cyrenins Dennis, Com- 
pany I, Séventy-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, in civil war, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month, subject to the provisions and 

imitations of the pension laws. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

; Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Cyrenius Dennis, late of Company C, Sev- 
enty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pension at the 
rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CHARLES P. CLARKE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3345) granting an increase of pension to Charles P. Clarke. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles P. Clarke, late cap- 
tain of Company F, Ninety-ninth Pennsylvania Volunteers, United States 
Army, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieuof that he 
is now receiving. ° 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: . 

In line 6, after the word “‘captain,”’ strike out the word “ of.” 

In line 7. before the word ‘** Pennsylvania,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In same line strike out the words * Volunteers, United States Army,” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 

In same line strike out the word ‘ to.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM Y. M. WILKERSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4987) granting an increase of pension to William Y. M. Wilkerson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Y. M. Wilkerson 
late of Company C, Fourteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“seventeen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


DAVID E, BURBANK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S, 9) 
granting an increase of pension to David E. Burbank. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, a ig to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David E. Burbank, late first 
lieutenant of Company E, Sixteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
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ANDREW J. PIERCE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 456) 
anting an increase of pension to Andrew J. Pierce. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew J. Pierce, late of 
Company G, First Regiment United States Volunteer Sharpshooters, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 
EMMA H. HIGLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
529) granting a pension to Emma H. Higley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is nena, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Emma H. 
Higley, widow of Alonzo Higley, late of the Tenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay her a pension of $30 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


lowing: 

- That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Emma H. Higley, widow of Alonzo Higley, 
late of the Tenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


able recommendation. 
JAMES K. BLYE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
727) granting an increase of pension to James K. Blye. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, =—— to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James K. Blye, late of Com- 
Ba ny A, Eleventh and Sixteenth Regiments New Hampshire Volunteer In- 

antry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 

is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the word “Sixteenth” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “Sixth.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 5 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

MARY DEWIRE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2194) granting a pension to Mary Dewire. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Dewire, widow of John 
Dewire. late of Company I, Second Regiment Nebraska Volunteers, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $16 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteers” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words * Volunteer Cavalry.” ; 

; a 8 strike out the word “sixteen” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘eight.’ 

The amendments were agreed to. : - 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOHN HERZOG. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6025) granting an increase of pension to John Herzog. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Herzog, late of Com- 


pany F, Twenty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | 


mendation. 
WILLIAM T. FILLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 


5720) granting an increase of pension to William T. Filler. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of’ William T. Filler, late of 
oe E, One hundred and thirty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $85 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 














WILLIAM CLARK. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 13) 
granting an increase of pension to William Clark. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Clark, late of Com- 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


pany F, Second Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

CYRUS DAVIDHEISER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7757) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus Dandheiser. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll,subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cyrus Dandheiser, late pri- 
vate, Independent Battery D, Pennsylvania Volunteer Light Artillery, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word * Dandheiser” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Davidheiser.”’ s , is 

In the same line strike out the word “private” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “of.” 3 . 7 ; 

Amend the title so as to read: ‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus Davidheiser.”” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ANNIE H. ZOLL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 586) 
granting a pension to Annie H., Zoll. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Annie H. Zo!l, helpless and 
dependent child of Rodolphus B. Zoll, late of Company D, Ninety-eighth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

CHAR’ E3 H. MILLER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the b'll (H. R. 
7594) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. Miller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws,the name of Charles H. Miller, late of 
Fourth Regiment West Virginia Voluntee. Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, us 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word ‘‘twenty-five’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill as amenced was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

HARRIETT B. RILEY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1855) granting a pension to Harriett B. Riley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriett B. Riley, widow of 
William E. Riley, late captain Company K, First Regiment Connecticut Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a fayorable recom- 

mendation. 


ANSON HEFFRON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6028) granting an increase of pension to Anton Heffron. 
| The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject. to the provisions 
| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anton Heffron, late of Com 
pany L, Seventy-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
| him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 
| The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word ‘“‘ Anton” and insert in lies. thereof the word 
“ Anson,” 
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ont ome line strike out the letter “‘L” and insert in lieu thereof the let 
r “ ” 
In same line strike out the word “Seventy-ninth"” and insert in lieu 


thereof the word “ Twenty-fourth.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “Cavalry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Anson Heffron.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
GEORGE W. BLANCHARD. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


1906) granting an increase of pension to George W. Blanchard. 
The bill was read. as follows: : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Blanchard, late 
of Company G, Second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | 


mendation, 
RUDOLPH SIEBELIST. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 937) 
granting an increase of pension to Rudolph Siebelist. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rudolph Siebelist, late of 
Company H, Twenty-sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

FRANK LEWIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8407) granting an increase of pension to Frank Lewis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank Lewis, late of Com- 
pany A, First Regiment Maine Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : ‘ ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

HELEN M. BATES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7439) granting a pension to Helen M. Bates. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Helen M. Bates, widow of 
George C. Bates, late of Company G, Thirteenth Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “‘C” and insert in lieu thereof the letter “ E.” 

In line 9, after the word *‘ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that she is 
now receiving.” , ) . Y 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Helen M. Bates.” 

The amendments were agreed to. y 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

CHARLES JOHNSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8207) granting an increase of pension to Charles Johnson, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Johnson, late of 
Company G, One hundred and tenth Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
Company E, Fourth Delaware Volunteer Infautry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, before the word “Pennsylvania,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In line 8, after the word “Fourth,” insert the word “* Regiment.” 
adh line 9 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lien thereof the word 

irty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JAMES ANDERSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2040) granting a pension to James Anderson. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Anderson, late of Com- 
pany ©, One hundred and thirteenth Regiment [Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. . 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

= mae 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ we ve.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the following: “the same to 
be paid to him under the rules of the Pension Bureau as to mode and times 
of payment, without any deduction or rebate on account of former alleged 
overpayments or erroneous payments of pension.” 

The amendments were agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ROYAL A. 8S. KINGSLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 555) 
granting an increase of pension to Royal A. 8. Kingsley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to piece on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Royal A. 8. Kingsley, late of 
Common A, Seventy-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and Com- 
pany D, Fifty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


CHARLES WIGERT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6023) granting an increase of pension to Charles Wigert. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Wigert, late of Com- 

vany B, One hundred and thirty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


| “thirty.” 


“ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


THOMAS SPRINGER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6342) granting a pension to Thomas Springer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name Thomas 
Springer, late of Company H, One hundred and fifth Regiment Ilinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension of $50 per month from and after the 
passage of this act: Provided, That said pension shall be in lieu of the pen- 
sion of $12 per month heretofore allowed said Thomos Springer under act of 
June 27, 1890. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Strike outall after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the follow- 


ing: 

“Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Springer, late of Company H, One 
hundred and fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pensicn at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Springer.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


EMMA L. NAGLE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6089) granting an increase of pension to Emma Louisa Nagle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma Louisa Nagle, widow 
of Frederick Nagle, late of Company C, Third Regiment Maryland Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of §12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. F 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “ Louisa" and insert in lieu thereof the letter 


In line 7, before the word ** Maryland,” insert the words ‘Potomac Home 


! Brigade,” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Emma L. Nagle.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
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EDWARD A. WILBUR. The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | #ble recommendation. ; 
5972) granting an increase of pension to Edward A. Wilbur. ABRAHAM J. YEOMANS. 
The bill was read, as follows: The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 2852) granting an increase of pension to Abraham J. Yeomans. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension _ subject to the provisions The bill was read, as follows: 


and limitationtetieth ~ ty HLT Vaicatons ‘Waabhey. cok poy Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


‘ ; authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | and limitations of the penalon laws, the name of Abraham J. Yeomans, late 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as | lieutenant Company I, One hundred and thirty-second New York Volimteer 
follows: Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per inonth in lien of that 


in ik t the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word ; 
“thirty ads ” The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


The amendment was agreed to. follows: 


| he is now receiving. 

| 

| 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | I line 6, before the word “lieutenant,” insert the word “second.” 

| 

i 

} 


able recommendation, In line 7, before the words ‘‘ New York,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


ORLO H. LYON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 43.0... dati 
2122) granting a pension to O. H. Lyon. | Q58S SOCCEREESRSROe. ae a Net 
The bill was read, as follows: : ARLES BEATTIE. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | The next business was the bill (8. 458) granting an increase of 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | pension to Charles Beattie. 
and limitations of % pension jaws, the pone O. = Lyon, late o oo In- | The bill was read, as follows: 
flee aaa oe rng) oom Say aan © PENIER OS Ue sate Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is hereby, 
a ‘ authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Beattie, late first 
follows: lieutenant Company F, Fourteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, 


: . and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that ho is now 
aah ape 6 strike out the letter “O.”" and insert in lieu thereof the word Saale. 


In same line before the word “Third” insert the word “ captain.” The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
In same line before the word “ Light” insert the word “ Volunteer.” mendation. 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Orlo H. Lyon.” | 

The amendments were agreed to. : ‘ ’ 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. : a ; y 
cnonoe. nanvocr. OT ini 
» ° . je it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov lene 
$029) granting a pension to Georgia 8. Barbour. and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Wurtz, widow of 


. z ihe Peter Wurtz, late of Company A, One hundred and twentieth Regiment In- 
The bill was read, as follows: diana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $3) per month 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions é , d : os . s 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Georgia S. Barbour, widow The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


of Thomas 8. Barbour, late of the Dick Fulton, Mississippi Regiment, Marine follows: 
Brigade, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per MCRER. | Inline 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read,as “twenty.” 


MARY WURTZ, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4323) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary Wurtz. 


follows: The amendment was agreed to. 
un line ¢ strike out the word “Georgia” and insert in lieu thereof theword | The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
teorgie.”’ > ati . 
In line 7 before the word “Dick” insert the word “ram.” able recommendation. 
In same line strike out the word “ a ALPHEUS D. BROWN. 
: .- — a3 
aes, the tiple so as to read: “A bill granting # pension to Georgie 8. The next business was the bill (H. R. 6061) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Alphus D. Brown. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
JOHN BULLAMORE. and limitations of oe — laws, the name of Alphus D. Brown, late of 
. _ . . * nr Company D, Eleventh inois Volunteer Infantry, and afterwards of Com- 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 578) pany G, Twenty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
granting an increase of pension to John Bullamore. pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiviug. 
The bill was read, as follows: The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, follows: 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended@was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, : 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Bullamore, late of In line 6 strike out the word “Alphus” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
Company G, Second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him | “Alpheus.” 3 oe ‘ i 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. = a OP ate eae oer the word Pn nto, yay the word “ Regiment.” 
: : . : n line ¢ Strike ou 16 words “afterwards of.” 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a faverable recom- | Jp jine 9 strike out tho word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
mendation. “thirty.” , ; ; 
ADOLPH HEISER. Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 


. . ‘ Alpheus D. Brown.” 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. The amendments were agreed to. 


5718) granting an increase of pension to Adolph Heiser, The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
The bill was read, as follows: able recommendation. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, JAMES W. DAVIS 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions : Set a hie. : ; : 
and limitations of the penaion laws, the name of Adolph Heiser, late of Com- The next business was the bill (H. R. 3616) granting a pension 
any F, Thirty-seventh Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay to James VV. Davis. 


im a pension at the rate of $50 per month in li f that he i i ‘ 

on ae t oO Ms ia ¢ sd eu ath os eis sae receiving The bill was read, as follows: 
ae ordered aside wi avoranle recom- Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
mendation, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
FRANKLIN MOORE, and limitations —— pension ao ~ Neogene Davis, late of Com- 

: . : any F, Fifty-sixth New York Volunteer Infantry, anc y him a pension ¢ 

aan next business on the Private Onlendar was the bill (H.R. the vate of $50 per month. wa as - 
7) granting an increase of pension ranklin Moore. 


; The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
The bill was read, as follows: 


follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, . . a a ee a ee 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions |] ine ¢. before te ro a ae eee ora 


=< ne = = pe — aaa a — of ee Moore, late major, | 
econd Regimen inois Volunteer Cav: an im a pension at the ie . “ exdte.*? Seman 7 2 Sin Ha } } 
rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is aes peactvaae. I > LT dy r the word “month,” insert the words “‘in lieu of that Lo 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
follows: James W. Davis.” 

In lines 7 and & strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieuthereof | The amendments were agreed to. ao at 
the word “forty. The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
The amendment was agreed to. able recommendation. 


“sixteen.” 
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JAMES H. HARGE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9583) granting an increase 
of pension to James H. Hargis, sr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James H. Hargis, sr., late 
of Company C, Fifty-fifth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “senior.” 

| 
| 
| 


ign line s strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
wenty-four.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “ A bill granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Hargis.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MARY CHENOWITH. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7732) granting a pension to | 
Mary Chenowith. 

The bill was read, as foilows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Chenowith, mother of | 
W. M. Chenowith. late of Company A, Thirteenth Regiment Missouri Volun- 


teers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she 
1s now recelying e 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, before the word “ mother,” insert the word “dependent.” 

Aaa line strike out the letter ““ W ” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ William.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteers” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “* Volunteer Infantry.” 

In line § strike out the word “twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Chenowith.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word ‘Haupitley” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Hauptly.” 

Amend the title soas to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
James R. Hauptly.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

THERESA NEBRICH. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6994) granting an increase 
of pension to Theresa Nebrich. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Theresa Nebrich, widow of 
Henry Nebrich, late musician in regimental band, Twenty-first Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 7 strike out the words “in regimental band.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
HENRY EDWARDS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8717) granting a pension to Henry Edwards. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 1s hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry Edwards, late private 
in Company E, Eighteenth Regiment, and Company D, Thirteenth Regiment, 
cntlens Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month, 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, and 9, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“of Henry Edwards, late of Company E, Eighteenth Regiment, and Com- 
pany D, Thirteenth Regiment. Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 


| Henry Edwards.” 


WILLIAM BAILEY. | 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7447) granting an increase 
of pension to William Bailey. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions 


s 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Bailey, late of Com- 
pany D, Eighth Regiment Dlinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $45 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line6 strike out the letter “: D” and insertin lieu thereof the letter “B.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JOHN DALY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9030) granting a pension 
to John Daly. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Daly, latecaptain Com- 
pany I, One hundred and fourth Regiment of New York Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension ut the rate of $30 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


follows: 


In line 7 strike out the word “of.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word | 
“twenty-four.” 

In same line. after the word * month,” insert the words ** in lieu of that 
he is now receiving.” i : e y 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
John Daly.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : : ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JAMES R. HAUPTLY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5555) granting an increase 

of pension to James R. Hauptley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That-the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place en the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James R. Hauptley, late of | 
Company C, One hundred and seventeenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him. a pension at the.rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
DAVID Z. BEIDLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6426) granting a pension to David J. Beidler. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


, and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David J. Beidler, late of 
ony D, Ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 


sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “ J" and insert in lieu thereof the letter “*Z.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
David Z. Beidler.”’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 

DAVID WARENTZ. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
5883) granting an increase of pension to David Warentz. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


' authorized and directed to increase the pension of David Warentz, late a 


srivate in Company B, Seventy-ninth Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
im a pension of $8) per month in lieu of the pension now received by him, 

said increase of pens:on to be paid subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

” That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
dire «ted to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws. the name of David Warentz, late of Company PB, Seventy- 
ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. L 3 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
JOSHUA HARLAN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5865) granting an increase of pension to Joshua Harlan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of eI cn ali tates tient Gatinenen th: WU Rantiens Harlan, late of Com- 
pany I, Fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 
PHILIP SNOW. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (HL R. 
5818) granting an increase of pension to Philip Snow. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorieed and directed to place on the pension roll subject tothe j= Sahm 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Philip Snow, late of Company 
F, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JOSEPH J. MURRAY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5179) granting a pension to Joseph J. Murray. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension >" subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pane laws, the name of a J. Murray, late of 
Company L, Fourteenth Regiment Illinois Wauidae valry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


JAMES W. HIBBERT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4915) granting an increase of pension to James W. Hibbert. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James W. Hibbert, of Com- 
pany I, Pity -first Regiment yennes irene Volunteer Infantry,and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after the word “ Hibbert,” insert the word “late.” 
In line § strike out the word “thirty-six’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
JAMES KELEHER. 


The next business onthe Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5391) granting a pension to James Keleher. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and ‘directed to place the name of James Keleher, late a private 
in Company G, Eighteenth New York Cavalry, upon the pension roll of the 
United States, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month from and 
after the passage of this act. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


‘ Girtee out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
ollowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of James Keleher, late of Company G, Eight- 
eenth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay ! him a pension at the 
rate of $20 _ month in lieu of that he is now receiving.’ 

Amend title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
James Keleher.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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Company B, Fifth Regiment Tennessee Mounted Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $50 50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Shepherd” 


word “Shepard.” 
In. same line strike out the letter “B” 


rT) 





and insert in lieu thereof the 
and insert in lieu thereof the letter 


_ line 7, before the word “‘ Mounted,” insert the word “ Volunteer.’ 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

Amend the title 80 as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Shepard.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ; ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 

CALEB ARNETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the 
4136) granting a pension to Caleb Arnett, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe pr ov isions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ( ‘aleb Arnett, late of Com- 
pany C, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him ; a pen- 
sion at the rate of $75 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
| follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “forty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside 
| able recommendation. 


bill (A. R. 


with a favor- 


JOHN HAWKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3521) granting an increase of pension to John Hawker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Hawker, late ch: aplain 
of Twenty-ninth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “chaplain,” 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


strike out the word “of.” 


WILLIAM J. HART. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3411) granting an increase of pension to William J. Hart. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William J. Hart, inte of Com- 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
DAVID P. M’DONALD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4759) granting an increase of pension to David P. McDonald. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David P. McDonald, late of 
© yy B, Sixth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 

sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The biil was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


WILLIAM J. SHEPARD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4526) granting an increase of pension to William J. Shepherd. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William J. Shepherd, late of 


pany G, Tenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6,after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” 
thereof the words “ first lieutenant.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “ Heavy Artillery.” 

In line 8 strike out the word ‘“ 
“twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


and insert in lieu 


thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 


MARY A. CRAIGUE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill ( 
3337) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. Craigue. 


oT bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the mites be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations thereof, the name of Mary A. Craigue, widow of William W. 
Craigue, late a member of Company D, Seventeenth Maine Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the.pension roll, subject to the prov isions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. Craigue, widow of William W 
Craigue, late of Company D, Sev enteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid 
able recommendation. 


H. R. 


aside with a favor- 


ROBERT E. POGUE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3172) granting an increase of pension to Robert E. Pogue. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert E. Pogue, late of Com- 
pany C, Second Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


_ In line 6, before the word ‘‘Company,” strike out the word “of” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “second lieutenant.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “tnirty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word | 


“twenty-four.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
JOHN WATT, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2809) granting an increase of pension to John Watt, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Watt, late of Company 
H, Eleventh Illinois Cavalry,and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “Eleventh,” insert the word “‘ Regiment.” 

In same line, before the word “ Cavalry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

GEORGE WINTZ. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2553) granting an increase of pension to George Wintz. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to tho provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George \7intz, late of Com- 
pany B, One hundred and eighteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as | 


follows: 
In line 8 strike out the word “thirty,” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
HARRIET A. COOK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1883) granting a pension to Harriet A, Cook. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriet A. Cook, daughter 
of Edward Cook, late of Company E, Thirty-third Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 a month, said 
Harriet A. Cook beimg now, and having been since she was five years old, 

bysically disabled and mentally irresponsible, without means, and unable 
as earn a living by her own labor. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word “daughter,” insert the words “helpless and 
dependent.” . : : 

n line 8, after the word “‘ dollars,” strike out the word ‘‘a”’ and insert in 

lieu thereof the word *“‘ per.” = F 

In line 9 strike out the words “said Harriet A. Cook being nowand having 
been” and all of lines 10, 11, and 12. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
SAMUEL W. SEARLES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1330) granting a pension to Samuel W. Searles. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel W. Searles, late — 
vate of Company K, Twenty-third Regiment of Infantry, New York Volun- 
teers, late sergeant of Coase L, Second ment of Veteran Cavalry, New 
York Volunteers, and pay him a pension of per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10 and insert in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing: ‘‘of Samuel W. Searles, late of Company K, Twenty-third Regiment New 
York Vclunteer Infantry, and Company L, First t New York Vet- 
eran Volunteer Cavalry, and pay hima pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. , : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CHARLES F. EMERY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
812) granting an increase of pension to Charles F, Emery. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is nerebe, 
| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Charles F. 
| Emery, late captain and assistant quartermaster, United States Volunteers, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows. 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 
| Phat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Charles F. Emery, late captain and assistant 
quartermaster, United States Volunteers, and pay him apension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JOHN J. FLEMING. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
| 7079) granting an increase of pension to John J, Fleming. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John J. wuesing, late of 
Company D, One hundred and forty-cighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

fb line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ALDRIDGE PATTERSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1938) 
| granting an increase of pension to Aldridge Patterson, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Aldridge Patterson, late of 
Company E, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


ANN A. DEVORE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 1760) 
granting a pension to Ann A. Devore. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ann A. Devore, widow of 
Elbert Devore, late of Capt. T. J. Hibbler’s company, First Regiment South 
Carolina Volunteer Infantry, Seminole Indian war, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 9 strike out ‘‘twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the word “eight.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

AUSTIN ALMY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 200) 
| granting an increase of pension to Austin Almy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized ans directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Austin Almy, late of Com- 

any D, Tenth yaar United States Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay 
| him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
| The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
| follows: 
| In line 8 strike out “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
| able recommendation. 
JOSEPHINE L. WEBBER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1825) 
wanting» pension to Josephine L. Webber. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereb 
authorized and directed to place on tbe pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of J ine L. Webber, widow 
of William W. Webber, late private, United States and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


a 
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The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


MARIE A. RASK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1559) 
granting an increase of pension to Marie A. Rask. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete:, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marie A. Rask, widow of 
Olof H. Rask. late first lieutenant, United States Marine Corps, and pay her 
a pension at the rate-of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving, 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 
JOEL. C.. SHEPHERD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was.the bill (S. 99) 
granting an increase of pension to Joel C. Shepherd. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place om the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joel C. Shepherd, late of 
Company D, Sixth Regiment United States Infantry, war with Mexico, and 
pay him. a pensionat rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendat:on, 

JOHN M. LAWTON, 


The next business om the Private Calendar was the bill (.. R. 
54) granting a pension to John M.. Lawton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

. authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 

and limitations of the pensiom laws, the name of John M. Lawton, and pay 
him a pension of $15 a month in lieu of any pension now paid him. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


follows: 

Strike out all in the bill after the word ‘‘ Lawton,” in line 6, and insert the 
following: “ late of Company C, Third Regiment United States Volunteer En- 
gineers, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate. of $%-per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. i : . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 

MARY HUFF. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6352) granting a pension to Mary Huff and her five children, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and direeted to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and. limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Huff, and her five 
children, widow of Geo) W. Huff, late of Eleventh Battery Field Artillery, 
Fifth Begiment United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 
per month and $2 a month for each child. 

The amendments recommended by. the committee were read, as 
follows: . 

Strike out of the title the words “and her five children.” Strike out all in 
the bill after the words ‘‘ Mary Huff,”’ in line 6, and substitute therefor the 
following: “ widow of George W. Huff, late of the Eleventh Battery, United 
States Field Artillery, and pay her a pension atthe rate of $12 per month, and 

each per month additional on account of the minor children of the said 

eorge W. Tuff until they reach the age of 16 years.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MICHAEL LANDY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (HL. R. 
195) granting a pension to Michael J. Landy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Michael J. Landy. late a 
sailor on the U.S. war shi 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


‘ a amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ollows: 
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Strike out all in the bill after the words “ pension roll,” in line 4, and inzert 
the following: ‘subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Thomas Joyce, late of Company B, Seeond Regiment United 
States Infantry, Florida indian war, and pay him @ pension at the rate of $20 





_ per month in heu of that he is now receiving.” 





Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the 
committee amendment by striking outin line 11 the word*'twenty”’ 
and inserting in lieu thereof the word ‘‘ forty.’’ In support of 
that LI wish the attention. of the committee for justa moment. I 
never attempt to delay legislation on matters of this kind, but I 
want to say one word in reference to this proposed amendment. 
This old soldier is 92 years of age. His wife is abouts). I have 
known them all my life. They have in all in worldly goods a 
little house and lot, the value of which is not, as the report 
shows, exceeding $100, The old soldier has been totally blind, as 
the report shows, for eleven years. Under those circumstances, 
he being 92 and his wife about the same age, with no means of 
support and no children to support them or care for them, and as 
the sands of their lives are about run, it seems to me that we 
should give them 340 a month for the few remaining days they 
have. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I trust the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois will not prevail. This is 
purely and simply a service-pension bill. None of the disabilities 
of this man were incurred in the service, nor is this an excep- 
tional or extraordinary case. There are a large number of these 
old soldiers of the Mexican war who are very far advanced in 
years, beyond 80 years, some of them. They are very feeble; 
some of them are paralyzed and several of them are totally blind. 
This is the maximum amount that has been reported from the 
Committee on Pensions, which has been recommended by the 
committee and the House of Representatives, and ‘I trust this 
comanittee will not make an exception of this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment offered by the genfleman from Illinois. 

The question. was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the committees 


| amendments. 


The question. was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
JAMES: F. WHEELER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4946) to restore James F.. Wheeler to the pension roll, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to restore James F. Wheeler, of Greenwood, Miss 
to the pension roll at the rate of $12 per month, his restoration to date 


| September 17, 1992, on which date he was dropped from said roll. and that 


be paid at that rate from the date of his last payment next before the ith 
day. of September, 1902. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read , as 
follows: 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to James F. 
Wheeler.” : ; ae 
Strike out all inthe bill after the words“ directed to,” in line 4, and suhsti- 


| tute therefor the following: “place on the pension roll, subjeet to the 


Colorado during the Virginius massacre in 1873, | 


Strike out allin the billafter the words“ the name of,” in lines5 and 6, and | 


substitute the following: “Michael Landy. late landsman, United States 
Navy, and pay lrim a pension at the rate of $8 per month.” 
Amend the title soas-toread: “A bill granting a pension to Michael Landy.” 


The amendments were agreed to. . 
The bill as amended’ was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 
THOMAS JOYCE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8850) granting a pension to Thomas Joyce. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
Scream intend Seaed getncad etd eee 

in Com i mn yi 
the Florida war, akthe enteck $i2per mo _ ae — 
. a amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ollows: 


Amen 


Joven” the title:so.as to read: ‘Granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James F. W er, 
late of Company K, First Regiment Texas Volunteer Rifles, war with Mex- 
ico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

SUSIE C. SEABURY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8916) for the relief of Susie G. Seabury. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here} 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr 
and limitations of the pension. laws, the name of Susie G. Seabury, widow oi 
the late Samuel Seabury, lieutenant, United States Navy. and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of 350 per month in lieu of $27, theamount she is now receiving 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Susie C.G. Seabury.” __ 

Strike out all in the bill after the words “name of,” in lines 5 and 6, and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the following: ‘Susie C. G. Seabury, widow of Sam 
Seabury, late lieutenant, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at t 


G. 






| vate of $35. per month in lieu of that she is now receiving, and $2 per month 





additional on account of the minor child of said Samuel Seabury until she 
reaches the age of 16 years.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 


JOHN HOLZER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was. the bill (H. R. 
6547) granting a pension to John Holzer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 





; 
; 
4 
: 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Holzer, late of Com- 
pany H, First Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out ‘“‘and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ war with Spain.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOHN O. RICE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7799) to increase the pension of Joha O. Rice. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John O. Rice, late of Com- 
pany I, Third Tennessee Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $2) per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Tn line 6, after the word “ Third,” insert ‘‘ Regiment,’ and after the word 
“Tennessee,” in the same line, insert ‘“‘ Volunteer.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
John O. Rice.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. ; 

MARY M’CALL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7072) granting a pension to Mary McCall. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the fame of Mary McCall, widow of John 
McCall, late of Company K, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, 
Mexican war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out ‘‘Mexican war” and insert “war with Mexico.” 

In line 8 strike out “‘ twelve’ and insert‘ eight.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOHN W. BROWN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6091) granting an increase of pension to John W. Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. Brown, late a mem- 
ber of Company C, Second Regiment Illinois Infantry, Mexican war, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Amend the title so as toread: ‘Granting an increase of pension to Louiza 
Phillips.” 

_ Change the spelling of the Christian name of the claimant where it appears 
in the body of the bil! to ‘* Louiza.” 

Strike out all in the bill after the words ‘** William C. Phillips,” in line 6, 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: “late of Captain Boston’s company, 
Alabama Volunteers, Creek Indian war, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.” 

The amendments were azreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


FRANCIS 8. HOWARD, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2916) granting an increase 
of pension to Francis S. Howard. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to place 
upon the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations o’ the p< nsion 
laws, the name of Francis 8S. Howard, Capt. John Loyal’s independent com- 
pany, Georgia Mounted Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 
per month in lieu of the amount he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 3, after the word ‘Interior,’ insert ‘‘bé, and he,’ and after the 
word “is,” in the same line, insert ** hereby,” and after the word “author- 
ized,” in the same line, insert ‘‘and directed.’ In the same line change 
“upon” to *‘on.” 

n line 5, after the word ‘‘ Howard,” insert “late of.” 

In line 7, after the word ‘*‘ Volunteers,” insert ‘‘ war with Mex'co,” and in 
the same line change “ twenty-five” to “twenty.” 

In line 8 strike out ‘‘the amount” and insert * that.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


; | able recommendation. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 


follows: 
In line 6 change ‘‘Company C” to ‘Company A.” _ 
In line 7 change “‘ Mexican war” to “war with Mexico.” 
In line 8 strike out “ fifty’ and insert “twenty.” 3 
In line 7, after the word “ Illinois,” insert ** Volunteer.” 
In line 6 strike out ““a member.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
WILLIAM P. CONNER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 


6020) granting an increase of pension to William P. Conner, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William P. Conner, late a ser- 

nt of Company G, Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, war with 
exico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out “a sergeant; in line 8 strike out “thirty” and insert 
“twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. . ¢ ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

LOUIZA PHILLIPS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2822) granting a pension 
to Louisa Phillips. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louisa Phillips, widow of 
William C. Phillips, late private, Captain Boston’s company, Second Regi- 
ment Alabama Volunteers, in Creek war, 1836, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $i2 per month from and after the passage of this act. 


ELIZABETH A. JONES, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2912) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Jones. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and directed, subject to the limitations of the pension laws, to place on the 
pension roll the name of Mrs. Elizabeth A. Jones, of Chattshooc 1ee County, 
Ga., and to pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieuof that which 
she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Change the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase of p2nsion to 
Elizabeth A. Jones.”’ s 

Strike out all in the bill after the word “directed,” in line 4, and substitute 
therefor the following: “To place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws. the name of Elizabeth A. Jones, 
widow of James H. Jones. late of Captain Urquhart’s company, Georgia Vo}- 
unteers, Creek Indian war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving.” 

In line 3, after the word * Interior,’ insert *‘ be, and he.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOHN M. PRATT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3435) granting an increase 
of pension to John M. Pratt. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John M. Pratt, late of Com- 

vany N, Second Regiment Missouri Mounted Volunteer Infantry, war with 
Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


| mendation. 


MINERVA J. BURTON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 219) granting a pension 
to M. J. Burton, widow of Thomas Burton. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the ponson roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of M. J. Burton, widow of 
Thomas Burton, late of Company —, Fifth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer In- 
fantry, Mexican war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: : 

Change the title soas to read: “Granting a pension to Minerva J. Burton.” 

In line 6 strike out the initial “‘M.” where it appears in the claimant's 
name and substitute therefor the Christian name ‘* Minerva.” 

Fill in the blank space on line7 with the letter ‘L.,”’ and in the same line 
strike out ‘* Mexican.” 

In line 8, after the word ‘‘ war,” insert ‘‘ with Mexico,” and in the same 
line strike out “twelve” and insert “eight.” 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I should like to put an inquiry to 
the chairman of the committee reporting this bill. This is a pen- 
sion for the widow of some Mexican soldier, is it not? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr GAINES of Tennessee. And the amount proposed is $12. 





Se 











: 





1904, CONGRESSIONAL 


-_--- 


Mr, LOUDENSLAGER. Eight dollars. se to 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You propose to raise it to $12? 

Mr, LOUDENSLAGER. No; this is an original pension for 
the regular amount. : Kind 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. She is now receiving $8? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. She is not receiving anything. This 
is an original pension which we propose to grant at the rate of $8 

nth. 
. ‘Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does not the gentleman think that 
the widow of a soldier of the Mexican war should be entitled toa 
little more than $8 a month? ; 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I can only say in reply to the gentle- 
man that that is what the general law gives such a widow. Her 
application for this pension was rejected at the Department be- 

-ause of a technicality. The committee now by this bill removes 
the technicality, but does not see why the rate should be increased 
at the same time. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then the general law is wrong, 
and we can givea proper standard of relief inthis casenow. The 
gentleman knows that we are changing the general law in many 
cases right here to-day. In many of these cases (and we know 
nothing about them except as we may have hearsay information) 
the Bureau has refused to grant the pension because the law does 
not cover the case, we are told; yet the committee decide that 
the applicant should be pensioned, or in other cases that the pen- 
sion should be increased, because of the demands of justice as pre- 
sented in the particular case. 

Now, I think—and I hope my friend from New Jersey [Mr. 
LOUDENSLAGER] will agree with me—that we ought to give these 
old soldiers of the Mexican war more than $8 a month; and after 
the death of such a soldier we ought to give the widow more 
than $8. They have never been properly pensioned, at least not 
as the civil-war veterans and their widows. 

The survivors of the Mexican war and their widows are now 
old people of sixty or seventy years at least; and the gentleman 
knows how little $8 a month amounts to for the support of one 
of these aged widows. That sum is only equal in purchasing 
power to what $5.50 were a few yearsago. The gentleman knows 
that everything entering into the cost of living has appreciated 
in cost. 

He also remembers that at the last session of Congress, Mr. 
Moody, Secretary of the Navy, sent word to us by message or re- 

ort, through the President, that the cost of material and labor 

had appreciated 30 per cent in twelve months, and therefore he 
held that Congress ought to increase by $2,000,000 the amount al- 
lowed for rebuilding the Annapolis Academy, making ten millions 
all told, and Congress gave the two millions. There is close con- 
nection between a soldier or his widow and the Navy. 

Now, I submit—and I am serious in this and entirely frank— 








that in none of these cases have the old soldiers of the Mexican | 


var received what they shOuld have received. It does not make 
any difference where they may live. I understand that this 
widow lives in Tennessee, the volunteer State, but that does not 


make a particle of difference to me in considering the merits of | 


this question. 

I say we should pay the soldier of the Mexican war more than 
we are paying him—not simply because he was wounded—not 
simply because he is old—but because he did serve in that war 
and can not now from age maintain himself. And the same con- 
siderations apply in the case of hiswidow. Eight dollars a month 
can not support one of these widows decently, and yet many of 
them are obliged to live on this pittance and charity. I appeal 
to the gentleman in favor of a more liberal allowance. This 
widow must be aged and infirm, 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. The question of what these old sol- 
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Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. That is not to the widow. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I understand that; but a good 
wife is always better than a good husband. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, I think that is true,as a general 
proposition. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, we are here pensioning these 
Mexican soldiers, and have been doing it from year to year at $8 
a month; and we have given pensions to soldiers of the civil war, 
some of them as much as $250 and possibly some more than that; 
and we gave the Mexican soldier a pension here for years and 
years at $8 until last session when, because of their getting old, 
although they may not have been wounded or maimed, but be- 
cause old age had withered their powers of self-support, we gave 
$12 a month. 

And now, when the soldier is dead and leaves a widow. a grate- 
ful people and a grateful Congress, with a bankrupt Treasury, 
and a liberal-hearted Congress will only give his widow, at least 
his wife, $8a month! Possibly she hasnohome. I asked the gen- 
tleman several times about her condition, but no reply to that. 
Now here is a widow of a Mexican soldier who himself died prob- 
ably of old age, and yet this committee only proposes to give his 
widow $8 a month. 

I will move to substitute $12 forthe $8. As shaped last session, 
we gave the Mexican soldier himself $12 because of his old age. 
Here is this soldier who died and left a widow, who was probably 
the greatest blessing he had on earth. She in all probability was 
as good as her husband,if not as happy to-day. Now, I move to 
strike out ‘‘eight*’ and insert ‘‘twelve,’’ and appeal to the gen- 
erosity of our friends to allow that amendment to be made with- 
out detaining the committee longer. I appeal to the manhood 
and patriotism of the members of the committee to give her that 
amount. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the committee amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee moves to 
amend the committee amendment by striking out * eight ’’ and in- 
serting ** twelve’ in lieu thereof. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I just desire to say a word or two 
before the vote is taken, so that members of the committee may 
thoroughly understand what they are voting for. This claimant 
was not the wife of this soldier during the war. She was, per- 
haps, never the legal wife of this soldier. She was married to 
him in 1850, but he had a wife living. 

It is but fair to say, however, that she did not know of the for- 
mer marriage. She lived with the soldier for many years, and 
when he died she applied for a pension, but the Pension Bureau 
refused her a pension because she could not prove a legal mar- 
riage. 

‘The committee took into consideration her long life with the 
soldier and also the testimony that the former wife was dead at 
this time, and concluded to grant her a pension; but I can not 





| conceive how it would be possible for any fair-minded man to say 


diers of the Mexican war and their widows are entitled to isa | 


question which I should be very glad to discuss with the gentle- 
man whenever it properly comes up. 
It does not come up in this case. Widows in the civil war and 


that this widow should have that technicality removed, and that 
she should receivea higher amount than the widows of other 
soldiers who served in that war. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to say this. 
Recognizing the justice and propriety of pensioning the widows 
of the Mexican-war soldiers, I myself have introduced a bill to 
change existing law, providing that hereafter, if that bill should 
pass, these widows shall receive $12 per month instead of $8 per 
month; and I trust that the gentleman from New Jersey, as 
chairman of that committee, will see that in justice to these few 
remaining widows of Mexican war soldiers that the bill is passed. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, just a moment cr 
two to re,ly in part to what my friend from New Jersey bas 
said. He says that th’s claimant was not the legal wife of the 


| deceased soldier be:ause at the time she c!aims the marriage he 


widows of the Mexican war get $8 a month. Now, this widow | 
not any proof in this record—at least if there is the gentl«man 


was denied a pension at the Department on account of some 
technicality. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do you know what that techni- | 


cality was? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. It was the inability on her part to 
prove her legal widowhood. The committee, taking all the facts 
into consideration, believed that she was justly entitled to a pen- 


sion. But wecertainly did not think that in removing the techni- | 
cality that we ought also to give her more money than any other | 


widow of the Mexican war was given under the general law, and 


so she was given by the committee the same amount that was | 


given to the other widows, and we thought that in doing that we 
were doing an act of equity and of justice. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, the pension of the Mexican 
soldier was raised from $8 to $12 a month as an act of grace by the 
last Congress—less than a year ago. Why not raise his widow's? 








had another wife somewhere, and the claimant was entirely ig- 


rorant of this, and subsequently the legal wife died, but there is 


has not s:ated it— showing that this woman was ever unfaithful 
to him or he to her. 

She was patriotic enough to stand by him, and when the din of 
war was sounded she sent him to Mexico, and he did not repudiate 
her when he came back, and she clung to him, and probably was 
the only one who went to his grave and wept over him, and per- 
haps the only one to-day who goes and puts the evergreens about it. 

I say, Mr. Chairman, it is a distressing thing for such a mar- 
riage as that to occur. Certainly a reflection on the dead soldier, 
Mr. Chairman, that he was guilty of such a thing, and yet we 
pension him; and now a good woman, as this record must dem- 
onstrate, because we hear nothing to the contrary, simply becauss 
she forty or fifty years ago was not by every technicality of law 


| married to him, although she was faithful to him to the grave. 


and honors and respects his memory to-day, here in the face of, I 
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hope, a generous Congress he says that she was not his legal mar- | 


ried wife, and therefore Congress should not give her the $12 the 
husband was due under the law of to-day. 


Mr. Chairman, law does not make virtue nor morals, but pro- | 


tects each. 
said, that she was otherwise than his wife in fact, whether in law 
or not. There may be to-day orphan children or grandchildren 
elamoring around her knees, their little stomachs pinched with 
hunger, and here is the great Congress, with a Treasury packed 


There is nothing in this record to show. as I have | 


with money, so muchso that. we have to send it out to the country | 


banks to keep them from breaking possibly, or keep the money. in 
circulation, and yet, Mr. Chairman, we stand here and balk; this 


great Congress halts on giving this aged: and infirm woman what | 
her husband was entitled to have and did receive, when, the fact | 
is, coming from the representations of the gentleman himself, she | 
was a better woman than be was a man, because he perpetrated | 


a frand on her; yet, nevertheless, wifelike and true, she clung to 
him like the ivy about the old and shivered oak until his last 
battle was fought, the last roll call was heard, and now we stand 
here to-day hesitating about giving such a wife as that a twelve- 
dollar pension. 


The woman is humiliated, I. dare say, whenever she is visited | 
by people, if visited at all. She is forced to avoid them because | 
she was not his legal wife, and without her fault, althongh she | 


clung to him with unremitting devotion to the last. 

I do not know the unfortunate woman, I never heard of her un- 
til this bill was read from the desk, and possibly will never hear 
of her again; but I think that simple justice demands, as this is a 
peculiar case—a remarkable case of loyalty, love, and devotion of 
a good woman fora man who at one time in his life abused her 
confidence, while she was loyal and good down to his graye—that 
we should put a premium upon such loyalty, such love, such de- 
votion. [Applause. | 


Tennessee was rejected. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise and report its action on the several bills to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Garpner of New Jersey, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House, reported that that committee had 
had under consideration sundry bills upon the Private Calendar 
and had direeted him to report back Senate bill 1543 with the 
recommendation that it be recommitted to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions; that the committee had also directed him to report 
sundry other bills with amendments with the recommendation 
that the amendments be adopted and that the bills do pass; also 
certain other bills without amendments with the recommendation 
that they do pass. 

PENSION BILLS PASSED. 


reported from the Committee of the Whole House. 


of the Woole House with amendments, were severally considered, 
the amendments agreed to, the bills as amended ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time, read the third time, and passed: 

H. R. 937. A bill granting an increase of pension to M. A. Shel- 
ton (title amended) ; 

H. R. 6562. A bill granting an increase of pension to Frances 
Thompson (title amended); 

HB, R. 3665. A bill granting-an increase of pension to Henry C. 
Jones: 

H. R. 5611. A bill granting a pension to. Juliette Westbrook; 

H. R. 2920, A bill granting an increase of pension to Daniel W. 
Huffman; 

H. RB. 4157. A bill granting an increase of pension to Adam Kohl- 
h 


auff; 
H. R. 3836. A bill granting an increase of pension. to, David H. 
Thompson; 
H. R. 138. A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry Hale; 
H. R. 7756. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charlies 
Schroder; 
H. R. 6947. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
H. Cooper; 
H. R. 8876. A bill granting an. increase of pension to J. J. Smith 
(title amended); 
H. R. 8920. A bill granting-a pension to Harriet A. Tucker; 
H. R. 165, A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


a 
ne — A bill granting an increase of pension to Gustus 8. 
phe 
H. B. 6085. A bill granting a pension. to Anna M. Mnier-Moyer 
(title amended) ; 











D 


H. BR. 4887. A bill granting a pension to George N. Thorpe (title 
amended); 

Hf. R. 2016: A bill granting an increase of pension to George 
Gardner; 

H. R. 249. A bill granting a pension to May Shields Mitchell 
(title amended) ; 

H. R. 5471. A bill granting an-increase of pension to A. Marion 
Gamble; 

H. BR. 4937. A. bill granting an increase of pension to. Emily 
Conklin; 

H. R. 610. A bill granting an increase of pension to. Samuel 
Alexander; 

H..R. 6588. A bill granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Cummings; 

H. BR. 8058. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Underhill; 

H. R. 7699. A bill granting an increase of pension. to Martha 
Del’ Banco Cunningham (title amended); 

H. R. 6705. A bill granting an increase of pension to Edwin A, 
Foreman (title amended) ; 

H.R. 4365. A bill granting a pension to Barney. L. Brookins; 

H. R. 7682. A bill. granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Howard; 

H. R.. 134, A bill granting a pension to Wilhelmina Miller. 

BH. R. 5699. A bill granting an increase of pension to James P. 
Johnson; 

H. R. 4457. A bill granting an increase of pension.to Mary E. 
Meldrum: 

H. BR. 4045. A bill granting a pension to Minnie Gusler; 

H. R. 3815. A bill granting an increase of pension: to Hester E. 
Mooney; 

H. R. 4276. A bill granting an increase of pension to. H., B, Bur- 


7 | ritt (title amended) ; 
The question was taken, and the amendment of Mr, Gatnss of | 


H. BR. 3037. A bill granting:a pension to William Bieber; 

H.R. 1487. A. bill granting an increase of pension to D. T. 
Drake (title amended); 

H. BR. 2183. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph A. 


| Soule: 


H. R. 1497. A bill granting an increase of pension to Dana Cook; 

H., R. 5199.. A bill granting.a pension to Tracy M, Johnson (title 
amended) ; 

= R. 865. A bill granting an. increase of pension to Charles C. 
Chase: 

H. R. 8187. A bill granting an increase of pension. to George 
Jeffrey; 

H. R. 681. A bill granting an increase of pension to Ella P. 
Kersteter (title amended) ; 

H. R, 4114. A bill granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Carns (title amended); 

H. R. 4251, A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


Hinkle; 


H. R. 2111. A bill granting a pension to Henry D. Tousley (title 


| amended); 
The House then proceeded to the consideration of the bills just | 


FB. RB. 4325. A bill. granting an increase of pension to John Amen 


| Sills (title amended) ; 
House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee | 


B. RB. 3298. A bill granting a pension to Mary E, Pennock; 

H. R.. 6036. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
Shafer; 

BH. R. 6701. A bill granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Reeds; 

H. BR. 5634. A bill granting. an increase of pension to Robert L. 
Miles: 

H. R. 1816. A bill granting an increase of pension to George W. 


ay; 
H. R. 2427. A bill granting a. pension to Cyntliia Thomas (title 
amended) ; 

BH. RB. 2982. A bill granting a pension to Dudley R. W. Williams; 

H. R. 6879. A bill for the relief of 8. A. Finnell (title amended); 

H. R. 475. A bill granting a pension to Alfred: C: Isachsen (title 
amended) ; 

H. R. $740. A bill granting an increase of pension to Mary G. 
Bonesteel; 

H. R. 660. A bill granting an increase of pension to. John Sines 
(title amended) ; 

ER. 708. A bill granting a pension to Robert P. Baker (title 
amended) ; 

H. R. 5617. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
P. Hereford; 

H. B..5584, A. bill granting an increase of pension to Adaline 
Shaw’ Lovejoy; 
H. BR. 4031. A bill granting an increase of pension to Samuel R. 


asson: 
H. B..6582.. A bill granting an increase of pension to Harry 


er; 
H. R. 5588. A bill granting a pension to Jane Elizabeth Bullock; 
H. R. 8728. A bill granting a pension to Matilda Lafferty; 
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H. R. 7568. A bill granting an increase of pension to W. W. | H. R. 6426. A bill granting a pension to David J. Beidler (title 


Rowlett (title amended) ; 
H. R. 3617. A bill for the relief of Charles M. Everett (title 


amended) ; : . , 
H. R. 2477. A bill granting an increase of pension to Frank J. 


McLaughlin; 


| amended); 

H. R. 5883. A bill granting an increase of pension to David 
Warentz; 

H. R. 5818. A bill granting an increase of pension to Philip 
Snow: 


H. R. 5609. A bill granting an increase of pension to B. F. | 


Grigsby (title amended) ; 


H. R. 7095. A bill granting an increase of pension to Harrison | 


H. Hakes; 
H. 


1. R. 7798. A bill granting an increase of pension to Andrew | 
| Shepherd (title amended): 


Black; 
H. R. 8342. 
amended) ; 
H. R, 3272. 
Hardy; 
H. R. 1156. A bill granting an increase of pension to John Pan- 
ratz: 
on R, 8123. A bill granting a pension to Eliza Stoddard Smith 
(title amended) ; 
H. R. 7355. A 
Barrett; 


A bill granting a pension to Horace E. Davis (title 


bill granting an increase of pension to Henry 


A bill granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth | 


H. R. 4578, A bill granting a pension to Catharine M. McClana. | 


an; 
H. R. 7477. A bill granting an increase of pension to Cyrenius 
Dennis (title amended); 


H. R. 3345. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles P. | 


Clarke; 

H. R. 4987. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
Y. M. Wilkerson: 

H. R. 529. A bill granting a pension to Emma H. Higley: 

H. R. 727. A bill granting an increase of pension to James K. 
Blye; 

H. R. 2194, A bill granting a pension to Mary Dewire; 

H. R. 5720, A bill granting an increase of pension to William T. 
Filler; 

H. R. 7757. A bill granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
Davidheiser (title amended) ; 
. H. R. 7594. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 

filler; 

H. R. 6028. A bill granting an increase of pension to Anton 
Heffron (title amended); 

H. R. 3407. A bill granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Lewis; 

H. R. 7439. 
amended) ; 

H. R. 8207. 
Johnson; 

H. R. 2040. 
a R. 6023. 

Vigert; 

H. R. 6342, 
amended) ; 

H. R. 6089. A bill granting an increase of pension to Emma 
Louisa Nagle (title amended): 

H. R, 5972. A bill granting an increase of pension to Edward A. 
Wilbur; 

H. R. 2122. A bill granting a pension to O. H. Lyon (title 
amended) ; 

H. R. 9029, A bill granting a pension to Georgia S. Barbour 
(title amended); 
m. R. 5718. A bill granting an increase of pension to Adolph 

eiser; 

H. R, 5367 
Moore; 

H. R. 2852. A bill granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
J. Yeomans; 

H. R. 4323. 

H. R. 6061 
Brown (title amended); 

H, R. 3616, A bill granting a pension to James W. Davis (title 
amended) ; 

H. R. 9583, A bill granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Hargis, sr. (title amended); 

H. R. 7732. A bill granting a pension to Mary Chenowith (title 
amended ) ; 
a R. 7447, A bill granting an increase of pension to William 

ey; 

H. R. 9030. A bill granting a pension to John Daly (title 

amended) ; 


A bill granting a pension to Helen M. Bates (title 
A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 


A bill granting a pension to James Anderson; 
A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 


A bill granting a pension to Thomas Springer (title 


. A bill granting an increase of pension to Franklin 


A bill granting an increase of pension to Mary Wurtz; 


H. R, 5555, A bill granting an increase of pension to James R. | 


es (title amended) ; 
H. R. 


6994, A bill granting an increase of pension to Theresa | 


Nebrich; 
H. R. 8717. A bill granting a pension to Henry Edwards (title 
amended) ; 


. A bill granting an increase of pension to Alphus D. | 








H. R. 4915. A bill granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Hibbert; 

H. R. 5391 
amended): 

H. R. 4526. A bill granting an increase of pension to William J. 


. A bill granting a pension to James Keleher (title 


H. R. 4136. A bill granting an increase of pension to Caleb Ar- 
1D R. 3521. A bill granting an increase of pension to John Haw- 
ae R. 3411. A bill granting an increase of pension to William J. 
nn. 3337. A bill granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 


Craigue: 

H. R. 3172. A bill granting an increase of pension to Robert E. 
Pogue: 

H. R. 2809. A bill granting an increase of pension to John Watt; 
whe R. 2553. A bill granting an inerease of pension to George 

Jintz; 

H. R. 1883. A bill granting a pension to Harriet A. Cook; 

H. R. 1330. A bill granting a pension to Samuel W. Searles; 

H. R. 812. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
Emery: 

H. R. 7079. A bill granting an increase of pension to John J. 
Fleming: 


H. R. 754. A bill granting a pension to John M. Lawton: 

H. R. 6352. A bill granting a pension to Mary Huff and her five 
children (title amended); 

H. R. 195. A bill granting a pension to Michael J. Landy (title 
amended) : 

H. R. 8850. A bill granting a pension to Thomas Joyce (title 
amended); 

H. R. 4946. A bill to restore James F. Wheeler to the pension 
roll (title amended): 
H. R. 8916. A bill for the relief of Susie G. Seabury (title 

amended); 

H. R. 6547. 

H. R. 7799. 
amended); 

H. R. 7072. A bill granting a pension to Mary MeCall: 

H. R. 6091. A bill granting an increase of pension to John W, 
Brown: 

H. R. 6020. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
P. Conner: 

H. R. 2822 
amended ; 

, H. R. 2916. A bill granting an increase of pension to Francis S. 
loward: 

H. R. 2912. A bill granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Jones 
(title amended): and 

H. R. 219. A bill granting a pension to M. J. Burton, widow of 
Thomas Burton (title amended). 

House bills of the following titles, favorably reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House without amendment, were sever- 
ally considered, ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed: 

H. R. 689. A bill granting an increase of pension to Edgar 


A bill granting a pension to John Holzer. 
A bill to increase the pension of John O. Rice (title 


. A bill granting a pension to Louisa Phillips (title 


Chapman: 

H. R. 6005. A bill granting an increase of pension to George B. 
Davis: 

H. R. 1294. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 


McBrien: 
H. R. 3299. 
H. R. 5872. 


A bill granting a pension to Medie M. Flanders; 
A bill granting a pension to Mariah Kuechler: 


H. R. 6442. A bill granting an increase of pension to James P. 
Wallace: 

H. R. 198. A bill granting an increase of pension to Emmett Cole; 

H. R. 2923. A bill granting an increase of pension to John G, 
Fairchild; 

H. R. 3032. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
Pettenger; 

H. R. 8748. A bill for the relief of Serenus Kilbourne; 

H.R. 1859. A bill granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Cannon; 

H. R. 6032. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 8. 
Bellows; 

H. R. 3367. A bill granting an increase of pension to George W. 


Serby; 
H. R. 734, A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry S. 
McAlister; 
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H. R. 6025. A bill granting an increase of pension to aa 
Herzog; 

H. R. 1855. A bill granting a pension to Harriett B. Riley; 

H. R. 1906. A bill granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Blanchard; ; 

H. R. 5865. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
Harlan; 

H. R. 5179. A bill granting a pension to Joseph J. Murray; 

H. R. 4759. A bill granting an increase of pension to David P. 
McDonald; and 
- H. R. 3435. A bill granting an increase of pension to John M. 

ratt. 

Senate bills of the following tities, favorably reported from the 
Committee of the Whole without amendment, were severally con- 
sidered, ordered toa third reading, read the third time, and passed: 

8. 1498. An act granting an increase of pension to Winslow P, 
Eayrs; 

= 1497. An act granting an increase of pension to Walter F. 
Chase; 

S$. 12. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis E. 
Chase; 

S. 190. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Bell; 

S. 744, An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen Gas- 
coigne; 

S. 745. An act granting a pension to John Swenson; 

S. 930. An act. granting an increase of -pension to Ferdinand 
Wiedemann; 

S. 547. An act granting an increase of pension to Irving W. | 
} 





Coombs; 

S. 471. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas Meserve; 
S. 1491. An act granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Hoover: 

S. 929. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Stermer; 

S 182. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
Holt: 

S. 1826. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Cutts; 

S. 1429. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth C. 
Paquin; 

S. 1335. Anact granting an increase of pension to Calvin Daws; 

S. 1487. An act granting an increase of pension to Clarence E. 
Bullard; 

S. 959. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew C. 
Ranari: 

S. 1259. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Stanyan; 

S. 1402. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Paul; 

S. 814. An act granting a pension to Mamie Thayer; 

S. 821. An act granting an increase of pension to W. Neil Den- | 
nison: | 

S. 847. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. Bev- | 
eridge: 

S. 798. An act granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Templeton; 

S. 589. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
McMullen: 

S. 898. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Carter; 

S. 587. An act granting an increase of pension to Anson P. 
Williamson; 

S. 484. An act granting a pension to Nancy 8S. Marsh; 

S. 505. An act granting an-increase of pension to James E. | 
Barnard; 

S. 478. An act granting an increase of pension to Olive J. Bailey; | 


S. 473. An act granting an increase of pension to Byron D. Bab- | 
cock; 

S. 14 An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. 
Perry: 

S. 451, An act granting an increase of pension to William T. 
Conant: 

S. 452 An act granting an increase of pension to Albert W. | 
Bullock: 

S. 1827, An act granting an increase of pension to Harris A. P. 
Lewis; 

S. 9. An act granting an increase of pension to David E. Bur- | 
bank; . 

S. 456. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Pierce; 

S. 13. An act granting an increase of pension to William Clark; 

S. 586. An act granting a pension to Annie H. Zoll; 

S. 987. An act granting an increase of pension to Rudolph 
Siebelist. : 5 

S. 555. An act granting an increase of pension to Royal A. 8. 
Kingsley; 
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S. 578. An act granting an increase of pension to John Bulla- 
more: 

8. 458. Anact granting an increase of pension to Charles Beattie; 

5. 1988. An act granting an increase of pension to Aldridge Pat- 
terson; 

S. 1825. An act granting a pension to Josephine L. Webber; 

S. 1559. An act granting an increase of pension to Marie A. 
Rask; and 
. = An act granting an increase of pension to Joel C. Shep- 

erd. 

Senate bills of the fo lowing titles, favorably reported from the 
Committee of the Whole, with amendments, were severally con- 
sidered, the amendments agreed to, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed: 

8. 1334. An act granting a pension to Amy C. Bosworth (title 
amended); 

S. 1760. An act granting a pension to Ann A. Devore; and 

S. 200. An act granting an increase of pension to Austin Almy, 

The bill (S. 1543) granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Johnson was recommitted to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions in accordance with the recommendation of the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask unanimous consent that in the case of 


| each of these bills acted upon by the House a motion to recon- 
| sider be regarded as entered, and that the motion be laid on the 


table. 
There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


HORSES, CARRIAGES, ETC., AT GOVERNMENT EXPENSE, 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a privileged re- 
port from the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 151. 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, requested to 
furnish this House, at his earliest convenience, a statement showing the 
number of horses, carriages, and automobiles maintained at Government ex- 
pense for the use of officials in his Department, together with a statement 
showing the cost of said horses, carriages, automobiles, and harness, and the 
amount of wages paid to men acting as coachmen, footmen, and chauffeurs, 
whether carried on the rolls as such or in some other classification; also, the 
list of officials entitled to the use of said carriages. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, the committee report a substi- 
tute in lieu of the resolution; which I will ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, requested to 
furnish this House, at his earliest convenience, a statement showing the num- 
ber of horses, carriages, and automobiles maintained at Government expense 
for the use of officials in his Department, together with a statement showing 
the cost of said horses, carriages, automobiles, and harness, the date of pur- 
chase, from what fund the payment was made, and the amount of w: paid 
to men acting as coachmen, footmen, and chauffeurs, whether carried on the 


| rolls as such or in some other classification; also the list of officials entitled to 
| the use of said carriages, and the purposes for which said vehicles are used. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


FREE ENTRY OF CERTAIN ARTICLES AND MATERIALS, 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9658) to provide for 
the withdrawal, free of duty under bond, for incorporated insti- 
tutions established for religious, philosophical, educational, scien- 


| tific, or literary purposes, of articles and materials exhibited at 


the Louisiana Purchase Exposition. 
The Clerk read the bill as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to permit, at the expiration of the Louisiana Purchase Exposition, 


| the withdrawal, free of duty, y any State or municipality or any incorpo- 
0 


rated institution establish r rel gious, palicsognicel, educational, scien- 
tific, or literary Pm. of any articles and materials imported under bond 
for exhibition at said exposition and donated to any such institution; the exhi- 
bition bonds given on original entry of the articles at St. Louis, Mo., to be can- 
celed only on the production of evidence satisfactory to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, showing the donation and the bona fide acceptance of the articles 
and materials, but bonds shall be given under such rules and regulations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, conditioned for the permanent, 
preservation of the articles by the donee and for the payment of lawful 
duties which may accrue should any of the articles and materials aforesaid 
be sold, transferred, or used contrary to this provision; and such articles 
shall be subject, at any time, to examination and ins on by the proper 
officers of the customs: Provided, That the privilege thus conferred shall not 
be allowed to associations or cocporesems engaged in business of a private or 
commercial character: Provided further, That nothing herein contained shall 
prevent the withdrawal, free of duty, of the articles enumerated in and under 
the conditions prescribed by paragraphs 503, 638, 649, 702, and 703 of the tariff 
act of July 24, 1897. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to provide for the withdrawal, free 
of duty under bond, from the Louisiana Purchase Exposition of any articles 
and materials donated to incorporated institutions established for religious, 
philosophical, educational, scientific, or literary purposes, or to any State or 
municipal corporation.” 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker,I would state that this bill is re- 
ported from the Ways and Means Committee and that it is a unani- 


ee 
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mous report. The bill has been asked for by the Treasury Depart- 
ment to enable articles imported for the sea of exhibition at 
the Louisiana Purchase Exposition to be donated to these various 
institutions, including States and municipalities, which could not 
otherwise be done without the payment of these duties. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the bill ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the title will be amended. 

There was no objection. 

On motion of Mr. TAWNEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS, 


Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the resolution which I will send 
to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land Claims be, and hereby is, 
authorized to have printed such papets and documents as may be necessary 
for the business of said committee during the present Congress. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous | 


consent for the present consideration of the resolution which has 
just been reported. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would ask the gentleman from Illinois if it is usual for that com- 
mittee to have that resolution passed? 

Mr. SMITH of [llinois. We have had it before. 
mittee does work occasionly, at least. 

Mr. PAYNE. Has the committee had any hearings? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. A good many—a great many. 

Mr. PAYNE. At this present session of Congress? 

Mr. SMITH of [llinois. We will have a hearing on Monday 
next. 

Mr. PAYNE. I say during this present session, has that com- 
mittee had any hearings? 

Mr. SMITH of Hlinois. 
next. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, Mr. Speaker, I think we had better wait 
until there is occasion for it. I shall have to object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects. 


ILLUSTRATIONS FOR REPORT ON NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the order which I will send to the desk 
and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That the Public Printer be authorized to furnish such illustra- 
tions as may be required by the Committee on Naval Affairs in its report on 
the naval appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the order which has just 
been reported. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the order, 

The order was agreed to. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


By unanimous consent, the following change of reference was 
made: 

The bill (S. 128) granting an increase of pension to Clara M. 
Gihon, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


That com- 


Not yet; but we will have on Monday 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. BurLEson, for one week, on account of business. 
important business. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. WILSON of 


| REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS 
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rows, Georgia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Lee Crouch, administrator of estate of Abram Crouch, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, calling attention 
to certain cases in which sites for public buildings can not be 
acquired within the limit of cost—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
papers relating to granting annual leaves of absence to gaugers, 
storekeepers, and storekeepers’ gaugers in the Internal-Revenue 
Service—to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for naval station at Guanta- 
na:no, Cuba—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 





AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Ruie XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. BOUTELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4818) providing 


| for an additional officer in the district of Chicago, in the coilec- 


tion district of Indiana and Illinois, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 447), which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whoie House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
5811) to authorize the Norfolk and Western Railway Company 


| to bridge the Tug Fork of Big Sandy River at certain points 


where the same forms the boundary line between the States of 
West Virginia and Kentucky or the boundary line between the 
States of West Virginia and Virginia, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 448); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8883) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Monon- 
gahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania, by the Eastern Rail- 
road Company, reported the same with amendment, accempanied 


| by a report (No. 449); which said bill and report was referred to 
, the House. Calendar. 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8692) to authorize the apprehension and detention of insane per- 
sons in the District of Columbia, and providing for their tempo- 
rary commitment in the Government Hospital for the Insane, and 
for other purposes, reported the same with amendment, accom- 


| panied by a report (No. 450); which said bill and report were re- 


ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. from the Cominittee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. R. 9308) permitting the building of a dam across the 


| Mississippi River between the counties of Wright and Sherburne, 


in the State of Minnesota, reported the same with amendment, 


| accompanied by a report (No. 452); which said bill and report 
To Mr. Huaues of West Virginia, for ten days, on account of | 


Arizona to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving | 


copies, the papers in the case of David K. Wardwell, Fifty-seventh 
Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Then, on motion of Mr. Payne, at 3 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m. 
the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
nee were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
ollows: : 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of survey of Skidaway Nar- 





| without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 454); 


were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7869) in 
relation to bonds on contracts with the District of Columbia, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 453); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8688) to transfer jurisdiction of reserva- 
tion No. 32, in the city of Washington, D. C., reported the same 
which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7024) to name streets, alleys, highways, 
and reservations in that part of the District of Columbia outside 


| of the city of Washington, and for other purposes, reported the 


same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 455); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10220) for the relief of Telisha Webb—Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 10711) granting a pension to Mary Henrietta Bas- 
ton—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10476) granting a pension to Charles B. Gallagher— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10488) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
W. Barber—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2202) to provide for the payment of arrearage of 
salary due to inspectors of customs for the district of Huron, 
Mich., and so forth—Committee on Ways and Means discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims, 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials | 


of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 10858) to provide for the 
erection of a public building and acquire a site therefor at Mount 
Clemens, Mich.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. J 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 10859) regulating the settle- 
ment of the accounts between the United States and the several 


States relative to the disposal of the public lands, and for other | 


purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
By Mr. SHULL: A bill (H. R. 10860) to provide for site and 
ublic building at South Bethlehem, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 
By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 10361) to equalize the rank 


and pay of certain retired officers of the Navy and Marine Corps— | 


to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 10862) to 
confer jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to hear and deter- 
mine the claims of churches, lodges, and educational or eleemosy- 
nary institutions arising from the late civil war—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 10863) to provide for the pur- | 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at | 


Lanrel, in the State of Mississippi—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10864) to provide for the purchase of a site | 


and the erection of a public building thereon at Gulfport, in the 
State of Mississippi—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 


By Mr. RIDER: A bill (H. R. 10865) to provide for placing in | 
the public schools of the District of Columbia copies of the bust | 


of George Washington—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 10866) to amend section 68 of 
volume 28 of the United States Statutes at Large—to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 10867) to make it a felony for 
any ofiicer of any national bank or banking institution to receive 
any deposit of money or other valuable property after such officer 
has knowledge that such bank is insolvent or in failing circum- 
stances—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 10868) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and erection of a public building thereon at Lewes, 
in the State of Delaware—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 10869) to apply a portion of 
the proceeds of the sales of public lands to the endowment of 
schools or departments of mines and mining in connection with 
the colleges established in the several States under the provisions 
of an act approved July 2, 1862, entitled ‘“‘An act donating public 
lands to the several States and Territories which may provide col- 
leges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts,’’ and 
for similar purposes, being a further supplement to said act—to 
the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. OTIS: A bill (H. R. 10870) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at the city of Yonkers, N. Y.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. RAINEY: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 85) to lower 
the height of the Government dams in the Illinois River at Kamps- 
ville and Lagrange 2 feet—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
= following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 
By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 10872) to correct the military 
| record of John Marlow—to the Committee on M litary Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10373) granting a pension to Malona Brown— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10874) granting a pension to M. M. Lyndall 
Goddard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10875) granting a pension to Ellen Warner— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10876) granting a pension to Mrs. Edward 
M. Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10877) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Thomas Albright—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10878) to remove the charge of desertion 
against William C. Jones—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 10879) to remove the charge of desertion 
| against Daniel Fleming—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10880) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Cornelius Hardin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10881) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Thomas Egan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10882) to remove the charge of desertion 
| against Albert Stratton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10883) granting an increase of pension to 
Minerva T. Gillispie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10884) granting an increase of pension to 
| John I, Cook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 10885) granting an increase of pension to 
John Arnold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10886) granting an increase of pension to 
| Florence N. Leathem—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 10887) granting an increase of pension to 
| Monroe D. Bishop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








Also, a bill (H. R. 10888) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10889) granting an increase of pension to 
Lianthia T. Grumley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ~ 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 10890) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of William H. Spradling— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10891) for the 
relief of Julius A. Kaiser—to the Committee on Claims. 
| By Mr. DANTELS: A bill (H. R. 10892) to correct the military 
| record of David Campbell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 10898) for the relief of Elias 
E. Barnes—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 10894) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles Ballentyne—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 10895) to authorize the 
President to appoint Col. Henry Lippincott, United States Army, 
retired, to the grade of brigadier-general, United States Army, on 
the retired list—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10896) for the relief of Lucy M. Fisher—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 10897) for the rel'ef of Bolser 
H. Pullen, of McDowell, Highland County, Va.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 10898) granting a pension to 
William D. Pemberton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: A bill (H. R. 10899) granting an increase of 
pension to Benjamin Jelliff—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10800) granting a pension to Laura B. Car- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: A bill (H. R. 10901) granting an increase 
of pension to John Quinn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 10902) granting a pension 
to Jerry B. Gilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10903) for the relief of Fannie H. Christo- 
pher—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 10904) granting a pension 





By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 10871) to further | to Edson H. Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


provide for the redemption of mutilated United States paper cur- 


By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 10905) for the relief of the Salem 


rency and to maintain the cleanliness of the circulation—to the | Baptist Church, of Clarke County, Va.—to the Committee on 


Committee on Banking and Currency. 


War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 10906) for the relief of the Mount Zion By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (R. R. 10940) to pay Joel Oswalt 
Church of United Brethren, Frederick County, Va.—to the Com- | for stones and supplies—to the Committee on War Claims. 


1904. 





mittee on War Claims. é a By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 10941) granting an increase 
By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 10907) for the relief of John | of pension to Mary Dougherty—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Lewis Young—to the Committee on War Claims. sions. 


By Mr. HINSHAW; A bill (H. R. 10908) granting an increase| By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 10942) granting an increase 
of pension to Hanley B, Closson—to the Committee on Invalid - pension to John E. Baldwin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10909) granting an increase of pension ot | Also, a bill (H. R. 10948) granting a pension to Joseph Wolf— 
John 8. Beardsley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 10910) to pay Elijah Patrick,; By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 10944) to remove 
of Salyersville, Ky., for two years’ service in the late war as cap- | charge of desertion from the record of Robert Moore—to the 
tain of a company of volunteers, and granting him a pension—to | Committee on Military Affairs. 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | . | Also, a bill (H. R. 10945) granting a pension to Lola Qualls—to 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (A. R. 10911) granting & | the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
pension to Lewis Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Also, a bill (H. R. 10946) granting a pension to Susan Wycaugh— 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10912) granting a pension to Leonard J. | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Whitney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Also, a bill (H. R. 10947) granting a pension to Eliza M. Crisell— 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 10913) for _ to the Committee on Pensions. 
the relief of the estate of Nancy Barrow, deceased, late of Bolivar | Also, a bill (H. R. 10948) granting an increase of pension to 
County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. John N. Matthews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 10914) for the relief of the estate of A. W.| Also, a bill (H. R. 10949) granting an increase of pension to 
McAllister, deceased, late of Washington County, Miss.—to the Larkin L. Hensley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Committee on War Claims. 3 | Also, a bill (H. R. 10950) granting an increase of pension to 
By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 10915) for the relief of J.C. Pee- | William Clark—to the Committee on Pensions. 

ples—to the Committee on War Claims, : ._ | Also, a bill (H. R. 10951) granting an increase of pension to 
By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 10916) for the relief of Morris McDonald Bumgarner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

F. Cawley—to the Committee on Claims. : | Also,a bill (H. R. 10952) granting an increase of pension to 
Also, a bill, (H, R. 10917) for the relief of Samuel M. Pitzer— John F. Oruts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 10953) granting an increase of pension to 


By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 10918) for the relief of W. M. Henry H. Hallman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Coulling—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. LILLEY: A bill (H. R. 10919) granting an increase of 





pension to Susan E. Oliver—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- ra 
ainnek PETITIONS, ETC. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 10920) for the relief of Julius Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
T'rank—to the Committee on War Claims. were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 10921) for the relief By Mr. ACHESON: Resolution of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
of William E. Walker—to the Committee on War Claims. Philadelphia, relative to an act to regulate commerce—to the Com- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10922) for the relief of the legal representa- mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
tives of Gincey Edwards, deceased—to the Committee on War Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 1271, for the relief of Mrs. 


Claims. Jane W. Mason—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 10923) granting a pension By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Paper relating to the services 
to I. Winslow Ayer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. of Rev. John William Runkel during the Revolution—to the Com- 
By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10924) mittee on the Library. 
granting an increase of pension to Cline Morris—to the Commit- By Mr. BADGER: Petitions of citizens of Central College and 
tee on Invalid Pensions. Westerville, Ohio, in favor of the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver 


By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 10925) directing the issue of a bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
check in lien of a lost check drawn m favor of the Pittsburg Shear, By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of A. V. Wilson, of Elk Creek, 
Knife and Machine Company, now the Heppenstall Forge and WNebr.,in favor of Sunday closing of Lewis and Clark Exposition— 
Knife Company, of Pittsburg, Pa»—to the Committee on Claims. to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 10926) granting an Also, petition of David L. Smith, of Tecumseh, Nebr., in favor 
increase of pension to Andrew J. Gardiner—to the Committee on of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Invalid Pensions. Also, petition of B. W. Marsh, of Auburn, Nebr., against sale 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10927) granting an increase of pension to of liquor in Government buildings—to the Committee on Alco- 
Amanda J. Cowan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. holic Liquor Traffic. 
By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 10928) granting a pension to By Mr. DRAPER: Resolution of the Central Federation of 
William H. Wendell—to the Committee on Pensions. Labor, of Troy, N. Y., relating to the immigration laws—to the 
By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 10929) for Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
the relief of the heirs of George Orville Ragland, deceased, late By Mr. EMERICH: Letter of Chicago Mailers’ Union, No. 2, 
of Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. favoring eight-hour and anti-injunction bills—to the Committee 
By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 10980) for the relief of Louisa J. | on Labor. 
Grau—to the Committee on Claims. Also, resolution of Amalgamated Woodworkers’ International 


By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 10931) granting an increase of _ Local Union, No. 7, of Chicago, favoring repeal of desert-land 
ea to Christopher O’Hara—to the Committee on Invalid law—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


ensions, Also, letter of S. Karpen & Bros., of Chicago. favoring untaxed 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 10932) granting a pension to wood alcohol for use in arts and manufactures—to the Commit- 
Eliza Woolard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 10933) for the relief of Also, resolution of Paint Grinders’ Association of the United 
John Heberer—to the Committee on War Claims. States, relative to increasing power of Interstate Commerce Com- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10934) for the relief of Emeline E. Musgrave— mission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
to the Committee on Claims. Also, letter of New York and Chicago Road Association, favor- 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 10935) for the relief of Rebecca ing betterment of highways—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Mayo—to the Committee on Pensions. | Also, letter of the International Union of Steam Engineers, 


By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 10936) granting anincrease favoring eight-hour and anti-injunction bills—to the Committee 
of pension to George R. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- on Labor. 
sions. Also, letter and resolution of Illinois Manufacturers’ Associa- 
By Mr. SPIGHT: A bill (H. R. 10937) for the relief of D. W. | tion, favoring establishment of naval headquarters for the pur- 
Carpenter, of Marshall County, Miss.—to the Committee on War | chase of supplies in Chicago—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Claims. | _ Also, resolution of Local Union No. 135, Amalgamated Meat 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10988) for the relief of the Old School Pres- | Cutters and Butchers of North America, favoring repeal of desert- 
byterian Church, at the town of Panola, Panola County, Miss.— | land act—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
to the Committee on War Claims. Also, resolution of the Commercial Telegraphers’ Union of 
By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 10939) | America, favoring passage of an eight-hour bill and anti-injunc- 
granting an increase of pension to Jesse Harrison—to the Com- | tion law—to the Committee on Labor. 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. Also, letter, resolution, and report of the Grand Army of the 
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Republic, in favor of a service-pension law—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 9373, 
to increase pension of James Pollard—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOOD: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Balser H. Pullin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Petition of Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Worthfield, Vt., against sale of liquor in 
Government buildings, etc.—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. FULLER: Resolution of Hurlbut Post, No. 164, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Belvidere, Ml. , in favor of a service-pension 
law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petition of vessel owners, 
fishermen, and others, of Gloucester and Swampscott, Mass., pray- 
ing that Congress authorize payment of bounty on dogfish sufii- 
cient to insure their extermination—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the Coal Club of Boston, favoring arbitra- 
tion treaties between Unitei States and Great Britain—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Petition of Outdoor Art League of 
California, for the preservation of the big trees of California—to 
the Cominittee on the Public Lands. 


Also, resolution of New York Board of Trade and Transporta- | 


tion, against repeal of the national bankruptcy biill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of F. C. Linde, Hamilton & Co.,in favor of 
eee anticoupon bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, resolution of Medal of Honor Legion of New York City, 
favoring passage of bills H. R. 6477 and S. 972, relative to service 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Petition of citizens of Green Bay Township, 


Iowa, relative to the improvement of upper Mississippi River—to 
| 


the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. HINSHAW: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 8755, | 


granting an increase of pension to Eugene Schilling—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HITT: Resolution of E. D. Kittoe Post, No. 502, Grand | 
Army of the Republic, Galena, Ill., in favor of a service-pension | 


bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Resolution of Fourth Im- 
mune Command. No. 15, Spanish War Veterans, of Washington, 
D. C., in favor of amuseum of war as a memorial—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LANNING: Resolution of Aaron Wilkes Post, No. 23, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Trenton, N. J.,in favor of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LILLEY: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 


crease of pension to Susan E. Oliver—to the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of the Medal of Honor Legion 
of New York City, favoring placing on a service-pension roll 
soldiers who have received medal of honor from Congress—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, resolution of the Manufacturers’ Association of New | 


York, against repeal of the national bankruptcy act—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompzny claim of 
Wiliam E. Walker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Gincy Edwards—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: Papers to accompany 


bill H. R. 3399, granting a pension to Rebecca De Wald—to the | 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. papers to accompany bill granting increase of pension to 
Cline Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany 
House bill for the relief of the heirs of George Orville Ragland— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. RIDER: Resolution of the Manufacturers’ Association | 


of New York, against repeal of the national bankruptcy law—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Resolutions of Volunteer Post, No. 715, 
of Toledo; Ford Post, No. 14, of Toledo; Wiley Post, No. 46, of 
Bowling Green; Bronson Post, No. 85, of Jersey City; Forsyth 
Post, No. 15, of Toledo; Harry Caster Post, No. 56, of Haskins; 
Page Post, No. 471, of Syloania; Brintand McBride Post, No. 225, 
of Richfield Center, and Charles B. Mitchell Post, No. 84, of Mau- 
mee, Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service- 
pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

- By Mr.SPIGHT: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of Old 
School Presbyterian Church—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, papers to accoinpany bill for the relief of D. W. Carpen- 
ter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STANLEY: Resolution of the Tobacco Board of Trade, 
Hopkinsville, Ky., relative to amending the revenue laws—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of the St. Joseph's 
Roman Catholic Benefit Association, of Muenster, Tex., against 
passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bills—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Memorial of the Upper 
Mississippi River Improvement Association, relative to the im- 

rovement of the upper Mississippi River—to the Committee on 

ivers and Harbors. 
| By Mr. TRIMBLE: Papers to accompany claim of Irene E. 
| Johnson, administratrix—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Resolution of Alexander Post, 
| No. 89, Grand Army of the Republic, of Flora, II1., in favor of the 
| passage of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 
| Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Susan 
| Wycough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, papers to accompany bill to correct military record of Rob- 
| ert Moore—-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Lola 
| Qualls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting increase of pension to 
Henry H. Hallman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting increase of pension to 
| William Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Tom Smith Post, No. 345, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Metropolis, Ill., in favor of a service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 28, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal will stand as 
approved. 
CORRECTION OF THE RECORD. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, the other day in 
| the debate on the civil-service question I, amongst others, made 
| the mistake of thinking that Mr. Machen, while he had not en- 

tered under the civil service, had been covered in under it later 
| and had been kept in office by it. After a careful examination I 
| find that I made a mistake, and I therefore wish to correct it 
and have risen to a question of personal privilege for that reason, 
| as I do not want the matter to stand in the Recorp as I left it. 

Iask to append to this statement Mr. Machen’s official record. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
fs a record referred to by Mr. WiLLIAMs of Mississippi is as 
| follows: 


Name, August W. Machen; legal residence, Ohio; position, Superintendent 
Free Delivery; salary, $3,000; Department, Post-Office; office, First Assistant 
Postmaster-General; date classified or made competitive, May 6, 1896; date of 
original appointment, August 22, 1893. Change in status, April 29, 1901, Gen- 
eral Superintendent Free Delivery, $3,500, to take effect July 1, 1901; May 27, 
1908, removed.. Exc. to nonexc. 


HORSES AND CARRIAGES IN THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged report. 
| The Committee on Naval Affairs, to which was referred resolu- 
| tion 149, have directed me to report the same back with amend- 
| ments and with a recommendation that the resclution as amended 
be adopted. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, requested 
to furnish to this House, at his earliest convenience, a statement showing the 
number of horses, carriages, and automobiles maintained at Government 
expense for the use of officials in his Department, together with a statement 
showing the cost of said horses, carriages, automobiles, and harness, and the 
amount of wages paid to men acting as coachmen, footmen, and chauffeurs, 
whether carried on the rolls as such or in some other classification; also the 
list of officials entitled to the use of said carriages. 

The amendments reported by the committee were to insert after 
the word ** harness,’’ in line 7, the words *‘ the date of purchase, 
from what fund the payment was made;” and to insert at the end 
of the resolution the words ‘‘ and the date when such service was 
inaugurated.”’ 

The amendments were read and agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. Foss, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 
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UKGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HEMENWAY, from the Committee on Appropriations, 
reported a bill (H. R. 10954) making appropriations to supply ur- 
gent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1904, and for prior years, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I wish to reserve all points of 
order on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. All points of order will be reserved. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I desire to give notice that after the con- 
sideration of the army appropriation bill is concluded I will call 
this bill up for consideration. 


RECEIPTS, ETC., OF THE LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPOSITION. 


Mr. PERKINS. I desire to present a privileged report from 
the Committee on Printing. 
The report was read, as follows: 


*The Committee on Printing, having had under consideration the concur- 
rent resolution (8S. C. Res. No. 20) providing for the publication of 15,000 
additional copies of the statement of the receipts and expenditures of the 
Louisiana Purchase Exposition, with the accompanying report, recommend 
that said resolution be amended by striking out allafter the resolving clause 
and inserting in lieu thereof the a: : 

“That the Public Printer be authorized and directed to print and bind in 
paper covers 15,000 additional copies of the statement of the receipts and ex- 
penditures of the Louisiana Purchase Exposition, from the date of incorpo- 
ration to September 30, 1903, with the accompanying reports submitted by 
the National Commission of said exposition, of which 5,000 copies shall be for 
the use of the Senate and 10,000 copies for the use of the House of Represent- 
atives.” 

With the foregoing amendment, the committee recommend that the reso- 
lution do pees. 3 : 

The Public Printer estimates the cost of this publication at $1,605. 


Mr. PERKINS. Iask for the immediate consideration of this 
resolution with the amendment submitted as a substitute. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the resolution. 


The amendment offered by the committee in the form of a sub- | 


stitute was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was adopted. 


On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 


which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. Hutu, the House resolved itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. OLMSTED in 
the chair) and resumed the consideration of House bill 10670, the 
army appropriation bill. 


The CHAIRMAN, House bill 10670, the army appropriation | 


bill, is now before the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union for consideration under the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: _ 

Contingencies of the Army: For all contingent expenses of the Army not 
provided for by other estimates, and embracing all branches of the military 


service, including the office of the Chief of Staff, to be expended under the 
immediate orders of the Secretary of War, $20,000. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. I desire to call the attention of the chair- 


man of the committee [Mr. HULL] to this language in line 8 on | 


page 1: 


For all contingent expenses of the Army not provided for by other esti- 
mates, etc. 


I suggest that this language ought to be changed so as to read | 
**not provided for otherwise;’’ that is to say, by appropriation | 
Of course, many estimates are made that | 


bills, not estimates. 
are not appropriated for. 
Mr. HUL 


change. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Then I suggest that the gentleman offer 
the amendment. 
Mr. HULL. I prefer that the gentleman should do it. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. 


‘* otherwise.”’ 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana moves to 


amend, in line 8, page 1, by striking out the words ‘‘ by other esti- | 


mates ’’ and inserting in lieu thereof the word ‘ otherwise.”’ 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, that makes very bad English. Make 


it ‘not otherwise provided.”’ 


Mr. HULL. I suggest that the word ‘“ otherwise ’’ go in before | 


the word *‘ provided.”’ 

Mr. HAY. That is just what I suggested. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Insert the word ‘“ otherwise’’ before the 
word ‘* provided.”’ 


XXXVIII——63 
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L. The bill follows the language which has been in 
these bills for a good many years; but I have no objection to the | 


Mr. I move to amend, in line 8, page 1, by | 
striking out the words “ by other estimates’’ and adding the word | 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment as 
now presented. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, line 8, strike out the words “ by other estimates” and insert before 
the word “ provided” the word “ otherwise.” 

Mr. HULL. That will read “ contingent expenses of the Army 
not otherwise provided for.”’ ; 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That is it. 

Mr.HULL. Ihgveno objection; it amounts to the same thing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 

| by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. In line 10 I offer the following amend- 
ment: Strike out the words ‘‘ office of the Chief of Staff.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 1, line 10, strike out the words “ office of the Chief of Staff.” 


Mr. HULL. The gentleman from Indiana desires to make that 
} motion to strike out the words ‘‘ including the office of the Chief 
| of Staff,’ in lines 9 and 10? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. ‘‘Including the office of the Chief of 
Staff.’’ 
I suggest to the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
that in the legislative bill there is carried for the contingent ex- 
penses $50,000. The office of the Chief of Staff in the War De- 
partment shares in these contingent expenses, and I do not believe, 
and I am sure the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
does not believe, that an office ought to have more than one con- 
tingent account to take money from. If that practice grows up, 
of leaving offices to have three separate contingent funds from 
| which to draw, we have no way of keeping tab on the expendi- 
tures of that particular office. They ought all to be confined to 
| one contingent fund. In this particular office I understand that 
there is some military business, but it is nearly entirely an execu- 
tive office of the War Department, and it ought to be confined in 
the conduct of the business of that office to the contingent ex- 
| penses appropriated for the War Department. 

Mr. HULL. Is the gentleman through? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I sincerely hope that the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana will not prevail. 
The Committee on Military Affairs for a great many years—ever 
since the Government had a Commanding General of the Army— 
appropriated a contingent fund for the General Commanding the 
Army. That office has been abolished. The Chief of Staff has 
taken the place of the General Commanding the Army. The com- 
mittee in the consideration of this bill abolished the appropriation 
of $3,000 for contingent expenses for the General Commanding 
the Army, and consolidated that contingent expense with that of 
the Secretary of War. We were informed by the Department 
that unless we included the Chief of Staff in this appropriation, he 
would be excluded from whatever part of the contingencies under 
the direct control of the Secretary of War he might be entitled to 
otherwise. 

I want to say to my friend from Indiana, further, that the 
Chief of Staff is more than an administrative officer. He is the 
commanding general of the Army, and when we deal with the ap- 
propriations they made an estimate, as was reported to us in the 
Book of Estimates, that they wanted us to report $3,000 for his 
| contingencies. We believed that these contingent expenses 
should be put under one head, not going to the commanding gen- 
eral any longer, but making the Secretary of War directly respon- 
| sible for its disbursement, and for that reason we gave them the 

$3,000 asked for out of the contingent expenses for Chief of Staff, 
under the disbursement by the Secretary of War, and ailowed 
them, so as to cover the entire contingent eXpenses of that great 
| Department, $20,000, where heretofore we had allowed in the bill 
$28,000. It seems to me that the gentleman from Indiana is mis- 
| taken when he wants to exclude this office from a proper share 
| of this appropriation. For years the committee appropriated, as 
we were requested to do by the Department, giving to him a di- 
rect appropriation of $3,000 that he could expend under his own 
orders. In place of doing that, in the interest of what we consid- 
ered good administration, we provided that he must go to the 
Secretary of War for whatever he needed out of this appropria- 
| tion. Lhopetheamendment of the gentleman will be voted down. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I want to suggest this to the gentleman, 
| and I desire to do it by the way of a question. 
Let us understand each other. The appropriation for the Gen- 
| eral of the Army was contingent fund, not to be expended in 
| the executive departments of the War Department. In other 
words. the contingent fund is to be expended for headquarters ali 
over the United States. Now, then, I have no objection to this 
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contingent fund being carried in this bill if the gentleman will 
ask, by way of amendment, that no portion of this fund shall be 
expended in the Department at Washington. In other words, 
the lines drawn between the army bill and the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial bill is that the appropriation for the Army 
shall be confined to the Army, to the different headquarters of 
the Army over the United States, and that the legislative bill shall 
carry the appropriation for the Executive Departments. 

Now, among other duties the office of the {hief of Staff per- 
forms is duty up here in the War Department, where he has a 
corps of clerks to perform substantially the same duties that are 

erformed by al! the other clerks of the War Department. 

hen, as far as that Department is concerned, the Chief of Staff 
ought to be confined to the contingent fund appropriated for the 
War Department, but of course if he needs a contingent fund 
away from Washington, why he ought to have that contingent 
fund, but I want to call the attention of the Members of this 
House to this fact, that if you allow an officer up here in an ex- 
ecutive Cepartment to have two or three contingent funds to 
draw upon we can not keep track of the contingent expenses of 
that office, and I believe an amendment ought to go into this item 
saying that no portion of this fund appropriated in this army bill 
shall be used in the executive department—office of Chief of 
Staff—in Washington. 

I think the chairman can see my point, and that it is well made, 
that he oughé not to have the right to reach out and take from 
this army bill contingent fund to be used up here in the Execu- 
tive Departments, but as far as the object-of the office of the Chief 
of Staff is concerned, outside of the Executive Department, let 
him share in this contingent fund. 

Mr. PALMER. May I ask a question? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will be glad to have you do so. 

Mr. PALMER. What is this contingent fund, and what is it 
for? I notice on page 4 of the bill there is an item for contingent 
expenses at the headquarters of the several military divisions 
and departments, including the staff corps serving thereat, an 
item of $7,500, and on the same page, for contingent expenses of 
the military information division, an item of $10,000. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That is it. 
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portion was used for any executive department. If this item 
goes on, as is now provided, the Chief of Staff and his clerks in 
the War Department may share in this contingent fund. It is 
wrong because it duplicates the items. We have appropriated 
$50,000 in the legislative bill for that purpose. 

Mr. HULL. The amendment is to strike out “‘including the 
Chief of Staff.’’ 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If the gentleman thinks that will embar- 
rass the office, he can put it in another form. 

Mr. HULL. I want to quote one or two sentences from the 
hearing before the committee, what the Secretary of War said on 
this proposition: 

Secretary Root. And last year it was put in the alternative, “‘ the office 
of Commanding General or Chief of Staff.” Now, Inever knew of the neces- 


sity of nawtng © for the office of Commanding General, and so I do not know 
any reason why the effice of Chief of Staff should have it, provided it is made 
clear that the appropriation for contingencies of the Army will cover such 
pee unforeseen expenses—proper expenses in the office of the Chief of 


Staff. 
The CHAIRMAN. Would it not, if that isleftout? Ifthatis putin, of course, 
none of this can be used for the Chief of Staff. e 

Secretary Roor. I should suppose that inasmuch as the appropriation for 
contingencies of the Army has run along for a great many years and has not 
been considered to include contingencies at Army Headquarters, there would 
be danger of the same construction as ae ed to the office of Chief of 
Staff now—that is to say, that contingenc ere were excluded. 


Then he states that by putting it in here it would cover all 
doubt as to its being properly used as a part of this contingent 
fund. It seems to me that you have got to trust the Secretary of 
War in these appropriations. The Comptroller hasto on the 
vouchers, and if you can not trust the Secretary of War to dis- 
burse this largely reduced sum, it would be better to take it out. 

Mr. PALMER. MaylIask the gentleman from Iowa a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. I asked the gentleman from Iowa and the gen- 
| tleman from Indiana to tell me what this contingent fund is to be 
| used for, but neither of them did it. The gentlemen seem to be 
| discussing an item of $3,000 which has been heretofore appropri- 
ated to the use of the General of the Army. Now, then, what is 


Mr. PALMER. And on page 22 there are incidental expenses this item of $20,000 for contingency of the Army? 


covering specific expenses estimated for, an item amounting to 
$2,000,000. Now, will you please tell me what this $20,000 is for— 
what it is to be expended for? : 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That is what I shall ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs todo. Iam going through 
this bill. As wecome to the different items I desire to call attention 
tothem. This Chief of Staff can draw from at least four contin- 
gent funds. Ido not believe this is good legislation. I believe 
that the Chief of Staff ought to be confined to one contingent fund. 
Why, we have had in the House in the last few days all of this 
talk about carriage hire, the very items we have been unable to 
reach at and point out the particular fund from which they pay 
those expenses. If you can confineeach head of a Department to 
one contingent fund, there will be no trouble in locating what the 
expenses are and what the money is expended for. If they are 
scattered here and there through different appropriation bills, and 
they come before this House in different contingent funds from 
which they can draw, it keeps up that confusion. Now, in the 
Book of Estimates for 1905, under the head of “‘ Office of Chief of 
Staff ’’ we find this estimate, for the military information division, 
office Chief of Staff, a corps of clerks which are doing business 
up here in the Executive Department. 

They are carried on the legislative appropriation bill, where 
they properly belong, and $50,000 is appropriated for the contin- 
gent fund of the War Department. Now, then, what I believe 
ought to be done, and I hope the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs will agree with me, is, as far as the duties of the 
War Department are concerned—the executive duties—the Chief 
of Staff be compelled to depend upon the contingent fund pro- 
vided for that purpose. Now, as to his military duties, which 
extend beyond the executive duties of the War Department, ap- 


ropriate for his contingent fund in one item, so that it can be | 


ocated. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, one word further. I desire to call 
the committee’s attention to the army appropriation bill of last 
year: 

To defray the contingent expenses of the Commanding General's office 
or that of Chief of Staff, at his discretion, $3,900. 

The words ‘‘ for the Chief of Staff ’’ were inserted in last year’s 
bill because on the 10th of August the office of Commanding Gen- 
eral of the Army ceased to exist and the office of Chief of Staff 
was created. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I want to call the gentleman’s attention 


to the fact that the construction placed on that item was always | ,,,J2Jing 11. after the word | Gollars,” insert © 
this: That that contingent fund went for army purposes; but no ! ment of the War Department at Washington.” 


Mr. HULL. It was $28,000 last year and $50,000 before that. 

Mr.PALMER. Idonotcare whatit waslast year. WhatIam 
trying to find out is what this contingent fund is for this year. 
The bill provides for almost every contingency, it would seem, 
that can be imagined. In one place it appropriates $7,500, in an- 
other place $10,000, in another place $2,000,000 for contingencies. 

Mr. HULL. This fund is to cover certain expenditures which 
the Secretary of War thinks ought to be in the interest of good 
administration, and which are not provided for in any specific 
appropriation in the army or in the legislative bill. 

Mr. PALMER. That is all right; but what are they for? 

Mr. HULL. If the gentleman wants a specific statement, I 
imagine he would have to go to the War Department. We asked 
the question, and they said it was to cover various small items, 
and that they did not expend nearly all that was appropriated. 
One item that was mentioned specifically was a thousand dollars 
allotted to the new school for artillery at Fortress Monroe. It is 
to cover things that come during the year that are not provided 
for, that in the interest of public service must be met. It is in 
the discretion of a Cabinet officer. 

| Ifthe gentleman will introduce a resolution asking fora de- 
| tailed statement and vouchers of last year, I have no doubt they 
| will be sent to Congress. Personally I would not be willing to 
| reflect on any Cabinet officer of any party to the extent of chal- 
| lenging the disbursement of ten thousand or fifteen thousand or 
twenty thousand dollars, as the case may be. 

Mr. PALMER. Well, now, as to the item mentioned by the 
| gentleman from Iowa. On page 3 of the bill, iine 10, you make 
| an appropriation for this very school which the gentleman men- 
| tions. For that and other schools_is appropriated the sum of 
$25,000. Can the gentleman mention someother item? 

Mr. HULL. That is the only item that the Secretary of War 
mentions. The gentleman is mistaken when he says that is one 
_ of the things appropriated for in the bill that the contingent fund 
| is used for. When that was used for the school it was not pro- 
| vided for by specific appropriation. 
| So the gentleman is entirely mistaken in that contention. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
| by the gentleman from Indiana. 
| The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
| Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 


| amendment: 


rovided that no portion of this 


uum shall be used by the office of the Chief of Staff in the executive depart- 
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Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman will accept that amend- | is not expended in the Department, then the appropriation ought 
ment, because that in no way reaches the expenditure of this con- | to be stricken out. 
tingent fund. In other words, it simply says that the appropria- Mr. HULL. In the hearings this question was brought to the 


tion for the contingent fund in this executive department shall 
not be duplicated here. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Does that change the usual 

ctice? 

ae HEMENWAY. No; it conforms to the usual practice. 
But if this item goes in this bill as it appears here now it allows 
the Chief of Staff, who is at the head of a corps of clerks up here 
at the War Department, to share in two contingent funds. We 
appropriated $50,000 for a contingent fund for the War Depart- 
ment, which is sufficient for that Department, including the office 
of the Chief of Staff in that Department. 

If this item goes in here it allows one bureau in the War De- 
partment to share in two contingent funds, when every other bu- 
reau of the War Department would be confined to the contingent 
fund carried in the legislative bill, which is $50,000. It certainly 
is bad practice, and I hope the chairman of the committee will ac- 
cept the amendment, because it simply says that in the office of 
the Chief of Staff, where he performs executive duties—not duties 
in connection with the Army—this fund shall not apply, and that 
he shall be confined, as he has heretofore been confined, to the 
appropriation made in the legislative bill. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I have any per- 
sonal objection to the gentleman’s amendment. It simply seems 
to me that he is arguing before the committee from a false basis. 
The Chief of Staff has no control over this contingent expense at 


attention of the Secretary of War quite fully, and he said that he 
did not remember how much of the $25,000 was expended, but 
not nearly all of it. In another place I asked the question 
whether hecould give us some idea for what this contingent fund 
was used. I confessI did not know. He said: 


They are small things. Asa rule, we are not permitted to use it for any- 
thing for which an appropriation is made specifically. They are very smail 
items. 


Now, it seems to me, especially after the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia has said it would be a mistake to hamper the Secretary in a 
little appropriation like this, we should not adopt this amend- 
ment. I hope it will not be done. . 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] 
has brought out just what I tried to bring out. The army ap- 
propriation bill, it must be conceded, has nothing to do with the 
Executive Departments of the Government. If the statement by 
the gentleman from Virginia is true, then this item has no busi- 
ness on the army appropriation bill and is subject to a point of 
order. It is simply an effort on the part of the Secretary of War 
and the War Department to increase the item which is appropri- 
ated in the legislative appropriation bill and get an additional 
amount out of which they can take money for contingent purposes. 

The object of Congress is to keep track of all these items; to 
appropriate for them in the proper place, the army bill taking 
all. It is under the direction of the Secretary of War. care of the Army, the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I concede that, Mr. Chairman, but if you | priation bill taking care of the Executive Departments. 
make this appropriation available for the office of the Chief of | _All I seek by this amendment is to provide that no portion of 
Staff in the executive department it permits him to share in two | this sum shall be used for contingencies in the Executive Depart- 
funds. I am not criticising the Secretary of War or any other | ments of the Government. : 

Secretary, except I know that they take these contingent funds | Mr. PARKER. Have you not already provided that that shall 
and expend them very often for what we deem to be unnecessary | not be done by introducin g the words *‘ not otherwise provided?”’ 
purposes. This very War College of which the gentleman speaks, | Mr. HEMENWAY. No. Under the language of this pro- 
down here at Fortress Monroe, was established without authority | vision the $20,000 here provided for could be used, every cent of 
of law. It was established from acontingent fund. It iswrong; | it, by the Secretary of War in the executive department of the 
it ought not to be done, and I think the gentleman ought to con- | Government—in the office of the Chief of Staff. _ 
cede that my amendment is proper, because we want to drawthe |. Mr. PARKER. Then, it is not otherwise provided for by the 
line between the army bill and the Executive Departments, and | legislative appropriation bill? re Bas ; 

all I seek to do by this amendment is to say that no sum herein| Mr. HEMENWAY. In the legislative appropriation Dill we 
appropriated shall be used in the executive department of the War provide $50,000 for this item. Butif you provide here that the 
Department. office of Chief of Staff may share in this $20,000, the Secretary of 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, as I said, I have no personal ob- | War may take every dollar of it and use it in the executive 
jection to the amendment, but I have to the gentleman’s argument. department. 7 egg 
In the first place, the Chief of Staff does not control, as I stated, a it is my duty to call the attention of the House to a condition 
dollar of this contingent fund. In the next place, he is not an ex- | of things which we are trying to avoid; and I am sure the chair- 
ecutive officer under the terms that the gentleman refers to. He | Man of this committee, when he first admitted that he had no 
does not discharge or employ a clerk. He has nothing to.do with personal objection to this item going out, realized the fact I am 
the clerical work of the Wan Department. <—e | hope the Committee of the Whole will adopt the 

Mr. HEMEN Y. Oh, yes, he has. | amendment. 4 4 

Mr. HULL. we beemea in Ediohen military problems, The CHAIRMAN (having put the question on the amendment 
the Ciociatins, management, and control of the Army as a whole. | of Mr. HEMENWaAyY). The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. He has charge of a force of clerks in the Mr. HULL. I call for a division. = - 
executive department, estimated for ang appropriated for. The question was again taken; and there were—ayes 65, noes 33. 

Mr.HULL. Of course, the Chief of Staff hasclerks under him. | Sothe amendment wasagreed to. tb 
So has the Quartermaster-General, and the heads of the other bu-| Mr. HAY. I move to amend by striking out in line 11 the 
reaus have clerks under them; but they can not apvoint one of | words “‘ twenty thousand dollars,” because after the adoption of 
them. They can not remove one of them, except for cause. If | the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana there will be no 
they want to employ one they have to certify to the Civil Serv- | use whatever, so far as I know or can ascertain, for this appro- 
ice Commission in order to get a clerk, and as a matter of fact the priation of $20,000. , 
regulation of all the clerks is under the control of the Assistant | Mr. HULL. I hope that amendment will not prevail. “a 
Secretary of War and has been for the last four years. | Mr. HEMENWAY. This embraces all branches of the mili- 

Mr. HAY. Will the gentleman yield for a suggestion? | tary service, including the headquarters at Chicago and the head- 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield? | quarters at St. Louis. ; ; ; 

Mr. HULL. Yes. | Mr. . Not at all; they are provided for in other portions 

Mr. HAY. I suggest to the gentleman that if the amendment | of the bill. 
offered by the spite = Indiana [Mr. Hemenway] is | Mr. HEMENWAY. If the gentleman thinks they are sufii- 
agreed to, there is no use of this appropriation atall, because, as a | ciently provided for, then there is no reason why his amendment 
matter of fact, a large portion of this contingent fund, if ex- | Should not be adopted. 





pended at all, is expended in the Department. | Mr. HAY. All the department headquarters are provided for 
Mr. HULL. Not for the hire of clerks, however. | in another part of the bill. 
Mr. HAY. I call attention to page 21 of the hearings, where | Mr. HEMENWAY. Then the amendment ought to be adopted. 
Secretary Root says: (ae | Mr.HULL. Ihope the amendment will not beadopted. There 


Tae Sesalilk Gent Ue UNNI AMOS tux tes Ghee nee-mant wes to come | is need for some contingent fund. There has never been a bill of 
from for stationery and expenses of that kind in the office of Chief of St aff, | this kind, even when the Committee on Appropriations took 
whether that was to be supplied from the army appropriation—— | charge of these bills, that did not_provide a contingent fund at 

ze. a. The War D rtment D propriation._ Pi - the disposition of the Secretary of War—in this bill as well as the 
this contingent fand, Ido not remember hee that was setied. | legislative bill. That was when they had jurisdiction of bk rth 

, bills. They segregated the items and struck out the appropria- 

Mr. Scofield, the chief clerk, said it was not settled at all. | tions and left to the Secretary of War a small fund to protect the 
That would show that stationery and things of that sort which | interests of the Government. My judgment is that it would be 
are needed in the office of the Chief of Staff and in the office of | a great mistake to take this out. ' 
the Secretary of War come out of this contingent fund, and if it r. HAY. Will the gentleman allow mea question? 
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Mr. THAYER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield tothe gentleman 
from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. THAYER. Some of usover here would like to know what 


= are going to give this money for. If the gentleman from 
irginia is right, there is no need of it, and it will have to be 
turned back into the Treasury. We would like to be informed 
as to what is to be appropriated for. 

Mr. HULL. The Secretary of War so carefully administered 
this fund last year that half of it was turned back into the Treas- 
ury. It appears to be absolutely necessary, because there are 
places outside of the city of Washington where he has to have the 
use of the contingent fund or have the interest of the Govern- 
ment suffer. I certainly hope my friend from Virginia will with- 
draw his amendment. It is a mistake on the part of the House 
to put a limitation on the use of the fund and in my judgment 
is a reflection on the administration of the War Department to 
some extent, But to strike it out would simply make another 
error. 

Mr. HAY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. HAY. Does not the amendment put upon it, just passed, 
do away with the necessity for it? ? 

Mr. HULL. I think not. 

Mr. HAY. How can it be used elsewhere? 

Mr. HULL. It can be used in the Artillery School and the pub- 
lication of the journal. 

Mr. HAY. I know that practically this fund or some of it was 
used for acquiring information for which there was no other fund 
provided; and it ought to be on the bill without any limitation; 
and it ought to be intrusted to the Secretary of War; and that is 
the way it has been used heretofore. It is not being used in any 
improper way, and therefore, when you are going to put this limi- 
tation on it, you are going to eliminate the use of it, and therefore 
I offer the amendment to strike it out altogether. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Virginia. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For contingent expenses at the headquarters of the several military divi- | 


sions and depariments, including the staff corps serving thereat, being for 
the purchase of the necessary articles of office, toilet, and desk furniture, 
binding, maps, books of reference, professional newspapers and periodicals, 
and poliee utensils, to be allotted by the Secretary of War, and to be ex- 
pended in the discretion of the several military divisions and department 
commanders, $7,500. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I just ask for informa- 
tion of the gentleman in charge of this bill what is meant by 
this. I see the word “‘ divisions’’ added. 

Mr. HULL. That is on account of the general order of the War 
Department creating divisions. They were heretofore known as 
** departments’’ and now “‘ divisions,’’ one division including two 
or threedepartments. The departments come under the brigadier- 
generals and the divisions under the major-generals. 
partments were made on account of a recent order of the Depart- 
ment creating these new divi ‘ns. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For contingent expenses of the military information division, General Staff 
Corps, including the purchase of law books, books ef reference, professional 


periodicals and newspapers, and of the military attachés at the United States | 


embassies and legations abroad, and of the branch office of the Military In- 
formation Division at Manila, to be expended under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of War, $10,000: Provided, That hereafter section 3648, Revised Statutes, 
shall not apply to subscriptions for professional newspapers and periodicals 
to be paid for from this appropriation. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the chairman in charge of the bill to the fact that the 
provisions of this item, from line 7 to line 17, would be to repeal 
section 3648 of the Revised Statutes, so far as it applies to the 
purchase of these newspapers and periodicals is concerned. This 
appropriation for the purchase of newspapers and periodicals 
ought to be made. 

Mr. HULL. 
the hearings of last year give very full information. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I call his attention to ‘‘periodicals and 
newspapers.’’ The gentleman remembers—— ; ; 

Mr. HULL. We put the word “‘ professional’’ in this year, so 
as to make a limitation, so that they can not buy any ordinary 
magazine or newspaper or general news or ordinary publication. 
We intended to limit it to newspapers and periodicals containing 
military information, in the nature of giving them information, 
like text-books, or something of that kind. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman remembers that that was 
the language used many years ago, and under that language, 


ON ee Rk en ett an oe tee 


The new de- | 


It is the same that we had in the last year, and | 
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‘professional periodicals and newspapers,’’ we found a library 
containing The Lady in White and all the other novels that 
were being printed in this country, trashy as well as good, and I 
suggest that you put a limitation on the amount to be expended 
for professional newspapers and periodicals, whatever the gentle- 
man thinks is really enough. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I want to suggest to the gentleman from 
indiana that when we had the item under consideration in the 
committee room, apprehending exactly the difficulty which he 
has pointed out, I believed then it would be wise, and I believe 
now it would be wise, to make a clearer definition of the provision 
made for professional publications. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I just suggest a limit on the amount, say, 
of $100 or $150—whatever is necessary. 

Mr. HAY. I would suggest to the gentleman from Indiana 
that the statutes require that they shall be paid for when they 
are bought. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes. 

Mr. HAY. Now, the officers stationed at the different head- 
quarters and legations abroad can not do that, because the appro- 
priation is not then available for the purpose, and the purpose of 
this is to enable them to pay the subscriptions to these profes- 
sional newspapers out of the funds or out of the appropriation— 
in other words, they have heretofore been obliged to pay for it out 
of their individual funds. That is the purpose of this. 
| Mr.HEMENWAY. But there should not be a rule for this De- 

partment that does not apply to the other Departments of the Gov- 
ernment, and there is one fixed rule of the Government—that it 
never pays for anything until it is delivered, and it is a very good 
rule. Now, as to the last provision, I shall make the point of 
order when we reach it; but as to the first provision, in regard to 
professional periodicals, there ought to be a limit in this bill in 
the amount to be expended for that purpose, because under this 
exact language grew up the practice of the Departments of buy- 
ing all kinds of novels and building up libraries. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Do you not believe if you put the word 
‘* purely ’’ in front of ‘‘ professional’’ it will cut off your French 
novels? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 
pended for this purpose. 

Mr. HULL. I donot think this whole question is worth ten 
minutes’ time. The only reason for putting in this proviso was 
to enable officers at Manila and distant points to obtain these pro- 
fessional publications. If the gentleman can show that under 
this language where the word “‘ professional’’ is put in that any 
Department could purchase novels, the Lady in White mentioned 
| especially, and other novels, I should bein favor of not giving 
them any discretion whatever. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I want to insist right now that we have 
not reached the proviso and that we are discussing this item for 
professional periodicals. When we reach the proviso I intend to 
make the point of order. 

Mr. HULL. Oh, it is subject to it. 
minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. One moment. The Chair would suggest 
that there is nothing before the committee, no motion having 
been made, no amendment offered, or point of order raised. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I suggest to the gentleman that he offer 
his own amendment, or I will offer it if he does not desire to do 
so. The amendment I would suggest would be that for the pur- 
chase of professional books a sum not to exceed $200 shall be 
available. 

Mr. DENNY. Strike out ‘‘ books.”’ 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Professional periodicals. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. In line 14, ‘‘ Provided, That a sum not to 
exceed $200 of the amount herein appropriated shall be available . 
for the purchase of professional periodicals and newspapers.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “dollars” in line 14, page 4, insert: “And not to exceed $200 
of the sum herein apppropriated **—— 

Mr. HULL. Provided not to exceed $200-—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes. 

The Clerk continued to read, as follows: 


Provided, Not to exceed $200 of the amount herein appropriated shall be 
available for the purchase of professional books and periodicals. 


Mr. HULL. No, no; he said he did not intend to include 


I think we ought to limit the amount ex- 


I will not discuss it a 





books. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Professional newspapers. I would follow 
the language of your bill and make the limit $200. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. This is-a new provision. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Not that part of it. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Is there any evidence that the 
privilege given to the Secretary of War or the proper officer) was 
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violated last year in the purchase of books and professional news- | contains novel after novel that has been purchased out of just 
papers? such appropriations as this. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment—— Mr.HAY. Havethey been purchased out of this appropriation? 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Let us have it reported again. Mr. HEMENWAY. No; because this appropriation has not 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amend- | passed the House. 
r. HAY. Oh, well, the gentleman knows that I mean appro- 


ment. M 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I would like | priations that have passed the House in this bill. 


to ask the gentleman a question. | Mr. HEMENWAY. Certainly. Where else could they get 
The CHAIRMAN. Let the amendment be again reported. them? : 
The Clerk read as follows: Mr. HULL. Out of the appropriation in the legislative bill. 


After the word “dollars,” in line 14, insert: “‘Provided, That not exceeding [Laughter. | . 
$200 of the amount herein appropriated shall be available for the purchase of Mr. HEMENWAY. They have got it out of all these items, 


professional newspapers and periodicals.” and that is the reason I am trying. in my feeble way, to prevent 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that this amend- | their doing it again. If the gentleman will state how much it 
ment would be certainly one of the very worst that could be | will take to buy these professional newspapers and periodicals, I 
adopted. If there is any part of the whole War Department that | will suggest that limit. If it is a thousand dollars, make it a 
should be given a very free hand, it should be this very informa- | thousand dollars. . 
tion bureau. Mr. HAY. Can the gentleman tell me who it was that bought 

It is well known that the: professional periodicals abroad in a | these novels? 
foreign army are published secretly for the use of the officersof | Mr. HEMENWAY. The heads of the different departments. 
thatarmy. The saleof the books with reference to the guns and Mr. HAY. The heads of the departments? 
artillery in France was one of the matters of which Dreyfus was Mr. HEMENWAY. Ican not go into details; the books are 
accused. These books are distributed secretly over the particular | there in the library. 
country. Their acquisition may need large sums of money and Mr. HAY. Somebody must be charged with the purchase of 
at particular times would be of the greatest advantage to our | these books. Who violated the law? 

Army, and@ any limitation placed on this particular section that Mr. HEMENWAY. The heads of the departments, with the 
takes away from our officers abroad the right to get such informa- | approval of the Secretary of War, or else the books could not be 
tion as we may need at home is,in my judgment, a great mistake, | there. 

and I can not understand any such penny-wise and pound-foolish | Mr. HAY. Then the gentleman says that these novels have, 
policy. | been purchased by the heads of the divisions, with the approval of 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman,TI trust the amendment of the gen- | the Secretary of War? 
tleman from Indiana will not be agreed to. We have a great Mr. HEMENWAY. That is the only way they could be pur- 
many embassies abroad. I do not know how many, but we have | chased, and there is a library full of them that anyone can see 
to provide for those professional periodicals for the military infor- | who will go and look. 
mation bureau of the General Staff every year. They have to be Mr. HAY. What Secretary of War? 
provided for in each of the embassies abroad. They have tobe| Mr. HEMENWAY. I don’t know. It runs back very many 
provided for at the military information division in the Philip- | years. 
pine Islands. Two hundred dollars will not begin to provide for| Mr. HAY. The present Secretary of War? 
the professional periodicals and newspapers at all the different; Mr. HEMENWAY. I don’t know whether it has been done 
places. recently or not. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman permit a question? | Mr. HAY. His predecessor? 

Mr. HAY. Certainly. | Mr. HEMENWAY. Why, the gentleman’s predecessor, evi- 

Mr. HEMENWAY. How much will it take to provide for pro- | dently, because it is during my term in Congress that we have 
fessional periodicals and newspapers? tried to suppress this evil and that we have tried very often to 

Mr. HAY. I donot know; I never saw an estimate of it. I | transfer these great libraries to the Library of Congress, or to 
know the professional periodicals are much more expensive than | some central library in the District of Columbia, but every De- 
other periodicals, because their circulation is limited to profes- | partment of the Government has built up a library. 
sional men. The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It would not cost the whole $10,000? Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I will ask that the gentleman from 

Mr. HAY. No; that includes books of reference. Virginia have five minutes more. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Certainly. All I want to do is to limit The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
the periodical item so as to prevent the purchase of anything that | consent that the gentleman from Virginia may proceed for five 
is not for professional use of the Army. We know, asa matter | minutes. Is there objection? 
of experience, where that item goes. When they have the benefit There was no objection. 
of the full $10,000 they go clear beyond reason. It has been| Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to vote for this ap- 
demonstrated in every Department of the Government. | propriation if what the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HEMENWay ] 

Mr. HAY. Will the gentleman point out any instance where | says is true, but there is no doubt about the fact that the Army 
the War Department has spent any part of this appropriation for | and the officers of the Army ought to be equipped with proper 
the purpose of buying novels or any book which was not neces- | information. 
sary for. use and information of the military department? Mr. HEMENWAY. Why, certainly. 





Mr, HEMENWAY. Yes; I will point it out. Mr. HAY. And that they ought not to be obliged to buy these 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr, Chairman, will the gen- | periodicals and newspapers themselves. 
tleman yield for a question? Mr. HEMENWAY. But let me say right there-— 


The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Virginia yield to| Mr. HAY. I will yield ina moment. I was going to say that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania for a question? if this abuse has arisen it ought to be put down. If these novels 
Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman from Virginia is asking | that the gentleman speaks of have been bought, the practice of 
me a question, | buying them ought to be stopped; but I have been in the library 
Mr. HAY. I will yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. | at the War Department and I confess that I did not see the books 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Doesn’t the gentleman from Virginia want | to which the gentleman refers. However, as I say, if that is 
me to answer his question? true, that this abuse exists, the gentleman ought to be able here 
Mr. HAY. Yes. to produce some specific information and not to make a general 
The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. The gen- | charge thatall the heads of the different bureaus and the Cabinet 
tleman from Pennsylvania addressed the Chair, and the Chair | officers have violated the law and have perpetrated an outrage 
asked the gentleman from Virginia if he would yield to the gen- | upon the country by expending a fund intended for one purpose 
tleman from Pennsylvania. in buying French novels and things of that sort. Now 1 will 
Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, as soon as I get through with the | answer the gentleman’s question, if he desires to ask one. 
gentleman from Indiana I will yield to the gentleman from Penn- Mr. HEMENWAY. The only thing I desire to say is, that if 





sylvania for a question. ; | the gentleman knows the amount of money necessary to buy these 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. All right; there is some hope. | periodicals and newspapers and knows that $200 is not enongh, 
(Laughter. } | why, let us make it enough, but limit the amount that can be ex- 


Mr. HEMENWAY.. The gentleman from Virginia has asked | pended for that purpose on this bill to a reasonable sum. 
me to point out where the War Department has ever purchased Mr. HAY. Iam perfectly willing to meet the gentleman on 
any books that were not necessary. I point to the library up in | that; but the complaint of the gentleman is not that too much 
the War Department. money has been expended for professional periodicals and news- 
Mr. HAY. Not out of-this appropriation. papers, but that.it has been expended for novels. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. The War Department has a library that! Mr. HEMENWAY. AndI refer the gentleman to the libraries 
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of the different Departments of this Government for evidence of 
that fact. 

Mr. HAY. Therefore the gentleman’s amendment, which 
would limit the purchase of periodicals and newspapers, would 
not apply to the abuse of which he complains; and it is impossi- 
ble for me to say how much money it will take to annually sub- 
scribe for the different professional periodicals and newspapers 
which may be necessary here or at the different embassies abroad 
or in the Philippine Islands. Therefore Ido not know how to 
meet the gentleman on that particular ground. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I am glad to 
say that here is something else upon which we do not propose to 
stand altogether pat. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that the position of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HEMENWAY] is partially well taken. I do not be- 
lieve that the proper way to meet it is to strike out the appropri- 
ation, however. I remember that several years ago when we 
looked into the library which had accumulated at the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture we found all sorts of books there, and we 
found in addition to that all sorts of newspapers and periodicals 
being taken at public expense. We cured that evil by introduc- 
ing a limitation upon the appropriation. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Just what I seek to do here. ‘ 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Thatno book should be bought 
except of a strictly technical character, pertaining to the work of 
the Department of Agriculture, and I think that sort of an amend- 
ment ought to be entered into the provisions upon each bill that 
comes in here making appropriations for these several Depart- 
ments. Each Department has its library, and each Department 
ought to have its library of technical works, pertaining to the 
duties of the Department, because it isalmost impossible to carry 
on the work, let us say, of the Agricultural Department, without 
a library of chemical works and biological works, etc.; and it is 
almost impossible to carry on the work of the War Department 
without works on fortifications and perhaps some works on mili- 
tary histories, even going that far; but these provisions on all 
these bills ought to be carefully and strictly carried out. The 
language ought to be suchas to admit of nothing except technical 

ks and periodicals pertaining to and necessary for the opera- 
tion of the work of the Department itself. 

Mr. HAY. Has the gentleman read the language of the bill? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes, sir; I am just reading it. 


Mr. HAY. It provides for ** the purchase of law books, books 


of reference, professional periodicals, and newspapers.”’ 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
As I read the clause it provides “‘for the purchase of necessary 
articles of office, toilet, and desk furniture, binding, maps ’’—— 

Mr. HAY. Oh, no. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then come ‘‘ books of refer- 
ence.” 

Mr. HAY. It is the paragraph on page 4, line 7, that we are 
talking about. 

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The particular matter in the 


bill which pertains to books is the clause beginning line 23, page | 


8, and that is where this item ought to come in. 
Mr. HAY. That is an entirely different proposition. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. This is a specific itera which | 


covers the matter in another place. It says ‘* books of reference,”’ 


but it does not say ‘‘ technical books of reference.’’ Then the lan- | 
guage continues: *‘ professional newspapers and periodicals.”’ But | 
the language is not sufficiently guarded. I think the word “ tech- 


nical’’ ought to be used. 
On page 4, in line 7, to which the gentleman from Virginia re- 
fers, we have similar language: 


Including the purchase of law books, books of references, professional pe- 
riodicals, and newspapers. 


But it does not say ‘‘ technical books of reference.”’ The lan- 
guage used would cover encyclopedias, dictionaries —— 

Mr. HAY. Ought they not to have a dictionary? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, I have my doubts 
whether this Government ought to furnish anybody with a dic- 
tionary. 

Mr. HAY. These are not to be furnished to everybody, but are 
for the use of the Department as a whole. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, I have my doubts | 


whether each of these Departments ought to be furnished with a 
set of encyclopedias. Under the language ‘* books of reference ”’ 
meteorological books might be furnished to the War Department 
and works on fortifications to the Agricultural Department. 


I do not know how far this abuse has gone in the War Depart- | 


ment. We have corrected it in the Department of Agriculture, 


or we had it corrected for a while. I know that for a while the | 


purchases in this line were confined to such books, periodicals, 
etc., as treated technically of those subjects with which the Agri- 
cultural Department had to do. 
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Mr. HEMENWAY. I think generally the matter has been 
corrected now in the different Departments. All I am seeking to 
do now is to continue such legislation as will keep it corrected. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. This is not at alla party ques- 
tion; but I think the gentleman has made a mistake in moving to 
strike out the appropriation. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I have not moved to strike it out, but 
simply to limit the amount that may be used for the purchase of 
newspapers and periodicals to $200. If that sum is not enough, 
make it more. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I would not limit the amount 
of money, but would define the purpose or character of the books, 


etc. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Thenlet the gentleman suggest an amend- 
ment of that kind. All I want is a proper limitation. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, if the libraries in the War 
Department contain the class of books that the gentleman from 
Indiana says they do—— ‘ 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do not specify any particular Depart- 
ment. I think the evil runs through different Departments. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Then I will amend my language by saying 
that if any Department contains the class of books that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana has indicated that they do it is clear that 
the law has been violated, and I quite agree with him that the 
language of this bill ought to be such that it will be impossible 
for any executive officer to justify the purchase of any such books 
as he has mentioned. 

From the time we began the consideration of this bill I have 
favored the insertion of such words as would limit these purchases 
to books and periodicals of a purely professional class. I believe 
that such language ought to be inserted here, and, if we may be 
permitted by the committee to return to the preceding paragraph 
of the bill, it should be inserted at the end of line 2, thus correct- 
ing this particular evil, while not interfering at all with the amount 
of money appropriated. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That is all right. 

Mr.SLAYDEN. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to return to line 2, page 4, and insert after the word ‘* maps ’’—— 

Mr. HULL. That certainly is not in order now when we are 
considering another amendment. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Then I move to amend by inserting before 
the word ‘‘ professional,’’ in line 9, page 4, the word “‘ technical.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment pending, offered by 
| the gentleman from Indiana. 
| Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I only seck to remedy this 
| evil, ard I withdraw my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman frem Indiana withdraws 
his amendment, and the gentleman from Texzs offers an amend- 
| ment. 
| Mr. SLAYDEN. Line 9, on page 4, before the word “ profes- 
sional,’’ which occurs near the middle of the line, insert the word 
** technical.”’ 
The Clerk read as follows: 


So as to read: “Books of reference, technical professional periodicals, and 
newspapers.” 


| a Do you want that? Why not put in the word 
ce an ? ? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Professional and technical. 

Mr. HULL. Make it professional and technical, so that it will 
apply to technical books of reference. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend it by 
inserting the words ‘‘ professional and technical’’ between the 
words “* professional ’’ and “‘ periodicals.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana 
has stated that abuses have grown up in the War Department, 
especially mentioning that Department in so far as its library is 
concerned. He has specifically charged that under the direction 
of the heads of the Departments, with the approval of the Secre- 
tary of War, a lot of trashy literature has been added to that 
| library. He said it was ‘‘ the Secretary of War;’’ he did not pro- 
| ceed to say whether it was the present Secretary or his prede- 
cessor. He said that such had occurred during his term of serv- 
ice in Congress, but he would not state that it had grown up and 
was being practiced under the present Secretary of War. As I 

recollect, he distinctly stated there was no abuse now, in so far 
as this appropriation is concerned. 
It seems to me a little strange, after eight years of service in 
the House, connected largely during a part and perhaps all the 
time with the committee of which he is now the honored chair- 
man, that he had not called the attention of this House earlier to 
this supposed abuse. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman permit me to inter- 

rupt him? 
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Mr. PRINCE. I gladly yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If the gentleman had kept ia touch with 
the performance of the “ gentleman from Indiana ’”’ on this floor, 
he would have known that the attention of this House has been 
called to it quite a while ago, and that upon bills that come from 
the Committee on Appropriations the item is now carried and 
has been for a few years last past. 

Mr. PRINCE. Iam very glad to know that it has been car- 
ried, so far as that bill is concerned. But let me say to the House 
that the bill that passed the last Congress making the appropria- 
tion for the support of the Army for the year ending June 30, 
1904, had in it the same provision that it has now. We have 
sought in this bill that we now present to the House at this ses- 
sion of Congress to limit it by inserting the word ‘‘ professional,”’ 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania, who sought the floor, sotto 
voce said that he would like to know if this provision had been 
abused during the past year. He never had an opportunity to 
present that question, but the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations has answered it to the House, stating that at present 
there is no violation of this law. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Oh, if the Chair please, the ‘‘ gentleman 
from Indiana’’ has made no such statement. What he said was 
that so far as he knew in the last few years there had been no viola- 
tion of any of these appropriations by buying unprofessional books, 
and he was emphasizing what was in the bill in trying to prevent 
theabuse. Iam not criticising the Committee on Military Affairs. 
They put in this word “ professional,’ seeking to do what I seek 
to do, and I only suggest that they go a little further. Iam not 
here trying to criticise this committee, but I am here trying to 
help them perfect this provision. : 

Mr. PRINCE. I did not understand that the gentleman was 
trying to criticise the committee. So far as I understand his first 
statement I exonerate him, and do not in the slightest degree 
make any charge against him in that way. It seems to me 
strange, however, that an executive officer of this Government, 
who, like ourselves, has taken an oath to carry out the provisions 
of the law, has engaged in or should be seduously anxious to 
evade the law. For myself, I am loath to think that there is an 
executive officer that is seeking to evade the law rather than to 
carry out the provisions of the law, and until some specific and 
direct charges are made upon that question I shall refuse to en- 
tertain any such belief on my part asa Member of this House. 
Therefore I can see no reason why such an amendment should 
prevail to-day. As there has been no abuse of the law in the past, 
and this provision was in the law of the prior enactment, I hope 
and trust that this amendment will not obtain. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. I agree with the spirit that seeks to limit ap- 
a as suggested by my colleague from Indiana [Mr. 

EMENWAY] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN], and 
desire to suggest to the House that, without innuendo, I will speak 
directly. I charge that officers of the Government, its bureaus, 
and Departments, by a system of construction of our general lan- 
guage in appropriation bills, by a system of enlargement and a 
running wild in construing, have exhausted our patience and have 
taken subjects from the control of Congress. 

_While what I cite may only be an analogy in the matter under 
discussion, it is sufficient here to put us upon inquiry and to urge 
us to insist that general appropriations shall not be made unless 
we know to what they are to be applied. There are reasons for 
this course stronger than have heretofore existed, because evils 
in construction have grown up. The War Department—the 
Board of Ordnance and Fortification in that Department—has per- 
mitted an expenditure for scientific purposes of thousands in a 
vain attempt to breathe life into an air-ship project which never 
had a substantial basis, and which collapsed, thus showing the 
correctness of what I say. This was wasteful expense and should 
have been, it seems, so regarded by everyone. It had no utility 
about it. This the officers did without the express sanction of 
Congress by a misconstruction of an appropriation bill in its 
terms general, but clearly never intended for adventure. We 
should have had last year in that bill,as we should in this, a 
limit by exprers legislaiion and restriction. 

In 1888 Congress established a board of officers known as the 
Board of Ordnance and Fortification, and it was stated that 

the board shall be under the direction of the Secretary of War 
and subject to his supervision and control, and that it shall be 
composed of army officers,” and it provided that a large appro- 

riation should available for ‘“‘experiments and tests’’ for 

implements and engines of war,’’ for “‘ devices,’’ etc., and “‘ be- 
fore any of the money shall be expended it shall be made clear to 
the board that after due inquiry the Government of the United 
States has lawful right to use the invention.” Did Congress 
thereby or by the last fortification bill authorize feats that clearly 
meant the sinking of air ships in the Potomac? The salary ac- 
count for years has gone on to the extent of many thousand dol- 


| 
| 
| 








lars a year in a futile invention of an air ship, and not with our 
sanction. 

Air-ship vagaries prevail, the result of inattention of our offi- 
cers, a misconception of our purposes, the result of a wide inter- 
pretation of Congressional action in general terms, and it has cost 
the Government many thousands, when the scheme never had a 
grain of promise of utility about it. This board is under the 
direction of the Secretary of War, and is composed of war offi- 
cers, a board sanctioned by this Congress, which gave them in 
1888 an appropriation of millions with which to operate. By the 
fortification bill of last year we gave them $100,000 of money to 
be wasted on this scientific aerial navigation experiment. No; 
that never was our purpose. But it was wasted because, per- 
chance, a professor, wandering in his dreams of flight in the air, 
sought to impress, and did impress, upon the officers who were 
charged with the expenditure of public money the solidity of the 
foundation on which he built his air castles. 

I commend the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Prince] for stand- 
ing by Government officers in proper expenditures, and I am sure 
he will join in correcting errors. We canall join in placing curbs 
and checks in our bills, so that violent interpretation shall not ob- 
tain and extravagance ensue. Let usclose the gaps. Let us not 
give the invitation. We can then fix the responsibility. 

If we allow our appropriation bills to be general in language 
and do not curb them, and do not specifically limit them in clhar- 
acter, in kind of literature,'as in this case, and in the amount to 
be expended specifically, they will be subject to every flight of 
fancy, and the money of the people will be dissipated. I take it 
that nobody on that side of the House or this, had he been charged 
with the execution of the law, would have expended this money 
under the language of that act. This money is gone, lost—sunk 
forever in the bottom of the Potomac River by this aerial phan- 
tasm, without our approval. I call this to the attention of the 
House as an analogy to guide us to the way we ought to guard 
the appropriations and limit them more closely and make them 
specific. 

PMr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, in the matter of contingent 
expenses the Committee on Appropriations have at all times en- 
countered difficulty. Every deficiency bill that comes into this 
House carries in some page or some part the claim from a Depart- 
ment for a deficiency greater than the appropriation ran. This 
House but a few days ago qualified the contingent account of 
every Department of this Government in these words: 

Contingent expenses, War Department, for the following sums, which are 
so apportioned as to prevent deficiencies therein, namely: 

To the War Department we gave $50,000, together with $25,000 
additional for stationery. That ran to the Interior Department, 
‘*For professional and scientific books, etc., $1,000, of which sum 
$250 may be used for the Civil Service Commission.”’ In the 
Navy Department we make the same qualification. 

In fact, in every Department we qualified distinctly an appor- 
tionment of the contingent fund. Why? Simply because your 
Committee on Appropriations is met every year with the claim from 
the Departments for greater sums than the contingent sum appro- 
priated. Five years ago the Navy Department, of its own voli- 
tion, came to the Committee on Appropriations and submitted 
that there should be one fund for the Department with regard to 
books of reference and technical and professional books, for the 
reason that the heads of bureaus were taking from the increase 
of the Navy fund thousands of dollars annually for professional 
and scientific books. 

Your committee have endeavored to correct that, and believe in 
the several Department bills that will come from the Committee 
on Appropriations there will be the same limitations that were 
put in the legislative, executive, and judicial bill, recently passed 
this House. There should be a limitation on this fund wherever 
there is a contingent expense account, and it is simply a question 
of being consistent with the action of the House a week ago that 
there should be a limitation upon professional books, law books, 
periodicals, and newspapers in this contingent fund. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from In- 
diana has modified his original charge against the Department 
since he began this discussion. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman from Kansas permit 
a question? 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Yes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iwill ask the gentlemanif there is not 
in the War Department a circulating library of fiction? 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. If the gentleman will not interrupt me 
= I have made a statement that would justify such a question 
as that—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman said that the gentleman 
from Indiana made a charge. I ask him if there is not in the 
War Department a circulating library? 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. I will answer the gentleman in my own 
way. I will state, for my information is direct from the chief in 
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charge of the Bureau that. he accuses, that there has not been a 
novel or a book of light literature purchased for that library out of 
any funds provided by this Congress in the last ten years. There 
is a library of novels and light literature there, bought by the 
money of the officers themselves out of their own pockets, and 
last year a large donation was made by the librarian in Phila- 
delphia. These books are probably in use, probably in some book- 
case over there, and in some moment of economy the gentleman 
from Indiana may either require rent from the officers for the 
space occupied by the bookcase there, or require that they shall 
be kept in some other place. [Laughter.] 

The expense of this discussion for the last forty minutes has 
probably cost the country more than would have been used by 
the Department for the purchase of the papers that he objects to 
if it had been used that way. I repeat again the statement that 
my information is direct from General Greely, whose honor and 
integrity I know the gentleman from Indiana does not intend to 
impeach before this country, that no purchaseof light literature, 
or of any novel, or of any general literature of that kind has been 
made out of —_ fund provided by Congress in the last ten years. 
It is unfair to the officers for the gentleman to stand here in his 
place and say that a short time ago he found a novel called 
. ae Wings ’”’ there, and make that a ground for objection to 
this bill. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman said he would yield, and | 


now I desire to ask him a question. - 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Very well. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 
War Department was purchased from appropriations in different 
bills and what proportion by subscription of the clerks? 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. None of the books which are not pro- 
fessional, not technical, not law literature were purchased by 
the Department out of appropriations. No novel, no volume of 
general literature has been bought out of any fund appropriated 
by this Congress within the last ten years. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I put the question again about the library 
there. What proportion was purchased by Government funds 
and what portion by private subscription? 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. I do not know; I have not sufficient 
knowledge to answer the gentleman. The library was built up 
by efforts of the Secretary. 


‘Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman has not sufficiently an- | 


swered my question. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. I say, upon the authority of General 
Greely, that no such purchase has been made within the last ten 
years. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, it is very difficult for me to know 
just what proposition is before the committee at this time, but I 
want, before I call for the amendment, to address myself for a 
few moments to the question of this appropriation and to quote 
from the REecorD as to what is done with it. I want to say to 


this committee that I would not be afraid to stake my reputation | 


on a proposition that under the contingent expense of the military 
information division of the General Staff Corps, including the 
purchase of law books and books of reference, no single book has 
ever been bought that was not contemplated by the action of 
Congress. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman from Iowa permit an 
interruption? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 


by Congress? 

Mr. HULL. I doubt if simple histories of the war would come 
under this appropriation.. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It would be a book of reference. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have been wondering whether the pur- 
chase of these novels, after all, could not be justified if we could 
only get the names of them from somebody. What I wanted to 
know was whether Gen. Charles King’s novels have been pur- 
chased by the War Department as a part of the military history 
of the Army? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I did not yield to the gentleman 
for that question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to ask the gentleman if he does 
not think that they would stand well on a par with some of the 
unofficial reports that we have*had printed about the Army by 
the War Department? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HULL. Well, Mr. Chairman, I am not going to institute 
a comparison between Charles King’s novels and the official re- 
ports. The greater erudition and larger industry of my friend 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] would make him acompetent judge 
on that. I have not been industrious enough in that line of read- 
ing to be competent to pass upon it. 

But. Mr. Chairman, to return to this question, I think the Mil- 
itary Committee and all the members of it, as well as the Mem- 





What proportion of the library in the | 
| be behind every other civilized nation on earth. It is not an abuse; 


I suppose that historical books relating | 
to the war would properly come under the purchase authorized | 
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bers of the House, are.anxious to limit this so that no abuse can 
come fromit. I regard this appropriation as one of the most 
valuable appropriations in the bill, and if the gentlemen will 
take the report of the Adjutant-General made this year, I think 
they will get some idea as to what is done under it that will be 
of benefit to us all. On page 12 of the report is found the state- 
ment: 

The reports received from the military information division at Manila in- 
dicate a large amount of valuable work on the part of that branch office in 
the collection of information respecting the Philippines and- neighborin 
countries and its distribution to the troops serving throughout the archi- 
pelago. 

That is one part of it. Three thousand dollars was allotted out 
of this $10,000 for this line of information. Then you will find 
that they have made improvements in the collection and the clas- 
sifying of the professional data, and then, in addition to that, 


| they have the reports of the military attachés, and of this it is 


said: 

In addition to the regular work of the division, communications written in 
foreign languages and addressed.to the War Department or its several bu- 
reaus have been translated for the respective offices, as well as many docu- 
ments, reports, etc., desired for official use. 

During the year the division has prepared an index of special 
military subjects contained in books, pamphlets, and periodicals 
received in the Military Information Division or the Adjutant- 
General’s Office, War Department, during the quarter ending 
| December 31, 1901, as follows, etc.: 

It goes on then in detail collecting a vast amount of most use- 
ful and valuable information which if we do not secure we will 


it is not building up a library; it is accumulating information, 
and will enable our officers and our soldiers to perform their du- 
ties in the light of the civilization of this century. 

Now, I understand that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLay- 
DEN] proposes to put upon this the limitation of ‘* technical.’’ I 
think if the word ‘‘ technical’’ is applied to books of reference it 
would be a valuable limitation. I think if you apply it to peri- 
odicals and newspapers you practically destroy all the informa- 
tion that can be had from professional periodicals and newspapers, 
because the word *‘ technical ’’ might limit it to such an extremely 
fine point that it would be difficult for the Department under 
that law to administer the office without crippling the sources of 
information. 

I understand that that is what is before the committee, and I 
hope that my friend from Texas will modify it and make it apply 
to books and not to periodicals. The committee, as he will remem- 
ber, and with his entire assent, did undertake to limit it so that 
there could be no abuse in the periodicals and newspapers by in- 
serting the word ‘* professional.’’ 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I think that the chairman of 
the committee will quite agree with me that an effort to so frame 
the law that there can not be improper expenditures in the fu- 
ture is not necessarily a charge that there have been improper ex- 
penditures in the past. I don’t know whether there has ever 
| been a single book purchased by any bereau chief or executive 
| officer of this Government which should not have been purchased, 
| but I do believe that language which limits the purchases to 
| purely professional works and books in these instances is wise to 
insert. 

I don’t know whether any executive or bureau chief in the 
future may be inclined to violate the law, but I am convinced 
that if this language is inserted he will not be able to d> so, and 
my amendment has not been offered in any spirit of criticism of 
the acts of such officers in Departments, because Iam not advised 
that there has been any abuseof it. The chairman has mentioned 
| the fact that in the committee there was an effort made to shape 

that legislation, so that these abuses could not be practiced. He 
| evidently does not remember that I was not satisfied with the 
| language in that paragraph and endeavored to insert practically 
the same thing that I am now offering as an amendment here on the 
floor of the House. I hope that the amendment will be sustained. 

Mr. HAY. Let us have the amendment reported again. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
| again reported. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk again reported the amend- 





ment. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to that at all, 
the way it is worded now. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, substantially 
the part of the bill beginning on line 23, page 3, and ending on 
line 17, page 4, is the same section, if the bill had been divided by 
sections. Both of those paragraphs relate to books, newspapers, 
and periodicals, except that the first one relates to them at the 
headquarters of the several military divisions and departments, 
and the second is for the information. of the General Staff office 
and relateste military attachés. Now, I would like to have the 
attention of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HzEMENWay] a mo- 
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ment. I think that same language, in order to perfect the bill, 
ought to be pat in front of the word ‘ books’’ in line 2, page 4, 
and also in front of the word ‘‘ newspapers,”’ after the word ‘‘ pro- 
fessional,’’ in that same line on that same page. 

Now, one other suggestion. If you do not insert the word 
‘technical’? before the word ‘‘newspapers’’ you are going to 
have trouble, because they are going to say at the Department 
that there are no technical daily newspapers, and that when Con- 
gress allowed them to purchase newspapers it meant newspapers 
other than technical. I believe the gentleman from Virginia Mr. 
Hay] has an amendment drawn up covering this matter. 

Mr. HULL. I must object to going back until we finish what 
we are now engaged on. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. SLAYDEN, 
it was agreed to. 

Mr. HAY. I offer the amendment which I sent to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 2, on page 4, before the word ‘‘ books,” insert the word “ technical,” 
go as to read “technical books of reference.” 


Mr. HULL. Of course that is subject to a point of order, be- 
cause we have passed that paragraph; but if the amendment can 
be acted on without debate, I have no objection to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] 
asks unanimous consent to recur to a previous part of the bill for 
the purpose of considering the amendment which has been read. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Hay, it 
was adopted. | 

Mr.SLAYDEN. I move to insert in line 2, page 4, after the 
word ‘‘ professional,’ the words ‘‘ and technical,’’ so as to har- 
monize with the language just now adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection to considering the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN]? | 
The Chair hears none. | 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. SLAYDEN was 
agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will resume the reading of the 
bill. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I believe the proviso of the paragraph has | 
not been read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That heréafter section 3648, Revised Statutes, shall not apply to 
subscriptions for professional newspapers and periodicals to be paid for from 
this appropriation. 

Mr. HULL. It seems to me that this is an important provision; 
but if the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HeEMENWay] proposes to | 
make a point of order upon it, I will at once admit that it is sub- | 
ject to such a point and after the ruling of the Chair I want to | 
offer the provision in a form which I think will obviate the ob- 
jection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the “gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HEMENWAY] make a point of order upon this proviso? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Ido; and I will say that my only reason | 
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Mr. HULL. It is the provision of the last appropriation bill. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota rose. 

Mr. HULL. Before the Chair decides the point of order, I ask 
that the gentleman from Minnesota |Mr. STEVENS] may be heard, 
to state the reasons for the amendment. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, perhaps the gen- 
tleman from Indiana may not quite realize the importance of this 
provision to the officers of the Army in distant stations. Most of 
the foreign periodicals—in fact, all of them—are required to be 
paidforin advance. When the law does not allow such payments 
from Government funds, the officers have to pay out of their own 
pockets and then wait for a year before being reimbursed, or else 
they must go without the periodicals. Now, many of the officers 
abroad are not so situated that they can pay or do pay for these 
publications in advance. 

I think that if this provision could be limited to such cases as 
that it would be a wise thing. I believe that without some such 
provision as the chairman of the committee now offers there would 
be cases where the proper military information could not be ob- 
tained. I believe that if a limitation could be agreed to, confin- 
ing the provision to foreign technical newspapers and periodicals, 
it would accomplish the purpose of the amendment of the chair- 
man of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa desire to be 
heard on the point of order? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to call attention to 
the fact that I submitted the old proviso in the old bill without 
looking at it. Iwill ask the Clerk toreport the one I now submit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 14, after the word “ Provided,” insert: ‘* That section 3648 of the Re- 
vised Statutes shall not apply to subscriptions for foreign and professional 


| newspapers and periodicals to be paid for from this appropriation, ending 


June 30, 1905.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Indiana to make a point of order against this amendment? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I have no objection to putting in the word 
‘* foreign.’’ I do not want to embarrass the committee. After 
the statement of the gentleman from Minnesota, if you add the 
word “ foreign’’ I will withdraw the objection. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. You make it ‘‘ foreign and pro- 
fessional.’’ 

Mr. HEMENWAY. You have stricken ‘“‘ hereafter’’ out. 

Mr. HULL. Only limiting this law to this appropriation. 


| Mr. HEMENWAY. I withdraw the point of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn, and the 
question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
lowa. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Submarine cable, Sitka to Fort Liscum, Alaska: For the purchase, instal- 
lation, operation, and maintenance of asubmarine military cable for connect- 
ing the headquarters Department of the Columbia with military garrisons 
in Alaska, said cable to extend from Sitka, Alaska, to Fort Liscum, Alaska, to 
be immediately available and to remain available until expended, $321,580. 


" Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order for 


is in the interest of sound policy on the part of the Government. , the purpose of asking a question of the chairman of the committee. 


The general rule is that the Government pays for nothing until 
it gets it. I regard this provision as objectionable on the ground 


Is this cable authorized by any existing law? 
Mr. HULL. The cable is authorized in the sense that we have 


that it may be adopted as a precedent and extended to other | been appropriating for cables from year to year. 


matters. 

Mr. HULL. It applies only to these professional newspapers 
and periodicals. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. But if we allow it to go through in this 
case it may lead to dangerous practices in other directions. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HrMENWAY] state his point of order? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. This proviso proposes to repeal a section 
of the Revised Statutes relating to this subject. It is thereforea 
change of existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HULL. Then I offer the proviso in the form in which it 
appears in the last army appropriation bill: 

Provided, That section 192, Revised Statutes, shall not apply to subscrip- 


tions to news rs by the military information division for the fiscal year 
ending June AOC 1905. . . tr 


Mr. HEMENWAY. I reserve a point of order on that. 

_Mr. HULL. This simply suspends the operation of this pro- 
vision so far as it may affect this appropriation. It is practically 
be = same provision that has been in previous army appropriation 

ills, 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Well, it will _— payment by the Gov- 
ernment for something before the Government has received it. 

Mr. HULL. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Then I make a point of order against the 
provision, because it is the fixed rule of the Government not to do 


at. My point of order is that the amendment proposes to change 
existing law. 





Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to make the point of order on 
| the paragraph. 
Mr. HAY. I make the point of order, if they are to reserve 
| the point of order, the gentleman will have to ask unanimous con- 
sent for debate. 

Mr. PALMER. I make the point of order in order to get infor- 
mation. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the point of order has not been made, 
I desire to make the point of order against the paragraph: and if 
| the gentleman will allow me, as I believe the point of order has 
| precedence—— 

Mr. PALMER. I would rather go on with my inquiry. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I askif I waive the point by allowing 

| the debate to continue? If not, I will make the point. 

| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama will not 

| waive his right so far as an opportunity to make the point of 
order is concerned. 

Mr. HAY. I make the point of order that debate can not go on 
except by unanimous consent without the point of order is made. 

The CHAIRMAN. That point of order is well taken. 

Mr. HAY. | I object. 

Mr. PALMER. _I make the point of order against this section 
that it is not authorized by any existing law, and on that question 
I suppose there will be debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes 
the point of order that this paragraph is not authorized by exist- 
ing law. 

Mr. PALMER. Thissubmarine cable, provided in lines 8 to 15. 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. That was not the point I desired to make. 
Further, I desire to state that point, so that it will not be lost. I 
desire to make the point of order against that portion of the sec- 
tion that reads: ‘** To be immediately available and remain avail- 


able until expended.’’ These words go beyond the power of the 
Committee on Military Affairs; and I ask that that point of order 
be pending until the other point of order is disposed of. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Chairman, there is another point of 
order against this. I desire to raise it so that we may take them 
altogether. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that at present 
the point of order stated by the gentleman from Alabama is 
broader than that made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
and therefore that is the point first to be considered. 

Mr. BURKETT. The other pointcan be raised against it after 
that is considered if it is not valid. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘They had better be stated now. 

Mr. BURKETT. The point of order I make against this is that 
itis a permanent appropriation, contrary to the statute, continuing 
over two years. 

Mr. PALMER. My point of orderis not technical. The point 
- this: Has this submarine cable been authorized by any existing 

aw? 

Mr. HULL. [Ifthe gentleman will look back over the appro- 
priations, he will find that these appropriations for the Army—— 

Mr. HAY. My point of order is that the gentleman can not 
discuss the point of order unless it is made, 

The CHAIRMAN. That point of order is well taken. 


Mr. PALMER. I would like to know what the point of order | 


is, and I would like to be heard on it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to be heard on the point of 
order I have made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first hear the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania upon the point of order which he raised. 

Mr. PALMER. My point of order is that so much of the bill 
as is contained in line 8 to line 15, which provides: 


Submarine cable, Sitka to Fort Liscum, Alaska: For the purchase, installa- | 


tion, operation, and maintenance of a submarine military cable for connecting 
the headquarters Department of the Columbia with military garrisons in 
Alaska, said cable to extend from Sitka, Alaska, to Fort Liscum, Alaska, to be 


immediately available and to remain available until expended, $321,580— 


is subject to the point of order that that cable has not been au- | 


thorized by any existing law and that you can not legislate upon 
@ general appropriation bill. That is the point of order. 

Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Chairman, will the Chair kindly state 
what the point of order of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is? 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, as the Chair understands it, is that the appropria- 
tion covered by the paragraph beginning in line 8 and ending in 
line 15, page 5, is not authorized by existing law. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, this is part of the administration 
of the Army. 


year it will be impossible to reach them except by this. For 
some years back the army appropriation bill has carried an ap- 
propriation for continuing this work of cables to connect the 


military posts in Alaska with thiscountry. This is to finish up | 
that work and make the last connecting link between the United | 


States and the different posts and stations in Alaska. It is to 
finish work commenced and carried on by appropriations from 
year toyear. We are now dependent upon a foreign line to reach 
Alaska by running through Canada out there until they strike 
our outside posts and then connect with our cables, and our dis- 
patches are returned the same way. 

I do not believe it is subject to the point of order because itisa 
continuing work for the use of the Army and is as much in order 
as building a new battle ship for the Navy or the construction of 
new posts for the Army. 


see that any man in the American Congress should evoke a tech- 

nical rule for compelling us to be dependent upon a foreign gov- 

ernment to communicate with our own people. [Applause. ] 
Mr. PALMER. Now will you answer a question? 


Mr. HULL. Will you not let the point of order be decided | 


now? 

Mr. PALMER. I would like to have the gentleman state to 
the House how many military posts there are between Sitka and 
Fort Liskum, Alaska, that will be reached by this proposed cable. 

Mr. HAY. I make the point of order thatit is not germane. 

Mr. HULL. That does not hit the question at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the points 
of order. Rule 21, second paragraph, provides that— 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 


iu order as an amendment thereto, for v3 expenditure not previously au- 
thorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public 


We have troops scattered all over Alaska; it is a | 
military division, and there is no connection with them for eight | 
months in the year ——- by cable; probably nine months in the | 


It is absolutely, in my judgment, in | 
order, and if it were evensubject to the point of order, I regret to | 


works and objects as are already in progress; nor shall any provision chang- 
ing existing law be in order in any general appropriation bill or in any 
amendment thereto. 

Now, the Chair has not been pointed to any law authorizing 
the laying of any submarine cable of which this cable is to be a 
continuation, nor to any appropriation of which this proposed ap- 
propriation will be in continuation. Upon its face this appears 
to be an entirely new appropriation for an entirely new cable, 
and the situation is much the same as if it appropriated for the 
construction of a transcontinental railroad for the transportation 
of troops without previous authority of law for its construction. 
Furthermore,as suggested by the point made by the gentleman 
from Alabama, the language of the paragraph makes this appro- 
priation ‘‘ immediately available,’ and in the point made by the 

| gentleman from Nebraska it is ‘‘to remain available until ex- 
| pended,’’ although this is the army appropriation bill “* for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1905.”” Upon consideration of all these 
mae, the Chair holds that this paragraph is not in order upon 
| this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PAY OF ENLISTED MEN. 

For pay of enlisted men of all grades, including recruits, $9,000,000: Pro- 
vided, That hereafter first-class gunners of field artillery shall receive $2 per 
month and second-class gunners $1 per month in addition to their pay. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I just reserve the point of 
order and ask the chairman if this is an increase of pay? 

Mr. HULL. That is subject toa point of order, but before the 


| 
| 


gentleman-—— ; 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I said I reserved the point of order. 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Parker] 
_is very greatly interested in this, and it has also been cordially 
| recommended by the Department, and I would like for the com- 
| mittee to hear him. ; 
| Mr.PARKER. Thisclause is certainly subject to the point of 
order. In the Navy the pay of the men is not fixed by law, but 
| by a regulation of the President; and from time to time, as the 
development of modern gunnery and small-arm practice have 
shown the need of intelligent marksmanship, higher pay has been 
| given to expert marksmen and higher pay has been given to ex- 
| pert gunners. In the Army, being bound by law to pay so much 
| to every sergeant, every corporal, and every private, there has 
»een no power to do as the Government ought to do, and to en- 
courage such marksmanship without an act of Congress. The 
| difficulty of passing special acts for all manner of improvements 
| of the Army will be seen by every Member of this House. ; 

It was only last year that in the infantry and cavalry and, in- 
deed, throughout the service we gave $1 a month extra pay to 
very expert marksmen, but we had nothing for gunners. Gen- 
eral Randolph, Chief of Artillery, in speaking of this matter, says: 

That has not been brought up, but I want to speak of it, because we have a 
class of what we call ‘gunnery specialists,” who are enlisted men, who can 
pass a much more rigid examination than 7 of those who are classified 
——. ain have become very expert. I mentioned it in my report. 

t says here (p. e 

“Attention is particularly invited to the report of the work done by six of 
these in the artillery district of Portland, during the combined maneuvers, 
which was not only satisfactory, but far exceeded the most sanguine expec- 
| tations. The commandant of the artillery school in his annual report to the 
Adjutant-General recommends that Congress be asked to enact a law.” 

Now, that law was for even more relief than this. In 1901, 
February 20, the act increasing the efficiency of the permanent 
military force provided that first-class gunners should receive $2 
| per month and second-class gunners $1 per month, in addition to 
| their pay. In the estimate this act is referred to for these classes 
of gunners. 

I will read a letter from the War Department: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF STAFF, 
Washington, December 31, 1903. 

Sir: I have the honor to invite attention to the provisions of section 7 of 
the act of February 2, 1901, ‘To increase the efficiency of the permanent mil- 
itary establishment of the United States,” which provides that first-class 
gunners shall receive $2 per month and second-class gunners $1 per month in 
addition to their pay. 

It appears to have been held that the term ee ” as used in this act 
applies only to Coast Artillery, as the Field Artillery had no such class when 
that law was passed. By subsequent orders, however, gunners of the first 
and second class have been provided for in the Field Artillery, and I deem it 
for the best interests of the service that the same encouragement be given to 
| enlisted men of the Field Artillery to qualify for the 
| in the Coast Artillery,and soavoid unfair discrimination. I therefore recom- 
| mend that the inclosed copy of a provision authorizing the increased pay for 


0 
ers of Field Artillery be inserted in the army appropriation bill under 
e item of “Pay of enlisted men.” 
S. B. M. Youna, 


Very respectfully, 
Lieutenant-General, Chief of Staff. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


And then follows the proviso: 
| For extra pay to gunners of field artillery, $11,160: Provided, That here- 
| after first-class gunners of field artillery shall receive $2 per month and 
| second-class gunners $1 per month in addition to their pay. 


| It is therefore a provision which simply extends to the field ar- 





ner class as is given 
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‘tillery this provision for pay as experts that existed before in refer- 
ence to the coast artillery. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Let meask the gentleman what is the pay 
now of a gunner of the first and second class? 

Mr. PARKER. My understanding is that a gunner is simply 
a private, and he is to be paid in this way $2 a month extra, and 
that is all. 

The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman from Indiana withdraw 
his point of order? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the es of making an inquiry of the chairman of 
the committee. I observe that the bill appropriates $6,071,425 for 
the pay of the officers of the line and $9,000,000 for the pay of the 
enlisted men. Now, does not the gentleman think that isa pretty 
large proportion, that the officers of the Army should get two- 
thirds as much pay as the whole Army? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I do not think it is a question of 
what I think, or what the gentleman from Pennsylvania thinks. 
The law of the United States provides for an army composed of 
£0 many men, commissioned officers, and for so many enlisted 
men in the time of war, to be reduced to a minimum in time of 

ace, 

PWe are providing for a little less than the number of officers 
provided for by law, on the theory that there would" not be the 
full number of officers, owing to death or resignation or retire- 
ment; that there would always be a little shortage in the number. 
The Pay Department computed for the total number authorized 
by law. The committee cut it down to what they believed the 
general average would be, as we have done heretofore, and there 
has been no shortage. 

If the gentleman thinks there are too many officers in the United 
States Army, avery simple remedy would be for him to introduce 
a bill embodying his ideas as to the number of officers, and then, 
if it should become a law, the committee in preparing the next 
bill would appropriate on the basis of the new number fixed under 
the bill that might be enacted. 

Mr. PALMER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania does not 
think anything about it; he rose to get information which he is 
entitled to, and I seé that the chairman of the committee is will- 
ing to give it. I wish to inquire whether the organization of offi- 
cers from the General Commanding the Army down through the 
various grades of brigadier-general, colonel, captain, and lieuten- 
ant is not practically as large as it was when the Army had 200,000 
men? 

Mr. HULL. No; but as large as it was when the Army had 
100,000 men or 96,000. 

Mr. PALMER. Has there been any proposition to reduce the 
— of officers in the Army to correspond with the reduced 

rmy 

Mr. HULL. No; and I will tell the gentleman why. In the 
reorganization of the Army the vill provided that in time of war 
they could fill up the companies to the maximum and in time of 
peace reduce them to the minimum. That gave to the Army in 
the time of peace 60,000 men in round numbers, but it did not 
disturb any organization. It left the organization intact, so that 
in time of emergency you could put the recruit in with the trained 
soldier and fill up regiments without increasing the officers in 
time of war, except as they might be increased by volunteer regi- 
ments taken in. As I understand it, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania had a war service during the civil war; and if he will 
remember back, he will remember that one of the greatest in- 
fluences for crippling the service was the constant making of new 
regiments, with new officers. That, at the close of the war, was 
changed so that the recruit went into the old regiment, into a 
veteran regiment with veteran officers, and became a fighting 
machine much quicker than when he went into a new regiment 
under inexperienced officers. 

We believe and Congress believes that the number of officers 
provided for were necessary in time of war and time of peace, 
and to-day, in place of Proposing to decrease the officers, there is a 
cry from many parts of the country and from the War Depart- 
ment for an increase in the number of officers. Every State wants 
a detail of a regular officer in connection with their National 
Guard. Every school of any size in the country is clamoring for 
the detail of an officer as a military instructor; so that in place of 
having too many officers, we have fewer officers than meet the 
need of the country in time of peace, and a bill is now before the 
Congress of the United States to give the power to use some of 
the officers on the retired list for the different services where they 
can be of service as military attachés abroad, as instructors in 
=e schools, in addition to what is now provided for in the 


The CHAIRMAN... The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
Vania has i 


expired. 
Mr. HULL. Then, Mr. Chairman, I will talk in my own time 


for two or three minutes. I beg the pardon of the gentleman 
— Pennsylvania. But I will give him ample opportunity to 
talk. 

Mr. PALMER. Oh, that is all right; I am getting the infor- 
mation I desire. 

Mr. HULL. I was trying to answer the gentleman’s question 
and run off onto another line. With the creation of the General 
Staff there is a large detail of officers from the line, and to-day 
in Manila there is not one-third of the companies with their full 
complement of officers. 

In the United States there is not one-third of the companies 
with their full complement of officers, and if we continue in the 
line of peace a few years more the demands of the different States, 
the demands of the different institutions of learning, the demands 
for military attachés abroad will make a growing demand for in- 
creasing the number of officers of the Army or giving the-power 
to employ officers on the retired list for this class of duty. 

Mr. PALMER. There are thirty regiments of infantry and 
fifteen regiments of cavalry and some artillery. Now, the gentle- 
man says that these organizations are short of officers. Where 
are these officers that are getting $6,000,000 every year as pay from 
the Government? What are they doing? 

Mr. HULL. Those that are with the companies are perform- 
ing the duties of the line, and those that are on detached duty 
are doing the duty that the Secretary of War and the President 
of the United States have assigned them todo. There are thirty 
regiments of infantry, fifteen regiments of cavalry, and there are 
some fourteen regiments of artillery, if they had a regimental 
organization. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs to inform the House what 
the total amount of pay for officers is, including officers of the 
line = those mentioned under different classifications later in 
the bill. 

Mr. HULL. I have not added that up. If the gentleman will 
take the pay given to staff officers, which does not include the 
General Staff—they are all officers of the line and appropriated for 
under this—if he will take the Engineer Corps and the Adjutant- 
General’s Corps and the Medical Corps and the other staff corps of 
the Army, and add what we appropriate there to what is appro- 
priated under this head, the gentleman will get it. But I want 
to say, Mr. Chairman, that what the committee has done is sim- 
ply to take the law and make the appropriations that the law re- 

uires should be made. It may be possible that in the desire of 
the committee to save some money we have cut this a little be- 
low what we will actually need to pay the officers, but in my 
judgment it is ample. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Can the gentleman state why it is that the 
Army of the United States, consisting of only some 60,000 men, 
requires an annual appropriation so much larger in proportion 
than does the army of any other great nation of the world? 

Mr. HULL. Oh, yes; I can state that, and take great pleasure 
in doing so. I say, Mr. Chairman, that it is because it is the 
Army of the United States. We give our soldiers more pay than 
any other nation on earth, because they are citizens of the United 
States of America. Germany pays $2.50 a month; Austria pays 
90 cents a month; Italy pays less thanadollara month. We pay 
$13 a month and add to their pay every year up to $18 a month, 
and I want to say to the gentleman that I am glad that I belong 
to a country that does not have to resort to conscription to carry 
its flag; that I belong to a country that is willing to recognize the 
man who is willing to imperil his life in defense of that flag and 
the honor of the country: that I belong to a country that believes 
that the man who does that is worthy of having at least a living 
wage while he is serving under the starry banner of the Republic. 
[Applause. ] 

I am not willing to even concede that the Congress of the United 
States should be criticised for liberal pay to the soldiers and sail- 
ors of the United States. We pay higher wages to our soldiers 
and sailors than any other nation on earth, and, thank God, we 
are able to do it, and we will continue to pay it while we are as 
patriotic as we are to-day. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I would like to ask the gentleman if it is 
not a fact that in this great appropriation of $75,000,000 only 
$9,000,000 goes as pay to the soldiers. I have been trying to find 
out how much went as pay for the officers, but the gentleman 
seems to be unable to state. 

Mr. HULL. There isa good deal more paid to the soldiers than 
to the officers. I want to say to the gentleman that while we pay 
our officers in the lower grades higher wages than any ovher na- 
tion, we pay our officers in the higher grades lower wages than 
any other nation. 

If the gentleman will refer to page 129 of the Book of Estimates 
and the pages immediately following, he will see stated the exact 
amount of money paid to each class of officers and to the enlisted 
men of our Army. 





— 


Mr. GROSVENOR rose. 

Mr. _— I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOR]. f 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I simply wanted to call attention to the 
fact that the pay of the soldier is one thing, to which must be 
added his rations and clothing. 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Some gentlemen here do not seem to 
understand that. 

Mr.HULL. That allowance is made also by other nations, but 
in a less degree. 

I wish to say to my friends on the other side another thing in 
connection with the suggestion of my friend from Ohio. When 
our army went to China in the advance guard to relieve the lega- 
tions there, it was the best equipped and the best fed army of all 
the armies of all the nations of western civilization that landed on 
the shores of China and marched to Pekin, and the officers of the 
German and some other armies said that our enlisted men were 
better clothed and better fed than were the officers of many other 
countries. 

Mr. PRINCE. I suggest that if gentlemen will refer to the re- 
port accompanying this bill—report 421, page 5—they will see 
there a specific detail of the appropriations. I think this will 
answer the question that has been raised. 

Mr. HULL. Yes; it is all stated in detail there. I ask for the 
reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania Will be considered as 
withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And said c‘erks and messengers shall be employed and assigned by the 
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which they can go to get their money, and Congress will have no’ 
check whatever upon the Departments here. 

Now, that is an ample and good reason why the committee 
should be held within its own jurisdiction in its own bill. When 
the bill carrying appropriations for the Army was originally 
taken from the general Appropriations Committee and given 
to the Committee on Military Affairs its jurisdiction was definitely 
and clearly defined. It was given jurisdiction of those appropria- 
tions which applied to the Army at large, those appropriations 
which applied to the military establishment. But Congress at 
that time retained in the hands of the general Appropriations Com- 
mittee those appropriations relating to the Army that provided 
for the Department clerks and those personsemployed in the War 
Department whose place of business was in the city of Washing- 
ton. I do not think the gentleman from Iowa disputes that point. 

Now, the question is, Congress having left in the hands of the 
Appropriations Committee the right to appropriate for the great 
Departments here, including the War Department, and the gen- 
tleman from Iowa and his committee, knowing that they have no 
jurisdiction over those clerks located in the Departments here, 
went beyond their jurisdiction when they sought to appropriate 
for a chief clerk in the headquarters, because that chief clerk is 
located here. The appropriation for and establishment of that 
position must go on the legislative bill. Now, I know that the 
gentleman from Iowa will in all probability cite me to the fact 
that this belongs to the Commanding General of the Army, and 
that the Commanding General of the Army does not come within 
the jurisdiction of the legislative bill. I grantthat. I grant that 
the old position of General Commanding the Army did not come 
within the jurisdiction of the legislative bill, but that office of 
Commanding General of the Army has been abolished. There is 
no such office existing. 


Secretary of War to the offices and positions in which they are to serve. Mr. HAY. How about the office of Chief of Staff? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserveapoint | Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iam coming to that. Congress has es- 
of order upon that provision. | tablished another office, the Chief of Staff, and in the legislation 
Mr. HULL. Do you raise it now? | creating that office the Chief of Staff is located here and becomes 





Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HULL. Then I want to be heard on that point of order. 
If there is anything in continuing appropriations where officers 
are appropriated for for a long series of years, and where the 
question has been raised and decided on points of order as to their 
pay, I think if the Chair will take time to look into this ques- 
tion, he willsee that this provision belongs absolutely here; other- 
wise there is no such thing as establishing the right of a commit- 
tee to report such provisions. 

I do not believe the Chair gave to the other proposition the 
consideration that he usually gives to all questions coming be- 
fore him. But some five years ago, when Mr. Hopkins (then a 
Member from Dlinois, now Senator) was in the Chair, an in- 
crease of pay was asked for these clerks, and the point of order 
was raised that we could not make the increase and could not re- 
tain them in the bill. That is my recollection of the matter. 
And after full discussion and careful consideration by the Chair 
the point was overruled. 

Provisions of this kind have been ina great many appropriation 
bills for a number of years—I do not know how many. In my 
judgment they are as clearly within the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs as any single appropriation in the bill. 
These are different clerks from those provided for by the Depart- 
ment. They have been carried in this bill from the time these 
offices were created and appropriated for. They are headquarters 
clerks, not departmental. 





If the point of order should be overruled, I desire to have read | 


a communication on this point from the Secretary of War. If 
the Chair would like te hear it, it can be read now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UNDERWOOD] state his point of order? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I was waiting for that purpose until the 
gentleman from Iowa had concluded. I had not stated the point 
of order, but the gentleman seemed to anticipate that I was going 
to make it and seemed to be fully prepared to answer it. He read 
my mind very successfully. 

Mr. HULL. We have thrashed this straw over a good many 
times. 


That certain provisions in this paragraph are not within the juris- 
diction of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

This provision provides for one chief clerk at $2,000. It is evi- 
dent from the language of the bill that that chief clerk will be 
employed here in the District of Columbia. Now, it is not neces- 


a part of the establishment of the Secretary of War. He is not 
an independent officer. Under the old law the general in com- 
mand of the Army could locate his headquarters where he pleased. 
We all remember that General Sherman at one time took his 
office away from the city of Washington and located it in the 
city of St. Louis, Mo. It was a part of the army establishment, 
and not a part of the War Department here, located in Washing- 
ton. But when Congress passed the law establishing the office 
of Chief of Staff, that office bscame a part of the War Depart- 
ment itself. 

The Chief of Staff can not move his office away from Washing: 
ton except by order of the Secretary of War or the President, his 
chief. He is located here, and the clerks in his main office are as 
much a part of the War Department as the chief clerk of the War 
Department. The chief clerk of the Chief of Staff is as mucha 
= of the staff of the War Department as the chief clerk of the 

epartment is, and has nothing to do with the military establish- 
ment at large. Therefore I say, Mr. Chairman, that in the legis- 
lation now taken the House might as well recognize this proposi- 
tion and clearly define it. It is bad legislation and bad practice 
to allow two committees to exercise jurisdiction in the same mat- 
ter. This matter of Department clerks comes within the juris- 
diction of the general Appropriations Committee, and they have 
provided for them on the legislative bill. Now,I say,if the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs invades their jurisdiction, why Con- 
gress will lose all check in this matter, because you will have two 
committees legislating in reference to the same matter. Believ- 
ing that the Chief of Staff has become under the law a part of 
the War Department and no longer is a separate establishment, 


| belonging to the Army at large, I say that this provision is not in 





sary to discuss to the Chairman and to the House the necessity of | 
a Committee on Appropriations remaining in its own jurisdiction. | 


If you allow the committee on general appropriations to assume 


general jurisdiction of one appropriation and then the Committee | 


on Military Affairs to assume the same jurisdiction, you have the 
heads ef Departments where they have got two doors through 


he is located in WashingtoA or New York. 


| order on this bill. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the only argument of the gentle- 
man that I could catch that has any bearing on this is relating to 
the Chief of Staff. The Chief of Staff, under the law creating 
the office, took the place of the Commanding General of the 
Army, and wherever the Commanding General of the Army is 


| mentioned in any of the laws it applies to the Chief of Staff. 
| Now, if you will go back to the appropriations, you will find in the 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, my point of order is this: 


appropriation bills ending June 30, 1901, we lumped these clerks 
together, with fifteen clerks at $1,800, and ten at $1,600, and so 


| forth. 


In the act expiring June 30, 1902, we segregated and made the 
clerks exactly as they are now paid. The act of Congress (Fifty- 
third Congress), United States Statutes at Large, page 236, pro- 
vides specifically for and creates these offices: 

For clerks and messengers at the headquarters of the Army and at the 
several departmental headquarters. 

The Chief of Staff is the headquarters of the Army now, whether 
He takes the place 
of the Commanding General of the Army. 





oy 
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ing headquarters and depots; at the Military Academy at 
west Ane eet the artillery school at Fort Monroe; ¥Va.; at the infantry and 
cavalry schools at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., and at the cavalry and light 
artillery school at Fort ee Kans., not exceeding ninety clerks, at $1,000 
each; twenty-five clerks, at $1,100 each; ten clerks, at $1,200, etc. 

The law afterwards changed their pay, as I have said, by the 
appropriation act expiring June 30, 1902. It was never carried 
in the legislative bill, these clerks having nothing to do with de- 
partmental work. They are at the Headquarters of the Army 


and do the military work of the Army, and have never been | 


carried on ayy appropriation bill except the army appropriation | by a point of order raised under the rules of Congress 


vill. 
Or. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman from Iowa answer 
a question? : as 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. if I can do so. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Here is the office of a chief clerk, at 
$2,000. Will not that clerk be located with the Chief of Staff, in 
the District of Columbia, at the War Department? 

Mr. HULL. He will be with the Chief of Staff, wherever he 
goes, just as he was with General Miles when he was Command- 
ing General of the Army during his entire time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the gentleman mean to say that the 
Chief of Staff has a right to move his office out of the city of 
Washington? 

Mr. HULL. No. Neither has the Commanding General of the 
Army—— 

Mr UNDERWOOD. He did do it. 

Mr. HULL. He did it by authority of the President. 
Commanding General could not move his offices. 
Sherman went to St. Louis he applied to the President of the 
United States for authority to go to St. Louis. 


The 


Mr. RWOOD. I would like for th tlemé 1 , a hea 
Mr. UNDE (oe | happens to be convenient to have it in the vicinity of the offic:s 
| of the Secretary of War and of the President. 


his authority for that. 

Mr. HULL. All officers of the Army are subject to the Presi- 
dent’s authority. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The President could order him back, or 
the President could suspend him. 

Mr. HULL. When General Scott went to New York it was by 
consent given by the President of the United States. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I presume the President could order him 
there. but I say there is no law requiring him first to go to the 
President to get his consent. 

Mr. HULL. There is the general law of the Constitution of 
the United States, which makes the President of the United States 
Commander in Chief. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The President may be Commander in 
Chief of the Army, but—— 





When General | 


beeamse secrets of his command in time of war and in time of 
peace go through these men. They must be in a way military 
men. They must be selected, therefore, for their military ability, 
just as you would select officers. For these reasons the law has 


| always given the appointment of these clerks to the Secretary of 


War, and probably on the recommendation of different officers 
whom they are to serve. 

These reasons are valid reasons for maintaining the law as it 
stands, and not for upsetting it and a statute of the United States— 
not only one statute but successive statutes of the United States— 


Now, I appeal to the gentleman from Alabama, as one who 


| loves the Army, if he thinks there is anything in his point of order, 


to withdraw it under the circumstances for the benefit of the 
Army. But if he insists on it I appeal to the Chair to overrule it, 
because the point of order is taken against the precedent of re- 
peated statutes passed for good reasons for a term of years. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I think the contention of the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] that the General 
Staff is a part of the civil executive establishment here in Wash-. 
ington, presided over by Secretary Root, is altogether wrong. 
The General Staff is composed of officers of the line, a part of the 
effective fighting machine, and for the time being designated for 
the performance of a certain duty. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 
country. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. And, as the gentleman from Minnesota says, 
scattered all over the country. While they are here in the city 
of Washington it is true that they are not here as a part of the 
civil establishment known as the War Department. The head- 
quarters of the Army has to be established somewhere, and it 


And scattered all over the 


Clerks in the of- 
fice of the General Staff are as nearly connected with and as cer- 
tainly connected with the line of the Army appropriated for by 
this bill as are the clerks in the various departments in Manila 
or elsewhere, and may be ordered all over the country. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, there is one mat- 
ter of history that ought to be considered. Some years after the 
civil war a considerable part of this work was transacted by en- 
listed men in what is known as the general service corps, if I re- 
member correctly. That was abolished, whether by statute or 
by order of the Secretary I do not know, but it makes no differ- 
ence for the purpose of this question. The work that was done 
by enlisted men in the Army and paid for out of army appropria- 


| tions is the identical work that is provided for by this section. 


Mr. HULL. And itis suggested by my friend from Minnesota | 
very pertinently that Congress could not make a law compelling | 


the President in these matters. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iadmit that, but it does give authority 
to the General of the Army to move his headquarters anywhere 
he pleases without consulting the President. The President can 
order him back, and if the gentleman has authority for it there I 
would like to see it, as I have not seen it. 

Mr. HULL. I think they are all subject to assignment by the 
President entirely, and this matter was created by law and placed 
in the army bill and carried in that ever since. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say just a word upon 
this point of order. It seems tome that in discussing such points 
as these it is advisable not only to look into the histoty of the ap- 
pointment of these clerks, but also into the reason for that history. 
These clerks who have headquarters with the various major- 
generals and the headquarters of the Commander in Chief, which 
practically is that of the Chief of Staff, have in history been al- 
ways eee and draw their appointment from an army appro- 
priation bill, which said, and it says here: 


To be appointed and assigned by the Secretary of War. 


Hence, in the whole histo 
within the legislative or civil appropriation bill, but have been 
carried in the army appropriation bill. Such a history must have 
& reason, and it does havea reason, many reasons. One reason is 
that that clerk who sits in the office of the general is not selected 
merely because he knows this or that and can pass a civil-service 
examination. 


He must have a certain amount of acquaintance with military | 
e must know military | 


affairs to do his duty in that office. 
terms; he must know the customs of the Army; and I do not speak 
from knowledge, but I will speak from presumption and say I be- 
lieve that most of these clerks have served in the Army as non- 
commissioned officers, and have obtained the experience which 
enables them to be useful clerks in that way, and not by any civil 
service and with no sort of examination to take that place. 

In the next place, they must be men who can be trusted, whom 
the General has known for years, known as soldiers. men whom 
he knows he can trust just as well as any soldier in his command, 





So it has not only been carried as a matter of history in the army 
appropriation bill, but the reason for it is that the men per- 
form military work. They carry out the military orders of the 
mnilitary officers; they have done it either as enlisted men or as 
civilians, and as it happens now in this bill, they are carried as 


| civilians. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, in answer to what the 


| gentlemen have said, I will say that some of my friends on the 





| ried on the legislative bill. 
of legislation they have not come | 


other side of the Chamber have misunderstood my position in 
reference to the clerks in the army establishment outside of 
Washington. I admitted at the beginning, and admit now, as to 
those clerks employed by the general army establishment not in 
the District of Columbia, the military committee has already had 
jurisdiction of that matter,and has it now. But I say that when 
the Congress repealed the law under which we had a Commander 
in Chief of the Army of the United States and established a Chief 
of Staff in his place at the same time it practically abolished the 
Adjutant-General’s Office so far as the control of the clerks in 
Washington went. It made him merely adjutant of the Chief of 
Staff. 

The clerks with the Adjutant-General’s Office were always car- 
These men are now transferred to a 
different division, many of them going, and a large portion of the 
work going, under the Chief of Staff. Some of it goes to other 
places, but the great bulk of the Adjutant-General’s work goes to 
the Chief of Staff. It was always provided for in Washington; the 
work must be done in Washington, where he can be communi- 
cated with by the Secretary of War and the President. There is 
a portion of the work of Chief of Staff that is, I admit, and prop- 
erly belongs to the military establishment. 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman from Alabama yield for a 
suggestion? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. HULL. On page 8 the gentleman will find the same pro- 
vision placed in the bill: 


And said clerks and messengers shall be employed and assigned by the 
Secretary of War to the offices and positions in which they are to serve. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly; but it was limited entirely to 
the Commander in Chief of the Army. Now, I understand—and if I 
am wrong the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. HuLL] can correct me— 
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that this one chief clerk at $2,000 and four clerks at $1,800 each 
are to be employed here in Washington in the office of the Chief 
of Staff, and not in the field. 


Mr. HULL. I can not say where he will assign them. I have 
not looked into it, but I will call the attention of the gentleman 
to one other matter—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But let me ask the gentleman a question 
right there. 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

— UNDERWOOD. The gentleman reported this bill to the 
oVe?. 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And he says that these appropriations 
for these clerks are necessary. Now, does he mean to tell the 
House that his committee has no information as to where these 
clerks are to be established? 

Mr. HULL. We have placed no limitation upon the Secretary 
of War. Our understanding is they are to be employed at head- 
quarters—division headquarters, department headquarters, and 
the Headquarters of the Army. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand that, as to the other clerks 
on the other side of the page, but I want the gentleman to state— 
if he says it is untrue and if he knows these clerks will be em- 
ployed in the field, then I have nothing more to say—if it is not a 
fact that these particular clerks named by me were to be em- 
ployed in Washington, and do not the hearings of the gentleman’s 
committee show that? 

Mr. HULL. My understanding is that the one employed here 
in the Chief of Staff office, especially, is the highest paid clerk 
carried on the rolls. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Do not the hearings of the gentleman’s 
committee show that these clerksnamed by me are to be employed 
in Washington in the War Department? 

Mr. HULL. No; they may be sent out, but they can be em- 
ployed here if necessary as part of the Headquarters of the Army. 
There is no doubt that some of them will, and I will state to the 
gentleman, further, that the Secretary of War sent up a request 
tor a large additional number of clerks, and we believed that it 
would be spbject to a point of order and did not put it in the bill. 
If the gentleman will look back to the last appropriation bill, 
when the law creating a Chief of Staff was fresh, he will find 
there that one chief clerk at Headquarters of the Army, or that 
of the Chief of Staff, was provided for at $2,000, and that is the 
one clerk that is clearly to be employed here with the Chief of 
Staff. 

Mr. BENNY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from Ala- 
bama yield for a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will. 

Mr. BENNY. 
necessary? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, I have no doubt they are necessary. 

Mr. BENNY. Has the gentleman any objection to the amount 
of salaries appropriated by this bill? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. None whatever. 

Mr. BENNY. Hasthe gentleman any idea that they will draw 
these salaries more than once in case this bill passes? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No. 

Mr. BENNY. Then why not let us go along and transact some 
other business? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is very kind of the gentleman who 
has just addressed me; but as the gentleman is a new Member and 
a not very well informed, I would state to him that it has 

n the custom of the House in the past to assign different mat- 
ters to various committees when Congress assembled and that 
certain amounts of appropriations are assigned to the Appropria- 
tion Committee and certain other appropriations for clerk hire 
and other things are assigned to the Military Committee. 

Thus we assign tariff bills to the Committee on Ways and 
Means and public-building bills to the Committee on Public 
Buildings; and if one committee invades the jurisdiction of an- 
other committee, it brings about a great deal of confusion in leg- 
islation, and on appropriation bills necessarily means lax manage- 
ment andalackofeconomy. As this is a new question, this Chief 
of Staff, as to whether he belongs to the general military estab- 
lishment at large and should come under the direction of the 
Committee on Military Affairs or as to whether he is a part of the 
Department and belongs to the jurisdiction of the Committee on 
Appropriations, and as this is the first time it has come before the 
House, it is an important matter that the jurisdiction of the two 
committees should be defined. It is not that I care very much 
which committee has jurisdiction, but it is of the utmost impor- 
tance to good legislation to have the jurisdiction defined so that 
we will not have two committees legislating about the same mat- 
— I therefore can not yield to the point that the gentleman 
makes. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to put a question to the 


Does the gentleman believe that the clerks are 
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gentleman as to whether the clerk at military headquarters an 
the clerks in the office of the Chief of Staff were not of the samo 
character—segregated from the ordinary clerks, but allowed tv 
have the confidential information that belongs to military actions. 
with the only difference that the men in the office of the Chief of 
Staff must know much more about it than-those at headquarters’ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let me say to my friend from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. PaRKER] that the question whether the Appropriations 
Committee or the Committee on Military Affairs should have ju- 
risdiction of a particular matter—the wisdom of the assignment 
to one or the other of those committees—is not a question which 
it is necessary for us todiscuss here. The gentleman may be very 
wise and correct in his judgment on that question. But that ju- 
risdiction has been defined. If the gentleman does not like the 
definition that has been given by the House in defining the juris- 
diction of these committees, he has his time and his committee 
have their time to try to change it; that is, when the President's 
message comes in and the jurisdiction of the committees with ref- 
erence to the different subjects embraced in that message is defined. 

Mr. PARKER. Iam not arguing on that point with the gen- 
tleman, because that is a matter for the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole; but I did have an argument with the gentle- 
man in which I appealed to him, for the sake of the good of the 
Army, not to differentiate the clerks at headquarters and the 
clerks who have to do with the office of the Chief of Staff. I ap- 
pealed to my friend and to the House for unanimous consent to 
allow this matter to goon theappropriation bill. Ido this becauso 
I think it is for the good of the nation that it should be done. I 
do not understand why the technical point should be taken when 
the good of the nation demands that it should be waived. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not desire to take any ‘‘ technical’ 
point in this matter; but the House has heretofore defined the 
jurisdiction of the Committee on Appropriations and has put 
under its jurisdiction these clerks employed in the War Depart- 
ment as a part of the War Departmentestablishment. I say that 
under the law this office of Chief of Staff comes within the juris- 
diction of the Committee on Appropriations. It is not with me 
a matter of personal concern how the Chair may decide this ques- 
tion; but I want a decision, so that the line may be definitely 
drawn. 

Mr. HAY. AsI understand, the point of order of the gentle- 
man from Alabama goes only to the two items on page 7. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well,Iam informed (and if lam wrong 
I ask the gentleman from Iowa to correct me) that those are the 
only two classes of clerks that will be employed in the Depart- 
ment here at Washington; that these clerks have been combined 
by the Committee on Military Affairs in one paragraph with the 
clerks in the field. Now, as to the clerks in the field I have no 
argument to make; but as to the clerks in the Department in 
Washington I raise this question. 

Mr. HAY. The paragraph does not show which of these clerks 
are to be employed “in the field,’’ as the gentleman puts it. They 
are not ‘‘in the field,’’ but at the headquarters of the military di- 
visions in various parts of the country. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. AsIunderstand, your hearings show—— 

Mr. HULL. No. There were no hearings at all on this matter. 

Mr. HAY. Thatistrue. There were no hearings on this sub- 
ject. This bill has been drawn in this way, to my personal know1- 
edge, for the last seven years; how much longer I do not know. 

The clerks under the Chief of Staff, as I understand, are not leg- 
islative clerks under the legislative bill. 

Mr. HULL, Yes, they are; but not the clerks at military head- 
quarters. 

Mr. HAY. Those are the clerks that we are talking about. 
Those are not provided for in the legislative bill. 

Mr. HULL. No; they are not appropriated for in the legisla- 
tive bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Allowmeaword. In the Book of Estimates, 
at the foot of page 49, will be found the estimates for the office 
of Chief of Staff in the civil administration of the War Depart- 
ment, for which there is an estimate of $20,460, the appropriation 
for the current year being something over $9,000. This clerical 
force of the Chief of Staff has heretofore been paid from what is 
called the ‘‘temporary fund’’ of the War Department, appropriated 
in the legislative bill; and for the next fiscal -year we have pro- 
vided a temporary fund in the amount of $325,000, which will in- 
clude all the details of the civil administration of the Chief of Staff, 
as well as other War Department expenditures for clerical force. 

Mr. HAY. Is the chief clerk provided for in this bill provided 
for in the legislative bill? ~ 

Mr. BINGHAM. Here is the Book of Estimates. In the legis- 
lative bill we find in the office of Chief of Staff, one chief clerk of 
division, $1,800. 

Mr. HAY. That is one clerk—a chief of division. 

Mr. BINGHAM (continuing). So many clerks of class 3, so 
many clerks of class 2, so many of class 1, draftsmen, etc. Now, 
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e give the gentleman the information. When the legisla- 
ul was made up we took into consideration in the tempo- 
rary allowance of $325,000 to complete the equipment for the fu- 
ture, in the discretion of the Secretary, the Chief of Staff's office. 
Now, that applies only to the Chief of Staff. I do not believe the 
point of order rans as to the other branch of rn bill, applying 
to clerks and messengers at headquarters of divisions and de- 
partments, because I believe they are military. But the civil es- 
tablishment. the War Department civil establishment, and the es- 
timates for the Chief of Staff we gave the allowance of $325,000, 
to employ on the temporary roll in that Department for the next 
fiscal year, in order that the Secretary of War may organize his 
Department as seemed to him best. I consider that in the line 
as it is here in the bill it is out of order. 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask his attention 
to the Book of Estimates, page 150, for pay of the Army, where 
the estimate is made? I find the language: 

y ngers at headquarters of Departments and office 
of nies oe aint Ono chief clark, gh, 000; Nour clocks or gLt00; ton clarke or 
$1,600. 

So that what the gentleman was reading from was for an en- 
tirely different purpose, and this estimate has nothing whatever 
to do with that. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Thatis the chief clerk of the Department. 

Mr. HULL. Iam giving you what is in the Book of Estimates. 

Mr. BINGHAM. would say to the gentleman that at the 
hearings before the committee the Secretary asked for $20,460 for 
the next fiscal year for the organization of this very Bureau—— 

Mr. HULL. Now, I do not think it at all conflicts with this, 
because the estimates are submitted upon a different line. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman tell us what comes under 
Chief of Staff in your big appropriation of $273,160? 


Mr. HULL. I should imagine that one chief clerk should come | 
in, because wherever the term ‘‘General of the Army’”’ is used | 


under the law it is to apply to the Chief of Staff, and the General 
of the Army having a chief clerk, it must apply to him, because 


officer detailed by the President for this specific purpose. 

Mr. HAY. I could not quite understand that part of the gentle- 
man’s statement. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I say to the gentleman that we have duly 


appropriated to the Secretary, at his discretion, $325,000, out of | 


which the Chief of Staff’s office will secure its subordinate pay roll. 

Mr. HAY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania himself admits 
that this paragraph is not subject to the point of order as to the 
clerks which are to be used in the Bureau, as he takes it. Now, 
there is nothing to indicate that any of these clerks or chief clerks 
are to be used foe in the Department. It does not say that the 
chief clerk is to be used in the office of the Chief of Staff. It does 
not say that any of the clerks at $1,800 are to be used in the office 
of the Chief of Staff, and the point of order can not be applied to 
one part of this paragraph without veing applied to all of it. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania and the gentleman from Alabama 


Army Headquarters, Departments, and the various headquarters 
throughout the Union. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman from Virginia will 
allow me to interrupt him, the point of order is made against-—— 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman 
from Virginia his opinion as to the effect of lines 18, 14, and 
15 on page 8, 
Mr. HAY. 


in which they are to serve.”’ 
retary of War would have the authority to assign these clerks to 
the headquarters of divisions and departments as he might see fit. 


Mr. HULL. The Secretary of War now is authorized to make | 


the assignment. 

Mr.HAY. Thishas always been a provision of the bill that the 
Secretary of War should makethe assignmentstothe various head- 
quarters, he being informed as to the necessity of the different 
headquarters throughout the country. It is not a temporary 
provision. AsI say, it has been carried in this bill for seven 
years, and I do not understand now by what reasoning the gentle- 
man from Alabama or the gentleman from Pennsylvania can 
make the office of Chief of Staff a part of the civil department of 
the War Department. 

The office of Chief of Staff it tem 4 military in its functions 
and can not be a part of the civilian bureau of the War Depart- 
ment, and therefore it does seem to me that if any one item in this 
paragraph is subject to the point of order every other item is, and 
when he makes the point of order it must apply to all or it can 


not poly, to any. 

The Ci MAN. TheChairisreadytorule. This paragraph 
“ppropriates for “‘ pay to clerks and messengers at headquarters 
of division and departments and office of the Chief of Staff.” 
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| the executive, and not in the army bill. 








j ‘And said clerks and messengers shall be employed | la 
and assigned by the Secretary of War to the offices and positions | 
I believe that under that the Sec- | 








The point of order of the gentleman from Alabama, as the Chair 
understands it, is that because this paragraph includes an appro- 
priation for clerks in the office of the Chief of Staff, therefore it 
is in effect an appropriation for one of the Executive Departments 
of the Government at Washington, and therefore should not bey 
included in this army appropriation bill, which comes from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, but should be covered by the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation, which is within 
the jurisdiction of a different committee. We have a statute 
which provides that— 

Each head of a Department is authorized to employ in his Department such 
number of clerks of the several classes recognized by law, and such messen- 
gers, assistant messengers, copyists, watchmen, laborers, and otheremplovees, 
and at such rates of compensation, respectively, as may be appropriated for 
by Congress from year to year. 

Salaries for such clerks and employees are properly carried in 
As to what constitutes 
a “‘ Department,” the Chair calls attention to an opinion of the 
Attorney-General of the United States, directly in point. It is 
found in Opinions of the Attorney-General, volume 15, page 267, 


| and reads as follows: 


The several Executive Departments are by law established at the seat of 
government. They have no existence elsewhere. Only those bureaus and 
offices can be deemed bureaus or offices in any of these Departments which 
are constituted such by the law of its organization. The Department, with 
its bureaus or offices, is in contemplation of the law an establishment distinct 
from the branches of the public service and the offices thereof, which are 
under its supervision. Thus the office of postmaster, or of collector of inter- 
nal revenue, or of pension agents, or of consuls, is not properly a depart- 
mental office—not an office in a Department having supervision over the 
branch of the public service to which it belongs. 
exists here between the office and the De 
dination of the former to the latter, but t 


True, an official relation 
irtment, one, moreover, of subor- 
is does not make the office a part 


| of the Department.° 


The Chair thinks that ruling very applicable to the case in hand. 
Referring to the act of February 14, 1903, entitled ‘‘ An act to in- 
crease the efficiency of the Army,’’ being the act whereby this 
office of Chief of Staff is created, it does not appear that there is 


| any provision that he shall be established or even have his head- 
the Chief of Staff is also the General of the Army, and he isa line | 


quarters at Washington. He may be in the field. He may be 
anywhere the necessities of the service require. He is, among 


| other things, to “‘ have supervision of all troops of the line,”’ and 
| to “perform such other military duties’’ as may be lawfully 


assigned him by the President. The Chair is of the opinion that 
he is not the head of a “‘ Department’ within the meaning of the 
law and ruling of the Attorney-General, but his relation to the 
War Department, so far as the bill is concerned, is of a character 
similar to that formerly sustained by the Lieutenant-General. 
The words embraced in lines 13, 14, and 15 on page 8, ‘‘ And said 
clerks and messengers shall be employed and assigned by the 
Secretary of War to the offices and positions in which they are to 
serve,’’ would, if introduced for the first time in this bill, be open 
to objection, but it appears to be the identical language which is 
in the existing law, the army appropriation bill of last year. It 
is a mere reaffirmation of law. The Chair, therefore, overrules 


| the point of order. 
admit that it does not apply to the clerks who are employed at | 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Three hundred acting quartermasters, at $100 per annum in addition to 
pay as officers of the line, $30,000. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order. 

Mr. HAY. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, that it 
changes existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the gentleman’s point of order? 

Mr. HAY. That lines 7, 8, and 9, at page 10, change existing 


w. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I want to make one statement, 
giving the reasons the committee had for putting this into the 
bill. For forty years.the acting commissaries have had the extra 
pay of $100 a year. The acting quartermasters have had respon- 
sible and heavy duties to perform, and we believed that they 
should be on an equality. This is a change of law, and of course 
is subject to a point of order if the gentleman sees fit to make it? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HULL. : Mr. Chairman, there should be a change in the 


otal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Olerk read as follows: 

In lines 10 and Il, page 11, strike out “three hundred and twenty thou- 
= ae insert ‘‘two hundred and ninety thousand;” so that it will read: 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ames Department: For pay of officers in the Medical Department, 


t 


For additional pay to such officers for length of service, to be paid with 
their current monthly pay, $200,000. 
all, $833,400. 
Mr. PALMER, Mr. Chairman,I move to strike out-the last 
word. It appears that the Medical Department at present is com- 
posed of 1 brigadier-general, 9 colonels, 12 lieutenant-colonels, 45 
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captains, 178 lieutenants, in all 336 doctors for a little less than 


60,000 men. That is 1 doctor forevery 180 men. The cost to the 
United States for the pay of these officers is $833,400, without 
saying anything about the medicines or hospital stewards or 
gnurses. 

On page 15 of the bill there is an item of $450,000 for 250 con- 
tract surgeons. That is to be added, making a total cost for the 

y of doctors for these 60,000 men of $1,283,400. In my opinion, 

r. Chairman, that is too much to pay for that service. I think 
somehow or other and some time or other this force of doctors 
ought to be reduced to correspond in some degree with the pres- 
ent size of the Army. 

The same criticism can be made of the Pay Department. There 
is at present 1 Paymaster-General, who is a brigadier-general; 
3 assistant paymasters-general, with the rank of colonel; 4 assis- 
tant paymasters-general, with the rank of lieutentant-colonel; 20 
majors, 24 captains, a total of 53 paymasters for 60,000 men—for 
30 regiments of infantry, 15 regiments of cavalry, and 15 regi- 
ments of artillery. In active service a paymaster is expected to 
pay 10 regiments every two months, and if this Army was in active 
service in the field, where they could be got at, 6 paymasters 
ought to do the job. There are 53 paymasters, and they cost 
$241,375 to the Government. 

They have 90 paymasters’ clerks, which is pretty near 2 clerks 
to every paymaster. They have an item of $15,000 appropriated 
for paymasters’ messengers. What a paymaster’s messenger is 
I don’t know. There were none in the civil war. The paymas- 
ter’s clerk did the work and the paymaster drew the salary, and the 
only thing I know that a paymaster’s messenger could do is to 
brush the flies off the paymaster’s nose. [Laughter. } 

I make the same remark with respect to the paymasters—that 
somewhere, somehow or other, this force in the Pay Department 
ought to be reduced to correspond to the strength of the Army. 
There may be some sense and some reason in maintaining the 
other arms of the service in the numbers which they now contain; 
but in time of actual war, while we may need trained officers to 
organize the Army as a nucleus to muster the volunteer force 
around, you can always get paymasters and doctors by the regi- 
ment. Youcan hire a thousand of them in twenty-four hours 
who will perform the duty as well as the gentlemen who are now 
drawing the pay and, as it seems to me, doing mighty little for it. 
Anyone who knows the multiplication table and can add figures 
and who can give a bond for the faithful performance of his duty 
can be a paymaster. There is no mystery about it. 

Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, just one word. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is now no motion pending before the 
committee. The gentleman has withdrawn his pro forma amend- 
ment. ° 

Mr. HULL. I will renew it. If the gentleman had been pres- 
ent at the hearings before the committee, he would have found 
that the Medical Corpsis asking for an increase, and makes ‘a good 
showing for the necessity of it. 

Mr. PALMER. I don’t doubt it. 

Mr. HULL. Wecut them down in the reorganization bill be- 
low the amount they desired. The Army is largely scattered. 
We have troops in Porto Rico, in Alaska, in Manila, in Honolulu, 
and we have them scattered in different portions of this country. 
We have two battalions of a regiment in Porto Rico now and the 
doctors must be placed wherever there are troops. 

At one time there were over 400 posts in the Philippine Islands 
alone—small detachments—and I know my good friend from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] would not like to send out even 25 
men in the Tropics away from the base of supplies. where it would 
be impossible to get medical attendance, without having an officer 
of the Army there to minister to them in case of sickness. The 
contract surgeons are in some sense a precautionary measure. 
The Surgeon-General says that we do not know when we may 
need them by this process of sending out troops in small detach- 
ments. ' 

Now, as to the Pay Department, I can only say that when that 
question was before the committee and before Congress in the 
reorganization of the Army we took the evidence submitted by 
the Secretary of War, who has wonderful efficiency in his ad- 
ministrative as well as his executive office, and we took the small- 
est number of men for the Pay Corps that the Secretary of War 
certified would be necessary to promptly pay the troops. 

If any gentleman can give the Committee on Military Affairs 
any evidence that this corps is too large, or if he will introduce a 
bill and give the evidence, I will promise him we will give it 
careful consideration, and if he can establish his case we will be 
giad to cut out any of this corps that are unnecessary. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman if he had any evidence before the committee 
when he made this bill up on this subject? 





re 


Mr. HULL. Certainly, we took evidence; and in this bill we 
are appropriating for those provided for by law. 

a GAINES of Tennessee. Those officers are provided for by 

w? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. We have reduced the Arm, from 
100,000 to about 60,000. Have we the same number of officers for 
the 60,000 that we had for the 100,000? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
described? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. In other words, we have the same 
number of doctors and the same number of clerks for 60,000 troops 
that we had for 100,000. That is frugality run mad. 

Mr. HULL. I will say that during the progress of the war, 
when we had additional regiments and a volunteer corps in the 
field, the Pay Corps was very much larger, and so was the Medical 
Corps, but this is a permanent establishment, and whether the 
Army is 100,000 or 60,000 does not make any difference as to the 
number of officers. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I hope the gentleman will tell us 
why we have not some departmental recommendation or some 
recommendation from the President, the Commander in Chief of 
the Army, urging a reduction of these officers? Why is it Secre- 
tary Root has not made some recommendation about reducing 
these officers? 

Mr. HULL. Because they do not want them reduced. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentlemanfrom Pennsylvania 
[Mr. PALMER] has made a remarkable argument here in a min- 
ute or two, showing to me that there is no desire on the part of 
the powers that be—the Commander in Chief of the Army—to cut 
off these unnecessary officers and lessen expenses. The gentle- 
man's statement is remarkable for brevity, as well as for meat, 
and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] now states that he has 
had some testimony, and what was your evidence on this point? 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman from Tennessee certainly did not 
understand the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I hope he did not. 

Mr. HULL. I stated positively that when the reorganization 
of the Army was before the committee they had very full hear- 
ings. They went over all these staff corps, and they cut it down 
to what they now stand at and what we believe to be a proper 
force. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Haven't they reduced the Army 
since that time? 

Mr. HULL. No; the Army has been reduced in its enlisted 
force under the provisions of that law, but under the provisions 
of the law that was adopted by Congress at that time we are now 
ae appropriating for offices provided for in the permanent 

aw. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. HULL. I can not answer that offhand. I should imagine 
about 10,000. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How many of these officers, these 
clerks and typewriters and stenographers, are there with them? 

Mr. HULL., I do not understand that the stenographers have 
gone with them. The gentleman made a very careful investiga- 
tion of the Philippines, and I will ask him if he found any stenog- 
raphers at these posts? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I think the Government sent a 
number over there that were mighty glad to get back, and a great 
many of them came back with the lids down oyer their faces. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. GAINESof Tennessee. Then, Mr. Chairman, I will renew 
it. The gentleman himself had some little reminder of coming 
back that way himself. I think he stayec in the Philippines a 
little too long for his physical welfare. Now, Mr. Chairman, | 
have alluded to this very thing time and again iu my strenuous 
opposition to this newborn babe in American jurisdiction, known 
as *‘ imperialism ’’ or ‘‘ colonialism.”’ 

Here the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PALMER], the ex-attorney-general of that State, the State from 
which the chairman of the committee himself comes, has had the 
courage tosay, old soldier that he is, that this expenditure is quite 
unnecessary, as are the excessive number of officers, the excessiv: 
number of messengers, and the excessive pay; and all of it ‘s 
brought about, as explained by the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
HUvLL] because the Army is spread all over the face of the earth. 
* Mr. Chairman, I want to dilate a little on what the gentleman 
has said. He rightfully complains of too many officers, too much 
salary, and too many clerks. But this all follows colonialism. 
We have carried our jurisdiction, and with it our Army, in the 
past six years to Hawaii, Porto Rico, and the Philippines, and 
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we must keep the Army in these countries to control the people 
who unwillingly submit to the white man’s control. ; 

I believe we have an army post in Alaska, too, and now righteous 
complaint comes from the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PALMER] because of the unnecessary officers and clerks under 
them and the salaries paid—but all this naturally comes from 
colonialism, the child of the Republican party. 

Now. Mr. Chairman, it is a mighty short cow that does not 
want a tailin fiy time. This colonialism and its cost is coming 
back and haunting the Republican party, and it will continue as 
long as we own colonies, It is becoming a burden and a menace 
to the American people. Thomas Jefferson warned us against 
this spirit of territorial aggrandizement. He told us to stay on 
this side of the Atlantic, and congratulated us that a wide ocean | 
separated us from the war powers of the Old World; and our 
forefathers took his advice. 

They undertook to build a government to suit themselves on 
this side of the world and called it ‘‘ United States of America.”’ 
That was the policy until commercialism and grab and greed got 
into the saddle and now are aiming at supreme control. The old 
policy of keeping the ship of state between the two oceans is 
abandoned, and a big army of soldiers and an army of officers is 
the result in part—death, disease, pensions, and high taxes we are 
used to nowadays. 

| dare say that some other old soldier—and I am glad I am not 
one, but I am delighted to see my distinguished friend from Penn- | 
sylvania {Mr. Patmer] looking so well- 








Mr. PALMER. I donot want tosail under false colors. Iam 
not an ‘‘ old soldier ”’—— 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, you look likeone. [Laugh- | 


ter. | 

Mr. PALMER. I was an humble paymaster’s clerk; but I un- 
dertake to know something on the subject Iam talking about; 
and I say I will take the job of paying these 60,000 men in the 
United States Army at this time for 10 per cent what the Gov- 
ernment is paying for the business now, and will make money 
out of it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Chairman, there is a 
downright, eighteen-carat fine, honest Republican. [Laughter. } 
I hope he will live long and prosper. I want to have the tax re- 
duced on alcohol; and if the gentleman will permit his friends, 
and I am one, will preserve him, and put him on exhibition 
here to succeeding Republican Congresses if we ever have one. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. HAY. In answer to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I | 
wish to say that so far as the Medical Corps of the Army is con- | 
cerned, his statement that he can get a thousand regiments 

Mr. PALMER. A thousand doctors. 

Mr. HAY. That he could get a thousand doctors in twenty- 
four hours, I believe he said—— 

Mr. PALMER. Yes. 

Mr. HAY. Todo as good work as the present Medical Corps 
is doing, I must respectfully take issue with him. He is evi- 
dently entirely unacquainted with the work of the Medical Corps | 





of the Army. 

There is not a more efficient class of men in the Army to-day 
than the Medical Corps. No discovery in modern times in con- 
nection with medicine has been of greater benefit to the world 
than those that have been made by the Medical Corps of the 
Army. And that corps is not sufficient to do the work which it 
ought to do for the Army. Anybody who is acquainted with the 
question, anybody who knows or who has studied the conditions 
that surround the Medical Corps of the Army and the Army 
itself, knows that what I say is true. That corps in the last six 
years has contributed to science more than any other branch of 
the medical profession within my knowledge. If the gentleman 
can get together a thousand men such as Reed and Gorgas and | 
the present distinguished Surgeon-General and the late Surgeon- 
General of the Army, and others who might be named, he can do 
more than anybody else in this country or in this world can do. 
It seems to me it ought to be a matter of pride to the people of 
this country that we have a Medical Corps of which we can be 
proud and whose opinions are valued by every scientific and 
medical association in the world. 
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Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I made no criticism on the 
Medical Corps of the Army nor on the efficiency of the physicians 
employed in it. I do not yield to the gentleman from Virginia or 
anybody else in my respect for that corps. But I did undertake 
to say that there are too many men in that corps; that there is no 
sense in having one for every 180 men. I further undertook to 
say that if war came a sufficient number of contract surgeons 
could be employed to do the necessary work, and it does not seem 
to.me worth while to keep up in time of peace an establishment 
which is five or ten times larger than it need be. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will resume the reading of the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RETIRED OFFICERS. 

For pay of officers on the retired list and for officers who may be placed 
thereon during the current year, $1,944,900.95. 

For additional pay to such officers for length of service, to be paid with 
their current monthly pay, $425,000. 

In all, $2,369,900.95. : 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 


| sumed the chair, Mr. OLMSTED, Chairman of the Committee of 


the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 10675, the 
army appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
GILLESPIE for ten days on account of important business. 
Mr. HULL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


DAM ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER IN MINNESOTA. 
Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman withhold his motion for a 


Mr. HULL. I will. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9308) permitting the building of a dam across the Mississippi 
River between the counties of Wright and Sherburne, in the State of 
Minnesota. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to the 
Minnesota Power and Trolley Company (a Minnesota corporation), its sne- 
cessors or assigns, to construct and maintain across the Mississippi River a 
dam, canal, and works necessarily incident thereto, for water-power pur- 
poses, at any point between section 17,in township 121 north, of range 23 
west, in Wright County, and section 6, in township 32 north, of range 26 we, 
in Sherburne County, Minn. 

Sexe. 2. That suitable fishways, to be approved by the United States Fish 
Commissioner, shall be constructed and maintained at said dam by said cor- 
poration, its successors or assigns. 

Sec. 3. That the right to amend, alter, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved; and the same shall become null and void unless the con- 
struction of the dam hereby authorized be commenced within one year after 
the passage of this act and completed within three years thereafter. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 8, page 1, after the word “seventeen,” insert the words “ or eight- 
een.” 

On page 2, line 1, after the word ‘* Minnesota,” strike out all down to and 
including the word “situated * in line 19, and insert the following: 

Provided, That the plans for the construction of said dam and appurtenant 
works shall be submitted to and approved by the Chief of Engineers and the 
Secretary of War before the commencement of construction of the same: 
And provided further, That the said Minnesota Power and Trolley Company, 
its successors or assigns, shall not deviate from such plans after such ap- 
proval, either before or after the completion of said structures, unless the 
modification of said plans shall have previously been submitted to and re- 
ceived theapproval of the Chief of Engineers and of the Secretary of War: 


|} moment? 


| And provided further, That there shall be placed and maintained in connec- 
| tion with said dam a sluiceway so arranged as to permit logs, timber, and 


lumber to pass around, through, or over said dam without unreasonable 
delay or hindrance and without toll or charges: And provided further, That 
the dam sha!i be so constructed that the Government of the United States 
may atany time construct in connection therewith a suitable lock for navi- 
gation purposes, and may at any time, without compensation, control the 
said dam so far as shall be necessary for purposes of navigation, but shall not 
destroy the water power developed by said damand structures to any greater 
extent than may be necessary to provide proper facilities for navigation, 
and that the Secretary of War may at any time require and enforce, at the 
expense of the owners, such modifications and changes in the construction of 


| such dam as he may deem advisable in the interests of navigation: And pro- 


} 


vided further, That in case any litigation arises from the building of said 
dam, or from the obstruction of said river by said dam or appurtenant 
works, cases may be triedin the proper courts, as now provided for that pur- 
pose in the State of Minnesota and in the courts of the United States; buat 


| nothing in this act shall be soconstrued as to rep al or modify any of the pro- 


visions of law now existing in reference to the protection of the navigation 
of rivers or to exempt said structures from the operation of same. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Reserving the right to object, I would ask the 
gentleman if this bill is reported from any committee? 

Mr. LIND. It is unanimously reported from the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. It is reported by my col- 
league [Mr. Stevens of Minnesota]. 

Mr. PAYNE. It has not been considered by the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, has it? 

Mr. LIND. No. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is it approved by the War Department? 

Mr. LIND. It isin the exact language approved by the War 
Department. 

Mr. PAYNE. Which is written in the amendment? 

Mr. LIND. It is. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have no objection. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 10956) to amend sections 2566 
Chair hears none. The question is on the amendments. and 2567 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 1878, so as 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. | to remove the port of entry for the district of Pearl River from 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | Shieldsboro to Gulfport, and for other purposes—to the Commit- 
reading, and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | tee on Ways and Means. 


time, and passed. By Mr. FLACK (by request): A bill (H. R. 10957) granting 
On motion of Mr. LIND, a motion to reconsider the vote by | homesteads to certain veterans of the civil war, and for other 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
Mr. HULL. I move that the House do now adjourn. By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 10958) to confer jurisdiction 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 45 | upon the Court of Claims to hear and determine the claims of 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. churches, lodges, and educational or eleemosynary institutions, 


arising from the late civil war—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 10959) making available so 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. much of fund appropriated for improvement of Kentucky River 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commn- | #8 May be necessary to build bridge across Two Mile Creek, in 

nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as | (lark County, and meet other damage caused by construction 

follows: - _— No. 10, at Ford, Ky.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a | @TDOTS. : ; 

copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 10960) for the erection of a 

an estimate of appropriation for field maneuvers of the Army and | Baila end t Seem Mo.—to the Committee on Public 
ilitia— Y itt Appropriations, and orde : —— ae gamer 

rained, © ‘he Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be | "By Mr. MoGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 10961) extending the juris- 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a | diction of the district court sitting at Pawhuska, in the Osage 

copy of a communication from the Secretary of State submitting | Indian Reservation, in the Territory of Oklahoma, authorizing 

an estimate of appropriation for marking the boundary line be- | the court to appoint United States commissioners, who shall be 

tween the Territory of Alaska and thé Dominion of Canada—to | ©X-officio justices ef the peace, to provide penalties for the crimes 

the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. of larceny ae oa — of eg animals, and for other 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a | PUrposes—to the Vominittee on the Judiciary. 

copy of a communication from the chairman of the United States | __By Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 10962) to prevent 

Government Board, Louisiana Purchase Exposition, submitting | Témovals from State courts into courts of the United States by 

an estimate of appropriation for rent of temporary quarters in | 20"Tesident corporations—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Washington for certain exhibits—to the Committee on Appro- | , Also, a bill (H. R. 10963) to limit removals from State courts 

priations, and ordered to be printed. a eae United States in certain cases—to the Commit- 
A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy | ¢ 00 the Judiciary. : j 

of the journals of the twenty-second legislative amenibly of the By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 10964) for the extension of 

Ferritory of Arizona—to the Committee on the Territories. 5 street, in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending an District of Columbia. 

immediate appropriation for purchase of site for Federal building 

at Los Angeles, Cal.—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 

ordered to be printed. | PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 








Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
RESOLUTIONS. follows: 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- eee. A es Tees Seat ® pension to 


ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to | ~ py Mr. BEALL of T - A bill : q 
: : aes : y Mr. f of Texas: vill (H. R. 10966) granting a pen 
ee referred to the several Calendars therein named, | gion to Alberta Noulen—to the Committee on Pensions. — 
Mr. HEMENWAY, from the Committee on Appropriations, to | Jie. ~ ee See ee ee an teenie 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10954) making | pensions 
appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations | py Mr. BRANDEGEE: A bill (H. R. 10968) granting a pension 
for te fiscal pene ening Jame 20 oof and for pricy year tnd | to arceline P. Hamilton to the Committee on invalid Pensions 
wey. pa oe ae oe ; oe ri y Mr. S: ill (H. R. 10969) granting an increase o 
— by th + (No. oo se — bill and pe w a re- | pension to Joseph H. Shay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Trae to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | " By Mr, BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 10970) granting an increase 
Mt MORRELL from the Committee on the District of Colum- | of pension to Charles A. Norcross—to the Committee on Pensions. 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9293) to | ¢. gy; ra a CE Oe ee ee cate ns & pension 
create a board for the condemnation of insanitary buildings in | By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H R. 10972) for the relief of Mrs 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, reported the | Lucretia Lambert—to the Committee on War Claims F 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 458); which | - 


a : : : i . R. 1097: i si 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole His Soca 45 Pow een De pee ? 
House on the state of the Union. ; . 


By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 10974) granting an increase of 
\t —— Me tie a can - ore on Invalid Pensions. 
- By Mr. 3: A bill (H. R. 10975) granting an increase of 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. | pension to Benjamin F. Missemer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- | Pensions, 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. | Also, a bill (H. R. 10976) granting an increase of pension § 
9912) granting an increase of pension to Simon Elgiser, and the | Jacob T. Coplan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
same was referred to the Committee on Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 10977) for the relief of certain quartermaster 
eee enrolled, — ae, oa the United States service— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 10978) for the relief of J. W. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials | Cromwell, surviving partner of the firm of J. W. Cromwell & 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as | Co.—to t'e Committee on War Claims. 
follows: Also, a bill (H. R. 10979) to correct the military record of Henry 
By Mr. HEMENWAY, from the Committee on Appropriations: | W. Knapp—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
A bill (H. R. 10954) making appropriations to supply ——— de- Also, a bill (H. R. 10980) granting an increase of pension to 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, | Baron Blanchard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
1904, and for prior years, and for other purposes—to the Union By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 10981) granting a 
Calendar. nsion to Frances E. Truesdell—to the Committee on Invalid 
By Mr. BABCOCE: A bill (H. R. 10955) for the further pre- | Pensions. 
vention of communicable diseases in the District of Columbia—to By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 10982) granting an increase of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. pension to Linus Toles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
























1904. 


ee ne. $e 


By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R, 10983) granting an increzse 
of pension to Rosiline V. Campbeil—to the Committee on Invalid 

insi le. 

. by Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 10984) granting a pension to 
Deia A. B. Fay—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A’so, a bill (H. R. 10085) to correct the militery record of 
Danie: O’Brien—t» the Committee on Military Affairs. 

B vr. GAINES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 10986) for 
the :elief of Mrs. Mary Shannon, and so forth—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 10987) for the re‘ief of D. 
Frone erger, for himself and as surviving partner of the firm of 
D. & C. Krone’ e ger, of Knox County, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 10988) granting an in- 
crease of pension to August Graf—to the Commitee on invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 10989) to pay certain Pot- 
tawatomie Indians of Michigan unpaid annuities under treaties 
made with the Pottawatomie Indians of Michigan—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAY: A (bill H. R. 10990) for the relief of Mary E. 
Collier—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 10991) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frances C. McFarland—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 10992) granting a pension | 
to Henry C. Nash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10993) granting a pension to Mary McEvoy— 
to the Commiitee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10994) granting a pension to William T. 
Vanderpool—to. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 10995) permitting the personal 
representative of Mrs. Esther Gearheart to present for adjudica- | 
tion her claim against the United States Government in the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 10996) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip Hamman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10997) granting a pension to Mary McGill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10998) granting a pension to James Obrien— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10999) granting a pension to Woodford M. 
Shoemaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11000) to correct the record of William Lin- 
~- and granting him a pension—to the Commiitee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11001) correcting the record of Jonathan 
Chaney and granting him a pension—to the Committee on Mili- | 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11002) correcting the record of James Mitchell | 
and granting to his widow a pension—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 11003) correcting the record of James Grooms | 
and granting him a pension—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A’so, a bi.1(H. R. 11004) to correct the record of Isaac Stephens 
anc ‘ rant him a pensionto the Committee on Military Affairs. | 

iso, a bill (HA. R. 11005) correcting the record of Allen Daniels | 
= ( granting his widow a pension—to the Committee on Military | 

firs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11006) to correct the record of James Stone | 
and grant him a pension—to the Committee on Military Affairs. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11007) correcting the military record of G. W. | 





i 


Per! ins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


_ By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H.R. 11008) grant- 
ing a pension to John Bartram—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 11009) 
granting an increase of pension to John Broyles—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON; A bill (H. R. 11010) for the relief of the First 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 11017) granting an increase of pension to 
John Shattuck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11018) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. Bruner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11019) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel L. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 11020) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry W. Hurlbut—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 11021) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph Weems—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 11022) granting a pension to Mollie 
Kupperle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11023) granting a pension to Clarence E. 
Haney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11024) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Chrouch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11025) for the relief of Daniel Guffey, of 
Casa, Ark.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11026) for the relief of W. A. Galloway, of 
Jacksonville, Ark.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11027) for the relief of Eli G. Collier—ito the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11028) for the relief of Mrs. R. M. Scruggs— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr.SPIGHT: A bill (H. R. 11029) for the relief of the heirs 
of John D. Martin, deceased, late of Marshall County, Miss.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11030) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of 
Claims in certain cases—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11031) for the relief of the estate of A. M. 
Doak, deceased, late of Lafayette County, Miss.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 11032) for the relief of Fred- 


| erick Gray—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. WARNOCK: A bill (H. R. 11033) granting an increase 


| of pension to Noah Minnick—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
| sions, 


By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 11034) granting a 
pension to William D. Carpenter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 11035) for the relief of 
John E. James—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 


| were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Chicago Local Council of 
the Merchant Tailors’ National Protective Association of America, 
protesting against the enactment of bills H. R. 89 and 8136—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 8909, 
granting an increase of pension to William R. Wilkins—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 6304, granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph E. McCabe—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
sion to Matthias A. Cullman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


| sions. 


Also, resolution of Heath Post, No. 6, of Gardiner; Bosworth 
Post, No. 2, of Portland, and Hannibal Hamlin Post, No. 165, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Maine, in favor of a service-pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Papers to accompany House bill grant- 
ing a pension to Eli Brazelton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
By Mr. CANDLER: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
relief of Mrs. Lucretia Lambert—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. DARRAGH: Resolution of Andrew McComber Post, 
No. 141, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Michigan, 


Bapiist Church, of Helena, Ark.—to the Committee on War | in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 


Claims. 
By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 11011) granting an increase of 
pension to John Linn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 11012) granting a pension to 
William Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11013) granting an increase of pension to 
William Flaig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 11014) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert L. Duncan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Pensions. 

By Mr. DEEMER: Resolution of Colonel John D. Musser Post, 
No. 66, Grand Army of the Republic, of Muncy, Pa., in favor of 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of citizens of American Falls, Idaho, 
against passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FULLER: Resolution of Joseph Woodruff Post, No. 281, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Marseilles, Ill.,in favor of a service- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11015) granting an increase of pension to pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Joseph Wardle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill 


Samuel P. Short—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, rela- 


(H. R. 11016) granting an increase of pension to | tive to arbitration treaties between the United States and foreign 
countries—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 








1092 


By Mr. GIBSON: Papers to accompany bill granting an increase 
of pension te James P. Fancher—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Resolution of J. Lewis Post, No. 560, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Wilksville, Ohio, against the plac- 
ing of statue of Gen. R. E. Lee in Statuary Hall—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Also, papers to accompany Honse bill granting an increase of 
pension to August Graf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Papers to accompany bill for the relief 
of Pottawatomie Indians of Michigan—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Also, resolution of L. C. Woodman Post, No. 196, of Lawton, 
and Hill Post, No. 159, of Middieville, Mich., Grand Army of the 
Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of business men of Dowagiac, Mich., protesting 
against the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAY: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of Mary 
E. Collier—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Papers to accompany House bill to in- 
crease pension of James McFarland—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Resolutions of Kearney- 
Janeway Post, No. 15, of New Brunswick, and Elwood Arnold 
Post, No. 87, Grand Army of the Republic, New Jersey, in favor 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

sy Mr. KEHOE: Petition of residents of Mason County, Ky., 
in favor of bill H. R. 4072—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Poughkeepsie Foundry and 
Machine Company, against passage of bills H. R. 89, 1234, 4063, 
and 8136—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of C. A. Van Deusen, of Hudson, N. Y., protest- 
ing against passage of bills H. R. 89, 1234, 4063, and 8136—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolution of Gordon Granger Post, No. 64, | 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, in favor of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: Papers to accompany bill to cor- 
rect military record of V. B. Gatewood—to the Committee on | 
Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to correct military record of | 
Charles Branstetter—to the Committee ou Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 5580, granting a pension to 
Celia C. Owen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 10537, correcting military | 
record of Richard H. Welch—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 4604, granting a pension 
to Christian Kloeppel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill H. R. 10062, granting increase 
of pension to Oscar Murray—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Resolutions of Fred A. Norwood Post, 
No. 146, and Weld Sargent Post, No. 92, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Department of Maine. in favor of a service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: Resolution of H. D. H. Wilson Post, No. 134, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Mifflintown, Pa., in favor of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also, petition of Morgan Huff and 20 others, of Dudley, Pa., 
for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Papers to accompany House bill | 
granting increase of pension to Andrew Jarvis—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MINOR: Resolution of George D. Eggleston Post, | 
No. 133, Grand Army of the Republic, Appleton, Wis., in favor 
of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Marinette (Wis.) Good Roads Association, 
favoring amendments to the interstate-commerce act—to the | 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of Marinette (Wis.) General Improvement As- 
sociation, favoring certain amendments to the interstate-com- 
meree act—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Resolutions of Robert Chivas Post, No. 2, and 
Rank and File Post, No. 240, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Milwaukee, Wis., in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany Honse bill granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Weems—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PORTER: Resolution of Colonel James C. Hull Post. 
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No. 157, Grand Army of the Republic, Pittsburg, Pa., in favor 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Weil Bros. & Co., 
of Fort Wayne, Ind., in favor of the parcels-post bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RYAN: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 10931, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Christopher O’ Hara—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: Papers to accompany claim of Mrs. M. A. Doak, 
administratrix—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Resolution of Joy Post, No. 152, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Pioneer, Ohio, in favor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: Paper to accompany bill for the relief of the 
heirs of John D. Martin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. TALBOTT: Paper to accompany bill granting an hon- 
orable discharge to Frederick Gray—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. WATSON: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 10402, for 
the relief of Robert G. Carter, United States Army (retired)—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE. 
MonpDaAY, January 25, 190}. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E>bwarp EVERETT HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Friday last, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, 

RENTAL OF BUILDINGS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of State, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 17th ultimo, a statement as to the quarters and 


| buildings rented by the Department of State in the District of 


Columbia and the various States and Territories, and the annual 
rental in each case: which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


AMERICAN NATIONAL INSTITUTE AT PARIS, FRANCE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of State, transmitting a letter from 
Miss Mathilda Smedley, relative to the incorporation of the Ameri- 
can National Institute (Prix de Paris) at Paris, France; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 


FEDERAL BUILDING AT LOS ANGELES, CAL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, requesting that an 
additional appropriation be made for the acquisition of land for 
the enlargement of the Federal building and site at Los Angeles, 
Cal.; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 


| ordered to be printed. 


SENOR ALFONSO ZELAYA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of State, transmitting, in compli- 
ance with the request of the Government of Nicaragua, through its 
minister at Washington, and with the consent of the Secretary 
of War, a draft of a resolution authorizing the Secretary of War 
to receive Sefior Alfonso Zelaya, son of the President of Nicara- 
gua, as a student at the Military Academy at West Point at the 


| expense of the Government of Nicaragua; which, with the accom- 


panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 
THEATERS, ETC., IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 5th instant, infor- 
mation relative to the condition of all theaters and places of pub- 
lic entertainment in the District of Columbia, etc.; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

JANITOR FOR SUBTREASURY, ST. LOUIS, MO, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 


| munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 


letter from the assistant treasurer at St. Louis, Mo., requesting 
that an additional male janitor be provided for that oftice at a 
compensation of $600 per annum; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
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DIVISION OF CUSTOMS, TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury relatlve to 
the services of three additional clerks at $1.200 each in the divi- 
sion of customs, Treasury Department, in lieu of three clerks at 
$900 each; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

EXAMINER FOR AUDITOR FOR STATE AND OTHER DEPARTMENTS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commnu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Auditor for the State and other Departments, requesting 
that provision be made for one examiner in the office of the Au- 
ditor at a salary of $2,000 per annum; which, with the accompa- 
nying paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOURNALS OF LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ARIZONA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law,a copy of the journals of the twenty-second legislative 
assembly of the Territory of Arizona for the year 1903; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on | 
Territories. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
with amendments the following bills; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 200) granting an increase of pension to Austin Almy; 

A bill (S. 1334) granting a pension to Amy C. Bosworth; and 

A bill (S. 1760) granting a pension to Ann A. Devore. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the con- | 
current resolution providing for the printing of 15,000 copies of 
the statement of the trustees of the Louisiana Purchase Exposi- 
tion Company from the date of incorporation to the year 1903, 
with an amendment; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 134) granting a pension to Wilhelmina Miller; 
a bill (H. R. 188) granting an increase of pension to Henry 

ale; 

A bill (A. R. 
Adelsperger; 

A bill (A. R. 

A bill (H.R. 
Cole; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
Mitchell; 

A bill (H. R. 475) granting a pension to Alfred C. Isachsen; 

A bill (H. R. 529) granting a pension to Emma H. Higley; 

A bill (H. R. 610) granting an increase of pension to Samuel | 
Alexander; 
at bill (H. R. 660) granting an increase of pension to John S. 

ines; 

A bill (H. R. 681) granting an increase of pension to Ella P. 
Kersteter; 

A bill (H. R. 689) granting an increase of pension to Edgar 
Chapman; 

A bill (H. R. 
Baker; 

A bill (HL R. 

lye; 

A bill (H. R. 
McAlister; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
Emery; 
on bill (H. R. 865) granting an increase of pension to Charles C. 

1ase; 

A bill (H. R. 937) granting an increase of pension to Mark A. 
Shelton; 

a bill (H. R. 1156) granting an increase of pension to John Pan- | 
gratz; 

oo (H. R. 1294) granting an increase of pension to William 

cBrien; 

A bill (H. R. 1316) granting an increase of pension to George W. | 


ay; 
A bill (H. R. 1330) granting a pension to Samuel W. Searles; 
aoe (H. R. 1487) granting an increase of pension to Dexter T, 





165) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


195) granting a pension to Michael Landy; 
198) granting an increase of pension to Emmett 


219) granting a pension to Minerva J. Burton; 
249) granting an increase of pension to Mollie J. | 


703) granting an increase of pension to Robert P. 


"Or 
72 


27) granting an increase of pension to James K. 


734) granting an increase of pension to Henry S. 


754) granting a pension to John M. Lawton; 
812) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 


ake; 
A bill (H. R. 1497) granting an increase of pension to Dana Cook; 
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A bill (H. R. 1855) granting a pension to Harriett B. Riley; 

A bill (H. R. 1859) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Cannon; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
W. Blanchard; 

A bill (H. R. 
Gardner; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
D. Towsley; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
A. Soule; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
McLaughlin: 

A bill (H. R. 
Wintz; 

A bill (H. R. 2809) granting an increase of pension to John Watt; 

A bill (H. R. 2822) granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
Phillips; 

A bill (H. R. 
J. Yeomans; 





1883) granting a pension to Harriet A. Cook; 
1906) granting an increase of pension to George 


2016) granting an increase of pension to George 


2040) granting a pension to James Anderson; 
2111) granting an increase of pension to Henry 


2122) granting a pension to Orlo H. Lyon; 

2183) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
2194) granting a pension to Mary Dewire; 

2427) granting a pension to Cynthia Thomas; 
2477) granting an increase of pension to Frank J. 


2553) granting an increase of pension to George 


2852) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 


A bill (H. R. 2912) granting an increase of pension Elizabeth A. 
| Jones: 
A bill (H. R. 2916) granting an increase of pension to Francis §&, 
| Howard; 
A bill (H. R. 2920) granting an increase of pension to Daniel W. 
Huffman: 
A bill (H. R. 2923) granting an increase of pension to John G, 
Fairchild; 
. A bill (H. R. 2932) granting a pension to Dudley R. W. Wil- 
iams; 


A bill (H. R. 3032) granting an increase of pension to William 


| Pettenger: 


A bill (H. R. 3037) granting a pension to William Bieber: 

A bill (H. R. 3172) granting an increase of pension to Robert E. 
Pogue; 

A bill (H. R. 3272) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Hardy: 

A bill (H. R. 32/8) granting a pension to Mary E. Pennock; 

A bill (H. R. 3299) granting a pension to Medie M. Flanders; 

A bill (H. R. 3357) granting an increase of pension to Mary A, 
Craigue. 

A bill (H. R. 3345) granting an increase of pension to Charles P, 
Clarke: 

A bill (H. R. 3367) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Kerby: 

A bill (H. R. 3407) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Lewis: 

A bill (H. R. 3411) granting an increase of pension to William 
J. Hart; 

A bill (H. R. 3485) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Pratt; 

A bill (H. R. 3521) granting an increase of pension to John 
Hawker; 

A bill (H. R. 3616) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Davis: 

A bill (H. R. 3617) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
M. Everett; 

A bill (H. R. 3665) granting an increase of pension to Henry C, 
Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 3815) granting an increase of pension to Hester 
E. Mooney; 

A bill (H. R. 3836) granting an increase of pension to David 
H. Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 4031) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
R. Wasson; 

A bill (H. R. 4045) granting a pension to Minnie Gusler: 

A bill (H. R. 4114) granting an increase of pension to Robert 


|S. Carns; 


A bill (H. R. 4136) granting an increase of pension to Caleb 
Arnett; 
A bill (H. R. 4157) granting an increase of pension to Adam 


| Kohlhauff; 


A bill (H. R. 4251) granting an increase of pension to J: 
Hinkle: 

A bill (H. R. 4276) granting an increase of pension to Hamilton 
E. Burritt; 

A bill (H. R. 4823) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Wurtz; 
one bill (H. R. 4325) granting an increase of pension to Juhn A, 

ills; 


seph 
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A bill (H. R. 4365) granting a pension to Barney L. Brookins; 
A bill (H. R. 4457) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Meldrum; 

A bill (H. R. 4526) granting an increase of pension to William J. 
Shephard; 

= bill (H. R. 4578) granting a pension to Catharine M. McClan- 
ahan; 

A bill (H. R. 4759) granting an increase of pension to David P. 
McDonald; 
‘ A bill (H. R. 4887) granting an increase of pension to George N. 

horpe: 

A bill (H. R. 4915) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Hibbert: 

A bill (H. R. 4937) 
Conklin; 

A bill (H. R. 4946) 

A bili (H. R. 4987) 
Y. M. Wilkerson; 

A bill (H. R. 5179) 

A bill (H. R. 5199) 
M. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 5367) 












granting an increase of pension to Emily 





granting a pension to James F. Wheeler; 
granting an increase of pension to William 













granting a pension to Joseph J. Murray; 
granting an increase of pension to Emma 


granting an increase of pension to Franklin 


Moore: | 
A bill (H. R. 5372) granting a pension to Mariah Kuechler; 
A bill (H. R. 5391) granting an increase of pension to James | 

Keleher; 


A bill (H. R. 5471) granting an increase of pension to A. Marion | 
Gamble; 

A bill (H. R. 5534) granting an increase of pension to Adaline 
Shaw Lovejoy; 

A bill (H. R. 5538) granting a pension to Jane Elizabeth Bul- 
ock; 

A bill (H. R. 5555) granting an increase of pension to James 
R. Hauptly; . 

A bill (H. R. 5609) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Grigsby; 

A bill (H. R. 5611) granting a pension to Juliette Westbrook; 

A bill (H. R. 5617) granting an increase of pension to William 
P. Hereford: 

A bill (H. R. 5634) granting an increase of pension to Robert L. 
Miles; 

A bill (H. R. 5699) granting an increase of pension to James P. 
Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 5718) granting an increase of pension to Adolph 
Heiser; 

A hill (H. R. 5720) granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Filler; 

A bill (H. R. 5818) granting an increase of pension to Philip 
Snow: 

A bill (H. R. 5865) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
Harlan; 

A bill (H. R. 5883) granting an increase of pension to David 
Warentz: 

A bill (H. R. 5972) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
A. Wilbur; 

A bi'l (H. R. 6005) granting an increase of pension to George 
B. Davis: 

A bill (H. R. 6020) granting an increase of pension to William 
P. Conner; 

A bill (H. R. 6023) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Wigert; - 

A bill (H. R. 6025) granting an increase of pension to John 
Herzog; 

A bill (H. R. 6028) granting an increase of pension to Anson 
Heffron; 

A bill (H. R. 6032) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
S. Bellows; 

A bill (H. R. 6036) granting an increase of pension to John 
Shafer: 

A bill (H. R. 6061) granting an increase of pension to Alpheus 
D. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 6085) granting a pension to Anna M. Maier; 

A bill (H. R. 6089) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
L. Nagie; 

A b.il (H. R. 6091) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Brown: : 

A bill (H. R. 6842) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Springer; 

A bill (H. R. 6352) granting a pension to Mary Huff; 

A bill (H. R. 6426) granting an increase of pension to David J. 
Beidler; 

A bill (H. R. 6442) granting an increase of pension to James P. | 
Wallace; 

A bill (H. R. 6547) granting a pension to John Holzer; | 

A bill (H. R. 6562) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
A. Thompson; 
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A bill (H. R. 6582) granting an increase of pension to Harry 
Haller; 

A bill (H. R. 6588) granting an increase of pension to James H, 
Cummings; 

A bill (H. R. 6701) granting an increase of pension to John A, 
Reeds; 

A bill (H. R. 6705) granting an increase of pension to Edwin A. 
Forman; 

A bill (H. R. 6879) granting a pension to Reuben A. Finnell; 

A bill (H. R. 6947) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
Cooper: 

A bill (H. R. 
Nebrich: 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 


6994) granting an increase of pension to Theresa 


7072) granting a pension to Mary McCall; 
7079) granting an increase of pension to John J. 


Fleming: 

A bill (H. R. 7095) granting an increase of pension to Harrison 
H. Hakes: 

A bill (H. R. 7355) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Barrett; 

A bill (H. R. 7489) granting an increase of pension to Helen M, 
Bates; 

A bill (H. R. 7447) granting an increase of pension to William 
Bailey; 

A bill (H. R. 7477) granting an increase of pension to Cyrenius 
Dennis; 


A bill (H. R. 
W. Rowlett: 

A bill (H. R. 
H. Miller: 

A bill (H. R. 
H. Howard; 

A bill (H. R. 7699) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
M. del B. Cunningham; 

A bill (H. R. 7732) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Chenowith; 

A bill (H. R. 
Schroder: 

A bill (H. R. 
Davidheiser; 

A bill (H. R. 
Black; 

A bill (H. R. 
Rice: 

A bill (H. R. 
M. Underhill; 


7563) granting an increase of pension to William 
7594) granting ar increase of pension to Charles 


7682) granting an increase of pension to William 


7756) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
7757) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
7798) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
7799) granting an increase of pension to John O, 


8058) granting an increase of pension to William 


A bill (H. R. 8123) granting a pension to Eliza S. Smith: 

A bill (H. R. 8187) granting an increase of pension to George 
Jeffrey: 

A bill (H. R. 8207) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 8342) granting an increase of pension to Horace 
E. Davis: 
; A <1 (H. R. 8376) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 

. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 8717) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Edwards: 

A bill (H. R, 8728) granting a pension to Matilda Lafferty; 

A bill (H. R. 8729) granting an increase of pension to Gustus 
S. Remick; 

A bill (H. R. 8740) granting an increase of pension to Mary G. 
Bonesteel: 

A bill (H. R. 8850) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Joyce: 

A bill (H. R. 8916) granting an increase of pension to Susie C. 
G. Seabury: 

A bill (H. R. 8920) granting a pension to Harriet A. Tucker: 


A bill (H. R. 9029) granting a pension to Georgie S. Barbour; 

A bill (H. R. 9030) granting an increase of pension to John Daly; 

A bill (H. R. 9308) permitting the building of a dam across the 
Mississippi River, between the counties of Wright and Sherburne, 
in the State of Minnesota; ; 

A bill (H. R. 9583) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Hargis: and 

A bill (H. R. 9658) to provide for the withdrawal, free of duty 
under bond, from the Louisiana Purchase Exposition of any arti- 
cles and materials donated to incorporated institutions established 
for religious, philosophical, educational, scientific, or literary pur- 
poses, or to any State or municipal corporation. 

The foregoing pension bills were subsequently read twice by 
their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro pe presented petitions of the Winter 
, . Y.; of the congregation of the First Chris- 
tian Church of Hamilton, Mo., and of sundry citizens of Eau 
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Claire, Wis., praying for an investigation of the charges made and | the Schwarzwald Unterstuetzung Verein, of Kansas City; of the 


filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; | Socialer Turn Verein, of St. Louis; and of the Saengerbund Sons 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. | of Hermann, of St. Louis, all in the State of Missouri: of Junior 
He also presented memorials of the German Maennerchor of | District, No. 218, of Baltimore; of the Turn Verein of Baltimore; 
Kankakee; of the Grutle Verein of Peoria; of the Plattdeutsche | of the Plattdeutscher Verein of Baltimore; of the Bavarian 
Gilde Daniel Bartels, No. 6, of Chicago; of Lodge No. 358, of | Maennerchor, of Baltimore; of the Independent Citizens’ Union, 
Chicago; of the Maennerchor of Bloomington; of the Deutscher | of Baltimore; of the Locust Point Maennerchor, of Baltimore; 
Kranken Verein of Freeport; of the Turn Verein of Joliet; of | of the German Beneficial Union, of Baltimore; of Von Moltke 
the German Roman Catholic Benevolent Society of Freeport; of | District, No. 115, of Baltimore: of the Germania Club, of Balti- 
the Plattdeutsche Gilde Ewig Treu, No. 55, of Chicago; of Robert | more; of the Arion Singing Society, of Baltimore; of the Ger- 
Blum Lodge, No. 58, of Chicago; of the Maennerchor of Rock | man Beneficial Union, No. 108, of Baltimore; of Harmonia Lodge, 
Island; of the Brothers of the Melomania Lodge, No. 330, of Chi- | No. 2, Improved Order Knights of Pythias. of Baltimore; of 
cago; of Plattdeutsche Gilde Almira, No. 24, of Chicago; of Platt- | the Germania Kranken Unterstiitzungs Verein, No. 1,of Baltimore; 
deutsche Gilde John P. Altgeld, No. 34, of Chicago; of Platt- | of Wittelsvach Section, No. 1, Bavarian National Society, of 
deutsche Gilde No. 56, of Chicago; of Plattdeutsche Gilde Voran, | Baltimore; of the Brewmasters’ Association of Baltimore; of the 
No. 62, of Chicago; of the Sharpshooters’ Association of Joliet; | Turn Verein of Baltimore; of Friendship Union, No. 2, of Balti- 
of Court Germania, No. 19, of Chicago; of the German Krieger | more, and of the Schwaben Verein of Baltimore, all in the 
Verein, of Joliet; of the German Blucher Lodge, of Blooming- | State of Maryland; of the Frohsinn Singing Society, of Sacra- 
ton: of the Turn Verein of Elgin; of the Plattdeutsche Gilde of | mento, Cal.; of the Turngemeinde of Wilmington, Del.; of the 
Chicago; of Fritz Reuter Council, No. 577, of Chicago; of Platt- | Turn Verein of New Haven; of Court Hermann, No. 8, of New 
deutsche Gilde, No. 18, of Chicago; of the Plattdentsche Grot | Haven; of the Gesang Verein Liederkranz, of Bridgeport; of the 
Gilde, of Chicago: of the Deutscher Krieger Verein, of Chicago; | Singing Society of Rockville; of Fortschritt Lodge, No. 30, of 
of the Low German Gilde, of Chicago; of Vorwaerts Lodge, No. | Waterbury, and of Frohsinn Lodge, No. 24, of South Manches- 
137, of Chicago; of the Plattdeutsche Gilde, No. 27, of Chicago; | ter, all in the State of Connecticut; of the Singing Society of 
of Plattdeutsche Gilde Mathias Claudius, No. 28, of Chicago, | Chicago: of the Gesang Verein of Chicago; of the Plattdentsche 
and of the Siid-Seite Turn Verein, of Peoria, all in the State of | Gilde Hummel, No. 33. of Chicago; of the Plattdeutsche Gilde 
Illinois; of Schiller Encampment, No. 33, of Bridgeport; of Zu- | Vorwaerts, No. 7, of Chicago, and of the Germania Royal Cir- 
friedenheit Lodge, No. 15, of Rockville, and of the Maennerchor | cle, No. 41, of Springfield, all in the State of Illinois; of the 
of Ansonia, all in the State of Connecticut; of the Brewery Work- | German Military Society, of Evansville, and of St. Edwards 
men’s Benefit Society of Denver; of Court Germania, No. 15, of | Commandery, Knights of St. John, of Evansville, all in the State 
Denver; of Mozart Lodge, No. 1, of Denver; of Harmonia Lodge, | of Indiana; of the Germania Singing Society, of Salina, Kans.; 
No. 3689, of Pueblo; of the German Krieger Verein, of Denver; of | of the German Workingmen’s Association of Boston. Mass.; 
the Social Turn Verein of Denver, and of the West Denver | of the Arion Singing Society, of Detroit, and of the German- 
Turn Verein, of Denver, all in the State of Colorado; of the Hel- | American Arbeiter Verein, of Detroit, all in the State of Michigan; 
vetia Singing Section, of Sacramento; of Lodge No. 124, of Sacra- | of the Turn Verein of St. Joseph, and of the Rockaway Saenger- 
mento; of the Gesellschaft Teutonia, of San Francisco; of the | bund, of St. Louis, all in the State of Missouri; of the Cherusker 
German Red Men Singing Society, of Sacramento; of the German- | Lodge, No. 8, of Bozeman, Mont.; of the Turn Verein of Newark; 
American Singing Society, of Los Angeles; of Lodge No. 12, of | of Lodge No. 208, of Bayonne City; of the Bergische Maennerchor, 
Los Angeles; of the Deutscher Krieger Verein, of San Francisco; | of Newark, and of the Turn Verein of Atlantic City, all in the 
of the Bremervorde Verein, of San Francisco, and of the Schwei- | State of New Jersey; of Minnesota Grove, No. 1, of St. Paul: of 
zer Verein Helvetia, of Los Angeles, all in the State of California; | Freundschaft Lodge, No. 98, of Winona, and of the German- 
of the Schwaben Verein, of Terre Haute; of St. Henry’s Benevo- | American Lodge, No. 58, of St. Paul; of the United German So- 
lent Society, of Evansville; of Schiller Tent, No. 20, of South Bend, | ciety of New York City; of the Harugari Library, of Buffalo: of 
and of the Germania Park Association, of Indianapolis, all in the | Lodge No. 242, of Utica: of the Hoffnung Verein, No. 55, of Buf- 
State of Indiana; of the German-American Political Club, of Des | falo; of the Harugari Wehr, No. 1, of Utica; of the Young Men's 
Moines? of the Claus Groth Gilde, of Davenport; of the Deutscher | Benevolent Association of Buffalo, and of the Harmonia Singing 
Verein, of Lansing; of the Turn Verein of Ottumwa, and of the | Society, of Buffalo, all in the State of New York; of the Turn 
Deutscher Verein, of Davenport, all in the State of Iowa; of Ger- | Verein of Youngstown; of the German Society of Cincinnati; of 
mania Lodge, No. 15, of Wichita, Kans.; of the Louisiana Gewerbe | Germania Lodge, No. 113, of Cincinnati, and of Eintracht Circle, 
Verein, of New Orleans, La.; of the Turn Verein of Newport; of the | No. 6,of Marion, all in the State of Ohio; of Germania Lodge, No. 
German Pioneer Association, of Newport; of the Anchor Mutual | 1270, of Providence, R. I.; of Lodge No. 10, of Bee Cave, Tex.; 
Aid Society, of Newport; of Mozart Lodge, No. 18, of Louisville; of | of the church councilof the German Evangelical Lutheran Church 
the German-American Protective Aid Society, of Louisville, and of | of Philadelphia; of the German Benevolent Society of Latrobe; of 
Schiller Lodge, No. 24. of Louisville, allin the State of Kentucky; of | the Maennerchor of Bethlehem; of the Mozart Harmonia Singing 
the Turn Verein of Manchester, N. H.; of the Plattdeutscher Verein | Society, of Philadelphia; of Rhine Lodge, No. 424, of Pittsburg; 
of Guttenberg; of the Frohsinn Gesang Verein, of Camden; of Her- | of the Turn Verein of Allegheny. and of the Hessen-Darmstadter 
mann Lodge, No. 81, of Elizabeth; of Schiller Lodge, No. 1477, of | Volksfest Verein, of Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsyl- 
Elizabeth; of Beethoven Lodge, No. 147, of Hoboken; of the Ger- | vania, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to regu- 
man-American Central Alliance of Hoboken; of Cherusker Lodge, | late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
No. 151, of Trenton; of the Arion Maennerchor, of Passaic; of the | were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Maennerchor of Rahway; of the Gemuether Verein Bruder Lustig. Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of sundry Bap- 
of Elizabeth; of the Liedertafel Singing Society, of Trenton; of | tist ministers of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the enactment of 
Germania Lodge, No. 121, of Newark; of the Beneficial Society of | legislation providing for the closing on Sunday of the Lewis and 
Bridgeton; of the Turn Verein of Trenton; of the Maennerchor of | Clark Centennial Exposition; which was referred to the Select 
Camden, and of the East Trenton Maennerchor, of Trenton, all in | Committee on Industrial Expositions. 
the State of New Jersey; of the Gesang Verein Frohsinn. of Worces- He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
ter; of Bunker Hill Lodge, No. 48,of Cambridge; of the Turn Verein | Utica, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
Vorwaerts, of Holyoke; of the German Society of East Hampton; of | unjust discrimination in tariff rates between different sections 
the Einigkeit Club, of Salem, and of the Frohsinn Singing Society, | and localities; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
of North Attleboro, all in the State of Massachusetts; of the Lieder- | Commerce. 
kranz of Butte; of Lodge No. 3, of Helena, and of Goethe Lodge, He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
No. 6, of Marysville, all in the State of Montana: of Schiller | Utica, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
Lodge, No. 837, of Saginaw; of the Harmonia Society of Detroit; | for the creation of an American merchant marine, to be built, 
of Barbarossa Lodge, No. 14, of Menominee; of the German Aid | owned, and manned by American citizens; which was referred 
Society of Marquette; of the Teutonia Singing Society, of De- | to the Committee on Commerce. 
troit; of the Turn Verein of Detroit; of Humboldt Lodge, No. 154, He also presented a memorial of the Church & Dwight Com- 
of Bay City, and of the German Benevolent Workingmen Asso- | pany, of New York City, remonstrating against the passage of 
ciation, of Battle Creek, all in the State of Michigan; of Columbia | the so-called anti-injunction bill; which was referred to the Com- 
Lodge, No. 1412, of St. Louis; of Lodge No. 113; of St. Louis; of | mittee on the Judiciary. 
German Order of Hungari, of St. Louis; of the Southwest Turner He also presented a petition of J. Broodbent Post, No. 185, De- 
Society,of St. Louis; of the Turn Verein of St. Joseph; of the Saeng- | partment of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, of Dexter, 
erbund of Jefferson; of the Socialer Turn Verein, of Kansas City; of | N. Y., and a petition of J. B. Butler Post, No. 111, Department 
the Saengerbund of Freeburg; of the United German Singing So- | of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, of Pulaski, N. Y., pray- 
ciety of St. Louis; of the Deutschen Militar Verein of St. Louis; of | ing for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were re- 
the German-Austrian Benevolent Society, of St. Louis; of the | ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Schwe‘zer Club of St. Louis; of the Saengerbund of St. Louis: of | Healso presented a petition of the Congressional Medal of Honor 
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Association of New York City, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to place all soldiers on a service-pension roll of $75 per month 
who have received a medal of honor for gallantry; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Admiral Farragut Garrison, No. 
25, Army and Navy Union, of Albany, N. Y., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation providing that in computing the thirty 
years’ time for the retirement of petty officers and enlisted men 
of the Navy all service in the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps 
shall be credited; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of New York City, remonstrating against the repeal of the 
national bankruptcy law; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Oil City, Pa.; 
of the congregation of the First Baptist Church of Greece, and of 
sundry citizens of Brockport, all in the State of New York, pray- 
ing for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented the petition of Weil Brothers & 
Co., of Fort Wayne, Ind., praying for the passage of the so-called 
parcels-post bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Indianapolis Retail Grocers’ 
Association, of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the so-called parcels-post bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition ot Harris Post, No. 96, Department 
of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, of Indiana, praying for 
the enactment of a service-pension law; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the Chrysanthemum Association 
and the Woman’s Home and Foreign Missionary Society of the 
Presbyterian Church, of Petersburg, Ind., praying for an investi- 
gation of the charges made and filed against Hon. RrEp Smoor, 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Congregational Church of Seabrook and of the congregations of the 
Congregational and Methodist Episcopal Churches of Haverhill, 
all in the State of New Hampshire; of the New York Sabbath 
Committee, of New York City, and of the Wisconsin Sunday Rest 
Day Association, of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for the closing on Sunday of the Lewis 
and Clark Centennial Exposition; which were referred to the | 
Select Committee on Industrial Expositions. 
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Mr. QUARLES presented a petition of the Coterie Club, of 
Darlington, Wis., praying for an investigation of the cha: ges 
made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of J. B. McPherson Post, No. 27, 
Department of Wisconsin, Grand Army of the Republic, of Lake 
Geneva, Wis., praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 151, Brother- 
hood of Railroad Trainmen, of Antigo, Wis., praying for the 
passage of the so-called anti-injunction bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the National Guard Association 
of Wisconsin, praying for the enactment of legislation to increase 
the appropriation for the organization, armament, and discipline 
of the National Guard; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of the con- 
gregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Clarkston, 
Wash., and a petition of the congregation of the First United 
Presbyterian Church of Everett, Wash., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing for the closing on Sunday of the 
Lewis and Clark Centennial Exposition; which were referred to 
the Select Committee on Industrial Expositions. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Walla 
Walla, Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. MILLARD presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Dawson, Nebr., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi- 
cating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

He also presented the petition of O. L. Brown, of Tecumseh, 
Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the im- 
portation and sale of liquors in original packages in prohibition 
territory; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Rockville, Ind., praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

He also presented a memorial of the Indiana Retail Merchants’ 
Association, of Evansville, Ind., remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the so-called parcels-post bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of Clayton Conrow, of Cina- 


He also presented a petition of the Society for the Protection of | ramison, N. J., and the petition of R. E. Leighton, Bayonne, 


New Hampshire Forests, of Concord, N. H., praying for the en- | 
actment of legislation providing for the concentration of the | 
forest work of the Government in the hands of the Secretary of | 
Agriculture; which was referred to the Committee on Forest | 
Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of the Society for the Protection of 
New Hampshire Forests, of Concord, N. H., praying for the en- | 
actment of legislation providing for the establishment of the | 
Southern Appalachian Forest Reserve, the White Mountain Forest 
Reserve, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Forest Res- 
ervations and the Protection of Game. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Manton, Mich., praying for an investiga- | 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BARD presented a petition of the Pioneers of Los Angeles 


for the preservation of the Calaveras grove of big trees; which 
was referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the | 


County, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation providing | 
| 


Protection of Game. 
He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Santa Ana, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made for the 


improvement of the inner harbor of San Pedro, Cal.; which was | 


referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Santa Ana, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made in aid of 
the Lewis and Clark Centennial Exposition; which was referred 
to the Select Committee on Industrial Expositions. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San 


N. J., praying for the passage of the so-called Brownlow good- 
roads bill; which were referred tothe Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Village Improvement So- 
ciety of Cranford, N. J., praying for the passage of the so-called 
pure-food bill; which was referred to the Committee on Manu- 
factures. 

He also presented petitions of Major James H. Dandy Post, 


| No. 43, of Perth Amboy; of George H. Thomas Post, No. 29, of 


Jersey City; of Mansfield Post. No. 22, of Bayonne, and of Aaron 
Wilkes Post, No. 23,all of the Department of New Jersey, Grand 
Army of the Republic, in the State of New Jersey, praying for 
the enactment of a service-pension law; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of the Fisherman's Pro- 
tective Union of the Pacific Coast and Alaska, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation relative to the payment of al- 
lotment in the coastwise trade; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of Workman Post, No. 31, of Little 
Falls; of Jo. Moreau Post, No. 111, of Pine Island; of Post No. 
3, of Spring Valley, and of Local Post of Edgerton, all of the 
Department of Minnesota, Grand Army of the Republic, in the 
State of Minnesota, praying for the enactment of a service-pension 


| law: which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
He also presented a petition of the Chaniber of Commerce of 


Francisco, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made for the | 


improvements of the harbors of the Territory of Hawaii; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the destruction of derelicts at sea; which was referred 
to ths Committee on Commerce. 





Mr. CLAY presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
Georgia Experiment Station, praying that the appropriations be 
increased for the maintenance of the agricultural experiment 
stations of the several States and Territories; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of General John A. Logan 
Post, No. 540, of Evanston; of General George Crook Post. No. 


| 81, of Kirkwood; of John Hunter Post, No. 168, of Minier; of 


| 





Warren Shed Post, No. 262, of Aldo; of Colonel John Bryner Post, 
No. 67, of Peoria: of Lott Post, No. 70,o0f Gibson; of Lawton 
Post, No. 792, of Danville; of George H. Thomas Post, No. 5, of 
Chicago; of John Wood Post, No. 96, of Quincy; of Colone} Nodim 








Post, No. 140, of Champaign, and of James T. Jones Post, No. 


623, of Vernon, all of the wore of Illinois, Grand Army of 
the Republic, in the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment 
of a service-pension law; which were referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. : F 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of David W. Rhodes, 
of Bay City, Oreg., praying that he be granted @ pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of George Wright Post, No. 1, De- 
partment of Oregon, Grand Army of the Republic, of Portland, 
Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation providing that the 
National Statuary Hall shall be kept commemorative by placing 
therein statues of only such citizens as have been illustrious for 
heroic renown, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the United 
Evangelical Church of Salem, Oreg., praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for the closing on Sunday of the Lewis 
and Clark Centennial Exposition; which was referred to the Se- 
lect Committee on Industrial Expositions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Portland, 
Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mountain 
View, Hawaii, praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
to the land laws of Hawaii; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizensof Forest Grove, 
Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation to abolish the can- 
teen in Soldiers’ Homes, to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liq- 
uors in all Government buildings, and also that an investigation 
be made of the delay by the War Department in providing gym- 
nasiums ordered by Congress; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of the Relief Corps of Forest Grove; 
of the congregation of the Free Methodist Church of Forest Grove; 
of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Cres- 
well; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Salem, and 
of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Scio, all in the 
State of Oregon, praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT, a Senator from the State of 
con which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 

lections. 

Mr. McLAURIN presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Flora, Miss., praying for an investigation 


of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Sena- | 
tor from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee | 


on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. LONG presented petitions of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Minneapolis; of sundry citizens of Gray 
County; of Thomas D. Hubbard, of Kimball], and of sundry citi- 
zens of St. Johns, all in the State of Kansas, praying for the en- 


actment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of | 


intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ness County, | 


Kans., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented the petition of Rev. J.O. Wrightson, 
John T. Stone, and sundry other citizens of Baltimore, Md., pray- 
ing for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

_He also presented the petition of I. E. Wheeler and sundry other 
citizens of Craftonville, Cal., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented a petition of the congre- | 


gation of the Baptist Church of Ardmore, Ind. T., praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Westville, 
Ind. T., praying for the enactment of legislation providing a day | 
of rest for railroad employees in that Territory; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Craftonville, 
Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the in- 
terstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Westville, | 
Ind. T., praying for the enactment of legislation granting the | 
right of suffrage to the women of that Territory; which was re- 

ommittee on Indian Affairs, 


ferred to the C 
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He also presented a petiticn of sundry citizens of Afton, Ind. T., 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for continued 
protection from the sale of intoxicating liquors, and also that 
separate statehood be given that Territory; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FORAKER presented petitions of Wayne Post, No. 26. of 
Orrville; of Dick Mason Post, No. 304, of Lowell; of Captain Wil- 
liam McCrey Post, No. 306, of Owensville; of Newton Falls Post, 
No. 310. of Newton Falls; of Hamilton Post. No. 311, of Gratiot: of 
Miller Moody Pest, No. 314, of Belleville; of Henry Hatfield Post, 
No. 3£0, of Roundhead; of John A. Spellman Post, No. 321, of 
Hilliard; of Fair Post, No. 322, of Spencerville; of McClure Post, 
No. 326, of Grover Hill; of David McIntosh Post, No . of 
Ravenna; of Phil. H. Sheridan Post, No. 328. of McConn~*!sville; 
of Earl Millikan Post, No. 333, of Windham; of I. N. Leggett 
Post, No. 336, of Montville; of U.S. Grant Post, No. 310, of Cin- 
cinnati; of Jonathan Casto Pot, No. 342, of Blanchester; of 
Lewis Post, No. 347, of Xenia; of Commodore Perry Post, No. 
3-0, of Cleveland; of Watkins Andrews Post, No. 352, of Trim- 
ble; of Sul. Stev: ns Post, No. 353, of Mcrrow: of Brough Post, 
No. 359, of Collinwood; of Re«se-Mitchell Pcst, No. 361, of 
Camden; of Francis Smith Post, No. 365, of Jackson; of John W. 
Fowler Post, No. 366, of New Lexington: of Daniel W. Williams 
Post, No. 369, of Pleasanthill; of W. W. Simpson Post, No. 370, of 
Belle Center; of David Lloyd Post, No. 374, of Marengo; of Samuel 
Slavens Post, No. 375, of Stockdale: of James Young Post, No. 
376, of Burbank; of Douthitt Post, No. 377. of Edinburg: of L. D. 
Kee Post, No. 378, of Colebrook: of Powell Post, No. 387. of Fre- 
mont City; of Clay Hay Post, No. 383, of New Carlisle: of H. B. 
Ward Post, No. 385, of Canal Fulton; of Reed Post, No. 387, of 
Chardon; of N. M. McConkey Post. No. 391, of Catawba; of Tom 
Burley Post, No. 392, of Crookville: of C. C. Nichols Post, No. 
394, of Newcastle; of Debolt Post, No. 396 of Centerburg; of Jo- 
seph Walter Post, No. 397, of Lincoln: of Fred C. Jones Post, No. 
401, of Cincinnati; of Joseph Roth Post, No. 402, of Evansport; 
of Cleveland City Post, No. 403, of Cleveland; of Vinton Post, No. 
408, of Pikerun; of Fred Aler Post, No. 412, of Adamsville: of 
S. N. Yeoman Post, No. 418, of Milledgeville; of W. H. Elliott 
Post, No. 420, of Alton; of Welch Post, No. 422, of Uhrichsville: 
of Mounts Post, No. 424, of Prospect; of Hall Post, No. 426, of 
| West Farmington; of Miles Standish Post, No. 430, of Dexter: of 
| Sandy Valley Post. No. 433, of Waynesburg: of Creighton Post, 
| No. 435, of West Mecca; of Joseph Sailor Post, No. 440, of De- 

graff; of Eugene Reynolds Post, No. 441, of Bellefontaine; of 
Joseph H. Ingersoll Post. No. 444, of Miami; of Burnside Post, 
No, 137, of Leetonia; of Starr Post, No. 138, of Lisbon: of Tom 
Talbot Post, No. 143, of Somerset; of Kinsman Post, No. 159, of 

Kinsman; of Addison Clark Post, No. 151, of Liberty Center: of 
| George L. Fowler Post, No. 153, of Berlin Heights: of Hiram 
Louden Post, No. 155, of Montpelier; of Jobes Post, No. 157, of 
Greenville; of A. H. Coleman Post, No. 159, of Troy; of Isaac 
Willis Post, No. 160, of Limerick: of A. L. Brown Post. No. 162. 
of Chillicothe; of E. M. Stanton Post, No. 166, of Steubenville: of 
H. G. Blake Post, No. 169, of Medina; of Arthur Strong Post, 
No. 170, of Creston; of Royal Dunham Post. No. 187, of Bedford; 
of Buell Post, No. 178, of Marietta; of A. H. Day Post, No. 185, 
of Kent; of William Nelson Post, No. 186, of Cincinnati: of Army 
and Navy Post. No. 187, of Cleveland; of Channell Post, No. 188, 
| of Utica; of Kilpatrick Post, No. 189, of Goshen: of Lieutenant 
| Fallen Post, No. 194, of Ray: of August Willich Post, No. 195, of 

Cincinnati; of Jaqueth Post, No. 136, of Sycamore; of H. B. Ban- 
| ning Post, No. 198, of Madisonville: of Commodore Foote Post, 
| No. 200, of Cincinnati; of Phil Hendrix Post, No. 201, of Colton: 
| of Mart Armstrong Post, No. 202, of Lima; of Drummond Post, 

No. 208, of St. Clairsville; of John M. Barrere Post, No. 205, of 
| Hillsboro; of Spiegel Post, No. 208, of Shiloh; of Shreve Post, 
| No. 209, of Shreve; of J. P. Fyffe Post, No. 210, of Higginsport; 
| of A. G. Wileman Post, No. 212, of Marlboro; of Hamlin Post, 
No. 219, of Wellington; of Robert Hilles Post, No. 220, of Barnes- 
ville; of Braunum Post, No. 221, of Bridgeport: of Charles S. 
Hayes Post, No. 224, of Cleves; of Brent and McBride Post, No. 
225, of Richfield Center: of Anthony Marsh Post, No. 231, of 
Keystone; of Carr B. White Post, No. 232, of Georgetown: of 
Loemerz Post, No. 233, of Malinta; of Henry Cope Post, No. 237, 
of Wellsville; of Baxter Post, No. 238, of Lyons; of G. W. Shus- 
ter Post, No. 239, of Toronto; of Henry Clark Post, No. 252, of 
Peru; of Alfred Cannon Post, No. 261, of Canal Winchester; of 
Robert Hamilton Post, No. 262, of Bluffton; of Colonel Val. Lapp 
Post, No. 263, of Baltimore; of Wilkins Post, No. 264, of Whar- 
ton; of James P. Mann Post, No. 267, of Lewisville: of Bloom 
Post, No. 269, of South Webster; of George L. Waterman Post, 
No. 272, of Peninsula; of J. E. Coomer Post, No. 281, of Ashley; 
of Ray Heller Post, No. 284, of Whitehouse; of Hughes Post. No. 
285, of Malta; of Tom Dew Post, No. 222, of Buchtel; of Guiggle 
Post, No. 289, of South Wanton; of Bentley Post, No. 24, of 
Mantua; of Harry Caster Post, No. 56, of Haskins; of Morris 
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Jackson Center; of Neal Post, No. 62, of Sidney; of John Bell 
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McMillan Post, No. 58, of Wilmington; of Smith Post, No. 61, of Ansonia; of John Brown Post, No. 633, of Springfield; of Rings 
Post, No. 637, of West Unity; of Hecker Post, No. 688, of Cincin- 
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———— 


Post, No. 63, of Proctorville; of Richard Allen Post, No. 65, of nati; of E. L. Hughes Post, No. 640, of Buford; of Caleb Marker 
Elyria; of W. T. Sherman Post, No. 68, of Hudson; of Richard | Post, No. 646, of New Paris; of Moses Martin Post, No. 649, of 
Lanning Post, No. 69, of Coshocton; of Lemert Post, No. 71, of | Huron; of Justus Paxton Post, No. 652, of Shauck; of J. G. 


Newark; of Thoburn Post, No. 72, of Martins Ferry; of Daniel 
Miller Post, No. 78, of Leipsic; of Hiram Strong Post, No. 79, of 
Dayton; of Hazlett Post, No. 81, of Zanesville; of James St. John 





Reithmuller Post, No. 658, of Hannibal; of Martin Post, No. 665, 
of Claysville; of Roberts Post, No. 672, of Poplar; of Kalden- 
baugh Post, No. 676, of Mineral City; of J. W. Ash Post, No. 679, 


Post. No. 82, of Cardington: of Lieut. William S. Kishler Post, | of Kansas; of Joseph W. Vance Post, No. 680, of Scott; of Theo- 


No. 83, of St. Marys; of Charles B. Mitchell Post, No. 84, of Mau- 
mee; of Bronson Post, No. 85, of Jerry City; of Columbus Golden 
Post, No. 89, of Athens; of Weiser Post, No. 98, of Dupont; of 
Currie Post, No. 94, of Cedarville; of Cantwell Post, No. 97, of 
Kenton; of W. A. Brand Post, No. 98, of Urbana; of W.C. Scott 
Post, No. 100, of Van Wert: of Carman Post, No. 101, of Ada; of 
Edgar Post, No. 102, of Dunkirk; of A. N. Goldwood Post, No. 104, 
of West Richfield; of Potter Post, No. 105, of Green Spring; of 
Engle Post, No. 109, of Benton Ridge; of Rice and Creglow Post, 
No. 112, of Attica; of Ransom Reed Post, No. 113, of Marysville; 
of Burkholder Post, No. 115, of Yellow Springs; of Cooper Post, 
No. 117, of Marion; of Strong Post, No. 118, of Jamestown; of L. M. 
Fuller Post, No. 123, of Rogers; of Canfield Post, No. 124, of Gib- 
sonburg: of Cadot Post, No. 126, of Gallipolis; of Leith Post, No. 

27, of Nevada; of Keller Post, No. 128, of Bucyrus; of Dick Mor- 
ris Post, No. 130, of Galion: of Hart Post, No. 134,o0f Massillon; of 
Robinson Post, No. 135, of Republic; of J. A. Garfield Post, No. 136, 
of Columbiana: of Paulus Post, No. 4, of Ashtabula; of Veteran 
Post. No. 5, of National Military Home, Dayton; of Trescott Post, 
No. 10, of Salem; of Charles E. Austin Post, No. 11, of Austinburg; 
of Buckley Post, No. 12, of Akron; of George H. Thomas Post, No. 
13, of Cincinnati; of Ford Post, No. 14, of Toledo; of Forsyth Post, 
No. 15, of Toledo: of McPherson Post, No. 16, of Niles; of Dyer 
Post, No. 17, of Painesville; of Lincoln Post, No. 18, of Pierpont; 
of McMeens Post, No. 19, of Sandusky; of Joe Hooker Post, No. 
21, of Mount Vernon; of Bishop Post, No. 22, of Defiance; of 
The Old Guard Post, No. 23, of Dayton; of William McKinley 
Post, No. 25, of Canton; of Bowers Post, No. 28, of Geneva; of 
E. F. Noyes and R. L. McCook Post, No. 30, of Cincinnati: of 
W. H. Gibson Post, No. 31, of Tiffin; of Wooster-Boalt Post, No. 
84, of Norwalk; of Leasure Post, No. 35, of Wauseon; of Bell 
Harmon Post, No. 36, of Warren; of Phil Kearny Post, No. 38, 
of Nelsonville: of N. L. Norris Post, No. 40, of Chagrin Falls; of 
Kyle Post, No. 41, of Wapakoneta; of McKill Post, No. 42, of 
Bainbridge; of General Lyon Post, No. 44, of East Liverpool: 
of Mitchell Post, No. 45. of Springfield; of Wiley Post, No. 46, of 
Bowling Green; of William H. Lytle Post, No. 47, of Cincinnati; 
of Stoker Post, No. 54, of Findlay; of Diester Post, No. 446, of 
Dayton; of Lorain Post, No. 448, of Lorain; of J. M. Wells Post, 
No. 451, of Columbus; of I. B. Richardson Post, No. 454, of Lake- 
side; of Colonel Melvin Clarke Post, No. 459, of Belpre; of O. H. 
Haskell Post, No. 462, of Perry; of John M. Mosly Post, No. 470, 
of Dexter City; of Page Post, No. 471, of Sylvania; of Zeno H. 
Scott Post, No. 479, of Moscow; of Mirane Judy Post, No. 480, 
of Bloomingsburg; of General Sanders Post, No. 482, of Quaker 
City; of Union Post, No. 483, of East Trumbull; of Emerson 
Opdyke Post, No. 486, of Martinsburg; of Ross Newport Post, 
No. 489, of Newport: of Davidson Post. No. 490, of Smithville; 
of John Ball Post, No. 493, of Mowrystown; of 8S. M. Neighbor 
Post, No. 494, of Newcomerstown; of Harrison Wright Post. 
No. 497, of Gratis: of Daniels Post, No. 500, of Xenia; of Cutler 
Post, No. 502, .of Cutler; of C. Bronard Post, No. 503, of Truan- 
bull; of Deardorff Brock Post, No. 506, of Middletown; of Cot- 
ton Post, No. 510, of Beach City; of B. T. Steiner Post, No. 511, 
of Pierce; of Mark Horton Post, No. 515, of Garrettsville: of 
T. J. Mercer Post, No. 529, of Chesterhill; of Silas D. Prather 
Post, No. 590, of Baurenwelhe; of Asa R. Hillyer Post, No. 532, 
of Monroeville: of Lieutenant Boyd Post, No. 540, of Antioch; 
of Harvey J. Covell Post, No. 546, of Rockcreek; of Captain 
Bart Emery Post, No. 554, of Loveland; of George D. Harter 
Post, No. 555, of Canton; of Forest City Post, No. 556, of Cleve- 
land; of Wilson V. Tood Post, No. 559, of Wakeman; of J. Lewis 
Post, No. 560, of Wilkesville; of John Bartges Post, No. 561, of 
North Georgetown; of Rarden Post, No. 562, of Rarden; of A. W. 
Graves Post, No. 563, of Lockland; of W. H. Byrd Post, No. 565, 
of Spring Valley; of Walter A. Slaughter Post, No. 568, of Edger- 
ton; of W.S. Hancock Post, No. 571, of Thurman; of R. G. Shaw 
Post, No. 580, of Cincinnati; of L. A. Myers Post, No. 582, of Sun- 
bury; of James A. Garfield Post, No. 591, of Mentor; of John A. 
Miller Post, No. 592, of Parks Mills; of W..D. W. Mitchell Post, 
No. 593, of Byhalia; of Al. Mason Post, No. 598, of Miamisburg; 
of Wilson Post, No. 602, of Vienna Cross Roads; of General 
W. P. Richardson Post, No. 609, of Woodsfield: of William H. 
Bailey Post, No. 610, of Blue Creek; of Spencer Cherrington Post, 
No. 614, of Jackson; of Taylor Post, No. 616, of Somerton; of A. 
Linnabary Post, No. 621, of Melrose; of Harlem Springs Post. 
No. 524, of Harlem Springs; of J. M. Hifer Post, No. 632, of 


dore G. Merchant Post, No. 683, of Paulding; of R. Marshall 
Post, No. 684, of South Perry; of John H. Jackson Post, No. 689, 
of Cheviot; of Colonel John T. Toland Post, No. 695, of State Sol- 
diers’ Home, Upper Sandusky; of Charles N. Stout Post, No. 700, 
of Stout; of A. W. Duncan Post, No. 702, of Killbuck; of Fry 
Post, No. 706, of Brandon; of Walker Jackson Post, No. 713, of 
Ripley; of Volunteer Post, No. 715, of Toledo; of Lieutenant S. V. 
Walk Post, No. 720, of Eagle Mills; of John C. Fremont Post, No. 
72%, of Alliance; of Shennefield Post, No. 784, of Ewington; of 
Edward Crouse Post, No. 737, of Harrisburg; of Jesse Ellis Post. No. 
740, of Batavia; of David G. McFaddin Post, No. 741, of Sardinia; 
of George K. Moss Post, No. 742, of Broadwell; of Juday N. 
Sheumon Post, No. 747, of Eldorado; of Neal Post, No. #2, of 
Sidney; of Wallace McNeal Post, No. 687, of Iberia; of Andrew 
Crawford Post, No. 6, of New Philadelphia; of A. B. Banning 
Post, No. 198, of Madisonville; of Thurston Pest, No. 213, of Leb- 
anon; of Ricksecker Post, No. 469, of Canal Dover; of Fifer Post, 
No. 632, of Ansonia, all of the Department of Ohio, Grand Army of 
the Republic, in the State of Ohio, praying for the enactment of 
a service-pension law; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. : 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of J. Dodder Post, No. 446, 
Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Grand View, 
lowa, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the United 
Presbyterian Church of Morning Sun, of the congregation of the 
Baptist Church of Murray, of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Murray, of the congregation of the United 
Presbyterian Church of Washington, of the congregations of the 
Presbyterian and Methodist Episcopal churches of Crawfordville, 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Oelwein, of sun- 
dry citizens of Washington, of the congregation of the Christian 
Church of Murray, and of the congregation of the Free Methodist 
Church of Morning Sun, all in the State of Iowa, praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed asainst Hon. RrEep 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. ALDRICH presented a petition of Netop Council, No. 7, 
Order of United American Me -hanics. of East Providence, R. I., 
and a petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Charlestown, R. I., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Priy- 
ileges and Elections. 

Mr. WARREN presented sundry papers to accompany the bills 
(S. 2602) for the relief of Florville Kerlegan; (S. 1195) for the re- 
lief of the estate of A. W. McAllister, deceased; (S. 3184) for the 
relief of Thomas D. Ruffin; (S. 2615) for the relief of the estate of 
Wiley B. Brigance, deceased; (S. 1063) for the relief of the estate 
of Nancy Barrow, deceased; (S. 3058) for the relief of the Mount 
Zion Methodist Episcopal Church, of Middletown, Frederick 
County, Va.; (S. 607) for the relief of M. A. Reinhart; (S. 992) for 
the relief of Mary Ann Jackson; (8.3214) for the relief of the 
Germantown Baptist Church, of Shelby County, Tenn.; (S. 3059) 
for the relief of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Middletown, 
Frederick County, Va.; (S. 1033) for the relief of the estate of 
John O’Ferrall, deceased; (8.8242) for the relief of James H. 
Young, Benjamin F. Young, and F. A. Young; (8.3056) for the 
relief of the Presbyterian Church of Strasburg, Shenandoah 
County, Va.; (S. 3243) for the relief of M. V. Stearnes; (S. 3445) 
for the relief of James Boro, Mary Boro, and the estate of James 
Boro, deceased; (S. 3472) for the relief of the Muhlenberg Evan- 
gelical Lutheran Church, of Harrisonburg, Rockingham County, 
Va., and (S. 3057) for the relief of the St. Thomas Episcopal 
Church, of Middletown, Frederick County, Va.; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the president and faculty of 
the University of Maine, Orono, Me., praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for the preservation of the Calaveras 
grove of big trees; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
est Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented the petition of F. 8. Nash and 29 other ship- 
masters of Brunswick, Ga., praying for the establishment of a 
light-ship off Point Lookout, Ga.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 
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MINT AT DENVER, COLO, 


Mr. ALLISON. I present a letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury relating to the mint at Denver, Colo., with a supple- 


men*al estimate accompanying it. I move that the letter and es- 
timate be printed as a document and referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 
The motion was agreed to. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were | 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8S. 1830) granting a pension to Jerry S. Fish; 

A bill (8. 8054) granting an increase of pension to Kate M. | 
Strange; 

A bill (S, 2198) granting a pension to Thomas Irvin; and 

A bill (S. 1597) granting a pension to Rosa D. Mayhew. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- | 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1987) granting a pension to Samnel Richards; 

A bill (S. 2103) granting an increase of pension to John L. Mc- 
Vey; and 

A bill (S. 2924) granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 
Cormany. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8000) granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Best; 
A bill (H. R. 4115) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

8. Young: 

A bill (H. R. 3001) granting an increase of pension to Alpheus 
Converse; and 

A bill (H. R. 5043) granting a pension to William H. Harrison. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | 
were referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports 
theron: which were agreed to, and the bills were postponed 
indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 1895) granting a pension to Mary Louisa McGilvary; 

A pg 1322) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Dug- 
ger; an 

A bill (S. 1857) granting a pension to M. Elizabeth Kent. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

L A bill (S, 2955) granting an increase of pension to John Hogarth 

OzZ71er; 

A bill (8. 588) granting an increase of pension to Wilbur F. 
Little: and 

A bill (8S. 8452) granting an increase of pension to Charles Male. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S, 2237) granting an increase of pension to Louise 
Chandler; 

A bill (8. 886) granting an increase of pension to Homer D. 


5 A bill (H. R. 8776) granting an increase of pension to Alfred I. 
udy; 

A bill (H. R. 4200) granting an increase of pension to Milton 
H. Sweet: and 
»- bill (8, 3038) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 

ennedy. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4916) granting an increase of pension to Allen M. 

erce; 

» A - (H. R. 8778) granting an increase of pension to Juliaetta 
owling; 
»* bil (AL. R. 6619) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 

« Little: 

A bill (A, R. 8013) granting an increase of pension to John A, | 
Mavity; 

4 will (H, R. 6830) granting an increase of pension to Charles 

414.08} 

A biil (H. R, 2042) granting an increase of pension to Alvin B. | 
Hubbard; 

ys (H. R. 6932) granting an increase of pension to Harvey 

. King; 

ye (H. R. 2188) granting an increase of pension to Richard | 

. MOO KY . 

A bill (H. R. 2472) granting an increase of pension to David F. | 


Lewis; | 
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A bill (H. R. 895) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
M. Walker; 
A bill (H. R. 1908) granting an increase of pension to Harvey 


. Barr; 
A bill (H. R. 2139) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
ight; 

A bill (H. R. 7002) granting an increase of pension to James S. 
Rearden; and : 

A bill (H. R. 2690) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Kelly. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3608) granting a pension to Lizzie Breen, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2299) to authorize the Com- 


| missioners of the District of Columbia to remit fines and grant 
| pardons, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 


thereon. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2596) granting a pension to Frances F. 
Hopkins, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions. to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6975) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Lawson; and 

A bill (H. R. 5464) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
M. Northern. 

Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6331) granting an increase of pension 
to James M. Dickey, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3480) to authorize the Buckhannon and 
Northern Railroad Company.a corporation under the laws of the 
State of West Virginia, to build a bridge across the Monongahela 
River near the town of Rivesville, in the State of West Virginia, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. BARD, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 904) granting to the State of California 
5 per cent of the net proceeds of the cash sales of public lands in 
said State, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Territories, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 19th 
instant, proposing to appropriate $250.000 for the construction of 
a wagon road from Valdez by the most practical route to Fort 
Egbert or Eagle, on the Yukon River, in the district of Alaska, 
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
reported it with an amendment, submitted a report thereon, and 
moved that the amendment and report be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3373) granting a pension to Eliza Williams, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3472) granting an increase of pension to Marcus 
E. Amsden; 

A bill (H. R. 5559) granting an increase of pension to Josephine 
C. Chase; 

A bill (H. R. 2108) granting an increase of pension to Henry D. 
Wright; 

A bill (H. R. 1856) granting an increase of pension to Alexan- 
der H. Covert; and 

A bill (H. R. 864) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Moulton. - 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions. to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3645) granting an increase of pension to Francis Hall; 

A bill (5S. 962) granting an increase of pension to Jennet Thoits; 
and : 

A bill (S. 3130) granting an increase of pension to Nathan P. 
Bowman. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2965) granting a pension to 
John Herzinger, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 


| report thereon. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the Library, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 792) to authorize the erection of 
a monument at Point Pleasant, W. Va., to commemorate the 
battle of the Revolution fought at that point between the colonial 
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troops and Indians October 10, 1774, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
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A bill (S. 345) to provide for the opening of the remaining por- | 


tion of the Colville Reservation, in the State of Washington, and | 


for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 2226) to ratify an agreement with the Indians of the 
Klamath Indian Reservation, in Oregon, and making appropri- 
ations to carry the same into effect. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 196) to ratify and confirm an 
agreement with the Turtle Mountain band of Chippewa Indians 
in the State of North Dakota, and to make appropriations for 
carrying the same into effect. reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BALL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2166) granting an increase of pension to John 
D. Terry, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed 
to. and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally with amendments, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3274) granting an increase of pension to Jennie Long; 

A bill (S. 2215) granting a pension to Sallie H. Hoffecker; and 

A bill (H. R. 6022) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Travis. 


Abram Wilson, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5176) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
Dutch, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1419) to fix the salary of the collector of cus- 


consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce; which was agreed to. 
UTAH SENATORIAL INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, reported the following resolution; which was referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections of the Senate, 
or any subcommittee thereof, be authorized and directed to investigate the 
right and title of Rrep Smoot to aseat in the Senate as Senator from the 
State of Utah: and said committee, or any subcommittee thereof, is author- 
ized to sitduring the sessions of the Senate and during the recess of Congress, 
to employ a stenographer, to send for persons and papers, and to administer 
oaths; and that the expense of the inquiry shall be paid from the contingent 
fund of the Senate upon vouchers to be approved by the chairman of the 
committee. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 3753) exempting certain 
officials and subordinates from civil-service law; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Civil Service 
and Retrenchment. 

He also introduced a bill (H. R. 3754) for the relief of Henry T. 


Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3755) granting an increas¢ of pen- 
sion to William H. Covert; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 3756) for the relief of James Heuderson; 

A bill (S. 3757) for the relief of Mrs. Ina J. Peel: 

A bill (S. 3758) for the relief of the heirs of U. H. Buck (with 
accompanying papers) ; 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 3765) granting a pension to Dorethy 
A. Louden; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 3766) for the suppres- 
sion and punishment of bribery and official corruption in the Ter- 
ritories of the United States. and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. LATIMER introduced a bill (S. 3767) to amend section 1 
of an act entitled ‘‘An act relating to the Metropolitan police of 
the District of Columbia,’’ approved February 28, 1901; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 3768) for the relief of John 
Scott; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 3769) granting 
a pension to Edward G. Catlin; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3770) authorizing the President to 
appoint Henry T. Skelding, now a paymaster on the retired list 


| of the Navy, as a pay director on the retired list of the Navy; 
| which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 


paper, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 3771) granting an increase 
of pension to Virginia C. Spencer; which was read twice by its 


| title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
Mr. BALL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- | 
ferred the bill (H. R. 5841) granting an increase of pension to 


| record of David Bullis; which 


mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BARD introduced a bill (S. 3772) correcting the military 
vas read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (8. 3773) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 


| Ebert: 
toms at Omaha, Nebr., asked to be discharged from its further | 


A bill (S. 3774) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Felton (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 3775) to restore the name of William L. Freeman to 
the pension roll (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. QUARLES introduced the following bills; which were 


| severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 


tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3776) granting an increase of pension to Thomas W. 
Murray (with accompanying papers): 

A bill (S. 3777) granting a pension to Sarah S. Smith (with ac- 
companying papers); and 

A bill (S. 3778) granting. an increase of pension to Joseph L. 
Cotey (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (8S. 3779) to ratify and amend 
an agreement with the Sioux tribe of Indians of the Rosebud 
Reservation, in South Dakota, and making appropriation and 
provision to carry the same into effect; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3780) authorizing the Yankton, 
Norfolk and Southwestern Railway Company to construct a com- 
bined railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Mis- 


| souri River at or near the city of Yankton, S. Dak.; which was 
Clarke; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 3781) relating to the 
payment and disposition of pension money due to inmates of the 


| Government Hospital for the Insane; which was read twice by 
| its title. and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. McLAURIN introduced the following bills: which were | 


He also introduced a bill (8S. 3782) to carry into effect the find- 


ings of the Court of Claims in the Congressional case No. 23193, 


the Washington Loan and Trust Company, legal reprezenta- 
tive of the estate of Aaron Van Camp, deceased, and Mary M. U. 


| Chapin and Rua P. Chapin, legal representatives of the estate of 


A bill (S. 3759) for the relief of James P. Pace, administrator | 


of Jesse M. Pace, deceased: 
A bill (S. 3760) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. Sarah T. Jar- 
ratt, or her legal representatives: 


A bili (S. 3761) for the relief of Julia A. Thomas, administra- | 


trix of the estate of I. S. O. G. Greer, deceased; 

A bill (S. 3762) for the relief of R. M. Lay, administrator of 
Henry Lay, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 3763) for the relief of Smith Simmons, administrator of 
John Watres, deceased. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 3764) granting an increase of 
pension to Michael Kuhn; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


| 


| 
| 


Virginius P. Chapin, deceased, against the United States: which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 8783) for the relief of 
the families of certain Indian policemen who were killed during 
the engagement of Sitting Bull’s camp, on Grand River, Decem- 
ber 15, 1890, and for the relief of Alexander Middle, who was 
wounded in said engagement; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8784) granting medals to certain 
Indian policemen of the Standing Rock Agency, N. Dak.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 


| dian Affairs. 


Mr. OVERMAN introduced a@ bill (S. 375) for the relief of 
























James R. Neill; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 3786) for the further 

revention of the spread of communicable diseases in the District 
of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to | 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3787) granting an appropriation to 
the trustees of the Woman’s National Industrial Exhibit of the | 
citv of Washington, D.C.; which was read twice by its title, and | 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 3788) to provide for an | 
examination to determine the feasibility of reclaiming the over- 
flowed lands of the Kootenai River in northern Idaho and Mon- 
tana; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Geological Survey. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 3789) to provide for the pur- 
chase of an additional site for the enlargement of the Federal 
building at Duluth, in the State of Minnesota; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 3790) for the relief B. 
Jackman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3791) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Edwin J. Tenney; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompaying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 3792) for the relief of H. H. Belew; 

A bill (S. 3793) for the relief of the estate of Laodocia Bivens, 
deceased; and 3 

A bill (S. 8794) for the relief of J. M. Carney. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 8795) granting a pension 
to Nora Stokes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3796) to enable the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture to conduct experiments in the noncorn-growing 
States and Territories in the breeding and feeding of the various 
classes of live stock for market and in growing crops and forage 
plants adapted to these purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3797) for the relief of the heirs of 
Elias Gilbert; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 3798) to correct the military 
record of Talton T. Davis; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 3799) to revise 
the laws of the United States relating to trade-marks; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3800) donating gun carriages to 
the Connecticut commissioners for the care and preservation of 
Fort Griswold; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 3801) granting an increase 
of pension to Susie G. Seabury; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3802) to enable the Joint Commit- 
tee on the Library to purchase the sword of Gen. George Wash- 
ington from Virginia Tayloe Lewis; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3808) granting a pension 
to David W. Rhodes: which was read twice by its title, and re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 3804) granting a pension | 
to Jennie R. Hunt; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions» 

_ He also introduced a bill (S. 8805) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James B. Luckey; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 3806) for the relief of 
Mrs. A. T. Mason; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 8807) granting an increase 
of pension to Otis H. Shurtliff; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3808) for the relief of the 
heirs of George Orville Ragland, deceased; avhich was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

_ Mr. MARTIN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 33) to author- 
ize the President to appoint as a surgeon in the Navy Dr. Francis 
8. Nash; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
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AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. SCOTT submitted an amendment proposing to change the 
grade of the consulate at Buenos Ayres, Argentine Republic, from 


| Class IV, Schedule B, at $2,500 a year, to the grade of consul- 


general at $3,500 a year, intended to be proposed by him to the 
diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the salary of the consul-general at Rotterdam, Netherlands, from 
$2,500 to $3,000, intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic 
and consular appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HEYBURN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $995 to repay to the members of the tribe of Nez Percé 
Indians, of Idaho, the amounts contributed by them for the pur- 
pose of paying expenses incurred by the delegates sent by said 
tribe to Washington, D. C., to represent them in certain matters 
in their interest pending before the Indian Office and in Congress 
during the years 1902, 1903, and 1904, intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$10,000 for inspection of consulates, intended to be proposed by 
him to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
tothe Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$1.040.65 to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint an ad- 
ditional assistant appraiser for the port of Boston for the balance 
of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, intended to be proposed by 
him to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the salary of the printing clerk of the Senate to $2,500 while held 
by the present incumbent, intended to be proposed by him to the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed, 

DIPLOMATIC CORRESPONDENCE RELATIVE TO PANAMA, ETC. 


Mr. CULBERSON, I submit a resolution and ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the Senate whether all 
the correspondence and notes between the Department of State and the lega- 


| tion of the United States at Bogota, and between either of these and the Gov- 


ernment of Colombia for the construction of an isthmian canal, and all the 
correspondence and notes between the United States and any of its officials 
or representatives or the Government or Panama concerning the separation 
of Panama from Colombia have been sent to the Senate, and if not, that he 


| be requested to send the remaining correspondence and notes to the Senate 


in executive session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. LODGE. Let it go over. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think I shall have to object to its considera- 
tion to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over 
under the rule. 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not fully hear the resolution read. I 
think it had better go over for to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The resolution will be printed 
and go over under the rule. 

JUDGMENTS IN INDIAN DEPREDATION CASES. 

Mr. BAILEY submitted the following resolution; which was 

considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to transmit to the Senate 
a list.of judgments of the Court of Claims for Indian-depredation cases ren- 
dered up to the time this call reaches his office, and requiring appropriations 


| at the present session of Congress, not already transmitted. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 9308) permitting the building of a dam across 
the Mississippi River between the counties of Wright and Sher- 
burne, in the State of Minnesota, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 9658) to provide for the withdrawal, free of duty 
under bond, from the Louisiana Purchase Exposition of any arti- 
cles and materials donated to incorporated institutions established 
for religious, philosophical, educational, scientific, or literary pur- 
poses. or to any State or municipal corporation, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 8748) for the relief of Serenus Kilbourne was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

SNAKE RIVER BRIDGE, ALASKA. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 

sideration of the bill (S. 3341) authorizing the city of Nome, a 
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municipal corporation organized and existing under chapter 21, 
title 3, of an act of Congress approved June 6, 1900, entitled ‘An 
act making further provision for a civil government for Alaska, 
and for other purposes,’”’ to construct a free bridge across the 
Snake River at Nome City, in the Territory of Alaska. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I do not rise to object to 
the consideration of the bill, but I should like to have the privi- 
lege of making a statement, occupying a few minutes, touching 
the order of business in the Senate, 

Rule VIII provides that— 


At the conclusion of the morning business for each day, unless upon motion 
the Senate shall at any time otherwise order, the Senate will proceed to 
the consideration of the Calendar of bills and resolutions, tL continue 
such consideration until 2 o’clock; and bills and resolutions that are not ob- 
jected to shall be taken up in their order, and each Senator shill be entitled 
to speak once and for five minutes only upon any question; and the objection 
may be interposed at any stage of the proceedings, but upon motion the Sen- 
ate may continue such consideration; and this order shall commence imme- 
diately after the call for ** concurrent and other resolutions,” and shall take 
precedence of the unfinished business and other special orders. But if the 
Senate shall proceed with the consideration of any matter notwithstanding 
an objection, the foregoing provisions touching debate shall not apply. 


Now, Mr. President, the Senate has been in session, I think, 
about six weeks since the commencement of the regular session, 
and during those six weeks the Calendar has not been proceeded 
with a single day under the provisions of that rule. 

I do not expect, Mr. President, to interrupt the debates, inter- 
esting as they are, which are going on in the Senate, but I wish 
to give notice that I shall watch an opportunity, day by day, if 
the opportunity shall present, to ask the Senate that it shall give 
some consideration to the Calendar, as it is provided that the 
Senate shall give consideration to the Calendar. 

We have now avery considerable Calendar. Take, for instance, 
the very arduous committee of which I chance to be chairman, 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. We have reported 
a large number of bills. I do not feel like getting up day after 
day and asking unanimous consent to have those bills considered, 
but unless something is done to facilitate the ordinary business of 
the Senate the Calendar will not be reached possibly for weeks to 
come. 

1 should wish, Mr. President, that if no Senator is prepared to 
speak to-day on the pending resolutions we might devote an hour 
or two to the Calendar this very day. But I apprehend that the 
business of the Senate will be occupied otherwise. I simply want 
to have it understood that I shall take it upon myself, if no other 
Senator does, to urge at every opportune moment the fact that 
we ought not to neglect the Calendar for the purpose of indulging 
even in debate on very important questions that are agitating the 
country at the present time. 

I simply wish to make this statement so that if I shall be some- 
what importunate hereafter it will be understood what my purpose 
is in being so. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I am much pleased that the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire has given this notice. In the last Con- 
gress, at the request of many Senators, I took upon myself the 
same role, and I did push, in season and out of season, for the con- 
sideration of the Calendar. The result was that long before the 
end of the session we cleared up the Calendar, and Senators were 
not obliged to watch for a chance to get through particular bills. 

Iam very glad the Senator from New Hampshire, who is an 
old and experienced Senator and knows parliamentary law, who 
knows how business can bedone here, has consented to take upon 
himself the charge of this matter, and I hope whenever other busi- 
ness is not pushing and pressing he will keep the Calendar before 
the Senate in the morning hour. Then he will find and we will 
find that in two or three months, as soon as other matters are out 
of the way, we will have cleared up the Calendar, and Senators 
will have gotten their bills through without having been obliged 
to watch for every chance. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota 
{Mr. NELSON] has the floor. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina rise to the request made by the Senator from Minnesota for 
the consideration of a bill? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to make a suggestion to the Senator 
from Minnesota. If we begin the matter of going to the Calendar 
upon special requests, I do not know how long it will last. The 
business I have is purely morning business, and I should like to 
finish it, if he will allow me take the floor and get up my resolu- 
tion. If the Senator will permit me, of course I will then yield 
to him and others who are importunate about getting special 
measures through. I make the suggestion to the Senator, and 
ask his consent to that arrangement. 

Mr. NELSON.. I have no special objection to the course pro- 
posed, Mr. President, but this is a local bill, relating to Alaska, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





JANUARY 25, 


providing for a bridge, and I am very anxious to secure its early 
consideration. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The subject I want to call up has had some 
debate on it and will likely lead to more, but I think it is a very 
important matter. We left it dangling in the air on our last day. 

Mr. NELSON. The bill has been brought before the Senate, 
and it will take but a minute to dispose of it. I suggest to the 
Senator that he allow the bill to go through. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If it takes no debate, I will consent. 

Mr. NELSON. It will take no debate at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill which the Senator 
from Minnesota desires to have acted upon will be read for the 
information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate. as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment, in section 1, page 2, line 11, after the word “ pre- 
scribe,’’ to insert: 

Any bridge constructed under this act shall be a lawful structure, and 
shall be known as a post-road, for which no higher charge shall be made for 
the transportation of mail, troops, and munitions of war or other property 
of the United States over the same than the rate per mile charged for such 
transportation over the railways leading to said bridge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CHANGES IN RAILWAY TARIFF RATES. 

Mr. QUARLES. The Senator from South Carolina, who I be- 
lieve has the floor, has very kindly consented to yield to me that 
I may ask simply that a matter of morning business be transacted. 

Some days agol introduced a Senate resolution, No. 87, request- 
ing certain information from the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion. I asked for its present consideration, and an objection was 
made. Therefore the resolution went over. It has fallen under 
this mass of resolutions here. It is the desire of the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce to have the resolution referred to it. 
They have agreed to take prompt action upon it. I therefore ask 
unanimous consent that resolution No. 87 be taken from the Calen- 
dar and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
asks unanimous consent that the resolution submitted by him di- 
recting the Interstate Commerce Commission to furnish the Sen- 
ate a report showing the principal changes in railway tariff rates, 
etc., be taken from the table and referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. The Chair hears no objection, and that 
order is made. 


COLLECTION DISTRICT OF INDIANA AND ILLINOIS. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Trn1- 
MAN], who, I understand, has the floor, has kindly consented to 
permit me to call up a bill from the Calendar. I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 540) providing 
for additional officers in the district of Chicago, in the collection 
district of Indiana and Illinois. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
by the Committee on Commerce with an amendment, in line 5, 
after the words ‘* naval officer,’’ to strike out ‘‘ and a surveyor for 
the district. The naval officer shall receive a salary of $5,000 a 
year, and the surveyor shall receive a salary of $5,000 a year”’ 
and insert ‘‘ for the district, who shall perform the duties per- 
taining to that office, and shall receive a salary of $5,000 a year;”’ 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be in the ‘istrict of Chicago, in the 
collection district of Indiana and Illinois, in addition to the officers now pro- 
vided for by law, a naval officer for the district, who shall perform the duties 
pertaining to that office, and shall receive a salary of $5,000 a year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time. and passed. 

The tile was amended so as to read: ‘‘A. bill providing for an 
additional officer in the district of Chicago, in the collection dis- 
trict of Indiana and Illinois.”’ 

REPUBLICS OF NICARAGUA AND COSTA RICA. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, Mr. President,I call for the regular 
order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire demands the regular order. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the first resolution in order, which will be stated by title. 

The SECRETARY. Senate concurrent resolution No. 32, submit- 
ted by Mr. Mor@an January 11, 1904, declaring it to be the duty 








a 








1904. 
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of the United States to open negotiations with the Governments of | dent that the Senate favor and advise the negotiation of a treaty 
Nicaragua and Costa Rica as required under the act of June 28, | with the Republic of Colombia to satisfactorily determine and ad- 


1902, providing for the construction of an interoceanic canal. 
Mr. TILLMAN. In the absence of the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MorGAN] who introduced the resolution, I ask that the 
resolution go over, retaining its place and its privileges. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthereobjection? The Chair 
hears none, and that order is made. 
HOURS OF LABOR IN EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. T 
ate a resolution the title of which will be stated. - 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Stewart 
on the 11th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be instructed to inquire 
what amount of money would be necessary to provide sufficient additional 
clerks in the Departments to avoid the necessity of extending the hours of 
labor from 4 to half-past 4 o’clock. 


Mr. STEWART. I should like to modify that resolution by 
inserting the word ‘‘ requested ’’ for the word ‘‘ instructed; ’’ so 
as to make it a request to the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has the right to 
modify the resolution. The question is, Will the Senate agree to 
the resolution as modified? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why should not that resolution go to the 
Committee on Organization, Conduct, and Expenditures of the 
Executive Departments? 

Mr. STEWART. I prefer that it shall go to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think that the Committee on Ap- 
propriations has anything to do with that subject. It is a mat- 
ter of management of the Executive Departments and not of ap- 
propriations. We have a specific committee for that purpose, 
which has not much business to do, and this would bea very good 
job for them to undertake. 

Mr. STEWART. I think this a question on which we want 
the experience of the Committee on Appropriations, because the 
question of the number of clerks is determined by that commit- 
tee. 
investigate this matter. The Senator from Missouri will know 
all about it without any investigation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then I shall say in advance that I believe 
in the theory of more work and less clerks, instead of more clerks 
and less work. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well; but my preference is that the 
resolution should go to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As the object of the resolution seems to be 


So I think that is the committee that should consider and | ™ : 
| tion will be stated. 


just all differences between the United States and Colombia grow- 
ing out of the recent revolution in Panama, etc. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have unfortunately been una- 
voidably absent from the Senate for some time. I am not able 


| to-day to address to the Senate the few remarks which I desire to 


| submit upon the resolution. 
The Chair lays before the Sen- | 


| objection? 


| 


For that reason, I ask that the reso- 
lution may go over until some time in the near future, possibly 
to-morrow, when I shall desire to be heard upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia 
asks that the resolution may go over, retaining its place. Is there 
The Chair hears none, and that order will be made. 


SAFETY APPLIANCES ON RAILROADS, : 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 


Senate Senate resolution numbered 86, submitted by the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. PatTerson] on the 13th instant, wliich will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Senate resolution 86, directing the Interstate 
Commerce Commission to send to the Senate copies of all peti- 
tions, etc., received relative to relieving common carriers by rail- 
road from, etc., any of the provisions of safety-appliance acts, etc. 

Mr. KEAN. When that resolution was heretofore under con- 
sideration I made a motion to refer it to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. ’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the pending motion. 

Mr. KEAN. But I do not see the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 
PATTERSON] present; and so I ask that the resolution may go over, 
retaining its place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey 
asks that the resolution may go over, retaining its place. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and that order will be made. 

RELATIONS WITH COLOMBIA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the resolution submitted by the Senator from Maine [ Mr. 


non on the 13th instant as a substitute for the resolution sub- 


mitted by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. The resolu- 

The SECRETARY. Senate resolution 88, that in any claim 
which the Republic of Colombia may make against the Republic 
of Panama for indemnification or loss of territory or. increased 


| burden of the debt of said Republic of Colombia, the President is 
| requested to tender his best offices toward the peaceful adjust- 


to increase the number of clerks, I think it had better go to the | 


committee I have indicated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
to the resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

CORRESPONDENCE WITH COLOMBIA. 
Pn PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
nate—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ishouldlike to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state his par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

Mr. TILLMAN. There seems to be a considerable number of 
these resolutions which have come over from day to day. 
about to ask, and will now ask, if I may be allowed, that by unani- 
mous consent they stay on the table, as nobody seems to be fret- 
ting about them or trying to dispose of them. 

Mr. LODGE. Some of these resolutions can be disposed of. 
We have already disposed of one or two. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Two have been disposed of. 
The one referred to by the Senator from South Carolina may be 
reached very shortly. 

The Chair lays before the Senate resolution numbered 81, sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DanrEeL] on the 12th 
instant, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, 
to send to the Senate all correspondence between the Secretary of 
State and Colombia relating to that country since November 4, 
1903, and which has not been heretofore transmitted. 

Mr. LODGE. That is covered substantially by the resolution 
ee to-day. I suggest that it go over without losing its 

e. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask that that wer be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over 
without losing its place. 
RELATIONS WITH COLOMBIA, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the resolution submitted by the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Bacon] on the 12th instant, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Senate resolution 82, informing the Presi- 


The question is on agreeing 


I was | 


| 


ment of all controversies that have arisen, etc., between the two 
Republics. 

Mr. LODGE. That should go over with the resolution of the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. 

Mr. BACON. That, as I understand. is a substitute for the 
resolution offered by me. After the statement made at the time 
it was offered, that it was to accompany my resolution and take 
whatever direction was given to that by the Senate, I think it 
should go over. 

Mr. HALE. Let it take the course to which the Senator has 
referred. It was offered as a substitute for the resolution of the 
Senator from Georgia, and may go over, retaining its place, as his 
resolution has gone over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
that order will be made. 

PAWNEE INDIAN SCHOOL. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. . The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate Senate resolution numbered 93, submitted by the Senator from 
ee ge [Mr. CARMACK] on the 15th instant. which will be 
stated. 

The SecrETARY. A resolution (S. Res. 93) directing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to transmit to the Senate the original orcopies 
of all charges, etc., relating to the superintendent and other em- 


In the absence of objection, 


| ployees of the Pawnee Indian School, etc. 


| cember and is numbered 51. 


| present to the Chair t 





Mr. TILLMAN. I should like to make another parliamentary 


inquiry. - 
: : : | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state his 
Senate resolution 81, requesting the President | parliamentary inquiry. 


< 


Mr. TILLMAN. I should like to know under what rule these 
resolutions get their status or condition of precedence. The reso- 
lution I am trying to call up was introduced on the 11th of De- 
I notice that at least half a dozen 
resolutions that were subsequently introduced, and lie behind it, 
have been called up ahead of the one which I had on the table, 
which has been already called up once, but not completed. Iam 
not complaining, but I just want to know how this thing goes. 

The PRESIDENT a tempore. The clerks are instructed to 

e resolutions in the order in which they are 
offered in the Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then mine would have precedence over all of 
these, because it is numbered 51 and was offered on the 1ith of 
December. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the Senator’s resolution 
was laid on the table, in the ordinary way of a resolution offered 
on the floor, and placed on the Table Calendar. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But myresolution was offered, as the RECORD 
shows, subject to call at any time, and was so recorded on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the Senator will permit me, I see his reso- 
lution was introduced December 11, and on January 22 it was 
modified. Perhaps that may explain its present status. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then I stand corrected. I am not complain- 
ing, and we shall get to my resolution after a while, I suppose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are two Calendars, so 
far as that is concerned, for the guidance of the presiding officer 
here. One is a Calendar of resolutions that are presented and lie 
on the table subject to the call of the Senators offering them; the 
other is a Calendar of resolutions which go over under the rule, 
and the Chair is informed that the Senator’s resolution is one 
which he asked might lie on the table. 

Mr. TILLMAN, 
resolutions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; not the same. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They are not ali subject to call. 

_ PRESIDENT pro tempore. Some are not subject to call 
at all. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then, if Iam displaying my ignorance, I am 
not at all mortified, because I just want to understand how reso- 
lutions Nos. 84 and 93, and all that kind of thing, can get ahead 
of No. 51, and how a resolution offered in January can get ahead 
of one offered in December. I should like to have light on that 
point. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to prevent the Senator 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Chair does not imagine for a mo- 
ment that 1 have a suspicion or even the scintilla of a suspicion 
that the Chair is unfair. He is incapable of such a thing. 

Mr. BATE. As the resolution which was last laid before the 
Senate by the Chair is the one offered by my colleague [Mr. CaR- 
MACK]. who is not now present, I ask that it may go over without 
prejudice, retaining its place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
hears none, and that order will be made. 


NICARAGUA CANAL, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the concurrent resolution submitted by the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MorGan] on the 20th instant, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. Senate concurrent resolution 36, declaring 
that obedience to law requires that the President shall proceed to 
open negotiations with Nicaragua and Costa Rica for a treaty for 
a canal on Nicaragua route. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is a resolution submitted by the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], is it not? 






























































The Chair is not undertaking 





The PRESIDENT protempore. It is. 
Mr. GORMAN. lIask that it may go over without prejudice, 


retaining its place. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection? 
hears none; and that order is made. 


RECESS APPOINTMENTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Carolina desire to call up his resolution now? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ido. Iask unanimous consent that Senate 
resolution No. 51 be taken from the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from South Caro- 
lina asks unanimous consent to take from the table a resolution, 
which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. TrLLMAN 
December 11, 1903, and modified January 22, 1904, as follows: 


Whereas article 2, section 2, of the Constitution of the United States pro- 
vides: 

“The President shall have power, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate. to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators present 
concur; and he shall nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, shall appoint * * * all other officers of the United States 
whose appointments are not herein otherwise provided for, and which shall 
be established by law;”’ 

And further: 

“The President shall have power to fill up all vacancies that may happen 
during the recess of the Senate by granting commissions which shall expire 
at acne of their next session; ”’ 

An 

Whereas it is known that certain officers appointed during the recess of 
Congress from March 4 last to November 9, and whose appointments were 
not confirmed by the Senate, are now in possession of and exercising the 
powers and functions of said offices: Be it 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee of the Senate be, and it is hereby, 
authorized and instructed to report to the Senate— 

First. What constitutes a “‘recess of the Senate,’* and what are the powers 
and limitations of the Executive in making appointments in such cases. 

Second. What legislation is necessary to prevent the holding of an office 
by any person or } 
exercise of unlaw 


The Chair 





ul authority, if any there be. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the resolution? 
it is before the Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, on Friday last, when this 
resolution was under discussion, we did not complete the statement 
of the case or the bringing clearly before the Senate just what 
the actual facts are. The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALF] called 
attention to the fact that so far as he knew or understood no one 
on that side of the Chamber stood sponsor fer or believed in the 
legality or constitutionality of a constructive recess. Hedeclared, 
as I remember, that the appointments under discussion were not 
subject to any such criticism. I believe that isa correct state- 
ment of the Senator’s position. If I misunderstood him, why, of 
course, he will correct me. The Senator also stated that an ex- 
amination of the papers in the cases would disclose at once and 
clearly. beyond dispute, just what the status is. 

Mr. HALE. I stated that I took no stock in this theory of a 
constructive recess, and doubted whether many Senators did, and 
that I did not know that the President, in sending in nominations, 
| had committed himself to that proposition. Afterwards some 

question arose as to the two nominations, those of General Wood, 

and of Mr. Crum, of the Senator’s State, which would be repre- 
| sentative cases, covering the point which the Senator from South 
Carolina suggests. I stated that from an examination made, not 
by myself, but by some one else, I believed that the nominations 
sent in by the President did not disclose that he had committed 
| himself in any way to the proposition—the new proposition, the 
strange proposition—of a constructive recess, but that they were 
sent into the Senate as original nominations. 

I have since looked at the records, and they disclose as t» these 
two cases, this condition: That after the long recess between 
March and November, the nominations of General Wood and 
Mr. Crum were sent in, referring to their being recess app>int- 
ments, but that the nominations sent into this session—th> regu- 
lar December session—disclose nothing of that kind. They are 
original nominations, without referring to or setting up any ques- 
| tion of there being a constructive recess, and we are dealing with 
| them as original nominations. 

I have the two nominations here. This is the nomination of 
Mr. Crum that was sent in after the actual recess, the long recess, 
between March and November. 

William D. Crum, of South Carolina, to becollector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Charleston, in the State of South Carolina, in place of Robert M. 
Wallace, deceased. 

Mr. Crum is now serving under a temporary commission. 

Nobody denies that thatis right. There had been a real recess, 
and he held the place under a recess appointment. The nomina- 
tion shows that. 

In December, in this session, when the nomination was sent 
in—the one we are considering now—it was simply sent in as an 
original appointment. It reads: 


William D. Crum, of South Carolina, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Charleston,in the State of South Carolina, in place of Robert M. 


Wallace, deceased. 

That is just like any original nomination. So that the state- 

ment I made, not on my authority, but on the authority of others, 

| on Friday last is borne out. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to ask the Senator from Maine if 
| this nomination gives Mr. Crum the right to hold office? 
| Mr. HALE. That is not the question we are considering. 
| That is a question which will come before the Comptroller when 
| a claim is made for salary. 

Mr. MITCHELL. But what is the Senator's opinion? 


Is there objection to the pres- 
The Chair hears none; and 


Mr. HALE. I have not looked into the matter. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I have. 
Mr. HALE. Iam willing to leave it to the Comptroller. He 


is a man of large experience, undoubted integrity, and great in- 
dustry, and I have no doubt he will make short shrift, if the ques- 
tion comes before him, of any such thing as a constructive recess. 

Mr. BAILEY. May I ask the Senator from Maine a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. lLagree with the Senator from Maine that it is 
_a qucstion for the Comptroller so far only as the salary is con- 
cerned, but that it is a question for the Senate whether a man 
pretending to be an officer is exercising the duties of an office 
without the proper appointment. The only way in which the 
matter can be presented to the Comptroller is on the question of 
salary. I take it that is the smallest part of the question pre- 
sented here. 

Mr. HALE. That doesnot take it away from the Senate. The 
Senate does not settle that question. 

Mr. BAILEY. Not the question of salary, but I take it that no 
Senator will agree that the President may appoint men to office 
and that they may enter upon the discharge of the duties of their 
offices without the sanction of the Senate when the Senate is in 
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.ssion, and that we should dispose of it all by waiving it back to 
the Comptroller of the Treasury to say whether he shall pay the 
salaries or not. - : 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will bear in mind that we are not now 
considering the nominations. We are not in executive session. 
We have neither Mr. Crum nor General Wood before us. 

Mr. BAILEY. I perfectly understand that. rate 

Mr. HALE. This is only, you may say, an academic discus- 


on. 7 
a Mr. BAILEY. My sole purpose was simply to dissent from the 
idea that the President could appoint a man during the session of 
the Senate, and that man, before he was confirmed by the Senate, 
could enter upon the discharge of his duties and hold the office, 
and that the Senate had no further concern about the matter. I 
simply dissent from that view of the question. 

Mr. HALE. My point was only that the nomination—and my 
search into the documents, going to the executive room of the 
Secretary’s office and getting the original appointment—shows that 
when the President sent in these nominations to this session he 
did not do what he did in the executive session after the actual 
recess. So that my original point holds good that the President 
does not, from anything we see here, commit himself to the theory 
or the proposition of a constructive recess when the two sessions 
were merged on the same point of time. As I said the other day, 
the Constitution is not a pitfall for the unwary; it does not deal 
in devices and surprises; but it is a plain open way. The recess 
provided for in the section and article of the Constitution which 
was read the other day is an actual recess, in which business can 
be done and when offices can be filled, as they ought to be filled 
in order to run the Government. But the discussion the other 
day showed that all the precedents were against the theory of a 
constructive recess when there is no actual recess. 

All I wanted to say was that I have looked at the records and 
they do not show that the President sent these nominations in 
at this session with reference to the recess appointment, as he 
did in the November session. That is all that I wanted to say. 
We do not adopt the idea that there has been a recess at all; we 
are not committed to it, and there is nothing in the papers to 
show that the President has committed himself, and I hope he 
has not committed to that proposition. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The papers themselves show. 

Mr. HALE. I have the original nominations here, and I refer 
tothem. I donot refer to any mere letter such as the Senator 
may have, but I have the original nominations, which are official 
documents, which speak for themselves. I do not know what the 
Senator has, but he can have nothing so fundamental and so con- 
aaawe as the original nominations sent by the President to this 

oO"ay. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, as I said the other day, this is 
too great a question to be decided from any partisan standpoint. 
I deprecated the entry into it of any partisan feeling or any sup- 
posed necessity that Senators here must express themselves and 
take attitudes in accord with their party affiliations. It is too 
serious and too great a question to be thus belittled. I reiterate 
and I want to emphasize, so far as I am able, that the purpose 
and feeling I have is simply to guard the ancient rights, the con- 
stitutional rights, of the Senate in dealing with appointments 
which it has to confirm. 

In order to get the facts more clearly before the Senate, I will 
produce the letters here. I have a copy of one and the original 
of the other. Here is a copy of the correspondence that occurred 
in regard to the Crum appointment. On January 8 I addressed 
the following letter to the Secretary of the Treasury: 

UNITED STATES SENATE, 


Washington, D. C., January 8, 190k. 
Hon. Lesire M. SHaw, 
Secretary of the Treasury Washington, D. C. 
Str: Will you please give me an answer to the following questions: 
First. When was Dr. W. D, Crum appointed collector of customs at the 
port of Charleston, S. C.?_ The date and character of his commission. 
Second. Is he now in office? If so, under what authority of law? 
2 hird. Did a new commission issue under the last appointment? If so, give 
Fourth. Has he been required to give a bond under his last appointment? 
ei J if ee, Hine he ever received any compensation for his services, and if not, 
y not? 
An early reply will be appreciated by, 
Yours, respectfully, 


I received this answer from Secretary Shaw: 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 8, 1904. 

My DEAR SENATOR: Replying to your note of January 8, relative to Dr. 
oi zs Crum, collector of customs at the port of Charleston, 8S. C., I beg to 

18e: 

The vacancy occurred in the fall of 1902, possibly in September, during a 
recess of the United States Senate. Congress regularly convened in Decem- 
ber of that year, and on December 31 Mr. Crum’s nomination was sent to 
the Senate. The Senate adjourned on the 4th of March without confirming 
the nomination. On the 5thof March, the Senate being in special session, the 
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nomination was — sent in. The Senate adjourned without confirming, 
and on March 20, 1903, the President issued a temporary commission, under 
which Mr. Crum entered upon the discharge of his duties. He was allowed 
no compensation, however, in view of the statute pr yhibiting it under similar 
circumstances. I doubt not you are familiar with the statute. The Senate 
again convened in special session in November, 1903, and the nomination was 
again sent in, but was not acted upon. 

Now, here is the point: 

At the adjournment of that special session, and at precisely 12 o'clock noon 
of the first Monday in December, 1903, Mr. Crum was reappointed: 

In other words, at the precise minute when the one session 
died and the new session began, the extra session disappearing, 
the regular session began. 

At the adjournment of that special session, and at precisely 120°clock noon 
of the first Monday in December, 1903, Mr. Crum was reappointed, and his 
nomination is now pending before the United States Senate. Under th ust 
ewe tg Mr. Crum has again given bond and is in discharge of the duties 
ot the office, but without compensation, for reasons heretofore referred to. 

Very truly, yours, 
(Signed) L. M. SHAW. 
Hon. B. R. TILLMAN, 
United States Senate. 


Now, Mr. President, if the President has not given his sanction 
to the constructive recess, there are two things to which I would 
like to call attention. The first is that it was entirely unnecessary 
for the Secretary of the Treasury to notify me, as he has done, 
that this last appointment was made precisely at 12 o'clock, be- 
tween the two sessions; secondly, that under the unbroken custom 
and, I believe, the law, no man can hold a position and discharge 
its functions under such circumstances. 

The appointment last March, during the recess after the Senate 
adjourned, was entirely legitimate and lawful. When the Senate 
adjourned at the special session, which began on the 9th of No- 
vember, without taking action, that temporary appointment, 
which is mentioned here, expired by limitation of law. and under 
the Constitution and the laws, as I understand them, there was 
no authority anywhere and there is no authority now to give him 
another appointment, except one such as the Senator from Maine 
contends for, which does not give him the office, which does not 
induct him into office, which gives him no commission, because 
without the consent of the Senate he can not hold that office law- 
fully. We have to confirm him. He has to pass the gamut of 
the votes of this body in order to be able to hold that office and 
discharge its functions. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins in the chair). Does 
the Senator from South Carolina yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. Now, the Senator is discussing what will result 
from certain conditions about holding office and drawing pay. 
That is something which, while we can inquire into it and take 
an interest in it, does not come before us by the nomination that 
the President sent in. The nomination which I have just read is 
dated December 7, the day we assembled here. That it was made 
the minute this session began gives it no special rights. It is an 
original appointment. It is not made as the appointment was 
made at the beginning of the extra session, referring to the recess 
appointment, but is an original appointment, like anything else. 
That is all we have before us. 1 do not know what the result 
will be. That has to be fought out before the Comptroller. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have here a resolution, of which the Sena- 
ator has failed to take cognizance, which seeks to have the Jnudi- 
ciary Committee investigate and report and give their anthorita- 
tive opinion as lawyers as to what are the powers and rights of 
the Senate and what are the powers an drights of the Executive 


| under these very conditions. 


| Executive. 


Moreover. I sawin the morning paper—I think it was this morn- 
ing; certainly within the last two or three days—a cablegram 
from the Philippines from ‘‘ Leonard S. Wood, major-general.’’ 
He is not a major-general, but he is exercising the power and 
functions of a major-general, and with no lawful authority. 

Mr. HALE. Ihave no objection to having the resolution re- 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee and let them look up this ques- 
tion of constructive recess; but I do not need that. My mind is 
as clear as the daylight 

Mr. TILLMAN. But the Senator proposes no remedy. We 
all agree as to our legal rights as Senators and the powers of the 
Atleast I believe we do. But the Senator is endeay- 
oring—I will not say that either—but he appears to be willing to 
let the rights of the Senate drop into abeyance or become eclipsed 
and to let the will of the Executive go on in filling offices contrary 
to the law and the Senate sit idly by. 

Mr. HALE. That is not my position at all. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I may be mistaken. I am merely giving his 
attitude as I understand it. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to the committee reporting, 
but I do not need that. My mind is so clear that there is no such 
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thing as a constructive recess that I donot need that. AIl I say 
is that the papers which we have before us and all that will be in 
executive session are these original appointments, which make no 
reference to a recess appointment, and do not in any way by them- 
selves commit the President to that proposition. I should be 
sorry to learn that the Chief Executive had adopted the strained 
construction, of which I have never been able to find the father, 
that there is a constructive recess when the two sessions come to- 
gether at the identical moment of time. 

As I have repeatedly said, the Comptroller will make short 
work of that when it comes before him, and we have not got it 
before us by the nomination. I have no objection to the Senator 
getting the Committee on the Judiciary to report if he wants to, 
but I could guess what their report would be. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Undoubtedly; but, Mr. President, we are not 
considering Mr. Crum’s confirmation here. If so, these doors 
would be closed and we would be in executive session. Mr. Crum 
is amere incident—a very slight, insignificant incident—to a great 
constitutional question which I am trying to present here. 

I am opposing the establishment of a precedent which will de- 
stroy the rights of the Senate in regard to this supposed confirma- 
tion that is necessary. If the President can do this, he can fill the 
most important office in the Government, and until the Senate 
takes up the matter and rejects it, or takes him by the throat as 
a predecessor of his was taken by the throat, the thing goes on, 
and that is the whole sum and substance of it. 

I reiterate that Iam not undertaking to attack the individual 
here, and I am not considering the individual. I am considering 
the constitutional condition and the destruction of one of the 
foundation principles of the Government. 

The Senator from Maine says he does not know whois the author 
of the constructive-recess idea. I happen to have here a news- 
paper. Newspapers are not always reliable, especially when they 
talk about me. [Laughter.] But nevertheless they are the best 
light we can get, and I can gather from the statements made here 
a considerable amount of light on this question. I read from the 
Evening Star of this city of December 8. It is,as you all know,a 
strong Republican paper and more than friendly to the President. 
RECESS COMMISSIONS—LIVELY CONTROVERSY OVER GENERAL WOOD'S NOMI- 

NATION—NO CHANGE IN STATUS—OFFICERS, IF CONFIRMED, WOULD RANK 


FROM YESTERDAY—MANY EXPERT OPINIONS OFFERED—WAR DEPART- 
MENT WILL TEST THE CASE BY PAYING OFFICERS’ SALARIES. 


According to the officials of the War Department the ending of the special 
session and the beginning of the regular session of Congress has made no 
change in the status of General Wood and the 167 other army officers whose 
nominations failed of action at the special session. What the President has 
done is for the purpose of protecting the interests of all the officers con- 
cerned in the event that there was actually a constructive recess even for an 
almost inappreciable pau of time. , 

As has been stated by the Star, the President and officials of the War De- 
partment hold to the view that there was a recess, and, in order to meet that 
situation, recess commissions bearing date of yesterday were issued by the 
President to General Wood and all the other officers concerned. These com- 
missions were in the form of commissions issued when Congress is not in ses- 
sion and are identical, except in the matter of date, with the recess commis- 
sions issued to the same officers in August last when the vacancies to which 
they were appointed occurred. Such commissions hold good until the expi- 
ration of the succeeding session of Congress. 

I hope the Senator from Maine will call for those papers if they 
are not in the possession of individual officers. We can address 
a communication to the Secretary of War and ask him to tell us 
whether there is anything in this but mere idle reportorial gos- 
sip; whether it is a statement of the facts. 

Mr. HALE. Now, the Senator can do that, but he has not 
done it. He can address a Senatorial inquiry to the Secretary —— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ido not like to have the burden of uphold- 
ing the dignity of the Constitution and the time-honored tradi- 
tions of this Government fall upon such weak shoulders as mine. 
I have an Ajax on my left and a Titan on my right, and between 
the two they ought to sustain this proposition and let me out. 

Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator would permit me to finish my 
sentence. : 

Mr. TILLMAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon. He is always so 
courteous and so kind, especially to me, that I beg his pardon if I 
have seemed to be rude. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator need not do that. All I was saying 
was that he indicated what he might do— ; 

Mr. TILLMAN. No; I was asking the Senator from Maine to 
do this very thing. ; j ; 

Mr. HALE. PerhapsI will. I can doit. He can or I can in- 
troduce a Senatorial resolution, asking the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury what has been the actual course in this case and whether Mr. 

Crum has been installed in this office. : 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iwas asking the Senator to write to the Secre- 
tary of War—— ‘ 

Mr. HALE. The Senator does not let me finish my sentence. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will sit quietly down. ; ; 

Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator would occasionally restrain 
what I may call these ebullitions. The Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SPooNER], who has had experience in it, says to me it is the 


impetuosity of youth. We are all in love with the impetuosity 
of youth. Most of us have left it far behind, except the Senator 
from South Carolina. If he will hold on a moment, I will say 
what I started to say. 

If the Senator or I choose to direct a Senatorial inquiry to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, asking him if Mr. Crum has been in- 
stalled in this office since the extra session expired and by what 
method it has been done, and under what claim of law or under 
what commission, the Senate will pass the resolution at once, 
whether he introduces it or whether I do, and then we will have 
the subject-matter before us. But I repeat that under the nomi- 
nations sent by the President to this session of Congress it does 
not appear that there is any reference to a recess appointment. 

I do not object, as I said, to have this matter go to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary and let them look it up, but I am afraid 
that, by asking the Committee on the Judiciary to consider the 
question, the Senator has unduly magnified the importance of this 
fugitive, stray, nebulous proposition, that somewhere somebody 
has fathered the proposition that when two sessions come together 
at the same point of time there is a constructive recess, And yet 
I will not object to his request. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Maine is so adroit a fencer 
and he takes things so much for granted sometimes, as a matter 
of course, and is apparently so innocent of guile or suspicion of 
guile in others—I will relieve the Senator from the suspicion of 
guile in himself—I take that back, I modify that—— 

Mr. HALE. Of course. 

Mr. TILLMAN. He has had such extensive experience with 
public men, he has been so great a part and instrument in this 
Government that of course he has rather a bucolic or youthful 
understanding of human nature, and to that extent he is some- 
times given to the pooh-poohing of things as a most effective 
weapon of defense, and undertaking to belittle this case and set it 
aside as unworthy of consideration, I think, is rather a ruse than 
any actual opinion of his that it can be determined in that way. 

Il was reading from the Star a very interesting presentation of 
what is asserted to be a fact. According to this paper— 

In the Administration’s view the original commissions expired at the end 
of the special session of Congress— 

That was on the 7th of December— 


and the new commissions will run until the expiration of the pending session 
srovided no action is taken in the meantime on the nomination before the 
senate. 

In addition to the issue of these recess commissions direct to the officers, 
the President has also sent in their regular nominations to the same cffices. 

We would seem to have a double-barreled commission here, a 
special, so-called constructive recess appointment, and then this 
simple, lawful subsequent appointment, the one which we are 
considering and which we will consider in executive session. 

In doing which he has simply followed an unbroken custom in the case of 
all recess appointments. These nominations are made out to take effect at 
the time of the original recess appointments in August last,and if they are 
confirmed will smooth out all the complications that have arisen over the ex- 
isting anomalous situation. The action taken by the President in issuing the 
recess commissions is designed to continue General Wood and the other offi- 
cers in the rank and grade to which they were promoted last August, thus 
clothing them with the authority of the higher rank and giving them the 
benefit of the higher pay and emoluments. 

In view, however, of the contention that there was no legal recess of Con- 
gress yesterday for which these commissions were issued— 

In other words, that there was notany break; we simply merged 
and went on, and according tothe view of the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr, SPOONER], which he tentatively suggested the other 
day, these officers would hold until the end of this session, be- 
cause there was absolutely no interregnum between the two. 
However, the Senator did not stand by that contention, I believe. 

But you see that this whole subject has been very thoroughly 
canvassed and considered at the War Department, and of course 
by the Attorney-General and the other legal advisers of the Presi- 
dent, and it is not a case which we can pooh-pooh and dismiss 
with a wave of the hand. A precedent is being established, and 
we can stop it only by calling attention to it and having the Sen- 
ate announce authoritatively its view or by having Congress re- 
enact a statute which unfortunately is not now on the statute 
books. 


Secretary Root has decided to bring the question before the accounting 
officers of the Treasury as soon as possible. He has therefore instructed 
Paymaster-General Bates to make a test case by paying the salary of the 
higher grade to one of the officers concerned to cover a portion of the period 
in dispute, and forward the accounts to the Auditor of the Treasury for the 
War Department and the Comptroller of the Treasury with as little delay as 
possible. It will then be for those officers to determine the legality of the 
payment, and their decision on that point will also cover the much-mooted 
question as to whether there was or was not a recess of Congress just before 
the beginning of the present session. 


Now, I want to ask my great friend and lawyer and constitu- 
tional headlight whether he is willing to allow a subordinate in 
the Treasury Department to pass upon the constitutionality of 
these appointments and leave the Senate dawdling around here, 
neglecting its duty, and too cowardly apparently to discharge it 
and to claim its rights and maintain them? 
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Mr. HALE. I can not hinder a subordinate in the War De- 
partment, or the Treasury Department, or the Secretary of either 
Department trying this. I do not propose—— : 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me to read a statute? 

Mr. HALE. Wait a moment until I get through. I have no 
objection to their trying it, but it will not avail; if it is not law, 
nothing will come of it; there will be no salary drawn; there 
will be no legal incumbency of the office if the Comptroller, who 
has to settle this question, decides that there is no law for these 
men holding the office; that they can not get the pay. Then the 
understrapper, to whom the Senator refers, whether in the Treas- 
ury Department or in the War Department, will be up against the 
law. But we shall have nothing to do with it. The Comptroller 
will settle that question. We can express our opinion about it. 
The Senator, as I said before, can have an inquiry directed, but it 
is not before us now except in this way, that the Senator wants 
the Committee on the Judiciary to consider this subject. I will 
not go over that again. ; 

3ut I do not know anybody who is responsible for the Star ar- 
ticle. I never heard of it before. I was unfortunate enough not 
to read it at the time; perhaps I ought to have readit. But it 
never occurred to me that the Star or the Post or the Times is 
the exponent either of the Congress or the President. If I fol- 
lowed newspaper articles, as the Senator says about articles that 
deal with him personally, I do not know where I would be. My 
wits would go woolgathering all thetime. I do not know of any- 
body who is responsible for that article, and I do not know 
wh ther these Treasury and War Department underlings have 
undertaken to do this; but if they have, and there is no law for 
it, they will get what we call in the country their come-up-ance 
when the matter reaches the Comptroller. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I will read section 1761 of the Revised Statutes: 


No money shall be paid from the Treasury as salary to any person ap- 

»inted during the recess of the Senate to filla vacancy in any existing office 
if the vacancy existed while the Senate was in session and was by law re- 
quired to be filled by and with the advice and consent of the Senate until 
such appointee has been confirmed by the Senate. 


It looks to me like the Comptroller would simply have to draw 
that, and he certainly will not pay any money. But that does 
not relieve the situation at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. What section is it? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Section 1761. Now, we will see who some of 
these understrappers are, according to the Star reporter: 


Secretary Root and Judge-Advocate General Davis of the Army hold that 
as there was constructively— 

Constructively— 
an interval between the adjournment of the Senate in special session and its 
reassembling in regular session the recess commissions heretofore issued 
lapsed and made necessary the issue of fresh recess commissions. 

In discussing the question of a recess, General Davis said that the special 
session of Congress must have been either continuous or discontinuous. “If 
continuous into the regular session,” hes: id, ‘‘ the original recess commissions 


ran until the expiration of the present regular session. On the other band, | 


if the special session was discontinuous,” said General Davis,‘ there must have 


been a lapse of time, no matter how minute, before the beginning of the regu- | 


lar session, which would justify the issue of new recess commissions.” 

The officials say that the most interesting legal question relates to the 
standing of the officers promoted and retired upon the promotion of General 
Wood. The questions to be determined are whether these officers are on the 
active list or the retired list, and whether they are entitied to the pay of a 
brigadier-general or colonel, retired, or of a colonel on the active list. hese 
are some of the matters to be determined by the Treasury officials. 

Mr. HALE. The Comptroller. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No; this is the Star quoting Secretary Root 
and Mr. Davis. 
oa r. HALE, The Treasury official referred to is the Comp- 

‘olier. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, the Comptroller. 
It happened, as I said the other day in quoting the Rrcorp to 
show the attitude of the Senate in the past, that certain statutes 


were placed upon the statute books in 1867, at the very time when | 


the debate from which I quoted was had. I want to read how 
the Congress which had to deal with Andrew Johnson thought it 
necessary to make the law over his veto: 


Sec. 1769. The President is authorized to fill all vacancies which may hap- 
oo using the recess of the Senate by reason of death or resignation or ex- 
iration of term of office, by granting commissions which shall expire at the 
end of their next session thereafter. And if no appointment, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, is made to an office so vacant or tem- 
poverty filled during such next session of the Senate, the office shall remain 
n abeyance, without any salary, fees, or emoluments attached thereto, until 
itis filled by appointment thereto by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate: and during such time all the powers and duties belonging to such 
office shall be exercised by such other officer as may by law exercise such 
powers and duties in case of a vacancy in such office. 


I will read the next two sections: 


SxEo. 1770. Nothing in sections 1767, 1768, or 1769 shall be construed to extend 
the torm of any office the duration of which is limited by law. 
cepts any appointment to or employment in any office, or holds or exercises, 
= attempts to hold or exercise, any such office or employment, shall be 
eomed guilty of a high misdemeanor, and shall be imprisoned not more 
an five years, or fined not more than $10,000, or both. 


Mr. ALDRICH. That act was repealed long ago. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, I know it was repealed. Otherwise we 
would have had several of these gentlemen arrested and we would 
be dealing with the cases in court. But because the act was re- 
pealed in 1887, unfortunately, I say, repealed, we find that a Presi- 
dent is now attempting to exercise authority under the construct- 
ive recess idea; that a hundred and sixty-seven officers of the 
Army now hold commissions contrary to law, contrary to the 
rights and powers, and I may say the duties of the Senate, and at 
least one little collector of customs down in my part of the world 
isin office with the commission issued under an appointment made 
precisely at 12 o’clock, between the two sesions of the Senate. 
We are face to face with the inevitable conclusion that a prece- 
dent is being established, which can only be brought up standing, 
and checked and destroyed, or have its force and effect d.stroyed 
by the Senate taking some action to protect itself. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I ask this question for the sake of 
information. Will the Senator from South Carolina state just 
what has been done in the case of Crum? Has thére been a com- 
mission issued to him? Does the Senator know that fact? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I only know what the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury writes. I have not gone to Mr. Crum 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Secretary of the Treasury, 
as I listened to his letter—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I know this: Mr. Crum is in office. 

_ Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But what I am trying to get at 
is —— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I know Mr. Crum has been required to give 
a new bond in order to meet the conditions which were disclosed 
by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. PaTTEeRson] in the decision of 
the Supreme Court in regard to an officer thus occupying an office 
and his bondsmen not being responsible. This is all I know. I 
know Crum is in the collector’s office. I know he must havea 
commission or he would not be there, or else the Secretary of the 
Treasury is grossly neglecting his duties. I take it for granted 
that that is so. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is an inference of the Senator 
from South-Carolina that Crum has a regular commission. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Undoubtedly. Itis obliged tobe; it could not 
be otherwise. Whocan accuse the Hon. Leslie M. Shaw of pal- 
pably and willfully neglecting his duty or even of a transgression 
of law, unless he is backed by the President? I would not for a 
moment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. AsI heard the letter, T thought 
| there was an absence of the statement that there had been any 
commission issued to him, and that is the reason why I asked the 
question. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want to know, then, how he exercises the 
functions and powers of collector without a commission? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not know. I thought per- 











1771. Every person who, contrary to the four preceding sections, ac- | 


haps the Senator did. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Then we had better ask the Secretary of the 
Treasury to be a little more explicit. I asked him this question, 
| but he did not give me that explicit answer which my inquiries 
would have warranted. What I am after is to try to know what 
| we are going to do about it—to discover what action the Senate 
will take to brush aside all this new-fangled doctrine of a con- 
| structive recess and protect itself and protect the country from 
such a transgression and abuse of power. 
Mr. BACON. ILhope the Senator will read that letter again. 
| Let us hear it. 
Mr. TILLMAN. 


It is as follows: 
: Washington, Janvary 8. 
| Mr. BACON. What was the inquiry directed by the Senator, 
| to which that is a reply? 
| Mr. TILLMAN. I read my letter to the Secretary. Possibly 
| it will answer the Senator’s purpose if I hand him both letters 
and let him read them. They will both be in the Recorp; but I 
can read them again. 
Mr. BACON. Just as the Senator pleases. 
Mr. TILLMAN. My inquiry was as follows: 


_ UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, D. C., January 8, 1904. 


Hon. LEesuie M. SHAW, 
Secretary of.the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 
| Srr: Will you please give me an answer to the following questions: 

First. When was Dr. W. H. Crum appointed collector of customs at the 
port of Charleston, 8. C.?_ The date and character of his commission. 
Second. Is he now in office? If so, under what authority of law? 

Third. Did a new commission issue under the last appointment? If so, 
give date. 
Fourth. Has he been required to give a bond under his last appeintment? 
a. Has he ever received any compensation for his ser vices; and if not, 
why not? 
An early reply will be appreciated by, 
Yours, respectfully, 


B. R. TILLMAN, 





1108 


The Secretary answered on the same date, as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 8, 1904. 

My Dear SENATOR: Replying to your note of January 8, relative to Dr. 
W.D. Crum, collector of customs at the port of Charleston, 8. C., I beg to 
advise: 

The vacancy occurred in the fall of 1902, possibly in September, during a 
recess of the United States Senate. 

I will note here that the duties of the office were performed in 
the interim by the deputy collector. 

Congress regularly convened in December of that year, and on December 
$1 Mr. Crum’s nomination was sent to the Senate. The Senate adjourned on 
the 4th of March without confirming the nomination. On the5th of March, 
the Senate being in special session, the nomination was again sentin. The 
Senate adiourned without confirming, and on March 20, 1903, the President 
issued a temporary commission, under which Mr. Crum entered upon the 
discharge of his duties. He was allowed no compensation, however, in view 
of the statute prohibiting it under similar circumstances. I doubt not you 
are familiar with the statute. The Senate again convened in special session 
in November, 1903, and the nomination was again sent in, but was not acted 
upon. At the adjournment of that special session and at precisely 12 o’clock 
noon of the first Monday in December, 1903, Mr. Crum was reappointed, and 
his nomination is now pending before the United States Senate. Under this 
last appointment Mr. Crum has again given bond and is in discharge of the 
duties of the office, but without compensation, for reasons heretofore re- 
ferred to. 

Very truly, yours, 
Hon. B. R. TILLMAN, 
United States Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Now, right there—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Right there it says, ‘‘ Mr. Crum has again 
given bond and is in the discharge of the duties of his office, but 
without compensation.”’ It does not say whether he got a com- 
mission or not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ido. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is reciting what took place. What 
took place at the beginning of the undoubted recess after March 
was that the new appointment was made and a commission issued. 
The Secretary says, when he comes to deal with the conditions at 
the end of the extra session, that an appointment was made at 
precisely 12 o’clock, and that the Senate now has that before it. 
That is this appointment which I have read: 

William D. Crum, South Carolina, to be collector of customs for the dis- 


trict of Charleston, in the State of South Carolina, in place of Robert M. Wal- 
lace, deceased. 









ta 
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There is nothing said to the effect that a commission was issned. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That would not be stated in any communica- 
tion of an appointment. 

Mr. HALE. He goes further than that. He says that an ap- 
pointment was made the moment Congress expired, and that the 
Senate now has it. That is what we have. This is nota recess 
appointment. It is a regular appointment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is the only one we have. 

Mr. HALE. It is the only one we have. 

Mr. TILLMAN. This is the one made at precisely 12 o’clock. 
It is obliged to be that one, because there is no other. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Is it not very clear from the whole corre- 
spondence that no commission has been issued this last time? 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator is the most practical man I ever 
met, and I welcome any kind of a move in the direction of solving 
this question according to the Constitution and laws. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The original contention of the Senator from 
South Carolina, as I understood him, was that certain nominations 
had been sent here by the President which were improperly and 
unlawfully made. That contention, as shown by an examination 
of the papers, is not correct. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I dispute that. I deny it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is certainly nothing in the nomination 
made- 

Mr. TILLMAN. There is nothing there but the statement that 
the appointment was made precisely at 12 o’clock, and as that is 
the only one it follows as a matter of course that it is the one 
alluded to by the Secretary of the Treasury in his letter; that 
was made during this constructive recess, or else Mr. Crum is not 
nominated now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. With the contention that nominations we 
improperly made the Senate has great concern, of course, but tie 
Senator now discloses a new condition of affairs. He raises anew 
question, which has no relation to the other that I can see, and 
that is, that certain persons are improperly holding office. [| 
would suggest that he request the Senate to passa resolution ask- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to define the status of Mr. 
Crum, if he is holding the office of collector, and if so, by what 
right. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 





I have asked him that in the letter. 

There is certainly nodefinite answer as to the 
status of Mr. Crum. So faras the nomination is concerned, it 
was entirely regular. There is no question whatever that any 
provision of the law or Constitution has been violated. Now, if 
there is another question, I would suggest to the Senator that he 
prepare a resolution asking for this information, and when tho 
information is secured then it will be time enough to discuss pun- 
ishment, if any, that shall be inflicted. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If my friend will permit me, will he do me 
the kindness to draw such a resolution and submit it to me? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, the Senator has suggested that way out, 
and I know that he knows a great deal more about how to get out 
of any difficulty than I can possibly ever learn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from South Carolina does not 
need any assistance from me. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want to know what kind of a commission 
has been issued to these army officers, and if possible-—— 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator from South Carolina will permit 
me to make a suggestion in reply to the Senator from Rhode 


| Island, such a resolution can not be necessary now, because the 
| Senate has before it the official reply of the Secretary of the 


Then it would be very clear that Mr. Shaw is | 


very negligent of his duty and is indictable for malfeasance or | 


misconduct. He states here—— 


Mr. MITCHELL. The letter to the Secretary of the Treas- | 
ury, among other inquiries, inquired whether a commission had | 


been issued, and the Secretary replies, ‘‘ Yes; a commission was 
issued when the appointment was made in the regular recess.” 

Mr. HALE. Yes; in March. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In March. Then he goes and recites later 
that an appointment was made at 12 o’clock, and says nothing 
about a commission having been issued. 

Mr. HALE. And the Senate has it now. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senate has it now under consideration. 
It is very clear, it seems to me, from the correspondence, taken 
altogether, that no commission has been issued by the President. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What is Crum doing in office? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I know nothing about that. 
whether. he is in office. 

Mr. BAILEY. The letter of the Secretary of the Treasury 
states that he is. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The letter states that he is and that he has 
given a new bond. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does the letter make that statement? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is nearly 20’clock. I should like to make 
a practical suggestion to the Senator from South Carolina. 


I know not 


Treasury to a letter addressed to him by the Senator from South 
Carolina, in which the Secretary of the Treasury expressly de- 
clares that this appointee is now in the discharge of the duties of 
his office. If the Senator will permit me, I will read the Secre- 
tary’s very words: 

Under this last appointment Mr. Crum has again given bond and is in dis- 
charge of the duties of the office, but without compensation, for reasons 
heretofore referred to. 

Now, the Secretary of the Treasury must clearly treat this as 
an ad interim appointment, as a recess appointment, because un- 
less it be a recess appointment there is no reason for withholding 
the salary of the official. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That law only applies to a recess appoint- 
ment. 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. But the papers presented to tho 
Senate by the Senator from South Carolina raises another very 
grave question, and that is the right of the President to appoint 
a man to office while the Senate is in session and to permit that 
man to enter upon the discharge of the duties of that office before 
his confirmation. The Secretary of the Treasury brings himself 
within a controverted point, an absolute controversy. I cordially 
agree with the Senator from Maine that there can be no such 
thing as a constructive recess between two sessions of Congress, 
one beginning the instant at which the other expires. But still 
there are some grounds for controversy, though not much for 
argument on that point. 

However, when the papers are presented here intended to show 
that the President does not commit himself to the Secretary of 
the Treasury in support of a theory of a constructive recess, he 
does present to the Senate another and a very grave question as 
to his power to induct men into office during the session of the 
Senate before they have their appointments confirmed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator from Texas clearly 
confuses nominations and appointments in his mind. At least 
that is the impression—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Not at all. I am contending that the Presi- 
dent can nominate during the session of the Senate, but the nomi- 
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nee can not enter upon the discharge of the duties of the office 
until the Senate confirms the appointment. I make no question 
about his sending the nomination to the Senate, but the question 
I make is that he sent a nomination to the Senate regular, so far 
as the papers appear, but the fact develops from a letter written 
by the Secretary of the Treasury that his nominee is now in the 
discharge of the duties of the office, although his nomination was 
made while the Senate was in session and the Senate had not 
confirmed it. : : : 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the appointment made in that case was in 
the nature of a recess appointment, he would be clearly entitled 
to compensation. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; he clearly would not be. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Itis just the reverse of that. The withhold- 
ing of the salary only applies to recess appointments. 

Mr. BAILEY. He would be clearly entitled to enter upon the 
discharge of his duties, but without salary until he was confirmed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Still the salary would date back—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Until the time of the original appointment. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is true. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The papers show, if they show anything, that 
Collector Crum is now discharging the duties of the office. Under 
what kind of a commission or by virtue of what kind of appoint- 
ment, I submit, is not clear from the Secretary’s letter. 

Mr.-BACON. Will the Senator pardon me to make a sugges- 
tion? The Secretary of the Treasury distinctly states that Crum 
is in the discharge of the duties of the office under an appoint- 
ment made exactly at 12 o’clock on the 7th day of December. 
Now, one of two things must necessarily follow from that state- 
ment. The Secretary of the Treasury regards that as an ad in- 
terim appointment, and therefore the appointee had the right to 
enter upon the discharge of the duties before confirmation. That 
must be one alternative. On the other hand, he must contend | 
that it is not an ad interim appointment, but a regular appoint- 
ment sent during the session into Congress, and that under it the 
appointee has the right to enter upon the discharge of his duties 
prior to confirmation. Now, one of those two cases must neces- 
sarily be true. There is no escape from it. 

Mr. HALE. The Secretary says—— 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me just a moment, as 
to the first, I understand there is no Senator in this Chamber who 
has risen in his place and taken the position that an appointment 
under those circumstances, as an ad interim appointment, can be 
defended. All declined to take that position and to defend that 
position, Therefore they are remitted to this proposition. If it 
was not an ad interim appointment, is there any possible justifica- 
tion under the law for the Secretary of the Treasury to recognize 
as a duly constituted incumbent one whose name had been sent 
into the Senate during a session of the Senate, but who has not | 
been confirmed? 

Now, Senators may take either horn of the dilemma they wish. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What I was trying to bring to the attention 
of the Senator from South Carolina was that this is not a consti- 
tutional question at the present moment which demands the 
action or consideration of the Senate, but that we should first as- 
certain the precise facts. We should ascertain the entire facts. 
It is not to ask the Judiciary Committee for. facts. 

I would suggest to the Senator from South Carolina, if he is 
not willing to take the other course, that he allow this resolution 
to go to the Committee on the Judiciary, and they can take up 
not only the suggestions made by the Senator, but all the cognate | 
facts and questions relating to this matter and consider them. 
Certainly the Senate could not pass the resolution in the form in 
which it is now presented, because it contains implications and 
insinuations which the Senate would not be willing to make; but 
if the Senator will allow the resolution to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary I have no doubt he could have the matter 
investigated as to both the law and facts. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having | 
iy the Chair lays before the Senate the Calendar of General 

rders. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senate will indulge me a moment, I 
ask that the resolution may go over and retain its place on the ta- | 
ble. I think if I get an opportunity I will ask the Senate to pass 
a resolution later specifically calling for all the facts, and be pre- 
i to have no further dispute as to what. really is the status. | 

therefore ask unanimous consent that the resolution may go 
over, retaining its privileges. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South 
Carolina asks unanimous consent that the resolution shall go | 


— without prejudice. Is there objection? The Chair hears | 
one, 

Mr. TILLMAN subsequently said: Mr. President, in further- 
ance of the suggestion of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. | 
ALDRICH], made a while ago, that additional information be ob- | 





| pitals in the North, and who were buried near their pla 


tained in regard to the matter then under discussion, I have pre- 
pared a couple of resolutions and ask unanimous consent that 
they may be taken up and considered now. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from South Car- 
olina asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
resolution he how submits. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 1s hereby, in- 
structed to send to the Senate information by way of reply tc the following 
questions: 

First. What is the date of the first appointment of W. H. Crum to be col- 
lector of customs at the port of Charleston? , 

Second. Whatis the date of the second appointment, and was any com- 
mission issued thereunder? ; 7 

Third. What is the date of the third appointment and its character and 
limitations? 

Fourth. What is the date and circumstances of the fourth appointment? 
Has any commission been issued under it? If so, under what authority of 
law? Is Crum now in office; and if so, under what authority of law? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I now present another resolution of a similar 
character, calling upon the Secretary of War for certain informa- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Sonth Caro- 
lina offers a resolution and asks for its present consideration, 
The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, instructed to 
send to the Senate information in the nature of answers to the following 
questions: 

First. What officers in the Army were appointed during the recess of the 
Senate occurring between March 19, 1903, and November ¥, 1%3? Were « 


»com- 







missions issued these officers; and, if so, of what character? What 
failed of confirmation during the special session beginning Nove 
ending December 7, 1903? Have these officers been reappointed, anc ve com- 
missions been issued to them? If so, what is the character of the commission 
and what authority of law is there for its being issued? 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President. in the absence of the acting 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs [Mr. Procior} 
I will ask that the resolution go over. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator had been in the Cham‘er he 
would know that these resolutions have been suggested a tera 
long debate covering this whole subject, and that it was the con- 
sensus of opinion on all sides that it was necessary to get this in- 
formation in order to proceed intelligently. 

Mr. WARREN. Has the Senator had any conference with the 
acting chairman of the committee, the Senator from Vermont, re- 
garding it? 

Mr. TILLMAN. No,sir; but we had the entire matter up this 
morning. 

Mr. WARREN. Well, Mr. President, it strikes me that a mat- 
ter as broad as that and referring so directly to the duties of the 
Committee on Military Affairs ought not to be acted on in the 
absence of the acting chairman of the committee. So, unless there 
is some special reason to the contrary, I will ask that the resolu- 
tion may go over. 

Mr. TILLMAN. There is some special reason. <As I said, if 
the Senator had been in the Chamber he would understand it. 
This whole subject has been under discussion during nearly the 
entire morning hour. I assure the Senator there is no trick in it; 
there is no effort to corkscrew any information. It was done in 
furtherance and at the suggestion and advice of the Senator from 
Rhode Island |Mr. ALDRicH]}. 

Mr. WARREN. Of course, I know that the Senator wonld not 
propose anything with a trick init. It was a mere matter where 
I thought somebody ought to speak for the committee. If there 





> 


| are other members of the Committee on Military Affairs who be- 
{ lieve that it has been properly considered by that committee, I 


> 
of course, would have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
resolution will go over under the rule. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Dol understand the Senator from Wyoming 
to object? 

Mr. WARREN. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It goes over under the rule. 

GRAVES OF CONFEDERATE SOLDIERS AND SAILORS, 


Mr. FORAKER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 2081) to provide for the appropriate 
marking of the graves of the soldiers and sailors of the Confed- 
erate army and navy, and for other purposes. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby author- 
ized and directed to ascertain the locations and condition of ai] the graves 
of the soldiers and sailors of the Confederate army and navy in the war be- 


| tween the States, 1861 to 1865, who died in Federal prisons and military hos- 


3 of confinement; 
to acquire possession or control over ali grounds where said prison dead are 
nee not now possessed or under the control of the United States Govern- 





ment; to cause to be prepared accurate registers in triplicate, one for the 
superintendent’s office in the cemetery, one for the Quartermaster-General’s 
Office, and one for the War Record’s Office, Confederate archives, of the 
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places of burial, the number of the grave, the name, company, regiment, or 
vessel, and State of each Confederate soldier and sailor who so died, by veri- 
fication with the Confederate archives in the War Department at Washing- 
ton, D. C.; to cause to be erected over said graves white marble headstones 
similar to those recently paced over the graves in the “‘Confederute sec- 
tion” in the National Cemetery at Arlington, Va., similarly inscribed; to 
build proper fencing for the preservation of said burial grounds, and tocare 
for — urial grounds in all proper respects not herein specifically men- 
tionec 

That for the carrying out of the objects set forth herein there be appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to appoint 
some competent person as commissioner to ascertain the location of such 
Confederate graves not heretofore located, and to compare the names of 
those already marked with the registers in the cemeteries, and correct the 
same when found necessary, as preliminary to the work of marking the 
graves with suitable headstones, and to fix the compensation of said commis- 
sioner, who shall be allowed necessary traveling expenses. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, on page 2. line 18, before the word ** hun- 
dred,’’ to strike out ** one ’’ and insert ‘* two;’’ so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

That for the carrying out of the objects set forth herein there be appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury of the United States not other- 
wise appropriated, the sum of $200,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ] 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Foraker the title was amended so as to 
read: ‘‘ A bill to provide for the appropriate marking of the graves 
of the soldiers and sailors of the Confederate army and navy who 
died in northern prisons and were buried near the prisons where 
they died, and for other purposes.”’ 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President- 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, now let us have the regular order, 
an‘ take up bills on the Calendar in their order. 

“he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine de- 
mands the regular order. The regular order is the Calendar. 

NATIONAL APPALACHIAN FOREST RESERVE. 

The bill (S. 887) for the purchase of a national forest reserve 
in the southern Appalachian Mountains, to be known as the Na- 
tional Appalachian Forest Reserve, was announced as first in or- 


der on the Calendar. 
Mr. LODGE. -I think that bill had better be passed over. 





Mr. TELLER. I ask that the bill may be passed over. The 
Senator who reported it is not here. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthere objection? The Chair 


hears none. 
IMPROVEMENT OF BRIDGEPORT (CONN.) HARBOR. 
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shall, for every such offense, be punishable by a fine of not more than $50, or 
by imprisonment for not more than three months.’ 

“The section was originally section 63 0f the act of June 7, 1872. InGrant v. 
The United States (58 Fed. Rep., 694) the United States circuit court of appeals 
held that this act was made to govern the conduct of American seamen within 
the territorial limits of the United States and on board American vessels, and 
does not apply to foreign vessels. Whilesection 4601, Revised Statutes, since 
repealed, was at issue in that case, the decision apeeere to be equally applica- 
ble to section 4607. The decisions quoted in the decision in Grant v. The 
United States, reprinted in Appendix O, explain the unsatisfactory condition 
of the law. If Congress shall see fit to render section 4607 applicable to for- 
eign as well as to American vessels successful enforcement of the law will 
still depend on the cooperation of foreign masters and foreign authorities 
with the authorities of the United States. By the act of March 31, 1900, sec- 
tion 4606 of the Revised Statutes was amplified to cover all vessels instead of 
vessels of the United States. Asa rule, runners for sailor boarding houses 
are, in consequence, kept from vessels until the quarantine and customs in- 
spections have been passed. 

“The measure proposed will keep them from vessels for twenty-four hours 
after arrival. The period is none too long for full compliance with all our 
laws relating to navigation, customs, and immigration, without interference 
from runners whose operations on board create conditions unfavorable to the 
successful prosecution of commerce. The measure eepeess does not involve 
the abstract question of ‘the right to quit work.’ It places foreign vessels on 
the same plane as American vessels. It will not, of course, stop desertions 
after the lapse of twenty-four hours. In the last analysis desertions from 
British ships in American ports must still depend more upon the disposition 
of the officers of British ships than on any other one cause.” 


There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: *‘A bill to amend’ section 
4607 of the Revised Statutes, relating to soliciting seamen as 
lodgers.”’ 

REVENUE CUTTER Al’ HONOLULU, HAWAII. 


The bill (S. 901) providing for the construction of a vessel of 
the first class for the Revenue-Cutter Service, to be stationed with 
headquarters at Honolulu, Hawaii, was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It appropriates $225,000 for the construction, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, of a steam 
vessel of the first class for the Revenue-Cutter Service, to be sta- 
tioned with headquarters at Honolulu, Hawaii. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


| to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION NEAR MONTARA REEF, CALIFORNIA, 
The bill (S. 1748) to provide for the establishment of a life- 


| saving station at Half Moon Bay, south of Point Montara and 
' near Montara Reef, California, was considered as in Committee 


The bill (S. 1681) to provide for the modification of the project | 


for the improvement of Bridgeport Harbor, Bridgeport, Conn., 
Was announced as next in order; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It authorizes the 
Secretary of War to make such modification of the project for the 
improvement of Bridgeport Harbor, Bridgeport, Conn., adopted 
in the river and harbor act of March 38, 1899, as in his judgment 
the commercial interests of the harbor require. But the cost of 
completing the project as fixed by the act shall not be increased 
by reason of such modification. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading,read the third time, and passed. 


SOLICITING SEAMEN AS LODGERS. 


The bill (S. 2261) to amend section 4607 of the Revised Statutes | an 
| bill pass. 


was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4607 is hereby amended by adding thereto 
the following: 


“This section shall apply to vessels of the United States and to foreign | 


vessels.” 
Src. 2. That this act shall take effect one month after its passage. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report, submitted by Mr. Hanna De- 
cember 19, 1903, as follows: 


The Senate Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2261) to amend section 4607 of the Revised Statutes, having considered the 
same, report it back with an amendment to the title, and as thus amended 
recommend its passage. 

The bill is drawn in accordance with the following suggestions of the Com- 
missioner of Navigation in his annual report for 1908: 

“An act specifically extending the provisions of section 4607 of the Revised 
Statutes to foreign vessels would, doubtless, curtail the opportunities of 
sailors’ ae eae keepers and crimps. That section provides: 

“*R. S. 4607. If, within twenty-four hours after the arrival of any vessel at 
any port in the United States, any person, then being on board such vessel, 
solicits any seaman to become a lodger at the house of any person letting 
lodgings for hire, or takes out of such vessel any effects of any seaman, ex- 
cept under his personal direction, and with the permission of the master, he 


of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HENRY D. HALL. 


The bill (S. 469) to restore Henry D. Hall to the Revenue-Cutter 
Service was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments, in line 5, after the words ‘on the,’’ to strike out 
‘** permanent waiting orders ”’ and insert *‘ retired; ’’ in line7, after 
the words “ officers on,’’ to strike out ‘‘ permanent waiting orders ”’ 
and insert “‘ the retired list;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and is hereby, authorized to 
commission Henry D. Hall, late captain in the United States Revenue-Cutter 
Service, a captain on the retired list of said service, with the pay of that 
grade provided by law for officers on the retired list. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to hear the report of the commit- 
tee read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
Martin December 10, 1903, and read as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 469) to 
restore Henry D. Hall to the Revenue-Cutter Service, having considered the 
same, report it back with amendments, and as amended recommend that the 


A like bill was favorably reported from thiscommittee in the Fifty-seventh 
Congress and passed the Senate. The report then made is appended and 
adopted as the report of the committee on the present bill. It is as follows: 

“The facts in the case fully appear in the petition of Captain Hall and the 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, which are appended and made a part 
of this report. 

“To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 


“May it please your honorable bodies, your petitioner respectfully repre- 
sents that he formerly held a commission as captain in the Revenue-Marine 
Service of the United States and was dismissed therefrom in what he con- 
siders to have been a summary and =e manner. 

‘“*He therefore prays your honorable bodies to give consideration to his 
case and (for the reasons your petitioner herein sets forth) direct his restora- 
tion to the position aforesaid. 

“To this end your petitioner would respectfully submit the following state- 
ment: 

“In the spring of 1861 your petitioner (then 27 years of age) held an excellent 
pa as first officer of the ship Joshua Mauran, then lying at the port of 

ew Orleans loading for Europe. Flattering as the prospect was before him 
in the merchant marine, your petitioner considered it his duty to join those 
who, at the call of their country, volunteered their services to put down the 
rebellion, and he accordingly resigned his position, and, hastening to his home 
in the State of Maine, immediately enlisted in the first regiment of volunteer 


infantry raised in that State under President Lincoln's first call for 75,000 
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i e following August (the term of enlistment of the three-months 
men.and = ma ) your petitioner (at the solicitation of the late Hon. Wil- 
liam Pitt Fessenden) was appointed to a third lieutenancy in the Revenue- 
Marine Service, after nares, passed the prescribed examination for that 
position, and in February, 1 was promoted to a second lieutenancy (after 
a second examination), and in May, 864, after passing a successful examina- 
tion for the position of first lieutenant, was promoted to that grade. 

‘In 1868 your petitioner received his commission as captain without ex- 
amination, such having been the custom and it always having been considered 
that the successful passage of the first lieutenant’s examination was sufficient 
proof of an officer's competency to command, and in proof of this your peti- 
tioner would state that he was ordered to the command of various vessels 
prior to his promotion to a captaincy. 

“In November, 1870, your petitioner was ordered to appear before a board 
of officers (his own peers in rank, who had never passed any examination for 
their own positions) for an examination as to his professional qualifications 
for his then present status, and as a result of said examination (which was 
purely theoretical in its character) was summarily dismissed the service, but 
not until five months subsequent to the examination; your petitioner having 
during this time been retained in command of a valuable vessel with many 
officers and men under his control, on the New England coast, in the worst 
season of the year and on Agee duty, having for its object the assistance of 
vessels in distress, and while performing this duty he was successful in sav- 
ing the crew of a wrecked vessel (eight in number) whootherwise must have 

-rished. 

Pe The action of this board appears to your petitioner to have been in the 
last degree unjust, inasmuch as ony a —_— of the list of captains was 
called up for examination, the dividing line having been drawn by certain 
officers of your petitioner’s own grade, who carefully drew the same below 
their own names, thereby leaving many officers, themselves included, exempt 
from this test of professional competency. 3 

“Your petitioner would peqeeeey refer to his official record at the Treas- 
ury Department during nearly ten years of uninterrupted service, not a 
shadow of a charge having been made against him either asa goneman or 
ofticer, of which fact, indeed, your petitioner was aSsured by the honorable 
Secretary of the Treasury subsequent to his expulsion. 

‘In this connection your petitioner desires to mention that among the var- 
ious services rendered by him while an officer of the Revenue Marine Service 
was the saving of the revenue steamer Reliance from capture after the death 
Capt. Thomas M. Dungan, os an action with the enemy in August, 1864, 
in Wicomico River, Virginia, and valuable assistance rendered to vessels in 
distress while in command of the revenue steamer Moccasin, at Wilmington, 
N. C., letterscommendatory of which are on file at the Treasury Department. 

‘‘ Your petitioner having during his term of service retained the confidence, 
respect, and protecting influence of the late Senator Fessenden up to the time 
of his decease, and having zealously endeavored to pursue such a course as 
would meet the best interests of the service, he had no reason to fear that 
(being deprived of influential friends by death) he would be subjected to the 
ordeal of a partial board — to losea position he had so legitimately earned 
and so studiously endeavored to retain by strict adherence to duty and care- 
ful observance of official orders and interests. ; 

‘*With regard to this examination to which your petitioner was subjected, 
he would respectfully state that the manner in which it was conducted con- 
vinced him most conclusively of its marked partiality and left him satisfied 
that, however meritorious his examination might have proved, the final re- 
port of the board would place him below the required standard. 

“In view of the a and more especially of the fact of oe peti- | 
tioner having been examined by his own peers in rank, who had themselves 
never been subjected to a similar examination, and this, too, more than two 
years after his commission had been confirmed by the United States Senate, 
he can not but look upon the whole proceeding as illegal, arbitrary, and un- 
just, and he would beg that, in consideretion of his general record, extending 
over a period of nearly ten years, he ay oy restored to his position and 
placed on the permanently waiting-orders list, as the sight of one eye is en- 
tirely gone and the other seriously impaired by the constant use of binocular 
glasses at night while on blockade duty on the Chesapeake from 1861 to 1864, 
and he is also a sufferer from chronic rheumatism, contracted by exposure 
during the same period. 

‘Your petitioner is constrained to believe that his dismissal was solely at- 
tributable to the fact that he was without the necessary influence to control 
the action of this board, and in support of this assertion I invite the most 
searching investigation of my official record at the Treasury Department 
during my whole term of service, including certificates of examinations before | 
boards composed of officers who were my superiors in rank, and therefore 
fully competent to conduct such examinations, which I have always con- | 
tended that the board of 1870 was not. 

‘Your petitioner desires to state further that since the date of his dismissal 
he has never ceased his effort to obtain some redress for the great injustice | 
that he feels has been done him, by personal a to the Treasury Depart- 
ment and otherwise; failing in all which, he makes this appeal to your honor- 
able bodies in the hope that you may take favorable action thereon. 

J “And your petitioner, as in duty bound, will ever pray, etc., while he 
‘emains, 


“Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 





“Henry D. HALL, 
“ Late Captain, U.S. R. C. 8S.” 


Mr. HOPKINS. I do not know that ultimately I shall oppose 
the passage of that bill, but I ask unanimous consent that it be 
passed over without prejudice. I should like to look into it a lit- 
tle further. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There isa letter in the report | 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, which has not yet been read. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Recommending the passage of the bill? 

The PRESIDENT wee tempore. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Very well. I withdraw my objection, then, 
and I ask that the letter be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will resume 
the reading of the report. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the re- 
port, as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, January 10, 1900. 
= T have the honor to soknowledge the receipt of Senate bill 2178, ete. | 
he following record of Mr. H. D. Hall is drawn from the files of this De- | 
partmens, from which it will be seen that as an officer of the Revenue-Cutter 
Tvice it was a good one, and that he reached a captaincy after passing the 
ioauired examinations; that he served as such from September 4, 1868, to 
pril 15, 1871, efficiently and without ever having a charge of any kind 


, professional examination. 


against him, thus proving his ability to command and his fitness for the com- 
mission he held: 

Henry D. Hall, late captain in the Revenue-Cutter Service. was, on August 
6, 1861, commissioned third lieutenant; September 6, 1861, to Baltimore, to re- 
Rert to Captain McGowan; September 17, 1861, to the Hercules, at Baltimore, 

d.; April 2, 1863, to the Jackson, at Baltimore, Md.; July 13, 1863, commis- 
sioned second lieutenant; May 17, 1863, to the Kewanee, at Baltimore, Md. 
(building); June 4, 1864, to the Reliance, at Baltimore, Md.; July 11, 1864, com- 
missioned firstlieutenant; March 23, 1865, to the Kewanee, at New York, N. Y.; 
August 11, 1865. to the Kankakee, at New York, N. Y.; August 23. 1865, to the 
Campbell, at New London, Conn.; April 23, 1867, to the Black, at Edgartown, 
Mass.; April 22, 1868, to the Moccasin, at Wilmington, N. C.; September 4, 
1868, commissioned captain; January 28, 1869, tothe Vigilant, at Boston, Mass.; 
May 7, 1869, to the Active, at New Bedford, Mass.; April 15, 1871, dismissed, 
upon recommendation of a board of examiners. 

Before being appointed, and as a prerequisite thereto, and also before his 
promotions to second and first lieutenant, Captain Hall passed a successful 
Such examinations were not then required of 
first lieutenants upon being promoted to the rank of captain. : 

On August 12, 1864, while Captain Hall was serving on the revenue steamer 
Reliance, that vessel was attacked by a force of infantry and artillery in the 
Great Wicomico River, Virginia. The commanding officer, Capt. Thomas M. 
Dungan, was killed, a number of men killed and wounded, and some on boat 
duty made prisoners. The attacking force was so disposed as to render the 
vessel’s capture imminent in the narrow river. Lieutenant Hall, who suc- 
ceeded to the command upon the death of Captain Dungan, by his coolness 
and skill extricated the vessel and brought her away without further loss. 

The records show Lieutenant Hall to have been a capable and faithful 
officer, and contain nothing indicating a lack of qualifications for the grade 
he held at the time of his dismissal, aside from the recommendation of the 
board of examiners that he be dismissed. 

It further appears that the board making this recommendation was the 
only board of examiners in the history of the service before whom captains 
who had attained this rank by faithful and efficient service and the posses- 
sion of necessary professional qualifications (as ascertained in previous test 
examinations, as above indicated in this case) were ordered for examination. 

I recommend the passage of this bill. 

Respectfully, 


Hon. W. P. Frye, 
Chairman Committee on Commerce, United States Senate. 


Mr. HOPKINS. 
President. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments reported by 
the Committee on Commerce have not yet been acted upon. The 
question is on agreeing to those amendments, which have been 
read. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move an amendment, to come in at the 
end of the bill, to insert ‘‘ from and after the passage of this act:”’ 
so that it will be specific that pay is not to accrue until after the 


L. J. GAGE, Secretary. 


I withdraw any objection to the bill, Mr. 


| passage of the act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


| the third time, and passed. 


ANN A. DEVORE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1760) 
granting a pension to Ann A. Devore; which was, inline 9, before 
the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘twelve’’ and insert ‘* eight.” 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives and ask for a confer- 
ence with the House on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
McCumseEr, Mr. Scott, and Mr. BuRTON were appointed. 

AUSTIN ALMY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 200) 
granting an increase of pension to Austin Almy: which was, in 
line 8, to strike out ‘‘ twenty-four’’ before “‘ dollars’’ and insert 
**twenty.”’ 


Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 


| amendment of the House of Representatives, and ask for a con- 


ference with the House on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
McCumpser, Mr. Foster of Washington, and Mr. TaLiareRRO 
were appointed. 

AMY C. BOSWORTH. 


The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate the amend- 


| ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1334) granting 


a pension to Amy C. Bosworth; which were in line 9, after the 
word ‘*‘ month,”’ to insert ‘‘in lieu of that she is now receiving;”’ 
and to amend the title so as to make it read ‘‘A bill granting an 
increase of pension to Amy C. Bosworth.”’ , 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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FOREST RESERVE LANDS. 


Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I should like to interrupt the 
business of the Senate long enough to give notice that to-morrow, 
after the disposal of the morning business, I shall submit some 
remarks on the joint resolution (S. R. 30) directing the stay ofall 
proceedings now pending upon any application to enter or patent 
even-numbered sections of the public lands of the United States 
in lieu of odd-numbered sections surrendered by any railroad 
company or its assigns within the limits of any forest reserve. 

GENERATING ELECTRICITY FROM COOSA RIVER, ALABAMA, 

The bill (S. 1319) authorizing Robert A. Chapman, of Ala- 
bama, his associates and assigns, to use the waters of the Coosa 
River, in Alabama, for the purpose of generating electricity, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes Robert 


| 
| 


| 
| 


A. Chapman and his associates to erect, construct, and maintain 


adam across the Coosa River, in Alabama, at Lock No. 25, 26, 
27, or 28, as now indicated by the Government survey of that 


poses for generating electricity, and provides that plans, specifi- 
cations, and exact location of the dam shall first be submitted to 
and approved by the Secretary of War, etc. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
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ISSUE OF DUPLICATE MEDALS. 


The joint resolution (S. R.9) authorizing the issue of duplicate 
medals where the crig’nals have be2n lost or destroyed was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that in any 
case where the President of the United States has heretofore, 


| under any act or resolution of Congress, caused any medal to ba 


made and presented to any o‘ficer or person in the United States 
on account of distinguished or meritorious services, on a proper 
showing made by such person to the satisfaction of the President 
that such medal has been lost or destroyed through no fault of 


| the beneficiary, and that diligent search has been made therefor, 
| the President is authorized to cause to b2 prepared and Celivered 


to such person a duplicate of such medal, the cost of which shall 
be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. 

The joint resolution wes reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reaiing, read the third 


| time, and passed. 
river, with all other works incident thereto, for water-power pur- | 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | 


PENSION AND MILITARY RELIEF BILLS. 


Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, at this time Iask unanimous 
consent that to-morrow at 4 o’clock the Senate shall proceed to 
the consideration of unobjected pension bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. WARREN. 
bills reported from the Committee on Military Affairs relieving 
soldiers of charges of desertion? It is usual to consider them 
along with pension bills. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent that at 4 o’clock to-morrow the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of unobjected pension bills 
and bills reported from the Committee on Military Affairs reliev- 
ing soldiers from charges of desertion. Is there objection? 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, the Senator from North Da- 
kota has just been talking to me in regard to this matter. Ido 


not know certainly, but it is possible a condition may arise in the | 
Senate which will render it inadvisable to consume to-morrow | 


afternoon in the consideration of pension bills. I have, however, 
said to the Senator that if to-morrow there shall be nothing press- 
ing for attention in connection with the subject which has been 
under discussion for some time, so far as I am concerned, I shall 
have no objection to pension bills being considered. Believing 
that there will be no trouble about it when the time comes, I do 
not object now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection 
to the request of the Senator from North Dakota that to-morrow 
afternoon at 4 o’clock unobjected pension bills and bills correct- 
ing the military records of soldiers be considered; and that order 
is made. 

LIGHT-SHIP OFF OUTER BAR, BRUNSWICK, GA. 


The bill (S. 462) to construct and place a light-ship off the 
outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., was announced as next in order on 
the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia 
suggested to the Chair that he might wish this bill to go over for 
the present. 


Mr. CLAY. I will state to the Senate, Mr. President, that after 


a conference I have secured the necessary information and am 


ready to have the bill taken up and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So that there is no objection 
to it now? 

Mr. CLAY. There is no objection to the bill being passed. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word ‘‘ thousand ’”’ to strike out 
‘‘one hundred,’”’ and insert ‘‘ ninety;’’ and in line 7, before the 
word ‘‘thousand,”’ to strike out *‘one hundred,’’ and insert 
** ninety;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author- | 


ized and directed to have constructed and placed off the outer bar of Bruns- 
wick, Ga., a light-ship: Provided, That the cost shall not exceed $90,000, and 
the sum of $90,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro- 
priated for that purpose. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


STATUE OF COMMODORE JOHN D, SLOAT. 


The bill (S. 906) to aid in the erection of a statue of Commodore 
John D. Sloat, United States Navy, at Monterey, Cal., was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to appropriate 
$10,000 to aid in the erection and completion of a statue of the late 


| Commodore John D. Sloat, United States Navy, at Monterey, Cal. 


Task the Senator if he will not include the | 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MONUMENT IN MEMORY OF JOHN PAUL JONES, 


The bill (S. 23) for the erection of a monument to the memory 
of John Paul Jones was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes that there shall be erected in the city of Washington, 
D. C., a statue to the memory of John Paul Jones and to appro- 
priate $50,000 for the purpose of procuring and erecting the statue, 
with a suitable pedestal, and for the preparation of a site. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


REVENUE CUTTER ON NARRAGANSETT BAY. 


The bill (S. 131) to provide for the construction and equipment 
of a revenue cutter for service in Narragansett Bay and adjacent 
waters was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to appropriate $225,000 to be expended in constructing and 
equipping a steam revenue cutter for service in Narragansett Bay 
and adjacent waters, with headquarters at Newport, R. I. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DEPOT SITE FOR REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

The bill (S. 1380) to provide for a site for a depot for the Rey- 
enue-Cutter Service was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to acquire a suitable 
site upon which to establish a depot for the Revenue-Cutter Serv- 
ice, and appropriates therefor the sum of $30,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for athird reajing, read the third time, and passed. 


PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CHURCH OF WASHINGTON. 


The bill (S. 492) to amend section 2 of an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to incorporate the Convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church 
of the Diocese of Washington’’ was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time,and passed. 


LAKE SUPERIOR AND MISSISSIPPI CHIPPEWA INDIANS, 


The bill (S. 711) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
fulfill certain treaty stipulations with the Chippewa Indians of 
Lake Superior and the Mississippi, and making appropriation for 
the same, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report in this case be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. CLapr Decem- 
ber 11, 1903, as follows: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to which was referred Senate bill 711, 
reports the same favorably and recommends that it be 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, March 15, 1902. 

Srr: I have the honor to transmit herewith a copy of a report from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, dated the 27th instant, submitting report on 
S. 4283, “A bill to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to fulfill certain 
treaty stipulations with the Chippewa Indians of Lake Superior and the Mis- 
sissippi, and making appropriation for the same,” which was referred to the 
Department on the 5th instant fora report thereon; also copy of a letter from 
the Department, dated April 19, 1900, reporting on a similar bill, and the 
recommendation therein made is hereby renewed. 

The attention of the committee is also called to Document No. 97, Fifty- 


+e 















1904.! 





I gress, third session, Senate, and to Report No. 8, Fifty-fifth Congress, 
ome —— Senate, which contains full information on the subject. 


Very respectfully, 


THos. RYAN, Acting Secretary. 


e CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFATRS, 
= United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

Washington, November 23, 1903. 
Srp: I have the honor toacknowledge the receipt, by your reference of the 
17th instant, for report, of 8. 711, being a bill “'To authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to fulfill certain treaty stipulations with the Chippewa Indians | 
of Lake Superior and the Mississippi, and making appropriations for the | 

"te reply I beg to state that the claim of these Indians was fully investigated 

jn 1879, under a resolution of the House of Representatives, by a subcommit- 

tee (a full report of which is to be found in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 

vol. 8, p. 3,and appendix, 45th Cong., 3d sess., p. 134), and said committee 
found, upon data obtained from the records of the Treasury Department | 
and the Office of Indian Affairs, that the amount of treaty funds covered | 
back into the Treasury was $81,702.61 and that the difference in value of the | 
annuities paid in currency instead of coin was $18,670.39, or a total principal | 
of $100,373, and the Department, in a report to the Senate Committee on Indian | 
Affairs, under date of April 19,1900, recommended, for reasons given in said | 
report, that that amount be appropriated, which recommendation is hereby 


renewed. 
Very respectfully, E. A. Hircucock, 
Secretary. 


The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFATRS, 
United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, December 5, 1903. 

Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by your reference of the 
1st instant, for report, of 8. 1833, being a bill ‘‘Conferring upon the Court of 
Claims authority to hear and determine certain claims of the Chippewa In- 
dians in the State of Minnesota.” 

In reply I beg to state that on the 28th ultimoa report was submitted to 
vour committee on §S. 711, a bill “To authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to fulfill treaty stipulations with the Chippewa Indians of Lake Superior and 
the Mississippi,’ which has the same object in view by authorizing the De- 
partment to settle these claims. 

As early as 1879, under a resolution of the House of Representatives, these 
claims were fully investigated by a subcommittee composed of Hon. George | 
M. Beebe and Hon. J. H. Stewart, assisted by I. L. Mahon, Indian agent, de- 
tailed to assist in the investigation, the report of which committee will be 
found in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 8, part 3, Forty-fifth Congress, 
third session, e 134, and which report is fuil and explicit. The committee 
found that $81,702.61 of treaty funds were covered back into the Treasury; 
that the difference in value of the annuities paid im currency instead of coin | 
was $18,670.39, or a total of $100,373, and the Department, in a report to the 
Senate Committee on Indian Affairs, under date of April 19, 1900, recommended | 
that that amount be appropriated, which recommendation was renewed to 
your committee on the 28th ultimo. 

This claim has been before Congress and the Department for over twenty 
years and repeatedly recommended for appropriation. It isa just claimand 
should be paid. The Chi a Commission, in their report of December 22s, 
1889, on the negotiations had with the Chippewas of Minnesota under the act 
of January 14, 1889, states as follows: 

“Tn regard to the treaty of September 20, 1854, it was impossible for us to | 
explain why its plain and unquestioned provisions had not been fulfilled. 
The Chippewas employed an agent, and a delegation accompanied him to 
Washington some years ago, and after urgently insisting upon a settlement 
there was found due to him the sum of $118,400, which had acerned from bal- 
ances that had been covered into the Treasury between the years 1843 and 
1878. This amount has never been oo as being due under the treaty | 
stipulations, and in the opinion of this commission should be included in | 
regular estimates. We gave the most solemn promises that our best efforts | 
would be given to secure justice in this case, believing that we but voiced the 
intent of the Government in so doing. After giving assurances that justice 
would be speedily done and that we would bring the attention of the Depart- 
ment to those claims, the acceptance and signing of the propositions made 
was nearly unanimous.” (See House Ex. Doe. 247, 5ith Cong., Ist sess., p- 15.) 

Under these circumstances I recommend that S. 1833, referring these c!aims 
to the Court of Claims, be not enacted into law, but that S. 711, on which the 
Department submitted a report on the 28th ultimo, be substituted therefor. 

Very respectfully, 





E. A. Hrrcucock, Secretary. 


The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
United States Senate. 


The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RED LAKE INDIAN RESERVATION, MINN. 


The bill (S. 1490) to authorize the sale of a part of what is 
known as the Red Lake Indian Reservation, in the State of Min- 
nesota, was considered as inCommittee of the Whole. It author- 
izes the Seeretary of the Interior to sell, subject to the homestead 
laws of the United States, to the highest bidder, at public auc- 
tion, in tracts not to exceed 160 acres to each individual, all that 
ae in the State of Minnesota lying westerly of the range line | 

tween ranges 38 and 39 west of the fifth principal meridian, | 
approximating 256,000 acres. It is provided that the land shall | 
be sold for not less than $4 per acre. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MEMORIAL BRIDGE ACROSS THE POTOMAC. | 
The bill (S. 820) to provide for the construction of a memorial 


bridge across the Potomae River from Washington to the Arling- 
ton estate property was announced as the next business in order 
on the Calendar. | 


Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that the bill had better be passed 
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over without losing its place, as the Senator who reported it is 
not present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
asks that the bill may be passed over without prejudice. Is there 
ovjection? The Chair hears none, 

THIEF RIVER (MINNESOTA) BRIDGE. 

The bill (S. 708) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
authorize the building of a bridge across Thief River,in the State 
of Minnesota, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs with amendments, in line 4, after the word ** public,”’ to 
insert ‘‘ municipal;’’ and in line 5, before the word ‘“* wagon,”’ to 
insert ‘‘ free;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby anthorized 
and empowered to authorize the proper public municipal authorities to con- 
struct a free wagon bridge across Thief River, in the State of Minn i. at 
such point and subject to such conditions and restrictions as he may desig- 
nate and require. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask why the Secretary of 





| the Interior has jurisdiction over this river? 


Mr. NELSON. Ithink the reason is this: At Thief River Falls, 
where this bridge is to be built, under an old treaty a chief, who 


| was called in the books Moose Tongue, had a section of land 


awarded to him, and I think one end of the bridge is to rest on 
his allotment and the other end on the Red Lake Reservation. 


| In other words, both sides of the stream at the point where it is 


proposed to construct this bridge are on Indian lands. I snpnose 
that is the reason why it is left to the Secretary of the Interior. 

I have been at the very point in question. The Thief River is 
a little nonnavigable stream flowing into the Red Lake River, 
and there never has been any navigation on it. There are no logs 
or anything on the stream. I hardly think a bill for a bridge 
there is necessary, but at all events it is wholly Indian country 
on both sices. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third readince, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT YANKTON, S. DAK. 

The bill (S. 270) authorizing the Winnipeg, Yankton, and Gulf 
Railroad Company to construct a combined railroad, wagon, and 
foot-passenger br.dge across the Missouri River at or near the 
city of Yankton, 8. Dak., was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Commerce 
with amendments. The first amendment was. in section 2, page 
2, line 25, after the word *unbroken,’’ to strike out ‘‘or”’ and 
insert ‘*‘ and;’’ so as to read: 

Src. 2. That any bridge built under the provisions of this act may, at the 
option of the corporation building the same, be built as a drawbridge, or with 
unbroken and continuous spans. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same section. on page 3. line 
11, after the word ‘** drawbridge,”’ to insert ** with one or more 
draws. as the Secretary of War may prescribe: ” 3 





and in line 23, 
after the word ** signal,”’ to strike out ** without unnecessary de- 
lay’ and insert “‘ for the passage of beats and other water craft; ”’ 
so as to read: 

And provided also, That if a bridge shall b> built under this act as a 
drawbridge, the same shali he constructed asa pivot drawbridge, with one 
' may prescribe. * * tne pre- 
vided also, That said draw shall be opened promptly, upon reasonable signal, 
for the passage of boats and other water craft. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, page 5, line 13, after the 
word ‘*removed,”’ to strike out ‘‘at’’ and imsert * by: in the 
same line, before the word ‘‘ owner,”’ to strike out ** expense of 
the;”? and in line 15, after the word “‘ same,”’ to insert ‘* at their 
own expense;’’ so as to read: 

And whenever said bridge or its accessory works shall, in the opinion of 
the Secretary of War, unreasonably obstruct the free navigation of said 
river, he is hereby authorized to cause such change or alteration of said 
bridge or its accessory works to be made as will effectually obviate such ob- 
struction: and all such alterations shall be made and all such obstruct’ons be 
removed by the owner er owners of said bridge, or the persons operating or 
controlling the same, at their own expense. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, page 5, line 22, after 
the word *‘ touches,’ to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to repeal or 
modify any of the provisions of law now existing in reference to the protec- 
tion of the navigation of rivers, or to exempt said bridge from the operation 
of same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, page 6, line 14, after the 
word ‘* bridge,’’ to insert: 
and equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted toall telograph 
and telephone companies. 
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So as to read: 

The United States shall also have the right to construct, without charge 
therefor, telegraph or telephone lines across said bridge, and equal privileges 
in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph and telephone com- 
panies. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, page 6, line 17, after the 
word ‘‘ That,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Congress may at any time”’ and in- 
sert the words ‘‘the right to;’’ and in line 18, after the word 
‘“*act,’”’ to insert ‘‘is hereby expressly reserved;’’ so as to read: 

Sec. 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- | 
pressly reserved. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF M. F. MERRITT, DECEASED. 

The bill (S. 352) for the relief of the representatives of M. F. 
Merritt, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes that the claim of M. F. Merritt for further compensation 
for the construction of the light-draft monitor Cohoes may be sub- 
mitted by his personal representatives, within six months after 
the passage of the bill, to the Court of Claims. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT D. M’AFEE AND JOHN CHIATOVICH. 


The bill (S. 175) for the relief of Robert D. McAfee and John 
Chiatovich was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to release and discharge Robert D. McAfee and John 
Chiatovich from all obligation to the United States on account of 
the official bond executed by them on the 14th day of February, 
1890, as sureties for the late Elias B. Zabriskie. as melter and re- 
finer of the United States mint at Carson City, Nev. 

Mr. SPOONER. This is the bill which was called up the other 
day? 

Mr. STEWART. It is the same one. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is the same bill. 

Mr. STEWART. It ought to be passed. There is no question 
about it. There is nothing to cause any hesitation in its passage. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REIMBURSEMENTS TO CITIZENS OF NEVADA, 


The bill (S. 177) to reimburse certain persons who expended | 
moneys and furnished services and supplies in repelling invasions | 
and suppressing Indian hostilities within the territorial limits of 
the present State of Nevada, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish the Senator from Nevada would | 
give a little bit of explanation of the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. In 1860 there was an Indian war in Nevada, | 
in which a large number, seventy or eighty, of. our best citizens 
were killed. Then Captain Stewart came over with Gen. Jack 
Hays, Jack Hays commanding the volunteers and Stewart the 
regulars. The supplies were furnished to the Army for the use | 
of the Army acting under Captain Stewart. A commission was | 
appointed by the State to investigate these claims many yearsago. | 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, This occurred in 1862? 

Mr. STEWART. In 1860; many years ago. The claim has 
been here ever since, and it has passed the Senate so often that it 
has become very familiar. | 

Mr. SPOONER. I thought I recognized it. 

Mr. STEWART. You have heard of it often. I suppose it 
passed the Senate a dozen times or more. We thought we had 
disposed of it in the omnibus bill about three years ago, but in | 
making up the bill the clerk took a copy that was first introduced, 
the old bill, and it did not contain the whole of the claims. So 
they were not all in that bill. It was agreed to put them all in, 
but they were not in. Consequently, when the omnibus bill 
pas-ed these claims were not paid. The House at that session | 
and at the next session reported favorably on these claims, but 
they have not been paid. I believe that if there is anything 
which it has been settled ought to be paid, itis these claims. The 
rule is that the Government shall pay for volunteers who served 
with and under the direction of regular army officers. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is to pay the heirs or representatives of 
the original parties? 

Mr. STEWART. Their heirs and representatives. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is not to pay the soldiers? 

Mr. STEWART. Itisnot to pay thesoldiers. It is to pay per- 
sons who furnished supplies. 

Mr. CULLOM. How much is involved in the bill? 

Mr. BEYVERIDGE. What is the total? 

Mr. STEWART. I think nearly $25,000. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I ask the Senator a question? I have 





| 





| time to time. 
| tion and getting the proof. 


no desire to obstruct his bill. I did not understand it, and the 


statement seemed a little strange to say that it had passed the 
Senate about a dozen times. 


Mr. STEWART. ‘Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. How did it fail in the House? 

Mr. STEWART. It failed in the House as bills usually fail 
there. It was reported favorably, but did not get through the 
House. Such bills often fail on account of the names; somebody 
objects because the names have to be read. The bill was never 
discussed in the House unfavorally. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It also says ‘‘ whose claims were presented 
to and allowed by the State board of examiners of Nevada.”’ I 


| did not understand that. 


Mr. STEWART. The State board of examiners of Nevada 
sent them here and they were here examined by the Committee 


| on Claims. They were gone through with in great detail until 


the committee were satisfied. They eliminated everything that 
was doubtful. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. When did the State board pass on the 
claims—a long time ago? 

Mr. STEWART. A long time ago, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Not recently? 

Mr. STEWART. Not recently. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not know that I have any personal 
objection to the consideration of the bill. There are two or three 
things about it that struck me enough to make the inquiries of 
the Senator. 

Mr.STEWART. Yes; that is proper. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, First, that it occurred way back, a long 
time ago. 

Mr. STEWART. No: it occurred in 1860. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is forty-three years ago. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. This is a payment to the representatives, 
and as the bill carries, as the Senator says, about $25,000 it seemed 
to me worthy of a little explanation. It seems that the older 
Senators here are familiar with the claims. 

Mr. STEWART. There have been repeated reports—elaborate 
reports—in both Houses, going into details and giving each item. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator if there has 
been any payment made by the Government on account of these 


| claims? 


Mr. STEWART. On account of a part of them. As I stated, 
a part of these claims were paid. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why were not these claims paid then? 

Mr. STEWART. Because the clerk in making up the bill got 
hold of the first bill. That was years and years ago. 

Mr. SPOONER. What clerk? 

Mr. STEWART. The clerk of the committee who made it up. 
. Mr. SPOONER, Where were the Senatorsand Members from 
Nevada? 

Mr. STEWART. The Senators and Members from Nevada 
were not present when the bill was made up. 

Mr.SPOONER. Were they not present in the Senate and House 
when the bill was passed in an imperfect condition? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why did they not correct it? 

Mr. STEWART. Because they did not observe it. I did not 
notice it, and I generally notice almost everything. 

Mr. SPOONER. You do. 

Mr. STEWART. I did not notice that they had been left out. 

Mr. BAILEY. And you are trying to remedy that omission. 

Mr. STEWART. I am trying to remedy it. Iam trying to 
to make amends for my former negligence. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not mean to reflect upon the Senator. 
Are these claims precisely of the same nature as those that were 
allowed? 

Mr. STEWART. They are of the same nature and were al- 
lowed by the same board. 

Mr. SPOONER. And proven in the same way? 

Mr. STEWART. They were proven in the same way. There 
is no distinction between them. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the Senator will allow me, I 


| think he ought to explain why the old bill, the first bill intro- 


duced, did not include all the claims that had been allowed by the 
examiners. 

Mr. STEWART. It was because they examined them from 
They were several years in making the examina- 
They sent some to the Treasury De- 
partment and some here. After I came here they sent some to 
me. Theclaims werescattered. I introduced a bill which passed 
covering those that came to me, but it did not include all of 
th m. There was a bill that had passed the Senate three or four 
times with all of themin. In preparing the bill an old bill was 
used and it left out these claims that were afterwards collected 
and putin. They were all the same kind of claims. 
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_PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator assures us that these 
waite all been audited by the examining board of the State of 
Nevada? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. ; ' 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And that certain claims audited 
by them have already been passed and paid? 

“Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 

Mr. STEWART. No. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
character? 

Mr. STEWART. They are of exactly the same character. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to have one other bit of informa- 
tion from the Senator, and that is whether any have been left out 

ow? 
’ Mr. STEWART. No; none have been left out. 

Mr. SPOONER. They are all included? 

Mr. STEWART. They are all included. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, yes. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The report is No. 117. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I confess that I should like to hear the re- 
port read. Would the Senator object to having the bill go over 
for a day or two? 

Mr. STEWART. It is up now, and itis very hard to call up 
bills here. . 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Iam not insistent upon it. 

Mr. STEWART. This same bill has passed the Senate before. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. All right. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


N. F. PALMER, JR., & CO. 


But these have not been paid? 


So these claims are of the same 


The bill (S. 334) for the relief N. F. Palmer, jr., & Co. was | 
It proposes to pay to | 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
N. F. Palmer, jr., & Co. the sum of $63,620.59, in full of their 
claim for damages and losses incurred in the construction of the 
armored cruiser Maine, that being the amount recommended to 
be paid by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. CULLOM. We have been passing bills here every few 
minutes, making large appropriations, without having the reports 
read. 


Mr. STEWART. There is a report accompanying this bill. | 


Here is the written report. 

Mr. CULLOM. It seems to me that in every case of this char- 
acter we ought to have the report read. 

Mr. STEWART. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
may I make aninquiry? Thesum here appropriated is $63,620.59. 
That has been recommended—— 

Mr. STEWART. By the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. By the Secretary of the Navy. 
The Secretary of the Navy, however, says that if it is proposed to 
add to that anything for insurance 

Mr. STEWART. We do not propose to do that; we just take 
what the Secretary recommends. 

‘ M ‘a of Connecticut, There is nothing for insurance in 
1e bill? 

Mr. STEWART. No. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have no objection to it. 

a STEWART. The reading of the report will make it very 
clear, 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the report had better be read. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The total is $63,620.59? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes. The original claim was 
$99.000, I believe. 

Mr. STEWART. The reason why it was cut down and every- 
thing is stated in the report. The report is not very long. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
Stewart December 16, 1903, which is as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (8. 334) for the 
relief of N. F. Palmer, jr., & Co., report as follows: 

A similar bill was favorably reported by this committee and passed the 
Senate at last session, but reached the House too late in the session to be con 
sidered by the House Committee on Claims. 

An amendment to the general deficiency providing for the payment of 
this claim was favorably reported by the Senate Committee on Naval Affairs 
and passed the Senate as an item in said bill, but failed to pass in conference. 

Your committee's report made at last session contains all the facts in this 





case and is adopted as a part of this report, and your committee recommend | 


that 8. 334 do pass. 
[Senate Report No. 2577, 57th Cong., 2d sess.] 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6375) for the 
relief of N. F. Palmer, ¢-. & Co., report as follows: 
This claim is for the losses and damages sustained by the firm of N. F. Pal- 
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sefore the reading of the report, | 
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mer, jr., & Co., of New York City, in furnishing and installing the machinery, 
including engines, boilers, and appurtenances, of the ill-fated U.S. armored 
crusier Maine. 

The Maine and the Texas, sister ships. were built by the Navy Department 
in Government navy-yards, the former vessel at New Yorkand the latter at 
Norfolk. Contracts were made with outside firms for the machinery of these 
vessels. In both instances there were delays on the part of the Government 
in the building of the vessels, mainly caused by the inability of the Depart- 
ment to get the armor. The result was that when the contractors for the 
machinery had the engines, boilers, etc., ready for delivery and installation 
the vessels were not far enough advanced to receive the said machinery, and 
the contractors were subjected to unusual expenses and losses by reason of 
the unreadiness on the part of the Government. Inthe caseof the Texas the 
builders of the machinery presented a claim to Congress for their losses as 
omens, and were paid $69,500.39. (See act approved May 7, 1898, 30 Sta:. L., 

431.) 
The bill under consideration containing the amount claimed by the firm of 
N. F. Palmer, jr., & Co., $99,661.07, was referred by your committee to the 
Navy Department for recommendation as to what would bea fair and rea- 
sonable compensation for the losses and damages sustained by the firnr. The 
Secretary referred the bill and accompanying papers to the bureaus of Con- 
struction and Repairand Steam Engineering, the bureaus under whose divec- 
tion the work was done, for examination and recommendation. Theseebu- 
reaus, in a joint report, find that the claimants are “justly entitled” to com- 
pensation, and after carefully auditing the claim they find $63,620.59 to be 
“a fair award.” Having incorporated this report of the two bureaus in his 


letter, the Secretary of the Navy “concurs in the views of the bureaus and 
approves the statement made by them of the amount to which said company 
is entitled.” 

In view of the report of the Secretary of the Navy fixing the amount 
justly due the claimants, to wit, $63,620.59, your committee recommend that 
said amount be paid the firm of N. F. Palmer, jr., & Co., and accordingly re- 
port back S. 6375 with the following amendment: 

In lines 5 and 6,in lieu of the words “ninety-nine thousand six hundred 
and sixty-one dollars and seven cents,” insert ‘“‘sixty-three thousand six hun- 
dred and twenty dollars and fifty-nine cents.” 


With this amendment your committee recommend that S. 63875 do pass. 
The letter of the Secretary of the Navy is appended. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 10, 1902. 


Str: The Department acknowledges the receipt of your letter of the 5th 

| ultimo, inclosing a copy of the bill (S. 6375) for the relief of N. F. Palmer, jr., 

> , accompanied by the following documents, which are returned here- 
with: 

House Report No. 2114, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session. 

House Document No. 68, Fifty-fourth Congress, second session. 

Senate Report No. 154, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session. 

‘The claim of N. F. Painter, jr., & Co. for the sum of $99,661.07 arises from a 
| contract dated April 3, 1889, entered into by that company with the Navy 
| Department for the construction of the machinery for the United States 

armored cruiser Maine and the delivery and connection of thesame on board 
that vessel. ‘The terms of the contract required that the machinery should 
| be completed and erection on the vessel begun in two years and six months, 
or by October 3, 1891. and that the erection should be completed one year 
later, or by October 3, 1892, when it was to be subjected to a four hours’ trial 
| with the vessel under way and accepted subject to satisfactory compliance 
with the contract stipulations as to power, weights, etc. 

The hullof the Maine was built by the Government at the navy-yard, New 
York. The armor was furnished under a separate contract with the Bethle- 
hem Iron Company. The Maine was launched November 18, 1890. By Octo- 
ber 3, 1892, as required by the contract, N. F. Palmer, jr., & Co., had com- 
pleted and erected on board the vessel the main engines, boilers, auxiliaries, 
etc., except some minor details and the hydraulic machinery for turning the 
turrets, which could not be installed, as the turrets and conning towers to 
be supplied by the Government were not yet in place. The contractors had 
at that time substantially completed their contract. 

Owing, however, to the delay in delivery of armor, the Maine was in such 
incomplete state that it was unsafe to permit a trial under way. 

On July 22, 1893, the vessel having reached a suitable state of completion, 
the Department permitted a dock trial to be made of the machinery, and 
made a partial payment to the contractors. 

The official trial under the terms of the contract took place in Long Island 
Sound October 17, 1894, and the contractors were informed under date of Octo- 
ber 31, 1894, of the preliminary acceptance of the machinery. 

The Maine was not ready for the final trial required by the contract to be 
held six months after the preliminary acceptance, so that the machinery was 
saa accepted under date of June 21, 1895, after a careful inspection at the 
aock, 

When the machinery was accepted the contractors executed the usual 
release provided for by the contract, but oe nded to it the following: 

“This release is given by us with the understanding that we are not pre- 
cluded thereby from presenting our claim to Congress for compensation on 

| account of delays caused by the Government, and for expenses incurred in 
| the care and preservation of machinery during such delays.” 

| The claimants are now barred by the statute of limitations trom prosecut- 
ing this claim before the Court of Claims. 

The Department, having referred your letter and accompanying docu- 
ments to the bureaus of Construction and Repair and Steam Engineering, 
quotes below their report in the premises: 

“Tt appears that all the information from the files of the bureaus neces- 
sary toa recommendation in this case is contained in the documents herewith. 

‘*Weare of the opinion that the claimants are justly entitled to some com- 
pensation and that amounts should be allowed on the following points: 

(1) Interest on reservations of contract payments for the time delayed 
through fault of the Government. 

“*(2) Expenses of dock trial over and above any expense of such dock trial 
as is usual and necessary for every contractor to make at his own expense 
under the fulfillment of his contract. 

““(3) Expenses of care and preservation of machinery during the time its 
| acceptance was delayed through fault of the Government. : 

‘*(4) Additional cost of insurance and bond required by the contract for 
the same period. 

“It does not appear from these papers, but can be determined from the 
records of the Department, whether the usual insurance on the machinery 

|} installed in the ship was maintained during the period of delay; but if so, its 
expense isa just claim. The bureaus are of the opinion that the contract 
requires insurance to be maintained on the trial trip, and therefore the claim 
should not be allowed. 

(5) The performance of a large and special contract of this nature causes 
any contractor a large increase in general expense by the maintenance cf an 
extra office force of clerks and draftsmen, experts, foremen, and superin- 
tendents of labor, and the claimants are justly entitled to recover for such 
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part of this force as it was necessary to maintain during the period of delay 
caused by the Government. 

‘* Undoubtedly the best method of settling the amounts due the contractors 
on those several grounds would be to refer the case to the Court of Claims, 
where they can be thoroughly and carefully determined, as recommended 
by the Department in its letter of December 8, 1896; but as such a long time 
has elapsed already since the contractors were justly entitled to compensa- 
tion, the bureaus are of the opinion that a definite recommendation should 
be made to enable the Department and Congress to act without the delay and 
expense to both parties to the case, which would be further incurred by 
reference to the court. 

“RECOMMENDATION OF AMOUNTS DUE CLAIMANTS. 

“4. Interest.—The claim for interest begins to accrue on October 3, 1892, 
the date of expiration of the contract, which it appears the contractors could 
have fulfilled but for faults of the Government. The contractors ask for in- 
terest at 6 per cent on all amounts then to be paid, viz: 

** Nine reservations on previous paymen 
Ba Ge BS PETRIE 6 occie cn ccents cntiimiwsevccecce 


139, 650 

“‘TTnder the schedule of just claims given above, however, interest can not 
be &llowed on the last payment, for the work it was to pay for had not been 
wholly, nor probably largely, performed, as the record shows. 


“Interest on this payment shoul a red to begi ac il | ; ; ; ; ; : i ; 
Interest on this payment should not be allowed to begin to accrue until | in dealing with the question of the location of the isthmian canal, 


| which is based on two grounds: 


it was earned and unpaid. This date is difficuit to determine, but injustice 
will probably not be done by assuming it earned at the date of ae 
for the official trial, April 19, 1893, although considerable work on the turrets 
was done after that date. The interest account would, therefore, appear as 
follows: 

“Prom October 3, 1892, date of expiration of contract, to August 5, 1893, 
date of payment on account ($59,825) after dock trial, three hundred and six 
days. on $56,150, at 6 per cent, $3,327.44. 

“From April 19, 1893, date of application for official trial, to November 7, 
1894, date of payment after trial, $58,500, for one year and two hundred and 
twelve days, $5.548.68. 

‘*From May 7, 1895, six months after the date of payment after official trial, 
to July 10, 1885, sixty-four days, at 6 per cent, on $15,000, special reservation, 
$157.80. 

* * Item 2—Dock trial.—It would seem reasonable to accept asextra expenses 
to the contractors, say at 80 per cent of what was expended on the official dock 
trial held under the auspices of the board, $8,653.80 x $0.80 = $6,925.04. 

‘* Item 8.—Expenses of care and preservation, as rendesed by the con- 
tractors, are reasonable, $2,513.63. 

‘Item 4.—Insurance can not be determined by the bureaus. 

‘*Extra bond expense, $1,400. 

* Item 5 
case that the general expenses of the character described above which would 
have been incurred by the contractors under their contract if performed in 
the original contract time of three and one-half years would have properly 


amounted to 10 per cent of the contract price, viz, $73,500, and that these ex- | 


penses would be increased in proportion to the extension of the time over 
which the contract actually extended by delays on the part of the Govern- 


ment. This extension liberally construed might be considered to reach the | 


date on which the contractors were informed of the preliminary acceptance 
of the vessel after official trial. which was November 1, 1894; therefore, the 
extension was from October 3, 1892, to that date, or two years and one month. 
91 
“On this basis the expense would be $73,500 x Sp = $43,750. 


“Total, $63,620.59. 


“To which should be added any cost for insurance incurred from October | 


8, 1892, to November 1, 1894, except that for the trial trip. 

‘** This is considered a fair award.” 

The Department concurs in the views of the bureaus and approves the 
statement made by them of the amount to which said company is entitled on 
account of the matters set forth. Should it be determined to add to said 
amount an allowance for the cost of insurance, the company should be re- 
quired to make an authentic statement relative thereto, and the matter 
anoull be submitted to the Department for verification, so far as may be per- 
mitted by its records, which will show the amount of insurance placed but 
not the cost thereof to the contractors. 

The inclosures with your communication are returned. 

Very respectfully, 
W. H. Moopy, Secretary. 

Hon. WILu1AM M. STEWART, 

Committee on Claims, United States Senate. 


Mr. CULLOM. I have looked over this report a little and havy- 
ing heard the Senator from Connecticut state that the bill is in- 


dorsed by a Cabinet officer, Mr. Moody, I am inclined to with- | 


draw my request. 


The bill was reperted to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
NICARAGUAN CANAL. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
low me to submit some remarks on a resolution that I offered the 
other day that I wish to send to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. The remarks that I have to submit are in explanation 
of the resolution and ought to be made before it goes to the 
committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 


asks unanimous consent that the Senate will proceed to the con- | 


sideration of concurrent resolution No. 36. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that it is a resolution in refer- 
ence to the ownership of the territory of the Isthmus. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; it is in relation to the bill I introduced 
the other day. 


r > * ‘4 . 1 ; + | 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The concurrent resolution will | and by means, if deemed proper, of locks and dams, or by any other mode 


. . : | of overcoming and removing the obstructions to the navigation of the said 
The Secretary read the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 


be read. 


MorGAN on the 20th instant, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That obe- 
dience to theact of June 28, 1902, known as the “ Spooner law,” and the preser- 
vation and execution of the agreements between Costa Rica, Nicaragua, and 
the United States, entered into, sealed, and interchanged on December 1, 1900, 


| a permanent dam at Bohio, which is the key to the canal. 


Extra general expense.—It may be assumed for purposes of this | 





| States is dated June 21, 1849. 
| Elijah Hise, who was chargé d’affaires of the United States in 
I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to al- | 


| and conveyance of persons and pre 


JANUARY 25, 


requires that the President shall proceed toopen negotiations with Nicaragua 
and Costa Rica for a treaty to further arrange and settle the terms, in detail! 
for the construction of a ship canal on the Nicaragua route. ’ 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope there will be no objection to the Sena- 
tor from Alabama making his speech. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the concurrent resolution is before the Senate. 
The Senator from Alabama is recognized. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the resolution that I offer is a 
companion piece, [ might say, of a bill I had the honor to intro- 
duce in the Senate the other day, which has been referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and I wish to speak on it in 


| connection with the topic presented in that bill. 


This resolution relates solely to the duty of the United States 


| in its dealings with Costa Rica and Nicaragua, and the duty of 


the President to render respect and obedience to the laws of Con- 
gress. 

If the Spooner law had never passed Congress, a very powerful 
claim to the respectful consideration of the President is presented 


First. On the relations of the United States with Nicaragua and 
Costa Rica since 1848, especially with reference to the enterprise 
of locating and constructing a canal along the San Juan River 
and across Lake Nicaragua, and under the conclusive agreements 


| with those States made by President McKinley on the Ist day of 


December, 1900. 
Second. On the ground that the Nicaragua route is the better 


| route and is free from the engineering. sanitary, and political 


difficulties that already overhang the Panama route with the 
clouds of pestilence and war. It has nosafe engineering basis or 
prospect of success on which we can confidently rely in building 
The 
probabilities are strongly against the prospect of ever construct- 
ing a safe dam at Bohio. The speeches of Senator Harris, of 
Kansas on the Spooner bill, so completely demonstrate this propo- 
sition that its further discussion seems to be unnecessary. 

The duty imposed upon the President by the Spooner law, 
which he repudiates and whilfully disobeys, is the question I will 


| discuss, as it is presented in this resolution. 


Under the first of these propositions I will present the records, 
the treaties and other agreements made between Costa Rica, 


| Nicaragua, and the United States, in respect of canal rights and 
| privileges, since 1848, including the McKinley compacts of Decem- 


ber 1, 1900, with Nicaragua and Costa Rica. 
I will omit any detailed account of the concessions made to pri- 
vate parties by those States since 1846 with the express approval 


| of the United States, only stating that they all correspond in 


their purposes and general provisions with the treaties made by 
and on behalf of the United States. In the treaties that failed of 
ratification by our Senate there was no objection that they were 
in any sense too restricted in the terms of the concessions, or too 
costly to meet the requirements of our Government. They were 
rejected, not for any defects in them, but for political reasons 
that were involved in our relations with Great Britain under the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty. For one, I conceive that the abrogation 
of that treaty is the most important act of the great career of 
President McKinley, and that, if the Hay-Pauncefote treaty had 
never been ratified, that Mr. McKinley had struck the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty a fatal blow in the compacts he made with Nica- 
ragua and Costa Rica on the ist day of December, 1900. Those 
compacts and that treaty could not be reconciled; they could not 
possibly stand together. 

The first canal concession made by Nicaragua to the United 
It was negotiated and signed by 


Central America. 
I will append a copy of this treaty to my remarks. 


(See Appen- 
dix A.) 


I will quote parts of articles 1, 2, and 11 to show that 


| the grant was in perpetuity, and its seope, which is broader in its 


advantages than any canai concession ever made to the United 


| States. 


ARTICLE I. 


It is solemnly agreed between the two high contracting parties that the 
Stateof Nicaragua doth grant to and confer upon the United Statesof Amer- 


| ica, or toa company of the citizens thereof, the exclusive right and privilege 
, to make, construct, and build within the territories of the said State of Nica- 


r@gua, through or by the use and means of any of the streams, rivers, bays, 
harbors, lakes, or lands under the jurisdiction or within the limits of the said 


| State, a canal or canals a road or roads, either railways or turnpikes or any 


other kind of roads, for the purpose of opening a convenient passage and 
communication,either by land alone,or water alone,or by both landand water. 


rivers, lakes, harbors, etc., between the Caribbean Sea and the Pacific Ocean, 
for the transit and passage of ships, steamers, sailing vessels, boats, and ves 
sels of all kinds, as well as vehicles of every sort used for the transportation 
rty and of goods, wares, and merchan- 


dise of every description, and the United States or the company which may 


| be formed by virtue of such charters as shall be made as herein provided 


shall be permitted for the construction of said works to procure, take, and 
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obtain within the territories of Nicaragua all kinds of materials, such as 
stone, timber, earths, and whatever else may be necessary and proper for the 
said purposes, free of any charge so far as the said materials may be procured 
on the lands belonging to said State. 

ARTICLE I. 


The State of Nicaragua cedes and nts to the United States, or to a char- 
tered company of the citizens thereof,as the case may be, absolutely, all the 
land that may be required for the location and construction of said canal or 
canals, road or roads, and which may be necessary for the erection of build- 
ings and houses of eyery description for the residence and accommodation of 
the engineers, superintendents, and laborers, and all others employed in the 
making and construction of the said works, or in governing, managing, and 
controlling the same, and also for the erection of all such necessary buildings 
as may be requisite and proper for the purpose of storing away therein all 
the tools, enanined, materials, and property of every description which may 
be required for the use in the construction, repairing, preservation, and man- 
agement of said works, and should any portion of the lands or materials, or 
of the rivers, bays, ports, or their coasts or lakes, and their shores, which 
may be necessary and proper to be applied for the location and construction 
of said works and its appurtenances, belong to individuals, the State of 
Nicaragua agrees and undertakes to extinguish the titles thereto, and to pro- 
cure the same upon a just principle of valuation for the aforesaid public 
works. The aforesaid cession and grant shall include a space of not less than 
300 feet on each side of the lines of said works, and extending all along the 
whole length thereof, so that ample space be secured on the margins of said 
works for the convenient use thereof. The just value of such of said lands 
and materials as may be private property at the date of this treaty will be 
paid for by said company. 

ARTICLE XI. 


The State of Nicaragua agrees that the United States shall have, pemess, 
and enjoy forever the following rights and privileges; that is tosay, the right 
and privilege to pass, convey, transport, and send through all or any part of 
the territories and dominions of the State of Nicaragua, on land or water, 
from ocean to ocean, by means of her ports, bays, rivers, lakes, and roads, 
troops. infantry or cavalry, all kinds of arms, artillery, and munitions of war 
of alt kinds, her public property of every description, public officers, civil 
and military, consuls, ministers, dispatch agents, her public mail and mail 
agents, and all other employees of the Government of the United States of 
America; and the same shall all and each be permitted to pass, be sent, and 
be conveyed through said State, in any manner, as aforesaid, in the public 
armed vessels of the United States, and in all such other vessels or vehicles, 
public or private, which may be in the temporary or permanent employment 
of the Government of the United States for any of the purposes aforesaid, or 
in any other way, free from all cost and exempt from all taxes, duties, im- 
posts, charges, or exactions of any kind whatever, either on the persons, 
property, vehicles, or vessels aforesaid; and all the aforesaid privileges and 
the said free right of way and of transit shall be held, used, and enjoyed by 
the United States of America (but not by any other nation, state, or govern- 
ment, except Nicaragua) without cost or charge, and freely, whether the 
same be made through the dominions and territories of Nicaragua as they 
now exist, or whether the said troops, munitions of war, public officers, 
agents, employees, mails, public property, vehicles, and vessels, etc., shall be 
sent, transported, or conveyed by means of improved navigable rivers, ca- 
nals, or pein “mm or railroads, or any other public improvements which 
may be hereafter made in the State of Nicaragua, either by the Governments 
or citizens of the contracting parties, or by the governments, citizens, or 
people of any other nation, kingdom, or country; and the citizens of the 

Jnited States shall have and enjoy all the rights and privileges of travel, 
passage, transit, and conveyance for themselves and their property and ves- 
sels of all kinds through the territories and dominions of the State of Nica- 
ragua as they now exist, or through such canals or roads, railways or turn- 


pikes, or other improvements as may be hereafter made in said State, upon | 


terms and conditions in every particular as favorable as those enjoyed by 
the citizens of Nicaragua, or by the citizens of any other nation, kingdom, or 
country. 


This treaty was not laid before the Senate by Secretary Clay- 


ton, because he was afraid the Senate would ratify it, and thereby | ponte selected and surveyed for a sea-level canal, and our envineers 


defeat the negotiation of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty he was then | 


conducting. I need not comment on that disaster. 

Mr. Squires, minister to Nicaragua, a little later negotiated 
and signed another treaty with Nicaragua, making still more ex- 
tensive concessions to the United States. 

This treaty did not reach Washington until after the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty was ratified, on July 4, 1850, and was not laid be- 
fore the Senate. I pass over the Vanderbilt concessions, that 
Walker’s raid prevented from being carried out, under which the 
celebrated Childs survey was made. 
pany, but is exceedingly liberal in its terms. 

Other concessions to private persons were also made by Nica- 
ragua, in succession, that were in like manner liberal and gave 
the preference in every case to American citizens. 

Historical facts taken from the records of the Senate that are 
of great importance, as to the Panama route, were presented by 
me in remarks mate in the Senate on the 24th of November, 1403, 
some of which I will again repeat: 


TREATIES WITH COLOMBIA MADE BY PRESIDENT JOHNSON IN 1868 AND BY 
PRESIDENT GRANT IN 1870. 


Mr. Seward, when he was Secretary of State, was anxious to enlarge the 
Scope and to include specific canal concessions in the treaty of 1846-1848 with 
Colombia, knowing t treaty did not confer “pon the United States any 
right to construct or own a canal or railroad on the Isthmus of Panama, and 
he sent Hon. Caleb Cushing as minister to Colombia, in 1868, to negotiate 
such an amendment to that treaty. 

Mr. Cushing found the Jesuits in control of the Colombian Government, 
but the Liberals were in the popular majority in the Republic, and he be- 


and in 1 he concluded a treaty with Colombia under which the United 


States were to have the soleright of constructing acanal within the territory | 


of Colombia, and for this pur the Colombian Gove mt was to reserve 
a strip of land quress the ‘pose 0 Aa overnment wa reserve 


. ) thmus for the canal route itself and 10 miles on 
either side. 


This was the first canal zone ever projected, and such a zone, with the right 
of our Congress to legislate for its municipal government, is the necessary 
corollary to the right of sole ownership and con trol of the canal by the United 
States in any foreign country. 


It was to a private com- | 


lieved 4 would regain power at an early date. He awaited that event, | Peeves. 


| 1880. 





To this great American jurist and publicist the world owes the plan that 
some day will give trouble in Egypt, for the want of such a provision for gov- 
erning the Suez Canal by the Government that owns the controlling interest. 

In Mr. Cushing’s treaty the improvement of the value of lots to be held by 
each Government, in equal alternate parcels, was the chief consideration of 
the concession. 

The canal was to be constructed by the United States Government, and 
its government and control was also to remain in our hands, and for that 
purpose our Government was authorized to employ military forces if the oc- 
casion should arise. 

Colombia was still to retain the “political sovereignty and jurisdiction 
over the canal and territory appertaining thereto,” but only with the pro- 
viso that she should not only allow but guarantee to the United States of 


America the peaceable enjoyment, control, direction, and manag: mt of 
the same; and in conclusion it was declared ‘that the pasen obligations 
herein assumed by the United States of America and the United | ss of 
Colombia are permanent and undefeasible.” Thisis just the reverse of the 
provision of Article IV of the Hay-Concha treaty and the Hay-Herran tre: 

On the 15th of February, 1869, this treaty was sent to the Senate by the 





President, and it was rejected by that body as being “inadequate.” 

Mr. Cushing anticipated our present embarrassment under new counsels, 
but he is out of date—a back number—and I claim the honor of sharing with 
him the recent criticism of the envoy extraordinary and minister plenipo- 


Tq 





tentiary of the Republic of Panama, just arrived from hisnativeand beloved 
France,and creditor of the Panama Canal Company and legitimate successor 
of the king of the Mosquito tribe of Indians, who had interested their enmity 
toward Nicaragua, has informed the world that I am also out of date as to 


my information about canal facts. 

In 1869, General Grant being President, negotiations with Colombia were 
again opened by Mr. Fish, Secretary of State, for canal concessions at Pan- 
ama. e appointed Gen. Stephen A. Hurlburt, the military companion and 
trusted friend of President Grant, as minister to Colombia, especially charged 
with this negotiation. 

On January 26, 1870, General Hurlburt signed a treaty with Colombian au- 
thorities which conferred on the United States the same rights, su!) stun- 
tially, with that negotiated by Mr. Cushing. It granted tothe United States 
the right of constructing and operating a canal within the territory « 0- 
lombia, but it looked to an international military controlof the canal and its 
zone. 

Mr. Fish submitted that treaty to the Senate for ratification or amend- 
ment, but was not thoroughly satisfied with its provisions. It was also 
amended by the Colombian Congress after it had been signed. 

I again note the fact that De Lesseps came to Nicaragua and, 
by offering a large sum of money, got the House of Representa- 
tives to vote him a concession, and the Senate wanted a single 
vote of granting it, but the President of Nicaragua interfered and 
pointed to the invasion of Mexico by the French and warned the 
Congress against him. He then turned to Panama and the sea- 
level canal as his only alternative. It was not his choice, but a 
desperate ambition that led him to Panama. 

Our Isthmian Canal Commission and the French engineers 
alike have pronounced that a sea-level canal at Panama is a hope- 
less undertaking, after most careful examination. Yet, Senators 
continue to attempt to revive such hopes as an argument in favor 
of the Panama route. 

This sea-level prjoect was attempted after the Lull survey had 
demonstrated (as De Lesseps admitted before a committee of the 
House, of which the present President pro tempore of the Senate 
was a member) that if a canal with locks was to be built Nicara- 
gua was the only proper location. 

And we have the results before the country, in the rash effort 
of the French to construct a canal with locks at Panama, on a 


have adopted such a survey for a canal with locks, never having 
run a line of levels between the two oceans over that ground. 
Contention and dispute have arisen as to the practicability of 
such a route, in which our expert engineers are the chief wratig- 
lers. 

If history repeats itself, this folly is still certain of repetition, 
and its disasters will also be repeated. And fraud being once 
planted in a great financial scheme that offers premiums to rob- 
bers, as has been the case in the Panama Canal project, will re- 
produce itself, clothed in scandals, as long as it can deceive an 
eager and unwary public. 

The next treaty with Nicaragua for canal rights was the Dick- 
enson-Ayon treaty, ratified June 20, 1868. 

This treaty gives the United States the right to construct, use, 
and own a ship canal through Nicaragua, not as a sovereign, but 


| under the authority and sovereignty of Nicaragua, as will appear 


from article 14. I will place all the articles from the fourteenth 
to the conclusion in the appendix to my remarks. (See Appen- 
dix B.) 

For this concession, far exceeding in breadth the concession of 
Colombia in the treaty of 1846-1848, no compensation is asked. 

The Wyse concession was made by Colombia March 20, i878. 
That concession is the mother of all that has occurred since in 
respect of the two Panama canals. It was made to induce and to 
enable De L:-sseps to organize a company of construction under its 
I will attach a copy in the appendix to my remarks. 
(See Appendix C.) 

De Lesseps and his associates organized the ‘old’? Panama 
Canal Company under the Wyse concession, under permission from 
Colombia, to reside in Paris, and it began work en the canal in 
This privilege granted by Colombia extended to four 
places—Bogota, Paris, New York, or London—where the Colom- 
bian corporation had the privilege of having its residence, bat was 
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not subject to the jurisdiction of the country of either of those 
cities except Bogota, being a mere corporation living by comity 
within the borders of a foreign state. 

Mr. Frelinghuysen, the Secretary of State, was alert as to this 
French enterprise, and believing that it would lead to failure he 
opened negotiations with Nicaragua, which resulted in a treaty, 
dated December 1, 1884, and was sent to the Senate with a view 
to its ratification. 

I will insert a copy in the appendix to my remarks. (See Ap- 
pendix D.) 

This treaty, in articles 1 and 2, provides as follows: 


ARTICLE 1. The canal shall be built by the United States of America and 
owned by them and the Republic of Nicaragua, and managed as hereinafter 
provided. ; . 

ART. 2. There shall be perpetual alliance between the United States of 


America and the Republic of Nicaragua,and the former agree to protect the | 


integrity of the territory of the latter. 

At that time it was not known that Costa Rica had any interest 
in the San Juan River, because its boundaries were disputed. 
That question was afterwards settled by Mr. Cleveland as umpire 
while he was President of the United States. 

This treaty created a joint ownership of the canal by the two Gov- 
ernments, but the United States was to construct the canal, and the 


management of it was intrusted toa board of six managérs, three | 


to be appointed by each Government, the chairman of the board 


to be a citizen of the United States, with an additional vote in | 


case of a tie. Nocompensation was to be made to Nicaragua, ex- 
cept $4,000,000 as a loan, to bear interest at the rate of 3 per cent 
and to be paid by Nicaragua out of its one-third of the net reve- 
nues of the canal. 

This joint agreement was designed to avoid apparent conflict 
with the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. Yet it was, in fact, in actual 
conflict with that treaty. 

A long nonpartisan debate on this treaty occurred in the Sen- 
ate. On the vote for ratification it failed of gaining a majority 
of two-thirds of the Senate, wanting two votes. Mr. Edmunds, 
of Vermont, having changed his vote to the negative, to be in 
order to move for a reconsideration, he made the motion, and the 
debate upon it occupied much of the attention of the Senate, when 
in executive session, until that Congress expired. 

Mr. Cleveland took office as President on the 4th of March, 
1885, and on the 5th sent a message to the Senate withdrawing the 
treaty from examination. 

His right to withdraw it, unless by resolution of the Senate, 

vas questionable, but the point was not raised by objection. 
Shortly thereafter he sent a message to the Senate, in which he 
stated his reasons for withholding the treaty, the chief of which 
was that it created an entangling alliance with Nicaragua and 
contained a guaranty to protect the sovereignty of that Republic. 

After that, during that Administration, the policy of the Gov- 
ernment was to foster the efforts of private persons to build the 
canal under concessions from Nicaragua, and assistance was given 
by the Secretary of the Navy in detailing an engineer of the Navy 
to survey the canal and by Congress, in granting a charter to the 
Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, to be managed under the 
suvervision of the United States. 


Afterwards the Senate passed bills in two Congresses, with very | 


impressive majorities, to assist the company by an indorsement 
of its bonds in one case and the purchase of its stock in the other. 

Neither of these bills was considered in the House. 

‘he House, in the Fifty-sixth Congress, passed the first Hepburn 
bill by a vote of 224 yeas to 36 nays. This bill was a clean-cut 
and definite expression of the will of the American people that 
the canal should be constructed, owned, and controlled exclusively 
by the United States, and this could be done without regard to 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. 

Thereupon, Great Britain entered into negotiations with our 
Government to remove the obstruction of the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty, which resulted in the first Hay-Pauncefote treaty. 

When that treaty was under consideration in the Senate cer- 
tain amendments to it were supported by leading Republican Sena- 
tors that threatened its rejection by Great Britain if it was so 
amended. That treaty passed the Senate with those amend- 
ments on the 20th day of December, 1900, and Great Britain re- 
fused to accept them. 

Before this vote of the Senate was had Admiral Walker made 
to President McKinley the preliminary report of the Isthmian 
Canal Commission on the 30th of November, 1900, in which that 
Commission recommended the Nicaragua route as being the most 
feasible and practicable route for an isthmian canal. They re- 
peated that recommendation to President Roosevelt in their final 


report on the 16th of November, 1901, a year later, before the | 


second Hay-Pauncefote treaty was ratified. 

When the preliminary report was made to Mr. McKinley on 
November 30, 1900, he had been already thoroughly informed of 
the facts through the depositions of the members of the Commis- 
sion, which had been made in May, 1900, and he was prepared to 








act promptly and effectively to decide the question as to the loca- 
tion of the canal, and the question then under discussion in the 
Senate as to the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, and the question of the 


| purchase of the concessions and properties from the New Panqma 


Canal Company. As to this purchase he had been intrusively 
urged by Cromwell, Bonnardell, and Hutin, director-general of 
the New Panama Canal Company, to his great annoyance, and he 
determined to end it. 

Hutin, president of the canal company, addressed to Mr. Hay a 
caustic letter of complaint as to the report and conduct of Ad- 
miral Walker in dealing with him, which is printed in report No. 
1, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session, on pages 521 to 526. 

An examination of this letter, which I will insert in the ap- 
pendix to my remarks, will lay widely open the whole purpose of 
the New Panama Canal Company in its effort to raid the Treas- 
ury of the United States by introducing and attempting to force 
the purchase of these fraud-infected and scandalized concessions 
and the miserable débris of the property in Panama that was 
then, as it is now, worth no more to them than the price they 
could wring out of the United States, our Government being the 
only possible purchaser. 

This letter is dated November 22, 1901, after the death of Presi- 
dent McKinley. 

M. Hutin must have forgotten the first letter he wrote President 
McKinley, on February 28, 1899, on this subject, which is printed 
on pages 195-196 of the report above referred to. It opens with 
this statement, intended to mislead the President: 


Sir: The New Panama Canal Company has never proposed and does not 
seek any appropriation or financial aid from the Government of the United 
States in the completion of its canal. 


The letter of November 22, 1901, simple proves, in the first sen- 
tence, that his previous statement was false. 

Mr. McKinley was as apt to detect this fraud as anyone, and 
he determined to crush it at one blow. He did it, like an honest, 
brave man. We are about to revive it, put a varnish of respect- 
ability on it, and take it into our embraces ‘‘ for business reasons,”’ 
the chief of which is the robbery of the Treasury of the United 
States. 

Thus history repeats itself; fraud gains a new indorsement, and 
scandal is revived. 

Mr. McKinley penetrated with his keen and just vision into 
every phase and bearing of the entire situation, and at once dis- 
posed of it by a single act. He directed Mr. Hay toopen negotia- 
tions with the ministers of Nicaragua and Costa Rica on the ist 
day of December, 1900, not allowing even a day to elapse after 
the Walker report was made to him; and on that day the follow- 
ing agreements were made in the same terms with Costa Rica and 
Nicaragua. 

I will read one of the protocols, and follow it with an extract 
from the first Hay-Pauncefote treaty that defines the canal rights 
therein conceded to the United States: 

Protocol of an agreement between the Governments of the United States and of 
Nicaragua in regard to future negotiations for the construction of an inter- 
oceanic canal by way of Lake Nicaragua. 

It is agreed between the two Governments that when the President of the 
United States is authorized by law to acquire control of such portion of the 
territory now belonging to Nicaragua as may be desirable and necessary on 
which to construct and protect a canal of depth and capacity sufficient for 
the passage of vessels of the greatest tonnage and draft now in use from a 
point near San Juan del Norte, on the Caribbean Sea, via Lake Nicaragua, 
to Brito, on the Pacific Ocean, they mutually agree to enter into negotiations 
with each other to settle the plans and the agreements in detail found nec- 
essary to accomplish the construction and to provide for the ownership and 
control of the proposed canal. 

As preliminary to such future negotiations it is forthwith agreed that the 
course of said canal and the terminals thereof shall be the same that were 
stated in a treaty signed by the plenipotentiaries of the United States and 
Great Britain on February 5, 1900, and now pending in the Senate of the 
United States for confirmation, and that the provisions of the same shall be 
adhered to by the United States and Nicaragua. 

In witness whereof the undersigned have signed this protocol and have 
hereunto affixed their seals. 

Done in duplicate at Washington this lst day of December, 1900. 

JOHN Hay. SEAL. 
Luis F. Conga. [SEAL. 

Article I of the first Hay-Pauncefote treaty—February 5, 1900— 

referred to and made part of that agreement, is as follows: 
ARTICLE I, 

It is agreed that the canal may be constructed under the auspices of the 
Government of the United States, either directly at its own cost or by gift or 
loan of money to individuals or corporations or through subscription to or 
purchase of stock or shares, and that, subject to the provisions of the present 
convention, the said Government shall have and enjoy all the rights incident 
to such construction, as well as the exclusive right of providing for the regu- 
lation and management of the canal. 


In compliance with her agreement, Costa Rica instituted pro- 
ceedings for the amendment of her constitution, and the Presi- 
dent sent the following message to the Congress of that State: 
Extract from the message of Sefior Rafael Iglesias, President of Costa Rica, to 

the Constitutional Congress. 

There are better prospects at this than at any other time that the project 
of construction by and under the control of the United States of America 
of = interoceanic canal across the Central American Isthmus will be carried 
ou 


es 


1904. 






ta Rica being directly interested in the construction of that great work 
se —— a partion of her territory that may have to be occupied, the 
Government of the United States has opened w:th that Government negotia- 
tions looking to the conclusion of a treaty whose fundamental terms are that 
the United States will be authorized occupy, under the head of a per- 
vetual lease, a certain belt of territory for the construction, administration, 
aod operation of the canal, and to exercise therein the jurisdiction which 
properly belongs to our sovereignty. In return for these and other minor 
concessions we are offered the guaranty of the independence and sovereignty 
of Costa Rica and of the integrity of her territory and the payment to the 
Government of a million and a ha f dollars. 7 7 

In view of the great and paramount importance of this matter, I deem it 
expedient to call an advisory board consisting of persons of well-known 
ability and patriotism in order to enlighten me in so delicate and grave a 
question. A committee under the chairmanship of the secretary of state for 
the department of foreign relations was appointed among the members of 
that bosrd. This committee has discharged its duties in a satisfactory man- 
ner touching all the points which, in its opinion, do not contravene the spirit 
of our political institutions, in conformity with the provisions of the funda- 
mental code as regards the integrity of the territory and the exercise of 
sovereignty. In consequence thereof the Government is powerless to enter 
into positive negotiations with that of the United States of America unless 
there should be previously passed a constitutional amendment by which such 
concessions for the construction of the interoceanic canal may be authorized, 
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or the matter referred to public opinion in some other way by calling a con- | 
| Hon, JoHn Hay, 


stituent assembly for the purpose. 


And the constitution of Costa Rica was so accordingly amended. 
President McKinley did not send these agreements to the Sen- 
ate. Why? Because he did not wish to notify Great Britain, 
while engaged in treating with her, of his determined purpose to 
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granted them to the United States in her compact of December, 
1900, and in negotiations based upon it. 

In this matter and in the negotiations with Nicaragua and Costa 
Rica that were conducted to a conclusion with our Government 
every step taken by all the contracting powers was taken under 


| and in pursuance of the protocols signed, sealed, and exchanged 


by Mr. Hay under the orders of President McKinley. 
The light is not hid under a bushel. It is as a city seated upon 
a hill, which all the world can see. It is another signal light to 


| show the world how the grand Republic deals with the little re- 


publics of America. 

Let us not deceive ourselves. Because we are boasting that we 
are a world power, let us not forget that honor and justice are 
the true foundations of that power. 

A correspondence between Mr. Hay and myself, as chairman 
of the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, which I will now read, 
establishes the fact of our continued and unbroken confirmation 
of these compacts. I will first read my letter to Mr. Hay: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., March 11, 1902. 


Secretary of State. 

DEAR Sir: I am instructed by the Committee on Interoceanic Cans 
communicate to them the information I should derive from a conference with 
you on the subject of an isthmian canal; and, having had the honor of such a 

T 





| conference this afternoon, and desiring to make my report with accuracy, 


get rid of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty by making an agreement | 


with Nicaragua and Costa Rica that simply revoked and annulled 
it, so far as the United States could doit. He knew the support 
he had in Congress and among the people and did not stop on the 
halfway ground, as Mr. Arthur had been compelled to do, in the 
Frelinghuysen-Zavala treaty, for the want of such support from 
an incoming administration. 

He fully understood that in these compacts he had located the 
canal on the Nicaragua route; that he had freed thecountry from 
the scandals of the New and Old Panama Canal companies, and 
that he had removed the obstructions of the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty. 
the wishes of the American people into compacts with these States. 
subject only to the authorization of Congress, and there they 
stand as living monuments of his wisdom and courage. 

This act ranks in its importance even above the great protocols 
he was arranging, at the same time, with China and the five 
European powers, which involved the execution of princes and 
others of high dignity in China; the joint conduct of a great war: 
the protection of our missionaries; the revision of the entire tariff 
system of China, and hundreds of millions of dollars of fines and 
damages to various nations, imposed by those protocols. 

They were never submitted to the Senate for itsapproval. Yet, 
we are regularly collecting the $25,000,000, our share of those 
fines, while China has paid many other millions to our mission- 
aries. 

Have we quarreled with these results or denied his power to 
make these agreements without the advice and consent of the 
Senate? On the contrary, have we not, within a few days, ratified 
a een with China the basis of which was one of several of these 
protocols? 


will state the substance of our conversation, or rather its results, that you 
may examine it and make any corrections you may desire. 

1. The negotiations with Costa Rica can be concluded at the convenience 
of the United States, and without any probable disagreement as to details 

2. The basis of the negotiation with Costa Rica and Nicaragua conforms, 
substantially, to the canal rights and privileges referred to in the treaty 
ratified between the United States and Great Britain—that is to say, a per- 


| petual lease of a canal belt, from ocean to ocean, with the right on the part 


of the United States to construct, own, control, manage, and protect the 
canal, and to collect and appropriate the tolls and income of the canal for the 
benefit of the United States in a canal belt of 6 miles in width; this belt to 


| be increased, during the period of construction, to a width of 10 mlles, at the 


In each of these results he quietly and firmly crystallized | 


If these protocols of agreements with China are valid, those | 


made by the same President during the same period are quite as 
valid and binding on the parties. 

Challenges of disputation are frequent in the Senate of late, and, 
folloy, ing that questionable habit—lest my sincerity might be 
questioned—I challenge the refutation of this precedent which 
now controls this Government in the affairs of supreme impor- 
tance in China and Manchuria. 

It is easy to follow and applaud the course of a President whose 
conduct is to our advantage, even after he is in his grave. But 
it is easier to follow and applaud a living President, in the am- 

kitude of power and patronage, when, for ambitious reasons, 
1¢ destroys the work of his predecessor by denying his right to 
do a splendid act that would be a benediction to the country and 


refusing to execute it, even under the express mandate of a stat- | 


ute enacted by Congress and approved by him. 
But I turn from the contempt thus visited on President McKin- 


ley to that which is being visited on the States that so generously | 


assisted him in making these protocols. They also knew and 
fully appreciated the great work of the President, and stood by 
him. His pledge to them was a sacred thing. They knew he 


dent who would break it. 
The constitution of Costa Rica was probably in the way of their 


agreement, and that State at once proceeded to change it, on our | 


suggestion, so as to free her compact from all doubt. She did so 
chan: e her constitution. Can any one deny that this was a com- 
ye between the United States and Costa Rica, when she changed 
er organic law that stood in the way to its perfect obligation? 
Nivaragua had reserved her lands within the canal zone for 
three years from settlement by her own people because she had 


option of the United States, during our occupancy, and to be subject to con- 
trol and protection by the United States. 

3. For the lease and rights and privileges granted the United States will 
pay Costa Rica $1,000,000 ninety days after the ratification of the treaty, and 
after that the sum of $10,000 annually. And the United States will pay Nica- 
ragua $6,000,000 ninety days after the treaty with that Government is ratified, 
without additional stipend. 

4. Lrefer only to the points of the negotiation above stated, as being mutu- 
ally acceptable to the treaty powers, without stating in detail other points 
of minor importance, as to which there is substantial agreement and a confi- 
dent expectation of an early conclusion of the terms of a treaty. 

5. The United States does not assume any responsibility for any demand 
of any sort, if any exists, against Costa Rica or Nicaragua, connected with 
any prior concession of canal rights and privileges, or other privileges of 
navigation or transportation 

6. The protocols agreed to and signed in December, 1900, by the United 
States and by Costa Rica and Nicaragua, respectively, remain without alter- 
ation or dissent on the part of either of the Governments. 

7. The former minister from Colombia, Mr. Silva, has had informal con- 
versations with the Secretary of State on the subject of canal concessions 
along the Panama route, but no propositions for such concessions have been 
made by that Government. 

Mr. Silva has taken leave of the United States as minister from Colombia, 
and Mr. Concha has been appointed to succeed him, but has not presented his 
credentia!s as minister to the United States 

8. Pending the negotiations with Nicaragua and Costa Rica, the above 
statements are as complete as the Secretary of State thinks it isyproper for 
him to make them. 

Joun T. MorGAn, Chairman. 


Mr. Hay, in replying to my letter containing these statements, 
says: 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, March 12, 1902. 
Hon. JOHN T. MORGAN, 
United States Senate. 
DEAR Sir: [ have received your letter of yesterday’s date, and herewith 
return the copy you sent. 
It states with substantial accuracy the purport of the conversation I had 
the honor to hold with you yesterday. 
Yours, respectfully, JoHN Hay. 
On the 15th of May, 1902, Mr. Hay, Secretary of State. sent me 
the following letter, addressed to me as chairman of the Comiit- 
tee on Interoceanic Canals: 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 


Washington, May , 1902. 
Hon. JoHn T. MORGAN, , 
Chairman Committee on Interoceanic Canals, United States S tte. 

Sir: I have the honor to inclose copies of letters from the Colombian min- 
ister, dated the 3ist of March and the 18th and 23d of April, accompanied by 
the letter of exposition and the letter of William Nelson Cromwe!l. both 
dated the 3lst of March, referred to in the minister's letter of that date, and 
also a memorandum of a convention wh.ch the Government of Colombia is 
ready to sign with that of the United States of America respecting the com- 


pletion, maintenance, control, and protection of an interoceanic canal over 


, . ‘ : ; ~ | the Isthmus of Panama. 
would keep it, and they had no conception of an American Presi- | 


I also inclose a copy of a letter which I addressed to the minister of Co- 
lombia on the 2ist eof April, announcing that Iam directed by the President 


to inform him that I shall be ready to sign with him the proposed conven- 
| tion as soon as the Congress of the United States shall have authorized the 
President to enter into such an arrangement and the law officers of this Gov- 
| ernment shall have decided upon the question of the title which the New 
Panama Canal Company is able to give of all the properties and rights 
claimed by it and pertaining to a canal across the Isthmus and covered by 
the pending proposal. I inclose also a project of a treaty presented to me 


this day by the minister of Nicaragua in behalf of his Government. I have 
not yet received a definite proposition from the Government of Costa Rica, 
but am informed by the Costa Rican minister that his Government is ready 
to enter into any satisfactory arrangement with that of the United States on 
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the basis of the protocol of December 1, 1900; but that, as set forth in the re- 
cent message of President Iglesias, an extract from which I inclose, it will 
be necessary that the Government of Costa Rica should, before entering into | 
positive negotiations with that of the United States of America, adopt a con- 
stitutional amendment authorizing the necessary concessions for the con- 
struction of an interoceanic canal or to have the matter referred to public 
opinion in some other way by calling a constituent assembly for the purpose. | 

Iam assured by the Costa Rican Government that these steps will be taken 
as soon as the Congress of the United States shall decide the question of the 
route of the canal. I also inclose, in accordance with the request of the 
Nicaraguan minister,a copy of the protocol entered into by this Govern- | 
ment and those of Nicaragua and Costa Rica December 1, 1900. 

I have the honor to submit all these documents to your committee, with 
the hope that this definite information as to the purposes and intentions of 
the Nicaraguan, Colombian, 
ice to you in determining the question of the route of the proposed inter- 


oceanic canal 


to you and to the committee of which you are chairman his earnest hope 
that there may be as little delay as possible in the legislation which will 
authorize the beginning of this work, which he regards as so important and 
so beneficent to the country and the world. 


Iam, sir, very truly, your obedient servant, JOHN Hay. 


The inclosures in that letter will be printed in the appendix to 
my remarks. 

On the 18th of June Mr. Hay sent me the following letter: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, June 18, 1902. 
Hon. Joun T. MORGAN, 
Chairman Committee on Interoceanic Canals, United States Senate. 

Srr: Iam requested by the minister of Costa Rica to inform the Committee 

on Interoceanic Canals that he has been instructed by his Government to 
nake known to that of the United States that the Government of Costa Rica 
are prepared to take all necessary { 
negotiate with the Government of the United States a treaty for the appro- 
yriate concessions for an isthmian canal on terms substantially as proposed 
y the Government of the United States. _ 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, JOHN Hay. 

The note of transmittal by Mr. Corea, minister of Nicaragua, 
to Mr. Hay. Secretary of State, of the draft of the completed ne- 
gotiation with Nicaragua is as follows: 

{(Translation.] 
Mr. Corea to Mr. Hay, May 14, 1902. 

In pursuance of the offer made orally and in my personal note of the 12th 
instant to your excellency I have the honor to transmit herewith a draft of 
a treaty embodying the proposal of my Government touching the inter- 
oceanic canal through Nicaragua. This draft, savea few changes which I 


had to make in obedience to superior orders, is the same as that which your | 


excellency prepared on February 12, and was pleased to amend on March 11 
and 25 and on April 26 last, in deference to observations ees by me. 

if your excellency will, as you said to me you would, lay this proposal 
before the proper committees of Congress, I should be pleased if it were 
accompanied by the protocol on the same subject which I had the honor to 
sign with your excellency on December 1, 1900. These papers will show that 
Nicaragua has been and is still disposed to enter into direct negotiations 
with the United States as soon as provision therefor shall have been made 
by Congress, and at the same time make it clear that, since no decision has 
yet been reached by that body in the matter, the present proposal is not to 

6 taken as final, but remains subject to amendments by which the con- 

clusion of a perfected and more suitable agreement between the contracting 
parties may be facilitated. s 

Please accept, Mr. Secretary, the assurances of my most distinguished 
consideration. 


Soon after the date of Mr. Corea’s note Mr. Calvo, as minister 
of Costa Rica, sent me, as chairman of the Committee on Inter- 


oceanic Canals, a note, in which he asserted the rights of Costa | 


Rica under the protocal of December 1, 1900, as follows: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., June 7, 1902. 

My DEAR SENATOR: It gives me pleasure to acknowledge receipt of your 
letter of the 5th instant and report mentioned therein. In answer thereto, 
andin view of the reference made to the concessions granted by my country 
to the Maritime Canal Company in 1888, whereby my country is considered to 
be bound by the contract then signed, I will say that the terms of said con- 
tract clearly define the obligations of both contracting parties, and that, 
without entering into an analysis of this document, it can be readily seen 
that by its own wording it has expired by limitation. No declaration has 
been made by my Government in this respect, it is true, but, on the other 
hand, no extension of time has been granted thereon. 

It is not my purpose to make at the present time any declaration defining 
the views of my Government on such points, but wish only to present the facts 
as they are in preservation of the rights involved, which, I may add, as far 
as Costa Rica is concerned, are all confirmed by the history of the above- 
mentioned concessions. Nevertheless, you are aware that, acting on princi- 
ples of equity in the pending negotiations of a treaty for the construction of 
the conndl as proposed ina draft submitted by his excellency the Secretary 
of State, provision is made for the settlement of any conflicting rights, if 
any, that may be claimed in this connection. 

Moreover, Costa Rica has not granted any other concession to any citizens, 
corporations, or government for the construction of a canal or for any other 
work that may conflict with the pending negotiations with the United States, 
and therefore my Government was free to sign the yg of December 1, 
1900, for the construction by the United States of an interoceanic canal 
through its territory and that of the Republic of Nicaragua. 

In regard to said protocol, I wish to say that no better proof can be given 
of the desire of my Government to stand z= its terms than the interest shown 
in the steps taken to smooth the way for the final negotiation of a treaty for 
the construction of the Nicaragua Canal—if that route is chosen—as well as 
by the fact that I am advised by my Government that a proposition with 
that end in view will arrive soon, of which I have had the honor to inform 
his excellency the Secretary of State. 

With great respect, I have the honor to be, my dear Senator, yours, very 


sincerely, 
J. B. CALvo. 
Hon. Joun T. MORGAN, 
United States Senator. 
The Committee on Interoceanic Canals made the following re- 
port with reference to the obligations and legal and diplomatic 
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| and each of the other Governments, relating to the same subject. 
| most ny obligation. 
| by re 

and Costa Rican Governments may be of serv- | 
{| ments, without the right of withdrawal, according to their terms. 


: . . : | liminary agreement takes effect forthwith. 
In view of the great interests involved the President wishes me to express | y > ; 


| cerned, 


steps to put themselves in a position to | pletely defined the scope and meaning of the control the United Status wo 
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effect of those prototols (Report No. 1663, Fifty-seventh Congress, 
first session), as follows: 


THE CHARACTER OF THE AGREEMENTS MADE WITH COSTA RICA AND 
NICARAGUA. 

The agreements with Costa Rica and Nicaragua of December, 1900, are 
definite and complete as to the character and the scope of the rights they 
have agreed to concede to the United States. " 

They are agreements under seal, exchanged between the United States 
In form 
and solemnity and in respect of the powers of the negotiators they are of t 
They establish rights that only Congress can ann 
using to accept them. And these Governments insist upon their ac- 
ceptance by Congress, as is stated in Appendix B to this report. 

Costa Rica and Nicaragua are bound by the stipulation of these agreo- 
The pi 


Costa Ricaand Nicaragua now accept the treaty that was confirmed under 
a subsequent negotiation asa suflicient statement of the agreement rex 
in the Hay Pannceiote treaty that was pending for confirmation and was: 
confirmed, as they are substantially the same so far as those States are con- 
They insist on their agreements, notwithstanding the fact that t 
treaty of February 5, 1900, which set forth the terms of their agreement, was 
not confirmed, claiming that their agreements were independent of the « 
firmation or rejection of that treaty. The terms of that treaty were of im- 
mense importance to Costa Rica and Nicaragua, and the agreement of the 
United States to adhere to it was a pledge that these two Republics shou 
no longer be shut out from all opportunity to make agreements for tho con- 
struction of a canal by the United States in consequence of the doubt created 
by the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. 


THE EFFECT OF THE HAY-PAUNCEFOTE TREATY. 
The terms of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty were made, by reference, a de- 


scriptive part of the contract between the United States and Costa Rica and 
Nicaragua, and were of great importance to the United States, as they cor 


obtain over the canal and canal route under the protocols of agreement with 
those States. 

When these three States agreed to make the Hay-Pauncefote treaty the 
repository, or statement, of the terms of their agreement, and did not make 


| its confirmation a condition of their agreement, and further provided that it 
| should be forthwith obligatory, they clearly meant that it should operate 
| forthwith, after its acceptance by Congress, and not that it should be inop- 


erative if the Hay-Pauncefote treaty failed of confirmation. And tothiscon- 
struction of their rights and obligations Nicaragua and Costa Rica agree, 
and no possible doubt remains as to their attitude with reference to the bind- 
ing force of these agreements, when Congress authorizes the President to 


| acquire from them the right to construct and control a ship canal. 


If Congress should now accept those agreements, as it would do by the 


| poqpege of the House bill No. 3110, the Government of the United States would 


2 bound by its agreement to accept the Hay-Pauncefote treaty as a full de- 


scription of the terms of its agreement with Costa Rica and Nicaragua. It 


| could not plead the want of confirmation of the first Hay-Pauncefote treaty 


to get rid of its contract with Costa Rica and Nicaracua. 


; oa ! We are held to it 
in law, justice, equity, and honor. 


We can not afford to say that after enter- 


| ing into these protocols with Costa Rica and Nicaragua we forced the re 


tion of the treaty to which they related by Great Britain and thereby escaped 
from the obligations we assumed in them toward those States. Especially 
would this be unworthy of the United States when Costa Rica and Nicaragua 
claim that they are in force, notwithstanding the failure of confirmation of 
the Hay-Pauncefote treaty of February 5, 1900. 


THE PRELIMINARY AGREEMENT IS COMPLETE WHEN ACCEPTED BY CONGRESS. 


The “preliminary agreement” is complete, without further negotiation, 
“to settle the plan and agreements in detail found necessary to accom- 
— oe and provide for the ownership and control of the pro- 

OSed CANAL. 
- Those “future negotiations” are pledged under the provision that the con- 
tractng parties** mutually engage to enter into such negotiations with each 
other.”’ Such engagements are always regarded as honorable and impera- 
tive international obligations. 

Suppose either party refuses to keep this solemn agreement, what is the 
remedy? There is none but the ultima ratio regum. But thatisenough, for 
an engagement to enter into negotiations is the primary law of all peace 
solution of disputes between nations, which no nation can honorably break 
away from without sufficient excuse, 

All the rights arising out of these agreements depend upon a fact, or con- 
dition, to be created by act of Congress. It is ‘that. when the President of 
the United States is authorized by law to acquire control of such portion of 
territory now belonging to Nicaragua (or Costa Rica) as may be desirable 
and necessary on which to construct and protect a canal,” etc., ‘they mu- 
tually engage,” etc., to do all the things that are completely defined by tio 
protocol, and to enter into negotiations to do such other things as are “found 
necessary to accomplish the construction and to provide for the ownership 
and control of the proposed canal.” 

What remains to be done to make these protocols obligatory on the parties 
is for Congress to authorize the President “to acquire control of the terri- 
tory’ for these canal purposes from these States. When that is done t! 
contracts become obligatory, according to their terms, and nothing remains 
but to put them into execution. 

To do this it is not necessary for the complete realization of the purpose of 
Congress, that any term of these protocols should be changed. 

Neither Nicaragua nor Costa Rica could demand any new provision in 
these contracts which would affect the exclusive right of the United States 
to construct, own, or control a canal on the route described in the protocols 
and the draft of the treaty to which they refer, nor make any unjust or un 
reasonable exaction in the future negotiations that would deprive the United 
States = the just and reasonable exercise of the rights established in these 
9srotvocols. 

: Our rights are thus defined and established by agreements that only await 
the acceptance of Congress, which will cover every right and privilege 
needed for the exclusive ownership and control of the canal. 

The matters left open for future negotiations are only such as relate to 
“the plan and arrangements, in detail, found necessary to accomplish t) 
eaerram and to provide for the ownership and control of the propose: 
canal, 


We can not obliterate these agreements by closing our eyes to 
them or by ignoring them. They live and will always live as 
mutual agreements until Congress has refused to execute them 
or the high contracting powers have abrogated them. 

In another and most painful sense they will live to reproach us 
as a faithless nation, if we permit the President to violate an act 
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‘ongress that requires him to treat with these Republics with 
6a to the rights established under these protocols. 2 

I will omit; at this time, the discussion of the second proposi- 
tion stated in the beginning of my remarks, further than I have 
stated my views in that proposition. It has been often and fully 
discussed in the Senate, and it is not the only decisive factor in 
the discussion of the duty of the President which I will now at- 

, briefly to discuss. 

" tts the duty imposed upon the President by the Spooner law 
that he repudiates and willfully disobeys. 

I will insert a copy of that law in the appendix to my remarks. 
(See Appendix E.) | sa 

I have no apologies or excuses to make for insisting, as a Sena- 
tor and as a private citizen, that the President is bound to obey 
the laws enacted by Congress, nor for saying in plain speech that 
he has willfully refused to obey the Spooner law in its plain and 
undeniable purpose, intent. and mandate. ; 

The fact is simple and clear, and is not to be avoided by the 
plea that this law gave him any discretion as to whether he would 
proceed to negotiate with Costa Rica and Nicaragua when the 
effort to get a concession from Colombia for canal rights at Pan- 
ama had failed. 

The Hay-Herran treaty, which the Congress of Colombia re- 
fused to approve, was the act of the Senate of the United States, 
as it was of the President. Without the assent of the Senate he 
could not have enacted that treaty, in conjunction with the Con- 
gress of Colombia, as the supreme law of the United States. 

In enacting this law—the Hay-Herran treaty—sixty-one Sena- 
tors in a full Senate cooperated with the President, and however 
they may have compared with him in wisdom and ability, they 
agreed with him that the treaty should terminate, lapse, and be 
utterly void unless the ratification by the Congress of Colom- 
bia should be made and exchanged at Washington not later than 
the 22d of September, 1903. 

The ratification provided for in that vote of the Senate is the 
law of the treaty that the President could not revoke or alter 
without the consent of the Senate. By that law the Hay-Herran 
treaty was to live or die. 

Not only was this proposed law defeated by its own limitations 
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so that it was dead, but the President in his annual message to | 


Congress on the 4th of January declares in terms of violent em- 
phasis that a canal treaty with Colombia is impossible. I need 
not quote those statements from his message, because no one has 
insisted or will insist to the contrary. 

The Hay-Herran treaty ceased to have any effect at the end of 
the 22d of September, 1903. 

With that event and at that time all the provisions of the 
Spooner law as to a canal at Panama, including the appropriation 


for that object, ceased to be operative or capable of being exe- | 


cuted, and the contemplated construction of a canal at Panama 
under that law and in accordance with it could not longer exist. 

This annulled all discretionary power of the President as to a 
‘‘reasonable time.’’ For that discretion, which must always be 
exercised lawfully, was given alone as to the time of concluding 
a treaty with Colombia. When that ceased, the mandate of the 
law became imperative. All discretion ceased and the law com- 
manded him to open negotiations with Costa Rica and Nicaragua, 
which he simply refused to do. 

It is impossible and absurd that, in deciding that he will make no 
negotiations with Nicaragua and Costa Rica, he can claim che dis- 
cretionary right of opening negotiations with them at an indefinite 
future period when he may have changed his mind, or until he 
could assist in creating a government in Panama with which to 
treat for canal concessions. The Spooner law had no more refer- 
ence to a treaty with the then unbegotten Republic of Panama 
than it had to the yet unborn republic of Canada. 





It alarms the people to witness the efforts of Senators to relieve | 


the President of the dangerous attitude he thus assumes toward 
the law of the land. It is clear to them that his course is that 
of lawless disobedience, however painful it may be to the people 
to witness the fact. No American can take a just pride in any 
public act that requires for its explanation such a strain upon 
common sense and such draft upon the ingenious sophistries that 
Senators have been compelled to resort to in this debate. 

The President says in his message that ‘‘ the essence’’ of the 


such an essence in that law, Iam sure its author was not aware of 
the fact when he formulated it. The Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Spooner], who is as clear in his forecast as most men are in 
their retrospect, did not divine this essence as being the master 
spirit of the act, that should overrule its solid substance. 

The President says: 

When the Congress directed that we should take the Panama route under 


renty with Colombia, the essence of the condition, of course, referred not to 
© Government which controlled that route, but to the route itself; to the 


XXXVIlI-—71 


| 


L121 


territory across which the route lay, not to the name which for the moment 
the territory bore on the map. The purpose of the law was to authorize the 
President to make a treaty with the power in actual control of the Isthmus 
of Pamana. This purpose has been fulfilled. 








If that is true, the President concealed his real purpose when he 
approved the Spooner law, and that act speaks with a double 
tongue—one that speaks to the world and the other to himself 
alone. 

No one, unless it was the President, then looked forward to the 
dismemberment of Colombia as the means of getting a canal at 
Panama. If he contemplated such a situation at that time, his 
bad faith toward Colombia and Nicaragua and Costa Rica is con- 
clusively proven. 

The deduction the President makes from his alleged ‘‘ essence” 
of the Spooner law is that he has the right to locate and build 
the canal at Panama, contrary to the plain English of the Jaw 
and to its clear intent and to all of its conditions and provisions 
and its positive injunctions and mandate. He has made the 
unique discovery on his own interpretation of the statute, as to 
its essence, that is related solely to a carral at Panama, to the ex- 
clusion of a canal on the route through Nicaragua and Costa 
Rica. He sets aside the law providing for that route asif it had 
neither essence nor substance. 

He evidently conceives that his will is the real essence of that 
law, and not the will of Congress, conclusively expressed both in 


| the language and purposes of that act. 


If the President or any officer was sworn to obey and execute 
the *‘ essence ’’ of the law instead of its plain mandate, and against 
its positive injunctions of a specified duty imposed by its express 
terms, our country would soon cease to be a land of laws and 
would be ruled by sentiment and passion and all the unsubstan- 
tial things that are classified as essences. If this precedent is es- 
tablished on this momentous occasion, we will be compelled to 
change the oath and insert, as is done on some other occasions, 
that it is taken ‘‘ without mental reservation or the purpose of 
evasion.”’ 

Socialism and anarchy could scarcely be supplied with a more 
satisfactory code than that it is the true rule of constrnction that 
the essence of the laws controls all their positive provisions so as 
to justify crime and social disorganizations, if the essence they 
wish to flavor it with is palatable to them. 

The President’s justification of his disobedience of the Spooner 
law ‘is that its sole purpose was to locate and build a canal at 
Panama, which is not true; and that. this being the sole end to 
be accomplished through its agency, it is the essence of the law 
to do that and prevent the opening of a canal on the Nicaragua 
route, and that ‘‘the end justified the means,’ no matter what 
violence is done to plain language, or what injustice, or wrong, 
or disappointment, or public or private grievances may result. — 

In the discovery of this ‘‘essence’’ the President is quite as 


| unique as he is in the methods by which he transforms it into the 


material agencies of force and arms, with which he breaks the 
peace of nations and disrupts an American republic by paralyzing 
all its rightful powers to protect its own life. 

In the sight of God and of man it is not true that the treaty of 
1846 gave us the right to destroy the sovereignty of Colombia for 
the purpose, if that was the purpose, of protecting the transit of 
lawful commerce across the Isthmus of Panama. In a case of 
extreme and unavoidable necessity arising out of the wrong or 
the neglect of Colombia our utmost limit of right would be to sus- 
pend her authority over the transit until the evil, either actual or 
threatened, has passed. Instead of that Mr. Hay turned over all 
the treaty rights of Colombia to the parties who assailed her 
sovereignty. 

That act is without any excuse, either of necessity or justice, 
or of treaty right on the part of the United States. 

The President, unconsciously, I hope, extracts this ‘‘ essence” 
or dogma of higher law from the dungeons of the Spanish Inqui- 
sition of the middle ages, where all Christendom has earnestly 
hoped it would remain entombed forever. 

The President’s excuses are that ‘‘ the end justifies the means:”’ 
and the ‘‘ essence ’’ is the end to be reached; and the judge of the 
essence is he who has the power to reach the end and the will to 
accomplish it, in defiance of the substance stated in the form and 
express declaration of statute laws. This is ‘* the higher law”’ 


Spooner law is that a canal shall be built at Panama. If there is that the President appeals to in excluding the Nicaragua route 


from the provisions of the Spooner law. 

In that law the Nicaragua route was as much a part of the es- 
sence of its provisions as those that relate tothe Panama route. 
There is no discrimination as to the ‘‘ essence”’’ of the Spooner 
law, whether it is applied to the one canal route or to the other. 
It is an obvious perversion of that law to apply its provisions ex- 
clusively to the Panama route, and to the destruction of the Nica- 
ragua route. 

As to those routes the provisions were distinctive and separate, 
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being connected only by two provisions: First, that of providing 
for the construction of a canal, including an indefinite sum of 
money for the purpose of purchasing concessions on either route, 
and, second, the provision for an isthmian canal commission and 
other agents or contractors to execute the work. 

As to all other matters, the provisions of the Spooner law are 
as separate and distinct as if they were in separate laws, the 
provisions pertaining to the Nicaragua route to take effect when 
those pertaining to the Panama route ceased to be effective. 

The provisions relating to the Nicaragua act came into full 
force and effect when either of the conditions stated in the laws 
and announced in the message of the President made it impossible 
for Colombia to grant concessions to the United States on the 
Panama route. 

Such impossibility, when its existence became certain, covered 
the special appropriation for the Panama route into the Treasury, 
and that ended the matter as to that route. 

The act relating to a canal at Panama would have been functus 
officio if it had been a separate law. It is not less so because it is 
a part of the Spooner law. oe ; 

It is a law that has expired by its own limitations and is as dead 
as if it had been repealed. a 

The Spooner law prescribed the terms and conditions for the 
cesser or expiry of that part of the act that applied to a canal at 
Panama. The fact of the failure of Colombia to ratify the Hay- 
Herran treaty, and to exchange the ratifications with the Govern- 
ment of the United States on or before the 22d of September, 1903, 
even if standing alone, completed the condition on which the pro- 
visions in favor of the Nicaragua route became operative; and 
the condition on which any money could be applied, under that 
act, toa canal at Panama ceased and fell, and with it fell the 
appropriation of $40,000,000 for the purchase of concessions, rights 
of property, and all else, from the New Panama CanalCompany, 
described in the first section of the Spooner law, because those 
conditions were mutually dependent. _ 

This state of facts is put beyond dispute by the official state- 
ments of the President in his annual message to Congress, from 
which I will read extracts: 

Nevertheless the Government of Colombia not merely repudiated the 
treaty, but repudiated it in such manner as to make it evident by the time 
the Colombian Congress adjourned that not the scantiest hope remained of 
ever getting a satisfactory treaty from them. The Governmentof Colombia 
made the treaty, and yet when the Colombian Congress was called to ratify 
it the vote against ratification was unanimous. It does not appear that the 
Government made any real effort to secure ratification. 

Every effort has been made by the Government of the United States to 
persuade Colombia to follow a course which was essentially not only to our 
interests and to the interests of the world, but to the interests of Colombia 
itself. These efforts have failed; and Colombia, by her persistence in repuls- 
ing the advances that have been made, has forced us, for the sake of our own 
honor and of the interest and well-being, not merely of our own people, but of 
the people of the Isthmusof Panama and the people of the civilized countries 
of the world, to take decisive steps to bring to an end a condition of affairs 
which had become intolerable. The new Republic of Panama immediately 
offered to negotiate a treaty with us. This treaty I herewith submit. By it 
our interests are better safeguarded than in the treaty with Colombia which 
was ratified by the Senate at its last session. It is better in its terms than 
the treaties offered to us by the Republics of Nicaragua and Costa Rica. 

Has the President asked Nicaragua or Costa Rica for better 
terms than those secured by Mr. McKinley in his compacts with 
those States? Or has he asked them for better terms than are 
agreed upon in protocols settled by the Secretary of State, in exe- 
cution of those protocols, as is shown by his several letters which 
I have just read to the Senate? He has done neither of these 
things, nor has he invited either of those States to enter into any 
negotiations with our Government since the failure of the Hay- 
Herran treaty. 

Without any such effort, why does he say to Congress that the 
Hay-Varilla treaty ‘‘is better in its terms than the treaty offered 
to us by the Republics of Nicaragua and Costa Rica?’’ To what 
treaties does he allude, and why has he not laid them before the 
Senate, that they may have a voice in determining their qualities 
and whether they are not so good as the Hay-Varilla treaty? 

At a time prior to the Panama secession the President i forms 
Congress that he intended to lay this matter before them for con- 
sideration, but changed his purpose. He says in his message that 
he did not attempt to treat with Nicaragua or Costa Rica, and 
gives his reasons, as follows: 

By the act of June 28, 1902, the Congress authorized the President to enter 
into treaty with Colombia for the building of the canal across the Isthmus of 
Panama, it ae | provided that in the event of failure to secure such treaty 
after the lapse of a reasonable time, recourse should be had to building a 
canal through Nicaragua. It has not been necessary to consider this alterna- 
tive, as Iam enabled to lay before the Senatea treat poowns for the build- 
ing of the canal across the Isthmus of Panama, s was the route which 
commended itself to the deliberate judgment of the Congress, and we can 
now acquire by treaty the right to construct the canal over this route. The 
question now, therefore, is not by which route the isthmian canal shall bs | 
built, for that aon has been definitely and irrevocably decided. The | 
question is simply whether or not we shall have an isthmian canal. | 

Did the Spooner law empower him to refuse even to consider 
the alternative route through Nicaragua, if he should discover | 
that there was a hope or prospect of the.secession of Panama from | 
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Colombia? I voted for that law, it being the only chance to get 
any canal, and I protest, for myself and my colleagues in the Sen- 
ate, that the construction placed on our votes, by fhe President, 
has no foundation in fact. 

He also says: 

As events turned out, the question of a reasonable time did not enter into the 
matter at all. 

I hope that after this statement by the President we shall not 
hear very much debate or discussion on the floor of the Senate 
about a reasonable time given him in which to negotiate treaties 
with Nicaragua, or to see if he could not fight his way back into 
Panama. He says: 

As events turned out, the question of a reasonable time did not enter into 
the matter at all. 

Then, taking shelter under the “ reasonable time’’ clause in the 
Spooner law, he says, I repeat: 

A second alternative was that by the close of the session on the last day of 
October, without the ratification of the treaty by Colombia and without any 
steps taken by Panama, the American Congress on assembling early in No- 
vember would be confronted with a situation in which there had been a fail- 
ure to come to terms as to building the canal along the Panama route, and 
yet there had not been a lapse of a reasonable ene the word “ reason- 
able’ in any proper sense—such as would justify the Administration going to 
the Nicaragua route. This situation seemed on the whole the most likely, 


and asa matter of fact I had made the original draft of my message to tlic 
Congress with a view to its existence. 


What was this ‘‘ alternative’’ to which he looked forward, and 
what was the ‘‘ situation that seemed, on the whole, most likely”’ 
to happen? The President answers this query in terms that are 
direct and unmistakable, as follows: 

My intention was to consult the Congress as to whether under such cir- 
cumstances it would not be proper to announce that the canal was to be dug 
forthwith; that we would give the terms that we had offered and no others; 
and that if such terms were not agreed to we would enter into an arrange- 
ment with Panama direct, or take what other steps were needful in order to 
‘begin the enterprise. 

If we follow the President in a declaration of this kind, we will 
have the reputation of being not only a great world power, but of 
being the most hectoring and arrogant nation that ever existed in 
the world. Again, he says: 

A third possibility was that the people of the Isthmus who had formerly 
constituted an independent state, and who until recently were united to Co- 
lombia only by a loose tie of federal relationship, might take the protection 
of their own vitalinterests into theirown hands, reassert their former rights. 
declare their independence upon just grounds, and establish a government 
competent and willing to do itsshare in this great work for civilization. This 
third possibility is what actually occurred. Everyone knew that it wasa 
possibility, but it was not until toward the end of October that it appeared 
to be animminent probability. Although the Administration, of course, had 
special means of knowledge, no such means were necessary in order to appre- 
ciate the possibility, and toward the end the likelihood, of such a revolution- 
ary outbreak, and of its success. It was a matter of common notoriety. 


This is a bold confession of an unworthy purpose—the waiting 
for the expected secession of Panama to obtain a canal route that 
we could not otherwise secure. 

Surely this is not of the ‘essence’ of the Spooner law. 

It was this ‘‘ third possibility ’’ and only that which induced the 
President to refuse to treat with Nicaragua and Costa Rica, as he 
was required to do under the act of Congress called the ‘‘ Spooner 
law,”’ and this he admits. 

He expected Panama to secede from Colombia for reasons which 
he says were commonly known, and he waited ‘‘a reasonable 
time’’ for that event, during which he insists that there was no 
reasonable time for even offering to treat with Nicaragua and 
Costa Rica. ¢ 

The President found it necessary in his justification of this ac- 
tion to totally pervert the plain meaning of the Spooner law in 
his explanatory message. 

He says: 

It was further provided that “should the President be unable to obtain for 
the United States a satisfactory title to the propert of the New Panama 
Canal Company and the control of the necessary ‘erritory of the Republic of 
Colombia * * * 

There come in three asterisks indicating the omission of matter 
which changes the meaning of the act— 
within a reasonable time and upon reasonable terms, then the President” 
should endeavor to provide for a canal by the Nicaragua route. The lan 
guage quoted— : 

It was not quoted; it was misquoted— 


defines with exactness and precision what was to be done, and what as a mat- 
ter of fact has been done. The President was authorized to go to the Nicars 
gus route only if within a reasonable time he could not obtain ‘control o! 

he necessary territory of the Republic of Colombia.” This control has no" 
been obtained; the provision of the act has been complied with; it is n 
ow possible under existing legislation to go to the Nicaragua route as a1 
alternative. 


No Senator on this floor has stated that proposition and nobody 
has attempted to defend it. 


This act marked the climax of the effort on the part of the United Stats 
to secure, so far as legislation was concerned, an interoceanic canal acro-* 
the Isthmus. The effort to secure a treaty for this purpose with one of the 
Central American republics did not stand on the same footing with the effort 
to secure a treaty under any ordinary conditions. 
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Why did not the President, in quoting the Spooner law in his 
message, add,.as that law provides, that the control of the neces- 
sary territory should be obtained by treaty with Colombia? 

That statement would have destroyed the whole fabric of his 
explanation, and would have saved the country from the moral 
pressure of his statement that— 

This control has now been obtained; the provisions of the act have been 
complied with; it is no longer possible under existing circumstances to go to 


~ Nicaragua as an alternative. 


This is a final decree and is not based on what Congress enacted, 
or in the remotest degree contemplated when that act was passed, 
or that the President contemplated when he approved it. 

The “essence”? of the act, as it is construed by the President, 
gave off no intimation of its hidden existence until Congress had 
rejected the Hay-Herran treaty and it was commonly known 
that some conspirators in Panama would *‘rise as one man” and 
declare for independence. 

The final fulmination of this ‘‘ essence ’’ took on immediately the 
odor of gunpowder and the ‘* pomp and cirtumstance of glorious 
war.” It startled our people, but it has failed to excite any other 
than serious inquiry whether it has not placed the country in a 
false and humiliating attitude. 

Congress still has the opportunity, by adopting the concurrent 
resolution before the Senate, to refuse to accept the burden of this 
irregularity by asking the President to execute the still living 
paris of the Spooner law in opening negotiations with Costa Rica 
and Nicaragua:under that law and in conformity with the com- 
pact made with those States by President McKinley. Let them 
at least have a chance to refuse to make concessions that we are 
satisfied with. 

The Panama Canal is out of the question and will so remain 
until Congress shall, by legislation, substitute some other act for 
the Spooner Act, or shall make some other appropriation for 
building a canal at Panama in place of that provided in the 
Spooner law, which has lapsed and is covered into the Treasury. 

Colombia has refused to create the condition on which the ap- 
propriation can be applied to a canal at Panama, and the Presi- 
dent has officially informed Congress that the refusal of Colombia 
is final and irrevocable. 

No officer of the United States can lawfully draw a dollar from 
the Treasury to pay for canal concessions to be purchased from 
Panama or from Colombia, or for any property or concessions 
from the New Panama Canal Company, and it may as well be 
said now as later that such money can not lawfully be drawn from 
the Treasury. 

When the Hay-Varilla treaty is ratified, not one dollar of ap- 
propriation will remain available for constructing any isthmian 
canal. Whatthen? A scramble for a new appropriation, with 
obstruction from all the opponentsof any canal, unending debate, 
and a final adjournment of Congress, with great promises of ap- 
propriations, until after the Presidential election. 

Has the vitality and force of the Spooner law been destroyed as 
to the provisions and appropriations made, separately, for the 
Nicaragua route, because the Panama route has been dropped 
from the law and has ceased to be possible under the provisions 
of the Spooner law? The appropriation for the construction of 
the canal at Panama is $130,000,000, while that for the canal on 
the Nicaragua route is $180,000,000. These separate funds are 
not a joint charge on the Treasury, subject at the same time to 
be drawn out on a warrant of the President. He must draw from 
each fund the money to construct the canal thatis selected under 
the terms and provisions of the Spooner law, and his right todraw 
from either of these separate funds establishes the fact that 
neither the President nor any other person can lawfully draw 
money from the other fund. 

The right to draw money from one of these funds negatives and 
destroys the other fund, for both can not be at the same time sub- 
ject to the warrant of the President. 


His right and duty to resort to the separate fund set apart for. 


the construction of the Nicaragua Canal became effective, and the 
money became available, when the President’s right and duty to 
apply it to the separate fund appropriated for the construction of 
the Panama Canal ceased, the only remaining condition being 
that the canal concessions described in the Spooner law should be 
obtained from Nicaragua and Costa Rica by satisfactory treaties. 

But the ratification of the Hay-Varilla treaty repeals the appro- 
priation in the Spooner law for the Nicaragua route, as the fail- 
ure of the Hay-Herran treaty, in legal effect, covered the appropria- 
tion of that law into the Treasury. Those who shall vote to ratify 
the Hay-Herran treaty will vote to repeal all existing appropria- 
tion for any isthmian canal. 

The plain and —— duty, enjoined on him and made manda- 
tory by the Spooner law, the President has openly and defiantly 
refused to perform, and the purpose of this resolution is to further 
direct and urge him to perform that duty. 

Before further discussing this very grave and important matter 
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I will call attention to the present state of obligation resting on 
Costa Rica and Nicaragua under and in virtue of their agree- 
ments or compacts under seal, made with President McKinley on 
December 1, 1900. 

Neither of those States has repudiated its agreement, nor could 
one State do this without the consent of the other, because they 
were made at the same time, in exactly the same terms, and with 
reference to a corresponding public policy of both of those States 
as to the same canal, in the prescribed route of which they had a 
joint and indivisible interest. 

The San Juan River is the boundary between these States, and 
their rights in its waters are so held in commom that a canal could 
not be constructed, of which that river is an essential part, with- 
out the consent of both States. 

Not only is it true that neither of these States has attempted to 
repudiate or to abrogate or to dissent from their respective agree- 
ments, but I hava shown from the statements of the ministers of 
Nicaragua and Costa Rica that so long as they were permitted 
by our Government they proceeded with the treaty negotiations 
that are expressly provided forin those protocols and in con- 
formity therewith, until they were concluded and the treaty drafts 
were ready for signature—a copy of which 1 have to-day aud 
heretofore presented to the Senate. 

These documents are in the archives of the Department of State. 

The agreements of these Governments and of the United States 
to enter into treaties to arrange and execute in detail the basic 
concessions in those agreements, which are under seal and are 
duly signed by the accredited agents of all three of the contracting 
powers, are, of themselves, even as independent agreements, 
binding and in every sense obligatory under the laws of nations. 

It is a serious breach of faith in a nation to refuse to negotiate, 
or to treat with another power with which it has made, such an 
agreement. The United States is under that obligation to Nica- 
ragua and Costa Rica in these protocols, and the President vio- 
lates our plighted faith as well as the mandate of the Spooner 
law when he refuses to comply with that duty. 

These States have waited with properand dignified patience the 
ending of our dealings with Colombia under the HayHerran 
treaty and have made no demands or protests in respect of their 
rights under these protocols; but their silence is not in any sense 
to be construed to their disadvantage, and their respectful atti- 
tude toward the United States since the passage of the Spooner 
law and since the defeat of the Hay-Herran treaty can not. be set 
up by us as an abandonment of their rights or the repudiation of 
their obligations under these protocols or of the pledges of our 
Government given to them in the Spooner law. 

To Costa Rica and Nicaragua the canal through the route along 
their water courses is of such importance that few minds dare to 
conceive of its magnitude. They know and feel very deeply the 

low inflicted upon their country by the breach of faith and the 
present ungrateful attitude of our Government toward them, in 
which they have my most sincere sympathy and commiseration 
and that of many millions of our people—indeed, of all Christian 
nations. 

They have witnessed our struggle with Great Britain dnring 
more than a half century for the right and privilege of building a 
canal through their country to connect the oceans, and in every 
phase of that controversy, which called forth our best diplomatic 
efforts and aroused our deepest anxieties and apprehensions, these 
Republics stood by our Government as if they had been States in 
our Union. 

They have refused us nothing that our Government or our peo- 
ple have desired at their hands, and have not even complained 
when we have broken the public faith with them. 

This is all established by the official documents I have laid be- 
fore the Senate to-day, which could be multiplied, twice over, by 
other evidence of equal value. 

They have suffered war at the hands of Colombia and will 
again have to suffer it, because they granted canal concessions to 
the United States; and M. Bunau-Varilla, minister from Panama, 
and the cidevant ‘“‘champion of the Panama Canal’’—a con- 
tractor who grew rich in its service—has trumpeted falsehoods as 
to the Nicaragua route from the forums of many of our cities. 

He joins Mr. Loomis, Assistant Secretary of State, in the gross- 
est misrepresentations as to the opinion of great American engi- 
neers, whom he is afrafd to name to the public, that the Nica- 
ragua route is impracticable. 

De Lesseps, after Nicaragua refused to sell him a canal conces- 
sion at a great price, took his revenge by coming to the United 
States and leaving a fund of $2,500,000 in the hands of an ‘‘ Ameri- 
can committee’ in New York. 

A salary of $25,000 per annum was paid out of this fund to a 
Secretary of the Navy as president of that committee. 

When President Hayes heard of this strange honor thus con- 
ferred on the Secretary of the Navy, that Cabinet officer could not 
resign his office quick enough to escape a summary dismissal, 
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That Secretary then devoted his best efforts to the work of ‘‘lay- 
ing the Nicaraguans on their backs,’’ as he wrote a friend, and 
De Lesseps and, succeeding him, the New Panama Canal Com- 
any, has kept up the fight against the Nicaragua Canal, which 
as finally created civil war in Colombia from 1898 to 1902, and has 
made every American republic unfriendly to the United States. 

And Nicaragua and Costa Rica have taken shelter under the 
Republic of Panama and her queenly mother, the United States, 
to avoid the further hostility of Colombia. 

It may be, very soon, that we will be cogitating the question 
whether Nicaragua and Costa Rica have escaped the conclusive 
grants in the protocols of December 1, 1900. We may find that 
they are of great service to the United States and have not per- 
ished through our indifference to the honorable obligations they 
impose on us. We may need those agreements in an hour that 
may be full of danger to the United States. 

In such a case, 1am glad that I have had occasion to say to their 
representatives that, in my judgment, they are irrevocably bound 
by these grants, unless the United States will voluntarily release 
them by act of Congress. This has never been done, and will 
never be done, no matter what national reproaches we may incur, 
for the owners and freighters of sailing ships, and the people who 
will soon be in the power of a great railroad and steamship trust, 
through the Panama Canal, will clamor for the competitive ad- 
vantages of the Nicaragua route in a way not to be misunderstood. 

And much sooner than we expect, the Panama Canal, with its 
sea gate at the western entrance tocontrol-the tide of 21 feet that 
is a daily visitor, will retard the passage of ships to less than one 
an hour, so that it can not accommodate even the steamships 
that will seek to pass through it; and sooner than we expect the 
wonderful increase in tonnage that passes the canal at Sault Ste. 
Marie will be only a feeble illustration of that which will pass 
through an American isthmian canal. 

I am glad of the opportunity now to record the opinion that in 
fifty years another canal through the Isthmus will be as much 
needed to accommodate the commerce between the oceans as the 
one that is now so a desired. 

We look back for fifty years at the humiliating part we have 
played under the Clayton-Bulwer treaty with deep re but 
with some satisfaction, because it united all our strength on the 
——— canal route and abrogated that barrier to a splendid 

uture. 

We have still an enemy in our midst that divides our strength, 
and has suddenly and wickedly enticed us into discordant factions. 

We look with a sense of shame and indignation at the part we 
are now playing in a sister republic, with a dummy we are using 
as Great Britain used the Mosquito King, that we call a republic. 

The Panama Canal Company is the real enemy, with whose 
wiles and frauds and intrigues our country is being agitated and 
its splendid fame is being darkened. 

The Republic of Panamais the spawn of the company. Its first 
breath of life came in a prediction, made last August, from the 
‘‘champion”’ of the Panama Canal Company, and the officers of 
the railroad owned and controlled by that company fulfilled the 
prophecy on the 3d of November. This company, condemned in 
the reports of the Isthmian Canal Commission as having its origin 
in robberies of the old Panama Canal Company, for which its 
leading stockholders were convicted as felons in the French 
courts and were pardoned on their promise to organize the New 
Panama Canal Company and to complete the canal, has created 
all the discord that is now aggravated into war between Panama 
and Colombia, and has driven cut the Republics of Costa Rica 
and Nicaragua as if they were culprit nations. 

We see Nicaragua and Costa Rica, our true friends, cast out in 
hopeless despair, but still wearing, as chains that we may yet 
employ to bind them, the necklace that McKinley laid upon their 
shoulders as tokens of honor. And when we ask ourselves why 
there should be a tinge of shame on the brow of the Republic, we 
will say—if we should speak truly—the Senate will be compelled 
to say—it is because we aided the President to violate the law 
and in repealing all canal appropriations of the Spooner law, in- 
cluding that for the Nicaragua Canal, through a treaty with Pan- 
ama, that he should thereby compel Democrats to support his 
wayward and defiant violation of the laws of the United States 
or else get no appropriation for a canal, even on the Panama 
route. Nor doI believe they will ever get any. 

For one. I decline to assist the President in the open contempt 
- and violation of an act of Congress which he approved, in order to 
Ss latest whim. 

Let him first cast out the beam from his own eye, that he may 
see more clearly the mote that is in our =. 

Let him not force the New Panama Company into the 
question of a canal at Panama or at Nicaragua. t the coun- 
try be free to do full justice to that company, its agents, and its 
diplomatic champions, without the handicap of ‘‘the contem- 
plated purchase”’ of its alleged concessions and property rights, 


with France and Panama at its back, to force us to purchase 
these things at its own price and on its own terms, 

Let full justice be done to the Panama Canal Company. In 
that case it will reap the harvest that comes from its own broken 
promises that it never intended to keep. It will not be of gold, 
if we are true to ourselves. It will cease to be known in our 
country except as the promoter of two wars in Colombia, the last 
of which is about to open, unless we intervene to prevent it. 

I will devote some attention to these wars and prove the com- 
plicity of that company in them on another occasion. 


APPENDIX. 


{Extract from the message of Sefior Rafael Iglesias, President of Costa Rica, 
to the Constitutional Congress.] 


There are better prospects at this than at any other time that the project 
of construction by and under the control of the United States of America of 
an interoceanic canal across the Central American Isthmus will be carried 


out. 

Costa Rica being directly interested in the construction of that great work, 
by reason of a portion of her territory that may have to be occupied, the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has opened with that Government negotiations 
looking to the conclusion of a treaty whose fundamental terms are that the 
United States will be authorized to occupy under the head of a perpetual 
lease acertain belt of territory for the construction, administration, and o 
eration of the canal, and to exercise therein the jurisdiction which properly 
belongs to our aoreragnty. 

In return for these and other minor concessions we are offered the guar- 
anty of the independence and sovereignty of Costa Rica and of the integrit 
of her territory and the payment to the Government of a million and a half 
dollars. In view of the great and paramount importance of this matter, I 
deemed it expedient to callan advisory board consisting of persons of well- 
known ability and patriotism, in order to enlighten me in so delicate and 
grave a question. committee, under the chairmanship of the secretary of 
state for the department of foreign relations, was appointed among the 
members of that rd. This committee has discharged its duties in a satis- 
factory manner, touching all the points which in its opinion do not contra- 
vene the spirit of our political institutions, in conformity to the provisions 
of the fundamental code as regards the integrity of the territory and the ex- 
ercise of sovereignty. In eonepenenes thereof the Government is power- 
less to enter into positive negotiations with that of the United States of 
America unless there should be previously passed a constitutional amend- 
ment by which such concessions for the construction of the interoceanic 
canal may be authorized, or the matter referred to public opinion in some 
other way by calling a constituent assembly for the purpose, 


NEGOTIATION WITH COLOMBIA. 


LEGACION DE COLOMBIA, 
Washington, D. C., March 31, 1908. 

I have the honor to hand your excellency the proposal of the Republic of 
Colombia for a concessionary convention or treaty between the Republic of 
Colombia and the United States of America respecting the completion, main- 
tenance, operation, control, and protection of the interoceanic canal over the 
Isthmus of Panama. 

I soon shall hand you a letter of exposition, and also have requested Mr. 
William Nelson Cromwell, general counsel of the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany, to present you a statement, which I have approved. 

Please accept these additional communications in connection with the pro- 
posed treaty. 

Tavail avo of this opportunity to renew to your excellency the assur- 
ance of my high consideration. 

JOSE VICENTE CONCHA, 

Hon. Jonn Hay 

Secretary of State of the United States. 


[Translation.] 


LEGATION OF COLOMBTA, 
Washington, D. C., March 31, 1908. 

The undersigned, envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the 
Republic of Colombia, has the honor to supplement the note which he had 
the honor to hand to the honorable Secretary of State, pogethnes with the 
memorandum setting forth the bases of a treaty between Colombia and the 
United States for the p of securing the authorization of Colombia for 
the New Panama Canal Company to transfer its rights and privileges to the 
American Government and of regulating the relations between the contract- 
— in respect of this enterprise. 

e bases have been formulated after a serious and mature consideration 
of those which were submitted to the legation on the subject by the president 
of the Isthmian Canal Commission, which had been intrusted by the honor- 
able Secretary of State with the discussion of the question. The intent of 
these bases has been to condense the most liberal terms that could be granted 
by Colombia in the matter. 

The Republic that I represent realizes the importance of the contemplated 
interoceanic waterway for the civilization an ess of the world, and 
since nature has placed the shortest and most otpbditions route within the 
territory of the Republic, Colombia widely and generously opens her doors, 
so that the grand work may be achieved within the shortest possible time. 

If the people of the United States evince an earnest desire that their Gov- 
ernment apply its energies and treasure to the completion of the canal, Co- 
lombia not only will not place any obstacle whatever in the way of sucha 
purpose or keep her concessions within the bounds of those previously con- 
ceded to private enterprise, but will enlarge those concessions to such an 
extent as to renounce a demand for the ownership after the lapse of a num- 
ber of ya of operation, as stipulated in the French company’s contract; 
she wi nt the use of a much more extensive zone than that originally 
conceded for the execution of the work, extend facilities in all the ports of 
the Republic for cooperation in the work or the cesar, relinquish her 

eee and usufructuary — in the Panama lway, and, lastly, 
fore a fixed participation in the proceeds of the canal, cenfining her de- 
mands to a fee or annuity for the price of the zone, the revenues of the rail- 
way, and the heavier expenses put upon the public ad ration in the 
Is us by the increase of population and the traffic consequent to the work 
on the canal itself. 
Thus does Colombia pre fresh evidence of her long standing and cordial 
sentiments of friendship toward the United States, and evin 
tification with which she will receive the indus- 


ces in a clear 
and romanner, the gra 
trious and intelligent citizens of your Republic.in her territory. 
Colombia has no lust of unwise lucre through the construction of the canal 
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i , and a final convention on this subject will not be hampered 
in her torary considerations. Her pride in the matter is bent on having the 
neutral waterway between the two oceans, that ideal of universal and 
progress, become a reality on her territory and under the protection of her 
sovereignty. The compensations asked by Colombia have special importance 
only in that they will imply a practical and constant recognition of her soy- 
ereignty. 
dersigned has no doubt that the mere perusal of the memorandum 

wiil bring torwerd the justice and equity of the propositions, which, if ac- 
cepted, would be perfected in the same — 

he undersigned embraces this opportunity to reiterate to the honorable 
Secretary theassurances of his highest and most distinguished consideration. 

' JOSE VICENTE CONCHA. 
on. JOHN HAY, 
. Secretary of State of the United States. 


SULLIVAN & CROMWELL, 
49 and 51 Wall Street, New York, March 31, 1902. 
on. JOHN HAy, 
™ Secretary of State, Washington, D. C. 

» Srr: In connection with the presentation by Sefior Jose Vicente Concha 
minister plenipotentiary and envoy extraordinary from the Republic of 
Colombia, of a pro concessionary convention or treaty between the 
United States and Colombia, to further the completion, operation, control, 
and protection of the Panama Canal by the United States, I have been re- 
quested by the minister, in view of my relation to the subject as general 
counsel of the Panama Canal Com y, and of my knowledge of the minis- 
ter’s views derived from our daily conferences the preparation of the 
treaty, to submit the Souowing eamscmons: 

Colombia welcomes the Uni States toits territory, and will facilitate in 
every way reasonable within its power the consummation of the desires and 
needs of the United States for the completion, opera’ maintenance, con- 
trol, and protection of the interoceanic canal across its domain—subject, of 
course, to the sovereignty of Colombia and a reasonable and just convention 
between the two nations. ; 

Colombia views with admiration, as does the rest of the world, the splendid 
magnanimity, the farseeing statesmanship, the virile and comprehensive 
policy which moves this people to construct the test undertaking which 
ever has engaged the attention of mankind, not for its own benefitalone, nor 
with selfish preference to its own commerce, but for the common benefit, 
upon eapal terms and under universal neutrality in times of peace for all the 
peoples df the earth. 

istory does not furnish another instance of such national generosity, 
patriotism, and wisdom. 

This could not but call out from Colombia the warmest response; and that 
nation takes — in associating herself with an affair conducted upon such 
an elevated plane of national and international duty and concern. 

The Isthmian Canal Commission, a most distinguished and able body, se- 
lected with such care by President McKinley to consider all sible isthmian 
canal routes and to determine which of them it is most to the interest of the 
United States to acquire, has reported unanimously that the Panama route 
_s the most practicable and feasible route for an isthmian canal, to be under 
ithe control, management, and ownership of the United States. Therefore 
the solution of the problem involves only two other conditions: 

i. Thesale by the New Panama Canal Company to the United States of the 
concession, property, and rights of the canal, with the shares of the Panama 
Railroad Company; and 

2. A new concessionary convention or tegety with Colombia. 

The first of these two conditions already has been made easy of fulfill- 
ment in the formal acceptance by the New Panama Canal Company of the 
valuation fixed by the Isthmian Canal Commission—$40,000,000—and by its 
duly authorized proposal to the United States for a sale of the property at 
that price (subject, or course, to a satisfactory convention being arrived at 
between the United States and Colombia). 

_ The sole eng Oe then, is the determination of the conces- 
sionary and treaty relations of the Unitec States toa zone of territory across 
the Isthmus of Panama necessary for the consummation of the undertaking. 

There has not been a moment in which Colombia has not entertained the 
keenest desire to further the desi of the United States, and this sentiment 
has prevailed under each succeeding administration in Colombia and alike in 
both of the great national parties who alternately haveruled in that country. 

This sentiment is neither new-born nor = by hope of pecuniary gain. 
The two nations are old friends, and this fee assumed practical form in 
1846, when the treaty of that year was made, which expressly provided for 
the construction of this canal, in furtherance of which Colombia guaranteed 
to the United States the free transit of the Isthmus and nted extraordi- 
nary concessions to the people and commerce of the United States upon 
terms of perfect equality with its own citizens, while the United States in 
turn guaranteed the neutrality of the Isthmus and of the canai to be con- 
structed a it, as well as the sovereignty of Colombia over that territory. 

It is a significant fact that this treaty of 1846-1848, assuring to the United 
States especial rights and privileges upon the Isthmus of Panama in connec- 
tion with any interoceanic canal or railroad across the Isthmus of Panama, 
antedates the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. The treaty of 1846-1843 is in full force, 
as it has continued to be without change from the date of its execution. 

Colombia has never made a treaty with any other nation upon the subject 
of an isthmian canal, a it was at liberty to do so. 

These treaty ties, cementing their joint design for the construction of a 
new highway for the world, have held the two nations together in common 
interests and unbroken friendship for more than a half century. 

By granting the concessions now owned yd the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany and by ering the construction of the canal to its present advanced 
stage of completion by the old and new Panama canal companies, Colombia 
eee the great work which now, happily, the United States may con- 

While the minister of Colombia was in Washington for more than a year, 
waiting for the moment when the subject could be seriously and attentively 
discussed, it is only since January 4, 1902, that_anything could be definitely 
said or done, since then, and then only, was a definite proposal of sale made 
7 the canal, company. Immediately thereupon, however, the Government 
of Colombia, requiring the service of its then minister in other important 
fields, designated its minister of war, Sefior Concha, as minister plenipoten- 
tiary and Ny 4 extraordinary to vome at once from Bogota to Washington, 
charged with its ripest views and amplest instructions, to confer with the 
executive authorities of the United States, and, after exchange of informa- 
tion and opinions, to reach a satisfactory convention. 

Minister Concha has devoted himself since his arrival a few weeks ago ab- 
sorbingly to this task, and is prepared to reach a conclusion with the execu- 
ti * $ re of the Government. a 

fully empowered to n te and sign a treaty, subject only to the 
ratification of the Colombian Comavenn, as in ike ae bi patter. 

U io Colombia is in the dark as to the precise desires and needs of the 

nited States upon the subject, and Minister Concha can not, of course, an- 


OONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1125 






ticipate in his first statement all the reasonable requirements of this Govern- 
ment. He es, however, to manifest inthe most hearty manner the desire 
of his Government to facilitate the pasyeens of the United States, and this 
disposition is manifested by the comprehensive convention which he has this 
oF submitted to you, but not asan ultimatum. 

‘he establishment of a canal convention involves, as you are so wellaware, 
besides the utilization of a canal zone for the construction, operation, main- 
tenance, control, and protection of a canal, railroad and auxiliary works, as 
well as a grant renewable papualy and a consent to the sale by the New 
Panama Canal Company (all of which Colombia concedes in the convention 
submitted), but also numerous other grave questions relating to judicial pro- 
cedure, punishment of crimes, the capture of criminals, sanitary and police 
regulations of Panama and Colon, proper regard to the vested interests updn 
the Isthmus, exemption of the United States from all forms of taxes, port 
charges or other dues, etc. Quite aside from pecuniary matters, these are 
subjects which only can be examined and negotiated directly with you in 
person and are im ‘ible of negotiation with the Houses of Congress, 

Permit me to call attention to the facts that a canal convention in respect 
of the Isthmus of Panama necessarily involves considerations which do not 
relate to a section where there is but a wilderness uninhabited by man and 
producing no income to the nation. The convention respecting the Panama 
route covers a zone which has been the pathway of commerce across the 
continent for four hundred years, with important cities at its termini, with 
villages along the route, with a settled population, with considerable prop- 
erty, and with important vested interests which are to be taken into consid- 
eration. 

All of this represents an increment of value in civilizing influences, in 
means of protection. in expenditures of national funds for improvement and 
development, as well as in certitude of engineering plans, of all which the 
United States now may derive the benefit. 

It would be neither in order nor fitting for the canal company or myself 
to express any views, one way or the other, upon any of the provisionsof the 
pregeens treaty, and our reserve in that regard will be noted. However, I 

g torefer, by special request of the minister, to Article XXV of his pro- 
posed treaty, and which article relates to the pecuniary terms. Colombia is 
prepared to discuss, negotiate, and decide upon the precise sum or sums 
which may be reasonable for the United States to pay and for Colombia to 
ask, but as the subject is in the hands of Congress and it seems impracticable 
at the moment to secure a definite expression of the views of the United 
States upon the subject, Colombia manifests its good faith and reasonabie- 
ness by proposing that the annuity shall be only such sum as mutually may 
be agreed upon between the nations, or, failing in such agreement, such fair 
and reasonable amount as may be determined by a high commission, pre- 
sided over by the president of the International Peace Tribunal of The 
Hague, the remaining members being nominated in equal number by the 
two nations. 

Such annuity would only be fixed once ina hundred years. The national 
requirements of Colombia make a payment of $7,000,000 desirable, and you 
will note the provisions on that head; but I also ask you to note that Colom- 
bia waives the annuity for the first fourteen years. This method insures to 
the United States the concessionary rights which it requires and which can 
not be affected or interrupted by any difference or delay respecting the as- 
certainment of the annuity. The United States is only required to pay such 
sum as it may ~~ upon or as may be determined to be fair and reason- 
able. Colombia does not ask more than what may be determined to be fair 
ne reasonable, and surely the United States does not wish to do less than 
that. 

: I have the honor to be, Mr. Secretary, your obedient servant, 
WM. NELSON CROMWELL, 
General Counsel New Panama Canal Company. 


LEGACION DE COLOMBIA, 
Washington, D. C., April 18, 1902. 

Str: Confirming the conclusions reached as the result of the conference 
held between yourself and Mr. Cromwell. and adopting, as far as practicable, 
your valuable suggestions, I beg leave to hand you the concessionary conven- 
tion or treaty (in Spanish and in English) embodying the amendments agreed 
upon in the conference referred to. 

My previous communication of March 31, 1902, proposing the concessionary 
convention or treaty in behalf of my Government, and the expository com- 
munications of myself and Mr. Cromwell under the same date, apply equally 
to the inclosures. 

Awaiting the pleasure of your excellency, I have the honor to renew the 
assurances of my high consideration. 4 

J. V. CONCHA, 


Hon. JoHN Hay, 
Secretary of State of the United States, 
Department of State. 

Memorandum of points to be embodied in a convention between the Republic 
of Colombia and the United States of America for the construction of an 
interoceanic canal by the Panama route and the management of the rail- 
road over said Isthmus in furtherance of Article XXXV of the treaty of 
1845-1848 existing between said nations. Presented by the undersigned en- 
voy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the Republic of Co- 
lombia. 

ARTICLE I. 


The Government of Colombia authorizes the New Panama Canal Company 
to sell and transfer to the United States its rights, privileges, properties, and 
concessions, as well as the Panama Railroad, and all the shares or part of the 
shares of that company, with the exception of the public lands situated out- 
side of the zoné hereinafter specified, now corresponding to the concessions 
to both said enterprises, which public lands shall revert to the Republic of 
Colombia. 

But it is understood that Colombia reserves all its rights to the special 
shares in the capital of the New Panama Canali Company, to which refcrence 
is made in Article IV of the contract of December 10, 1890, which shares shall 
be bw their full nominal value at least. 

he railroad company (and the United States as owner of the enterprise) 
shall be free from the obligations imposed by the railroad concession, ex- 
cepting as to the payment at maturity by the railroad company of the out- 
standing bonds issued by said railroad company. 
ARTICLE II. 


The United States shall have the exclusive right to excavate, construct, 
maintain, operate, control, and protect a maritime canal from the Atlantic 
to the Pacific Ocean, to and across the territory of Colombia, such canal to be 
of sufficient depth and capacity for vessels of the largest tonnage and great- 
est draft now engaged in commerce, and also the same rights for the con- 
struction, maintenance, operation, control, and protection of railway, tele- 
graph and telephone lines, canals, dikes, dams, reservoirs, and such other 
auxiliary works as may be necessary and convenient for the construction, 
maintenance, protection, and operation of the canal. 








1126 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 25, 





ARTICLE III. 


To enable the United States to exercise the rights and privil fone 
by the foregoing articles, the Republic of Colombia grants to that Govern- 
ment the use of a zone of territory along the route of the canal to be opened 
5 kilometers in width on either side thereof, measured from its center 
line, excluding the cities of Panama and Colon. So far as necessary for the 
construction, maintenance, and o tion of the canal, the United States shall 
have the use and occupation of the group of small islands in the bay of 
Panama named Perico, Naos, and Flamenco, together with 10 fathoms of 
water in the bay of Limon in extension of the canal; but the same shall not 
be construed as being within the zone herein defined nor governed by the 
special provisions licable to the zone. This concession shall be for the 

rm of one hundred years, renewable at the option of the United States for 
—_ of similar durations and subject to the payment of the amount here- 

fter expressed. ‘ 

This nt shall in no manner invalidate the titles or rights of private 
landholders in the said zone of territory, nor shall itinterfere with the rights 
ef way over the public roads of the Department. 

Au the stipulations contained in article 3 of the treaty of 1846-1848 be- 
tween the contracting parties shall continue and apply in full force to the 
cities of Panama and Colon and to the accessory community lands within the 
said zone; and the territory thereon shall be neutral territory and the United 
States shall continue to tee the neutrality thereof and the sovereignty 
of a thereover, in conformity with the above-mentioned article 4 of 
said treaty. 

In furtherance of this provision, there shall be created a joint commission 
by the Governments of Colombia and the United States that shall establish 
and enforce sanitary and police regulations. 

ARTICLE IV. 


The rights and privileges granted to the United States by the termsof this 
convention shall not affect sovereignty of the Republic of Colombia over 
the territory within whose boundaries such rights and privileges are to be 
exercised. 

The United States freely acknowledges and recognizes this sovereignty 
and disavowsany intention toimpair it in any 7 whatever, or to increase its 
territory at the expense of Colombia or of any of the sister republics in Cen- 
tral or South America, but, on the ry. it desires to strengthen the power 
of the republics on this continent, and promote, develop, and maintain 
their prosperity and independence. 

ARTICLE V. 

The Republic of Colombia authorizes the United States to construct and 
maintain at each entrance and terminus of the as canal a port for ves- 
sels using the same, with suitable light-houses and other aids to navigation; 


* 


and the United States is authori to use and occ within the limits of 
the zone fixed by this convention, such parts of the coas line, and of the lands 
and islands adjacent thereto, as are necessary for this , including the 


construction and maintenance of breakwaters, dikes, jetties, embankments, 
coaling stations, docks, and other appr works. And the United States 
undertakes the construction and main nce of such works, and will bear 
all the expense thereof. The ports, when established, shall be declared free, 
and their demarcations shall be clearly and definitely defined. 

To give effect to this article the United States give special attention 
and care to the maintenance of works for drai: , Sanitary, and healthful 
purposes along the line of the canal and its es, in order to prevent 
the invasion of epidemics, or of securing prompt spueceion, should 
they appear. With this end in view, the United States will organize hospi- 
tals along the line of the canal and will 
and Colon with the necessary aqueducts and drainage works, in order to pre- 
vent their becoming centers of infection on account of their proximity to the 
canal. 

The Government of Colombia will secure the ession of the land that 
may bo required in the towns of Panama and Colon to effect the improve- 
ments above referred to, and the Government of the United States shall be 
authorized to impose and collect equitable water rates previously agreed 
upon with the Government of Colombia during fifty years, for the service 
rendered; but on theexpiration of said term the use of the water shall be 
gree for the inhabitants of Panama and Colon, except to the extent that may 

e necessary for the maintenance of said aqueducts. 


ARTICLE VI. 

The Republic of Colombia agrees that it will not cede or lease to any for- 
eign government ~~ of itsislands or harbors within or adjacent to the Bay 
of Panama nor on the Atlantic coast of Colombia between the Atrato River 
and the western boundary of the Department of Panama for the purpose of 
establishing fortifications, naval or ge Nepameen military posts, docks, or 
other works that might interfere with the construction, maintenance, op- 
eration, protection, safety, and free use of the canalandauxiliary works. In 
order to enable Colombia to comply this stipulation, the Government 
of the United States agrees to give Colombia the material support that may 
be required, in order to preventthe a ofsaidislandsand Re. guar- 
anteeing there the sovereignty, independence, and integrity of Colombia. 

ARTICLE VIL 


The Republic of Colombia includes in the foregoing grant the right, without 
obstacle, cost, or impediment, to the free navigation and use of the waters of 
the Chagres River and other streams, lakes, and lagoons, and of all water- 
ways, natural and artificial, within the jurisdiction and under the dominion 
of the Republic of Colombia in the Department of Panama, that may be nec- 
essary or desirable for the construction, maintenance, and operation of the 
canal and itsauxiliary works, a right to raise and lower the levels 
of the waters and to deflect them, and to rectify and navigate any and all 
streams, lakes, and lagoons. All damages ca : wD 
inundation, or by the deviation of water cou or in other ways, arising out 
of the construction or operation of the canal, 1 in each case be appraised 
and settled by a joint commission, appointed by the Governments of Colom- 
bia and the United States; but the cost of the indemnities so agreed upon 
shail be borne solely by the United States. 


ARTICLE VIII. 

The Government of Colombia declares free for all time the ports at either 
entrance of the canal and the waters thereof in snch manner that there shall 
not be collected by the Government of Colombia custom-house tolls, tonnage, 
anchorage, light-house, wharf, pilot, or quarantine dues, norany other charges 
or taxes of any kind shall be levied or imposed by the Government of Colom- 


to private landowners by 


bia upon any vessel using or alah he canal or belonging to or 
cuplayed by the United Sinton directly or indirectly, in connection with the 
construction, maintenance, and operution of the main work or its auxiliaries, 
or u ae canye, WiSases, Siew, ot paantnete ee at such vessel; it 
the intent of this convention that vesse and their cargoes, crews, an 
passengers shall be permitted to use and thro the the 
Ss Gaeta, eee to no other or impositions such 
lis and charges as may be imposed by the United States for the use of the 
canal and other works; it being understood that such tolls and charges shall 


be equal for vessels of nations. 


suitably supply the towns of Panama | 


The ports leading to the canal also shall be free to the commerce of the 
world, and no duties or taxes shall be imposed, except merchandiso 
destined to be introduced for the consumption of the rest of the Kepublic o7 
Colombia or the Department of Panama and upon vessels touching at tho 
ports of Colon and Panama and which do not cross the canal. Though tho 
said ports shall be free and open to all, the Government of Colombia may 
establish in them such custom-houses and guards as Colombia may decm 
necessary to collect duties on importations destined to other portions of Co- 
lombia and to prevent contraband trade. The United States shall have tho 
right to make use of the ports at the two extremities of the canal as places 
of anchorage in order to make repairs, for loading, unloading, depositing, or 
transshipping cargoes, either in transit or destined for the service of tho 


ARTICLE IX. 

There shall not be imposed any taxes, national, municipal, d 
or of any other class, upon the canal, the vessels that may use it, tugs and 
other vessels employed in the service of the canal, the railways and auxil 
iary works, storehouses, workshops, offices, quarters for laborers, factories 
of all kinds, warehouses, wharves, machinery and other works, property 
and effects appertaining to the canal or railroad or that may be necessary 
for the service of the canal or railroad and their dependencies, whether situ 
ated within the cities of Panama and Colon or any other place authorized })y 
the provisions of this convention. 

or shall there be imposed contributions or charges of a personal chara-- 
ter of whatever species upon officers, employees, laborers, and other individ- 
uals in the service of the canal and its dependencies. 
ARTICLE X. 


It is agreed that telegraph and telephone lines, when established for canal 
urposes, may also, under suitable regulations, be used for public and privato 
usiness in connection with the s: ms of Colombia and the other American 


mental, 


republics and with the lines of cable companies authorized to enter the ports 
and territory of republics; but the official dispatches of the Govern- 
ment of Colombia theauthorities of the Department of Panama shall not 


pay for,such service higher tolis than those required from the officials in thu 
service of the United States. 
ARTICLE XI. 


The Government of Colombia shall permit the immigration and free access 
to the lands and workshops of the canal enterprises of all employees ani 
workmen, of whatever nationality, under contract to work upon the said 
canal and its dependencies, with ir ve families; and all such per- 
sons shall be free and exempt from the military service of the Republic of 

’ 


Colombia. 
ARTICLE XII, 


The United States may import at any time into the said zone free of cus- 
tom duties, imposts, taxes, or other and without any restriction, any 
and all vessels, dredges, engines, cars, machinery, tools, explosives, materials, 
supplies, and other articles necessary and convenient in the construction, 
maintenance, and operation of the canal and auxiliary works; also, all provi- 
sions, medicines, c supplies, and other things necessary and conven- 
ient for the officers, employees, workmen, and laborers in the service and 
employ of the United States within the said zone and for their families. If 
any such articles C of for use without the zone and within the ter- 
ritory ot the Republic, they shall be subject to the same import or other 
duties as like articles under the laws of ombia, or the ordinances of the 
Department of Panama. 

ARTICLE XIII. 


The United States shall have authority within the said zone to protect and 
make secure the canal, as well as railways and other auxiliary works, and to 
preserve order and discipline among the laborersand other persons who may 
—a in that region in consequence of the Pesgeeee work. 

The Governments of Colombia and the United States shall agree upon tho 
regulations necessary for said , as well as to the capture and Savery 
of criminals to the respective authorities. Special lations also shall bo 
agreed upon, in the manner aforesaid, for the establishment of laws and 
jurisdiction to decide controversies that may arise respecting contracts rela- 
tive to the construction and management of the canal and its dependencies, 
as well as to the trial and punishment of crimes that may be committed 
within the said zone of the canal. 


ARTICLE XIV. 


The works of the canal, the railways, and their auxiliaries shall be de- 
clared of public utility, and in consequence allareas of land and water neces- 
sary for the construction, maintenance, and operation of the canal and the 
other specified works may be expropriated in conformity with the laws of 
es — penile akan mt ——— er 
out ap a joint co on @ overnments 0: om- 
bia and th he United States. : 

The indemnities awarded by the commission for such expropriation shall 
be borne by the United States, but the appraisal of said lands and the assess- 
ment of damages shall be based upon their value before ths commencement 
of the work upon the canal. 

ARTICLE XV. 


The Republic of Colombia grants to the United States the use of all the ports 
of the Republic open to commerce as places of refuge for any vessels em- 
ployed in the canal enterprises and for all vessels in distress having thericht 
to pass through the canal and wishing to anchorin said ports. Such vessels 
shall be exempt from anchorage and tonnage dués oa the part of Colombia. 


ARTICLE XVI. 


The canal, when constructed, and the entrances thereto, shall be neutral in 
perpetuity, and shall be ned upon equal terms to the vessels of all nations 
at uniform tonnage and other ratesthat may be im d in virtue of the stipu- 
lations of this convention and in conformity with the stipulations of tho 
treaty entered into by the Governments of the United States and Great 
Britain, on November 18, 1901, and known as the Hay-Pauncefote treaty. 

ARTICLE XVII. 

The Government of Colombia shall have the right to transport over tho 
canal its vessels, troops, and munitions of war at-all times, without paying 
charges ofany kind. This exemption is to be extended to tho auxiliary rail- 
way for the ay. Renda of persons in the service of the Republic of Co- 
lombia or of the Department of Panama or of the police force charged with 
the preservation of public order, as well as to the e, saunitions of 
war, and supplies. 

ARTICLE XVIII. 


The United States shall have full power and authority to establish and en- 
force ulations for the use of the canal. railways, and the entering ports 
and auxiliary works, and to fix rates of tolls and charges thereof subject to 
the limitations stated in the Article XVI. 


ARTICLE XIX. 


The rights and privileges granted to the United States by this convention 
shall not affect the sovereignty of the Republic of Golan Bis over the real 
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esta be acquired by the United States, by reason of the transfer 
estate tiatis of the New Panama Canal Company and the Panama Railroad 
Company lying outside of the said canal zone. 


ARTICLE XX. 


rtue of an existing treaty between the Republic of Colombia and 
attr —s there may i or concessions tive to an inter- 
oceanic means of communication w! ety favors such third power 
and which in any of its terms may be aoe ble with the terms of the 
present caramel, the Republic of Colom agrees to i 
such treaty in due form, for which mergoss it eto the said third 

wer the requisite notification within term of four months from the 
Bate of the present convention, and in case the existing treaty contains no 
clause permitting their involuntary annulment, the Republic of Colombia 
agrees to procure its modification or annulment insuch form that there shall 
not exist any conflicts with the stipulations of the present convention. 


ARTICLE XXI. 


vile granted by the Republic of Colombia to the 
vats ale articles are undermtood to be free from all an- 
terior concessions or privileges to other governments, corporations, syndi- 
cates, or individuals; and conseq , if there should arise any claims on 
account of the present concessions an preven. the claimants shall resort 
to the Government of Colombia and not to the United States for any indem- 
nity or compromise which may be required. 
ARTICLE XXII. 


The Government of Colombia renounces the participation to which it 
might be entitled in the future earnings of the canal under Article XV of the 
contract with the Universal Panama Canal Company; and it likewise re- 
nounces now hereafter all the rights reserved in the said concession 
which shall belong to Colombia at the expiration of the term of ninety-nine 
years of the concession granted to the above-mentioned company. 


ARTICLE XXIII. 


If it should become necessary at any time to employ armed forces for the 
safety or protection of the canal or of the <P that make use of the samé, 
or the railwaysand other works, the Republic of Colombia agrees to pro- 
vide the forces necessary for such p , according to the circumstances 
of the but if the Government of mbia can not effectively comply 
with this obligation, then, with the consent of or at the saumest of Colombia, 
or of her at Wi m, or of the local authorities, civil or mili- 
tary, the United States shall employ such force as may be necessary for that 
sole purpose; and as soon as the necessity shall have ceased will withdraw 
the forces so employed. Under exceptional circumstances, however, on ac- 
pee Le ee PP ont m4 
works, or e lives and pro persons employed upon ca 
railways, and other works the Government of the United States is author- 
ized to act in the interest of their protection without the necessity of obtain- 
ing the consent beforehand of Government of Colombia; and it shall 
give immediate advice of the measures adopted for the p stated; and 
as soon as sufficient Colombian forces shall arrive to attend to the indicated 
purpose, those of the United States shall retire. 


ARTICLE XXIV. 


The Government of the United States a: toocuatate the construction 
of the pre works necessary, together with all the auxili works, 
in the shortest time possible; and within two years from the date of the ex- 
change of ratification of this convention the main works of this canal pages 
shall be commenced, and it shall be opened to the traffic between the two 
oceans within twelve years aftersuch of two years, Incase, however. 

that any difficulties or obstacles should arise in the construction of thecanal 
which are at nt impossible to foresee, in consideration of the good faith 
with which Goverfiment of the United States shall have proceeded and 
the large amount of expended so far on the works and the nature of 
culties which ma on arisen, the Government of Colombia will pro- 


cancel or modify 


the di 
long the terms stipulated in this article up to twelve years more for the com- 
pletion of the work of the canal. 
ARTICLE XXV. 
As the price or co: tion for the right to use the zone granted in this 


convention by Colombia to the United States for the construction of a canal, 


together with the p etary right over the Panama Railroad, and for the 
annuity of ¥ pay ay gold w Colombia ceases to receive from the said rail- 
road, as well as 


in es for other rights, privileges, and exemptions 
granted to the United tes; and in consideration of the increase in 
ministrative expenses of the De ent of Panama, consequent upon the 
construction of the said canal, the Government of the United States binds 
itself to pay Colombia the amount of $7,000,000in Ameriean gold on the ex- 
change of ratification of this convention, after its approviul by the legis- 
lative bodies of both Cannes ans fourteen years after the date aforesaid 
a fair and reasonable —, at shall be upon by the contracting 
Governments three years before the expiration of theabove-mentioned term 
of fourteen years. 

In fixing this fair and reasonable annuity there shall be taken into consid- 
eration the present price of the usufruct of the railway as well as the com- 
pensation that is to bestipulated for the use of the zoneand for theadditional 
administrative expenses that the construction of the canal will impose upon 
Colombia, and also the advanced ent of $7,000,000 and the com onal ve 
cost and conditions upon which the United States reasonably could have ex- 
a to acquire concessions satisfactory to it in respect of any other canal 

Three zone before the expiration of each term of one hundred years the 
annuity for the follo term shall be fixed in a similar manner. 

But in the event that Sony are unable to come to an understanding 
within the periods above rred to as to such fair and reasonable annuity, 
then, before the second prior to the termination of the periods above 
referred to, the con es shall proceed to constitute a high com- 
mission, to be composed of five members, of whom two shall be 
by Colombia, two by the United States, and the fifth (who shall be the presi- 
dent of such high commission) shall be the dent for the time being of 
the International Peace Tribunal of The ; and the determina 
reached by said commission, ye ty yo oonomning such fair and 
reasonable ann that is to to Colombia by the United States in 
conformity with article shall be binding upon the contracting 5 partes. 

But no delay nor difference of opinion in fixing such amount affect 
nor interrupt the full operation and effect of this convention in all other 


ARTICLE XXVI. 

If after the Ly of five years from the date of this convention the neces- 
Se orks for of the canal should not have been commenced b 
: © United States, or if r the —— of the twelve years stipula’ 
Se of the work and the extension of twelve years referred to 

Article the canal should not be to commerce, all the conces- 
sions granted by this convention shall be orfeited and all the works, princi- 

and accessory, machinery, and properties of the canal shall become the 


© ad- 


pete of the Republic of Colombia, and the same Republic shall recover 

ts actual rights over the Panama Railway, without any obligation to return 

any of the sums that it may have received in conformity with this convention. 
ARTICLE XXVIII. 


This convention when ed by the contracting parties shall be submitted 
for legislative approval, and shall be exchanged withina term of eight months 
from this date. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, April 21, 1902. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt at your hands of a commu- 

nication dated the 3ist of March, 1902, and another of the 18th of April, in- 


closing a of the Republicof Colombia for a concessionary convention 
7 treaty between the Republic of Colombia and that of the United States of 
merica 


i ay the completion, maintenance, operation, control, and 
protection of an interoceanic canal over the Isthmus of Panama. 

Iam directed by the President to inform you that I shall be ready to sign 
with you the nn convention as soon as— 

First. The gress of the United States shall have authorized-the Presi- 
dent to enter into such an arrangement; and 

Second. As soon as the law officers of this Government shall have decided 
upon the question of the title which the New Panama Canal Company is able 
to give of all the properties and rights claimed by it and pertaining toa canal 
across the Isthmus and covered by the pending womens 

Accept, sir, the renewed assurances of my highest consideration 


; JOHN HAy. 
Sefior Don JosE VICENTE CONCHA. 
{Translation.] 
LEGATION OF CoLomnrA, 
Washington, D. C., April 23, 1902. 


Srm: [have the honor to acknowledge the reception of your excellency’s 
communication of the 2lst instant, by which youare pleased to inform me 
that you are authorized by the President of the United States to sign with 
the Republic of Colombia the treaty relative to the opening of the Panama 
Canal, and the other details connected with the said work in accordance with 
the draft I submitted to the Government of the United States on the 18th 
instant, and that you will proceed to do so as soon as shall have 
been given by the Congress of this Republic, and as the official lawyers shall 
have given their opinion regarding the title of the new canal company for 
the transfer of its rights. 

When the occasion to sign the above-mentioned treaty shall arise, I will 
present, according to usage, the full powers authorizing me to do so. 

Accept, Excellency, the sentiments of my high consideration. 

JOSE VICENTE CONCTTA. 


permission 


Hon. Jomw Hay, 
Secretary of State of the United States, Department of State. 


[Translation. ] 
Mr. Corea to Mr. Hay, May 1’, 1902. 


In pursuance of the offer made orally and in my personal note of the 12th 
instant to your excellency, I have the honor to transmit herewith a draft of 
a Srenty embodying the proposal of my Government touching the interocanic 
canal ugh Nicaragua. This draft, save a few changes which I bad to 
make in obedience to superior orders, 1s the same as that which your excel- 
lency prepared on February 12, and was pleased to amend on March 11 and 
25 and on April 26 last, in deference to observations presented by me. 

If your excellency will, as you said to me you would, lay this proposal be- 
fore the proper committees of Congress, I should be pleased if it were accom- 
panied by the protocol on the same subject, which I had the honor to sign 
with your excellency on December 1, 1900. These papers will show that 
Nicara; has been and is still disposed to enter into direct negotiations with 
the United States as soon as provision therefor shall have been made by Con- 
gress, and at the same time make it clear that since no decision has yet been 
reached by that body in the matter the present me osal is not to be taken as 
final, but remains subject to amendments by which the conclusion of a per- 
fected and more suitable agreement between the contracting parties may be 
facilitated. 

Please accept, Mr. Secretary, the assurances of my most distinguished con- 
sideration, 


APPENDIX A. 


CONVENTION BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND NICARAGUA, JUNE 21, 1249 
(CONCLUDED BUT NOT SUBMITTED TO THE SENATE IN CONSEQUENCE Cl 
THE SUBSEQUENT CONCLUSION OF THE CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY). 

The United States of America and the State of Nicaragua, having in view 
the grand design of opening and establishing through the territories of the 
latter State a and communication between the Caribbean Sea and 
the Pacific Ocean to facilitate the commerce between the two oceans and to 
produce other — results, and designing to establish, regulate, and define 
the grants, rights, privileges, and immunities that shall appertain to each 
other with reference to such great object by means of a treaty and special 
convention, for the accomplishment of these desirable purposes the P 
dent of the United States of America has conferred fuli owers on El 
Hise, chargé d'affaires of the Government of said States in Central Am: 
and the State of Nicaragua hath likewise granted full powers to Sr. Lic* 
Bueneventura Selva, chargé d’affaires of the Government of the said State 
Nicaragua near the United States legation in Central America, who, afte 
having exchanged their said full powers in dueand proper form, lave agreed 
and do agree upon the following articles: 

ARTICLE I. 


It is solemnly agreed between the two high contracting parties that the 
State of Nicaragua doth grant toand confer upon the United States of Amer 
ica, or to a company of the citizens thereof, the exclusive right and privilego 
to make, construct,and build within the territories of the said State of Nica- 
ragua, through or by the use and means of any of the streams, rivers, bays, 
harbors, lakes, or lands under the jurisdiction or within the limits of the said 
State, a canal or canals, a road or roads, either railways or turnpikes or any 
other kind of roads, for the purpose of opening a convenient passage and 
communication, either by land alone, or water alone, or by both land and 
water, and by means, if deemed proper, of locks and daums, or by any other 

of overcoming and removing the obstructions to the navigaticn of tho 
said rivers, lakes, harbors, etc., between tho Caribbean Sea and the Pacific 
Ocean, for the transit and passage of ships, steamers, sailing vessels, boats, 
and vessels of all kinds, as well as vehicles of every sort used for the trans- 
portation and conveyance of persons and property and of goods, wares, and 








merchandise o a | description, and the United States or the company 
which meq eo formed by virtue of such charters as shall be made as herein 
vided shall be permitted for the construction of said works to procure, 


, and obtain within the territories of Nicaragua all kinds of materials, 
such as stone, timber, earths, and whatever els@muy be necessary and proper 
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for the said purposes, free of any charge so far as the said materials may be 
procured on the lands belonging to said State 


ARTICLE II. 


The State of N ye cedes and grants to the United States, or toa 
chartered company of the citizens thereof, as the case may be, absolutely, all 
the land that may be required for the location and construction of said canal 
or canals, road or roads, and which may be necessary for the erection of 
buildings and houses of every description for the residence and accommoda- 
tion of the engineers, superintendents, and laborers, and all others employed 
in the making and construction of the said works, or in governing, managing, 
and controlling the same, and also for the erection of all such necessary 
buildings as may be requisite and pager for the purpose of storing away 
therein all the tools, machines, materials, and property of every description 
which may be required for the use in the construction, repairing, preserva- 
tion, and management of said works, and should any portion of the lands or 
materials, or of the rivers, bays, ports, or their coasts or lakes, and their 
shores, which may be necessary and proper to be — forthe location and 
construction of said works and its appurtenances, belong to individuals, the 
State of Nicaragua agrees and undertakes to extinguish the titles thereto, and 
to procure the same upon a just principle of valuation for the aforesaid public 
works. The aforesaid cession and nt shall include a space of not less than 
300 feet on each side of the lines of said works, and extending all along the 
whole length thereof, so that ample space be secured on the margins of said 
works for the convenient use thereof. The just value of such of said lands 
and materials as may be private property at the date of this treaty will be 
paid for by said company. 
ARTICLE ITI. 

It is agreed that if the Government of the United States shall decide not 
to undertake and construct the said works, then either the President or Con- 
gress thereof shall have the power and authority to frame, enact, and issue 
a charter or act of incorporation containing such liberal provisions,and such 
grants of rights and privileges, not inconsistent with the rights of the con- 
tracting parties herein secured, as may be necessary,convenient,and proper 
to effect the great objects in view, which charter and act of incorporation 
shall provide as follows: . 

First. That the company which may be formed and organized under and 
by virtue of its provisions shall be composed exclusively of the citizens of 
one or both of the contracting parties, who may subscribe for and become 
the owners of the whole of the capital stock required for the said works. If, 
however, such citizens (thus having the preference) shall fail in due time to 
subscribe for and become the owners of the whole amount of the said capital 
stock, the residue thereof not taken by them may be taken, paid in, and 
owned by the Governments of both or either of the contracting parties, or 
by the Governments or citizens of any other nation, kingdom, or country. 

Second. That said comrany shall have the sole and exclusive right and 
privilege of constructing and owning such works asare herein named within 
the State of Nicaragua, provided the same are commenced and prosecuted 
within the time limited in this convention. 

Third. It shall authorize the said company to build and construct said 
canal or canals in such directions and of such width and depth as they shall 
in their discretion determine, and if the plan of roadsisin part or in whole 
adopted, the route, width, kind, and number thereof shall be determined 
upon by the said company as they may think proper. 

Fourth. It shall provide that said company may make contracts, sue, and 
be sued as a corporation, with a pre name and style, have a corporate seal, 
and engage in allsuch trade and business as may proper and convenient 
in promoting all the operations required for the attainment of the ends in 


view. 

Fifth. It shall contain provisions adequate for the organization of said 
company; it shall provide for the appointment of the officers, agents, engi- 
neers, surveyors, superintendents, and other employees of said company; 
and that said company may make and adopt all its own by-laws and regula- 
tions, so that the same be not in conflict with the provisions of this conven- 
tion. 

Sixth. It shall provide that said company may not only build and con- 
struct, but also enlarge, alter, repair,and reconstruct the said works as they 
may think P poe rt and that they may manage and govern the same and 
manage and control the financial affairs of the corporation. 

Seventh. It shall provide that the said company shall make annual reports 
to the executive governments of the United States and the State of Nicara- 
gua, setting forth their receipts and expenditures, and the condition, opera- 
tions, and affairs of the said company. 

Eighth. It shall or that the management of the affairs of said com- 
pany shall be vested and lodged in nine managers, five of whom shall be ap- 
pointed by the company fora period of time and ina manner to be regulated by 
the said charter, and in like manner two of-the said managers shall be ap- 
pointed by the Presidentof the United States and two by the Executive Chief 
of —* State of Nicaragua, and thesaid nine managers shall appoiut theirown 

resident. 
- Ninth. It shall provide that the Governments of either of the contracting 
parties may, through their committees, freely examine and investigate the 
affairs, business operations, and condition, financial and otherwise, of the 
said company, and for such —— such committees may examine the books 
and papers of the company, and examine the officers thereof and other wit- 
nesses on oath,and make reports thereon to their tive Governments. 

Tenth. It shall provide t said company shall have the sole and exclu- 
sive right and privilege of conveying persons and passengers, and of convey- 
ing all steamers, ships, and vessels of all kinds, by towage or otherwise, and 
of transporting in the vessels of others or of their own all property. goods, 
wares, and merchandise over, Growgh and upon said navigable waters, canal 
or canals, road or roads, which shall be improved, made, or constructed ed 
them at such rates, charges, duties, and tolls as the said company may thin 
proper to establish; except, however, that the said charter shall further pro- 
vide thatall the vesselsof war andall other public vessels of every description 
belonging to the Governments of the two contracting parties, as well also as 


all other vessels which may be e zed in the ———— or temporary em- 
poyment of thesaid Governments to transport their moss, munitions of war, 
their 


ublic poopeey of all kinds, and to convey their A iy ic agents, consuls, 
ministers, and all their officers, civil and military, shall be permitted to have 
the free and unrestricted use of the said canal or canalsand navigable waters, 
and shall if necessary and required be conveyed through the same by the said 
company free of all costs and charge; said charter 1 further provide also 
that the public mails of the contracting parties shall be conveyed and trans- 
ported along and over the said works by the said company, in their own ves- 
sels or vehicles, free of cost or charge, and the contracting parties agree and 
stipulate with all solemnity that the aforesaid rights and privileges shall be 
caleved by each other perpetually, and that said charter shall provide ac- 
coneany; ane charter l also further provide that the citizens of the two 
parties ll enjoy and pam the right and privilege with their vessels, 
goods, merchandise, and property, and persons to pass and be conveyed 

rough, upon, and over the said canals, roads, and navigable waters on terms 
at least as favorable as the sub _~ or citizens of any othernation or country. 

Eleventh. Said charter spall provide that the said works shall be com- 





a 


menced by said company within ten years after it shall be fully organized 
under said charter, or otherwise forfeit their privileges; so likewise if the 
shall after said works are egth declare their intention toabandon them an’ 
cease to prosecute the same for four entire successive years intentionally. 


ARTICLE IV. 


The charter aforesaid may contain such other provisions and grants of 
rights and privileges not in violation of or in conflict with any of the preced- 
ing or subsequent articles of this treaty as may be deemed necessary, conve- 
nient, or proper for the objects in view by either the President or Congress 
of the United States, and the same when framed and issued shall be approved 
and legalized by the Government of the State of Nicaragua, and no privileges 
or emoluments shall be grants in said charter to either of the contracting 

np which shall not likewise be held and enjoyed to the same extent by 

e other. 


ARTICLE V. 


The Government of the United States shall have the right to erect such 
forts and fortifications at the ends and along the lines of said works, and to 
arm and occupy the same in such manner and with as many troops as may 
be deemed necessary by the said Government for the protection and defense 
thereof, and also for the preservation of the peace and neutrality of the ter- 
awe ot Nicaragua, to whom pertains equal rights as inherent to her soy- 
ereignty, . 

ARTICLE VI. 


The public armed vessels, letters of marque, and privateers, and the pri- 
vate merchant and trading vessels belonging either to the governments, or 
the subjects, or citizens of nations, kingdoms, or countries with which either 
of the contracting parties may be at war, shall not, during the continuance 
of such war, be suffered or allowed to come in the ports at the terminations 
of said canals nor be allowed to pass on or through the same, on any account 
whatever; neither shall the vessels of neutral nations, whether public or pri- 
vate, be allowed to convey by means of said canal articles contraband of 
war, to or for the enemies of either of the contracting parties, or to or for 
other nations or states who may be at war with each other; nor shall the ves- 
sels of countries which are engaged in war with each other, owned or em- 
ployed and armed by them to carry on such war, during the continuance be 
allowed to pass through the said canals. The public and private vessels of 
all nations, kingdoms, and countries which are in peace with both the con- 
tracting parties and with each other shall be permitted to enter said ports, 
and to pass or be conveyed through the said canals, but they shall be subject, 
however, to the payment of such duties, charges, and tolls as may bs estab- 
lished by the proprietors of the said works. 


ARTICLE VII. 


The State of Nicaragua may, of course, exercise her right of erecting and 
—— anywhere on the routes or margins, or at the points of termina- 
tion of said works, custom-houses and warehouses, and to collect duties, ac- 
cording to her own laws, upon the goods, wares, and merchandise imported 
for sale or consumption into her territories by means of said works, and the 
State of Nicaragua may adopt and enforce all needful rules and regulations 
to prevent smuggling or the introduction of contraband goods in her terri- 
tories; butit isexpressly agreed that the State of Nicaragua shall not impose, 
enforce, or collect any taxes, charges, or duties of any kind or amount on the 
persons (far passports), or ponent or on goods, wares, or merchandise of 
any class or kind on their travel or transit over, or for passing through her 
territories by means of said canals, roads, etc., provided the said property, 
goods, wares, and merchandise shall be-not sold or not introduced for sale or 
consumption into the said State, but be exported to other states or countries. 


ARTICLE VIII. 


The ports at the points of termination of said works shall be free to both 
the contracting parties and their citizens, respectively; and their public and 
rivate vessels of all kinds shall enter and remain therein and depart there- 
rom and not be subjected to the payment of any port charges, tonnage du- 
ties, or other imposition whatever. 


ARTICLE IX. 


The persons employed in the location and construction of said works, the 
owners thereof, and all their agents, and officers, and employees of every 
sort, shall be under the special protection of the Governments of both the 
contracting parties, and they shall not be subject to any kind of taxation on 
their persons or property, nor shall they be required to pay any contributions 
or to perform any civil or military duty or service whatever for either of the 
two Governments during their employment about the said works; and all 
oe including wines and liquors, and all merchandise imported into 

icaragua for their clothing and subsistence shall be free and exempt from 
all duties and taxes, direct or indirect; and all such articles, property, stores 
tools, implements, and machines, etc.,as may be required for surveys and 
explorations, and for locating and constructing said works, shall be imported 
into the State of Nicaragua free from all taxes and duties whatever thereon, 
and the vessels employed in the importation of the said subsistence, clothing, 
tools, implements, etc., shall also be free and exempt from all port charges 
and tonnage duties in all the ports, rivers, lakes, or harbors on the coasts or 
within the limits of the State of Nicaragua; and entire liberty is to be enjoyed 
by the said company to make full and complete surveys and explorations of 
the ports, bays, seas, lakes, rivers, and territories of Nicaragua, in order to 
the location of said works and for the procurement of lands and materials 
necessary for the same, in which explorations and surveys Nicaragua, at her 
own expense, may participate, if she thinks proper. 


ARTICLE X. 


The State of Nicaragua grants and cedes to the United States or to a com- 
pany to be chartered as herein provided, as the case may be, all the land 
within 2 ane square belonging to the said State, and which may be un- 
appropriated at the date of this treaty, at each point of the terminations of 
said works at the seas on each side, that is to say, 3 miles square on each side 
of both ends of said works, to serve for the sites of two free cities which it is 
anticipated will hereafter be established at said points, the inhabitants of 
which free cities shall enjoy the following rights and immunities: 

First. They shall govern themselves by means of their own municipal 
government, to be administered by officers, legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial, chosen and elected by themselves accordin:z to their own regulations. 

Second. They shall have the right of trial by jury in their own city courts. 

Third. They shall have the most pees f 
religious worship, public and private. 

Fourth. They shall not be required to pay any tax bow their real estate 
or other property except such as may be imposed by the municipality and 
ootees for the city treasury, and to be used and applied for the benefit of 
such cities. 

Fifth. They shall not be required to perform any military services, except 
for the defense of the said cities in which thoy may reside. 

Sixth. The said cities will of course be under the qua-ified dominion and 
governmentof the Stateof Nicaragua, not to be exercised inany manner, how- 
ever, in violation of their rights and immunities as herein specified; and said 


om of religious belief and of 
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free cities shall be under the protection of the governments of both the con- 


tracting parties. Articie XI. 
ua agrees that the United States shall have, 3eSS, 
and enjoy forever the following rights and privileges; that is tosay, the right 
and privilege to pass, convey, transport, and send through all or any part of 
the territories and: dominions of the State of Nicaragua, on land or water, 
from ocean to ocean, by means of her ports, bays, rivers, lakes, and roads, 
troops, infantry or cavalry, all kinds of arms. artillery,and munitions of war 
of all kinds, her public property of every description, public officers, civil 
and military, consuls, ministers. dispatch agents, her public mailand mail 
agents, and all other employees of the Government of the United States of 
‘America; and the same shall all and each he permitted to pass, be sent, and 
be conveyed through said State, in any manner, as aforesaid, in the public 
armed vessels of the United States, and in all such other vessels or vehicles, 
public or private, which ma be in the temporary or permanent employ- 
ment of the Government of the United States for any o the purposes afore- 
eaid, or in any other way, free from all cost and exempt from all taxes, 
duties, imposts, charges, or exactions of any kind whatever, either on the 
jersons, property, vehicles, or vessels aforesaid; and all the aforesaid privi- 
fegesand the said free right of way and of transit shall be held, , and 
enjoyed by the United States of America (but not by any other nation, 
state, or government, except Nicaragua) without cost or charge, and freely, 
whether the same be made eesouas the dominions and territories of Nica- 
ragua as they now exist, or whether the said troops, munitions of war, 
public officers, agents, employ mails, public property, vehicles, and ves- 
sels, etc., shall be sent, transported, or conveyed by means of improved navi- 
gable rivers, canals, or turnpikes, or railroads, or any other public improve- 
ments which may be hereafter made in the State of Nicaragua, either by 
the Governments or citizens of the contracting parties, or by the govern- 
ments, citizens, or people of any other nation, kingdom, or country; and the 
citizens of the United States shall have and enjoy all the rights and _privi- 
leges of travel, passage, transit and conveyance for themselves and their 
property and vessels of all kinds through the territories and dominions of 
the State of Nicaragua as they now exist or through such canals or roads, 
railways, or turnpikes, or other improvements as may be hereafter made in 
said State, upon terms and conditions inevery particular as favorableas those 
enjoyed by the citizens of Nicaragua, or by the citizens of any other nation, 
kingdom, or country. 


The State of Nicara 


ARTICLE XII. 


In consideration of the premises as set forth in the foregoing eleven ar- 
ticles, the United States of America doth solemnly agree and undertake to 
protect and defend the State of Nicaragua in the possession and exercise of 
the sovereignty and dominion of all the country, coasts, ports, lakes, rivers, 
and territories that may be rightfully under the jurisdiction and within the 
just and true limits and boundaries of the said State; and when the circum- 
stances and condition of the country may require it the United States shall 
employ their naval and military force to preserve the peace and maintain 
the neutrality of the said coasts, ports, lakes, rivers, and territories, and to 
hold and keep the same under the dominion and sovereignty of the Govern- 
ment of the State of Nicaragua or of the government of such state or politi- 
cal community of which Nicaragua may voluntarily become a member, or 
with which, of her own accord, she may hereafter be identified: Provided, 
however, That the said sovereignty and dominion of the State of Nicaragua, 


so guaranteed as above, shall not be held, maintained, or exercised by said | 


State in any such manner as to conflict or to be inconsistent with the rights 
and privileges herein secured to the United States and her citizens; and to 
prevent all misunderstanding, it is expressly stipulated that the United 
States are not bound, nor do they undertake, to aid, assist, or support Nica- 
ragua in offensive wars or wars of aggression waged and carried on by said 
State with foreign 
limits,and beyond the territories rightfully 
contracting parties ore and undertake that, if necessary, the naval and 
military forces and t 

parties shall be employed to 
trom, and to suppress all violations of tae peace and interruptions of the 
neutrality of the said State of Nicaragua; and for further explanation it is 
unaereons that if the State of Nicaragua should become involved in a war 
with an 
defend the territories rightfully belonging to her, or to recover such terri- 
tories wrongfully wrested from her, the United States engages to defend 
Nicaragua in carrying on such war within her ownrightful limits: Provided, 
however, That such war is just, and provided, moreover, that if peace is pre- 


menced in said State by either of the contracting parties without previous 
friendly consultations, and unless with the consent of both their govern- 
ments, given according to their laws and constitutions, respectively. 


ARTICLE XIII. 


The contracting parties, in negotiating this treaty, have had in view the 
contract entered into between the State of Nicaragua, through their com- 
missioner, José Trinidad Mufios, and a certain company styled ‘* Compania de 
transito de Nicaragua,” composed of certain persons named Willard Parker, 
Simeon H, Ackerman, Asher Kurshecdt, and David J. Brown, through the 
said David J. Brown as their agent, which contract was executed and signed 
by said commissioner and nton March 14, 1849, and ratified by the legis- 
lative power of the State of Nicaragua on March 16, 1849, and approved by 
the executive power of said State on the lith of March 1849. Now, in view of 
this contract, it is further ed as follows: 

First. If the above-named company shall accede to this treaty in all its 
arts, or if they shall voluntarily abandon their contract, or if they shall for- 
eit their rights under said contract by failing to perform and execute the 

terms and conditions thereof in due time, then this treaty shall remain and 
be valid in all its parts. 

Second. But if the said company shall not accede to this treaty in all its 
parts, and if they shall not abandon or forfeit their said contract, but if they 
shall execute the same and comply with its terms, and build the said works 
all in the time required, then, in such case, this treaty in all its parts, wherein 
the State of Nicaragua grants to the United States, or to a company to be 
chartered by the President or Congress thereof, the exclusive privilege to be 
“ constructors and owners of said works, shall be void and of no force or 
sirect. 

Third. Nevertheless, in such case as is set forth in the second section next 

pr eceding, if said ae shall accede to the fifth (5th), the sixth (6th), the 
eighth (8th), and the eleventh (11th) articles of this treaty, and shall consent 
ie agree that the United States of America, and the citizens thereof, shall 
ae and enjoy all the rights and orivileges therein granted to them, and as 
lefined also in the tenth (10th) section of the third (3rd) article, then, in such 
case, the above-named fifth (5th), sixth (6th), eighth (8th),and eleventh (11th) 
articles of this treaty, as also the twelfth (12th) article thereof, shall be valid 
and obligatory between the contracting parties. 

becer en: But if in such case existing as is set forth in the second section 
®bove the said company shall refuse to accede or agree to the said fifth (5th), 
sixth (6th), eighth (8th), and eleventh (llth) articles hereof, as specified in 


foreign power or neighboring state within her own borders, to | 





wers or with the org borne states, ontsidé of her just | 
within her jurisdiction; but the 


e entire means and resources of both the contracting | 
ut down allwars and bloodshed arising there- | 





the preceding third section, then this treaty shall be altogether void and of 
no force or effect whatever. 

But the contraciing parties, anticipating that said company, being satis- 
fied that the great enterprise in view can not succeed unless under the pro- 
tection and patronage of two Governments, wiil concur and cooperate with 
them in the promotion thereof, they are assured that this treaty will meet 
their cordial approbation, and that it will be fully acceded to by them. 

The present special convention between the United States of America and 
the State of Nicaragua shall be approved and ratified by the President of 
the United States of America, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate thereof, and by the Director of the State of Nicaragua, with the con- 
sent of the Legislative Chambers thereof, and the ratifications shall be ex- 
changed in the city of Washington, Santiago de Managua, or Leon, within 
the term of two years, counting from this date. 

In faith whereof, we, the plenipotentiaries of the United States of America 
and of the State of Nicaragua, have signed and sealed these presents in the 
city of Guatemala, on the 2lst day of June, in the year of our Lord 1849, in 
the seventy-third year of the independence of the United States of America 
and in the twenty-eighth year of the independence of the State of Nicaragua. 

cots ELIJAH Hise. . 

SEAL. BUENAVA SELVA. 


APPENDIX B. 


CONCESSIONS AND DECREES OF THE REPUBLIC OF COSTA RICA TO THE 
NICARAGUA CANAL ASSOCIATION OF NEW YORK. 
* . * * - * 


ARTICLE XIV. 


The association shall construct, at its expense, and shall keep in good con- 
dition, two large ports, one on the Atlantic and one on the Pacific, at such 
ow or localities as it my select within or without the territory of Costa 

ica, to serve as termini of the canal; and each of them shall have a light- 
house of the first order. 


ARTICLE XV. 


All the area within the territory of Costa Rica, whether at the ports, road- 
steads, or rivers of the two oceans, which may be necessary for the estab- 
lishment of the canal, its paths, and embankments, or which may be occupied 
and covered by water after raising the dams which are to be constructed in 
the beds of the rivers, or for all necessary deviations to be made, as well as 
for reservoirs, dikes, spaces about the locks, stations, light-houses, and canals, 


| storehouses, buildings, and workshops, deposits for materials, and also all 


those required for the routes, service railways, and canals of the same nature, 
for the transportation of materials to the line of the work, and for feeders of 
the canal; in short, all lands and places within the territory of Costa Rica 
necessary tothe construction and operation of the canal, as may be laid down 
in the final drawings and plans made by the engineers of the association, 
shall be placed by the State at the disposal of the said association under the 
conditions set forth in the following articles. 


ARTICLE XVI. 


Such unappropriated lands as belong to the State shall be given to the asso- 
ciation without any compensation whatever, and with regard to those lands 
belonging to private parties the State undertakes to condemn them should 
the association demand it. 

The compensation which, in agreement with the laws of Costa Rica, may 


| have to be paid in such cases shall be paid by the association, and to it shall 
| be added the amount of the anpquame and costs of the respective actuations, 


in such a way that the national treasury shall suffer no loss. 
ARTICLE XVII. 


In all relating to the condemnation to be made under the provisions of the 
receding articles the association shall enjoy all the immunities and privi- 
eges that the laws of the country grant to the State, so that the association 
may not be obliged to pay more than the State would under similar circum- 


stances. 
ARTICLE XVIII. 


For the construction, maintenance, and operation of the canal the associa- 
tion shall have the right to take free of charge from the lands belonging to 
the State whatever material of a spontaneous production of the land that 
may be found on them, especially timber for construction and fuel, and lime- 
stone, clay for bricks, and earth for fillings that are to bemade. As regards 
materials of the said class found on lands belonging to private parties, the 


vailing in the State of Nicaragua. no wars or hostilities shall be first com. | association shall have the same rights and privileges granted by the laws to 
aili ~ ragua, , m- 


the State. 
ARTICLE XIX. 


Ifit should be necessary for the association tooccupy temporarily and during 
the construction of thecanal lands in the territory of Costa Rica which are not 
included in those designated in the Articles XV, X VI, and XVIII, it shall not 
be obliged to pay any compensation for them if they are unappropriated 
lands. And the State shall not have the right to sell or dispose of them in 
any other manner after the association has once determined to occupy them, 
unless under the reservation of this right, the limit of which shall be thd@ex- 
ecution of the works of theinteroceanic canal. Should thesaid lands belong to 
private parties, then the association shal enjoy, so far as the temporary oc- 
cupation thereof is concerned, all the rights and franchises which the laws 
grant to the State, with the special privilege of occupying them immediately 
after the declaration of utility and necessity and after payment of the proper 
compensation, which shall never exceed that which the State would be 
obliged to pay in a similar case. 

ARTICLE XX. 


The Republic of Costa Rica desiring to aid efficiently the association in 
this enterprise cedes in fee simple to the said association the public lands 
hereinafter mentioned, in alternate lots, with other similar ones which it re- 
serves for itself, to wit: 2 

First. On the right or southern bank of the San Juan River, from a point 
8 English miles below Castillo Viejo to the confluence of the San Carlos, 
should the canal follow the valley of the San Juan, lots fronting on the canal 
3 English miles front by 6 deep. 

Second. Between the San Carlos River and the Atlantic, should the canal 
pass wholly or in part through the territory of Costa Rica, or along the boun 
dary of Costa Rica, lots of 3 Emglish miles frontage on the canal and 4 deep. 

hird. Should the route of the Selinas Bay be adopted, lots of 2 English 
miles frontage on the canal by 2 deep in the Costa Rican territory crossed 
by the canal or along which it may run, from the Pacific Ocean toa point 
2 English miles distant from the mouth of the Sapoa River in the Lake of 
Nicaragua. 

Fourth. Should the canal deviate from the San Juan River more than 4 
miles toward the interior of Costa Rica, lots to be measured on both sides of 
the canal of 2miles front and 2deep. Should the deviation be less than 4 
miles, then the lots of the northern bank of the canal shall have a front of 2 
miles and extend in depth until they touch the San Juan River. 

Fifth. From the Rio Frio to the Sapoa on the south coast of the Lake of 











Nicaragua, at 2 miles distant from the same and following the curveof its 
bank, lots of 2 English miles front by 2 deep. 

Sixth. In the p where the company in accordance with the Govern- 
ment may select from the existing una’ riated public lands twenty-five 
lots, each 2 English miles in fron y 4 : a general rule, at the 
extremities of the interoceanic canal, should the same be within the territo 
of Costa Rica, the opposite lots will be allotted, one to the Government an 
one to the company; but, if this be not possible, the first will belong to the 
Government. : 

The State shall vest in the association the possession of said lands as soon 
as the location of the canal is finally determined and its construction begun 
by the association. oe 

The rights required by private parties in the lands set forth in the pre- 
ceding clauses are hereby reserved. 

The measurement and setting out of all lands ceded by this contract shall 
be made at the expense of the grantee, with the intervention of the Govern- 
ment. 

The final title deeds shall be issued in due proportion as the work advances, 
and not before. ¥ ; 

Between the Atlantic and the point 3 miles below Castilla Viejo all parts 
of the San Juan and Colorado rivers occupied by the canal shall be consid- 
ered, for the purposes of the present article, as a part of the said canal. 

It is hereby understood that the whole of the lands transferred to the asso- 
ciation by Costa Rica, in the different places and in the form as set forth in 
the foregoing article, shall nct exceed in amount one-fourth of the total 
amount of lands granted to the cuapeer oF the Government of Nicaragua, 
according to thecontract made by it. ould they exceed such amount the 
difference shall be deducted by reducing the number of lots mentioned in 
subdivision fifth of this article. 


ARTICLE XXI. 


The State reserves the right to occupy, in the several lots of land ceded to 
the association, such space as may be needed for such roads and public build- 
ings as it may deem convenient. the same manner it shall have the right 
to use timber and other building materials which may be found on said land 
whenever ow be necessary for any work upon which it may determine. 
Should these lands become the property of private persons by virtue of a 
transfer made by the company, and the State should need them for the pur- 
pose set forth im this article, or for some other it shall pay their 
owners for them in conformity with the laws, and the expropriate 
shall have no right or claim against the association. 

Should the association have made improvements on the lands referred to, 
whether for the purposes of utility, ornament, or pleasure, the State shall be 
bound to compensate it for such damages as it may suffer according to 


appraisals of experts. 
7” ™ ARTICLE XXII. 


Mines of coal, gold, silver, iron, or other metals and stone quarries situated 
in the lands ceded to the association shall belong to it by right without the 
necessity of previous denunciation, and it shall have the right to work them 
whenever it may deem it convenient, — to the laws of the Republic, 
but such lands as may be transferred by the association to private parties 
shall not enjoy this privilege. 

ARTIOLE XXIII. 


The association shallalso have the right toutilize for the works of the canal 
and its appurtenances the timber in the forests situated in the land granted 
to it by the State from the very moment from which it enters into possession 
of the same under the present contract, the acquired rights always being 


reserved. 
ARTICLE XXIV. 


From the day in which the present concession shall be ratified by Congress 
no alienation shall be made of any unappropriated lands necessary for the 
construction of the canal, nor of those ceded to the association on the banks 
ofthe same. Nor shall the said lands be leased to the prejudice of the com- 
pany. However, should the location of the canal not be definitely settled 
when this contract is ratified, the line of the canal shall for the pusporss of 
this article be presumed to follow the northern boundary line of Costa Rica. 

The association shall have the right of doing throughout the whole extent 
of the canal within the terri of Costa Rica, at the mouths of the canal on 
the two oceans, and in the whole extent of the lands which under the pres- 
ent contract have been granted to it according to articles 15, 16, and 20 all 
such works as may be necessary for locating, leveling, excavating, and dredg- 
ing the canal, and all other works that may be required for the establish- 
ment, feeding, operation, preservation, and maintenance of the canal. 

The association is especial] z authorized to make along the line of the canal 
and on the Costa Rican bank of the San Juan River and its Costa Rican 
affiuents and confiuents, as well as on the Costa Rican rivers tributary to 
the Lake of Ni the lakes or water courses which may be utilized in 
their flow to the ific or to the Atlantic; to construct dikes and dams, 
make rectifications, dredgin embankments, and deviations; to locate 
buoys, and in general to do all the works that in the opinion of the engineers 
of the association may be deemed indispensable for the construction, feeding, 
navigation, and operation ofthecanal. The embankments, fillings, and dikes 
which may be made within the territory of Costa Rica, at the mouths of the 
canal on the ra on the two oceans, by using materials resulting from the 
excavation of the canal, shall belong in fee le to the association; but the 
Government shall have the right to occupy them in whole or in part after 
compensation made. Should an tof the canal be within the territory 
of Costa Rica, the association shall not obstruct such port nor widen its 
beaches unless there is absolute necessity to do so, and in this case the em- 
bankments and fillings that it may be necessary to construct in front of said 
port shall belong tothe Republic. 

In general the association shall have the right to use all the lakes and 
rivers of Costa Rica, the waters of which may be necessary in the judgment 
of the engineers of the association to construct and feed the canal and to 
—— its operations, but this right shall have the following restrictions, 

wit: 

First. The navigation of the Costa Rican rivers, which the association ma’ 
dam or otherwise use for the benefit of the canal, shall remain at the termi- 
nation =f the respective works in as good condition as it was before they 
were made. 

Second. In the places where the waters of said rivers may overflow in 
consequence of the erection of dams or other artificial obstructions made by 
the association, the said association shall be obliged to do whatever may be 
practicable to prevent the formation of swamps and marshes. 

Third. Such damagesas may be caused toprivate parties in consequence of 
the deviation or elevation of the streams shall be compensated for by the as- 
sociation according toappraisals made uy —— in conformity with the laws 
of the Republic, but the association sha be obliged to pay more than the 
State would under similar circumstances. 


ARTICLE XXVL 


The association can not import merc! of the Re- 


into the territory 
public for the purposes of 
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established by law, but it shall have the right to im free from custom 
duties and of any other imposts whatsoever the articles needed for the works 
= the enterprise, its ourveve, explorations, examination of localities, coy. 


uctions, use, operation, tenance, re and improvements of tho 
canal, and also for the telegraphic and railroad service of the same, and jo; 
the works and workshops of the company, and. the said articles may consist 


of implements, machinery, apparatus, coal, li 

iron, and other me waste 

mite, or any other analogous substance. These i may be transported 

between whatever points they may be needed during the work of the con. 

ane the canal, and landed and stored free from all loc: 
xes. 

The association shall also haye the right to import free from duties or 
imposts, during the work of constructing the SS provisions, clothing 
for the ee, and medicines as may be absolutely necessary for its own 
consump’ 


y lime, 


powd 


Those articles the commerce of which is not free are excepted from t}\, 
privil granted in this article, and shall remain subject, with the excep. 
tion of gunpowder, dynamite, and other explosives, to such requisites and 


duties as are established by law. 
ARTICLE XXVIII. 


The vessels that the association may employ as tug boats or for the service 
of the canal shall be free from all imposts or taxes of any kind whatever, 


and also the material to be used for their repair and the fuel that they may 


consume. 
The vessels and their appurtenances, from whatever place they may come, 
for the service of the tion shall be exempt from all duties and imposts. 


ARTICLE XXVIII 


The Government shall enact such regulations as it may deem necessary to 
ypevess smuggling and for the preservation of pe order in the region of 
6 canal within the territory of Costa Rica or bordering on it and in 
the waters w. it may exert joint jurisdiction. The company shall bo 
bound to lend its assistance for the enforcement of such regulations. But in 
the free zone along the margin of the canal, as hereinafter provided, meas- 
ures for the prevention of smuggling shall be limited to ae on the part 
of oe employee a whom it may concern, t right to any 
further measures, either against passe vessels, or their except- 
ing when an attempt at smuggling mane dipcovercl, it being the intenti> m 
of the State that there shall be most ample freedom of transit through tho 
canal for persons and es , with the sole limitations established by this 
contract. Consequently, the association shall have the right to un and 
reload ships in transit at such point as may be necessary in order to mako 
repairs or lighten the vessels or shift their cargoes, or on account of any ac- 
mt that unavoidably may render it necessary, without being subject 
thereby to search, exactions, or contributions of any kind, provided in each 
ease, and before beginning operations, notice is given to the nearest custom- 


house authority. 
ARTICLE XXIX. 


The Government shall afford its protection, in conformity with the laws 
of the Republic, to the engineers, contractors, employees, and laborers that 
may be engaged in the preliminary surveys or in the works of construction 
and operation of the canal. 

ARTICLE XXX. 


The association shall be exempt from all forced loans and military exac- 
tions, whether in time of peace or of war. The foreign agents or employees 
shall also be exempt from direct taxes, forced and mili exactions 
during the time in which they arein the service of the canal, but they sha!l 
pay the direct taxes established by law in case they may become owners of 
real property or commercial or industrial establishments. 


ARTICLE XXXI. 


The association may freely intrdduce into the lands granted to it em- 
ployees and laborers of every race who may be needed in its works and 
workshops; and it may also introduce ——e all nationalities except- 
ing Asiatics and negroes. Both the imm —— and the employees and 
ibevers shall be subject to the laws of the Republic and to the regulations 
of the company. e Government assures them aid and protection and tho 
enjoyment of their rights and guaranties in conformity with the constitu- 
tion and the national laws during the time that they may remain within 
Costa Rican territory. 

ARTICLE XXXIL. 


The Government of Costa Rica shall assure the association and its agents, 
under the laws of the Republic, as it does to the other inhabitants, the full 
enjoyment of the guaranties and rights which the constitution and laws 
grant tothem. Reciprocally, the association and its agents bind themselves 
strictly to respect the laws and regulations in force in Costa Rica, and espe- 
cially to comply with the final decisions of the courts, wlthout considering 
themselves vested with other rights than those granted by law to Costa 


Rican citizens. 
ARTICLE XXXIII. 


The Government shall establish all along the line of the canal which may 
be within the territory of Costa Rica or along its frontier or in the waters 
appertaining to it in ownership or joint jurisdiction, such police stations and 
revenue offices as in its judgment may be necessary for the preservation o! 
one * on region of the canal and for the observance of the fiscal laws of 

e pudic. 

The expenses incident to said services, including thoso of buildings, sala- 
ries, wages, and allowances of the employeesand transportation of the forces, 
and which may be in excess of such as are now borne by the Government 
for the custom-house actually established at the mouth of the San Carlos, or 
on any other point that may be crossed by the canal, shall be paid to the 
public treasury by the company on such terms and conditions as may be es- 
tablished hereafter, taking into consideration the requirements and neces- 
sities of such services. 

The association shall also have the right to establish guards and watch- 
men for the service of the canal and the enforcement of its regulations. 


ARTICLE XXXIV. 
All contracts in regard to the works of the canal that the association may 
enter into in foreign countries shall be valid and effective, and shall have full 
force and effect in Costa Rica, provided they do not violate the laws of the 


ARTICLE XXXV. 


The association shall be exempt during the 
in time of peace and in time of war from all kinds of taxes upon the real 
estate that it may acquire by virtue of this contract and from all kinds of 
direct taxes, charges, or any other imposts relating to the property 
and use of the canal, or of its bui and the construction and dependen- 
cies thereof, all along its extent, including those situated in the ports and 
maritime establishments on the two oceans. 

This franchise is not transferable to the purchasers of the real este 
which the association may alienate under this grant. 


riod of this concession both 
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ARTICLE XXXVI. 


epublic of Costa Rica shall not establish any tonnage, anchorage, 

pile = ght-house dues or any other charges of any k whatsoever, 
Fpon vessels of any class whatever or upon the merchandise, baggage, and 
sassengers Which may pass through the canal from one ocean to the other; 

Pil such dues are reserved for the benefit of the association as provided for in 


“ticle XX XIX. 
Asticle S Anticim XXXVIL 


, urpose of securing the most ample liberty of transit of persons 
oak namie z free zone chal be established on each side of the canal, and 
the width thereof shall be 90 meters and 288 millimeters, measured from the 
water's edge in the canal. 

All traffic declared illegal by the laws of the Republic shall, however, be 
prohibited within the said zone and the revenue authorities whose duty it is 
to watch for and prevent smuggling shall act in conformity with the stipu- 

ations of Article XX ; 
tt is expressly agreed that every vessel that may pass through the part of 
the canal which may be within the territory of Costa Rica or — its bor- 
ders or in waters over which it exerts cojurisdiction shall carry on board an 
officer appointed by the Government whenever the authorities may deem it 
convenient, and that officer shall act in conformity with the law should he 
discover that it is being violated. . 

The two ports to be constructed for the entrance and exit of the canal on 
both oceans, which may be wholly or in part within the territory or in waters 
of Costa Rica, shall be declared free ports and shall be recognized as such 
from the opening of the canal to the end of this concession. : 

The Government, in agreement with the company, shall establish, by 
means of a special decree, the limits of this franchise, which shall never ex- 
tend beyond the waters of the ports comprised between the mouth of the 
canal and the entrance of said =. 

A}l merchandise that shall loaded or discharged at any point of the 
canal within the territory of Costa Rica, and intended for internal commerce, 
shall pay the import and export duties fixed by the revenue lawsof the State. 


ArticL® XXXVIIL. 


For the proper administration of the canal and its dependencies, and in 
order to facilitate its construction and operation, the association shall estab- 
lish the proper regulations, which shall be ng wen every person who 
may be found in its waters or in its dependencies; the sole reservation being 
that the rights and sovereignty of the State be respected. 

It is understood that the association, in the exercise of the powers conferred 
by this article, shall not make other regulations than those nec for the 
administration and particular management of the canal; and that, before 
carrying them into effect, they shall submitted for the approval of the 
Government. The State shall lend the aid of its authority to enforce these 


regulations, 
ARTICLE XXXIX. 


By way of compensation for the expenses incurred in the surveys, con- 
struction, maintenance, and operation of the canal, or an rt thereof, dur- 
ing the period of said privilege, the said association shall have the right to 
establish and collect for the e of all kinds of ships, vessels, travelers, 
and merchandise through the canal and in the waters an rts pertaining 
to it, such dues of navigation, tonnage. yiieing, towage, storage, lay days, 
anchorage, light, roadsteads, ms hospita dues, and any other similar 
charges in conformity with the tariffs to be established by it in accordance 
with article 4 of this contract. 

These tariffs may be modified by the association at any time, on condition 
that all modifications that may be introduced in it shall be previously com- 
municated to the Government, which, in case of finding t within the 
limits established by said article 45, shall cause them to be complied with as 
if they were regulations enacted by itself. 

The payment of all the tariff dues shall be exacted without any exception 
or preference and under identical conditions from all vessels, whatever be 
the place they come from or their nationality, with the exception stipulated 
in the following article. 

ARTICLE XL. 


In compensation for the privileges and concessions that Costa Rica grants 
by this contract, it is hereby stipulated that the Republic shall enjoy the 
special privilege that Costa Rican vessels, aoreane under the flag of Costa 
Rica, shall be entitled to navigate the canal ata reduction of 50 per cent of 
the general tariff while engaged in the coasting trade or in the reciprocal 
trade with the other Republics of Central America. 

To enjoy this privilege, the said vessels shall be necessarily of the register 
of the Republic, and belong to citizens of the same. 

A reduction of 50 per cent of the general tariff is also granted to all vessels 
that begin their voyage fora foreign country at any of the ports belonging to 
the Republic with a cargo wholly consisting of products of the country. 

Costa Rican vessels of war and revenue cutters shall pay no dues in pass- 
ing thvough the canal. No dues shall be paid by the vessels of the national 
register navigating either Costa Rican waters connected with the canal or the 
canal itself, without passing out of the locks, but said vessels are not in any 
way to obstruct the free navigation of the canal. 

Costa Rica, on its part, shall not object to the enjoyment by Nicaraguan 
ships of the advantage granted in this article to those of Costa Kica, provided 
that Nicaragua, on its part, consents that the ships of Costa Rica shall enjoy 
in Nicaraguan waters the said privilege. 

All the concessions to which this article refers shall be extended t the 
other republics of Central America, or any of them, whenever Costa Rica 
and Nicaragua shall find themselves free from international obligations 
which may prevent it, or whenever one or more of said republics shall form 
a single nation with Costa Rica. 

ARTICLE XLI. 

In case it may be possible to utilize the waters of the canal and its depend- 
encies for the irrigation of plantations, gardens, and streets, or for the supply 
of towns that may be without it, or as motive power for private enterprises, 
the company shall have the power to supply it, collecting dues in proportion 


to the amount furnished, according to the tariff that it may establish in 
agreement with the Government. 


ARTICLE XLII. 

The association shall undertake at its expense the final surveys of the 
ground and the location of the line of the canal by a commission of competent 
engineers. ‘The Government of Costa Rica shall have the right of visiting 
and inspecting the final surveys which are in progress, and those already 
ras leted by an engineer appointed by said Government, and whose salary 
shall be paid by the association, the amount thereof to be fixed hereafter by 
special agreement between the Government and the com q 
a A period of two years and a half, to be counted from my OO of the rati- 

cation of this contract, is granted the association for the final surveys of the 
canal, and within the said time the association shall have to make the said 


final surveys, organize the com hich carry 
the work of construction. eas oT ee 


| 





The work of construction shall be understood to have commenced if within 
three years after its inception $2,000,000 have been expended on it. 

The period herein provided for shall admit of extension by the Republic 
at the aan of the associatior, and upon grounds of justice, in the judg- 
ment of the Government. 

ARTICLE XLII. 


A term of ten years is also granted to the association for the construction, 
completion, and opening to traffic the canal for maritime navigation. How- 
ever, should events of main force arise, duly justified and sufticient to im 
pede the regular progress of the works during the period of the said ten 

rears, an extension shall be granted equal in duration to the time that may 


ave been lost by such delays. 
If at the expiration of the ten years aforesaid the works should not be com- 
pleted so as to have the maritime communication between the two oceans 


opened, in consideration of the great capital the company may have invested 

in the enterprise, and the good will and ability it may have shown and the 

difficulties encountered, the Republic binds itself to grant a new extension. 
ARTICLE XLIV. 

As @ guaranty of the fulfillment of the obligations which the final com- 
pany which is to construct the canal incurs in accordance with articlé 42, it 
shall deposit to the order of the Government of Costa Rica, in a bank or ina 
mercantile house in this city, or with an agent which the Government mav 
designate, immediately after the certificates are issned, 1,000 shares of its 
capital stock of the normal value of $1@Jeach. The said 1,000shares of capital 
stock shall be considered in advance to the Government of the payment of 
the police and revenue expenses to be made under article 33, and the associa- 
tion shall be credited with the actual value of said shares at the time such 
payments are made. 

ARTICLE XLV. 


In consideration of the valuable privileges, franchises, and concessions 
granted by virtue of this contract to the association, the Republic shall re- 
ceive in shares, certificates, or other values representing the capital stock of 
the final company, an amount equal to li per cent of the total amount of issue 
of said capital stock, in shares or certificates of $100 each. This sum shall in 
no event be less than $1,500,000. Said shares shall be considered as fully paid 
up and two-thirds thereof shall not be transferable. All these shares shail 
participate in the benefits, interest, distributions, dividends, amortizations, 
rights, privileges, and all other advantages granted to paid-up shares, with- 
out any difference whatever. These shares, together with the other privi- 
leges herein granted by the association to the Government, shall be in full 
ay a to the —_— for all public unappropriated lands that may 
be flooded and for all the privileges and concession conferred by this con- 
tract, and shall cover completely all claims of this Seneegseo on the part of 
the State against the association or the finalcompany. The shares to which 
this article refers shall be delivered to the agent appointed by the Govern- 
ment for this — as soon as the company may be ready to issue certifi- 
cates of its capital. 

ARTICLE XLVI. 


From the earnings of the enterprise the company shall take, in the first 
place, the necessary amount to cover all the expenses for maintenance, opera- 
tion, and administration; all the sums necessary to secure the interest, which 
shall not exceed 6 per cent, and the amortization of the obligations and of the 
shares, and what remains shall form the net profits, of which at least 80 per 
cent shall be divided among the shareholders, it being understood that after 
the lapse of ten years after the completion of the canal the company shali in 
no case divide among its shareholders in payment of dividends, directly or 
indirectly, by issue of shares or otherwise, more than 15 per cent annually or 
in this proportion, from dues collected from the aforesaid canal; and where 
it shall appear that these dues yield a greater profit, they shall be reduced to 
the fixed limit of 15 per cent per annum. 

ARTICLE XLVIL. 


The present concession shall be forfeited: 

First. Through the failure on the part of the company to comply with a 
one of the conditions contained in Articles VII, XLII, and XLIUL. 

Second. If the service of the canal, after it is completed, is interrupted for 
six months, unless in case of unforeseen accidents or main force. 

When the concessions shall have been declared forfeited from whichever 
of these causes, the public lands granted by virtue of the present contra: 
shall revert ta the Republic in whatever condition they may be,and withou 
compensation, such lands as may have been alienated by the company with 
the formalities prescribed by law shall be excepted, provided that such 
alienations shall not have taken place within the six months preceding the 
date on which the company may have become legally liable to the penalty 
herein established. 

ARTICLE XLYIII. 


At the expiration of the ninety-nine years stipulated in this concession, or 
in the event of the forfeiture expressedin the preceding article, the Republic 
shall enter intothe possession in perpetuity of that part of the canal, its ware- 
houses, stations, and other establishments used for the management thereof 
that may be found within the national territory. Such works as may be 
found in waters in which the Republic has joint sovereignty shall belong to 
her in joint ownership. And in regard tosuch parts of the canal or of the 
waters thereof in which Costa Rica has not the eminent domain, but simply 
the right of use and free navigation, the Republic, at the expiration of the 
ninety-nine years, or in the cases of forfeiture above named, shall retain in 

erpstuity the said rights of use and free navigation. The Republic shall not 
te obliged to pay to the company any compensation for the same. 

There shall be excepted from this condition the vessels belonging to the 
company, its stores of coal and other materials, its mechanical worksh« 
its floating capital and reserve fund, and at the expiration of tlhe said ninety- 
nine years aiso.the lands ceded to it by the State under the present con- 
tract, excepting those in which the works indicated in the first part of this 
article may be found established, which will become the property of the 
State, with their immediate dependencies as necessary for the service of the 
canal and an integral part of the same. verte d ; 

But the company shall have the right, at the expiration of the aforesaid 
term of ninety-nine years, to the full enjoyment and a free use and controi 
of the canal and such parts thereof as may be within the territory of Costa 
Rica, with all the privileges and advantages granted by this concession in 
the capacity of lessee for a second period of ninety-nine years, upon payment 






” 





ny 


+ 
U 
bv 














Ns 
yps, 





to the Government of Costa Rica of vy od cent of the annual net profits of 
the enterprise, besides the dividends due to it for itsshare in the capital 
stock. 

The company shall have the right to fix at its discretion the dues referred 
to in article 39 of this concession, so that the shareholders, after the payment 


of 31} per cent is deducted, shall still receive dividends of 10 per cent per an- 
num on the whols capital. fi ‘ ; 

At the expiration of this second period of ninety-nine years the Govern- 
ment shall enter into perpetual possession of the canal and the other prop- 
erty referred to in the first part of this article; and this delivery shali also 
embrace everything excluded in the said first part. except the lands ceded 
to the association by this contract and the reserve and sinking fund. 
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The failure to comply with any of the conditions of the lease shall termi- 
nate it, and the State shall enter into the possession of the part of the canal 
which corresponds to it, owing to it being situated in Costa Rican territory 
or in the places in which Costa Rica is joint owner. and also of the other 
works which belong to the canal, in accordance with the provisions of the 


preceding paragraph. 
ARTICLE XLIX. 


Any misunderstanding that may arise between the Republic and the com- 
pany in regard to the interpretation of the present stipulations shall be sub- 
mitied to a court of arbitrators, composed of four members, two of whom 
shall be appointed by the State and two by the company. 

These arbitrators shall be designated by each parry welhin, the period of 
four months from the day on which one of them shall give notice to the other 
in writing of the want of agreement on the point atissue. Should one of the 
parties allow this period to lapse it shall be considered as assenting to the 
opinion or claim of the other. 

The majority of the votes of the arbitrators shall finally decide without 
recourse. In case of a tie vote the arbitrators shall appoint, by mutual con- 
sent, a fifth person, who shall decide, and in case of their default the respec- 
tive parties will appoint him. If they can not aapes to such appointment 
they shall draw by lot the names of the diplomatic representatives accred- 
ited to Costa Rica, and the first one drawn out shall exercise the functions of 
the fifth arbitrator. He shall concur on one of the two opinions, and_what 
may be so decided shall be final and without recourse of any kind. If the 
fifth arbitrator should fail, the second person drawn shall exercise these 
functions, and so on successively until the decision is reached. 

Prior to the initiation of the works of opening the canal the Government, 
in concurrence with the company, shall formulate a set of rules to be ob- 
served by the arbitrators in all matters relating to procedure. _ 

All questions between the association and private parties residing in Costa 
Rica shall be determined by the ordinary courts of Costa Rica in conformity 
with the legislation of the Republic. In matters pertaining to parties not 
residing in Costa Rica the rules of private international law shall be observed. 


ARTICLE L. 


This contract, after being approved by the honorable general President of 
the Republic, shall be submitted to the supreme legislative power for the 
purpose that if they deem it convenient they should impart to it the neces- 
sary ratification, and in case such . is not obtained the Nicara: 
Canal Association will be released from all the obligations to which it is 
bound by it. Such ratification or nonratification shall be made within one 
hundred and twenty days from this date. 

In witness whereof the undersigned have set their hands to four copies of 
the present contract, two for each party, in San José de Costa Rica, 3lst July, 
1838, 

PEDRO PEREZ ZELEDON. 
A. G. MENOCAL, 


APPENDIX C. 


{New Panama Canal Company—Concessions—Contracts with the United 
States of Colombia, dated March 20, 1878; December 10, 1890; April 4, 1893.]} 


Wyse CONCESSION, MARCH 20, 1878. 
(Translation from the Diario Official of Bogota, Wednesday, May 22, 1878.] 


CONTRACT FOR THE CONSTRUCTON OF AN INTEROCEANIC CANAL ACROSS 
COLOMBIAN TERRITORY. 


Eustorgio Salgar, secretary of the interior and of foreign relations of the 
United States of Colombia, duly authorized, of the one part, and of the other 
part Lucien N. B. Wyse, chief of the Isthmus Scientific Surveying Expedition 
in 1876, 1877, and 1878, member and delegate of the board of directors of the 
International Interoceanic Canal Association, presided by General Etienne 
Tiirr, in conformity with powers bestowed at Paris, from the 27th to the 29th 
of October, 1877, have celebrated the following contract: 

ARTICLE 1. The Government of the United States of Colombia grants to 
to Mr. Lucien N. B. Wyse, who accepts it in the name of the civil Interna- 
tional Interoceanic Canal Association, represented by their board of directors, 
the exclusive privilege for the construction across its territory, and for the 
operating of a canal between the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. Said canal 
may be constructed without restrictive stipulations of any kind. 

This concession is made under the following conditions: , 

First. The duration of the eavnene shall be for ninety-niné years from the 
day on which the canal shall be wholly or partially opened to public service, 
or when the grantees or their representatives commence to collect the dues 
on transit and navigation. 

Second. From the date of approbation by the Colombian Con for the 
opening of the interoceanic canal the Government of the Republic can not 
construct, nor concede to any company or individual, under any considera- 
tion whatever, the right to construct another canal across Colombian terri- 
tory which shall communicate the two oceans. Should the grantees wish to 
construct a rail as an auxiliary to the canal, the Government, with the 
exception of existing rights, can not grant to any other company or individ- 
ual the right to build another interoceanic railroad, nor do so itself during 
the time allowed for the construction and use of the canal. 

Third. The necessary studies of the ground and the route for the line of 
the canal shall be made at the expense of the grantees by an international 
commission of individuals and competent engineers, in which two Colombian 
engineers shall take part. Thecommission 1] determine the generalroute 
of the canal and report to the Colombian Government directly, or to its dip- 
lomatic agents in the United States or Europe, upon the results obtained, at 
the latest in 1881, unless unavoidable circumstances clearly proven should 

revent their so doing. The report shall comprise in duplicate the scientific 
bors performed and an estimate of the projected work. 

Fourth. The grantees shall then havea period of two a to organize a 
universal joint stock company, which shall take charge of the enterprise and 
of the construction of the canal. This term shall commence from the date 
mentioned in the preceding porearsen. 

Fifth. The canal shall be finished and placed at the public service within 
the subsequent twelve years after the formation of the company which will 
undertake its construction, but the executive power is authorized to nta 
further maximum term of six years in the case of encountering superhuman 
obstacles beyond the power of the comeney, and, if after one-third of the canal 
is built, the company should acknowledge the impossibility of concluding 
the work in the said twelve years. 

Sixth. The canal shall have the length, depth, and all other conditions 
requisite in order that sailing vessels and steamships measuring up to 140 me- 
ters long, 16-meters in width, and 8 meters in draft shall, with lowered top- 
mast, be able to pass the canal. 

Seventh. All public lands which may be required for the route of the canal, 
the ports, stations, wharves, moorings, warehouses, and in general for the 
construction and service of the canal as well as for the railway, should it be 
convenient to build it, shall be ceded gratis to the grantees. 

Eighth. These unoccupied public lands shall revert to the Government of 
the Hepublic with the railroad and canal at the termination of this privilege; 


there is also granted for the use of the canal a belt of land 200 meters wideon 
each side of its banks throughout all the distance which it may run, but the 
owners of lands on its banks shall have free access to the cana) and its ports 
as well as to the right of use of any roads which the grantees may open there: 
and this without paying any dues to the ar: F 

Ninth. If the lands through which the canal shall pass, or upon which the 
railroad may be built, should, in whole or in part, be private property, the 
grantees shall have the right to demand their expropriation  ( the Govern- 
ment according to all the legal formalities in such cases. The indemnity 
which shall be made to the landowners, and which shall be based on their 
actual value, shall be at the expense of the meee. The grantees shall en- 
Joy in this case, and in those of temporary occupation of private property, 
all the rights and privileges which the existing legislation confers. 

Tenth. The grantees may establish and operate at their cost the telegraph 
lines which they = consider useful as auxiliaries in the building and man- 
agement of the canal. 

Eleventh. It is, however, stipulated and agreed that if, before the payment 
of the security determined upon in article 2, the Colombian Government 
should receive any formal proposal, sufficiently ranteed, in the opinion 
of the said Government, to construct the canal in less time and under more 
advantageous conditions for the United States of Colombia, said proposal 
shall be communicated to the grantees or their representatives, that they 
may be substituted therein, in which case they shall be preferred; butif they 
do not accept such substitution, the Colombian Government, in the new con- 
tract which they may celebrate, shall exact, besides the guaranty men- 
tioned in article 2, the sum of $300,000 in coin, which shall be given as indem- 
~~ to the grantees. 

RT. 2, Within the term of twelve months from the date at which the in- 
ternational commission shall have presented the definite results of their 
studies the grantees shall deposit in the bank or banks of London, to be des- 
ignated by the national executive power, the sum of 750,000 francs, to the ex- 
clusion of all paper money, as security for the execution of the work. The 
receipt of said banks shall be a voucher for the fulfillment of said deposit. It 
is understood that if the grantees should lose that deposit by virtue of the 
stipulations contained in clauses 2 and 8 of article 22 of the present contract, 
the sum referred to, with interest accrued, shall become in toto the property 
of the Colombian Government. After the conclusion of the canal, said sum, 
without interest, which latter will in this case belong to grantees, shall re- 
main for benefit of the treasury, for the outlays which it may have incurred 
- may incur in the construction of buildings for the service of the public 
officers. 

Art. 3. If the line of the canal to be constructed from sea to sea should 
— to the west and to the north of the imaginary straight line which joins 

pe Tiburon with Garachiné Point, the grantees must enter into some 
amicable arrangement with the Panama Railroad Company, or pay an in- 
demnity, which shall be established in accordance with the provisions of law 
46, of August 16, 1867, ‘‘approving the contract celebrated on July 5, 1867, re- 
formatory of the contract of April 15, 1850, for the construction of an iron 
railroad from one ocean to the other through the Isthmus of Panama.” 

In case the international commission should choose the Atrato or some 
other stream already navigable as one of the entrances to the canal, the in- 

ess and egress by such stream, and the navigation of its waters. so long as 
+ - not ee to cross the canal, shall be open to commerce and free from 
all imposts. 

Art. 4. Besides the lands granted in paragraphs 7 and 8 of article 1, there 
shall be awarded to the grantees, as an aid for the accomplishment of the 
work, and not otherwise, 500,000 hectares of public lands, with the mines they 
may comprise, in the localities which the company may select. This award 
shall be made directly by the national executive power. The public lands 
situated on the seacoast, on the borders of the canal or of the rivers, shall be 
divided in alternate lots between the Governmentand the company, forming 
areas of from one to two thousand hectares. The measurements for the allot- 
ment or locating shall be made at the expense of the grantees and with the 
intervention of Government commissioners. The public lands thus granted, 
with the mines they may hold, shall be awarded to the grantees as fast as the 
work of construction of the canal progresses, and in accordance with rules 
to be laid down by the executive power. 

Within a belt of 2 myriameters on each side of the canal, and during 
five years after the termination of the work, the Government shall not have 
the right to grant other lands beyond the said lots until the company shall 
have called for the whole number of lots preated by this article. 

Art. 5. The Government of the Republic hereby declares the portsat each 
end of the canal, and the waters of the latter from sea to sea, to be neutral 
for all time; and consequently, in case of war among other nations, the tran- 
sit through the canal shall not be interrupted by such event, and the mer- 
chant vessels and individuals of all nations of the world may enter into said 
ports and travel on the canal without being molested or detained. In gen- 
eral, any vessel may pass freely without any discrimination, exclusion, or 
preference of nationalities or persons on payment of the dues and the ob- 
seryance of the rules established by the company for the use of the canal 
and its dependencies. Exception is to be made of foreign troops, which shall 
not have the right to pass without permission from Congress, and of the ves- 
sels of nations which, being at war with the United States of Colombia, may 
not have attained the right to pass through the canal at all times —— 
treaties wherein is guaranteed the sovereignty of Colombia over the Isthmus 
of Panama and over the territory whereon the canal is to be cut, besides im- 
munity and neutrality of the said canal, its ports, bays, and dependencies and 
the adjacent seas. : 

ART. 6. The United States of Colombia reserves to themselves the right to 

s their vessels, troops, ammunitions of war at all times and without pay- 
ing any dues whatever. The passage of the canal is strictly closed to war 
vessels of nations at war, and which may not have acquired, by public treaty 
with the Colombian Government, the right to s by the canal at all times. 

ArT.7. The grantees will enjoy the right during the whole time of the 
privilege to use the ports at the termini of the canal, as well as intermediate 
points, for the anchorage and repair of one. and the loading, depositing, 
transshi ping. or landing of merchandise. The ports of the canal shall be 
open and free to the commerce of ail nations, and no import duties shall be 
exacted, except on merchandise destined to ba introduced for the consump 
tion of the rest of the Republic. The said ports shall, therefore, be open to 
importations from the commencement of the work, and the custom-housesand 
the revenue service which the Government may deem convenient for the 
collection of duties on merchandise destined for other portions of the Re- 
public shall be established, in order to prevent introduction of smuggled 


s. 
ART. 8. The executive pores shall dictate, for the protection of the finan- 
cial interests of the Republic, the regulations conducive to the prevention 
of smuggling, and shall have the power to station, at the cost of the nation, 
the number of men which a may deem necessary for that service. 

Out of the indispensable officials for that service ten shall be paid by the 
company, afid their salaries shall not exceed those enjoyed by employees of 
the same rank in the Barranquilla custom-house. : 

The company shall carry gratis through the canal, or on the auxiliary rail- 
way, the men destined for the service of the nation, for the service of the 
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he canal ma ss, or for the service of the 
— pe Ay ne ee eedin against Leeign enemies or for the pre- 
y ae ion of public order, and shall also transport gratis the baggage of such 
Sa their war materials, armament, and clothing which they may need for 
the service assigned to them. |. ich ad a ‘ 

The subsistence of the public force which may be deemed necessary for 
the safety of the interoceanic transit shall likewise be at the expense of the 
company. : 

% he grantee shall have the right to introduce, free of import or 
-— “hates. of whatover class, all the ‘instruments, machinery, tools, fix- 
tures, provisions, clothing for laborers, which they may need during all the 
time allowed to them for the construction and use of the canal. The ~ 
carrying cargoes for the use of the enterprise shall enjoy free entry into 
whatever point shall affurd them easy access to the line of the canal. 

Art. 10. No taxes, either national, municipal, of tho State, or of any other 
class, shall be levied upon the canal, the ships that navigate it, the tugs and ves- 
sels at the service of the grantees, their warehouses, workshops, and offices, 
factories of whatever class, storehouses, wharves, machinery, or other works 
or property of whatever character belonging to them, and which they may 
need for the service of the canal and its de sndencies during the time con- 
coded for its construction and operation. The grantees shall also have the 
richt to take from unoccupied lands the materials of any kind which they 
may require without paying any compensation forthesame. _ 

Ant. ll. The passengers, money, precious metals, merchandise, and arti- 
cles and effects of all kinds which may be transported over the canal shail 
also be exempt from all duties, national, municipal, transit, and others. The 
same exemption is extended to all articles and merchandise for interior or 
exterior commerce which may remain in deposit, according tothe conditions 
which may be stipulated, with the company in the storehouses and stations 

elonging to them. 
a ne. 13. Ships desiring to cross the canal shall present at the port of the 
terminus of the canal at which they may arrive their respective registers 
and other sailing papers prescribed by the laws and_public treaties, so that 
the vessels may navigate without interruption. Vessels not having said 
papers, or which should refuse to present them, may be detained and pro- 
ceeded against according to law. , I 

Arr. 13. The Government allows the immigration and free access to the 
lands and shops of the grantees of all the employees and workingmen, of 
whatever nationality, who may be contracted for the work, or who may come 
to engage themselves to work on the canal, on condition that such employees 


or laborers shall submit to the existing laws and to the regulations estab- | 


lished by the company. The Government promises them support and pro- 
tection and the enjoyment of their rights and guaranties, in conformity with 
the national constitution and laws, during the time they may sojourn on 
Colombian territory. 

The national peons and laborers employed on the work of the canal shall 
be exempt from all requisition of military service, national as well as of the 
State. 

Arr. 14. In order to indemnify the oe of the construction, mainte- 
nance, and working expenses incurred by thom they shall have, during the 
whole period of the privilege, the exclusive right to establish and collect for 
the passage of the canal and its ports the dues for light-houses, anchorage, 
transit, navigation, repairs, pilotage, towage, hauling, storage, and of sta- 
tion, according to the tariff which they may issue, and which they may 
modify at any time under the following express conditions: 

First. soee shall collect these dues, without any exceptional favor, from 
all vessels in like circumstances. 

Second. The tariffs shall be published four months before their enforce- 
ment in the Diario Oficial of the Government, as well as in the capitals and 
the principal commercial ports of the countries interested. 

nird. The principal navigation dues to be collected shall not.exceed the 
sum of 10 franes for each cubic meter resulting from the multiplication of 
the principal dimensions of the submerged part of the ship in transit (length, 
breadth, and draft). ' . 

Fourth. The principal dimensions of the ship in transit—that is to say, the 
maximum exterior length and breadth at the water line, as well as the great- 
est draft—shall be the metrical dimensions inserted in the official clearance 
papers, excepting any modifications supervening during the voyage. The 





and for public utility, it is understood that it shall always be kept free from 
political influences. 

The company shall take the name of ‘‘The Universal Interoceanic Canal 
Association;” its residence shall be fixed in Bogota, New York, London, or 
Paris, as the grantees may choose; branch offices may be established wher- 
ever necessary. Its contracts, shares, bonds, and titles of its property shall 
never be subjected by the Government of Colombia to any charges for regis- 

ry, emission, stamps, or —- similar imposts upon the sale or transfer of 
ese shares or bonds, as well as on the profits produced by these values. 

ART. 19. The company is authorized to reserve as much as 10 per cent of 
the shares emitted to form a fund of shares to the benefit of the founders 
and promoters of the enterprise. Of the products of the concern the com- 
pany take, in the first place, what is necessary to cover all expenses of re- 
pairs, operations, and administration, and the share which belongs to the 
Government, as well as the sums necessary for the payment of the interest 
and the amortization of the bonds, and, if possible, the fixed interest or divi- 
dend of the shares; that which remains will be consided as net profit, out of 
which £0 per cent at least will be divided among the shareholders. 

ART. 20. The Colombian Government may appoint a special delegate in the 
board of directors of the company whenever it may consider it useful to do 
so. This delegate shall enjoy the same advantages as are granted to ‘the 
other directors by the by-laws of the company. 

The grantees pledge themselves to appoint in the capital of the Union, near 
the National Government, a duly authorized agent for the purpose of clear- 
ing up all doubts and presenting any claims to which this contract may give 
rise. Reciprocally, and in the same sense, the Government shall appoint an 
agent, who shall reside in the principal establishment of the company situ- 
ated on the line of the canal; and, according to the national constitution, the 
difficulties which may arise between the contracting parties shall be sub- 
mitted to the decision of the Federal supreme court. 

ART. 21. The grantees, or those who in the future may succeed them in 
their rights, may transfer these rights to other capitalists or financial com- 
panies; ‘but it is absolutely prohibited to cede or mortgage them under any 
consideration whatever to any nation or foreign government 

ART. 22. The grantees, or their representatives, shall lose the right hereby 
acquired in the following cases: 

irst. If they do not deposit, on the terms agreed upon, the sum which by 
way of security must insure the execution of the work. 

Second. If in the first year of the twelve that are allowed for the con- 
struction of the canal the works are not already commenced, in this case 
the company shall lose the sum deposited by way of security, together with 
the interest that may have accrued, all of which will remain for the benefit 
of the Republic. 

Third. If at the end of the second period fixed in paragraph 5 of article 1 
the canal is not transitable, in this case also the company shall lose the sum 
deposited as security; which, with the interests accrued, shall remain for 
the benefit of the Republic. 

Fourth. If they violate the prescriptions of article 21; and, 

Fifth. If the service of the canal should be interrupted for a longer period 
than six months without its being occasioned by the acts of God, etc. 

In_cases 2, 3, 4, and 5, the Federal supreme court shall have the right to 
decide whether the privilege has become annulled or not. 

ART. 23. In all cases of decisions of nullity, the public lands mentioned in 
clauses 7 and 8 of article 1, and such lands as are not settled or inhabited 
from among those granted by article 4, shall revert to the possession of the 
Republic in the condition they may be found in, and without any indemnity 
whatever, as well as the buildings, materials, works, and improvements 
which the grantees may possess along the canal and its accessories. The 
grantees shall only retain their capital, vessels, provisions, and in general all 


| movable property. 


ships’ captains and the company’s agents may demand a new measurement, | 


which operations shall be carried out at the expense of the petitioner; and, 
Fifth. The same measurement—that is to say, the number of cubic meters 
contained in the parallelopipedon circumscribing the submerged part of the 
ship—shall serve as a basis for the determination of the other accessory dues. 
ArT. 15. By way of compensation for the rights and exemptions which are 
allowed to the grantees in this contract the Government of the Republic shall 


be entitled to a share amounting to 5 per cent on all collections made by the | 
company, by virtue of the dues which may be imposed in conforming with | 
article 14, during the first twenty-five years after the sponing of the canal to | 


the public service. From the twenty-sixth up to the fi 
it shall be entitled to a share of 6 per cent: from the fifty-first tothe seventy- 


tieth year, inclusive, | 


fifth, to 7 per cent, and from the seventy-sixth to the termination of the privi- | 


lege, to8 percent. It is understood that these shares shall be reckoned, as 
has been said, on the gross income from all sources, without any deduction 
whatever for expenses, interest on shares or on loans, or debts against the 
company. 

‘The Government of the Republic shall have the right to appoint a commis- 
sioner or agent, who shall intervene in the collections and examine the ac- 
counts, and the distribution or payment of the shares coming to the Govern- 
ment shall be made in due half-yearly installments. The product of the 5, 6 
7, and 8 per cent shall be distributed as follows: F 

Four-tifths of it shall go to the Government of the Republic, and the remain- 
ing one-fifth to the government of the State through whose territory the 
canal may pass. 

The company guarantees to the Government of Colombia that the share 
of the latter shall in no case be less than the sum of $250,000 a year, which is 
the same as that received as itsshare in the earnings of the Panama Railroad, 
so that if, in any year, the 5 per cent share should not reach said sum it shall 
be completed out of the common funds of the company. 

Ant. 16. The grantees are authorized torequire payment in advance of any 
canes which they may establish; nine-tenths of these charges shall be made 
payable in gold, and only the remaining one-tenth part shall be payable in 
silver of 25 grammes, of a fineness of 900. 

Arr. 17. The ships which shall infringe upon the rules established by the 
company shall be subject to the payment of a fine which said company shall 
fix in its regulations, of which due notice shall be given to the public at the 
time of the issue of the tariff. Should they refuse to pay said fine, nor fur- 
_ sufficient security, they may be detained and prosecuted according to 
_ laws. The same procee ings may be observed for the damages they may 


ve ca ; 
Art. 18. If the opening of the canal shall be deemed financiall possible, 
ot grantees are authorized to form, under the immediate protecdian of the 
4 ombian Government, a universal joint. stock company, which shall un- 
ertake the execution of the work, taking charge of all financial transac- 


tions which may be needed. As this enterprise is essentially international, 


| 


Arr. 24. Five years previous to the expiration of the ninety-nine years of 
the privilege, the executive power shall appoint a commissioner to examine 
the condition of the canal and annexes, and, with the knowledge of the com- 
pany or its agents on the Isthmus, to make an official report, describing in 
every detail the condition of the same and pointing out what repairs may be 
necessary. This report will serve to establish in what condition the canal 
and its dependencies shall be delivered to the National Government on the 
day of expiration of the privilege now granted. 

Anr. 25. The enterprise of the canal is reputed to be of public utility. 

Arr. 26. This contract, which will serve as a substitute for the provisions 
of law 33 of May 26, 1876, and the clauses of the contract celebrated on the 
28th of May of the same year,shall be submitted for the approval of the Pres- 
ident of the union and the definite acceptance by the Congress of the nation. 
; _In witness whereof they sign the present in Bogota, on the 20th March, 

S78: 
EUSTORGIO SALGAR. 
LUCIEN N. B. WYsE. 


Boaota, March 23, 1878. 
dparoved. 
The President of the union: 
AQUILEO PARRO. 
The secretary of the interior and of foreign relations: 
EUSTORGIO SALGAR. 
By decree of Congress, May 17, 1878, approved May 18, 1878, the foregoing 
contract, with certain modifications in the original draft, was duly approved. 
In the foregoing translation of the contract the modifications introduced by 
this decree have been incorporated, for convenience, with the contract as 
originally signed, so that the translation represents the actual form of the 
contract as modified and finally approved by Congress. 


NOTE FROM LUCIEN N. B. WYSE, WHEREIN HE DECLARES HE ACCEPTS ALL 
THE MODIFICATIONS MADE BY LAW 2% TO THE CONTRACT FOR THE CON- 
STRUCTION OF THE INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 


To the Honorable Secretary of the Interior and Foreign Relations: 


I have the honor to inform you that I accept each and all of the modifica- 
tions introduced by Congress to the contract which I celebrated with Sejfior 
Eustorgio Salgar, your worthy predecessor in the department of the interior 
and foreign relations, for the construction of the interoceanic canal, which 
contract was approved by the executive power under date of March 23 last. 

The modifications to which I have alluded are.those recorded in law No. 28 
of the 18th instant. 

I hasten to lay this declaration before the Government of Colombia, so 
that it may be taken in consideration, in order that said law may be effective 
in all its paris. 

Bogota, May 18, 1878. 

LuctrEen N. B. WYSE, 
Chief of the International Scientific Commission for the Survey 
of the Isthmus, Member and Delegate from the Board of 
Directors of the Interoceanic Canal Association. 
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Additional contract modifying that of March 23, 1878, approved by law 28 of the 
same year. 


LAW 107 OF 189. (DECEMBER 26)—EXTENSION OF TEN YEARS FOR THE OPEN- 
ING OF THE INTEROCEANIC CANAL ACROSS COLOMBIAN TERRITORY. 
Tur CONGRESS OF COLOMBIA DECREEs: 


OnLY ARTICLE. The contract mettyee that of March 23, 1878, for the 
of an interoceanic canal across Colombian territory, concluded be- 


nin 
tween is excellency the minister of foreign affairs and Mr. Lucien N. B. 
Wyse, spoget representative of the receiver of the Compagnie Universelle du 
caeal e Panama, is approved in all its parts, which contract is literally as 
ollows: 


Antcnio Roldan, minister of Soten affairs, duly authorized by his excel- 
lency the President of the Republic, hereinafter called the “*Government,” 
of the one part, and Lucien N. B. Wyse, naval commander, engineer, origi- 
nal concessionary of the interoceanic canal, and — delegate of the re- 
ceiver of the Compagnie Universelle du Canal nama, under powers of 
attorney executed at Paris May 16, 1890, hereinafter called the ‘‘ concession- 
ary,” of the other part, have agreed to modify the contract of March 28, 1878 
for the opening of an interoceanic canalacross Colombian territory, approved 
by law 28 of the same year, in accordance with the following stipulations: 

ARTICLE FrxsT. The Government grants to the receiver of the Compa- 
gnie Universelle du Canal de Panama an extension of ten years within which 
the canal is to be finished and ~~ in public operation; the said extension is 
consented to, subject to the following conditions: 

First. The concessionary agrees to transfer all the plant of the company in 
liquidation to a new company, which shall undertake the completion of the 
work of the interoceanic canal. 

Second. Thenew company shall be formally organized with a capital suffi- 
cient for this purpose, and shall resume the work of excavation in a serious 
and permanent manner not later than February 28, 1893. 

Third, 'The concessionary, or his successors, shall furnish monthly to the 
National Government at Panama the sum of ten thousand (10,000) piastres, 
in Colombian coin of 0.835, for the maintenance of two hundred and fifty (250) 
men of the military garrison of the Department of Panama, whom the Gov- 
ernment undertakes to assign for the preservation of order and for the 
security of the line of the canal during the work of excavation and upon its 
termination for the protection of interoceanic transit. 

In case the company should have need of a greater number of men of the 
ublic forces, the Government will assign them to said service, taking them 
rom the military garrison of the Department, but the additional expense oc- 

casioned by this increase, reckoned upon the basis already established, shall 
also be borne by the company. : 

The company binds itself to furnish eae set apart for the occupancy of 
the rome upon points on the line at which the Government has none of its 
own. The last part of article § of the original contract for the privilege is 
modified in these respects. ; 

Fourth. Thenavigation of the lakes which may form part of the canal shall 
be free to small vessels, in accordance with the regulations which the com- 

ny may prescribe for this purpose. The latter shall not be responsible for 
the inherent risks of this navigation. The internal regulation of the lakes 
shall be settled by the Govermentat the proper time, taking into account the 
general interests of the enterprise. 

Fifth. The company binds itself to reestablish public transit at the mouth 
of the Rio Grande by means of bridges or boats, as it shall consider most 

racticable, and if, in consequente of the number of vessels, passage should 
ome hereafter too difficult, the company shall reestablish it between Em- 
perador and Arraijan to the satisfaction of the Government. 

ARTICLE SECOND. Beside the public lands granted _ gratis by the contract 
of 1878, the expropriation of lands, buildings, and plantations which shall 
prove necessary to the canal and its dependencies shall be made by the Goy- 
ernment on account of the company, in conformity with the 9th condition of 
article first of the aforesaid contract, approved by law 28 of 1878. 

Such expropriations shall be made with all speed which the legislation of 
the country yrs the subject permits. The expropriated real estate shall be 
immediately delivered over to the concessionary or his successors. 

ARTICLE THIRD. The Government also undertakes to take the necessary 
steps for restoring to the new commnny the complete enjoyment of the lands 


aenees to the company in liquidation unlawfully occupied by private per- 
sons, and to procure a judicial decree that ail persons who, without previous 
consent, shall have built or planted upon the lands bought by the company 


in liquidation for the purpose of works of excavation, installation, and un- 
loading shall have no right to any indemnity. 

ARTICLE FOURTH. As compensation for the services which the Govern- 
ment agrees to render, in accordance with the two preceding articles, the 
concessionary, or his succcessors, shall pay to the Government ten million 
(10,000,000) francs in gold, and shall issue to it, gratis, in addition, five million 
(5,000,000) francs in ten thousand (10,000) dividend-bearing shares of the new 
company of five hundred gn be pe each, full paid, having the right to no 
other dividends than those which are declared on ordinary shares; the said 
ten thousand (10,000) shares shall remain attached to their respective stubs 
until the other shares shall be full paid; but, upon notice to the company, the 
age shall have the power, when it shall seo fit, to assign or pledge 

em. 

The ten million (10,000,000) francs to which this article refers shall be paid 
by the concessionary, or by his suecessors, in five (5) equal annual install- 
ments; the first being paid three (3) months after the new company for the 
completion of the canal shail be fully organized, in conformity with the sec- 
ond condition of article first. From this sum shall be deducted two million 
five hundred thousand (2,500,000) See well as the interest accrued up to 
the date of the present contract, which the Government owes to the company 
in liquidation for the loan of 1883, the deduction being made, in the first place, 
for the purpose of fixing the amount of the five (5) installments just men- 
tioned. By this payment the said loan shall be finally discharged. 

ARTICLE FIFTH. A special member, whom the Government has the right 
to appoint in the sompene's board of directors, in conformity with article 20 
of the contract in force, ll enjoy in the new company to be organized for 
the completion of the canal the same advantages and compensation nted 
to the other eee df the charter of the company, but neither the said 
appointee nor the official agent of the Government residing in the Isthmus 

ll make any publication relative to the company without the express 
authorization of the Government. 

ARTICLE SIXTH. If the new company for the completion of the canal shall 
not be.organized, and if the work of excavation on the canal shall not be 
resumed within the iod fixed by the second condition of article first, the 
contract in force shall lapse and the Republic shall enter into the ion 
and enjoyment, without the necessity of a previous judicial decree and with- 
out indemnity, of the works of the canal and its annexes, which revert to it 
in accordance with article ihird of the contract of 1878. 

Sec. ist. It is understood that the contract shall also lapse; and the pro- 
visions of this article shall become applicable if, the company for the com- 
pletion of the canal not being —. before February 28, 1893, the — 


representative of the Compagnie Universelle du Canal Interocéanique, or 


successors, abandon the maintenance of the works, plant, and buildi 
a the Isthmus and belonging to the company, paemenr 

Sec. . The maintenance of the poopact enumerated in the precedine 
paragraph shall be considered abandoned when the legal representatiy« + 

e Compagnie Universelle du Canal punenelnens liquidation, or }} 
successors, shall discharge the force of employees which he now has on  |\. 
Isthmus, or shall cease to make the necessary expenditure for preventiy. 
the loss or deterioration of the said property. — 

Sec. 8rd. It is moreover understood that the buildings, plant, works. a, a 
improvements which are to become the property of the Republic under the 
circumstances es in this article, and in conformity with article 2: of 
the contract of 1878, shall be inalienable, and are to be in good condition, s1). 
owe Pree seen arising from use, from unavoidable causes, or } rom 
accident. 

ARTICLE SEVENTH. As soon as the company for the completion of +), 
canal shall be legally organized, and shall Bave resumed the work ae - 
formity with the provisions of the second condition of article first of this 
contract, the Gevernment shall assign to it in the Department of Panama th, 
two hundred and = thousand (250,000) hectares of public lands to which it 
has been already d red by decisions of the executive power to be entitled, 
and shall issue toit the ective patents, provided that the legal formalit.cs 
in the premises be ncsomeiicndh on the part of the company. 

ARTICLE EIGHTH. The security of seven hundred and fifty thousand 
(750,000) francs deposited by the canal company in accordance with artic}, 
second of the contract in force shall be maintained as a guaranty for the f\\|- 
fillment of the obligations arising from the said contract, and of those as- 
sumed by the concessionary under the provisions of the present contract. - 

ARTICLE NINTH. All rights and obligations created by the contract of 
March 23, 1878, for the opening of an interoceanic canal across Colombian ter- 
ritory, approved by law 28 of the same year, shall continue in full force and 
vigor without other restrictions and modifications than those contained iy 
the present contract. 

ARTICLE TENTH. In order that the present contract may have full forcs 
and effect, it shall be submitted to the approval of His Excellency the Presi- 
dent of the Republic, and to that of a. 

Done in duplicate at Bogota, the 10th day of December, 1890. 

ANTONIO ROLDAN. 
Lucian N.B. Wysr. 


APPENDIX D. 


TREATY BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA AND THE REPUBLIO 
OF NICARAGUA PROVIDING FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF AN INTEROCEANIU 
CANAL ACROSS THE TERRITORY OF NICARAGUA, 


The United States of America and the Republic of Nicaragua recognizing 
the importance of an interoceanic communication across the Isthmus at 
Nicaragua which shall bring into close communication the ports of North 
and South America, and shall facilitate commerce between Europe and tho 
— of the Pacific, between the eastern ports of Asia and the Atlantic sea- 

oard, and the ports of the United States on the Pacific and Atlantic, have 
agreed for this ae to build a canal, and to thatend to concludea treaty, 
and have accordingly named as their peapecteve plenipotentiaries the Presi- 
dent of the United States, Frederick T. Frelinghuysen, Secretary of State of 
the United States of America, and the President of Nicaragua, General Joa- 
quin Zavala, ex-president of the Republic of Nicaragua, who, after communi- 
cating to each other their full powers, found in due and proper form, have 
agreed upon the following articles: 

ARTICLE I. The canal shall be built by the United States of America and 
owned ~ them and the Republic of Nicaragua, and managed as hereinafter 


rovide 
FE Art. II. There shall be perpetual alliance between the United States of 
America and the Republic of Nicaragua, and the former agree to protect 
the integrity of the territory of the latter. 

Art Ill. A practicable ship canal for vessels of the largest size now com- 
monly used in commerce shall be commenced by the United States and bo 
prosecuted to as speedy conclusion as circumstances may permit, subject to 
the limitation provided in Article XX of this convention. This canal shall 
follow what may be decided to be the most available route from ocean to 
ocean; and the United States in building the canal shall enjoy the fullest 
liberty in its construction, and in its location, and that of its dependencies, 
accessories, and works, as well as in the selection of entrance ports. 

Should it be found necessary or desirable to leave the bed of the San Juan 
River at any point and to construct a lateral canal the Government of Nica- 
ragua reserves the right to require the establishment of a lock communica- 
tion for vessels of 6 feet draft and 160 feet length, between the lower part of 
the river and that part used for the canal; but the Government of Nicaragua 
will advise the United States of its wishes in this regard so soon as work 
shall be be in the river, and it is expressly stipulated that Nicaragua 
alone shall be responsible for the maintenance and operation of this commu- 
nication, and for the navigable condition of the lower river. 

Art. IV. For the purpose of eevee ae this agreement the Republic of 
Nicaragua agrees to give the Uni States free use of Lake Nicaragua, to 
furnish, free of cost, alithe necessary to the construction, maintenance, 
use, and enj ent of the canal, and for any probable future enlargement 
thereof, whether these spaces be upon the dry land, in the lakesand upon 
their islands, in the rivers and upon their islands, or at the ports and road- 
steads of the two oceans, together with their surroundings and declivities 
and all the spaces required for the deposit of materials from excavations an d 
cuttings, from the overflow arising from dams in the rivers, for all dovia- 
tions of streams from their channels, as well as for reservoirs, aikes, piers, 
docks, spaces about locks, for lights, beacons, storehouses, machine shops, 
buildings, and for whatever other thing necessary, and, in short, all lands, 
waters, and places within the a of Nicaragua required for the con- 
struction, maintenance, use, and business of the canal, including a railway, 
from one terminus of the canal to the other, substantially parallel toand near 
the bank of the canal and along the southern shore of Lake Nicaragua, to- 
gether with a telegraph line, should the United States decide to construct 
either said railway or telegraph line, or both, which shall be regarded for all 
purposes of this treaty as part of the canal so long as they are maintained. 

Art. V. The work be declared one of public utility, and for the pur- 

oses of building and operating the canal, railway, and telegraph line, tho 

naee of Nicaragua undertakes to expropriate lands belonging to indivic- 
uals. Any private p rty and realestate actually held by individuals or 
corporations which shall be taken or used by the United States for the con- 
struction of the canal or its accessories, or for their maintenance, shall be so 
taken upon condemnation and appraisement of the value of such property, 
and the Government of the United States will pay to the owners thereof the 
value fixed by a commission of assessors a three members, one of 
whom shall be appointed Lt the President of the United Sta one by the 
President of Nicaragua, and the third to be chosen by these two jointly. 

The United States or the board of managers hereafter rovii for, as the 
ease may be, shall have the right to take from —— Gaile of Nicaragua 
any materials whatever needed for the cons‘@u , preservation, mainte- 


nance, and use of the canal, and of its ports, dependencies, accessories, and 
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j ts. When materials are taken from te lands the United States 
oat sald board of — —— in use all the rights the Re- 


pul slic of Nicaragua — 8 bot Ni 
As mtract of the Government of Nicaragua with Mr. F. A. Pellas, 
As i8 tho nen tion, that Government engages that the said contract 


relating tosteam navi 
; t be consid applicable to the ane operations of either party 
. Se ee avealien in co cting or operating the canal, or any part of it, 


during the time the contract has yet to run, this exemption to include neces- 
sary canal work and reneportation on Lake Nicaragua and the rivers of the 
Republic; further, the said Government of Nicaragua agrees that should the 
Government of the United States, during the period the said contract has yet 
to run, find it advisable to purchase the franchise, property, and rights now 
held by said Pellas by virtue of said contract, the said franchise, property, 
and rights shall be expropriated by the same form and under the same con- 


ditions as are fixed in this article for the expropriation of other private prop- 


tr 
7 Should the United States in the construction of the said works find it 
necessary to occupy any lands belonging to the Republic, they shall have the 
right to do so free of charge during such temporary occupation, and the land 
so occupied, if sold orotherwise alienated, be conveyed with the reserva- 
tion of this temporary right of a bythe Uni States. 

Art. VI. The United States shall have the right throughout the extent of 
the canal, and of its accessories, de mcies, and adjuncts, as well as at its 
mouths on both oceans, and in the eand rivers which the canal route may 
traverse, and that may be used in any manner in connection with the canal 
construction, to enter upon work of any kind whatsoever deemed necessary 
by the engineers for the construction of a safe, effective, durable, and dy 
route for the transit of vessels from ocean to ocean, without let or hindrance 
of any kind from the Government or le of the Republic of Nicaragua; 
and also for the construction of the said railway and an line, ; 

Art. VIL. A of territory 2} English miles in width, the middle of this 
strip to coincide with the center line of the canal, and also a strip 2} miles 
wide around the southern end of the lake where the lake is used as a water 
course for the canal, as well as a stri miles wide along the river where the, 
river is used as a part of the canal, shall be set aside for the work and owned 
by the two contracting parties, and where the railway and ee h line 
aforesaid may of soa pass beyond the bounds of such strip of land a plot 
one-half of a mile in width, whose center line shall coincide with the railwa 
outside of the belt reserved for the canal, shall also be so set aside and owned. 
And all the land in this article referred to shall be subject to the agreement 
hereinbefore made as to lands, when owned by the State or by private indi- 
viduals, necessarily used in the prosecution of the work; but the said lands in 
this article described shall not include towns, villages, or cities now in exist- 
ence. In such case only that shall be considered as embraced in this 
article as is absolutely essential to the economical prosecution or administra- 
tion of thework. Over these strips in time of Nicaragua shall exercise 
civil jurisdiction, and its inhabitants shall not m any way be considered as 
impaired in their rights as citizens of the Republic. 

Art. VILL. No custom-house tolis or other taxes or impositions of any sort 
or kind shall be levied by the Government of Nicaragua upon any vessels 
passing the canal, their cargoes, stores, passengers, crews, or ge, or for 
unloading, loading, docking, or repairing vessels, it being the intent of this 
agreement that vessels, their cargoes, passengers, and crews, shall pass the 
canal free of any charge other than that im upon them by the two Gov- 
ernments in their capacities as et ny, of the work. Nicaragua may, how- 
ever, provide a police system along the line of the canal to keep the eand 
to prevent smuggling into her territory, the reasonable cost of which, as ap- 
proved from time to time by the board of managers, shall be a charge upon 
the revenues of the canal. 

The board of managers shall have the right to discharge and reload ships 
in transit, at such points as may be convenient, in order to make repairs,or 
to lighten the vessel, or to shift cargo, by reason of — cause rendering any 
of these acts necessary, or may teosueni cargo without being subject to 
search, exactions, dut or taxes of any kind; but before beginning such 
operations notice thereof must be given to the nearest customs authority. 

Arr. IX. The Government of the Republic of Nicaragua, in conformity 
with the laws, shall lend its protection to the neers, contractors, agents, 
employees, and laborers employed in the co ction, maintenance, and 
management of the and its accessories, and they shall be wholly 
exempt from military requisitions and forced loans; but if any such persons 
shall —— real estate outside the stri pou for in Article VIII hereof 
they shall be subject to the taxes fixed by law. 

The Government of Nicaragua guarantees to the canal and its accessories, 
and to its agents of all classes, security under the laws of the country against 
domestic acts of hostility, in the same degree as in the case of other bit- 
ants, ngeree all its powers for their protection. 

Arr. X. Contracts for the construction, maintenance, and management 
of the canaland itsaccessories may be enforced according to the laws of Nica- 
ragua and the provisions of this convention. ; 

Art. XI. The canal and its accessories and dependencies of every kind 
shall be exempt, in peace and in war, from every form of taxation upon real 
or personal property acquired in virtue of this convention, and from every 
form of direct or indirect taxation, contributions, local taxes, or other dues 
in respect to the ownership and use of the canal and its accessories, or of 
the buildings, or constructions, or equipments, or appliances appertaining 
thereto, or to the ports and maritime establishments thereof anywhere in 
~ ners. and upon the lands set aside for the purposes of the canal and 

accessories. 

The Repenite of Nicaragua binds itself not to establish tonnage dues, an- 
chorage, light, wharf, or pilot dues, or charges of any class whatsoever upon 
vessels of whatever kind, or upon merchandise, or crews, or passengers, or 
ex or silver, or diamonds, or anything traversing the canal, all such dues 

eing for the benefit of the two Governments in their capacity as joint own- 
ers and managers of the canal and its accessories; but merchandise, loaded 
or unloaded in any part of the canal or its accessories, coming from or des- 
tined to Nicaragua and intended for sale, shall pay dues for exportation or 
importation, fixed by the revenue laws of Nicaragua. , 

Ant. XII. All articles necessary for the construction and repair of the 
canal and its accessories may be imported without duty or tax of any kind 
being laid thereon by the Government of Nicaragua, including such iron, 
Bteel, locomotives, cars, telegraph wires and instruments, tugs, dredges, and 
vessels or other thi as may at any time be used in the construction, im- 
provement, prosecution, or maintenance of the work, or in the maintenance 
or improvement of the same after its completion; and during the construc- 
tion of the canal and its accessories, all supplies, whether personal or other- 
wise, except tobacco, spirits, or wines, used by those eng in the work, 
shall be free of any customs or other tax, but no such supplies shall be per- 
mitted to be sold to those not actually engaged in the work, or to be smug- 
gled into or sold in the interior. 

All vessels in the service of the canal and its accessories, with their equip- 
ments and outfits, arriving at “7 port of Nicaragua from any point what- 
ever, shall be free of all duties an port charges. 

Ant. XIII. For and in consideration of the preceding articles the United 
States of America agree to furnish the money and to build the said canal and 
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its accessories, incl , if found advisable, the said railway and telegraph 
line, together with all ks, locks, machine shops, repair shops, mo 
mac feeders, etc., it being the intent of this agreement that the United 
States of America shall build and complete the canal, with everything apper- 
pm my for the safe and speedy ge of the vessels hereinbefore 
described, and for through communication between ocean and ocean, and 
such loading and repairing as may be necessary, at their sole cost and with- 
out expense to the Government of Nicaragua. 

Arr. XTV. The United States shall have exclusive control of the construc- 
tion of the canaland railway and telegraph line if the same be built, and shall 
be invested with all the rights and powers necessary thereto. The manage- 
ment, care, and protection of the canal and its accessories, including the said 
railway and ——— line if built, under the general supervision of the two 
Governments, shall be intrusted to a board of managers, which shall consist 
of six members, three of whom shall be appointed by the President of the 
United States, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate thereof, 
should the Senate be in session; or, should the Sonate not be in session, the 
three members shall be appointed by the President subject to confirmation 
by the Senate at its next session, and three by the Republic of Nicaragua. 

Any vacancy which may occur among the members of the board appointed 
by the President of the United States shall be filled by the said President, in 
the manner provided in the United States for filling vacant Government 
offices, and —~ aw which may occur among the members of the board 
appointed by the President of Nicaragua shall be filled by the said President 
in the manner provided in Nicaragua for filling vacant Government offices. 
This board 5: be designated as soon as the canal is ready for traffic, and 
shall determine all questions by a majority vote. The chairman of the board 
shall be one of the members appointed by the President of the United States 
and designated as chairman by him, and in case of a tic the chairman shall 
have an additional vote. 

This board shall be intrusted with the general executive management of 
the canal and its accessories, including said railway and telegraph line when 
built, and of all matters relating to the maintenance or improvement thereof; 
shall fix the tolls and provide rules and regulations for the management 
thereof; their action shall be, however, at all times, subject to a joint direc- 
tion by the Presidents of the two Republics, which they shall be bound to im- 

licitly obey. The said board of managersshall have the right and power to 
evy and collect for steamers, ships, and vessels of every class entering the 
canal or the ports at the canal entrances, and for passengers, merchandise, 
and cargo of all kinds, transit, navigation, tonnage, light, and port dues, as 
well as for towage, storage, anchorage, wharfage, and hospital dues and ail 
other like fees. 

The Government of Nicaragua guarantees the enforcement of the regula- 
tion so adopted by the board of managers as if issued by the Government of 
Nicaragua. 

The tolls hereinbefore provided shall be equal as to vessels of the parties 
hereto and of all nations, except that vessels entirely owned and commanded 
by citizens of either one of the parties to this convention and engaged in its 
coasting trade may be favored. 

Nicaraguan vessels, using a portion only of the canal, shall pay proportion- 
ate tolls, and shall pay no tolls where the canal shall use any part of any ex- 
isting navigable waterway. 

ArT. XV. The books and affairs of the said board of managers shall be 
subject to such inspection or examination as the President of either Repub- 
lic shall at any time direct. The board of managers shall, on the Ist days 
of January, April, July, and October in each and every year, make to the 
President of each Republic a full and complete report of their transactions 
during the preceding quarter, and the President of either Republic may at 
any time call upon them for such other or further information as he may 
deem expedient. 

The board of managers shall appoint and remove all officers engaged upon 


_ 





the canal and its accessories, including tho railway and telegraph line, and 
may make regulations for the appointment and removal of all subordinate 
employees. 


ART. XVI. All the proceeds of the canal and its accessories, including said 
railway and telegraph line, shall be applied: 

First. To the maintenance and improvement, if found necessary, of the 
works, including the salaries of the board of mauagers and all officers and 
others employed. 

Second. The balance shall be paid to the two Governmentsin the following 

Epmcotions, viz, to Nicaragua, one-third, and to the United States, two- 
rds. 

Liquidation of the accounts of the board of managers and payment of the 
balances herein prescribed shall be effected quarterly, on the ist days of 
January, April, July, and October in each and every year. 

Art. XVII. The Government of Nicaragua grants to the United States 
during the construction of the canal and its accessories, and to the board of 
managers thereafter, the right to use any of the ports of the Republic open 
to commerce as places of refuge for the vessels in the service of the canal and 
its accessories, or for any other vessels whatever having the right to pass the 
canal and wishing to anchor in said ports, and these vessels shall be free of 
all dues or charges of any kind on the part of the Republic of Nicaragua. 

Arr. XVII. The United States frankly disavow any intention to in any 
way seek to impair the independent sovereignty of Nicaragua, or to aggran- 
dize themselves at the expense of that State or of any of her sister Republics 
in Central America; but, on the contrary, desire to strengthen the power of 
free ——- on this continent, and to promote and develop their prosperity 
and independence. Pursuant to this wish they have united with Nicaragua 
in the construction of this work, which will be of advantage not only to the 
two nations most intimately concerned, but to all those with whom they are 
on terms of friendship. 

Arr, XIX, If, in virtue of any existing treaty between the Republic of 
Nicaraguaand a third power, privileges or rights are stipulated in favor of 
such third power in respect of an interoceanic transitway which may not be 
compatible with the terms of the present convention, the Republic of Nica- 
ragua engages to terminate such treaty in due form by giving to the said 
third power the stipulated notification within two months from the date of 
the exchange of the ratifications hereof; and if such treaty between Nica- 
ragua and any third power contains no termination clause, the Republic of 
Nicaragua engages to procure its abrogation or modification so as not to con- 
flict with the present compact, and the United States will use their good 
offices if need be to the end of effecting such abrogation or modification. 

ArT. XX. The United States of America engage to begin effective work 
on the canal within two years from the exchange of ratifications of this 
treaty, and to complete the canal within ten years after beginning it, in de- 
fault of which this treaty shall become inoperative: Provided, however, That 
should there arise insuperable obstacies to retard the work during this term 
it shall be prolonged in proportion to the time lost by reason of such obstacles. 
And further, if at the expiration of the said ten years the canal shall not bo 
open to commerce between the two oceans, then, in consideration of the 
large capital invested in the work and of the good faith and ability shown, 
as well as of the difficulties encountered, the Republic of Nicaragua binds 
itself to extend this iod so far as it is just and necessary. 

ArT. XXI. Any difficulties between the parties hereto ahall be submitted 
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to the arbitration ofa Seton nou, if one can be agreed upon; or, aioe 
such agreement, each party l request a friendly nation to name an arbi- 
trator, and the arbitrators thus named shall select a third. The decision of 
the ayutteniins powse. or a majority of the board of arbitrators, as the case 
may be, shall be final and conclusive. 

ArT. XXII. The United States will aid by their good offices, if desired, in 
securing the union of the five Central American Republics under one repre- 
sentative government, and the reorganization of the said Republics in one 
nationality being accomplished, the Central American Republics shall have 
the same rights and bear the same obligationsas Nicaragua has and bears by 
virtue of this treaty. : 

Arr. XXIII. It appearing that the financial condition of Nicaragua is pros- 
perous, that the Republic is without incumbrance of debt, and that the Goy- 
ernment finds it necessary to finish as soon as possible certain railways within 
the Republic, to extend its telegraph line, and to improve the navigation of 
the river San Juan, which enterprises will be of aid to the canal and favor- 
able to its speedy construction and successful operation, the Government of 
the United States agrees to loan to the Government of Nicaragua the sum of 

,000,000 to be applied to the above-enumerated projects. Of this amount 

1,000,000 shall be paid in the city of Washington within ninety days after the 
exchange of the ratifications of this convention, and the remaining $3,000,000 
in installments of $500,000 each every six months thereafter until the whole 
amount shall have been paid; buta failure to pay any of these sums from ac- 
cident or nonaction of Congress at the exact dates herein specified, such pay- 
ments being made thereafter in good faith, shall not be held as affecting in 
any way the other engagements of this convention. 

The Government of Nicaragua agrees that the Government of the United 
States shall be credited with and receive the share of Nicaragua in the net 
revenues of the canal to be applied to the payment of this loan until it shall 
have been entirely extinguished with the interest thereon at 3 per cent per 
annum from the dates when the several sums shall be received by Nica- 
ragua, and the Republic of Nicaragua may vote yearly through its Congress 
an additional sum from the general reyenues of the Republic to be applied 
to the payment of this loan and to aid in its speedy extinguishment. 

And further, the Government of Nicaragua, assuming the repayment of 
said loan, binds itself to consider it, until extinguished, together with the in- 
terest thereonas hereinbefore —. asa lien upon all rights of Nicaragua 
in the canal, its accessories and appliances, this lien to continue until the re- 
payment of the sum so advanced with the interest, but the repayment is not 
to be exacted until ten years after the said canal shall have been completed 
and opened to commerce. 

ArT. XXIV. Neither of the parties to this convention shall sell, assign, or 
otherwise alienate or suffer itself to be deprived of its, or any part of its, 
interest, right, or property in or to the said canal, railway or telegraph line, 
should the same be built, or their or any other adjuncts or accessories or any 
of the works or establishments pertaining thereto without the consent of 
the other manifested by legislative enactment. 

Art. XXV. This treaty is concluded subject to ratification by the proper 
constitutional authority of each party hereto and to the legislation the 
appropriate legislative bodies of each which is necessary to carry it into effect. 
It. Thal be ratified as soon as possible, but within two years from its date, 
and the ratifications thereof shall be exchanged in the city of Washington 
within six months from the approval by the said legislative bodies of Nica- 
ragua and of the United States of the present treaty. 

Tn testimony whereof the undersigned plenipotentiaries have hereunto 
affixed their hands and seals. ‘ 

Done in duplicate, in the English and Spanish languages, in Washington, 
this Ist day of December, in the year of our Lord, 1884. 

FRED’K T. FRELINGHUYSEN. [SEAL. 
JOAQ’N ZAVALA. SEAL. 


APPENDIX E. 


Chap. 1302.—An act to provide for the construction of a canal connecting the 
waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States is hereby au- 
thorized to acquire, for and on behalf of the United States;-at a cost not ex- 
ceeding $40,000,000, the rights, privileges, franchises, concessions, grants of 
land, right of way, unfinished work, — and other property, real, per- 
sonal, and mixed, of every name and nature, owned by the New Panama 
Canal Company, of France, on the Isthmus of Panama, and all its maps, plans, 
drawings, records on the Isthmus of Panama and in Paris, including all the 
capital stock, not less, however, than 65,863 shares of the Panama Railroad 
Company, owned by or held for the use of said canal company, provided a 
satisfactory title to all of said property can be obtained. 

Sxc. 2. That the President is hereby authorized to acquire from the Re- 
public of Colombia, for and on behalf of the United States, upon such terms 
as he may deem reasonable, perpetual control of a strip of land, the territory 
of the os of Colombia, not less than 6 miles in width, extending from 
the Caribbean Sea to the Pacific Ocean, and the right to use and dispose of 
the waters thereon, and to excavate, construct, and to perpetually maintain, 
operate, and protect thereon a canal, of such depth and capacity as will 
atrord convenient passage of ships of the greatest tonnage an draft now in 
use, from the Caribbean Sea to the Pacific Ocean, which control shall include 
the right to perpetually maintain and operate the Panama Railroad, if the 
ownership thereof, or a controlling interest therein, shall have been acquired 
by the United States, and also jurisdiction over said strip and the ports at 
the ends thereof to make such police and sanitary rules and regulations as 
shall be necessary to preserve order and preserve the public health thereon, 
and to establish such judicial tribunals as may be agreed upon thereon as 
may be necessary to enforce such rules and regulations. 

he President may acquire such additional territory and rights from Co- 
lombia as, in his judgment, will facilitate the general purpose hereof. 

Sec. 3. That when the President shall have arranged to secure a satisfac- 
tory title to the property of the New Panama Canal Company, as provided in 
section 1 hereof, and shall have obtained by treaty control of the necessary 
territory from the Republic of Colombia, as provided in section 2 hereof, he 
is authorized to pay for the property of the New Panama Canal Company 
$40,000,000 and to the Republic of Colombia such sum as shall have been 
agreed upon, and k sum sufficient for both said Be a is hereby appropri- 
ated, out of any money in the ae not otherwise appropriated, to be 
paid on warrant or warrants drawn by the President. 

The President shall then, through the Isthmian Canal Commission herein- 
after authorized, cause to be excavated, constructed, and completed, utiliz- 
ing to that end as far as practicable the work heretofore done by the New 
Panama Canal Company, of France, and its predecessor company, a ship 
canal from the Caribbean Sea to the Pacific Ocean. Such canal shall be of 
sufficient capacity and depth as shall afford convenient passage for vessels of 
the largest tonnage and greatest draft now in use,and suchas may be reason- 
ably anticipated, and shall be supplied with all necessary locks and other ap- 
pliances to meet the necessities of the vessels passing through the same from 
ocean to ocean; and he shall also cause to be constructed such safe and com- 
modious harbors at the termini of said canal, and make such provisions for 


defense as may be necessary for the safety and protection of said canal and 
harbors. That the President is authorized for the purposes aforesaid to em- 
ploy such pereces as he may deem necessary, and to fix their compensation. 

EC. 4. That should the President be unable to obtain for the Yuited 
States a satisfactory title to the property of the New Panama Canaf Com- 
pany and the control of the necessary territory of the Republic of Colombia 
and the rights mentioned in sections 1 and 2 of this act within a reasonable 
time and upon reasonable terms, then the President, having first obtained 
for the United States perpetual control by treaty of the necessary territory 
from Costa Rica and Nicaragua, upon terms which he may consider reason- 
able, for the construction, perpetual maintenance, operation, and protection 
of a canal connecting the Caribbean Sea with the Pacific Ocean by what is 
commonly known as the Nicaragua route, shall, through the said Solenion 
Canal Commission, cause to be excavated and constructed a ship canal and 
waterway from a point on the shore of the Caribbean Sea near Greytown, by 
way of Lake Nicaragua, to a point near Brito, on the Pacific Ocean. 

id canal shall be of sufficient capacity and depth to afford convenient 
passage for vessels of the largest tonnage and greatest draft now in use, and 
such as may be reasonably anticipated, and shall be supplied with all neces- 
sary locks and other appliances to meet the necessities of vessels passing 
through the same from ocean to ocean; and he shall also construct such safe 
and commodious harbors at the termini of said canal as shall be necessary for 
the safe and convenient use thereof, and shall make such provisions for de- 
fense as may be necessary for the safety and protection of said harbors and 
canal; and suchsum or sums of money as may be agreed upon by such treaty 
as ae to be paid to Nicaragua and Costa Rica for the concessions 
and rights hereunder provided to be acquired by the United States are here- 
by appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- - 
ated, to be paid on warrant or warrants drawn by the President. 

The President shall cause the said Isthmian Canal Commission to make 
such surveys as may be necessary for said canal and harbors to be made, and 
in making such surveys and in the construction of said canal may employ 
such persons as he may deem necessary, and may fix theircompensation. 

In the excavation and construction of said canal the San Juan River and 
— Nicaragua, or such parts of each as may be made available, shall be 
use 


Sec. 5. That the sum of $10,000,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, toward the project herein con- 
templated by either route so selected. 

And the President is hereby authorized to cause to be entered intosuch 
contract or contracts as may be deemed necessary for the proper excavation, 
construction, completion, and defense of said canal, harbors, and defenses, by 
the route finally determined upon under the provisions of thisact. Appro- 
priations therefor shall from time to time be hereafter made, not to exceed 
in the aggregate the additional sum of $135,000,000 should the ‘Panama route 
be adopted, or $180,000,000 should the Nicaragua route be adopted. 

Sec. 6. That in any a; ment with the Republic of Colombia, or with the 
States of Nicaragua and Costa Rica, the President is authorized to guarantee 
to said Republic or to said States the use of said canal and harbors, upon 
such terms as may be agreed upon, for all vessels owned by said States or by 
citizens thereof. 

Sec. 7. That to enable the President to construct the canal and works ap- 
purtenant thereto as provided in this act, there is hereby created the Isth- 
mian Canal Commission, the same to be composed of seven members, who 
shall be nominated and appointed by the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, and who shall serve until the completion of said 
canal unless sooner removed by the President, and one of whom shall be 
named as the chairman of said Commission. Of the seven members of said 
Commission at least four of them shall be persons learned and skilled in the 
science of engineering, and of the four at least one shall be an officer of the 
United States Army, and at least one other shall be an officer of the United 
States Navy, the said officers respectively being either upon the active or the 
retired list of the Army or of the Navy. 

Said commissioners shall each receive such compensation as the President 
shall prescribe until the same shall have been otherwise fixed by the Con- 

. Inaddition to the members of said Isthmian Canal Commission, the 
resident is hereby authorized Grong said Commission to employ in said 
service any of the engineers of the United States Army at his discretion, and 
likewise to employ any engineers in civil life, at his discretion, and an 
rsons necessary for the proper and expeditious prosecution of said work. 
he compensation of all such engineers and other persons employed under 
this act shall be fixed by said Commission, subject to the approval of the 
President. The official salary of any officer appointed or employed under 
this act shall be deducted from the amount of salary or compensation pro- 
vided by or which shall be fixed under the terms of this act. 

Said Commission shall in all matters be subject to the direction and con- 
trol of the President, and shall make to the President annually and at such 
other periods as may be required, either by law or by the order of the Presi- 
dent, full and complete reports of all their actings and doings and of all 
moneys received and expended in the construction of said work and in the 
performance of their duties in connection therewith, which said reports 
shall be by the President transmitted to Congress; and the said Commission 
shall furthermore give to Congress, or either House of Congress, such infor- 
mation as may at any time be required either by act of Congress or by the 
order of either House of Congress. The President shall cause to be provided 
and assigned for the use of the Commission such offices as may, with the suit- 
able equipment of the same, be necessary and proper, in his discretion, for 
the proper discharge of the duties thereof. 

Src. 8. That the Rect etary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to borrow 
on the credit of the United States from time to time, as the proceeds may be 
required to defray expenditures authorized by this act (such procesds when 
received to be used only for the purpose of meeting such expenditures), the 
sum of $130,000,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, and to prepare 
and issue therefor coupon or registered bonds of the United States in such 
form as he mene peeeers 96, and in denominations of $20 or some multiple of that 
sum, redeemable in gold coin at the pleasure of the United States after ten 
years from the date of their issue, and payable thirty years from such date, 
and bearing interest payable quarterly in gold coin at the rate of 2 per cent 
per annum; and the bonds herein authorized shall be exempt from all taxes 
or duties of the United States, as well as from taxation in any form by or 
under State, municipal, or local authority: Provided, That said bonds may 
be disposed of by the Secretary of the Treasury at not less than par, under 
such regulations as he may prescribe, giving to all citizens of the United 
States an equal opportunity to subscribe therefor, but no commissions shall 
be allowed or paid thereon; and a sum not exceeding one-tenth of 1 per cent 
of the amount of the bonds herein authorized is hereby appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay the expense 
of preparing, aeverSene and issuing the same. 

Approved June 28, 1902. 


other 


Mr. MORGAN. I move the reference of the concurrent reso- 
lution to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
The motion was agreed to. 














EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. CULLOM. I understand that some Senators desire to have 


a brief executive session. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 8 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
January 26, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 25, 1904. 
ASSAYER. 


H. Smith Woolley, of Idaho, to be assayer of the United States 
assay Office at Boise City, Idahq, to succeed John W. Cunning- 
ham, removed, 





POSTMASTERS, 
CALIFORNIA. ° 

J. E. Olmsted to be postmaster at Petaluma, in the county of 
Sonoma and State of California, in place of James L. Dinwiddie. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 17, 1903. 

COLORADO. 

Paul J. Sours to be postmaster at Denver,in the county of Den- 
ver and State of Colorado, in place of John C. Twombly. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired January 23, 1904. 

DELAWARE. 

Charles C. Tomlinson to be postmaster at Delmar, in the county 
of Sussex and State of Delaware. 
January 1, 1904, 


GEORGIA. 


A. I. Haynes to be postmaster at Wrightsville, in the county of 


Johnson and State of Georgia. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1904. 
ILLINOIS. 
Joseph H. Hunt to be postmaster at Byron, in the county of 
Ogle and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential January 1, 
1904, 


William A. McKnight to be postmaster at Alexis, in the county | 


of Warren and State of Illinois, in place of William A. McKnight. 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 29, 1904. 
INDIANA. 

Edward C. Faith to be postmaster at Washington, in the county 
of Daviess and State of Indiana, in place of Frank I. Sefrit, re- 
signed. 

IOWA. 

Walter M. Cousins to be postmaster at Alden, in the county of 
Hardin and State of Iowa, in place of Charles L. Hartinger. 
cumbent'’s commission expired January 17, 1904. 

MAINE, 

George R. Foster to be postmaster at Lisbon Falls, in the county 
of Androscoggin and State of Maine, in place of George R. Foster. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 18, 1904. 

Rufus C. Reed to be postmaster at Damariscotta, in the county 
of Lincoln and State of Maine, in place of Rufus C. Reed. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 18, 1904. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 
George P. Bliss to be postmaster at Florence, in the county of 


Hampshire and State of Massachusetts, in place of George P. | 


Bliss. Incumbent’s commission expires February 2, 1904. 


MICHIGAN. 


Frank A. Peavey to be postmaster at Upton Works, in the | 


county of St. Clair and State of Michigan, in place of Frank A. 
Peavey. Incumbent’s commission expires February 2, 1904. 
MISSOURI. 

John N. Bishop to be postmaster at Ironton, in the county of 
Iron and State of Missouri, in place of John N. Bishop. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired February 14, 1903. 

William C. Gardner to be postmaster at Billings, in the county 


of Christian and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential | 


January 1, 1904. 
George E. Muns to be postmaster at Montgomery City, in the 


county of Montgomery and State of Missouri, in place of Eugene | 


B. Pegram. Incumbent’s commission expired January 3, 1904. 
NEBRASKA, 

Joshua H. Evans to be postmaster at Callaway, in the county 
of Custer and State of Nebraska. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904, 

NORTH CAROLINA, 

John 8. Hasty to be postmaster at Monroe, in the county of 
Union and State of North Carolina, in place of John S. Hasty. 
Incumbent’s commission expired April 4, 1902. 


XXXVI 
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Samuel M. Jones to be postmaster at Sanford, in the county of 
Moore and State of North Carolina, in place of Isaac H. Lutter- 
loh, Incumbent’s commission expired January 17, 1904. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

C. V. L. McMinn to be postmaster at Newberry, in the county 
of Lycoming and State of Pennsylvania, in place of George D. 
Leonard. Incumbent’s commission expired January 18, 1904. 

Robert H. Sloan to be postmaster at Clairton, in the county of 
Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presiden- 
tial January 1, 1904. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Elizabeth L. Bampfield to be postmaster at Beaufort, in the 
county of Beaufort and State of South Carolina, in place of Eliza- 
beth L. Bampfield. Incumbent’s commission expires February 2, 
1904, 

TEXAS. 

John B. Baker to be postmaster at Haskell, in the county of 
Haskell and State of Texas. Office became Presidential January 
1, 1904. 

David W. Barnhill to be postmaster at Uvalde, in the county of 
Uvalde and State of Texas, in place of David W. Barnhill. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 14, 1903. 

Wesley J. Clarke to be postmaster at Dalhart, in the county of 
Dallam and State of Texas. Office became Presidential April 1, 
1903. 

David Doole, jr., to be postmaster at Brady, in the county of 
McCulloch and State of Texas. Office became Presidential Jan- 


; uary 1, 1904. 


Carl E. Ericson to be postmaster at El Campo, in the county of 
Wharton and State of Texas, in place of Carl E. Ericson. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired December 14, 1903. 

Alice S. Farmer to be postmaster at De Leon, in the county of 
Comanche and State of Texas. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1904. 

Henry C. Ford to be postmaster at Whitney, in the county of Hill 
and State of Texas. Office became Presidential January 1, 1904. 

James Gipson to be postmaster at Coleman, in the county of 
Coleman and State of Texas, in place of James Gipson. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired December 14, 1903. 

Andrew J. Harrison to be postmaster at Goldthwaite, in the 
county of Mills and State of Texas, in place of Andrew J. Harri- 





In- | 


son. Ineumbent’s commission expired December 14, 1903. 

C. M. Hughs. to be postmaster at Wharton, in.the county of 
Wharton and State of Texas, in place of Christen S. Bodenhamer, 
removed. 

William C. Hurley to be postmaster at Sulphur Springs. in the 
county of Hopkins and State of Texas, in place of William C. 
| Hurley. Incumbent’s commission expired December 14, 1903. 

William H. King to be postmaster at Whitewright, in the county 
of Grayson and State of Texas, in place of William H. King. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 14, 1903. 

Julius Laux to be postmaster at Flatonia, in the county of Fay- 
ette and State of Texas, in place of Julius Laux. Incumbent’s 
commission expired December 14, 1903. 

William N. Merritt to be postmaster at Nocona, in the county 
of Montague and State of Texas, in place of William N. Merritt. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 14, 1903. 

Orion L. Niccolls to be postmaster at Marfa, in the county of 
Presidio and State of Texas. Office became Presidential October 
1, 1903. 

Frank H. Pierce to be postmaster at Laredo, in the county of 
Webb and State of Texas, in place of Frank H. Pierce. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired December 14, 1903. 

Clarence V. Rattan to be postmaster at Cooper. in the county of 
Delta and State of Texas, in place of Clarence V. Rattan. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired December 19, 1903. 

Isham Russell to be postmaster at Winnsboro, in the county of 
_ Wood and State of Texas, in place of Isham Russell. Incumbent’s 

commission expired December 14, 1903. 
| Joel B. Sharpe to be postmaster at Brownsville. in the county of 
Cameron and State of Texas, in place of Joel B. Sharpe. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired December 14, 1903. 

Harper Simpson to be postmaster at Edna, in the county of 
| Jackson and Stateof Texas, in place of Harper Simpson. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired January 10, 1903. 

John 8. Snook to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the county of 
Burleson and State of Texas,in place of John S. Snook. Incum- 
| bent’s commission expired December 14, 1903. 

George H. Sparenberg to be postmaster at Big Spring, in the 
county of Howard and State of Texas,in place of George HU. 
Sparenberg. Incumbent’scommission expired December 14, 1903. 

Charlie B. Starkie to be postmaster at Holland, in the county 
of.Bell and State of Texas. Office became Presidential January 


, 1904, 
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George F. Taylor to be postmaster at Royse City, in the county 
of Rockwall and State of Texas. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

James F., Strother to be postmaster at Welch, in the county of 
McDowell and State of West Virginia. Office became Presiden- 
tial October 1, 1901. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 25, 1904. 


POSTMASTERS. 
ARKANSAS. 
Lulu V. Cox to be postmaster at Fordyce, in the county of Dallas 
and State of Arkansas. 
John Edwards to be postmaster at Gurdon, in the county of 
Clark and State of Arkansas. 
Adolphus G. Leming to be postmaster at Waldron, in the county 
of Scott and State of Arkansas. 
ILLINOIS. 


August J. Beger to be postmaster at Nauvoo, in the county of 
Hancock and State of Dlinois. 
Anna A. Buntin to be postmaster at Bushnell, in the county of 
McDonough and State of Illinois. 
Eugene L’Hote to be postmaster at Milford, in the county of 
Iroquois and State of Illinois. 
INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Hubbard Ross to be postmaster at Fort Gibson, in the Chero- 
kee Nation, Ind. T. 
KANSAS. 
B. L. Taft to be postmaster at Parsons, in the county of Labette 
and State of Kansas. 
KENTUCKY. 
John H. Hankla to be postmaster at Junction City, in the 
county of Boyle and State of Kentucky. 
MARYLAND. 
Richard E. Bouldin to be postmaster at Bel Air, in the county 
of Harford and State of Maryland. 
NEBRASKA. 
John H. Crowder to be postmaster at Gordon, in the county of 
Sheridan and State of Nebraska. 
Williams T. Owens to be postmaster at Loup City, late Loup, 
in the county of Sherman and State of Nebraska. 
Marion E. Richardson to be postmaster at Clarks, in the county 
of Merrick and State of Nebraska. 
Daniel N. Wonder to be tmaster at Blue Springs, in the 
county of Gage and State of Nebraska. 
NEW JERSEY. 
William C. Howell to be postmaster at Blairstown, in the 
county of Warren and State of New Jersey. 
Daniel M. Merchant to be postmaster at Morris Plains, in the 
county of Morris and State of New Jersey. 
Thomas Moritz to be postmaster at Glenridge, in the county of 
Essex and State of New Jersey. 
William G. Simpson to be postmaster at High Bridge, in the 
county of Hunterdon and State of New Jersey. 
NEW MEXICO. 
Charles O. Leach to be postmaster at Portales, in the county of 
Roosevelt and Territory of New Mexico. 
NEW YORK. 
Robert G. Anderson to be postmaster at Freeport, in the county 
of Nassau and State of New York. 
Albert H. Clark to be postmaster at Silver Springs, in the county 
of Wyoming and State of New York. 


Charles H. Cutler to be postmaster at Au Sable Forks, in the | 


county of Essex and State of New York. 

William J. Guthrie to be postmaster at Philadelphia, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of New York. 

Thomas A. McWhinney to be postmaster at Lawrence, in the 
county of Nrssau and State of New York. 

Dudley S. Mersereau to be postmaster at Union, in the county 
of Broome and State of New York. 

Charles H. Whitson to be postmaster at Briarcliff Manor, in 
the county of Westchester and State of New York. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 


Henry Engelter to be ster at New Salem, in the county 
of Morton and State of North Dakota. 

Wallace Galehouse to be tmaster at Carrington, in the 
county of Foster and State of North Dakota. 

Jens A. Lyngved to be postmaster at Esmond, in the county of 


Benson and State of North Dakota, 


Edwin H. Wiper to be postmaster at Bowdon, in the county of 
Wells and State of North Dakota. 
OKLAHOMA. 
Charles D, Campbell to be postmaster at Apache, in the county 
of Caddo and Territory of Oklahoma, 
VERMONT. 
Mary W. Chase to be postmaster at Derby Line, in the county 
of Orleans and State of Vermont. 
VIRGINIA. 


William H. Mosby to be postmaster at Bedford City, in the 


| county of Bedford and State of Virginia. 


j 
j 





WEST VIRGINIA. 
America M. Baldwin to be postmaster at St. Albans, in the 
county of Kanawha and State of West Virginia. 
George M. Right to be postmaster at Belington, in the county 
of Barbour and State of West Virginia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 25, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CARRIAGES, ETC,, USED BY THE STATE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I submit a privi- 
leged report. Iam instructed by the Committee on Expenditures 
in the State Department to report back the resolution (H. Res. 150) 
with a substitute therefor, which Isend to the Clerk’s desk, and | 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, requested to 
furnish to this House, at his earliest convenience, a statement showing the 
number of horses, carriages, and antomobiles maintained at Government ex- 
pense for the officials of his Department, together with a statement showing 
the cost of said horses, carriages, automobiles, and harness, the date of pur- 
chase, from what fund the payment was made, and the amount of wages 
paid to men acting as coachmen, footmen, and chauffeurs, whether carried 
on the rolis as such or in some other classification; also, the list of officials en- 


eo oe to the use of said carriages and the date when such service was inaugu- 
rated, 


Mr. KLUTTZ. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I yield for a question. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. Does that include automobiles? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Automobiles are included. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I yield for a question. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, I would like to ask the chairman of the 
committee to offer an amendment to the resolution so as to make 
it apply to coachmen, footmen, and chauffeurs during the past cal- 
endar year. I would like to say that the resolution as originally 
drawn by me contained that clause, but as written out by my 
stenographer those words were omitted, and the omission of those 
words will leave a serious loophole for failure to get at the neces- 
sary information. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. In reply I will state to the gen- 
tleman that I have no authority to accept that amendment: and I 
will state that this is precisely in the language of the resolutions 
of inquiry passed heretofore with reference to the other Depart- 
ments and have received the commendation of the House. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I would like to inquire whether it is in 
order for me to offer an amendment to the substitute. 

ae SPEAKER. Well, the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
the floor. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. 
amendment. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield for an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. 
on the res lution. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Then I would like the yeas and nays on 
that question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I would ask the Clerk to again 
report the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. Pending that, 
without objection, the resolution will be again reported. 

The resolution was again reported. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. TAWNEY. A parliamentary inquiry. ‘ 


And I decline to yield for an 


I demand the previous question 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska will state his 
arliamen i iry. 
. Mr. HITCHCOCK. I desire to know whether it would be in 
order for me to ask unanimous consent to present this amend- 
ment, and cut the matter short. If it is, I desire to ask unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. PAYNE. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. For what 
purpose does the gentleman from Minnesota rise? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Are we to have a vote upon theresolution re- 
ported by the Committee on Foreign Affairs—— 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Or the resolution which the gentleman of- 
fered as a substitute? 

The SPEAKER. The vote is on ordering the previous question 
on the resolution reported by the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. 
tures in the State Department. 

The SPEAKER (continuing). In lieu of the resolntion referred 
to the committee. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 126, nays 100, 
answered “ present ’’ 9, not voting 147, as follows: 





The Committee on Expendi- 








Hunter, Loud, Roberts, Sullivan, Mass. 
Jackson, Md. Lovering, Robertson, La. Swanson, 
Jackson, Ohio McAndrews, Rucker, Thomas, lowa 
Jones, Va. McCall, Ruppert, Trimble, 
Keliher, McDermott, Scarborough, Vandiver, 
Ketcham, McLain, Scudder, Van Duzer, 
Kline, McNary, Sherman, Van Voorhis, 
Lacey, eee. Shiras, Vreeland, 
Lamar, Fla. Maynard, Shull, Wachter, 
Lamb, Metcalf, Sibley, Wadsworth, 
Landis, Chas. B. Meyer, La. Smith, Ml. Wanger, 
Landis, Frederick Murdock, Smith, Iowa Warner, 
Lanning, Otis, Smith, Samuel W. Watson, 


awrence, 


Patterson, Pa. 


Smith, Wm. Alden Weems, 


Legare, Porter, Smith, N. Y. Wiley, Ala. 
Lilley, Prince, Snapp, Wiley, N. J. 
Lindsay, Pujo, Southall, Williamson, 
Livingston, Rainey, Sparkman, Wilson, N.Y. 
Lloyd, Richardson, Tenn. Stanley, Zenor. 
Lorimer, Robb, Steenerson, 


So the previous question was ordered. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
For the session: 
Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RuPPERT. 

Mr. Dayton with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana. 
Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania with Mr. DicKERMAN, 


Mr. DREMER with Mr. SHULL. 


Until further notice: 













YEAS—1%. 
Aqheson, Draper, Jones, Wash. Overstreet, 
Adams, Pa. Dresser, Kennedy, Palmer, 
Adams, Wis. Driscoll, Kinkaid, Parker, 
Allen, Dwight, as Payne, 
Ames, Esch, Knopf, Pearre, 
Babcock, Fordney. Kyle, Perkins, 
Bartholdt, Foster, Vt. Lafean, Powers, Me. 
Bates, Fuller, Littauer, Powers, Mass. 
Bede, Gaines, W. Va. Littlefield, Reeder, 
Beidler, Gardner, Mass. Longworth, Rodenberg, 
Bingham, Gibson, _ Loudenslager, Scott, 
Birdsall, Gillett, Cal. McCarthy, aoe 
Bishop, Graff, McCleary, Minn. Smith, Pa. 
Boutell, Greene, McCreary, Pa. Southard, 
Bowersock, Grosvenor, McLachlan, Southwick, 
Brown, Wis. Hamilton, * MeMorran, Spalding, 
Brownlow, Haskins, Mann, Sperry, 
Burke, Hedge, Marsh, Stafford, 

surkett, Hemenway, Marshall, Sterling, 

Burton, , Henry, Conn. Martin, Stevens, Minn. 
Butler, Pa. Hepburn, Miller, Sulloway, 
Calderhead, Rildebrant, Minor, Tawney, 
Campbell, Hill, Conn. Mondell, Tirrell, 
Conner, Hinshaw, Moon, Pa. Townsend, 
Currier, Hitt, Morgan, Volstead, 
Curtis, Hogg, Morrell, Warnock, 
Cushman, Holliday, Mudd, Wilson, Ill. 
Dalzell, Howell, N. J. Needham, Woodyard, 
Davidson, Howell, Utah Nevin, Wright, 
Davis, Minn. Huff, Norris, Young. 
Dick, Hull, Olmsted, 
Douglas, Humphrey, Wash. Otjen, 

NAYS—10. 
Badger, Gregg, Lucking, Shober, 
Baker, Griffith, Macon, Sims, 
Bankhead, Griggs, Maddox, Slayden, 
Bartlett, Gudger, Moon, Tenn. Small, 
Benny, Hamlin, Padgett, Smith, Ky. 
Bowers, Hardwick, Page, Smith, Tex. 
Bowie, Hay, Patterson, N.C. Snook, 
Caldwell, Henry, Tex. Patterson, Tenn. Spight, 
Candler, Hill, Miss. Pierce, Stephens, Tex. 
Clark, Hitchcock, Pinckney, Sullivan, N. Y. 
Clayton, Hughes, N. J. Pou, Sulzer, 
Cochran, Humphreys, Miss. Randell, Tex. Talbott, 
Cowherd, Hunt, Ransdell, La. Tate, 
Davis, Fla. James, Rhea, Taylor, 
De Armond, Johnson, Richardson, Ala. Thayer, 
Denny, Kitchin, Claude _ Rider, Thomas, N. C. 
Dinsmore, Kitchin, Wm. W. Rixey, Thompson, 
Dowgherty, Kluttz, Robinson, Ark. Underwood, 
Field, Lamar, Mo. Robinson, Ind. Wade, 
Finley, Lester, Russell, Wallace, 
Fitzpatrick, Lever, Ryan, Webb, 
Flood, Lewis, Shackleford, Weisse, 
Gaines, Tenn. Lind, Shafroth, Williams, Ml. 
Garber, Little, Sheppard, Williams, Miss. 
Garner, Livernash, Sherley, Wynn. 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—9. 


Adamson, Deemer, Kehoe, Miers, Ind. 
Brantley, Jenkins, Mahon, Reid. 
Cassingham, . 


Aiken, Burleson, Dayton, Gillet, N. Y. 
Alexander, Burnett, Dickerman, Gillett, Mass. 
Bassett, Butler, Mo. Dixon, Glass, 

Beall, Tex. Byrd, Dovener, Goebel, 

Bell, Cal. Capron, Dunwell, Goldfogle, 
Benton, Cassel, Emerich, Gooch, 
Bradley, Cooper, Pa. Evans, Goulden, 
Brandegee, Cooper, Tex. Fitagerald, Granger, 
Breazeale, Cooper, Wis. Fiack, Harrison, 
Brick, Cousins, Foss, Haugen, 
Brooks, Croft, Foster, I. Hearst, 
Broussard, Cromer, Fowler, Hermann, 
Brown, Pa. Crowley, French, Hopkins, 
Brundidge, Crompacker Gardner, Mich. Houston, 
Buckman, Daniels, Gardner, N. J. Howard 
Burgess, Darragh, Gilbert, Howell, Pa. 
Burleigh, Davey, La. Gillespie, Hughes, W. Va. 





NOT VOTING—147. 








Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr 


CAPRON with Mr. GRANGER. 

WARNER with Mr. BREAZEALE. 

Maunwon with Mr. Hovston. 

LANNING with Mr. VANDIVER. 
DovVENER with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 
WATSON with Mr. ZENorR. 
WapswortuH with Mr. Lams. 

Situ of Iowa with Mr. STANLEY. 

VAN VOORHIS with Mr. CassINGHAM, 
EVANS with Mr. GILLESPIE. 
BRANDEGEE with Mr. Luoyp. 

Loup with Mr. Lamar of Florida. 
FREDERICK LANDIS with Mr. CROWLEY, 
CASSEL with Mr. Goocu. 

BvucKMAN with Mr. GILBERT. 

Brick with Mr. Miers of Indiana. 
ALEXANDER With Mr. SPARKMAN. 
BURLEIGH with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

. CROMER with Mr. GRIFFITH. 


For one week from January 21: 


Mr 


. LORIMER with Mr. SWANSON. 


For one week from January 22: 2 


Mr 


. CRUMPACKER with Mr. BURLESON. 


For this day: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


RosBeErRts with Mr. KeLIneErR. 

FLACK with Mr. BENnTON. 

Oris with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

SreLey with Mr. HaRRIson. 

DANIELS with Mr. Be. of California. 
PORTER with Mr. AIKEN. 

Brown of Pennsylvania with Mr. Crort. 
DUNWELL with Mr. KEHOE. 

VREELAND and Mr. HEARST. 

CHARLES B. LANDIS with Mr. Howarp. 
GILLETT of Massachusetts with Mr. RicHARDSON of Ten- 


nessee. 


Mr 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


. BRADLEY with Mr. GOULDEN. 

SHITRAS with Mr. Puso. 

GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. Guass. 
FRENCH with Mr. EMERICH. 

Wm. ALDEN SMiItrH with Mr. MAYNARD. 
SmitH of New York with Mr. BEAL of Texas. 
WACHTER with Mr. McNary. 

Wey of New Jersey with Mr. Wiison of, New York. 
WeEEms with Mr. WiLey of Alabama. 
WILLIAMSON with Mr. ReIp. 

Tomas of Iowa with Mr. VAN Duzer. 
STEENERSON with Mr. TRIMBLE. 

SAMUEL W. SMITH with Mr. SouTHALL. 
Sirs of Illinois with Mr. ScupDER. 

PRINCE with Mr. SCARBOROUGH. 

METCALF with Mr. Roperrson of Louisiana. 
McCa.u with Mr. Rainey. 

LOVERING with Mr. Roses. 

LILLEY with Mr. MAHONEY. 

LAWRENCE with Mr. McLar. 

JENKINS with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

KETCHAM with Mr. LInpDsay. 

HunNTeR with Mr. LEGARE. 

Huaues of West Virginia with Mr. Kine. 
HERMANN with Mr. Howe s of Pennsylvania. 
HAUGEN with Mr. Hopkins. 
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Mr. GOEBEL with Mr. Foster of Illinois. 

Mr. Giuuet of New York with Mr. GoLDFOGLE. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. FirzGErALp. 

Mr. FowLerR with Mr. BuTLER of Missouri. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. Cooprr of Texas. 

Mr. DARRAGH with Mr. BURNETT. 

Mr. CROMER with Mr, BURGEss. 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. BrRoussaRpD, 

Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 

Mr. Cooper of Pennsylvania with Mr. McANDREWs. 

Mr. Brooks with Mr. Bassett. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON, 

On this vote: 

Mr. Jackson of Maryland with Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 

Mr. Murpock with Mr. RUCKER. 

Mr. Lacry with Mr. McDERMOTT. 

Mr. CASSINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, when my name was called 
I voted ‘‘no.’”’ Iam paired with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. 
Van Vooruis. I desire to withdraw my vote and answer “ pres- 
ent.’’ 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s name. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. CASSINGHAM, and he answered 
** present,”’ as above recorded. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Apams of Pennsylvania, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. ; 


LIMIT OF NAVIGATION OF THE OSAGE RIVER IN MISSOURI, 


Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7620) defining the limit of 
navigation of the Osage River in the State of Missouri. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Osage River in the State of Missouri above the 
point where the south line of sections 15 and 16 in township 40 north, of 
range 22 west, of the fifth principal meridian, and in the county of Benton, 
State of Missouri, crosses said river, is hereby declared not to be a navigable 
Soe. sae shall be so treated by the Secretary of War and by all other au- 
thori , 

The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman how this comes before the House? 

Mr. HAMLIN. This bill, Mr. Speaker, only fixes the head of 
navigation of the Osage River. The river runs through the 
county of Benton, and is at that point very small. It has not 
been navigable for years, if it ever was, and the county seat of 
that county is on the banks of this river. A large part of the 
people live on the opposite side of the river. Under the present 
condition of things the county can not build bridges over the 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


river, and they seek to fix the limit below the town, so that bridges | 


can be built for their accommodation. There is a favorable re- 
port from the Secretary of War, and I certainly can not see that 
there can be any objection to the bill. 

Mr. BURTON. I should like to ask the gentleman the distance 
at which these proposed bridges are to be located from the upper 
lock in the river? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Ican not give the distance, but it is a long dis- 
tance from the mouth of the river, where it enters into the Mis- 
souri. 


Mr. SHACKLEFORD. There is only one lock, let me say to | 


the gentleman, in the Osage River, and that is something like 150 
miles below the head of navigation, as asked for in this bill. 
Mr. BURTON. Why is this method selected of declaring the 


river not to be navigable instead of bringing in a bill asking au- | 


thority for the construction of bridges across the river at that 
lace? 

, Mr. HAMLIN. Asa matter of fact, the river is not navigable 

that high up. No large boat has passed up the river, neither can 


one pass, except perhaps once in ten years, when there is an over- | 
It is not navigable at all, and can not be made | 


flow in the river. 
so. There is no disposition tomake itso. If the river is declared 
not navigable at this place, the county can go on and build bridges 
across it for the benefit of the people. 

Mr. BURTON. Railway bridges or highway bridges? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Highway bridges for wagons and teams. 
river is not navigable at this place, and, as a matter of fact, never 
has been. 

Mr. DENNY. 1 would like to ask the gentleman if the river 
at this place is above Osceola? 

Mr. HAMLIN. It is just below. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the pee considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; was 
read the third time, and passed. 


The | 


| “and 





| 





, 





BRIDGE OVER THE MONONGAHELA RIVER. 


Mr.DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5761) to authorize the 
Charleroi_and Monessen Bridge Company to construct a bridge 
over the Monongahela River. This bill is a revival of the bill 
passed heretofore, and I ask unanimous consent that the part 
stricken out may be omitted and the part that is proposed to be 
legislated upon be read alone. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment in the 
shape of a substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the act of Congress approved March 3, 1901, entitled ‘‘An act to 
authorize the Charleroi and Monessen Bridge Company to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the ane River,” which act has expired by 
limitation, be, and is hereby, revived and reenacted. 

Sec. 2. That section 7 of the said act is hereby amended to read as follows: 

“Src. 7. That this act shall be null and void unless the construction of such 
bridge shall be commenced within one year and completed within three years 
from March 3, 1904.” 

The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been reported by © 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker,I think there is no objection to 
this bill, as it will preclude all further bridges on the Mononga- 
hela River. After this the river will run through a channel cov- 
ered ay by bridges. Naeenes 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, no, Mr. Speaker; I want to say to my 
friend from Iowa that I have two or three more. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After apause.] The Chair hears none. 

The amendment in the nature of a substitute was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DaLZELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


DISTRICT DAY. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, under the rules of the House I 
believe this is District day. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman proceeds, I 
wish to ask himif he is not willing to accept next Monday in place 
of to-day for the consideration of matters respecting the District, 
as Iam very anxious to go on with the army appropriation bill, 
and want to finish it to-day, if possible. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I would say that we have quite 
a number of important measures which relate strictly to legisla- 
tion inthe District, but I am desirous of doing anything that will 
help forward the business of the House. and if I can get unani- 
mous consent to use next Monday instead of to-day, I will be glad 
to concede to-day to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent to substitute next Monday in lieu of to-day for Dis- 
trict day. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


| into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 


for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 10670, the army ap- 
propriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
tion of the bill H. R. 10670, the army appropriation bill, with Mr. 
OLMSTED in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For purchase of supplies for the Quartermaster’s Departmert, including 
regular supplies, incidental expenses, barracks and quarters, transportation 
of the militia and its supplies, clothing and equipage, leases of land and dam- 
ages of property, $600,000. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk reported the amendment, as follows: 

On ge 13, line 13, after the word “‘ Quartermaster’s,”’ insert the words 
ranance, 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. I wish also, Mr. Chairman, to have a verbal cor- 
rection made, to make the reading of the bill conform to the 
amendmentwhich has just been passed. The word ‘‘ Department’’ 
should be ‘‘ Departments.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the correction will be 


On motion.of Mr. HAMLIN, a motion to reconsider the last vote | made. 


was laid on the table. 


There was no objection, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


The sum hereby appropriated for the expenses of the organized militia for 
such joint encampment, maneuvers, and field instruction shall be disbursed 
as, and for that purpose shall constitute, one fund; and the Secretary of War 
shall hereafter forward to Congress at its next session a detailed statement 
of the expenses of such encampments and maneuvers, 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment, which I will send to the desk, and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 13, line 25, after the word “maneuvers,” insert ‘“‘and said sum 
shall be so apportioned and expended as to prevent deficiencies therein.” 


Mr. HULL. Does the gentleman desire to be heard on that 
amendment? I do not think it ought to be adopted. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I certainly approve the 
action of the Committee on Military Affairs, and evidently every 
Member of this House does, in putting in this provision which 
has just been read. As I understand it, prior to this time this 
sum was paid out of a general appropriation for the Army, 

Mr. HULL. It was last year. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The Committee on Military Affairs, in 
place of allowing it to be paid in that way, specified the amounts 
that shall be used for this particular purpose. I fear that the 
purpose desired to be accomplished will be defeated unless that 
committee goes further and says that the sum shall be so appor- 
tioned as to prevent deficiencies. I think if the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs will stop to think for a moment he 
will agree with me that, following the practice of these Depart- 
ments, they will go ahead and create deficiencies for this item. I 
have no doubt it was the intention of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, when it reported this item and made this appropriation, 
to confine this particular service to the use of the a 
which was made, and I simply seek now to confine the Depart- 
ment to it and to prevent them from creating deficiencies. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I have full sympathy with the 
general idea of preventing deficiencies, and the idea of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, I think I can say, was to make the 
Department report in such detail the cost of the militia in con- 
nection with the Army at these general maneuvers that the 
whole country might have the information as to what these dif- 
ferent maneuvers cost; but it is impossible for the Department, 
with the small experience they have had, to make an absolute 
statement that the amount here would cover what was necessary 
for next year. For instance, they have never had maneuvers on 
the Pacific slope. They expect next year to have maneuvers 
there, and there are very long distances over which troops must 
be transported. They expect to have maneuvers on the Atlantic 
slope, and I will state that the seaboard States have a larger num- 
ber of militia than any other part of the country. Now, to tie 
them down so absolutely as that, where not one dollar of defi- 
ciency could be created, would, in my mind, be an injustice to 
the National Guard—not to the Regular Army, but to the Na- 
tional Guard—in this case where this idea is being started and 
from which the whole country expect so much. 

I do not believe that there is any dollar expepded that is worth 
as much to the country as the money expended in the instruction 
given to the citizen soldiery of the country—the National Guard. 
And while I sympathize with the proposition that Congress ought 
zealously to guard every appropriation, I do not believe it is wise 
in the beginning of this werk to make the limitation proposed in 
the amend ment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HEMENWaAy]; 
and I hore it will not be adopted. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, the urgent deficiency bill 
will be the next bill presented to this House for consideration. 
It is certainly annoying to Members of Congress who have to deal 
with these great bills—and it ought to be to the Committee on Mil- 


itary Affairs— when they have spent weeks in trying to ascertain | 


what the different Departments of the Government need for a par- 
ticular service, to have them come in with a great deficiency; in 


other werds, paying no attention to the limit that Congress has | 


undertaken to put upon the amount they can expend for that 
particular purpose, but going ahead and spending all the money 
they want to, and then coming in with a deficiency. 


Unless we prevent these deficiencies Congress might just as | 


well quit trying to thrash these matters out and simply say to the 
Departments, ‘* Spend all the money you choose, and if we have 
not taken care of the matter in the regular appropriation bills 
we will take care of it on a deficiency bill.”’ 

Mr. PARKER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PARKER. Is there any considerable sum from the War 
Deyartment or the branches of the War Department on the defi- 
ciency bill? 

Mr. HEMENWAY.. Oh, yes: from the War Department and 
every other department of the Government. 

Mr. PARKER. The gentleman may be correct as to ‘‘ every 
other department; ’’ I am speaking about the War Department. 


7 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Oh, certainly; from the War Department 
we have deficiency after deficiency. 

Mr. PARKER. In this bill? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Not on this bill, because in this bill the 
committee does not undertake to care for deficiencies. That is 
where the trouble comes. 

Mr. PARKER. I mean on the deficiency bill you have just 
reported. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. All the deficiencies come to the Committee 
on Appropriations. That committee takes care of the deficiencies 
for all the Departments of the Government. 

Mr. PARKER. Thegentleman does not understand me. Iask 
whether in the preparation of the present deficiency bill, which 
you are just about to bring before the House, you did not find that 
from War Department had, as a whole, kept within the appropria- 

ions? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Oh, no; not a single Department of the 
Government has kept within its appropriations. Every one of 
them is coming and asking for deficiencies. 

I have no doubt that the Committee on Military Affairs gave 
this item careful study. They took it up and figured out how 
much money ought to be appropriated for these different items, 
and thgy have reported appropriations accordingly. Now, what 
I am seeking to do is to compel the Department to so expend this 
money as to keep within the appropriations and not to come back 
here at the next session of Congress asking for a deficiency. I 
have no doubt that when the urgent deficiency bill comes before 
the House we shall have the distinguished gentleman from Iowa 
{[Mr. HvuL1] and other distinguished gentlemen on this floor want- 
ing to know why this item and that item and the other item have 
been reported by way of deficiencies. 

We do not want to appropriate for these deficiencies. We be- 
lieve they ought to be discontinued. We believe that when Con- 
gress studies a matter out and says to a Department, ‘‘ You may 

| have so much money for that particular service,’’ they ought to 
| understand that when they have spent that much money they 
must stop and come back to Congress for an increase, if the ap- 
propriation has not been sufficient. Unless the practice of the 
Departments is made to conform to this idea, what is the use of 
our worrying here trying to figure out the amount of money nec- 
essary for the different Departments, if they can spend all the 
money they want and come in for more money by way of defi- 
ciencies? All that I seek to do is simply to have Congress say 
that the Department shall stand by the action of the Committee 
on Military Affairs and not spend any more money than Congress 
appropriates for this purpose. 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman will allow me to ask whether he 
does not believe it better to have a small deficiency than a large 
surplus in the appropriation? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Never. 

Mr. HULL. Never? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. No: because if there is a surplus, it re- 
mains in the Treasury; it is not expended, and the Department 
keeps within the amount fixed by Congress. If they are allowed 
to make deficiencies, they go beyond the amount fixed by Con- 
gress. 

Mr. HULL. Then I will ask the gentleman why it is that in 
the urgent deficiency bill nearly the entire amount carried there 
for the different Departments of the Government is to cover de- 
| ficiencies in appropriations from the gentleman’s own committee? 
The only deficiencies in the appropriations from our committee, 
covering many millions, amount to about $9,000, while on the bills 
an the gentleman reported they run up as high as a million 
aouars. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Ihave not a copy of the bill before me. 
When we take up the urgent deficiency bill I will call attention 
| to some of these items. I am going to try to reform that all 
| alorg the line, and when we come to the House with the bill I 
want the aid of the Committee on Military Affairs and the other 
committees to prevent deficiencies. and lam trying right here 
in this item, by putting an amendment, to say that this money 
shall be so apportioned as to prevent deficiencies. Let us com- 
mence right here and get at it, and I seek the aid of gentlemen 
on every bill that comes before the House to put such legislation 
on them as shall prevent deficiencies. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iyield to the gentleman, if I have the 
| time. 
|. Mr. PERKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman why the 
| best procedure would not be for the Committee on Appropriations 
| to refuse to report deficiencies? In that case the Departments 
| will have to live within their means. 
| Mr. HEMENWAY. That can not very well be done, because 
| in many of these deficiencies there are no estimates. Of course 
| there are items where there would be deficiencies, where there is 
ino way of ascertaining in advance what amount of money is 
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necessary. Congress will recognize those items as they come up, 
but in items like this, where the amount can be ascertained, there 
ought to be a provision to prevent deficiencies. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I thoroughly 
agree with the idea of the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, that it is not wise in legislation to allow deficiency esti- 
mates from the various Departments unless absolutely necessary, 
but that the amounts should be fixed by the House and that they 
shall be sufficient upon which the Departments must be conducted 
for the year. Ithink that is an entirely wise rule. But this item 
would be one of the exceptions he has just stated when he said 
there are circumstances where the Departments can not estimate 
for the next year, and in such case the deficiency may be properly 
allowed. Now, the amounts that are read into these items were 
never estimated by the War Department. They could not be 
estimated under the circumstances. During the last year there 
were maneuvers held for about 12,000 men. The militia bill, 
known as the Dick bill, which was passed last year, provided for 
the payment of officers and men, for subsistence and supplies, and 
for transportation out of the general funds appropriated for the 
Army for those various pugposes. Now, the appropriations for 
such purposes for the present year amounted to nearly $40,000,000. 
There were never made specific estimates for the purposes in- 
cluded in these items. The Committee on Military Affairs had to 
segregate these items the best it could. 

We took the detailed statement of the expenses of the cost of 
maneuvers, and from that have agreed as to the amount that we 
thought that the Department needed. Now, there has been no 
estimate as to what the maneuvers will be or cost the coming 
year. Maneuvers for about 12,000 men cost something over 
$600,000. The War Department states now that it would like to 
have maneuvers on the Pacific coast and on the Atlantic, but has 
made no estimates for these purposes, so that I am frank to state 
to the gentleman from Indiana and to the committee that I be- 
lieve there will be a deficiency if the present plans of the War 
Department are carried into effect. It is my belief that the War 
Department should have liberty to conduct fairly good-sized ma- 
neuvers this year. I believe that the proposition of the gentleman 
from Indiana is just one year too early. I believe that the War 
Department should have fairly large maneuvers this year, and 
then there should be a detailed statement of the expenses for- 
warded to the House, as provided by the last clause of this item, 
and then next year we could put upon the bill such an amendment 
as the gentleman from Indiana now proposes to put on this bill. 
I think that his amendment is one year too previous. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. In viewof the statement of the gentleman 
from Minnesota that the War Department gave no estimates upon 
which this item can be properly ascertained, I withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
go back to page 12, line 14, for the purposeof offering the amend- 
ment which I will send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the committee recur to page 12, for the purpose of an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 14, page 12, insert: 

‘Provided, That no part of the money appropriated by this act shall be ex- 
pended in payment to any retired army officer of the Army who receives 


payment for services as clerk or other civil employee in any of the Depart- 
mentsof the Government.” 





The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. HULL. 
ject. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
der. 

ose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa objects. 

Mr. HULL. I don’t object to going back. I simply say it is 
subject to the point of order, and I will raise the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point can be raised after unanimous 
consent has been given to recurring to that page. 

Mr. HULL. My idea was that unanimous consent had been 
given. 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Iowa. Does the gentleman from 
Iowa make any point of order? 

Mr. HULL. I will raise the point of order, Mr. Chairman, and 
let the Chair pass on it. I do not desire to argue it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa care to be 
heard on the point of order? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not care to be heard en it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that as it is in the 
power of Congress to refuse to appropriate at all for this purpose 
it is within its power under the rules of the House to limit the 


Is there objection? 
It is subject to the point of order, and I will ob- 


It is simply a limitation upon the appropriation that I pro- 
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ements in the manner provided by this amendment, and, 
erefore, overrules the point of order. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For 250 contract surgeons, $450,000: Provided, That hereafter contractsur- 
geons and contract dental surgeons on duty in Alaska, Hawaii, the Philip- 


me Islands, and Porto Rico may transfer or — their pay accounts, when 
ue and payable, in the meth now provided by regulations for commis- 
sioned officers of the Army. 


Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

After the word “Army,” in line 24, page 15, the words “ Provided, That 
when a contract surgeon is in cone of a hospital he shall have the same 
authority asa commissioned medical officer.” 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, this is subject to a point of 
order. The Surgeon-General of the Army finds especially upon 
a recent decision of the Supreme Court that a contract surgeon 
in charge of a hospital finds himself without authority to control 
the men in the —— and military puni can not be 
inflicted for disobedience of his orders, and he desires where a 
contract surgeon is put in charge of a hospital he shall have 
authority to give orders. I simply state t, and leave the 
amendment to the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the amendment. 

Mr. HULL. The point comes too late; it has been debated. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman can not go on and make—— 

Mr. PARKER. If the gentleman chooses to make the point of 
order, it we to it; but this is —, for the benefit of the 
service, as the men in the hospitals should be under control. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have very substantial objections to the 
mene and I do not believe that it ought to become part of 

e law. 

Mr. PARKER. It is certainly subject to the point of order if 
the gentleman chooses to make it. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order that when 
the gentleman from New Jersey offered his amendment and stated 
that it was subject to the point of order, any member of the com- 
mittee desiring to raise the point of order should have gotten up 
then and made the point of order. But in place of that the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey continued until he had concluded his 
remarks, and then the gentleman from Ohio comes in and urges 
the point of order. I raise the point of order on that that the 
gentleman from Ohio is out of order in raising the point of order 
at this time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Idid not know what it was until the gen- 
tleman stated what it was. Itis very strange if you can violate 
the rules of the House by strangling opportunity to make a point 
of order. Has this question ever been stated to the House? I 
make the further point of order that there is no question before 
the House. It has not been read by the Clerk of the House, and 
I do not know nqw what the question is except what I gathered 
from the gentleman’s statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the amendment 
was reported from the Clerk’s desk and was debated by the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey with no point of order against it having 
been made, and the Chair is of opinion that the point of order of 
the gentleman from Ohio comes too late. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I think this amendment is a 
proper one, and while we are on this paragraph I think that some 
information should be given the House by the chairman of the 
Military Committee as to how long the system of employing con- 
tract surgeons in the Army is to be kept up. I, for one, think 


| the policy a bad one to have contract surgeons year after year. 
| Two hundred and fifty are provided for in the bill. 


Now, it is 
true that it has been necessary to have them, I will say, in the past 
few years to some extent, but I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that 
I do not think the policy a good one. I know, and I believe that 
the Members of this House know, that it is not to be expected 
that the best of medical talent can be secured for the Army under 


| the contract system. A young man fresh from a medical college 


can only secure a contract for two years, as I understand, so he 


| enters the service temporarily, and for this reason it is not to be 


expected that he will have the same interest in the service and in 
the welfare of the men under his care as a commissioned officer 
would. So, Mr. Chairman, I, for one, am opposed to the system. 

I know of my own knowledge at least one or two cases where 
bright, promising young physicians sought commissions as assist- 
ant surgeons inthe Army. They did not secure the commissions, 
but they did secure service as contract surgeons; but as soon as 
their time was out they left the service, and it is only to be ex- 
pected that they should leave the service. inducements aro 


not sufficient to obtain men of the highest class and to retain 
them in the service. So I hope that the military committee will, 
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at some time in the near future, bring forward such a bill or 
proposition that will eliminate what I think is one of the most ob- 
jectionable features in the organization of the Army. The con- 
tract-service proposition is one that I do not think is calculated to 


promote the welfare of the soldiers whose interests are to be | 


served, 

°Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to the fact that I did not attempt to make 
a point of order against the proposition without having some 
reason forit. I attempted to make the point of order just as quick 
as it was possible under the machinery asit wasrunning. I waited, 
as a matter of course, until the gentleman had relinquished his 
piace on the floor. I had no right to jump up and interrupt him 
and make the point of order. It would have been wholly improper 
for me to do so. I was in earnest in my opposition to this propo- 
sition. Ido not believe that an employee of the Government, 
hired simply by the month in cases of emergency, should be clothed 
with the powers and authority of a commissioned officer. I do 
not believe it is necessary, and it is enough to say that in all the 
long history of the connection of contract surgeons with the army 
organization no proposition of this kind was ever heard of before, 
so far as I have ever been advised. 

The contract surgeon does not bear a commission in the form 
of a commissioned officer. He is employed for a given length of 
time, and the Government can put an end to his employment at 
anytime. Heis put, perhaps, in charge occasionally of a hospital, 
and if his reasonable requests and directions to the men on duty in 
that hospital are disregarded by them, these men are subject to dis- 
cipline by a proper application or complaint made to the commis- 
sioned officer. There is no necessity for taking an ununiformed 
officer or a nonuniformed employee of the Government and put- 
ting him into authority so that a soldier will be convicted under 
the Articles of War and liable to be shot for disobedience of 
orders. That is the whole of this. It amounts to nothing more. 
The contract surgeon or employee of the Government with such 
authority as that—while the soldier may not know the official 
character of the man at all is liable to be shot for disobedience of 
orders. We have got along thus far without such a provision. 
I do not know whether it has been recommended by anybody or 
not; but I believe it is an innovation here that is wholly unneces- 
sary. That is the reason why I tried to prevent legislation on 
this appropriation bill of the radical character of this proposed 
legislation, 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the committee has no particular 
feeling about this amendment. The gentleman from Ohio is mis- 
taken as far as the previous action of the Government is con- 
cerned. Until very recently a contract surgeon placed in charge 
of a hospital could give orders for the administration of affairs in 
that hospital. It has only recently been decided that he could 
not give an order even to a nurse.. The Surgeon-General of the 
Army, who is as jealous of the privileges of his office, probably, as 
the gentleman from Ohio could possibly be, insists that in the 
matter of good administration it is necessary to have this amend- 
ment,and if the gentleman will turn to the hearings, on page 95, 
he will find that the Surgeon-General says this: 


The last decisions of the Judge-Advocate-General are to the effect that a | 


coutract surgeon has no right to give an order even to the nurses in a hos- 
pital, or to enlisted men. 


Now, I submit that if a contract surgeon is placed in charge of | 


a hospital, by authority of law, where they need his services, and 
then if the Judge-Advocate-General’s Department holds that he 
can not give an order to a nurse in that hospital, it is absurd to 
place him there. He may be a thousand miles from any other 
regular army hospital; he may be, and sometimes in Alaska is, 
more than a thousand miles from any commissioned officer of the 
Medical Corps of the Army; and to say that we can employ him 
and pay him as we do, and pay him his mileage—that we can put 
him in charge of a hospital and then say that he can not even 
make a nurse administer to the comfort of the sick is an absurdity. 
in my judgment, this amendment should prevail. It would not 
be necessary under the administration of a year ago; but under 
the decision in these cases it is absolutely necessary, if you are 
going to utilize the men you pay to look after the sick of the Army. 

This amendment is cmaniiy when the Surgeon-General of the 
Army asked Congress to give. Does the gentleman from Ohio or 
this committée believe that the Surgeon-General, at the head of 
the Medical Corps, would favor a measure that was not for the 
best interest of the sick the Medical Corps must administer to? 
It seems to me that it ought to be adopted from a mere statement 
of the case. These men pass an examination to show that they 
are competent, and when they are placed in charge of a hospital 
they ought to have the authority to administer the hospital for the 
interest of the suffering ple that are under their charge. 

The CHAIRMAN. e question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1143 


The Clerk, proceeding withthe reading of the bill, read as follows: 


For Porto Rico Provisional Regiment of Infantry, composed of two bat- 
talions of four companies each: Pay of enlisted men, $95,148. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the chair- 
man of the committee a question. If I rightly understand the 
law, the officers in charge of the Porto Rico Provisional Regiment 
of Infantry are to be mustered out of the service? 

Mr. HULL. The line officers ; yes. 

Mr. COWHERD. I realize, of course, that any provision 
changing existing law would be subject to a point of order, but I 
would like to ask the chairman of the committee if he does not 
think it would be entirely proper to retain these officers who have 
brought that regiment up to a high state of efficiency, officers who 
have served in Cuba and the Philippines and in China, and un- 
derstand the language of the people, rather than to muster them 
out? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, that is a question upon which 
there is a very wide difference of opinion. For many reasons, 
yes, I should say it would be wise to retain them, but fer others, 

'no. The law provided that on the 30th of June, 1904, the line 
officers should be mustered out. The enlisted force is retained. 
The officers were appointed as temporary officers when they ac- 

| cepted the commissions. They have been a very efficient body of 
| officers: The only question that the gentleman can determine, 
or that any other member of the committee can determine, is 
whether it is necessary to include these men now in the regular 
commissioned force of the Regular Army. The regiment itself, 
or the two battalions, form part of the Regular Army. The field 
officers, the colonel, lieutenant-colonel, and two majors have al- 
ways been detailed from the line of the Army. The captains and 
lieutenants were commissioned the same as in the provisional 





regiment that served for two years in the Philippine Islands. I 
confess that if there is some way to retain them as an independent 
body of men belonging only to this regiment I can see a great 
deal of justice in it; but to place them on the commissioned force 
of the Regular Army with the rank they are holding under these 
temporary appointments would, to my mind, be a very great in- 
justice to the officers of the Regular Army who have served many 
years longer than some of these officers. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I fully agree with the gentle- 
man that they ought not to go on the rolls of the Regular Arig, 
but it does seem to me that this Porto Rican regiment is some- 
what peculiar in its character, because of the fact that it is com- 
| posed of native troops, and that therefore the men who are in 
command of it ought to be men who are familiar with the lan- 
guage and the habits and customs of the country, and that the 
regiment will maintain a much higher state of efficiency with 
officers of that kind. I understand that it is now officered by men 
who have brought it to such a state of efficiency that in the late 
competitive target practice in the Department of the East, of the 
thirty-two men who qualified, 60 per cent of them were from this 
provisional regiment. That is something unusual when it is re- 
membered that Americans are considered ordinarily the best shots 
in the world. Of the twelve medals given, four were gathered in 
| by men from this regiment, and one man qualified on the inter- 
national team. 

Now, it seems to me that if some provision of law could be in- 
serted intv this bill which would keep there the officers who have 
brought this regiment to that state of efficiency and would not 
call for continual change of detail of officers from the Regular 
Army, who are not familiar with the people or their language or 
habits, it would be much better for the regiment and much bet- 
ter for the service. I have here the draft of a measure that was 
sent to me, and I am going to ask the Clerk to read it. I suppose 
there will be a point of order made against it. I submit it to the 
chairman of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri offer 
this as an amendment? 

Mr. COWHERD. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An act fixing thestatus of the Porto Rico Regiment of Infantry of the United 
States Army. 

Be it enacted, etc., That on and after the 30th day of June, 1904, the present 
Porto Rico Provisional Regiment of Infantry shall be designated as the Porto 
Rico Regiment of Infantry and shall constitute an infantry regiment of the 
United States Army, organized as are the other infantry regiments. The 
enlisted strength thereof shall be composed as nearly as practicable of natives 
of Porto Rico. 1 

Sec. 2. The field officers shall be appointed by the President from the 
Army. The President is authorized in his discretion to commission the cap- 
tains, first and second lieutenants, and assistant surgeons of the present Porto 
Rico Provisional Regiment of Infantry in their respective grades, with their 
rank in that regiment, as officers of the Porto Rico Regiment of Infantry, 
and they shall have the rank, pay, and allowances of their respective grades 
in the R lar Army. cs . . 

Sec. 3. To fill all vacancies which may exist in the grades of captain and 
first lieutenant in the two battalions constituting the present Porto Rico Pro- 
visional Regiment of Infantry, after they have merged into the Porto Rico 
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| 
Regiment of Infantry, promotions shall be made according toseniority of the | TheCHAIRMAN. The point of order being withdrawn, the 
first and second lieutenants commissioned from the present Porto Rico Pro- 


visional Regiment of Infantry. Remaining vacancies shall be filled by the gentleman from Texas will proceed. . . 

President by appointment of persons from the Army or who were in the | Mr. SLAYDEN. I was trying to direct the attention of the 
military service 0 f the United States during the war with Spain. saan | House to the fact that a year ago the Department of War recom- 

Src. 4. er the regiment shall have been fully organized, promotions ss we : 

shall be made as follows: Of the field officers according to seniority in the regi- | mended the abolition of the Porto Rican regiment as altogether 
ment. Vacancies in the grade of major to be filled by the President by selec- | Unnecessary. The size of the Army had been fixed by Congress 
= ~ the captains of the aay _— — en of a une, 1916, after | and was well understood by all; and it was in contemplation by 
which date promotions to grade of field officer shall be made according to | , E :. Ra " : 7 
seniority of the captains in the regiment. To fill all vacancies occurring in all that at the end of the ast fiscal J ear the Porto Rican Regi 
the grades of captain and first heutenant promotionsshall be madeaccording | ment would cease to exist. That regiment, as the House knows, 
to seniority of first and second lieutenants in the regiment, subject to such | if made up of natives, or presumably natives, of that island, and 


examination to determine their fitness for promotion as may be prescribed " 7 wy » , ” : 
by the President. | officered by volunteers—the only body of volunteers that are in 


Sec. 5. Agpotstments to fill vacancies occurring in the grade of second | the service of the Government in a military capacity, I believe. 
lieutenant shall be made by the President. F The report of the Secretary of War at that time was conclusive, 
Presa All appointments provided, for by this, act.shall be made by the | it seemed to me, in its argument that it was not necessary any 

Sec. 7. All laws and parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of this | longer to maintain that regiment, which was a public expense. 
act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. When the recommendation for the creation of that regiment was 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order on that. | made there were more disturbances in the Philippine Islands 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. than there have been since, and there was more necessity for an 

Mr. HULL. It is new legislation. It changes existing law in | enlarged Army. : Oe 
every particular. The existing law is that all volunteer officers | ‘Since that time the army in the Philippines has been reduced, 
now in the Porto Rican provisional regiment shall be mustered | and thousands of troops have been brought back to the United - 
out June 30, 1904, and their places filled by detail from the line of | States, and they can be used in Porto Rico if needed. The only - 
the Army. Not only that, but the law creates only two battal- | reason that the regiment was carried over last year was that very 
ions, while this proposed amendment creates a full regiment. It | potent reason applying to a vast amount of legislation in this 
is a change of the law in every respect. House; and that is the consideration for personal equation. There 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the amend- | are a number of young gentlemen down there—worthy men, effi- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Missouri is in conflict with | cient officers—who have their friends scattered throughout this 
Rule XXI, which provides against changing existing law in any | Country and this House, who saw to it that provision was made 
appropriation bill, and therefore sustains the point of order. to continue them upon the pay roll for another year. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, before that paragraph is left, When the Secretary of War was before the committee the other 
I rise for the purpose of moving anamendment to the bill to strike | day I inquired of him with reference to this recommendation; 
out all of lines 8, 9,10, and 11, on page 16 of the bill. In support | 2nd here in the hearings, on page 11, is his reply to my question. 
of that motion I wish to direct the attention of the House to the | I will ask the Clerk to read what I have marked in the report of 





fact that a year ago the Secretary of War recommended—— the hearings. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. The Clerk read as follows: 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. Mr. SLAYDEN. A year or so ago there was a recommendation from the 


Mr. GROSVENOR. At what particular time can a point of | Department looking to the discontinuance of the Porto Rican regiment. 


» 9 ‘ elena Does the Department adhere to its opinion in regard to that—that the details 
order now be made? The gentleman from Texas (Mr. SLAYDEN ] of the Army can now attend to the duties that have hitherto been performed 
has stated that he proposes an amendment. The amendment has by this Porto Rican regiment and that there is not any longer a necessity for 


not been read, and I don’t know what it is. He proceeds now un- | maintaining that? ote : 
der the ruling of the Chair to debate a question that has not been | Secretary Roor. Asa military question I should answer that yes. In the 


: consideration of that subject a political question arose, and I found that 
stated, when the rules declare that the Chairman shall state the many members of both Houses considered that for the effect upon Porto 


question to the House. | Rico it was desirable to continue that Porto Rican regiment. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Why. Mr. Chairman, I thought that propo- | The CHAIRMAN. Does not the law continue the regiment? 
Mr. ° y, “ 


om . : Mr. SLAYDEN. I know we do not discontinue it, but it was recommended 
sition had been stated and the Chair had ruled upon it and that | that we discontinue it. 


we were now on another matter. | Secretary Root. The law as it stands now discontinues the officers and de- 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Tam taiking about the matter to which | ‘sie egulit oflcers in place of olunteer se ene Army 
the gentleman is addressing himself. I want to know what the | large enough and would there be any harm to the public service to send 


amendment is. troops of the regular establishment to Porto Rico to do the police duties that 


° have been done down there by that regiment? There is no state of disturb- 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. ance down there thatI have heard of. There is less call for them in the 


The Clerk reported the amendment, as follows: Philippines. 
7 i 8. 9. 10. and Secretary Root. Well, we have the Army down to its minimum; I do not 
On page 16, strike out lines 8, 9, 10, and 11. think it is any too large. Evenincluding these two battalions of Porto Ricans 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- ! 40Det think it is any too large. 


; . . 2 Mr. CAPRON. Isit not worth all it costs for an object lesson for those people, 
VENOR] desire to raise a point of order? and to exert the influence which is exerted in having that service there? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I do. Secretary Root. Undoubtedly it is a useful thing to have a considerable 


The CHAIRMAN. It is now in order to do so body of Porto Ricans who are serving under the United States flag and ac- 


. : quiring discipline and subordination and the sentiment of loyalty that comes 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am permitted, I sup- | from military service. While I do not think there is any opectal necessity 

pose, to resume my remarks. for it froma military point of view, I think that consideration is a very 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from | *02# 2P°. 


Mr. SLAYDEN. Could not that consideration be met by permitting enlist- 


Ohio to raise a point of order. : ments of those people into the regular establishment? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I make the point of order that this is new : Geeretary Root. That is permed new = the temas of Ge wmestion 
legislation—-a change of existing law. la gear provision was made providing for ‘mastering out the aflcers 
c ‘ 2 5 ge, and there was put in a pro- 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to hear the gentle- | Yision permitting the Porto Ricans to enlist, : » 
man from Ohio upon that point of order. | Mr. SLAYpEN. Then it is merely a small addition to the size of the Regular 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I have nothing to say about it. I simply | 4"™@¥?. 
want to have it understood that I do not wish to make any mo ee eee 
mistakes. I do not want to make a point of order against an Mr. SLAYDEN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to also direct 
amendment that I have not heard and that has not been stated by attention to the fact that the Secretary said that the necessity for 
the Chair. | this regiment is not a military but a political one. I do not be- 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state tothe gentleman from lieve that we ought to authorize this expense—certainly not upon 
Ohio that the amendment to which the gentleman did make a | this bill—for any mere political reasons. The Army is large 
point of order has been reported from the Clerk’s desk. enough. The Secretary of War frankly admits that this is an 
Mr. GROSVENOR. So I have heard; but gentlemen sitting | effort to increase slightly the size of the Army. I hope, there- 
around me say that they never heard it; and I am sure I did | fore, that the House will adopt my motion and expunge that para- 
not. And my statement that I have not heard it was certainly | graph of the bill. e 
sufficient to have justified the Chair in ruling that the amend-| Mr. HULL. I sincerely hope that the House will not adopt 
ment should be reported again. | this amendment. If it is desirable to abolish the two battalions 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Did the gentleman from Ohio make a point | of Porto Rican troops as a separate organization, it ought to be 
of order to my amendment, or was he referring to the nar done in some other way than by simply striking out the appro- 
amendment, the one offered by the gentleman from Missouri | priation in the bill. I do not think the gentleman from Texas 
{Mr. CowHErpD]? | meant to convey to the House the idea that Secretary Root’s use 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman | of the word ‘ political’? was meant in any partisan sense what- ' 
from Ohio to insist on his point of order against the amendment ever. 
offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN]? | Mr. SLAYDEN. Assuredly not. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. No, I do not. Mr. HULL. I think what the Secretary meant by that was 








1904. 


that its effect upon the ae: 
shat the loyalty and discipline 
under the flag was worth all it cost the Government. 
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le of Porto Rico was beneficial, and the construction. Now it is all placed under the head of the 


uartermaster’s Department, sothat now, in the tropical parts of 


It is true | this country, in. the southern States, or wherever they need to 


that these Porto Ricans can enlist in the Regular Army. They | manufacture ice, the Quartermaster-General’s Department has 
can independent. of this, or in addition to this. But if they enlist | control of the entire plant manufacturing the ice. Therefore it 


as other citizens of the country it is to be assigned to companies 
and regiments as the companies and regiments might need re- 
cruits. This is a solid body of Porto Ricans, who are under the 
influence of American officers, who are taught the American lan- 
guage, who are taught to love the American flag, and they are 
civilizing agents all over that island, to help in building up Amer- 
icanism and good citizenship among those newly acquired people 
of that beautiful little island of the sea. 

Mr. HAY. Will the gentleman allow me toask him a question? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. HAY. Isit nota fact that these Porto Rican troops are 
part of the Regular Army and that they have enlisted for a term 
of years? 

Mr. HULL. They have. 

Mr. HAY (continuing). And that the failure to make this ap- 
propriation would be breaking the contract of the Government 
with them? 

Mr. HULL. There is no doubt about that, and I hope the 
amendment will not prevail. I wanted to emphasize the fact 
when you reduced the cost of the regiment to the minimum num- 
ber of men by making this provision it will return tothe Govern- 
ment many times its cost in building up and developing good 
government. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the gentle- 
man from Iowa that I entirely sympathize with every effort made 
to help the Porto Ricans, but I do not believe they need the civil- 
izing influence of the bayonet. I prefer to educate them along 
more purely American lines—to give them the position to which 
I believe they are entitled. I would, if we are to continue them 
under our flag, prefer to see them given the rank of a Territory, 
and ultimately, having the courage of the situation, to bring 
them into the American Union as a State after they have mani- 


was not necessary to limit them to the Philippine Islands as was 
done last year, because as a matter of administration the whole 
matter had been turned over to the Quartermaster’s Department. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. In your provision in the bill of last year 


| money could have been expended for the purchase of ice machines 
| at any post in the United States. 





| 


fested their fitness for it, as I believe they would in a reasonable | 


time. In my judgment that would have a more elevating, a more 
spiritual, and a more patriotic influence on the Porto Rican peo- 
ple than if we merely permitted a hundred or two of them to 
enlist in the Army. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Texas. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 


Regular supplies: Regular supplies of the Quartermaster’s Department, 
including their care and protection, consisting of stoves and heating appara- 
tus required for heating offices, hospitals, barracksand quarters, and recruit- 
ing stations; also ranges and stoves, and appliances for cooking and serving 
food, and repair and maintenance of such heating and ae appliances; of 
fuel and lights for enlisted men, including recruits, guards, hospitals, store- 
houses, and offices, and for sale to officers, and including also fueland engine 
supplies pepenee in the operation of modern batteries at established posts; 

or post 
for the health and comfort of the troops, and for cold storage; for the neces- 


sary furniture, text-books, paper, and equipment for the post schools and | 


libraries; for the tableware and mess furniture for kitchens and mess halls, 
each and all for the enlisted men, including recruits; of forage in kind for 
the horses, mules, and oxen of the Quartermaster’s Department at the sev- 
eral posts and stations and with the armies in the field, and for the horses of 
the several regiments of cavalry, the batteries of artillery, and such compa- 
nies of infantry and scouts as may be mounted, and for the authorized 
number of officers’ horses, including bedding for the animals; of straw for 
soldiers’ bedding, and of stationery, including blank books for the Quarter- 
master’s Department, certificates for discharged soldiers, blank forms for 
the Pay and Quartermaster’s departments, and for printing department 
orders and reports, $4,800,000: Provided, That no part of the appropriations 
for the Quartermaster’s Department shall be expended on printing unless 
the same shall be done by contract after due notice and competition, except 
in such cases as the emergency will not admit of the giving notice of compe- 


Mr. HULL. Becausethe Medical Department had charge then. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Where do you strike out the provision for 
the medical department? 

Mr. HULL. We strike it all out. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. This does not authorize them to purchase 
anything that they had not authority to do before? 

Mr. HULL. In one Department or other of the Government; 
no, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana insist on 
his point of order? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Ido not make the point of order. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I move to strike out the last word 
for the purpose of asking the gentleman from Iowa a question 
about the language contained in line 12, page 21, to wit, ‘‘ where 
it is impracticable to secure competition.”’ 

Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman from Iowa where in the 
United States is it impracticable for the United States Govern- 
ment to get goods furnished the Army by competitive bids? 

Mr. HULL. Oh, there are some things they buy in such a very 
small amount that it would cost more to advertise than it would 
to buy them. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. ‘‘Impracticable to secure compe- 
tition ’’—would that cover that kind of case? 

Mr. HULL. It may be an emergency where you had to buy at 
once. It is a very small thing, some of the purchases being as 


| low as $5. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It is the usual language used? 
Mr. HULL. It is the usual language. 

Mr. PRINCE. The same as used last year? 

Mr. HULL. The same as‘used for many years. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Horses for cavalry, artillery, and engineers: For the purchase of horses 
for the cavalry, artillery, and engineers, and for the Indian scouts, and for 
such infantry and members of the Hospitai Corps in field campaigns as 
may be required to be mounted, and the expenses incident thereto, $400,000: 
Provided, That the number of horses purchased under this appropriation, 
added to the number now on hand, shall be limited to the actual needs of the 
mounted service, and, unless otherwise ordered by the Secretary of War, no 
| part of this appropriation shall be paid out for horses not purchased by con- 
| tract, after competition duly invited by the Quartermaster'’s Department, 





| and an inspection under the direction and authority of the Secretary of War. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 


| 

} . ‘ ° 99 ‘ 
| chairman of the committee why ‘‘ engineers’’ are added? 
| 

| 


tition and in cases where it is impracticable to have the necessary printing | 


done by contract the same may be done, with the approval of the Secretary 
of War, by the hire of the necessary labor for the purpose: Provided further, 
That hereafter, except in cases of emergency or where it is impracticable to 
secure competition, the purchase of all oor for the use of the various 
departments and posts of the Army and of t 

shall only be e after advertisement, and shall be purchased where the 
same can be purchased the cheapest, quality and cost of transportation and 
the interests of the Government considered; but every open-market emer- 


gency purchase made in the manner common among business men which | 


exceeds in amount $200 shall be reported for approval to the Secretary of 
War under such regulations as he may prescribe. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, in line 12, page 20, the | 
language of the last bill was ‘‘ for the health and comfort of the | 


troops in the insular possessions.”” That included the insular 
possessions. Now, I want to reserve the point of order on this. 
Where ice machines were required I notice you have struck out 
of this bill the words ‘‘insular possessions.”’ 


Mr. HULL. Iwillsay, Mr. Chairman, under the reorganization 


Keries; for ice machines and their maintenance where required | Pill we created a battalion of engineers, and the horses have been 


purchased for them under this clause. It is a question of con- 
struction whether they can furnish the horses for the Engineer 
Corps unless the law authorizes it, and at the request of the De- 
partment the committee put in that in order to clear the matter up. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Barracks and quarters, Philippine Islands: Continuing the work of provid- 
ing for the proper shelter and protection of officers and enlisted men of the 
army of the United States lawfully on duty in the Philippine Islands, includ- 
ing the acquisition of title to building sites when necessary, and including 
also shelter for the animals and ae. and all other buildings necessary 
for post administration purposes, $365,500. 


Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I desire to in- 
terrogate the Chairman of the Military Committee in regard to 
this section of the bill. In the first place. I want to ask him how 
many soldiers are now quartered in the Philippine Islands? 


| Mr. HULL. They have there the constabulary (they are not 


e branches of the army service | 


provided for at all in this bill and are half soldier and ha!f police); 
they have scouts, I suppose about 5,000 men, if they are filled to 
probably eight to ten thousand American soldiers. 
Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Now I want to ask him fur- 
ther, What progress has been made in the construc.ion of these 
| barracks and buildings since the last Congress? 

Mr. HULL. The last Congress, on the urgent deficiency bill, 
appropriated $550,000 for a post at Manila. The regn!ar army 
| bill carried, as I remember, $1,500,000 additional. It wasexpected 

at that time this amount given would be sufficient to complete 
| the system of posts for the care, shelter. and protection of cur 
| troops in the Philippine Islands. They find that it is necessary 


| their full enlisted authorized strength, and I think they have 
| 
| 
| 


Mr.HULL. Mr. Chairman, that was because of the fact, under | to ask this amount additional, and the information the committer 
the old law, the Medical Department had charge of the ice machines | has is that.this amount will practically complete the necessary 
in this country and the Quartermaster’s Department in the other | appropriation for the erection of barracks and quarters in the 


places. The Quartermaster’s Department did the building and | Philippine Islands. 
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Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. That hardly answers the 
question, which is, What buildings have already been erected and 
where have those buildings been erected? 

Mr. HULL. Well, Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I can 


answer that question in detail. There have been erected build- 
ings at Manila, buildings at Iloilo, buildings at Cebu, buildings 
at different posts in the island of Luzon, and buildings at the dif- 
ferent posts in Mindanao, and all the places where we have re- 
gular established posts. It would probably reach a large number 
of posts altogether, at probably a hundred places where we have 
permanent buildings. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. I think the gentleman is mis- 
taken in one thing. The last $500,000 was appropriated for the 
very purpose the $365,000 is appropriated for by this Congress, 
not for the post at Manila alone. 

Mr. HULL. Well, Mr. Chairman, I am simply giving the in- 
formation we have as to what they need. If the gentleman does 
not like the appropriation, he can move to strike it out. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Well, 1 donot want to be put 
in the attitude of striking outa properappropriation. What Iam 
trying to get at is the chairman’s information in regard to the 
necessity of the appropriation and how the large sum of $500,000 
has been spent. 

Mr. PALMER. Two million dollars. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. I am reminded it is more 
than $2,000,000. What was the testimony before the committee 
on that subject? 

Mr. HULL. I will read from the hearings: 

The CHAIRMAN (reading). Barracks and quarters, Philippine Islands. 
We appropriated last year the $500,000; yes, more than that. 

General HUMPHREY. We had last — $1,500,000, and this year we have on 
the regular appropriation $500,000 and deficiency act $250,000; also under sun- 
dry civil act $1,000,000 for the military post near Manila. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. That came in under a sepa- 
rate bill? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. 
at all? 

Mr. HULL (reading): 


Mr. Escu. For the fiscal year 1903 we appropriated one million and a half, 
and in the deficiency there was another $250,000, making im all one and three- 
quarters million dollars? , 

General HUMPHREY. Yes, sir; also $500,000 in the Army act, March 2, 1903. 

The CHAIRMAN. This estimate is with the idea of completing that work 
there or simply carrying it on? 

General HumMpurey. Carrying it on to completion and for necessary re- 
pairs the $365,000 is asked for. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Now,canthe chairman of the 
committee give the information to the committee as towhen this 
work will likely be completed? 

Mr. HULL. Oh, certainly not. It will never be entirely com- 
pleted. We have had in the United States a hundred and more 
years of government, and we have never completed any line of 
our public work. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Does the gentleman think 
there will always be a necessity for troops in the Philippine 
Islands and for these expenditures to go on? 

Mr. HULL. I think that the time will never come when the 
United States will not have troops in the Philippine Islands any 
more than the time has ever come when we have not had troops 
in the State of New York and in the State of Illinois. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Oneotherquestion, Mr. Chair- 
man. I notice on page 24 there is an appropriation for barracks 
and quarters, among other things, of $4,750,000. Then here is 
this particular section, where we appropriate for the proper shel- 
ter of enlisted men of the Army of the United States. What 
would be the difference between providing barracks and quarters 
for troops and for the proper shelter and protection of enlisted 
men of the Army? 

Mr. HULL. There isthisdifference. Underthe head of “ Bar- 
racks and quarters’’ we appropriate for officers as well as enlisted 
men, but there is a more restrictive clause in appropriating 
money to be disposed of in this country than there is over there. 


And is not embraced in this 


locating the posts, and carry it on in a different way; while there 
we have to trust largely to the military establishment to deter- 
mine many questions. 


Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Can the gentleman from 


Iowa give me any information as to the number of building sites | 


purchas:d, or any evidence as to the cost of the building sites, or 
the cost of any of the buildings? 

Mr. HULL. No; the committee did not go into the number 
at all. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, that the laborer is 
worthy of his hire no one stands ready to dispute. The laborer 
is entitled to such compensation that he may have over and above 
his living, enough to accumulate at least a small competency for 
old age. The coal miner is entitled to such wages as will enable 
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him to educate his children as well as the mine owner educates 
his. This is only justice to the laborer, and the best interest 0/ 
the Republic demands it. Education is one of the cardinal dov- 
trines of the Republic. This contention applies to all classes of 
laborers, and should apply to those in the Government employ 
as well as to those in individual employment. I do not believe i, 
a little spasmodic economy that requires Government employee. 
te work another half hour and leaves all the great extravaganc: , 
go untouched. 

It has been notorious for many years that post-route mail car. 
riers are very poorly paid, and has been frequently charged that 
the rural-route carriers are also underpaid. I received a marke! 
copy of the Detroit Tribune that contains an article that state 
facts and figures with reference to the State of Michigan, and | 
presume the same condition exists in all the States. The artic! 
sums up the situation so well that I send it to the Clerk’s desk 
and ask that the same may be read in my time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


FIERCE FIGHT FOR A LIVING—THE RURAL MAIL CARRIERS MAKE $7 A YEAI 
PROFIT—A MOST STRIKING COLLECTION OF DISHEARTENING EXPEK|!- 
ENCES—INFORMATYON COLLECTED FROM 570 RURAL ROUTES IN MICHIGAN. 


Rural free mail delivery has reached a point in its development where the 
United States Government may pause and take an inventory. ‘The Post 
Office Department and the Members of Congress, on whose good judgment 
the institution has been founded, may ask themselves how long the Govern- 
meut can expect the carriers to furnish capital for the big enterprise; may 
ask themselves the reason why s© many carriers quit the service, and 
whether it was not the hope of ultimate just recompense that has kept the 
ranks of the carriers sably filled. 

Some food for serious thought has been gathered by the Tribune. In- 
dividual complaints have reached the ear of the public and of Congress, but 
convincing statistics as to the exact status of the great rural-delivery servico 
in any one State have been inaccessible. The Tribune, through its corre- 
spondents, has gone to the original sources, and concerning the service in 

ichigan has gathered facts which, bearing as they must one way or the 
other, will scarcely be ——_- An average profit of $7 above living ex- 

anses and care of horses has m made in the past year by each carrier. 

he capital furnished by each carrier is $300. At the end of three years the 
outfit_must generally be replaced with a new one. Regardless of the fact 
that.all American citizens aim to increase their savings and the Government 
expects its employees to — for their own rainy days and their old age, 
in this arduous service the average savings of $7 a year must be applied to 
the purchase of a new equipment at the end of the third a. The excess of 
= nn $21 must come from other sources, as, in fact, did the origina! out- 

vy of $300. 

The testimony of 570 rural mail carriers in Michigan points to these con- 
clusions. Assuming thatall the carriers get $600 a year, which they do not, 
the cost of maintaining from two to four horses with almost an equal number 
of vehicles makes a serious inroad into the salary. Add to this the cost of 
replacing a lost horse or a demolished wagon. Add further the cost of main- 
taining a carrier’s home. The datasubmitted are overwhelming. In nearly 
every instance the carrier can save absolutely nothing. Then the collapse of 
his equipment and the need for its replacement by a new outfit. 

The rural mail-delivery service has been an experiment, both as to cost of 
maintenance and as to benefits. The benefits are admitted. The cost of 
maintenance isa knowledge that must come from the mouths of the carriers 
themselves, who pay the bills. The Tribune, has madea thorough canvass of 
570 routes in Michigan, none of the information — advanced by the car- 
riers of complaint against the Government, and has drawn conclusions 
which it offers.as being approximately correct for the whole State. 

There is revealed the fact that 570 carriers employ 1,481 horses in the serv- 
ice and 1,148 vehicles. The total number of miles traveled in one day is 14,12, 
an average of 24:6 miles. The carriers work six daysin the week. The sal- 
aries vary from $500 to $600. It has cost these 570 carriers a total of $16,656 for 
repairs to vehicles, harness,and horsesinone year. This does not include the 
astonishing bills for horseshoeing that are run up on account of the constant 
service. Neither does it include the replacing of the horses lost, nor the buy- 
ing of new wagons, nor the medical attendance. A few of the reports may 
Re eens bills, but where they do it is evident by the size of the 
repair ; 

o our 570carriers there happened 511 accidents last year, every one entail- 
ing theexpense of repairs. Many of theseaccidents incurred the entire dem- 
glition of the wagon and some the loss of a horse. The service is peculiarly 
liable to such serious accidents and the carrier takes the chance and bears 
the expense. Vehicles and harness gave way 430 times, each break entailing 
an expense of from $1 to $10. Wheels have been smashed by the score in ruts 
and mires. Boxes have been rvined by upsets. The breakage bill alone 
makes up almost the entire $16,656, which is borne by the carriers, theaverage 
cost per carrier being $28 a year. 

Along the muddy or snow-bound roads there have been forty-three up- 
sets, in many of which the carrier was injured. A total of twenty-six horses 
were lost to the carriers last year, either by being so maimed as to necessi- 
tate their being shot, by dropping dead in their tired tracks, or by lingering 
ill in their stables after being ruined in the service. Horses were injured to 
the number of seventy-eight, many of the injuries reducing the value of the 
horses by 50 or 75 per cent. Without exception, the carriers’ horses are on 
the road tothe dump, and by the end of the third year are useless or are 


In this country we first get the sites, we select them, enact a law | worth Sout 16 per cont of their extginal value, Tine cnrrter bimoeit to often in 


peril of his life. Carriers to the number of eight suffered serious injury, 
their legs having been broken, or their ribs, or their wrists, the routes being 
far from being upholstered. 

The carriers are almost-unanimous in saying that they make no profit. 
Scores of whom the Tribune makes no record declare that they are away 
behind in their enterprise. Some of the recorded profits are known to be 
meant as being the total on which the carrier has to live, but the Tribune 
submits them as they stand. It is Lae pos that a carrier can not save $15) 
after pa ing his living expenses as well as for his horses and equipment. A 
total of By. 1 has been saved, counting these instances, thus tankin an aver- 
age of $7 per annum for each carrier, an eloquent bank account for Uncle 
Sam‘s employees. 


Mr: GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee this question: As I understand it, Congress either locates 


by law ourarmy in the United States, or the leading general, 
with his aids and associates, do so under the limitations of the 
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law. Now, will the gentleman tell us who has located the army 
posts where these lands are to be bought, where we take title to 
lands, where we build the army posts and expend millions of 
money? Will he tell me who is selecting, who is buying, who is 
supervising that matter? 


Mr. HULL. The commanding general of the islands and the 
poard of officers appointed by him to select the site. The quar- 
termaster-general makes the plans when he knows the number of 
troops to be housed by the post, just as we used to do here. In 
any fort that is temporary now the Department can select a post. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I do not pretend to remember all 
the laws that we have enacted, because we have enacted somany, 
but I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa if the law per- 
mits the commanding general of the Philippine Islands to go 
throughout the islands and purchase these sites, as it seems he has 
done by the answer made by the gentleman to the questions put 
by my colleague, Mr. ParrERsoNn? Do our laws, in short, permit 
the commanding general of the Philippine Islands to go anywhere 
and locate an army post? 

Mr. HULL. I think there is no doubt of that under this ap- 
pre ypriation bill. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Can the gentleman refer me to 
any statute that permits the general in the Philippine Islands to 
go anywhere and buy land and erect a post such as we authorized 
last Congress at Manila? 

Mr. HULL. This clause places no restriction on the selection 
of the property for that purpose, but leaves it tothe proper officer 
to carry it out. I think the gentleman from Tennessee would not 
want to interfere with the discretion, because he will realize that 
men who have charge of the department, whose troops are lo- 
cated in that district, know the different surroundings and dif- 
ferent localities and are better judges than Congress would be. 
We could not undertake to locate or limit or restrict the proper 
discretion of the officers in this matter. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I would not interrupt proper and 
legitimate protection to our troops—they obey orders and must 
go where ordered. I am, however, anxious, Mr. Chairman, to 
tind out, and I think we ought to know, whether or not the officer 
in charge of locating these expensive army posts is going along 
the islands doing so without any authority of law just as he 
pleases, without any express statute giving him authority to do 
it. The government of the Philippine Islands is not building the 
army posts; the people of the United States are doing it. Iam 
disposed to think that the appropriations for the Army and for 
the Navy have been so large that some of our home undertakings 
are suffering—for instance, our river and harbor bill and the pub- 
lic-buildings bill—but I hope they are not done away with for all 
time. These home enterprises are suffering, I think, from these 
immense expenditures for the Army and the Navy because of our 
colonies—imperialism, in short. Inasmuch as our home people 
are paying the money out,we want to know where it goes 
whether legally or not and the amounts. My recollection is that 
we made a specific appropriation to erect an army post at Manila 
and there was considerable contest about it, because it was an 
entering wedge to a great and continuous expense. The gentle- 
man from Iowa very frankly states that our buildings in the 
Philippine Islands for troops are never going to stop; that they 
will never end. In other words, our own people will and must 
suffer for our colonists—just as I prophesied time and again—and 
the end, the gentleman says, will never come. 

He further states that we have not stopped in the United States, 
and he goes on and argues it, lawyer-like, whether he is one or 
not, and says we have never seen the time in the United States 
when we did not have soldiers in the State of New York: but, 
Mr. Chairman, the soldiers in New York are at home. When 
we haye American soldiers they have always fought at home. 
Our Navy, it is true, has gone on the other side of the world to 
protect our rights on this side, but our soldiers have always been 
at home until this modern way of amalgamating a republic with 
a lot of unfortunate colonists on the other side of the world was 
inaugurated. 

The CHAIRMAN, 

Mr. PRINCE rose. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 





The time of the gentleman has expired, 


I will yield to the gentleman. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the time of the | 


| ing the charge forsuch Government transportation, having claims against the 


gentleman from Tennessee has expired. ge cee, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then I am doubly glad to yield. 
Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last two words. I now 
yield to the gentleman. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. PRINCE, Has the gentleman the right to yield to me 
now? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh, yes, The Chairman is good 
enough to allow me to go ahead. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will permit the gentleman from 
Tennessee to yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 


man from Tennessee if We are not appropriating in this bill for 

necessary shelter and protection of the officers, including shelter 

for the animals and supplies, and all other buildings necessary 

for post administration purposes? 

* GAINESof Tennessee. The gentleman is reading from the 
ull? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Of course, I can not answer the 
question. The gentleman has the bill before him, and certainly 
the bill ought totell him. Read it. 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes; on page 26 the gentleman will find the 
amount is stated at $365,590. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
something that is not in the bill. 
last year for that same purpose? 

Mr. PRINCE. I can not state now from memory. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Five hundred thousand dol- 
ars. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Five hundred thousand dollars, 
my colleague tells me. Now it seems that it has gone into an 
amount nearly equal to $2,000,000, as my friend from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. PALMER] suggests. So you see, my dear sir, this thing is 

oing into millions, and it will be piling up here in a year or so 
into millions and millions, and we are going all over the Philip- 
pine Islands erecting army posts, and I dare say they will erect 
them where they will cost the least tothe Government, of course; 
but we have nothing here to show that, and the end will never 
come to our Philippine expenses. 

I have not heard any testimony read here as yet which tells us 
how much these buildings will cost or where they are located. I 
believe the gentleman from Iowa |Mr. HuL.] said they are lo- 
cated all over the islands. Well, I have never heard of any law— 
I do not mean that I am an expert in military law, for I am not, 
and I do not mean to say that I recollect what we have passed 
already 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires the committee to under- 
stand that the gentleman from Tennessee is proceeding under 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Just a moment, and I am done. 
I never heard of any law that permitted anybody to go all over 
the Philippine Islands and expend the people’s money for army 
posts or anything else, but it seems this appropriation contem- 
plates that. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Transportation of the Army and its supplies: Transportation of the Army, 
including baggage of the troops when moving either by land or water, and 
including also the transportation of recruits and recruiting parties hereto- 
fore paid from the appropriation for “ Expenses of recruiting;”’ of supplies 
to the militia furnished by the War Department; of the necessary agentsand 
employees; of clothing, camp and garrison equipage, and other quarter- 
master stores, from army depots or places of purchase or delivery to the 
several posts and army depots, and from those depots to the troops in the 
field; of horse equipments and subsistence stores from the placesof purchase, 
and from the places of delivery under contract to such places as the circum- 
stances of the service may require them to be sent; of ordnance, ordnance 
stores, and small arms from the foundries and armories to the arsenals, 
fortifications, frontier posts, and army depots; freights, wharfage, tolls, and 
ferriages; the purchase and hire of draft and pack animals and harness, and 
the purchase and repair of wagons, carts, and drays, and of ships and other 
vessels and boats required for the transportation of troops and supplies and 
for garrison purposes; for drayage and cartage at the several posts; hire of 
teamsters and other employees; extra-duty pay of enlisted men driving 
teams, repairing means of transportation, and employed as train mast>rs, 
and in opening roads and building wharves; transportation of funds of the 
Army; the expenses of sailing public transports on the various rivers, the 
Gulf of Mexico, and the Atlantic and Pacific oceans (no steamship in the 
transport service of the United States shall be sold or disposed of without 
the consent of Congress having been first had or obtained): for procur ng 
water, and introducing the same to buildings at such posts as from their situ- 
ation require it to be brought from a distance, and for the disposal of sewage 
and drainage, and for constructing roads and wharves; for the payment of 
army transportation lawfully due such land-grant railroads as have not re- 
ceived aid in Government bonds (to be adjusted in accordance with the d *ci- 
sions of the Supreme Court in cases decided under such land-grant acts), but 
in no case shall more than 5) per cent of full amount of service be paid: Pro 
vided, That such compensation shall be computed upon the basis of the tar.tf 
or lower special rates for like transportation performed for the public atlarve, 
and shall be accepted as in full for all demands for such service: Provid d 
further, Thatin expending the money a a ypriated by this act, a railroad co n- 
pany which has not received aid in bonds of the United States, and which ob- 
tained a grant of public land to aid in the construction of its railroad on con li- 
tion that such railroad should be a post route and military road, subject tothe 
use of the United States for postal, military, naval, and other Governm -nt 
services, and also subject tosuch regulations as Congress may impose restr ict- 


Now, I will ask the gentleman 
How much did we appropriate 





ne 


| United States for transportation of troopsand munitionsof war and milit uy 





supplies and property over suchaided railroads, shall be paid out of the mon »vs 
appropriated by the foregoing provision only on the basis of such rate for the 
transportation of such troops and munitions of war and military supplies and 
preeete as the Secretary of War shall deem just and reasonable under the 

oregoing provision, such rate not to exceed 50 per cent of the compensation for 
such Government transportation as shall at that time be charged toand pid 
by private parties to any such company for like and similar transportation; 
and the amount so fixed to be paid shall be accepted asin full for al] deman Is 
for such service: Provided further, That the number of draft animals pu °- 
chased from this appropriation, added to those row on hand, shall be limit2d 
to such numbers as are actually required for the service, $14,500,000. 


Mr. GROSVENOR, Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
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against the language found in line 7 on page 27 and ending at 
the word ‘‘ obtain,’’ in line 9, for the purpose of inquiring of the 
chairman if that is the existing law? 

Mr. HULL. Itis. It was enacted last year. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is not changing existing law in any re- 
spect? 

PM. HULL. Notatall. The committee simply wants to make 
it so that Congress retains control of these boats, so that they 
shall not be hawked about the country unless Congress gives full 
authority. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How long has that been the law? 

Mr. HULL. One year. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Before that time a great many of them 
were sold? 

Mr. HULL. Yes; and at a very low price. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is all. I withdraw the point of 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Construction and repair of hospitals: For construction and repair of hor- 
pitals at military posts already established and occupied, including the 
extra-duty pay of enlisted men employed on the same, and including also all 
expenditures for construction and repairs required by the Army and Navy 
Hospital at Hot Springs, Ark., except quarters for the officers and for the 
construction and repair of general hospitals and expenses incident thereto, 
and for additions needed to meet the requirements of increased garrisons, 
$475,000: Provided, That out of the above appropriation not to exceed $50,000 
may be used to construct a hospital at any one post. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
on the proviso commencing in line 22, page 29. I wish to ask the 
chairman of the committee whether under the law he is permitted 
to expend more than $20,000 for the purpose contemplated by the 
proviso? 

Mr.HULL. Mr. Chairman, I would refer the gentleman to the 
note to be found on page 160 of the Book of Estimates, and I hope 
the committee will give attention to it when I read it: 


This estimate is in accordance with the recommendation of the Surgeon- 
General of the Army, who says: ‘‘Of the above amount, $100,000 is to build a 
modern hospital for 100 beds at Fort Riley, Kans.; $30,000 to build a modern 
hospital for 24 beds at Fort Totton, N. Y.; $45,000 is to enlarge the hospital at 
Fort Leavenworth, Kans.; $50,000 is to enlarge the hospital at Fort Snelling, 
Minn.; and $60,000 is to enlarge the hospital at Fort Sheridan, Ill. These funds 
are necessary to meet the requirements caused by increased garrisons, and as 
section 1136 o0f the Revised Statutes forbids the use of more than $20,000 at any 
one post, it is requested that Congress be asked to designate the amounts men- 
tioned as needed for each post or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 


Now, there is no question in my mind but that the point of order 
raised by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HEMENwaAy], if he 
should insist upon it, is well taken; but it did seem to me that in 
view of the large posts that are now being erected and the neces- 
sity for the hospital accommodations, it would not be good ad- 
ministration to limit the sum to $20,000; and for that reason we 
put upon this bill a proviso that the amount expended in this way 
sholl not exceed $50,000. That covers practically all the hospitals 
except the one at Fort Riley, Kans.; and if there they want a hos- 
pital to cost as much as $100,000, I think it is only right, this 
amount being so much beyond the ordinary, that they should 
come and ask for it in the regular way. 

But it seems to me, in view of these posts now being constructed 
and the number of troops now housed at these large centers of 
military concentration, $50,000 is not an unreasonable sum for 
Congress to allow in this appropriation bill. I hope the gentle- 
man from Indiana will not insist on his point of order. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I should like to 
read two extracts from the testimony of the Surgeon-General be- 
fore the Committee on Military Affairs as bearing on this point 
of the gentleman from Indiana. I read from the statement of 
General O’Reilly before the committee: 


entlemen know what $20,000 would do in 1859 as compared with what 
o now. 


You 
it will 


He had stated that the law limiting the appropriation to $20,000 | 


at any one post was passed in 1859. He then continued: 


The way things are now is an abominable nuisance. We are called upon 
to construct a hospital at a post. The estimates are made, the plans are 
made, and they meet the approval of all the authorities, including the Secre- 
tary of War. We then advertise for bids. Bids come in—$35,000 or some- 
thing like that—perfectly reasonable, but which under the law of 1859 can not 
be accepted. We then make plans again, and again ask for bids. The bids 
come in for about the same amount. Then we cut out this and cut out that, 
unti! we have left a shell of a building that is hardly fit for occupancy, read- 
vertise, and then maybe we will get a bid for, say, $22,000. Then it is neces- 
sary to cut down something else, expecting to add it in another year, so we 
cut off a wing or something of that kind. At the end of all this you havea 
building which will have to be added to from _ to year, and which will 
cost you more in the end than if you had erected a good building in the first 
place. 


Farther on in his statement he says: 


We can put up a part of the building this year. That will cost $20,000, and 
we can add iy next year and $2),000 more the third year, and maybe 
some more the fourth year; and then after we have got all that we have a 
patchwork building which has cost more than if we had hadan appropriation 
of $50,000 or $60,000 in the first place to spend on the building. 
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_It was on this testimony that the committee suggested this pro- 
vision. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, section 1136 of the Re- 
vised Statutes was passed evidently for the purpose of keeping 
this matter within the control of Congress—prohibiting the erec- 
tion of buildings which would cost more than the amount named 
without the direct authority of Congress. I think that is a very 
| good provision, because we do not want to give to army officers 
the right to build hospitals whenever they choose, and if they 
are carrying on the practice that the hearings evidently prove 
they are carrying on, they are violating the law. If they are 
spending $20,000 on a particular building one year and then 
$20,000 on the same building the next year, they are violating at 
least the spirit of the law, which says they shall not spend more 
than $20,000 in the construction of a building unless under the 
direct authority of Congress. 

I do not think such a practice is right. I do not feel that I 
should be doing my duty if I failed to make this point of order, 
because we do not want to leave to the heads of Departments the 
determination as to where more hospitals shall be built. We want 
to retain the right ourselves to say by legislation when these build- 
ings shall be constructed. 

Now, I believe this section of the statutes is a good one. I re- 
member that where the buildings are to cost more than $20,000, 
and are authorized by law, they are usually taken up on the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill. But at least there should be author- 
ity of law where a larger amount than $20,000 is expended on any 
of these buildings; and for that reason, Mr. Chairman, I make the 
point of order against the proviso. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state his point of order? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. My point of order is that this provision 
changes existing law. Section 1136 of the Revised Statutes pro- 
hibits the erection of any buildings the cost of which is to exceed 
$20,000, except by special authority of Congress. The pending 
provision would allow the erection of buildings at a cost of $50,000 
without receiving such special authority. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand that the point 
of order made by the gentleman from Indiana is directed to the 
proviso alone? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HULL. I would ask the Chair to consider this one point 
in connection with it: That if this appropriation is made for hos- 
pitals and construction and repairs, and the proviso that no more 
shall be expended than this, it is entirely a different proposition 
from changing the law. I submit it to the Chair and hope the 
Chair will consider that point. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If the Chair is in doubt at all on the point 
of order, I want to argue it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Just one moment. The Chair will call the 
attention of the gentleman from Iowa to the fact that, owing to 
the distance, the Chair was unable to hear all the gentleman said 
and will be glad if he will restate his position. 

Mr. HULL. As the gentleman from Indiana stated his point 
of order, the proposition he made was that under this authoriza- 
tion by law no more than so much should be expended for any 
one building. He did not mean hospitals any more than any 
other building. That is the law, as \ understand it. Now, the 
law has established posts at certain places—at all the places that 
have been enumerated by the existing statutes as to localities 
where this money shall be expended. This appropriation gives in 
gross a large sum of money for the construction and repair of 
hospitals under the law. The proviso is simply for the purpose 
of saying that not more than $50,000 shall be expended on any 
one building, and I think it is an open question if a point of order 
can lie against it under these conditions. The appropriation itself 
| makes law. 
| The CHAIRMAN. Can the gentleman from Indiana cite the 
statute to which he refers? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Ihave just sentit up. It is section 1136. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair finds that section 1136 of the 
Revised Statutes appears to limit the amount which may be ap- 
a for such a purpose without previous special authority 
of Congress to $20,000. The proviso against which the point of 
order is made authorizes the expenditure of $50,000 for the con- 
struction of a hospital. It seems to have that effect, although 
the language is somewhat indefinite. That seems to be the 
proper construction of it. The Chair is therefore of the opinion 
that the point of order is well taken and must be sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Army general hospital, District of Columbia: For the construction in or 
near the city of Washington, D. C., of an army general hospital, for the treat- 
ment of special classes of cases, for purposes of instruction in connection 
with an army medical school, for training enlisted men of the Hospital 
Corps in nursing, and to serve as a base hospital in time of war, and for the 
purchase of land in the District of Columbia for a site for said hospital, 
$400,000: Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be used until it 
shall have been determined by the Secretary of War that the entire cost of 
plans, buildings, and grounds will not exceed the sum hereby appropriated. 
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Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of ier) 


against this section, that there is no existing law authorizing this | 
appropriation, which is legislation upon a general appropriation 


bill. : 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman made a point of 
order only last Saturday of continuing the work by the Signal 
Corps in laying a cable in Alaska. If the Chair will hold the 
same as to this provision as he held on that occasion, why, I pre- 
sume that it will be subject to the point of order, although I can 
not believe that the Chair decided that correctly, because it was 
a continuing work, and that was an appropriation to finish the 
work. I did not appeal, because I did not think it necessary. I 
want to say, as to this, that there is a general hospital now located 
in the city of Washington. It has been established at the bar- 
racks formerly known as the ‘‘ Washington Barracks,’’ now known | 
as the ‘‘ Engineer School,’’ and the law under which we trans- 
ferred the engineer barracks to the Engineer School provided for 
a svstem of buildings there for the school of engineers that | 
interfered with this general army hospital. 

It was also provided by law that they should erect a war col- | 
lege on these grounds. That has been done to a certain extent, | 
and there is another appropriation in here for that. Inthe course 
of this new work it has become absolutely necessary to tear down 
the present general army a and to erect another one on 
some other ground to be purchased by the Government, and in 
my judgment the point of order is not well taken on this, as it isa 
part of the general plans for the Army, which is not changed by 
this bill, and is legitimate to appropriate for in this bill. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If the Chair is in doubt, I want to be 
heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, the proposition is to tear down | 
the general hospital, which it is said cost $40,000, and which it is | 
saidis now ten years old, and therefore not fit for further use, and | 
to buy ground to build another hospitalsomewhere else. That is 
the proposition. Now, if that is a continuing work, the point of | 
order is not well taken. It is not proposed to repair the old hos- 
pital, nor to add to the old hospital; but the proposition is to tear 
down the old hospital and to buy new ground somewhere else and | 
build another hospital for the sum of $400,000. If this were a | 
mere continuation of.that old work, then it would not say the | 
new hospital in this bill. Now, Ido not know but that a new 
hospital is needed in the city of Washington. Perhapsitis. But 
I do know, or at least I think I know, that a work on this mag- 
nificent seale—the selection of a site and the preparation of-plans 
and the expenditure of $400,000 for the purpose of establishing a | 
new hospital for the purposes named in the bill—ought not to be | 
undertaken without some amount of investigation and some rea- | 
son be given that will show the necessity for such work. 

Now, practically the reasons given by the Surgeon-General in 
his communication to the committee are that he needs a new 
building, to cost $400,000, for the purpose of setting up a medical | 
school for the instruction of the student officers in the science of 
medicine; for the purpose of treating special cases which he men- 
tions, old army officers who are to be retired on account of disa- 
bility. He wants a $400,000 place where he can examine these 
men and say whether they are really entitled to be retired. Now, | 





in my opinion, and I may be wrong, I do not believe that the | 
United States Government ought to go into the business of run- | 
ning a medical school or a medical college; I do not believe we 
ought to spend $400,000 for the purpose of establishing a place 
where the student officers can learn the use of the Réntgen rays 
as the Surgeon-General recommends. 

I do not believe it is essential to establish such a place as that 
for a base hospital, around which can be located some tents for 
temporary hospitals in case there should be a war, as he recom- 
mends. Now,those are the reasons. Iam not against a hospital | 
if needed, but I do say there ought to be some kind of an investi- 
gation and some kind of an inquiry and some kind of a responsi 
bility fixed somewhere, more than is contained in this letter, which 
is addressed by the Surgeon-General to the committee and on which 
this appropriation has been recommended. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to add one word to | 
what the gentleman has said in regard to this report of the Sur- 
geon-General, The Surgeon-General says: 


A conservative estimate of the money saved the United States by the suc- 
cessful surgical GpeenSene at this hospital since its establishment, September | 
8, 189%, to December 10, 1903, has beex made, and it is shown that 40 officers 
completely incapacitated have been operated upon and restored to duty, | 
Whose retired pay would have been over $75,000 a year, and that 380 enlisted 
men have been returned to duty after operations for disability, whose pen- | 
sions, had they been discharged, would have amounted to nearly $49,000 a | 
year. The institution has therefore already paid for itself many times over | 

rom its surgical work alone, while its valueasan essential part of the instruc- | 


tion of young medical officers and enlisted men of the Hospital Corps can not 
be estimated. | 
| 


Mr. PALMER. Well, Mr. Chairman, that saving of $75,000 | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| quate for the needs of the Government up to this time. 


| ishing and useful existence. 


| im 


| case with the English army ben 






11497 


and the $49,000 was made in this little old $40,000 hospital that 
you propose to tear down because it is ten years old. 

Mr. HULL. Ifthe gentleman had read the other part of this 
he would see that that old hospital would have tocome down. It 
is built of timber, it is in the way, and the ground is to be occu- 
pied for other purposes. Even if it were not for other purposes, 





| it is in such condition as to be unsanitary as a hospital. 


Mr. PALMER. This is what the Surgeon-General says: 


_ Plans for the War Dollege and Engineer School contemplate a new build- 
ing on the present site of the hospital. It has been proposed to move the 
present building and use it as a post hospital during the construction work, 
and for this purpose it is neither too large nor too good. It is inadequate in 
size for a general hospital, however, and being largely built of timber it has 
shrunk and settled until it is no longer possible to maintain it in a perfect 
sanitary condition where the necessary aseptic operations are to be per- 
formed. The building is about ten years old and cost less than $40,000, 


Well, it is ten years old and cost $40,000, and it has been ade- 
Now, all 
I am proposing is that before going into the appropriation of such 
a large sum as $400,000 and the selection of asite for the erection 
of anew building there ought to be some kind of inquiry and there 
ought to be some kind of a law authorizing the expenditure. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that the gentleman 
who has just taken his seat nor the gentleman from Iowa has 
addressed himself to the point of order, and therefore I want to 
read further from the report of the Surgeon-General where the 


| gentleman from Pennsylvania left off. He says, speaking of this 


hospital: 


It is always crowded so that nurses must be lodged outside, and there are 
no private rooms for officers or special cases. The location is not suitable, 
even if it were possible to retain the site, and the ground is low and the heat 
excessive in summer. I repeat most earnestly my previous recommendation 


that a general hospital of sufficient size and perfect in every respect be built 
in the District of Columbia for the following purposes. 


Then he goes on and gives the reasons for it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to speak upon the reasons 
for establishing this hospital when the point of order has not yet 
been passed upon. Therefore I will wait until the Chairman 
passes upon it. e 

I will print as a part of my remarks the following: 


ARMY GENERAL HOSPITAL IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA—REASONS FOR 
ENLARGING THIS INSTITUTION AND PUTTING IT ON A MORE PERMANENT 
BASIS. 


The need of a large general hospital at the national capital is not new. In 
time of war one or more will always be required for the service of the troops 
which are mobilized near Washington, while in timeof peace it will be equally 
necessary for the treatment of special cases and as a part of the system of in- 
struction of young medical officers and members of the Hospital Corps and 
Nurse Corps, as stated below. 

In 1862 there were in the District of Columbia 32 hospitals, treating 20,000 
sick and wounded. and the Surgeon-General in hisreport forthat year, which 
is remarkable for its wise and far-seeing summary of the needs of the Med- 
ical Department, says as follows: 

“An army meidical school, in which medical cadets and others seeking ad- 
mission into the corps could receive such special instruction as would better 
fit them for commissions, and which they can not obtain in the ordinary med- 
ical schools, isa great desideratum. Such an institution could be established 
in connection wth any general hospital with but little, if any, expense to 
the United States. 

*‘A hospital of a more permanent character than any now in this city is, I 
think, very necessary and will be required for years after the present rebel- 


| lion has ceased. I therefore recommend that suitable buildings be purchased 


or erected for that purpose. If this is done, the medical school and museum 
will be important accessories to it.” 

The first of these recommendations for the establishment of an army 
medical school was realized in 1893 and is now in the twelfth year of a flour- 
The second recommendation—the establish- 
ment of a permanent general hospital at Washington—was not realized until 
188, when the Secretary of War ordered the conversion of the post hospital 


| at Washington Barracks intoa general hospital and the construction of some 
| additional wooden buildings of a temporary character. 


This is the present 
yrovisation. The time 


eneral hospital establishment, and originally an img = ‘ 
lishment has become 


1as arrived when a larger and more permanent esta 
srative. 
avorable action on the part of Congress is necessary now for three 
reasons. 

1. The present buildings are, as shown below, unsuitable and inadequate, 


, and the temporary ones have become so dilapidated as to be nearly unin- 


habitable (see e). = i : 
2. The space occupied by these buildings is necessary for the completion 


| of the new engineer post as authorized by Congress, and the removal of the 


general hospital is demanded in obedience to that law in physics which de- 
clares that two bodies can not occupy the same space at the same time 

3. In order to reap the full measure of usefulness of this institution it 
should have room for great expansion in time of war, and should be the great 
training school for the Hospital Corps. It should also afford a home for the 
Army Medical School. The combination of these two institutions, as is the 
7 ital and school established after the Cri- 
mean War at Netley, and the celebrated French hospital and school at Val- 
de-Grace at Paris, offers advantages which are great and evident, and which 
are enumerated below (c). 

The establishment has fully demonstrated its value to the military ser vice, 
but as now constituted is entirely inadequate, and the work of reconstruction 
at Washington Barracks will render its removal imperative in the near fu- 
ture. In order tocontinue this hospital elsewhere in the District of Columbia 


| and upon a satisfactory basis, land will have to be purchased and suitable 


buildings erected thereon. To this end the Secretary of War has asked for 
an op from Congress of $400,000. ; 
This hospital isneeded (a) for the treatment of special cases; (>) for train- 


ing enlisted men of the Hospital Corps; (c) for instruction in connection with 
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the Army Medical School; (d) for expansion and use as a base hospital in 
time of war; (e) to a adequate accommodations on a good site. 

The usefulness of the hospital in meeting the needs of the service and the 
necessity for an adequate establishment will be discussed under each of the 
above heads. 

(a) THE TREATMENT OF SPECIAL CASES. 


Cases of illness and pay are constantly arising in the military service 
which neue special skill and special appliances for their treatment in order 
to save the men to the service, to reduce the pension list, and to give | 
disabled in the service of their country the benefit of the most advanc 
medical and surgical knowledge. Hospitals at military posts are equipped 
for the usual run of cases, but it is too ex ve to equip all hospitals in the 
Army with the special apparatus required for the treatment of difficult 
cases; equally, it is impossible to have at all posts surgeons skilled in all the 


specialties of medicine and surgery. The advance of medicine and surgery - 


has produced a large number of special and costly appliances, and has neces- 
sitated the training of medical men for their use, pn in the observation and 


treatment of special diseases. The proper care of cases requiring special 
skill arid special apparatus can only be given at a hospital especially equipped 
for the purpose. e conditions relative tothe treatment of special cases are 


similar in the Army to the conditions in civil life. In civil life difficult and 
important cases occurring in the country and in towns and small cities are 
sent to medical centers where there are large hospitals fully equipped and 
with specially trained medical meninattendance. _ 5 

The number of patients treated at the general hospital in Washington can 
be taken in part as an index of its usefulness. : 

In all, 4,945 cases have been treated since the establishment of the hospital. 
Of these, 1,051 were surgical and 3,894 were medical. 

The value of the hospital to the Government from a pecuniary point of 
view can be estimated by the amount saved in pensions and in retired pay. 

A careful estimate has been made of the savings to the Government from 
surgical operations alone done at the hospital. This shows a yearly saving 
in pensions which would have been paid enlisted men of $48,808.04 and of 
yearly retired pay to officers of $75,374.76, a total of 302.80, the equivalent 
of 3 per cent on an investment of $4,173,420. As will be seen, a large number 
of medical cases have been treated. Many of these were special and difficult 
cases, which recovered were resto to duty. No estimate of the sav- 
ing to the Government from this source could be accurately made, but the 
amount is large. In commenting upon these sa s to the Government, the 
Surgeon-General hasstated in his report for 190%: “‘' The institution has, there- 
fore, already paid for itself many times over from its surgical work alone.” 

The treatment of officers who would otherwise be on sick leave is also an 
important function of a general hospital. With no facilities for treatment 
other than those available at military posts it has been customary in the 
past te give officers requiring special treatment sick leaves of absence. In 
such cases the officers are removed from ————— of superior officers and 
=e oom . +d —- ae aT —— nancial] —_ - 
pay the large feesc y capa. — ks consequence the treat- 
ment adopted is not always to the benefit of the officer, ahd the service suf- 
fers through long delay in restoring the ee to duty or by producing con- 
ditions which may to permanent disability. Theinterestsof the service 
and of sick officers are better subserved if instead of sick leave a fully 
equipped hospital is available to which officers — be ordered and there 
treated by competent medical men, who are fully alive to safeguarding the 
interests both of the officer and the United States. 

The objection may be advanced that to bring officers or enlisted men from 
distant posts to Washington for such ial treatment will involve an in- 
creased expenditure for mileage. To this it will be replied that this cost is 
insignificant when compared with the saving of a trained officer or man to 
the service who would otherwise either die or have to be supported for the 
rest of his life on the retired list or as a pensioner. The expense of transpor- 
tation could be more than covered even in the less severe cases where the 
effect of skilled treatment is to cut short a prolonged absence from duty. To 
abridge by even one month the sickness of an officer whose pay is $250 a 
month is equivalent to a saving which would pay four times over the mileage 
from St. Louis to Washington. Patients from the Rocky Mountain region 
and the Pacific coast are not sent East for treatment, but go to the general 
hospital at San Francisco—a large permanent establishment with a bed ca- 
pacity for 400 patients and facili for ial work. 

When the progress of the construction work at Washington Barracks 
makes necessary the removal of the present hospital buildings and the closure 
of the hospital, there will be no general hospital for the special treatment of 
general surgical and medical cases east of San Francisco unless Congress 
makes this appropriation. 

The observation of officers te incapacitated for service is an im- 
portant function of a general ital. The conditions of the military serv- 
ice are such that officers frequently have but desultory medical attendance. 
Their medical re 3 is, therefore, imperfect, and their real physical con- 
dition when claim of permanent disability is made is often a matter of 
conjecture. It is im nt that if disability is not permanent that this fact 
be ascertained and the officer saved to the Government. Equally, to safe- 
guarding the interests both of the Government and the officer, it is necessary 
when disability exists that an accurate — be arrived at, both as to the 
nature of the bility and its cause. Observation at a hospital equipped 
with ag wy apparatus and with trained medical men in attendance is 

uently the only way in which these questions can be anthoritativel 
settled. The general hospital at Washington has f 
use to the fullest satisfaction of all, and its value to 
Way will be constant in the fature. 


uently been put tothis 
e Government in this 


(>) FOR THE TRAINING OF ENLISTED MEN OF THE HOSPITAL CORPS. 


Men enlisted into the Hospital Corps come from all vocations in civil life, 
and most of them are entirely unfamiliar with nursing —— Corps 
methods, and military duties. For the best care of the sick of the Army it 
is essential that these men be trained for the duties which they have to per- 
form. Itisa pangs fact that training for nurses must be practical so 
far as possible, and in civil life all training schools for nurses are connected 
with eee The same necessity obtains in the military service, and it is 
manifestly for the welfare of the sick of the Army that men whose duties 
pertain almost entirely to the care of the sick should be trained for this pur- 
pose as soon after their entrance into the service as possible and before } soul 
assume the responsibilities incident to the care of the sick. 


A comemay of instruction, Hospital Corps, consisting of about 150 men, is 
now attached to the general hospital at. ee. this company a v 
d, and hospital-co drill is 


tematic course of instruction in ——a 
given by meansof recitations, lectures, drills,and practical work in the wards 
of the general hospital. Recruits are received into the company, given in- 
struction, and as soon as the instruction is completed they are sent to duty 
at various aie hospitals in the United States and the insular ons. 
There is such evident need of this company of instruction and its connection 
with the general hospital, where the men ot be practically trained, that it 
would bea detriment to the service if there was no general hospital to 
which the company could be attached. 


From the various number of cases received at a general hospital the prac- 
tical teaching of enlisted men the duties of nursing can be excellently carried 
out, and this been the case at the general hospital at Washington. Sincs 
a establishment of this hospital over 2,600 enlisted men have passed through 
this company. 

The company of instruction is quactnet at present in wooden pavilions 
erected for temporary use during the war with Spain. These buildings are 
cheap wooden structures, are now in very bad repair, and at best will last 
but a short time. The original cost of these buildings, of which there aro 
two, was about $3,000 each, but they have now been in use for about five years 
and are in such bad repair that they willlast but ashort time longer. They 
represent to the Government practically no value whatever. Also, they now 
occupy ground upon which the officers’ quarters of the new post are to be 
erected, and their removal in the near future will be necessary. In conne - 
tion with the pro d new hospital a suitable barrack for the company of 
instruction should be erected. 

(c) USE OF THE GENERAL HOSPITAL IN CONNECTION WITH THE ARMY 
MEDICAL SCHOOL. 


The Army Medical School was established in 1898, and yearly sessions havo 
been held at the school with the exception of an interval during the war 
with Spain. This school is one of the military service schools authorized by 
the Secretary of War and placed under the general supervision of the War 
College by General Orders 155, November 27,1901. In thisschool medical men 
recently appointed to the Medical Department from civil life are trained in the 
duties of medical officers; the school is carried on in the Army Medical. Mu- 
seum on the corner of Seventh and Bstreets SW. Itis essential to the success 
= training oo — — — pe Aen wn os in aed a 

on as app military hosp military surgery, hosp co! rill, 
establishment of field hospitals, and like subjects which pertain particularly 
to military medical methods. These subjectscan only be taught practically 
by having a hospital and a company of instruction near the school. 
Efficient t ing at the Army Medical School therefore requires that » 
general hospital with a com y of instruction attached be located at some 
place not far distant from the school. 

As the curriculum of the school is now arranged, student officers attend 
surgical clinics at the general hospital, where they are instructed in military 
surgery and in the use of instruments and appliances furnished for the uso 
of medical officers. The use of the hospital for clinical instruction in connec- 
tion with the Army Medical School, as stated by the Surgeon-General in his 
report for 1903, © 126, “has a value as an essential part of the instruction 
of Festa medical officers and enlisted men of the Hospital Corps which can 
not be estimated.” In this connection the Surgeon-General in report for 
1903, page 18, states, ‘‘ The distinctive features of \the course of instruction at 
the school are, first, the large measure of personal attention paid to the 
student's individual work by instructors in the laboratories and surgical 
ee, — it is believed, is not exceeded, if equaled, in any post- 

uate school.” 

Medical officers on duty at the general hospital and with the company of 
instruction also act as professors and instructorsinthe Army Medical School, 
so making an economical use of the officers stationed at the hospitai. 


(d) USE OF THE HOSPITAL BY EXPANSION FOR A BASE HOSPITAL IN TIME 
OF WAR. 


In all —— wars in which the United States has amas troops in 
considerable number have been assembled in Washington and its vicinity. 
The number of sick from the troops assembled in and near Washington and 
sick from other commands who while being shipped to different parts of 
the United States in passing Srosee Washington are retained in this city 
meats — past always necessitated the establishment of a large general hos- 
i re. 
. The establishment de novo of large general ee is always accom- 
panied with considerable delay, expense, some confusion, and unayoidablo 
discomfort to the sick. With the nucleus of a general rey already estal- 
lished and in ——- order, the expansion of the hospital to any desired size 
ean be done practically without delay and at a minimum expense—the nucleus 
being provided with all necessary apparatus, both medical and surgical, with 
operating rooms, and with the nistration in working order, nothing is 
required but the addition of temporary wards to care for the sick in the very 


best manner. 

The establishment of a general hospitalin the District of Columbia, not 
only for the use of the Army in time of peace but for its expansion in time of 
war, is one which immediately appeals to the military expert, as thereby a 
contingency is prepared for in advance, fully in accord with the time-hon- 
ored maxim ‘In time of peace prepare for war.”” When, therefore, such an 
establishment meets so many requirements, namely, special advantages for 
the care of the sick in time of , the training of ye yg men for 
their duties in nursing, the training of medical officers fresh from civil life 
in administrative and other duties which pertain particularly to the mili- 
tary service, and expansion in time of war, the n of such an institution 
would seem to be evident. 


(€) TO PROVIDE ADEQUATE ACCOMMODATIONS ON A GOOD SITE. 


Condition of the present hospital.—The hospital now used is entirely inade- 
quate in size and in accom itionsand isimperfect in construction. It was 
built years ago for a post hospital for the use of the post of W m Bar- 
racks, and has few of the accommodations which a general hospital should 
have. The total cost of the building was less than 000, and a been 
used for over ten years, is worn, an largely built of timber, has shrunk 
and settled until it is no longer possible to maintain it in the perfect sanitary 
condition absolutely necessary where aseptic surgical opsrations are to bo 
performed. It has a total bed capacity of sixty. Usually all available space 
is occupied by patients, leaving no room for the nurses to sleep in the build- 
ing. ere are no private rooms for special cases nor for officers. Although 
the hospital is largely used for surgical cases, there are no rooms for anes- 
thesia nor for recovery. The upper story has a low ceiling under a mansard 
roof and is almost unendurably hot in summer. 

In view of the important medical and surgical work done at this hospital, a 
new building, modern in every aan, is required. 

To provide a proper site for the pital it should be erected on high, well- 


drained ground. 
The continuance of the hospital on its t site, even if it were possible, 
ashington racks, where the hospital is now 


is in no way desirable. At 
situated, the gone is low, the air circulation poor, the heat excessive in 
summer, and the location very malarious. 

The work of construction at Washington Barracks, now well under way, 
will render the removal of the general hospital imperative in the near future. 
Plans for the War College and the Engineer School contemplate a new build- 
ing on the present site of the hospital. It has been peepeees to move the 
present building and use it as a post hospital during the construction work, 


and for this purpose it is neither too large nor too good. 
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LOCATION OF THE HOSPITAL. 


_ easons the hospital should be located in the District of Colum- 

bi , oe these, sueh aa necessity for such a hospital here in time of 
ie have already been discussed. Other reasons are as follows: 

War vise with the Army Medical School depends upon this school being in 
the city of Washington, and when used with thisschool it subserves oy ane 
both practical teaching eppeomnony of officers. In this city is the Army 
Medical Museum and the Library of the Surgeon-General's Office, both of 
which are of indispensable value in teachi ae and surgery. 

The museum and li building is the home of the school. In it the lec- 
tures, demonstrations, laboratory work are given. At the hospital prac- 
tical work im hospital administration, clinical demonstrations, hospital 


Orn ill, erection of field hospitals, etc., are carried out. It is necessary, 
COT ae the h ital be within reasonable distance from the school. 
Aj] the professors and ructors in the school are stationed in Washington 
or in its immediate vicinity and the student-officers have to live in the city. 


The professors and instructors, in addition to their work in the school, all 

have other and important duties, thus making a most economical combina- 
tion of work. All no conditions make it absolutely necessary to have the 
Army Medical School in this city, and where the school is the hospital 
should be. , 
The value of combining an army medical school and hospital has been fully 
rec : ae and has ery by all the great nations of the world. The 
army medical schools and hospitals of Germany, France, England, and Russia 
are well known and their value unquestioned. : : 

By having the school and hospital in the District, both are immediately 
under the eye of the Surgeon-General, so allowing personal and careful super- 
vision with consequent increase in efficiency. A with the school and hos- 
pital near — — proper co-relation of instruction, both theoretical and 

ractical, can be made. 

- To provide a hospital for officers and men stationed in the District of Colum- 
bia.—The qoneael hos is the only military hospital in the District for this 
purpose. The hospital at Fort Myer is too distant and is only sufficier ly 
Large for the requirements of that post. 

By providing hospital facilities for officers and men stationed here, not only 
are their requirements ad , br 
nection with the Army Medical School is increased. : ays 

Administrated work is facilitated by having a general hospital with its 
company of instruction in the District. 

Reports and orders can be transmitted from the War Department direct 
to the hospital, so obviating delay in official communications relative to offi- 
cers and men under treatment and enabling the central authorities to keep 
directly in touch with patients held for treatment or observation. 


Orders | 
relative to the detailing of enlisted men who have been instructed in the | 
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uately met, but clinical material for use in con- | 


compuny to duty elsewhere can be quickly transmitted and carried out. | 


This facility of communication is valuable in peace, but especially valuable 
in time of war when ——- relating to large numbers of officers and men 
have to be quickly determined. ; 5 

The requirements relative to a site can be admirably met in the District, 
the only possible objection being the somewhat high price of land. The site 
should be ample in size, well drained, with accessible water, sewer, and gas 
mains, and should be on a well-paved road not far distant from street-car 
line. 

The size of the site is important, and a careful estimation of all require- 
ments determines the minimum at 45 acres, while 50 acres would be better. 
Provision must be made to allow full air space about the hospital and ample 

vround for extension in time of war by means of pavilion wards or tents. 
-rovision must also be made for ample parade ground for hospital-corps 
drill, and the pitching of tent field hospitals for the instruction of student 


officers. 
The dis 1 of sewage necessitates that a main sewer be near; otherwise 
the local disposal of sewage would add greatly to the expense. 


Proximity to street-car lines is necessary to facilitate communication with 
the hospital both in time of peace and war and to enable professors and stu- 
dent officers to get from the school to the hospita', 

Another important factor in making it desirasle to have the hospital in 
the District is that local laws are satisfactory and can be enforced to main- 
tain the surroundi of the hospital in right condition. 

Suitable land can be secured in the District at not to exceed $4,000 peracre, 
and it is possible that land for a site can be secured at a somewhat less figure, 
but preliminary inquiry indicates that a wholly desirable site can hardly be 
purchased for less. In view of the value of the proposed institution and its 
continued use in the future it would be false economy to purchase a site other 
than one which would meet all requirements. s 

Against all factors showing the need of a genera) hospital in the District 
adequate to the requirements of the service, both educational and for the 
care of the sick in time of peace and war, there is to be considered but one 
item, the cost of esta the hospi From a financial point of view 
this objection is met by the saving to the Government from the work at the 
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Mr.HAY. It was done on the Army College buildings last year. 
Mr. HULL. It has been repeatedly done on appropriation bills; 
it was done on the Military Academy bill. Why, Mr. Chairman, 
that contention would make it impossible for the Committee on 
—e Affairs to build up the Military Academy,as we have 
one, 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman does not contend that on 
the army appropriation bill he could provide for a public build- 
ing at any post? 

Mr. HULL. Not at one of these posts; but we have done it 
for the Engineer School for years. When it was at Willetts Point 
we appropriated whatever they asked for on the army bill. We 
gave them $45,000 once or twice. An appropriation for the War 
College was appropriated last year and passed at $:00,000. The 
gentleman at the head of the Committee on Appropriations, one 
of the greatest leaders the House has ever had, a man that scru- 
tinized every bill most carefully, who has so commended himself 
to the membership of the House that they elected him Speaker, 
would not raise a point of order against it, because I assume that 
he did not believe that the point of order would lie. Nobody ever 
accused him of holding back when he believed that a point of 
order would lie. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ‘‘ What constitutes a contin- 
uation of a public work or the continuation of an appropriation 
for a public work ”’’ is one which has given rise to many decisions, 
some of them conflicting. Itwasdecided in the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, as the gentleman from Iowa stated the other day, that the 
construction of a new vessel for the Navy was a continuation of a 
public work already in progress. That was probably the extreme 
limit of the decisions in that direction. It was subsequently held 
that the construction of a new vessel for the Coast Survey was not 
the continuation of a public work. That was decided in the 
Fifty-sixth Congress. It has been repeatedly held—several times 
in the Fifty-sixth Congress—that the establishment of a light- 
house, even the building of a new vessel for a light-house tender, 
was not a continuation of a public work. It was held that the 
construction of a new dry dock for the Navy was not a continua- 
tion of a public work; that the location for a site for a naval 





| magazine was not the continuation of a public work. 


Upon this point—the purchase of sites—the weight of authority 
appears to be to the effect that where the appropriation is for land 


| adjoining an existing site and for the purpose of additional build- 


ings it will be treated as a continuation of a public work. but 


| where the appropriation is for a new site it will not be so treated. 


In the Fifty-sixth Congress, on the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
an amendment was offered by the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. 


| CANNON] authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to acquire. by 


| site of the Government Hospital for the Insane. 


condemnation, 140 acres of land adjoining the present building 
The gentleman 
from Missouri, Mr. DE ARMOND, offered an amendment to the 


| effect that if that could not be obtained at a specified price a new 


site should be purchased. Against that amendment the gentle- 
man, from Illinois, the present Speaker, made the point of order 
which is urged here, and so good a parliamentarian as the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, Mr. DauzeLi, then in the chair, sus- 
tained it. 

Now, in addition to that, section 1156 of the Revised Statutes 
limits the appropriation which may be made for a structure not 


| authorized by previous special authority of Congress to $20,000. 


institution when it isshown that the single item of surgical work already | 


done returns to the United States a sum 
investment of over $4,000,000. The value of the institution in training youn 
medical officers and enlisted men of the Hospital Corps can not be estimated. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. If the Chair is in doubt, I would like to | 
The Chair will hear the gentleman from | 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I desire simply to state that under a con- | 


be heard. 


The CHAIRMAN, 
Indiana. 


struction of the statute which I sent to the Chair a while ago, if 
it were a work in p 
order, If it isa work in progress they could not use more than 
$20,000 for the construction of the building there, but it is not a 
work in progress. It is a proposition to build at a separate place 
on a new site to be acquired a new building to cost $400,000, and 
if it were a regular army post, under the statute that no build- 
ing shall cost over $20,000, you can notonstruct without special 
ae and you can not give special authority on an appropria- 
on bill. 

Mr. HULL, Mr. Chairman, in answer to that I will say that 
every year for the last twenty-five years special authority has 
been given on appropriation bills for this character of building — 
for instance, at West Point, and _ do it every year. It has 

ve had any buildings of this 


been done repeatedly whenever we 
character to appropriate for. 


ss it would still be subject to the point of | 


ual to 8 per cent interest on an | : ’ é J 
| the Chair, therefore, that the point of order is well taken and 





The paragraph here involved provides foran entirely new hospital 
upon an entirely new site and appropriates $400,000. It seems to 


must be sustained. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to return to page 25. 

Mr. HULL. For what purpose? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I had intended to offer an amendment to 
the provision relating to the military post exchange, but since 
that amendment would be subject to.a point of order, I do not in- 
tend to detain the House with any remarks. I do, however, ask 
unanimous consent to print, in connection with my remarks, a 
report on this subject made by the American Public Health As- 
sociation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The report, Mr. Chairman, to which I 
have just referred was unanimously adopted by the American 
Public Health Association at their recent convention at Wash- 
ington, D.C. It was prepared by a committee of expert phy- 
sicians who had given much study to the question of the army 
canteen, and their conclusions are most interesting reading to all 
who have the physical and mental well-being of the American 
soldier at heart. The report reads as follows. 
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THE CANTEEN. 


To the American Public Health Association: 


Ata meeting of the American Public Health Associaticn held in Buffalo 
September 16 to 20, 1901, the following resolution was adopted: 

** Resolved, That this body deplores the action of Congress in curtailing the 
operation of the army canteen or post exchange, and in the interests of gen- 
‘eral and military sanitation recommends its establishment on its former 
basis at the earliest possible date.” 

Another resolution was adopted, as follows: 

“The executive committee recommends the appointment of a special com- 
mittee to prepare and publish at an early date a pamphlet for public circu- 
lation, containing the resolution of the Public Health Association in favor of 
the army canteen, together with a concise statement of the data upon which 
this action was based and the definite references to the original sources from 
which such information is obtainable; such pamphlet to be issued in the 
name of the association, and to be so prepared as to withstand keen and in- 
telligent examination. 5 i 

- This recommendation is made in view of the fact (1) that an important 
function of this association is to educate the public in matters of hygiene; (2) 
that the action above referred to is in disagreement with the ideas of a very 
large number of good citizens; (3) that this is a possible opportunity of se- 
curing their understanding of our action, and, it is to be hoped, their intelli- 
gent cooperation in taking successive steps toward the betterment of exist- 
ing conditions.” 

Introduction.—In order to appreciate the object of these resolutions it 
should be stated that the so-called canteen system was introduced as a 
temperance measure at Vancouver Barracks in 1880, but was not officially 
recognized until February 1, 1889, as shown by the following extracts from 
General Orders, No. 10, Head uartersof the Army, Adjutant-General’s Office: 

“1, Canteens may be established at military posts where there are no post 
traders for supplying the troops at moderate prices with such articles as may 
be deemed necessary for their use, entertainment, and comfort; also for af- 
fording them the requisite facilities for —— exercises, billiards, and 
other proper games. The commanding officer may set apart for the purpose 
of the canteen any suitable rooms that can be spared—such rooms, whenever 
practicable, to be in the same building with the library dr reading rooms. 

“2. The sale or use of ardent spirits in canteens is ey rohibited, but 
the commanding officer is authorized to permit wines and light beer to be 
sold therein by the drink, on week days, and in aroom used for no other pur- 
pose, whenever he is satisfied that the giving to the men the opportunity of 
obtaining such beverages within the post limits has the effect of preventin 
them from resorting forstrong intoxicants to places without such limits an 
tends to promote temperance and discipline among them. The practice of 
what is known as ‘treating’ should be discouraged under all circumstances. 

“3. Gambling or playing any game for money or other thing of value is 
forbidden.” 

Snbsequent order, dated May 13, 1890, provides that: 

“The practice of what is known as ‘treating’ must not be permitted.” 

After the abolition of post-traders these canteens became also the cooper 
ative store, and supplied the officers and men with the necessaries and luxu- 
ries which the Government does not provide, such as “ delicatessen,” cigars, 
tobacco, and general merchandise, articles of clothing, stationery, etc., and 
as such exercised also a very important economic function. 

The establishment of the canteen system, in the light of the evidence which 
will be presented hereafter, proved to be a most efficient prophylactic meas- 
ure for the diminution of vice and drunkenness among troops, and its aboli- 
tion by an act of Congress, approved February 2, 1901, on purely sentimental 
grounds must be deeply —* by all interested in the prevention of physi- 
cal and moral diseases. Since the question of intemperance is intimately 
connected with the health, morals, discipline, and general efficiency of the 
Army, it is necessary to consider the subject in all its bearings, and for the 
purpose of approaching the question from the practical rather than the sen- 
timental standpoint we will present a summary of the evidence: 

Personnel of the Army.—The recruits for the Army are enlisted generally 
from among men of ordinary walks in life, and reflect, therefore, the quali- 
ties of the latter, whether they be good or bad. It is not true that the soldier 
is peculiarly dissipated above all others and requires special legislative meas- 
ures to safeguard him against his weakness, for, as justly remarked by Dr. 
Munson in his Theory and Practice of Military Hygiene, page &20: 

** He brings with him into the service the result of the moral moulding to 
which he has been subjected during his childhood and youth in civil life,and 
—- not change his nature or moral standards with the mere donning of the 
uniform.” 

One of the members of your committee served in the Army both as an en- 
listed man and contract surgeon from 1867 to 1889, another member served as 
an officer of artillery,and we have therefore personal experiences and ob- 
servation as to the characterand habits of the enlisted men, the question of 
intemperance, its predisposing causes and effects upon the health and morals 
of the troops. We are disposed to divide the rank and file of the Army into 
four classes. The first class includes a number of young men who have re- 
sisted the temptations of the saloons in civil life, and will continue to resist 
the temptations after they enter the Army. ‘ 

The second class comprises many men, especially of German descent, ac- 
customed all their lives to drinking beer instead of alkaloidal beverages, such 
as coffee and tea, who crave for companionship and the genteel amusements 
of a club and gymnastic hall; they regard beer as anarticle of food anda 
gentle stimulant. and life without these environments creates discontent 
and never reconciles them to their absence from home. The third class is 
made up of intelligent mechanics and clerks, who by reason of periodic at- 
tacks of intemperance have lost their itions in civil life, but who, possess- 
ing sufficient self-respect and manhood, have entered the ranks for the pur- 
pose of securing the benefits of army discipline. The fourth class consists of 
men without aim or purpose in life, and without internal resources for legit- 
imate amusements; they are fond of morbid excitement and the alluring in- 
fluences of the saloon, and appear to find it difficult to check their cravings 
for liquor, in — of the restraining effects of army discipline; indeed, quite 
a number of these men are true degenerates, not infrequently drawn from 
the higher walks of life (gentlemen—rankers). 

Prevalence of alcoholism in the Army.—It is difficult to give an exact esti- 
mate of the extent of the drink habit, except by the amount of beer actually 
sold in the canteens and the prevalence of alcoholism as shown by the arm 
medical statistics. Statistics prepared by the Adjutant-General of the Army 
show that during the year 1898, the first year of the Spanish-American war, 
with its hardships, excitement, and general employment of the Army, the 
average amount spent for beer by each man in an army of 231,058 officers and 
men was $2.41 per year, or 48} glasses at 5cents each, or 20 cents per month, 
equal to 4 glasses per month for each man. The consumption in 1899 in an 
army of 90,160 officers and men was $6.99, or 139 glasses per year, or 56 cents, 
or 113 glasses per month for each officerand man. This isa very favorable 
showing when it is considered that the average consumption of liquor in the 
United States amounts to 17.68 gallons per capita. 

The following table, taken from Munson’s Hygiene, page 809, based upon 
official records of the Surgeon-General’s Office, shows the prevalence of alco- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 25, 


holism in the military forces of the Army during the twenty-eight years of 
peace, 1870-1897, inclusive: 


ee 


|Number of Number of 
cases ad- | cases of 
mitted to | delirium 
hospital | tremens 
per 1,000 | per 1,000 
strength. | strength. 


Mean 
strength. 





88. 20 
45. 80 
47.50 


(a) 
(a) 
(a@) 
(a) 
(@) 
(4) 
(a) 
(a) 
(a) 
(@) 
(@) 
(a) 
(a) 
(@) 
(*) 


(a) * 
(@) 
(@) 
(@) 
(*) 


100, 889 
92) 491 
80,77 


a No figures available. 


The committee has extended this investigation so as to include the five 
years ending December 31, 1902, and find, as first pointed out by Munson, 
that “ during the war with Spain in 1898the admission rate fell to 15.1; the 
more active operations and novelty supplying much of the desired excitement, 
while the unusual conditions undoubtedly attracted a superior class of young 
men to the colors.” The same was trye in 1899, when the rate for alcoholism 
in the bulk of our Army engaged in hostilities and hard field service in the 
Philippines was only about half as high as among those serving in Cuba 
and an eighth as high as among those in garrison in Porto Rico. 

The rates for the United States for the year 1900 were 22.43: for 1901, 26.25; 
for 1902, 24.02. In Cuba and Porto Rico the rates were, for 1900, 32.01; 1901, 
34.42; 1902, 48.26. In the Philippine Islands the rates were 12.16 in 1900; 21.07 in 
1901; and 21.10 in 1902. 

From this table we learn that the rates for alcoholism in our service have 
steadily decreased. Since there is reason for believing that the per capita 
consumption of liquor in the United States has steadily increased, the decrease 
in the army rates for alcoholism is capeeny gratifying and can only be ex- 
plained by greater care exercised in the selection of recruits and in the char- 
acter and preparation of food, a more rapid elimination of inebriates from 
the Army, and last, but not least, the beneficial effects from the establish- 
ment of canteens. 

It will be observed that the decrease is especially marked since the estab- 
lishment of canteens in 1889, while the slight changes in 1901 and 1902 are not 
sufficiently marked to base conclusions thereon; nevertheless they indicate, 
in connection with other evidence, an increase in alcoholism since the aboli- 
tion of the canteen. 

It is interesting to note that the statistics collected by Doctor Munson 
show that there is approximately only a tenth as much sickness from the use 
of alcohol among the negro as the white troops. He says, ‘Few colored sol- 
diers are hard drinkers; and so far as beer and other malt liquors are con 
cerned, there apparently exists a radical distaste for these beverages on the 
part of the negro.” Doctor Munson also adduces statistics which indicate 
that nationality is a factor of much importance in determining the relative 
amount of alcoholism. Thus, for seven-year periods, 1890-1896, the rates of 
admission in our Army per 1,000 of each class were as follows: 


These statistics supeee to have alsoan spertees bearing on the influence of 
so-called “national beverages” on the drink habit, and their effects upon the 
system. The German and American-born soldiers generally prefer beer, 
while the English and Irish are accustomed to stronger drinxs, like ale and 
ardent spirits. 

The canteen as a prophylactic measure.—In order to appreciate the benefi- 
cent effects of the canteen system, not only in the reduction of the drink 
habit butalso asa powerful moral factor in the life of the soldier, it should be 
remembered that prior to the inauguration of the canteen or post exchange 
the so-called sutler’s or post-trader’s store wasallowed by Army Regulations. 

The proprietor was a civilian, appointed by the Secretary of War, and at 
asu uent period these appointments were made upon the recommenda- 
tion of the members of the post council. These stores furnished merchan- 
dise and luxuries not supplied by the commissary department, and were also 
an accommodation to the pioneer settlers. Among the most profitable arti- 
cles of sale were whiskies, brandies, wines, cigars, and bottled beer. These 
were sold usually across the counter and very few of the sutler stores pro- 
vided the facilities of club life, such as billiards, reading rooms, or games, 
and if so, the charges were exorbitant and saeabiing Sor eee was not 
infrequent. Most generally they presented all the characteristics of the 
American bar, drinks being consumed in rapid succession, aided by the per- 
nicious system of “treating.” 

It is quite true these establishments were subject to military orders, 
and the sales of liquor could be controlled easily, but whenever and wherever 
the attempt was made on the part of the commanding officer to regulate the 
character and amount of drinks to be sold, it was promptly frustrated by the 
establishment of little shacks or shanties for the sale of vile whisky outside 
of the post reservation. .These were gradually enlarged by the addition of 
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ambling and the introduction of lewd women of the lowest class, 
snd on rea in addition to the excesses of alcoholic stimulants, the effects 
of an immoral life and its far-reaching consequences were stamped upon 
those unable to resist the temptations, and as a result trials for drunkenness, 
absence without leave, admissions for alcoholism and venereal diseases in- 
creased with startling ra idity. F 

One of the members of your committee can recall that on more than one 
occasion, in order to avert complete demoralization of the men. the command- 
ing officer felt constrained to rescind his orders —— the sale of alco- 
holies, for he realized that the post trader could be compelled to sell a pure 
article of whisky, and thus diminish the baneful effects of alcoholic stimu- 

ants toa minimum. , 

<—_ ae situated within the heart of an Indian country, and where it was 
impracticable to establish grogshops within a reasonable distance from the | 
post, whisky was brought into the garrison through the mails in various dis- 
guises, or in express packages, and peddled in 2-ounce vials by the soldiers | 
themselves. Others resorted to the purchase of essence of ginger, lemon, | 
vanilla, bay rum, alcohol, and patent or proprietary remedies containing alco- 
bol in various percentages. ‘ s ee 

Hence even the most favorable environment failed to prohibit. It was 
not until the establishment of the canteen system that better conditions 
were offered for the promotion of temperance among our soldiers. It was 
the creation of the soldiers’ club which reduced drinking to a minimum and 
pre ymoted not only temperance and contentment, but also lessened sickness, 
immorality, and crime. ae 

Trials by court-martial for drunkenness, etc.—The statistics already pre- 
sented show conclusively that coincident with the general establishment of 
the canteen system throughout the Army there occurred a decrease amount- 
ing to considerably more than half the drunkenness which formerly tended 
to the impairment of discipline, the demoralizettion of individuals, and to the 
occurrence of assaults, injuries, and deaths. 

The following statistics. prepared by Dr. Munson and extended by the 
committee, show a gradual improvement in the tone and morale of the Army, 
as evidenced by the number of courts-martial. This improvement is espe- 
cially marked since the establishment of the canteen. 

The average of trials and convictions for drunkenness and conditions aris- 
ing therefrom for from 1886 to 1891 was 372.5 against an average of 160.6 for 
the six years after the establishment of the canteen. (Table Munson’s Hy- | 
giene, p. 819.) 


Number of 
Total num-| trials and 
ber of trials! convictions 


_— and convic- 'for drunken- 

Year. tions in the ness and con- 

Army~—all | ditions aris- 

causes. ing there- 
| rom. 
' 

nant 2 De | 1,640 | 342 
a ed | 1,720 | 280 
ee ee kon denvid hnth tedudabbaddactcts 1,999 | 57 
NTE ee ee deca 1; 752 | 423 
SEE ocikib ibe baialheadt wa Minds denshaedsaceernuGenda's 1,907 407 
I katate dedibieteindtheth btanns Qader eatenminnscuenss | 2,000 417 
NN ei Ree oo Gnctedcude pabuctoubnsmanna ketal 2,198 228 
ge ee eek. co ndua Uuntencoeases | 2,189 | 163 
SN MEINE Usaiiediakis basses o<cnsleassdenackuéescnmes 1,728 | 120 
eR ees nas ei ime wae ksedehddnsewe dabume 1, 486 | 142 
SE IAAT fa unde saci cnc s cavie oeabasesonnde 1, 884 168 
MEE idee Wes ddudines apscctakpuawsvesub stanceens | 1,245 143 
ON AGS den cg ccnstectheutscds accu eciosc 1, 865 313 
SEE SEA in Rao detcke cveskoapeewneseiewcacases | 5, 684 1, 386 
Se Rh nd wousun besasedatenlonentunanos | 6,618 1, 837 
Ba OS. | 3 ree ae ee See | 6,065 1,458 
BOON ap Ve GERER NN wade hoc tan wosGuvabdnesamatniss Wey 5,311 | 1,000 


The statistics from 1898 to 1902 should be excluded, as they cover the period 
of the Spanish-American war, when a large number of volunteers were en- 
rolled. In this connection attention is directed to the “ Reports of command- 
ing officers” on file in the War Department and published in House of Rep- 
resentatives Document No. 252, Fifty-seventh Congress, second seasion. 
Brig. Gen. Frederick Funston, United States Army, commanding general 
Department of the Colorado, reports (p. 22) the number of trials by general 
courts-martial for 1902 to have been 194, and as compared with the preceding 
year the percentage of average enlisted strength to nearly havedoubled. He 
also gives the per cent of average enlisted strength deserting in his depart- 
ment as follows: 


“ 


a Lc dbnwetidae 6cenh oncckarhantd aseadeumtsaesss ateureeccecé 8. 20 
EE eh eos sc neketidunn covers eueCanante éhguastenedesdeadcens 7.50 
ede claw ccnoulesemiesbuee éccténencntecnéivsscnses ase lyn<< ll 


And writes as follows: 

“It is therefore plain that there has been a deplorable increase of offenses 
in general and of desertion in particular. In my opinion there are two prin- 
cipal causes for this state of affairs: 1. Resentment to wuaccustomed limita- 
tions and restrictions felt by men returning from field service to the monot- 
ony and routine work of garrison life. 2. The abolition of the canteen fea- 
ture of the postexchange. Since this action was taken saloons of the lowest 
type have been established just outside the boundaries of the various reser- 
vations; their proprietors are, in almost every case, unprincipled scoundrels, 
who leave nothing undone to debauch the soldiers and obtain their money. 

“Being, in all cases, outside the limits of any city, the proprietors of tliese 
resorts are subject to no municipal police regulations and sell liquor regard- 
less of hours and whether the buyer isalready intoxicated or not. Gambling 
is universal in these “dives,” and they are frequented by dissolute women. 
The soldier whose desire for a drink would ordinarily be satisfied by a few 
glasses of beer in the canteen of the post exchange goes to one of these re- 
sorts and does well if he escapes before he has spent or gambled away all his 
money, overstayed his leave, or engaged in an altercation. Asa rule, the 
local authorities regard the existence of these places with indifference or ap- 
proval, as it causes the soldier to spend his money in the community. 

“The efficiency of the Army or the ruin of a good soldier is nothing to 
them. There can be no reasonable doubt that most of the trials by general 
courts-martial and summary courts, at least so far as this department is con- 
cerned, are directly traceable to this cause. Since I have had command 
here there has taken place the ruin and degradation of several noncommis- 
sioned officers of long service and fine record. In short, the recent legisla- 
tion of Congress on this question, so far as this department is concerned, has 
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d no effect except to lower the discipline of the Army, ruin scores of good | 
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em. and fill the pockets of a lot of sa'oo1 keepers, gamblers, and prosti- 
utes.”’ 
Desertions.—The following table, compiled from the records of the War 








| Department, shows what the establishment of the canteen has accomplished 


in the promotion of virtue and loyalty to the flag. This tadle demonstrates 


| that for the ten years previous to the establishment of the canteen the num- 


ber of men annually deserting from the service amounted to 125 per 1,000 
strength, while for the ten subsequent years the annual number of desertions 
was reduced to 45.2 per 1.000 strength. 
it is to be deplored that this favorable record, which continued for ten 
yous after the canteen system was thoroughly established, should be broken 
xy arate of 73 per 1,000 the year following the abandonment of this system. 
These figures are extremely suggestive, because the best index of the con- 
tentment and virtue of the troops is to be found in the rate of dezertions and 
trials by courts-martial. 


Table showing percentage of desertions in the Army of the United States from 
1880 to 1900, and 1901-2. 





| Per- Per- 
Year Strength’ cent- Year. Strength’ cent 
age. age. 
SET ih within eidaalcaubein | 24,601; 9 1891 5.7 
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DRG cibduie Ghsiird eeasle 24,816; 10.6 1806 _. 3.4 
385 8.3 1897 . - = 2.9 
38! 10 1888 4 
24,790 | 1 1899 4.9 
25,564 | 11 DUG sc scecctawe 4.4 
24.930 | 7.7 
—-—— } 4.62 
12.50 
1901 75, 431 4.12 
eis ckindiadininicns 2, 472 7.30 
} 5.71 








Savings deposits.—Doctor Munson, on page 519 of his Military Hygiene, 
also refers to the increased savings deposits with army paymasters as one of 
the beneficent effects of the canteen system in the promotion cf order and 
contentment. At all events, the figures reported by the Paymaster-General 
in his report for 1899 show that the average number of men annually making 
such deposits for the seven years, 1885-1891, was 7,273. while for the six years 
1892-1896 theannual average so deposited was 8,382, an increase of 13.3 per cent. 
This indicates not only increased contentment, but a decided improved moral 
tone, and means that over 1,100 additional depositors were created, thus 
practically giving bonds to the Government for good behavior. 

Statement showing the number of enlisted men, the amount of soldiers’ deposits, 
and the average deposit per man per year for four fiscal years, 





Jrom 1900 to 





1902, inclusive. 

- nn i. 

| PEt. a . vo Average 

Year. | Troops. | Deposits. | per man. 
OS 10S Me Mets arene | 64,969 1$3,215,544.66| $49.49 
li tiiinnipebedAnvanatchand 6Gbeuerevutadobunn } 65,000 | 8,448,529.11 | 538.05 
| AAR RSE, ae Se ee ae 70,711 | 2,660, 250. 66 37. 62 
li ie IRI iain a -iece is antago to nintp'mreomiy wilh 59, 866 | 1,888,014. 87 31. 54 


Venereal diseases.—Another remarkable victory achieved by the canteen 
system over vice and disease is shown by the decrease in the prevalence of 
venereal diseases in the United States Army. This reduction was gradual 
and constant until the abolition of the canteen system, when again a most 
marked and lamentable increase is noted, the admission rate for syphilis, 
chancroid, and gonorrhea in 1902 having almost doubled when compared 
with the rate for the decade 1890-1899. 

Venereal diseases, United States Army—Syphilis. 











pa meee | Admission 
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The predictions of the honorable Secretary of War, Mr. Elihu Root, and 
1 fulfilled. Mr. Root, in his 
itary Affairs, December 14, 








testimony before the Senate Committee on Mil 
1900, said: 

‘In the vile resorts which cluster against the borders of every army post 
there is not only the liquor seller, with his bad whisky, but there is the prosti 
tute. The man who goes tothe gin mill for his recreation falls intothe hands 
of that woman, and he comes back not merely tothe guardhouse for drunken 
ness or for overstaying his time, but to go into the hospital with venereal 
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disease. These misguided yuegte are doing satan’s work in enteaveting, to 
take these fellows out from under the restraint and under the influences that 
surround them when they are in camp and drive them out into the horrible 
anes and damning surroundings that cluster around the outside 
of the camps.” 
Before the same committee Archbishop Ireland declared: 

“One thing is overlooked by many people who discuss the canteen ques- 
tion. It is this matter of prostitution, which is, of course, fatal to the soldier, 
soul and body. They only look at the mere drinking, but when a soldier goes 
outside to drink, outside the fort or reservation, he is generally tempted to 

ofarther. Thatis the danger. * * * You will find soldiers arrested in 
Eons 3 of prostitution; they are arrested, and we ask: ‘How did you get 
there?’ The explanation is that they went outside and got drunk in some of 
these vile saloons, and they were induced to go to these houses from the sa- 
loons. The agents of these houses are there, and they are there particularly 


for the purpose of inveigling the soldiers into these houses. The housesthat | 


I refer ta are on the borders of the fort, and are houses of prostitution—all of 
them.” 

Insanity.—For the sake of completeness, we submit a table showing the rate 
of mental diseases in our Army for the period from 1880 to 1902, inclusive. 

It will be observed that there was a decided tendency to diminution of in- 
sanity from 1884 to the beginning of the Spanish-American war, probably 
the result of better provision for the intellectual needs and recreation of the 
soldier, and of which the canteen system may have been a factor. It would 
be unfair, however, to attribute the increase in recent years to the absence 
of canteens, since service in tropical islands, the lack of knowledge of the 
native languages, enforced confinement to garrisoned towns, and the con- 
stant strain incident to continued preparation against attack by the enemy, 
all combine to act as predisposing causes to different forms of mental dis- 
orders, which are by no means limited to the drinking classes. 


Insanity—United States Army. 


- |Admission 
| Mean /| rate per 
Cases. | strength. | 1,000 
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| 24, 002 | 
: 23, 222 | 
23,230 
23, 439 
24. 084 
24, 138 
23,572 
23, 841 
24,726 
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24, 234 
23, 269 
24, 208 
25, 287 
25, 876 
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25,417 
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100, 389 
92, 491 
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Present aspect of the question and the effect of the sale of beer and light wines 
at military posts in the United States.—The ae of this act approved 
February 2, 1901, prohibiting the sale of or dealing in beer, wine, or any in- 
toxic ating liquors in post exchanges was promulgated in General Orders, No. 
5, dated February 2, 1901, so that now over two years have elapsed during 


studied. In transmitting a copy of this order the Secretary of War enjoined 
upon all department commanders a prompt and effective compliance with 
the terms of the act. and requested thathe might be informed of the effect of 
this law on the morality, health, and dicipline of the troops, commanding offi- 
cers be instructed along the following lines, report thereon to be made to the 
Adjutant-General not later than September1,1901:: F 

“i. To prepare at once a list of the liquor saloons within 1 mile of their res- 
ervation limits; to observe and record any additional saloons subsequently 
established within such limits. , : 

“2. Special mention to be made of saloons temporarily opened in the vicin- 
ity of posts or camps where the new regiments are to rendezvous or regi- 
ments returning from the ye ee Islands are to be mustered out. 

“2. To observe whether drunkennessamong the enlisted men of their com- 


mands increases or decreases as a consequence of the abolishment of the | 


canteen; whether the percentage of trials by summary or other courts for 
drunkenness for the coming six months is greater or less than for the past 
six months. 

“4. To make similar observations as to desertion and absences without 
leave. 

“5. To observe generally the effect of the abolition of the sale of beer at 
the post or camp on the morality and discipline of the command. 

“6. To make similar observation as to its effect upon the health of the 
command. 

“7. To report the effect of the law upon the table fare of the soldier in 


rrison and in the field, and to recommend measures for any improvements 


herein that may be considered necessary.” 


Replies have been received at the War Department which indicate the 


following conditions: 

1. Increase of liquor saloons within 1 mile of military posts since the passage 
of the act.—The reports under this head show that on or about February 2, 
1901, the date of the passage of the act abolishing the sale of beer, there were 
within 1 mile of the military posts 1,555 saloons, at which intoxicating liquors 
of all kinds were dispensed, and at the date of the last report there were 
2,267 such saloons; that is to say, that 98 post canteens, at which beer and 
light wines alone were sold, had been closed and their ase taken by 341 

i 


saloons in the United States and 371 saloons in the Philippine Islands, dis- 
pensing all kinds of intoxicants, in very many cases with gambling rooms 
attached, and in at least three instances houses of ill fame. They of the ad- 
ditional saloons have been opened by discharged soldiers. 

2. Increase of drunkenness.—To the inquiry to report whether drunkenness 


among the enlisted men of their commands has increased as a consequence 


number eighty-one reported that drunkenness had increased, ten that it had 
decreased, and in seven cases the commanding officers had no means of com- 





| changes of garrison or absence of data relating to prior garrisons, etc. 
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parison, owing to changes of garrison or absence of data relating to prior 
garrisons, new posts establisheds ince February 2, 1901, and the failure to re- 
— on the specific question, or inability to reach a positive determination 

rom the language of the report. (See table showing increase in alcoholism 
in the Army.) 

3. Increase of trials by nery or other courts for drunkenness and for 
offenses caused by drunkenness.—To this inquiry ninety-eight post command 
ers responded, of which number sixty-eight responded that such trials had 
been more numerous since the passage of the bill, three that they had been 
less, and in twenty-one instances the effects were in doubt, for reasons given 
under paragraph 2. 

4. Increase of desertions.—To the inquiry whether desertion had increased 
or lessened, ninety-eight post commanders replied, of which number fifty 
four reported that desertion had increased, eight that it had decreased, and 
in thirty-six reports the result was in doubt for reasons stated under para 
graph 2. (For statistics see table showing percentage of desertions in the 
United States Army.) 

5. Increase in absence without leave.—To a similar in Tt as to absence 
without leave, 98 post commanders replied, of which number74 reported that 
absences without leave had increased, 6 that they had decreased, and in 1s 
the effect was doubtful for reasons stated in paragraph 2. A number of post 
commanders a that absences without leave had doubled, and in some 
cases that they had increased from 250 per cent to 300 per cent. 

6. Effects of the abolition of the sale of beer at the posts on the morality and 
discipline of the command.—To this inquiry 98 post commanders replied: | 
reported that the effect had been good, 56 that it had been bad, and in 42 in- 
stances the commanding officers had no means of comparison owing to 
See 
table giving statistics of venereal diseases. 

Collections made by paymasters, United States Army, from enlisted men of the 

Regular Army, including Hospital Oorps, on account of fines and forfeitures 

imposed by sentence of courts-martial from July 1, 1897, to June 30, 1908 


|\Number of] Fines and 
enlisted forfei- 
tures. 


Average 


Year ending June 30— per man. 


$1.88 
66, 207. 87 
316, 943. 83 
340, 768. 28 
526, 059. 10 


Conclusions.—A careful review of the evidence on file in the various bu- 
reaus of the War Department justify the following conclusions: 

1. The abolition of the post canteen, more especially the prohibition of the 
sale of light wines and beer, instead of proving a temperance measure as 
hoped for by its advocates, has had a detrimental effect on the health and 
morale of the troops. In the opinion of an overwhelming majority of com- 
manding officers drunkenness has actually increased, and the admission rate 
for alcoholism has been increased from 22.43 per 1,000 in 1900 to 24.02 in 1902. 
The 98 post canteens at which light wines and beers alone were sold have 
been replaced within a mile from military posts by 341 additional saloons in 
the United States and 871 in the ao Islands dispensing all kinds of 
intoxicants, in many cases with gambling rooms and in some cases with 
houses of ill fame attached. 

2. Since drunkenness and vice are intimately associated, it is natural that 


| the evidence should reveal an alarming increase in the prevalance of venereal 


diseases in the Army. As a matter of fact, the statistics of the pargeon- 
a - 


| General's office show that the admission rate for these diseases in 1902 


most twice as high as that for the decade of 1890-1899, and is doubtless the 
result of the cause pointed out by Secretary Root and Archbishop Ireland. 
In view of the grave and far-reaching consequences of these diseases, which 
are a menace to the public health and welfare, and so often transmitted to 


| the innocent and to future genevations, this result, apparently associated 
) | with the abolition of the canteen, is especially deplorable. 
which the effects of this law upon the health and morale of the Army can be | 


3. Itisa matter of evidence that desertions, absences without leave, and 
trials of summary or other courts-martial for drunkenness and for offenses 
caused by the same have increased, and that savings deposits by the enlisted 
men have decreased from an average of $49.49 per man in 1900 to an average 
of $31.54 per man in 1908. The records of the Paymaster-General’s Office also 
show that fines and forfeitures imposed upon and collected from the enlisted 
men of the Army have increased from an average of $1.88 per man in 1898 to 
$6.82 per man in 1903, all of which indicates a growing spirit of discontent and 
a decided tendency to degeneracy, which must seriously affect the discipline 
and morale of the a 

Recommendations.—in view of the foregoing facts and in the interest of 
scientific temperance, the committee recommends: 

1. The presentation to the Senate and the House of Representatives in Con- 
gress assembled of the following resolutions, adopted by the American Pub- 
lic Health Association in September, 1901: 

‘Resolved, That this body deplores the action of Congress in curtailing the 
operation of the army canteen or post exchange, and in the interest of general 
and military sanitation recommends its establishment on its former basis at 
the earliest ible date. 

“Resolved, That this body,in the interest of temperance and humanity, 
cordially invites the intelligent cooperation of a very large element of good 
citizens who have been active in securing legislation against the sale in the 
military service of alcoholics of any character, in taking successive steps 
toward the betterment of existing conditions, and thus assist in controlling 
and largely curtailing an evil which it is powerless at present to prevent.” 

2. Your committee is aware of the fact that beverages containing alcohol 
are an accessory food of value only when it becomes necessary to increase 
temporarily the elasticity of mind and body and a desire and capacity for 
work, and that the subsequent depressing effect and the baneful influence of 
their misuse require great care in their employment, especially when rest 
proper food, and some of the alkaloidal beverages like coffee, tea, cocoa, and 
stimulants like meat broths and soups may accomplish the same purpose, 
and their sale as a substitute should be encouraged. 

3. In spite of the fact that ‘“ beer drinking viewed in the abstract is unpro- 
ductive of good,” your committee believes that its sale in canteens under 
rational and comprehensive regulations, rather than its total prohibition, 
will subserve the best interest of scientific temperance, because so long as 
human nature is weak and the masses are not properly educated the substi- 
tution of a lesser evil under military control appears not only justifiable, but 
will in the future, as it has in the past, prevent excesses which are fatal to 
the soldier, souland body. At present every effort toward total abstinence 
es theory to facts ard sentiment to statistics, 
and compels recourse to saloons of the lowest character, whose proprietors 
care nothing for the efficiency of the Army or the ruin of a good soldier. 

4, Every precaution should be observed to conduct post exchanges and the 
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sale of light wine and beer alo the lines recommended by Munson in his 
Theory and Practice of Mili ygiene. pages and your committee 
pegs to emphasize the fact that the bar feature should be entirely abolished 
and that the exchange should in fact be a “soldiers’ club,” with ample facili- 
ties for reading rooms, legitimate amusements, and athletic oo , where 
the soldier as a self-res ing individual may satisfy in an orderly manner 
his craving for diversion from the routine duties of a military life without 
undue prominence of the refreshment feature. 

5. The sale of soft drinks, coffee, tea, cocoa, bouillon, soups, and warm 
lunches should be encouraged as substitutes for alcoholic beverages, and 
medical and line officers should be directed to educate by precept and example 
the rank and file of the Army, that for persons in health alcohol in any form 
presents no advanta not found in other food stuffs or stimulants, and which 
are, moreover, free from the Se attending its use. In this comnection it 
should be remembered that good food, well prepared, and properly cooked 
and served, is one of the most effective prophylactic measures against the 
‘drink habit” in civil as well as military life, and no effort should be spared 
to bring the culinary department in the Army to the highest state of perfec- 


on. 

* 6. Military officers should point out the grave and far-reaching conse- 
quences of the effects of venereal diseases, so intimately connected with the 
drink habit, and make a strong plea in favor of continence. This may be 
done by telling these young men that while the sexual passion is strong it 
can be accelerated or delayed, excited or lowered, by the influence of the 
will. The soldier can be assured that by the cultivation of pure thoughts, 
removal of temptation, normal mental, and especially by vigorous physical 
exercise, continence is not only possible, but easy. 

7. A strong effort should be made to improve the social conditions of the 
soldier. There are times and occasions when the friendly advice of a com- 
pany commander or attending surgeon, a personal interest in the seyten 
and moral welfare of the young soldier, will prove of greater benefit to the 
service and to humanity than the cold verdict of a summary court-martial. 
Such personal efforts on the part of the officers, dictated by the spirit of a 
universal brotherhood of man, appears to us perfectly compatible with 
proper military discipline. It is also believed that the habit of making sav- 
ings deposits with the army paymasters may be greatly stimulated by per- 
sonal efforts. ‘ 

In conclusion, the committee desires to express its obligations to the offi- 
cials of the War Department for the opportunity of making a full and im- 

artial investigation of the records, and especially to Dr. Edward L. Munson, 
Tnited States Army, the author of Military Hygiene, for invaluable assist- 
ance in the preparation of this report. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Gro. M. Koner, M. D., 
Professor of ee, School of Medicine, 
Georgetown jatvoretty, Vashington, D. C., Chairman. 
F. C. HARRISON, PH. D., 
Professor of Bacteriology, Ontario Agricultural College, 
Bacteriologist to the Experiment Station, Canada. 
Jrsus E. MoNJARAS, M. D., 
City of Mexico. 


APPENDIX. 
[Extracts from reports of post commanders. ] 


Commanding officer, Fort Gaswell, N. C.: 

* * * “Tdo not think the morality or discipline of the command has been 
much affected by the abolition of the canteen. I notice, though, that fewer 
men are willing to reenlist for organizations at the post, and I believe some 
discontent has been caused by this law.” 

Commanding officer, Fort Snelling, Minn.: - 


* * * “From my own observation and that of the officers of the garri- | 


son, the morality and discipline of the post was superior after the abolish 
The percentage of sick was much less after the abolishment of the canteen. 
* * * The records show that the numberof Jesertions for the six months 
prior to the abolishment of the canteen exceeds that of the six subsequent 
months. * * * On February 1, 1901, there were two saloons within 1 mile 
of the reservation. Up to the time of my leaving Fort Snelling, September 
1, 1901, no additional saloons had been established. os 

“T find that the company amusement room, with tobacco, cigars, lunch, 
and soft drinks on sale, is more satisfactory than a common amusement room, 
as ata large t a common amusement room of sufficient size to accommo- 
date the whole command when off duty can not well be established; besides, 
the ce reer amusement room develops and fosters the company unit, which 
constitutes the most important factor in contentment and discipline. I urge 
the early establishment by the Quartermaster’s Department at every large 
post of a well-equipped gymnasium in connection with a race track and ath- 

etic grounds.” * * * 

Commanding officer, Fort Logan, Colo.: 

“T believe that many ompany commanders are induced to approve of the 
canteen feature of the post exchange because they obtain an income from 
it with which they improve the mess of the men and purchase pool tables, 


ment of the canteen as compared with any period prior to that act. * * * 








gymnastic outfits, bowling alleys, etc. It must be remembered the soldiers | 


of our present Army are much younger than before the Spanish war. They 


are men who either do not drink or who want very little, and have not con- | 


tracted the drink habit. It is the duty of the Government to protect these | 


men and not put temptation before them. It is not sufficient to say to a sol- 
dier, ‘You shall not drink; but surround him with wholesome and decent 
means of diversion and amusement, and he will not want to drink.” 


[Effects in prohibition States, where the sale is regulated by the State.] 


Commanding officer, Fort Fremont, S. C.: 

* * * The number of cases of venereal diseases in the command has in- 
creased. The evil effects of the law in question upon the health of the com- 
mand have been more marked. The places at which liquor is sold are fre- 
quented by negro women of loose character, with whom the men are thus 
more closely associated than was formerly thecase. * * * Theliquorsoldin 
the vicinity of the post is of the poorest quality, and is, from what I can learn, 
adulterated very often with the most injurioussubstances. During the sum- 
mer just past three members of the command have died under exactly the 
same conditions, each exhibiting the same symptoms and each dying within 
six hours after having been first taken ill. 

In each case the man had absented himself for the twenty-four hours pre- 
ceding his illness and had during that time been drinking heavily of the liquors 
sold around the The diagnosis of the surgeon in each case was ‘ cere- 
o : congestion due to excessive use of alcoholic stimulants.’ Itis very diffi- 
cult in this State to secure the conviction of a man charged with selling liq- 
vor illegally, and until recently it has not been practicable to obtain sufficient 
evidence to justify the praeon of any of these persons so engaged. Re- 
cently, however, enough evidence to secure the conviction of one of the pro- 
prietors of these places has been obtained, and he will be prosecuted at the 
next meeting in this county of the criminal court.” 


Commanding officer, Sullivans Island, 8. C.: 

“The stoppage of the sale of beer induces patronage of State dispensaries 
where liquor is sold by bottle only, and consequently large quantities are 
drunk at one time.” 

Commanding officer, Fort Riley, Kans.: 

ee Coe weirosey 18, 1901, there were eleven joints and eight drug 

the 


stores within I mile of reservation limite. On August 21, 1901, six joints 
and eight drug stores. The drug stores in Junction City sell liquor, etna 
and beer, and the joints are simply barrooms. Kansas is a prohibition 
State.’ 

Commanding officer, Fort Ethan Allen, Vt... 

“Vermont is a prehibition State. * * * While there are no liquor sa- 
loons, there are many drug stores. All sell liquor on prescription. Pre- 
scriptions are easily obtained.” 

Commanding officer, Fort Logan H. Roots, Ark.: 

‘“*# #* *® Thereare men inthe ranks of our Army from many walksof life, 
and many of the most valuable clerks, mechanics, carpenters, etc.,are men 
of good education and trades, who are in the Army because periodic sprees 
have lost for them many positions in civil life, and they entered the Army 
to receive the discipline it affords. Take their daily drinks from them, tell 
them that they shall not drink, and you make drunkards of them.” 

Commanding officer, Fort Apache, Ariz.: 

* * * “Tn my opinion the breaking up of the canteen system has been 
the hardest blow we have received in many years. Before its abolition our 
men were well satisfied with their condition; they had good food; the re- 
ceipts from the canteen were applied in various ways for their‘welfare, com- 
fort, and amusement, and they were rarely drunk and seldom absent. Now 
at many posts it is the reverse. 

**Places known as ‘hog ranches’ are established near the posts; if not. then 
men called ‘bootleggers’ are selling whisky to the men by the bottle (many 
of the men would not think of patronizing the whisky peddlers if they could 
occasionally get a glass of beer at the post); after one or two drinks of tho 
vile stuff that is sold them they do not or can not know what they do, remain- 
ing away from the postforadayortwo. Some, fearing punishment on their 
return tothe post, desert. The idea that full-grown men are going to patron- 
ize a canteén where nothing is sold except soft drinks is an illusion.” 

Commanding officer Twenty-seventh Regiment, New York Volunteers, 
reports from Presidio, San Francisco, Cal., as follows: 

‘“* # * My camp was located just inside the main gate of the reservation. 
Across the street and in the immediate vicinity were located many saloons, 
which were most of the time crowded by soldiers. The saloons were there 
expressly to catch soldiers and were successful. Drunkenness and disorders 
were very frequent. From my observation, while serving with the volun- 
teers in the Philippines, I consider the abolishment of the sale of beer in the 
post canteen a positive calamity to troops serving in that locality. Men will 
— — if they wish to, and there is always a supply where there is 
a demand. 

“In the Philippines, drinking men are almost sure to resort to the native 
drink ‘vino’ if unable to obtain beer. The poorest whisky ever distilled 
can not compare with ‘vino’ in its evil effects upon the men. The latter 
drink seems to destroy the character of a man mentally, morally, and phys- 
ically. I believe many deaths and much of the insanity which occurred 
during my stay in the islands were due either directly or indirectly to the 


| use of ‘ vino.’” 


Commanding officer, Presidio of San Francisco, Cal.: 
“ * * #* Volunteersreturning from the Philippines have made raids upon 
near-by saloons, being incited to_such deeds under drunkenness; perhaps 


| sometimes sober impulses, aroused by real or iageeery grievances, such as 
| being drugged, robbed, or otherwise maltreated w 


ile in the saloons. There 
were several such occurrences between January 1 and July 1, 1901, which 
were so serious that it became necessary for the commanding officer to aid 
the police in restoring order and to save property from destruction. * * *” 

Commanding officer, Mayaguez, P. R.: 

“ The percentage of sick in this last company has been over 10 per cent the 
last three months. I believe itis due to rum drinking instead of beer. Every 
effort has been made to discover the cause of the sickness in this company, 
and no other cause than that some of the men were financially backing a rum 
shop near the post has so far been discovered.” 

Commanding officer, Ponce, P. R.: 

“The effect of the abolition of the sale of beer is very bad, both morally 
and for discipline, because the men will have beer and must go into the city 
to get it. ere they are thrown into contact with immoral women and 
drink rum and other cheap alcobolic beverages. These drinks cause some 
mento become crazy and boisterously drunk. Before the abolishment of the 
canteen most of the beer drinkers drank almost exclusively in the exchange 
and in moderation.” 

Post surgeon, Fort Schuyler, N. Y.: 

“Where two affections, suchas excessive drinking and venereal! diseases. 
are so intimately associated, were it possible to control the former, the latter 
would of itself greatly decrease. While it is true many cases of venereal 
disease may occur when drinking has not been a factor, still by far the ma- 
jority of cases reported to me have been subsequent to drunkenness and 
resulting carelessness.” 

Commanding officer, Fort Douglas, Utah: 

“The social evil in this city is more rampant than I have ever seen before. 
When we had the canteen the men were contented to stay in the post, but 
now they want to go totown all the time, and these women get hold of them.” 

Commanding officer, Benicia Barracks, Cal.: 

“A post is the soldier’s home during the time he is in the Army, anda 
well-managed, regulated, and attractive canteen, where beer and light wines 
are sold, adds to the physical, moral, and intellectual well-being of a soldier, 
improves his surroundings, contributes to his rational enjoyment. and adds 
to his pleasures, making him a contented and satisfied soldier. To make a 
post a mere place where duty is the sole thingand every diversion and recre- 
ation denied a man makes duty dull, uninteresting, and stupid. That there 
should be a canteen at every post, in my opinion,admits of no argument.” 

Commanding officer, Camp McKinley, Hawaii: 

* * * “The effect of the abolition of the sale of beer has been to double 

the number of trials for drunkenness and also for absence without leave.” 
Commanding officer, Washington Barracks, D. C.: 
* * * “With the canteen in existence the decent, well-behaved, self-re- 
spesia . and orderly men of the command—men who pride themselves on 
their soldierly conduct and good behavior—had the privilege of drinking an 
occasional glass of beer in an orderly, clean, and perfectly proper establish- 
ment for that purpose.” 

“They enjoyed the ae. and respected it, and were well satisfied 
with their condition and surroundings, knowing that they were being treated 
as self-respecting men, free to indulge a perfectly proper and legitimate ap- 
petite in a perfectly proper way, and knowing also that they were being ben- 
efited indirectly in their better food provided upon their messtable. * * * 
The moment the sale of beer was abolished the human nature of every indi- 
vidual man—good, bad, and indifferent—at once resented this interference 
with his individual! right to regulate his appetite, and to try and force him 
to be a total abstainer from the use of aleohplic drinks. 


1155" 


a2 OER 39 28 ES 





“1156 


“ The effect was at once to make every man assert himself to indulge in- 
temperately in the use of beer or something stronger; at once to seek outside 
of the post that which he was denied therein, and to be dissatisfied, restless, 
and discontented, and to show this spirit on any and every occasion pos- 
sible. * * * The demand for all-night passes became so overwhelming 
that positive and stringent regulations had to be adopted to regulate the 
number. * * * With the abolition of the sale of beer the soldiers’ club 
practically ceased, and their only recourse for diversion and recreation was 
© go to the saloon dives and brothels of the city of Washington, with their 
tyery decided immoral adjuncts. 

* Che hospital records show that during the period August 2, 1900, to Feb- 
ruary 2, 1901], there were admitted to sick report 13 venereal cases and 3 cases 
of alcoholism, while for the period February 2, 1901, to August 2, 1901. there 
were admitted 31 cases of venerea! diseasesand 7of alcoholism. * * * 
total abstainers may claim what they please as to the abolition of the sale 
of beer in the Navy. It is respectfully submitted that the cases are not par- 
allel in any particular. * * * To try and regulate a military garrison by 
the same rules possible on board a ship at sea would be to confine every man 
of the command, officers and all, to the limits of the post for weeks and 
months at a time and is evidently not only impossible, but also very undesir- 
able, yet the only way to enforce total abstinence.” 

Commanding officer district of Santiago, February 1, 1902: 
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The | 


| per cent ac 


| have been incorporated into the Army Regulations (A. 


“ The recent act of Congress peeing the sale of beer and light wines 


atall military posts has been the means of breaking up, to a certain extent, 
the happy club life of the soldier. 
been more drunkenness amon 
of the canteen than there was 


It is a well-established fact that there has 


efore. Nosystem of discipline nor severity 


the soldiers at army posts since the abolition | 


of punishment can prevent soldiers from visiting low saloons and obtaining | 


liquor. The canteen question resolves itself into one of expediency rather 
than sentiment. 

“If it can be proved that temperance in the Army is best promoted by a 
well-regulated canteen, under the immediate eye of the commanding officer, 
the practical view of the matter will ultimately prevail, instead of an abstract 
theory. 
their condemnation of the canteen that all soldiers who are inclined to drink 
intoxicating drinks should be put out of the Army. This is absurd. 
folly to talk of an army of total abstainers; nor is it to be expected that men 
enlisting as soldiers to serve their country shall be forced to take a temper- 
ance pledge any more than that they should be forced to be religious. 

** Soldiers are not children, to be governed like children. They are men 
upon whom the country must depend for a stalwart individuality and the 
exercise of heroic qualities in the stress of privation, hardship, and danger. 
If they aré to be trusted in battle, they must bo trusted in garrison. In the 


| price thereo f 
| geon has been informed of the value of the 
| pensed, the patient may be dead or discharged. 


~ 


JANUARY 25, 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the chair- 
man of the committee as to the effect of that proviso. 

Mr. HULL. It changes existing law and is subject to the point 
of order, but upon that I ask the Clerk to read what the Surgeon- 
General of the Army says, which is the most complete answer 
that can be given as to that item in the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, SURGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, November 11, 1903. 


Sir: The army appropriation bill for 1884, act of March 3, 1883, provided 
under the head of ** Medical Department” (22 Stat. L., 459)— 

‘That civilian employees of the Army stationed at military posts may, 
under regulations to be made by the Secretary of War, purchase necessary 
medical supple prescribed by a medical officer of the Army et cost with 10 
ed. 

In 1884 the Acting Judge-Advocate-General cxpressed the opinion that the 
foregoing is general and permanent legislation, and the a eg of the act 
-. 1638). 

No subsequent Ns ay geen on the subject is known to this Office. 

It is impracticable to exactly comply with this paragraph, for the prices 
of drugs constantly vary, and without its being known when and from whom 
each drug was purchased, the exact price can not be found in the Surgeon- 
General's Office. In addition most prescriptions contain several drugs in 
varying Eropeeuens, and to calculate the exact amount used and the cost 

i is a complicated and tedious calculation. By the time the sur- 
rescription which he has dis 

If the bill is collected and 
turned into the Treasury, the correspondence has cost more trouble and ex- 


| pense than it is worth. 


It has been advanced by some who are severe and unreasonab!s in | 


In the Philippines it has been, of course, absolutely impossible to carry out 
the order, and General Orders, No. 236, Headquarters Division of the Philip 


It is | pines, August 23, 1901, although it annuls an act of Congress, was a convenient 


and simple method for carrying out the spirit of the law. 

It is recommended that in forwarding the draft of the appropriation bill 
for the Army for the fiscal year 1905 the following clause be added: 

“That civilian employees of the Army stationed at military posts may, 
under regulations to be made by the Secretary of War, purcha:» necessary 
medical supplies when prescribed by a medical officer of the Army, provided 


' that civilian employees receiving less than $60 a month may be furnished 


interest of discipline, morality, general welfare, and contentment of the sol- | 


dier of the Army, I most earnestly recommend that the act of Congress pro- 
hibiting the sale of beer at army posts may be repealed by Congress at the 
next session.” 


[Extract from a petition ffom enlisted men to the Senate committee. ] 


| for the Army similar to General Orders, No. 236, 


**In submitting this petition we desire to express to your honorable com- | 


mittee and through you to the Senate of the United States, and through the 
Senate to the people of the United States, our reasons for petitioning for the 
defeat of this amendment, which in our opinion—and we are confident our 
opinion is that of 87 per cent of the enlisted strength of the Army—deprives 
the American soldier of not only his chief source of pleasure and recreation 
in his life as a soldier, but also the safeguards against temptations which are 
thrown in his way when he is forced outside of the garrison for recreation 
and amusement, for its passage means the abolition of the post exchange. 


“The post exchange as conducted in the Army to-day is a mutual cocper- | 


ative institution in which every enlisted man in the garrison is practically a 
stockholder, as it is run solely for his benefit. 
afford the soldier a place where he can obtain at minimum cost to himself, 
and where any profit made will redound to his benefit, those recreations 
which all religious denominations of the country deem of sufficient impor- 
tance to the working men ands»women of this country to take under their fos- 
tering care, irrespective of denomination, i. e., the establishment of working- 
men and working women clubs to employ the unoccupied time of the mem- 


which, as the Government does not make any appropriation fer the support 
of the same, enables the 


for its second object, and that is to provide the soldier with those articles of 


Its object is twofold: First, to | 


medicines (but not hospital stores) free of charge when prescribed by a med- 
ical officer of the Army.” 

Enaction by Congress of the above clause will permit issue of regulation 
ivision of the Philippines. 


R. M. O’RetiLiy, 
Surgeon-General, United States Army. 

The CHIEF OF STAFF UNITED STATES ARMY. 

Mr. HULL. That so fully explains it that if the point of order 
is insisted upon I have nothing to say. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I did not make any point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana insist on 
a point of order? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Ido not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the completion of the necessary buildings, includin 


Very respectfully, 


approaches, heat- 


| ing and lighting plant, for the Army War College, at Washington Barracks, 
| District of Columbia, in accordance with plans of the architects, $300,000: 
| Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be used until it shall have 


ae exchange to be run and furnishes the means | 
t 


food which are commonly called saermeses, 6am which, although the Amer- | 


ican soldicr is acknowledged by every re 


plied as a part of his contract with the Government, but tend to make him 
more contented with his life, more cheerful under hardships, and a better 
soldier, and thus a better citizen.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 


MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 


Medical and Hospital Department: For the purchase of medical and hos- | 
vital supplies, including disinfectants for military posts, camps, hospitals, | 


| j ity ‘ © = . ne . is . 
10spital ships, and transports; for expenses of medical supply depots; for | special authority of Congress to construct such a building? 


ing man in the United States to | 
be the best clothed and best taken-care-of soldier in the world, are not sup- | 


medical care and treatment of officersand enlisted men of the Army on duty, | 


and of prisoners of war and other persons in military custody or confine- 


regulations as shall have been or shall be prescribed by the Secretary of War; 
for the proper care and treatment of epidemic and contagious diseases in the 


spread thereof, and the payment of reasonable damages, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, for bedding and clothing injured or destroyed in such prevention; 
for the pay of maleand female nurses, not including the Nurse Corps (female), 
and of cooks and other civilians omguepes for the proper care of sick officers 
and soldiers, under such regulations fixing their number,qualifications, assign- 
ment, pay, and allowances as shall have been or shall be prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of War; for the pay of civilian a be omen employed to examine physic- 
ally applicants for enlistment and enlisted men, and to render other greses- 
sional services from time to time under proper authority; for the pay of other 
employees of the Medical Department; for the 
nies and local transfers employed directly by the Medical Department 
the transportation of medical and hospital supplies, includin 
ples and water for analysis; for supplies for use in teaching the art of cook- 
ing to the Hospital Corps; for the supply of the Army and Navy Hospital at 
Hot Springs, Ark; for advertising, laundry, and all other necessary miscel- 
laneous expenses of the Medical Department, $559,000: Provided, That here- 
after the purchase of medicines and medical stores or the engagement of 
services not personal for the Medical Department of the Army may be made 
by the Medical Department in open market in the manner common among 
business men when the aggregate of the amount required does not exceed 
$200, but every such purchase or employment shall be promptly reported to 
the Secretary of War: Provided further, That hereafter civilian employees 
of the Army stationed at military posts may, under regulations to be made 
by the Secretary of War, purchase necessary medical supplies when pre- 
scribed by a medical officer of the Army. 


or 


porment of express compa- | 
e 


| Government grounds. 


: ye pet J /in the last «p>ropriation bill. 
ment at posts and stations for which no other provision is made, under such | 


i | been determined by the Secretary of War that the entire cost of finishing the 
bers, with the addition that beer and soft drinks are sold; the profit from | a ~ he aaa - oo 


buildings, providing the approaches, heating and lighting plant shall not ex 
ceed the appropriation herein made. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, reserving the point of 
order, I would like to ask if this is a new school? 

Mr. HULL. This is a building that was commenced at the 
last Congress. We appropriated last year $400,000. It is on 
The Government owns the property. It 
was formerly known as ‘‘ Washington Barracks.’ This is to com- 
plete the building for which we have already appropriated 
$409,000. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Is it authorized by law? -Wae there any 
Mr. HULL. The éuthority of Congress was undoubicdly given 
Mr. Chairman, I wceu'd like to 
have read for the information of. the House a ccm nunication as 


| to what this War College is, because I think we are all a little 
Army or at military posts or stations, including measures to prevent the | 


| 





a | College at present. 
idders’ sam- 


vague on the matter. I was so vague upon it myself that I w: ote 
the Secretary of War and told him I wanted to krow. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
MEMORANDUM REPORT FOR THE CHIEF OF STAFF. 


ARMY WAR COLLEGE, 
Washington, January 15, 1904. 
Referring to the accompanying extract of a letter from the chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs of the House of Representatives, it is to 
be noted that these gentlemen are in error who think that there is no War 
The error is natural in view of the fact that the college 
has begun its work without pompand parade and uhder conditions which at- 
tract noattention from the public, but in this respect there will be no difference 


| even after the completion of the War College building, which Congress has 


authorized. This isa necessary consequence of its inception and develop- 
ment on the lines already marked out with the approval of the Secretary of 
War. It is not likely that it will ever be much talked of in the public prints, 


| and its existence must and undoubtedly will be justified by the work which 


it accomplishes. 

As this work is designed to be carried out on lines very different from that 
of the ordinary scholastic institutions, it would be well that a brief outline 
of its system and methods should be laid before the Military Committee. 

The United States has within its Army a splendid and inexpensive system 
of military education, better than exists elsewhere in the world, and one 


| which is capable of further development without any increase of expense. I 
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fer to the Military Acoteapy at West Point or to the milita 

com ta onanons the country which are aided by the Government oan 
' hich do such excellent work in the te ration of young men to receive a 
vommission. I refer only to those schools established within the Army and 
intended for the systematic training and development of officers after receiv- 
ing ir commission, 

ing their vottom of this system is the officers’ post school. The object of 
this school is to thoroughly train regimental officers in the duties with which 
‘very such officer must be familiar. What this school is intended to do and 
actually doesis stated in the owen extract from my annual report: _ 

“In our system, as in all others, the first requisite is a corps of efficient 
regimental officers. For such an officer there must be presup 
ability for hard work, unremitting attention tothe petty details of company 
and other regimental duty, tact in the management of men, courtesy, a spirit 
of justice, obedience, and subordination. Someof these things can be taught, 
hut in no other school than that of experience; others, if not innate, can 
hardly be acquired, and we must do the best we can without them. 

“Upon this foundation the training of the regimental officer is built up, 
with little necessary study of other than those books which must be the daily 
reference of every Officer. He needsa thorough knowledge, both theoretical 
and practical, of the drill regulations (both close and extended order) and 
the outpost duties of his arm. With this he will know how to instruct his 
men inall the duties of a soldier and to handle them in the operations of 

ce and war. b 
me He needs a thorough knowledge of the army regulations; with this he will 
know his rights and_ obligations and those of other officers and of enlisted 
men; he will know how to feed, to clothe, to equip, to shelter, to pay, and 
transport his men; and he will know a good deal of the law which governs 
him in his relations to the civil authorities. He needsa thorough knowledge 
of the elements of military law and of the procedure of courts-martial; with 
this he will know how to guard his own rights and those of the men depend- 
ent upon him and how to proceed intelligently and lawfully in the adminis- 

tion of justice. 
rail this and something more is now provided in our apoppes of military 
education in the course outlined for the officers’ post schools.” 

From these officers’ post schools officers are selected to take the course of 
instruction in the more technical schools where special training is given in 
those duties, with which only a part of the officers of a thoroughly efficient 
army need be familiar. 

Obficers of the infantry and cavalry arms go to the infantry and cavalry 
school (now called the General Service and Staff College) at Fort Leaven- 
worth. Officers of the artillery take the scientific course at the Artillery 
School at Fort Monroe. _A few of the specially selected officers take the spe- 
cial course at the torpedo school or School of Submarine Defense at Willetts 
Point. For special field instruction with their combined arms officers of cav- 
alry and light artillery go to the School of Application for Cavalry and Field 
Artillery at Fort Riley, while young officers of engineers take the course of 
instruction at the Engineer School of Application at Washington Barracks. 

These schools are all maintained at a trifling expense to the Government. 
They go to the limit of useful training by the ordinary scholastic methods. 
After passing them there is no further need for professors, instructors, and 
text-books, although the limit of useful training has not been reached. One 
officer may be an expert in the manufacture, handling, and employment of 
submarine mines; another may be an expert in all questions relating to artil- 
lery, both coast defense and field; others may know all that may be taught 
in the schools about the organization, equipment, and tactics of bodies of in- 
fantry and rey while others are able to solve every problem connected 
with militar and bridge building and the construction of permanent 
and field fortifications. 


Yevertheless, these same officers, if assembled together and directed to | ; y 
Never ssean = | expenses for light, heat, stationery, Public Printer, binding, etc., are esti- 


prepare almost on the spur of the moment some plan of national defense, 
upon the success of which perhaps the fortune and honor of their country 
depended, might be comprealy ataloss. The preparation of such a plan in- 
volves the consideration of a thousand details which are not and can not be 
taught in the schools. f 

All the work of judiciously conmhiping Tene details, of determining what 
are essentials and what are not, of substitut'ng workable makeshifts for 
things more desirable but which do not exist, the work of training the scien- 
tific imagination so that everything useful or necessary in an emergency will 
be anticipated and every detail ar provided for in advance, all this 
constitutes an essential part of the art of war and which can be learned not 
from books and professors, but only by patient and unostentatious labor in 
doing these things themselves. 

Of this sort of training we have always had a serious lack, and we have 
experienced the evil results of it at every occurrence of military emergency 
with which the country has been confronted. Let us see how the War De- 
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partment PN to secure this final training of its officers through the | 
6 War 


medium o College. 

The General Staff is, under the Secretary of War, the great directing body 
of the Army. One of the three duties specifically im d upon it by law is 
“to prepare plans for the national defense and for the mobilization of the 
military forces in time of war.” In the preparation of these plans it acts as 
a general does who, after having utilized the services of many officers in col- 
lecting data and making tedious and laborious investigations, combines the 
material facts collected into a plan of operations which he intends to pursue. 

Thus the Chief of Staff of the Army sends to the War College the outlines 
of a work which, for the college, constitutes perhaps nothing more than a 


theoretical problem, but which for the Chief of Staff means a plan of great | 


practical saportance. The college proceeds to the solution of the problem | 
ts assigned task. It makes a complete study of the territory | 


as a part of 
concerned in the problem; it prepares statistical memoirs showing its re- 
sources; collects full data in regard to its highways, railroads, and bridges; 
it studies the details of the ground and the facilities which it affords for 
attack and defense. 

Where information is lacking which can not be supplied from any other 
known source it calls upon the military information division to secure the 
information through its officers; it studies the military organization, number 
and composition of troops, whether militia, volunteers, or regulars, most 
suitable for the solution of the problem; it prepares the data necessary to 
effect the mobilization of these troops at a given point with the least delay 
or confusion; it prepares staan rey tables showing the proper amounts 
and kinds of transportation, of clothing, of camp equipage, all quarter- 
master, commissary, medical, signal, and engineer supplies; it determines 
most suitable lines (ordinary roads, railroads, or water) for the mobilization 
of troops and the collection of supplies with respect both to the points from 
which they come and their ultimate destination. 

If the problem involves the use of transports, it prepares a list of all those 
which the Government could reasonably count on securing; it secures all data 
necessary for Seorping the number and character of troops that can be 
comfortably carried by them, their capacity for transporting animals and 
Want, kind of military. supplies; if the problem involves the use of railroads, 
J hi otermines what roads are available, their equipment of rolling stock of 
by: kinds, the amount of this stock that can-be accumulated ata given point 
ata given time, the number and carrying capacity of trains which they can 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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run (a) to the exclusion of all other traffic and (b) without interfering with 
ordinary traffic, etc. 

Having collected the necessary data, the War College prepares what it 
considers to be the most wise solution of the problem and submits its conclu- 
sions, accompanied by memoirs, showing in convenient form all the data 
above referred to, to the Chief of Staff. The latter, together with the Gen- 
eral Staff, criticises this plan, revises it, and when necessary returns it to the 
War College for the collection of further information and corresponding 
modification. The final result is that there is a perfect plan, complete in all 
its details, which is accepted by the Chief of Statf as the one upon which he 
would operate were there suddenly to be realized the contingency upon 
which the original problem was based. 

If that contingency were to arise the following day he would have under 
his hand ready for signature the communications to be sent by the War 
Department to the governors of States, to presidents of railroad companies 
and steamship companies, the orders ready to be addressed to the command- 
ing officers of troops and to the officers of the Quartermaster, Subsistence, 
Medical, Signal, and Engineer departments. 

As fast as time permits, the War College, under instructions from the Chief 
of Staff, takes up these problems (it now hasin hand three of them),and when 
the work has passed through its final stage the War Department has in its 
archives that which it never heretofore has had, i. e.. a plan thought out by 
many minds of what it could best do to-morrow if the emergency contem- 
plated by the problem skould arise. These will be of course, from time to 
time, revised to meet changes which have occurred in the conditions. 

But the work outlined above is only a part of the task assigned to the W ar 
College. The moment one of these plans should have to be put into execu- 
tion many Officers, as was the case in the Spanish war, would have to be spe- 
cially assigned to various important staff duties. The approved scheme of 
work for the War College contemplates the assembling from time t» time of 
a convenient number of such officers for the careful and detailed confidential 
study of these plans. 

During this detailed study there will be carried on a special course of 
study with sole referenceto the planin hand. Each one of these will involve 
its special problem in military engineering, in mobilization, in transporta- 
tion, in sanitation, in signal work, in grand tactics, and in strategy, and pos- 
sibly in international law. F 

These problems will be taken up in turn by officers best qualified to pass 
upon them, and in a series of confidential “‘talks” every detail that is neces- 
sary to know in advance for the successful execution of the plan will be 
thoroughly mastered. Thus the scholastic work of the War College will not 
consist in the study of general ae, but in the application of these 
principles to the details of a specific plan. 

A great advantage of this method of work is that while accomplishing the 
maximum of practical result, it will involve for only short periods the de- 
tachment of officers from their other work. 

The mere statement of such a scheme should impress upon the minds of 
everyone who remembers the bitter experiences that we have had in times 
pest the immeasurable importance of the work. Beyond the cost of the 

nuilding now being erected for the War College, its support involves but a 
trifling annual expense to the Government. 

There are now attached to the War College seven officers, six of them be- 
ing members of the General Staff, engaged in the first part of the workabove 
described, i. e., the preparation of plans to be passed upon by the Chief of 
Staff and the General Stgff in full committee before final acceptance. It is 
expected by the coming summer to assemble the first body of officers for the 
— special study which constitutes the second part of the work of the 
college. 

Meanwhile the first and very important part of the work must continue. 
The rent of the building now occupied by it is $3,000 per annum, and other 


mated to bring the total for this year to $4,770.91. The rest of the appropria- 
tion is spentin the equipment of the college for its special work—books, maps, 
instruments, the preparation of maps, furniture, etc. These are needed now 
just as much as they will be when the new building is completed. 

In my opinion it is more advantageous to continue the small appropriation 
in advance of the completion of the new building rather than to makea larger 
one at that time. The expenditure of money in the special equipment of the 
War College can be done far more judiciously with small sums available each 
year than with a larger sum to be more quickly expended. For example, the 
judicious selection of books for the library can only be made slowly and after 
much consultation with those for whose use it is intended. 

I have endeavored in the foregoing to show that the War College actually 
exists; is doing most important work, the value of which the general public 
can never realize,and that the small annual cost of its maintenance is worthy 
of the favorable consideration of Congress. 

Respectfully submitted. 

; TASKER H. Biiss, 
Brigadier-General, U. S. Army, President Army War College. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, while we are on this subject, 
I would be glad if the chairman of the committee would inform 
us how many war colleges or schools we have now in the United 
States. 

Mr. HULL. At every post where there is a regiment we have 
a school. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Commence with West Point, if you will. 

Mr. HULL. The one at West Point is the permanent Military 
Academy. We have a school of infantry and cavalry at Leaven- 
worth. We have a school for artillery and cavalry at Riley, and 
we have a school for artillery at Fortress Monroe. This is sup- 
posed to be the head of the educational post-graduate course of 
the Army. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
Sewalls Point? 

Mr. HULL. Oh, we have a school for engineers, yes. 
here now. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And we have still another one, have we not, 
for submarine warfare? 

Mr. HULL. That is not so much a school. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Who are the students at these various 
schools? 

Mr. HULL. Officers of the United States Army—oflicers of 
the militia. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then we have seven schools besides the post 
schools for the officers in the Army. How many officers have we? 


We have still another one, have we not, at 
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Mr. HULL. In the neighborhood of 4,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is there anything for anybody else to do 
when these gentlemen are at school? 

Mr. HULL. They do not take all of them at once, I will say 
to my friend. They take them by installments, and then send 
them back to their command; and I will say to my friend that 
there schools of artillery—not so much engineering—especially 
infantry and cavalry and staff corps, have been of great benefit 
to a very large number of volunteer officers. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman tell us what they all 
cost in the aggregate? 

Mr. HULL. There is very little additional cost beyond what 
is carried in the regular pay of the officers of the line. The gen- 
tlenian can see here by the appropriation what these schools cost. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There was $400,000 appropriated last year, 
was there not, for this building? 

Mr. HULL. The year before last. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And $300,000 this year? 

Mr. HULL. All the United States service schools—and that 
includes these different ones—cost $25,000 last year, and we have 
appropriated the same amount for this year. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Altogether? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is the total expense of these seven 
schools, exclusive of West Point? 

Mr. HULL. That is the service schools. Then we have the 
School of Artillery and the School of Submarine Defense, $10,000, 
and for material, apparatus, special apparatus; apparatus for elec- 
tricians, bindings, ks, etc., making it altogether run up more 
than that, so that I should say that $50,000 would cover absolutely 
all the expense of these schools. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Of all schools excepting West Point? 

Mr. HULL. I think so. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Of every character? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will that include the traveling expenses of 
gentlemen that go to the schools? 

r. HULL. I would not want to give an absolute statement 
of that without more information. 


Mr. PALMER. Who are the students that attend the War | 


College? 


Mr. HULL. They are the gentlemen who have graduated with | 


greatest honor at the other schools. 


Mr. PALMER. That is to say, these are officers detailed to | 
come here to Washington to make the researches that the brig- | 


adier-general refers to-in the communication which has been 


read—to study out plans as to what ought to be or might be done 


in certain emergencies or under certain conditions? 

Mr. HULL. The War College, as I understand, is designed to 
give the highest education to the best class of officers going through 
these other schools. 

Mr. PALMER. Probably about how many officers will be here 
in attendance at this War College at any one time? 

Mr. HULL. From what we learned during the hearings, I 
should say twenty-five or thirty at one time. 

Mr. PALMER. Then will the gentleman please tell me what 
is the use of a building costing $700,000 if it is only for the in- 
struction of twenty-five or thirty students at one time? 

Mr. HULL. That is a question which was naturally asked in 
the hearings before the committee by the chairman. Of course 
it seemed as if the expenditures were very large for this purpose. 
We were informed that this building is not only for the accom- 
modation of the students, but for many other purposes, for which 
considerable space is required. I sympathize with the theory of 
the gentleman, but those were the facts stated to us. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HEMENWAY] insist on his point of order? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I 
to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
point of order. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. My point is that this building has not 
been authorized by law in accordance with the provisions of sec- 
tion 1136 of the Revised Statutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. To what provision of the bill is the gen- 
tleman’s point directed? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. To the provision beginning at line 23, 
page 34: 


The Chair will hear the gentleman on the 


For the completion of the necessary ae including approaches, heat- 
ing and lighting plant, for the Army War College at Washington Barracks, 
D. C., in accordance with plans of the architects, $300,000, etc. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman makes his point of order 
on the whole paragraph? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The whole paragraph, beginning at line 
23, page 34, 


0; and if the Chair is in doubt, I want | 
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Section 1136 of the Revised Statutes provides that— 


Permanent barracks or quarters and buildings and structures of a pernia- 
nent nature shall not be constructed unless detailed estimates shall havo 
been previously submitted to Congress and approved by a special appropria. 
tion for the same, except when constructed by the troops; and no such struc- 
tures the cost of which shall exceed $20,000 shall be erected unless by special 
authority of Congress. 

I make the point of order that there has been no special act of 
Congress authorizing the construction of this building,and tho 
further point of order that if there has been carried upon an ap- 
propriation bill an appropriation of $400,000 for this purpose, no 
point of order having been made against it, and it having gone 
through for that reason, this provision is still subject to a point 
of order for the reason that the amount carried is more than 
$20,000, and there has been no special authority of Congress for 
the construction of the building. 

In other words, suppose that at the last session of Congress, on 
an appropriation bill, an item got through for the construction of 
a building, no one having made a point of order upon it, that does 
not cure this provision when on a later appropriation bill it is 
sought to increase the amount. In other words, this provision 
is still subject toa point of order, because the requirements of 
the statute have never been complied with—estimates have not 
been made and submitted to the proper committee, and no special 
act of Congress has ever been pa authorizing the construction 
of this building. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman allow mea question? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Is not this the building the construction 
of which was commenced a year or so ago, the corner stone of 
which was laid last February, and is it not now in process of con- 
struction? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I say that even if the building is in prov- 
ess of construction it was provided for on an appropriation 


bill—— 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Then the gentleman’s theory is that its 
| original inception was unauthorized, and the work that has been 
| done on it. and the money expended on it had no authority of 
| law, and the gentleman makes that point now? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes, sir. 2 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the United States Statutes at 
Large, page 512, contain this language: 

Provided, That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to expend the 
sum of $400,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, from the unexpende:| 
balance of the emergency fund appropriated in the act approved reh 3, 
1889, for the erection of the necessary buildings for the Army War Colleg« 
established at Washington Barracks, D. C., for the instruction of officers of 
the Army and militia of the United States. 


That was enacted in an appropriation bill; but it has been re- 
served for the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hemenway] to state 
| that a law enacted in an appropriation bill is not a law, and that 
_all money expended under such a law is illegally expended. This 
| is the first time, I think, that that charge has been made upon 
| this floor. On the regular estimates for this year, the Chair will 
| find, on page 162, is an estimate made for the completion of the 
| Army War College. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Let me ask the gentleman right there. 
| Does not 1 act limit the cost to $400,000? 
Mr. HULL. Oh, as much as buildings are ever limited in the 
language of the act. This year we put it so that they could no! 
| gobeyond. Take the State of Illinois and the appropriation made 
| for the construction of the post-office at Chicago. Does the gen- 
| tleman claim that the money expended was done illegally becaus : 
| they come with an appropriation on the deficiency bili? Take the 
case of the buildings at Omaha and all over the country. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Ifthe gentleman will allow me to answer. 
| there can not be a dollar appropriated beyond the limit of cost 
| fixed. 

Mr. HULL. That limit was raised. 

| Mr. HEMENWAY. The limit must be raised by unanimous 
consent, and if any point of order was made upon this floor, why, 

| an appropriation can not be made, and any dollar of money put 

| into the building for Chicago, or any other building, beyond th: 

| limit of cost originally fixed is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. HULL, In the estimates for this year you will find on page 
162 an estimate for the completion of this building, and a note 
which says: 

| By the army appropriation act approved June 30, 1902 (32 Stats., 512), th: 

| Secretary of War was authorized to expend the sum of $400,000 from the un- 

| expended balance of the emergency fund appropriated in the act approve:! 

| March 3, 1899, for the erection of the necessary buildings for the Army War 

| College, Washington Barracks,D.C. Detailed study of the probable requir: 
ments of the War College since the time when the original estimates wer: 
submitted has shown that true ultimate economy will demand considerably 
greater floor space than was then anticipated. 

The $400,000 already made available might possibly be sufficient to inclos« 
the necessary space in the cheapest types of fireproof construction, usin: 
nothing but common brick for the exterior of the building, though it wou)! 


not permit an architectural treatment at all adequate to its situation an’ 
permanence. 
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The gentleman makes an argument upon the point that provi- 
sion should have been made that the limit be raised. I want to 
av to the gentleman from Indiana that his ar, ent might be 
say g . gum I 
good upon the question as to whether Congress should give the 
additional amount or not, but that so far as the point of order is 
concerned it has no effect whatever. _ 

Here is a work commenced by authority of law. The limit was 
not enough to finish it properly, and an appropriation was made 
for the approaches, heat, and lighting plant,somuchmoney. That 
is what the point of order is basedon. As to whether they should 
have if or not is a matter to be determined after the point of 
order is decided. Sac 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It clearly exceeds the limit of cost fixed 
by the last Congress. : : 

The CHAIRMAN. Section 1136 of the Revised Statutes pro- 
vides: 

Permanent barracks or quarters and buildings and structures of a perma- 
nent nature shall not be constructed unless detailed estimates shall have been 
previously submitted to Congress and en by a special appropriation 
for thesame, except when constructed by the troops; and no such structures, 
the cost of which shall exceed $20,000, shall be erected unless by special 
authority of Congress. 

Whether that means $20,000 for one structure or $20,000 for all 
the structures it is not necessary to decide here, as in the opinion 
of the Chair that provision of law as to this ogee ee college 
was repealed by the act of June 30, 1902, which authorized the 
expenditure of ,000 and did not limit the cost of the buildings 
eyen to that amount, but authorized the expenditure of that 
amount for that year. 3 

Now, section 1136 of the Revised Statutes being thus repealed 
as to this college by the act of 1902, the Chair is of opjnion that 
the paragraph against which this point of order is made specif- 
ically providing for the completion of the necessary buildings, 
which the Chair is advised are already in course of construction 
under authority of law heretofore given, the point of order must 
be overruled. 

Mr. LACEY. I move to strike out the last word. I had leave 
the other day to extend my remarks upon the tariff by inserting 
some documents. I wish further leave in this connection, as some 
controversy seems to exist as to the views of the President upon 
the tariff revision, to insert an extract from a speech delivered by 
him on April 4 last at Minneapolis. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the direction he 
has indicated. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

The extract is as follows: 

EXTRACT FROM SPEECH OF PRESIDENT ROOSEVELT. 

Weare now in a condition of prosperity unparalleled, not merely in our 
own history, but in the history of any other nation. © 

This prosperity 1s deep rooted and stands on a firm basis because it is due 
to the fact that the average American hasin im the stuff out of which vic- 
tors are made in the great industrial contests of the present day, just as in 
the great mp | Ray ve of the past; and because he is now able to use and 
ae his quali to best advantage under our well-established economic 
system. 

UNITED STATES WINNING HEADSHIP. 

We are winning headship among the nations of the world because Gar peo 
ple are able to keep their high average of individual citizenship and to show 
their mastery in hard, complex, pushing life of the age. 

There will be fluctuations from time to time in our prosperity, but it will 
continue to grow just so long as we keep up this high average of individual 
S —s and permit it to work out its own salvation under proper economic 
egisiation. 

The present phenomenal prosperity has been won under a tariff which was 
made in accordance with certain fixed and definite principles, the most im- 
portant of which is an avowed determination to protect the intereste of the 
American producer, business man, wageworker, and farmer alike. 

_ The general tariff policy, to which, with regard to changes in detail, I be- 
lieve this country is irrevocably committed, is fundamentally based upon 
ample recognition of the difference between the cost of production—that is, 
the cost of labor—here and abroad, and of the need to see to it that our laws 
shall in no event afford advantage in our market to foreign industries over 
American industries, to foreign capital over American capital, to foreign 
labor over our own labor. 

NEED HIGH TYPE OF LABOR. 

This country has and this country needs better paid, better educated, bet- 
ter fed, and better clothed workingmen, of a higher type than are to be found 
in any fc en country. 

__It has and it needs a higher, more vigorous, and more prosperous type of 
tillers of the soil than is by any other country. 

The business men, the merchants and manufacturers, and the managers of 
the transportation interests show the same superiority when compared with 
men of their type a : 

The events of the last few years have shown how skillfully the leaders of 
American ay use in international business competition the mighty in- 
dustrial weapons forged for them by the resources of our country, the wis- 
dom of our laws, and the skill, the inventive genius, and the administrative 


comeeey of our 2. 

t is of course a mere truism to say that we want to use everything in our 

power to foster the welfare of our entire body politic. In other words, we 

need to treat the tariff as a business proposition from the standpoint of the 

aeoknae es the commery asa a not with ae to the eupeens 
y “a rty. It is almost as necessary that our icy shou 

be stable as that it should wise. : a 

TARIFF CHANGES. 


A nation like ours could not long stand the ruinous policy of readjusting 
its buginess to radical changes in the tariff at short inter vata, especially when, 





as now, owing to the immense extent and variety of our products, the tariff 
schedules carry rates of duty on thousands of different articles. 

Sweeping and violent changes in such a tariff, touching so vitally the in- 
terests of all of us, embracing agriculture, labor, maftiufactures, and com- 
merce, would be disastrous in any event, and they would be fatal to our 
present well-being if approached on the theory that the principle of the pro- 
tective tariff was to be abandoned. 

The business world—that is, the entire American world—can not afford, if 
it has any ee for its own welfare, even to consider the advisability of 
abandoning the present system. 

Yet, on the other hand, where the industrial conditions so frequently 
change, as with us must of necessity be the case, it isa matter of prime im- 
portance that we should be able from time to time to adapt our economic 
policy to the changed conditions. 

Our aim should be to preserve the policy of a protective tariff, in which 
the nation as a whole has acquiesced,and yet wherever and whenever neces- 

to change the dutiesin particular paragraphs or schedules as matters of 
legislative detail, if such a change is demanded by the interests of the nation 
as a whole. 

In making any readjustment there are certain important considerations 
which can not be disregarded. Ifa tariff law has on the whole worked well, 
and if business has prospered under it and is prospering, it may be better to 
endure some inconveniences and inequalities for a time than by making 
changes to risk causing disturbance and, perhaps, paralysis in the industries 
and businessof the country. The fact that the change ina given rate of duty 
may be thought desirable does not settle the question whether it is advisable 
to make the change immediately. Every tariff deals with duties on thou- 
sands of articles arranged in hundreds of paragraphs and in many schedules. 

These duties affect a vast number of interests which are often conflicting. 
If necessary for our welfare, then of course Congress must consider the ques- 
tion of charging the law as a whole or changing any given rates of duty, but 
we must remember that whenever even a single schedule is considered some 
interests will appear to demand a change in almost every schedule in the 
law; and when it comes to upsetting the schedules generally the effect upon 
the business interests of the country would be ruinous. 


THE TRUSTS. 


One point we must steadily keep in mind. The question of tariff revision, 
speaking broadly, stands wholly apart from the question of dealing with the 
trusts. o change in tariff duties can have any substantial effect in solving 
the so-called trust problem. 

Certain great trusts or 
tariff. Practically all the others that are of any importance have, asa matter 
of fact, numbers of smaller American competitors, and of course a change in 
the tariff which would work injury to the large corporation would work not 
merely injury but destruction to its smaller competitors; and equally, of 
course, such a change would mean disaster to all the wageworkers connected 
with either the large or the small corporations. From the standpoint of 
those interested in the solution of the trust problem such a change would. 
therefore, merely mean that the trust was relieved of the competition of its 
weaker American competitors and thrown only into competition with foreign 
competitors, and that the first effort to meet this new competition would be 
= cutting down wages, and would therefore be primarily at the cost 
of labor. 

In the case of some of our greatest trusts such a change might confer upon 
them a itive benefit. Speaking broadly, it is evident that the changes in 
the tariif will affect the trusts for weal or for woe simply as they affect the 
whole So yw tariff affects trusts only as it affects all other interests. 
It makes all t. interests, large or small, profitable, and its benefits can be 
taken from the large only under penaity of taking them from the smal! also. 

Tosum up, then, we must asa people approach a matter of such prime 
economic importance as the tariff from the stand point of our business needs. 

We can not afford to become fossilized or to fail to recognize the fact that 
as the needs of the country change it may be necessary to meet these new 
needs by changing certain features of our tariff laws. Still less can weafford 
to fail to recognize the further fact that thesechanges must not be made until 
the need for them outweighs the disadvantages which may result, and when it 
becomes necessary to make them they should be made with full recognition 
of the need of stability in our economic system and of keeping unchanged 
the principle of that system, which has now become a settled policy in our 
national life. We have prospered marvelously at home. As a nation we 
stand in the very forefront in the giant international industrial competition 
of the day. We can not afford by any freak of folly to forfeit the position to 
which we have thus triumphantly attained. 


Ttie Clerk read as follows: 


Ordnance, ordnance stores, and supplies: Manufacture or purchase of me- 
tallic ammunition for small arms for current needs and reserve supply, and 
ammunition for reloading cartridges, including the cost of targets and mate- 
rial for target practice, ammunition for burials at the National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers and its several Branches, including National 
Soldiers’ Home in Washington, D. C., marksmen’s medals and insignia for 
all arms of the service, $825,266: Provided, That provision “for the purpose of 
furnishing a national trophy and medals, etc.,”’ contained in the act approved 
March 2, 1908, being an act making appropriation for the support of the Army 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, is amended to read as follows: “That 
for the purpose of furnishing a national trophy and medals and other 
prizes to be provided and contested for annually, under such regulations as 
may be prescribed by the Secretary of War, said contest to be open to th 
Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and the National Guard or organized militia of 
the several States, Territories, and of the District of Columbia, and for the 
cost of the trophy, prizes, and medals herein provided for, the sum of $2.50 
be, and the same is heveby. appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to be expended for the purposes hereinbefore 
prescribed under the direction of the Secretary of War.” 


Mr. HEMENWAY. DolI understand the desire of the chair- 
man is to make this a permanent appropriation? 

Mr. HULL. I think that was the desire of the commitice. 

Mr. PALMER. And the desire of the Secretary of War? 

Mr. HULL. And the desire of the committee, I think, too. 
The idea is that anything that will stimulate the rifle practice of 
the different organizations of the United States, including the 
Army, Navy, and Marine Corps, is money very well expended. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The idea is to set aside $2,500 a year for 
this purpose? 

Mr. HULL. We practically last year made it permanent by 
saying ‘‘ hereafter;’’ but, while that is true, it did not include the 
Marine Corps and did not include the Navy. The Secretary of 
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War believes that all arms in the service should be brought in 
here, not only all arms of the regular service, but the National 
Guard and the various military organizations of the United 
States. There was a time, Mr. Chairman, in the history of this 
country when almost every man in the nation was an expert rifle 
shot. The time is rapidly coming when no one who is not trained 
in some of these military organizations will know anything about 
shooting. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The only thing I suggest is, had we not 
better take care of the amount as it comes due annually in place 
of making it a permanent appropriation? 

Mr. HULL. The only question is whenever they do not need it 
it will not be expended, and if they should need it they would have 
to come back each year for it. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. But you lose sightof it when it gets clear 
out of your control. 

Mr.HULL. Thereis this about it, however. I should imagine 
whenever the Department would not need this for paying the 
expenses of rifle shooting: they would fail to ask for it. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. All I desire is that the gentleman should 
have oversight over it. It it becomes a permanent appropriation 
it goes to the Committee on Appropriations, and the gentleman’s 
committee knows better how to take care of this item than the 
Committee on Appropriations, and I would rather the gentleman 
would not make it an annual appropriation. 

Mr. HULL. I will say to the gentleman that as far as trophies 
are concerned my idea was that there should not be a trophy to 
be won each year, but that the trophy should be put up and shot 
for each year and go to the winner, like a cup in yacht races or 
the Iowa trophy for the National Guard. A medal is something 
that a man retains permanently. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. You want to make this a permanent ap- 
propriation? 


Mr. HULL. That is the idea of the committee. I was over- 


ruled on the trophy business, but that is the idea of the commit- 
tee, the same as last year. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


rocuring papery material for the organized 
e 


For the purpose of fielc ater’ , 2 
militia of the several States, Territories, and District of Columbia, with- 
out cost to the said States, Territories, or the District of Columbia, but to 
remain the property of the United Statesand to be accounted forin the man- 
ner now prescribed by law, the Secretary of War is hereby authorized, under 
such regulations as he may prescribe, on the requisitions of the governors of 
the several States or Territories or the commanding general of the militia 
of the District of Columbia, to issue said artillery material to the organized 
militia; and the sum of $585,000 is hereby er. to remain available 
until expended, for the procurement and issue of the articles constituting 
the same. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. The item commencing at line 6 and end- 
ing at line 19. Do I understand you wish to make an annual 
appropriation? 

Mr. HULL. On page 37? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. On page 37. 

Mr. HULL. For field artillery? We do not want to make that | 
an annual appropriation. We only make this appropriation to | 
finish up the batteries for that artillery for the militia. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. No; you say “to remain available until | 
expended.” Why not strike out that and keep it under the con- | 
trol of your committee? 

Mr. HULL. I want to say to the gentleman the estimate was | 
provided in that way for the reason it would be impossible to fin- 
ish them up during this year. 

Mr. HEMENWAY,. Then you can appropriate next year the 
money. 

Mr HULL. You can do that, of course. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I wish you would do it. 

Mr. HULL. But they want to make a contract for it. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. We ought all the time to be in touch with | 
what they are doing and not to make permanent appropriations. 

Mr. HULL. My judgment from the evidence given in regard 
to making their contract is that it would be better to make it 
available than for them to come back again to Congress. I would 
not really know how to divide this, because we do not need to 
make all of this appropriation if we do not make it available until 


expended. 
on HEMENWAY. We had better make the full amount 

available until the end of the fiscal year, and then if it is not ex- 
pended it goes back into the Treasury and can be reappropriated. 

Mr. HULL. I have no objection to that, as far as I am con- 
cerned, but I hope it will not defeat the early arming of the 
Militia. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. You leave the whole amount in, and they 
can contract when the money is appropriated. 

Mr. HULL. Thenthe gentleman moves tostrike out the words 
“to remain available until expended.”’ 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That is it. 

Mr. HULL. I have no objection. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Make the motion yourself, then. 
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Mr. HULL. No; the gentleman can make his own motion. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, 
on page 37, line 18, by striking out the words “ to remain available 
until expended.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 37, line 18, strike out the words “to remain available until ex- 
pended.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

Hereafter all cougtares of the Ordnance Department whose rate ot com- 
pensation is annual shall be paid monthly at the rate of one-twelfth of the 
annual rate, and of such monthly rate and of all other monthly rates of com- 
pan one-thirtieth shall be the daily rate for computation of pay for 

ractional parts of a month; and for the purposes of this provision each and 
every month shall be held to consist of thirty days, whether the actual num- 
ber of days be greater or less. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to 
that provision, although it ought not to apply to the Ordnance 
Department at Washington, because it would give one set of peo- 
ple in the Department one method of computation and to others 
another. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I think it has only been one or 
two years since we made it apply to the pay of the Army, and 
made it permanent law, but we seem to have left this out. I 
talked with the Auditor of the War Department about it, and he 
said that all Departments of the Government ought to come under 
this provision, as it simplifies the accounts. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If they were all to come under it, there 
would be no objection to it. 

Mr. HULL. This brings the Army all in. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. But the employees in the Ordnance De- 
partment at Washington who do not belong to the Army will not 
be taken in. Your language will take in a little bunch of clerks 
up here and give them rates that the other clerks of the Govern- 
ment would not have. — 

Mr. HULL. The Chief of the Ordnance Department, in the 
hearings, made this statement: 

General CrozIER. You see what the difficulty is there—that we have some 
employees who are paid out of more than one appropriation. That psrtion 
of their pay which comes out of the army bill is computed in a certain fashion, 
and that portion which comes out of some Sther bill is computed in another 
fashion. and it is very difficult to get the matter straight. hat have youto 
say on that subject, Captain Montgomery? 

Captain MonTGOMERY. The law as embraced in the army appropriation 
bill last year provided for payment only out of funds appropriated for the 
support of the Army. As it reads, it applies to all army appropriation acts. 
It did not make a bit of difference whether ra is to e made from the 
appropriation “Ordnance service,” “Pay of the Army,” or any other. We 
have appropriations in the sundry civil acts, and sometimes in the deficiency 
acts, and an employee being employed on three kinds of work, each kind of 
work authorized by a different appropriation, one authorization in the army 
a. act, one in the sundry civil act, and another in the fortification 
act, the result is that you will have to calculate that man’s pay on two dif- 
ferent bases. 

In one case your calculation will be based on the Government salary 


tables, which have been gotten up by the Comptroller of the Treasury and 
have been in effect for years. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Ido not think the gentleman from Iowa 
gets my point. If this were applied to the employees in the Ord- 
nance Department at Washington, it would give a bunch of 
clerks employed in that Department this method of payment and 
the balance of the clerks in the other Departments of the Govy- 
ernment another plan of payment. The gentleman ought not to 
confine it to the Army, but let the provision go on that it shall 
not apply to those employed in the Ordnance Department at 
Washington. 

Mr. HULL. This only simplifies the matter. The Comptroller 
has decided that it does not apply to anything but the money car- 
ried in the army appropriation bill. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The Comptroller has decided that it would 
not apply to any money that is not carried in the army appropri- 
ation bill? 

Mr. HULL. That is right. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. And the clerks provided for under the 
legislative bill would not come under it? 

Mr. HULL. They would not. I do not know what it is, but 
they would be paid under a different plan or theory. The object 
of this is to bring the employees all under one computation, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Hereafter all moneys arising from dispositions authorized by law and reg- 
ulation of serviceable ordnance and ordnance stores shall constitute one fund 
on the books of the Treasury Department, which shall be available to replace 
like ordnance and ordnance stores thus disposed of throughout the Rscal 
year in which the disposition was effected and throughout the following 
year. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I rise to give notice that I 
wish to make some points of order on the remaining portion of 
this bill. I give this early notice so that I may not be ruled out. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. r. Chairman, I make a point of order on 
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this paragraph, and the point of order is that it changes existing 
law. It says: 


all moneys arising from dispositions authorized by law and 
voniiiag of serviceable ordnance and ordnance stores, shall constitute one 
fund on the books of the Treasury Department, which shall be available to 
replace like ordnance and ordnance stores thus disposed of, 





In other words, it provides that the Ordnance Department may 
sell certain things that they think ought to be sold, and turn 
around and repurchase other items with that money. It is a 
change of — law. Under the law now the proceeds for any 
item which is sold have to be turned into the Treasury. 

Mr. HULL. I wish the gentleman from Indiana would with- 
hold his point of order, because I acknowledge that it is subject 
to a point of order,’if be insists upon it. I would like to ask the 
gentleman if he has read the hearings? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes; but I would not allow any officer on 
earth to dispose of property of the Government and then turn 
around and invest the money received for it on his own motion. 

Mr. HULL. But you have done it for forty years. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Then we ought to stop it. The temptation 
is always strong for a man, when he wants something new and 
can not get an appropriation for it, to find something that he can 
sell and then go and buy what he wants. 

Mr. HULL. I acknowledge that it is subject to a point of 
order, but the gentleman is not correct in the statement that we 
do not allowit. We allow commissary officers to sell stores from 
the commissary department, and the money does not go back into 
the Treasury, but they buy other stores with it. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iam sorry if they do; if I had charge of 
the bill, I would change it as quick as I could. 

Mr. HULL. I would not. 

The CHAIRMAN. To what language does the gentleman 
make the point of order? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I make the point of order against lines 
from 138 to 19, inclusive. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read the last section of the bill, as follows: 


That the officers of the Adjutant-General’s Department, except the Adju- 
tant-General, and the officers of the Record and Pension Office shall hereafter 
constitute one department of the Army, to be known as the Military Secre- 
tary’s Department; and the Adjutant-General’s Office and the Record and 
Pension Office, heretofore constituting bureaus of the War Department, shall 
hereafter constitute the Adjutant-General's section and the Record and Pen- 
sion section of a consolidated bureau to be known as the Military Secretary's 
Office of the War Department. The officers soconsolidated shall be borne on 
one list in the order of rank held by them, and those of them who hold per- 
manent appointments as officers of the Adjutant-General’s Department 
or of the Record and Pension Office shall be entitled to promotion 
below the grade of aelendis general, as now provided by law, and 
in the order of their standing on said list. Except as otherwise pro- 
vided herein, the laws now in force shall continue to govern the appoint- 
ment, promotion, and detail of all officers of the consohdated de Piment 
hereby created: Provided, That the officers of whe said consolidated depart- 
ment shall be subject to the supervision of the Chief of Staff: Provided fur- 
ther, That no appointments or details to the grade of assistant adjutant- 
general with the rank of major shall be made until the number of officers of 
that grade shall be reduced to less than ten, and thereafter the number 
of officers of said grade in the consolidated department shall be ten: Pro- 
vided further, That of the officers consolidated, as hereinbefore provided, 
the senior in rank, whoshall be chief of the consolidated department and the 
title of whose office is hereby changed to that of military secretary, shall 
hereafter have rank one e higher than that now held by him; but when 
he shall become separated from service on the active list of the Army the 
rank of the military secretary on said list shall thereafter be the sameas that 
now held by the senior of the officers hereby consolidated. Except as here- 
inafter provided, the remaining officers of the consolidated department 
shall retain the titles that_they now bear: Provided further, That when the 
office of Adjutant-General shall become vacant, the vacancy so created on 
the active list of the Army shall not be filled, and thereafter the several of- 
ficers now aes by the title Assistant Adjutant-General and by the 
title Assistant Chief of the Record and Pension Office shall be designated 
by the title Adjutant-General. Nothing in this act shall be so construed 
as to deprive any officer of his commission or to increase the total number of 
officers of the Army, and all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with the pro- 
visions of this act are hereby repealed. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I make the pees of order 
of that paragraph beginning at page 39, line 20, and ending with 
the words ‘‘Adjutant-General ” in the twelfth line on page 41, that 
it is new legislation throughout, and I make the further point of 
order against the several distinct and separate provisos, each as a 
distinct and separate proposition, because it is all new legislation 
materially affecting, repealing, and changing existing law. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman,I do not purpose contesting the 
point of order. It it obvious to every Member of the House that 
itis subject toa pointof order. Ido want, however, to say for the 
Committee on Military Affairs that at the time it was incorpo- 
rated in the bill it was sup it would have practically no op- 
position on the part of the Members of the House. 

It was placed on the military appropriation bill because it was 
understood it was exceedingly desirous to get these provisions 
through at the earliest possible date, for the reason set out by the 
Secretary of War in his letter of the 16th of January, in which 
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he says that if it should become a law it will necessitate many 
transfers in the clerical force of the Department, all of which 
must be provided for in the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation bill. He says: 

I beg leave to suggest, therefore, that if the measure meet with the ap- 
proval of your committee it be incorporated in the pending army appropria- 
tion bill in order to avoid, as far as possible, the delays to which a separate 
bill is likely to be subjected. 

At the time it was incorporated in the bill the committee had 
every reason to believe that it would be permitted to remain there. 
That action not having been taken by the House, there is nothing 
to say except that we believe the measure would result in a large 
saving to the Government, in better administration to the War 
Department, and that we hope in the near future to bring it be- 
fore the House as a separate measure. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point or order. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to recur 
to the paragraph providing for contingent expenses of the mili- 
tary information division, on page 4, in order that I may ask 
unanimous consent that the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HEMENWAY] be withdrawn. I ask that for 
this reason, that if his amendment remains in the bill it is impossi- 
ble for a Chief of Staff to buy a ribbon for a typewriter. It is im- 
possible to buy a paper of pins for his office. It is impossible to 
buy any stationery for the General Staff, and I do not believe the 
gentleman intended to make an amendment so restrictive as that. 
I hope he will consent to having it withdrawn. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I did not intend to and did not do what 
the gentleman fears. The $50,000 carried on the legislative billis 
available for the items the gentleman mentions. I object to re- 
turning to that paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
= and report the billto the House with a favorable recommen- 

tion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. OLMSTED, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 10670, the 
army appropriation bill, and had instructed him toreport that it 
had made sundry amendments thereto and recommends that the 
amendments be agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the 
bill and amendments to its final passage. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is aseparate vote asked on any amendment? 
If not, the vote will be taken on the amendments in gross. The 
question is on the amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 6804. An act providing for the appointment of a customs 
appraiser at Pittsburg, Pa. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. CassINGHAM 
to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Nathan Finnigan, Fifty-seventh Con- 
gress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

Also to Mr. LoRIMER, to withdraw from the files of the House, 
without leaving copies, the papers in the case of Louis J. Sacriste, 
Fifty-seventh Congress, no adverse report having been made 
thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


a By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. WILEY, of New Jersey, for five days on account of death 
in his family. 
To Mr. Murpock, for fifteen days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 
ADJOURNMENT. 


Then, on motion of Mr. HULL (at 4 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.), 
the House adjourned. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, the following executive communi- 
cations were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a de- 
tailed statement of the refunds of customs duties for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1993—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for miscellaneous 
expenses of Fish Commission—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Chief of Division of Printing and 
Stationery submitting an estimate of appropriation for postage for 
Smithsonian Institution—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an es- 
timate of appropriation for a building at the military post near 
Indianapolis, Ind.—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of State, proposing a joint 
resolution to permit Alfonso Zelaya, of Nicaragua, to become a 
cadet at the West Point Military Academy—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of State, transmitting, with 
a favorable recommendation, a communication relating to the in- 
corporation of the American National Institute at Paris—to the 
Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed (all except 
accompanying printed documents). 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. NEEDHAM, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3581) providing 
the means of acquiring title to two groves of Sequoia gigantea in 
the State of California, with a view to making national parks 
thereof, reported the same with amendment, accompani 
report (No. 461); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7619) construing the provisions of sections 2304 
to 2309 of the Revised Statutes of the United States in certain 
cases—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (H. R. 10968) granting a pension to Marceline P. Hamil- 
ton—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10523) granting a pension to Edson H. Crawford— 


Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


follows: 
By Mr. KALANIANAOLE (by reqnest): A bill (H. R. 11036) 


to prohibit the employment of aliens on public works in the Ter- | 


ritory of Hawaii—to the Committee on the Territories. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11037) for the improvement of entrance to | 


harbor of Honolulu, Territory of Hawaii—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11088) for survey and estimate for the con- 
struction of a breakwater for the protection of the harbor at Hilo, 
island of Hawaii, Territory of Hawaii—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 11039) to amend section 3262 of 
the Revised Statutes as amended—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11040) for the erection of a public building 
at Hamilton, Ohio—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 11041) for the 


by a | 
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extension of Wyoming avenue, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 11042) to provide for the settlement 
of certain claims of officers and enlisted men of the Army for tl:e 
loss or destruction, without fault or negligence on the part of said 
officers and men, of property belonging to them in the military 
service of the United States—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 11048) to amend an act en- 
titled *‘An act relating to the Metropolitan police of the District 
of Columbia,’’ approved February 28, 1801—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 11044) relating to 
certain mineral lands now included in the Gila River Indian 
Reservation, in Arizona—to the Committee op Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 11045) to provide for a public 
building at South Chicago, Ill.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 11046) making an ap- 
propriation for the improvement of the Brazos River between 

| Old Washington and Waco—to the Committee on Rivers ani 
Harbors. . 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 11047) for the construction 
of a conduit for the waters of Rock Creek, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. THOMAS of lowa: A bill (H. R. 11048) for the judicial! 
ascertainment of claims against the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 11049) to amend 
section 1 of an act entitled ““An act to regulate the immigration 

| of aliens into the United States,”’ approved March 3, 1903—to the 

| Committee on Immigration and Nattralization. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 11050) to an- 

| thorize the Little Rock and Monroe Railway Company to con- 

| struct, maintain, and use a bridge across Ouachita River, in the 
State of Louisiana, at a point between Ouachita City and the 
mouth of Bayou Loutre—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 11051) for the extension 
| of Elm street northwest.—to the Committee on the District of 
| Columbia. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 86) directing 

| the Secretary of War to submit plans and estimates for the con- 
_ struction of a breakwater at Luces Landing, Northville, Suffolk 
| County, N. Y.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 87) directing the Secretary 
| of War to submit plans and estimates for a channel leading into 
| West Harbor, Fishers Island, all in the county of Suffolk and 
| State of New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a joint resolution (H, J. Res. 88) directing the Secretary 
of War to submit plans and estimates for a breakwater at Fire 
Island Inlet, in the county of Suffolk and State of New York—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A joint resolution (H. J. 
| Res. 89) for the relief of Daniel B. Watts—to the Committee on 

Military Affairs. 
By Mr. HINSHAW: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 35) 


j 
j 


for binding 17,000 copies of the three separate memorial addresses 
delivered before the two Houses of Congress—to the Committve 
| on Printing. 





| By Mr. NEVIN: A resolution (H. Res. 164) to pay the sum of 
| $202.50 to Jacob Bader—to the Committee on Accounts. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


| Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
os following titles were introduced and severally referred a: 
| follows: . 

| By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 11052) granting an increase of 
| pension to Mary Eaton Livingston—to the Committee on Pev- 
| sions. 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 11053) granting a pension to 
| Cynthia J. Hathcock—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11054) granting a pension to Henry P. Conn— 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11055) granting an increas? of pension to 
Winfield S. Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: A bill (H. R. 11056) to authorize tle 
President to a Henry T. Sxelding, now paymaster on ti0 
retired list of the Navy, a pay director on the retired list of t) 
Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 11057) granting an incre \s° 
< pension to Samuel H. McCarty—to the Committee on Inva i! 


ensions. 
By Mr. CASSINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 11058) 


ting a peL- 
sion to Mary Apple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 11059) granting 
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ee 


an increase of pension to Josiah E. Keyes—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. s : ‘ 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 11060) granting an increase 

“nsion to Thomas Maker—to thé Committee on Invalid Pen- 


of pens 
e“By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 11061) granting an increase | 
of pension to Frances Thorn Brann—to the Committee on Invalid 
2ensions. 

ee Mr, DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 11062) to provide suitable 
medals for the officers and crews of the United States vessel of 
war Kearsarge, at the time she sank the Confederate vessel of war 
Alabama off Cherbourg, France, June 19, 1864—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. ; 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 11063) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Robert L. McMurtry—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 11064) granting an increase of | 
pension to Elbert Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 11065) granting an increase 
of pension to Elihu Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

1008. 
2 Also, a bill (H. R. 11066) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua D. Griffith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11067) granting an increase of pension to Eli 
Duvall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ‘ 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 11068) granting a certifi- 
cate of merit to John A. Cassell—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. ° 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 11069) granting an increase | 
of pension to William H. Willey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 11070) for the relief of George H. 
Mellen, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 11071) for the | 
relief of Franklin Patterson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 11072) for 
the relief of Turman V. Cremeans—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 11073) granting an increase of | 
pension to Henry B. Summey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
sions. 








By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 11074) ou pension 
to Merritt R. Simpson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 11075) for the relief | 
of Downings Methodist Episcopal Church.South, of Oak Hall, | 
Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KNOPF: A bill (H. R. 11076) granting an increase of | 
pension to Elvira Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

By Mr. LIVERNASH: A bill (H..R. 11077) granting a pensicn | 
to Gustav Jansen—to the Committee on\Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11078) for the relief of William R. Wheaton 
_ Charles H. Chamberlain, of California—to the Committee on 
Claims, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 11079) to increase the pen- 
sion of William Turner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 11080) granting a pension to 
M. R. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 11081) for the relief of Samuel 
L. Robertson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 11082) granting a pension to | 
Johann G. Fleckles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11083) to authorize the Secretary of War to | 
correct the mili record of Oscar B. Knight—to the Commit- | 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11084) to compensate E. C. Sturges for prop- 
erty lost during the Spanish-American war—to the Committee 
on War Claims. - 

_ Also, a bill (H., R. 11085) placing Hugh T. Reed on the retired | 
list with rank of captain—to the Committee on Military Affairs. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11086) granting a pension to Charles W. | 
Crary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11087) granting a pension to John Ecker- | 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_ By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 11088) granting an | 
increase of pension to Cora M. Mosier—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11089) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Summers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 11090) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph Reese—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_Also a bill (H. R. 11091) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Stackhouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 11092) ting a pension to 
Eben N. Blake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 11098) for the relief of the heirs 
at law of Charles K. Smith, jr.—to the Committee on Claims. 


| 
| 


| 
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By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 11094) for the relief of William 
A. Power—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R. 11095) for the relief of E. J. French, 
bw! of Patrick D. Gilchrist, deceased—to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 11096) to re- 


| move the charge of desertion from the military record of George 


D. Coburn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 11097) for the relief 


| of Seth H. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11098) granting an increase of pension to 
Leonard H. Washburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 11099) granting a pen- 
sion to Catrena Helmig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 11100) for the relief of J. W. 
Bauer and others—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R.11101) for the relief of J. C. Pendleton, of 


| Jefferson County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11102) granting a pension to Christina Vet- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 11103) for the relief of George 
T. Larkin—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11104) for the relief of George T. Larkin— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 11105) granting an increase 
of pension to Peter Furnier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11106) granting an increase of pension to 
Sherman R. Haskill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11107) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles V. Lincoln—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11108) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Cleuch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11109) to correct the military record of James 
an alias James Wilson—to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11110) to correct the military record of 
Joseph C. Keubeler, alias Karl Kuhne—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11111) to correct the military record of Ed- 
ward S. Knappen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 11112) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry H. Howard—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 11113) granting an increase 
of pension to Silas G. Soules—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sio 2s. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 11114) granting an increase of 
pension to William D. Leek—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11115) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Lantz—to the Committe: on Invalid Pensions. — 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11116) for the relief of Charles C, Bauman— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11117) to correct the military record of 
Timothy Lyons—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizonas A bill (H. R. 11118) for the relief 
of Pima County, Ariz.—to the Committee on Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Resolution of William McKinley Post, 
No. 701, Grand Army of the Republic, Chicago, Il., in favor of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Resolutions of board of directors of the 


\ 


| Georgia Experiment Station, favoring an increased appropriation 


for agricultural experiment stations—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 7878, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Richard Jones—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of residents of Prairie du Chien, Wis., for the tm- 
provement of the upper Mississippi River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of Mound City Council, No. 
207, United Commercial Travelers of America, in favor of bill to 
amend bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the presidents of the St. Louis Manufacturers’ 
Association and Business Men’s League, relating to the improve- 
ment of the upper Mississippi River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolution of the board of directors of 
the Georgia experiment station, favoring increasing appropria- 
tions for neuioulberel experiment stations—to the Comunittee on 
Appropriations. 
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By Mr. BENTON: Papers to accompany bill granting a pension 
to Cynthia J. Hatchcock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting increase of pension to 
Winfield S. Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Henry P. 
Cann-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of residents of Bethany County, 


passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Resolutions of John B. Hubbard Post, 
No. 20, of Hallowell; Heath Post, No. 6, of Gardiner; Warren 
Post, No. 66, of Winterport, and George Goodwin Post, No. 32, 
of Ripley, Me., Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of aservice- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Resolution of General 
George A. McCall Post, No. 31, Grand Army of the Republic, De- | 


partment of Pennsylvania, in favor of a service-pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Papers to accompany bill to increase 


pension of Joseph Starr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 


Also, resolution of the Ohio Vicksburg Battlefield Commission, 
in favor of bill H. R. 5084, providing for a national military park 
commission—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK (by request): Petition of Rev. J. P. Koeller 
and 10 others, of Herman, Mo., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. s 

By Mr. CROMER: Resolution of Warren Cole Post, No. 523, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Indiana, in favor of 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of H. C. Adams and others, of Muncie, Ind., 


against enactment of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the | 


Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. DANIELS: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 4487, rela- | mittee on Military Affairs. 


tive to a trail up Mount Whitney, California—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of William Moore Post, No. 92, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Black River Falls, Wis., in favor 
of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. FIELD: Petition of H. W. Armstrong and 68 others, of | 


mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLOOD: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 10209, to in- 
crease the pension of Margaret Delaney—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Memorial of the Commercial Club of To- 
peka, Kans., relative to the restoration of the American merchant 
marine—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 


i 
| 


Also, resolution of E. N. Kirk Post, No. 656, Grand Army of | 


the Republic, of Peru, Ill., in favor of a service-pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Paper to accompany bill 
H. R. 7056, relative tothe merchant marine—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Papers to accompany bill to increase pension 
of Elbert Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill to correct military record of Frank 
Medlin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


3y Mr. GREENE: Resolution of the Board of Trade of Glouces- | 
iy vate Nempreneee cema + ae eet a | Ind., against passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on 


ter, Mass., relative to the reorganization of the consular service— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


Also, resolution of the Board of Trade of Gloucester, Mass..,, 
favoring arbitration treaties between United States and foreign | 


countries—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


Also, resolution of the Board of Trade of Gloucester, Mass., | 
favoring the rehabilitation of the American merchant marine—to 


the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the Board of Trade of Gloucester, Mass., in 
favor of destruction of derelicts at sea—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. GRIFFITH: Papers to accompany House bill to in- | 


crease pension of Joshua D. Griffith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Wadsworth Post, No. 127, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Franklin, Ind., in favor of a service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill to increase pension of 
Henry B. Sparks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Papers to accompany bill granting a 
certificate of merit to John A. Cassell—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolution of George H. Thomos Post, 
No. 14, of Benton Harbor, Mich., and A. W. Chapman Post, No. 
21, of St Joseph, Mich., Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of 
8 servic2-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. HAMLIN: Papers to accompany bill granting a pension 
to Warren R. Herrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, er to accompany bill H. R. 9563, granting a pension to 
Wallis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HARDWICK: Resolution of the board of directors of 
the Georgia Experiment Station, relative to an increase of ap- 


| propriation for agricultural experiment stations—to the Commit- 
Nebr., and E. B. Lockwood. of Tecumseh, Nebr., in favor of the 


tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of citizens of Postville, Iowa, 
against passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the 
Fost-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of J. L. Mitchell and 12 others, 
of Smyrna, Iowa, in favor of the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOWARD: Petition of voters of Young Men’s Chris- 
tian Association of Union Point, Ga., favoring the passage of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HULL: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 3921, granting 
an increase of pension to M. C. Staves—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: Paper to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to Merritt R. Simpson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of citizens of Blakesburg, Iowa, in 
favor of bills providing relief for military telegraph operators in 
the civil war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. LANNING: Resolution of George B. McClellan Post, 
No. 99, Grand Afmy of the Republic, Lambertville, N. J., in 
favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LIVERNASH: Resolutions of San Francisco Building 
Trades Council and of City Front Federation, of San Francisco, 
concerning the use of militia at Cripple Creek, Colo.—to the Com- 


Also, resolutions of Central Trades and Labor Union of St. 
Augustine, Fla., favoring an eight-hour and anti-injunction bill— 


| tothe Committee on Labor. 


Also, resolutions of Board of Trade of San Francisco, for the 
improvement of Siuslaw Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and 


Hearne, Tex., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- | Harbors. 


Also, resolution of San Francisco Labor Council, against United 
States soldiers coming in competition with civilian mechanics on 
Government work—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolutions of San Francisco Labor Council, concerning 
John Turner—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Henry D. Moore and 
19 others, of Haddonfield, N. J., favoring the passage of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MANN: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 9599, granting 
a pension to Grace P, Paddock—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 10920, for the relief of 
Julius Frank—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 8387, granting a pension 
to Emma R. Wallace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Papers to accompany House bill 
granting an increase of pension to Herman J. Watjen—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of George Lendreck and others, of Vincennes, 


the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, paper to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to Cora M. Mosier—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


| sions. 


Also, papers to accompany bill granting pension to William H. 
Summers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, paper to accompany bill H. R. 6647, granting an increase 


| of pension to Thomas Headley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
| sions. 


By Mr. MORRELL: Resolution of Colonel James Asworth Post, 
No. 334, Grand Army of the Republic, of Frankford, Philadel- 
phia, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of representatives of grain-trade organizations, 
relative to the inspection of grain at terminal markets—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. NEVIN: Petitions of J. E. Wheeler and 11 others, of 
Craftonville, Cal.; O. F. McJenkin and 17 others, and 8. T. Bennett 
and 25 others, of Dayton, Ohio; T. J. Stubbs and 86 others, and 
C. Halsey and 29 others, of West Elkton. Ohio; Rev. G. H. Draper 
and 28 others, of Middletown, Ohio; Harvey Pennuell and 28 
others, of West Carrollton, Ohio, and H. C. Minnich and 202 
others, of Oxford, Ohio, in favor of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Resolution of Post No. 58, of Harrisburg, 
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Pa.; Captain Colwell Post, No. 201, of Carlisle, Pa., and Sedgwick 
Post, No. 42, of Lebanon, Pa., Grand Army of the Republic, in 
favor of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
S By Mr. OTJEN: Resolution of the executive committee of the | 
Wisconsin Rest Day Association, for Sunday closing of the pro- | 
posed Lewis and Clark Exposition—to the Committee on Industrial 
Arts and Expositions. 
By Mr. POWERS of Maine: Papers to accompany House bill | 
ranting an increase of pens‘on to Seth H. Hall—to the Commit- | 
tee on Invalid Pensions. ; ' 
Also, paper to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to Leonard H. Washburn—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 
By Mr. PRINCE: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Quincy. Ill., favoring passage of Senate bill 1618, for reorganiza- 
tion of United States consular service—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 
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‘Also, resolutions of George W. Parker Post, No. 700, Grand | 


Army of the Republic, of Williamsfield, Ill., favoring the passage 
of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, resolution of Julius Pratt Post, No. 143, Grand Army of | 


the Kepublic, of Kewanee, Ill., in favor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany bill 
H. R. 10099, granting a pension to Harrison Cook—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to pension Wiliam A. Russell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 2421, for. the relief of Wil- 
liam P. Tanner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. RIXEY: Papers to accompany claim of George M. 
Fry—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of H. O. Wells, of Fort 
Wayne, Ind., in favor of bill H. R. 1976, relative to post-check 
system—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolutions of Manufacturers’ Association 
of New York City, on pending bills to repeal the national bank- 
ruptcy act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Paper to accompany bill granting a 
pension to Catrena Helmig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 7497, 
granting a pension to Emma A. Webster—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 8408, for the relief of 
Catherine B. Jones—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Resolutions of John A. Logan 
Post, No. 1; Innes Post, No. 408; Bonner Post, No. 306: Sedgwick 
Post, No. 16; W.H. Whitney Post, No. 350; Joseph Wilson Post, 
No. 87; O H. Read Post, No. 234, and Henry Rice Post, No. 151, 
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TUESDAY, January 26, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epbwarp Everett Hale. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. PeNrosE, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will siand ap- 
proved without objection. 

CLERICAL FORCE AT SUBTREASURY, BOSTON, MASS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury. transmitting a 
letter from the assistant treasurer at Boston, Mass., relative to 
an increase in the clerical force in his office of three clerks at 
$1,200 each, and one clerk at $1,000; which. with the accompany- 
ing paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CLERICAL FORCE AT SUBTREASURY, CHICAGO, ILL, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter addressed by the Treasury Department to the Committee 


| on Appropriations, House of Representatives, relative to the 


Department of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, favoring | 


the passage of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


By Mr. SNOOK: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 9273, grant- | 


ing an increase of pension to James H. Sackett—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STAFFORD: Resolution of Robert Mueller Post, No. 
250, Grand Army of the Republic, of Milwaukee, Wis., in favor 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Itivalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation, in opposition to the repeal of the national 
bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry H. Howard—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

_Also, petition of the Upper Mississippi Improvement Associa- 
tion, of Winona, Minn., for the improvement of the upper Missis- | 
sippi River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- | 
crease of pension to Silas G. Soules—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WADE: Resolutions of August Wentz Post, No. 1, of 
Davenport, Iowa, and of John R. Buckman Post, No. 382, of Le- 
claire, Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the passage 
of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of O. P. Scovell and others, 
of Lewiston, N. Y.. favoring the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: Petition of pastor of the Cen- 
tral Presbyterian Church, of Orange and East Orange, N. J., for 
the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

_By Mr. WILLIAMS of Dlinois: Resolutions of Chamber of 
Commerce of Quiricy, Iit., in favor of Senate bill 1618, for reor- 


eo of the consular service—to the Committee on Foreign 
airs, 


growth of business in the office of the assistant treasurer at Chi- 
cago, Ill., and recommending that provision be made for an in- 
crease in that force; which, with the accompanying paper. was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented memorials of the Turn 
Verein of Chattanooga, Tenn.; of Lodge No. 50, of Buffalo Lake, 
and of Freiheit Lodge, No. 142, of St. Paul, in the State of Min- 
nesota; of the Arion Association, of Wheeling, W. Va.; of the 
German Dramatic Society of Providence, R.I.; of the Deutscher 
Krieger Verein of Charleston, and of Schiller Lodge, No. 30, of 
Charleston, in the State of South Carolina; of Columbia Lodge, 
of Randolph, Nebr.; of the Maennerchor of Waco; of the Turn 
Verein of San Antonio; of Lodge No. 43, of Welcome: of Schley 
Lodge, of Uhland; of the Deutsche Bauern Lodge, of Sandoval: 
of Welfen Lodge, No. 52, of Galveston; of Lodge No. 162, of 
trenham; of the Liederkranz Singing Society, of San Antonio: 
of Lessing Lodge, No. 12, of Sealy: of the Turn Verein of 
Houston, and of Germania Lodge, No. 1036, of San Antonio, 
all in the State of Texas; of William Tell Lodge. No. 5, of 
Washington; of the United German Societies of Washington: 
of the Verein Baden, of Washington; of the German Order of 
Knights in Black, of Washington, and of the Plattdentsche 
Verein of Washington, all in the District cf Columbia: of the 
Deutscher Landwehr Maenner Verein, of Milwaukee; of the Turn 
Verein of Madison; of Armin Lodge, No. 9, of Milwaukee: of St. 
George's Benevolent Society, of Kenosha; of Eintracht Lodge, 
No. 84, of Wausau; of the Deutscher Kriegerbund, of Milwaukee: 
of Lodge No. 145, of Milwaukee; of the Harmonie Singing Club, 
of Kenosha; of the Bavarian Sick and Benefit Society of Sheboy- 
gan; of the Bruderbund of Milwaukee; of the Germania Singing 
Society, of Eau Claire, and of the Turn Verein of Milwaukee, all 
in the State of Wisconsin; of the Germania Benevolent Associa- 
tion, of Richmond, Va.; of the Goethe Lodge, No. 592, of Bur- 
lington, Vt.; of Multnomah Lodge, No. 10, of Portland, and of the 
General German Aid Society, of Portland, allin the State of Oregon; 
of the Saengerbund of Rome; of the Germania Gesang Verein, of 
Dunkirk; of the Plattdentsche Bowling Club of Brooklyn; of the 
Lueneburger Heide Club, of New York City; of the Court Clin- 
ton Lodge, No. 198, of Buffalo; of the Deutscher Krieger Verein 
of Buffalo; of the Turn Verein of New York City; of the Arion 
Club of Amsterdam; of the Turn Verein of Newburgh; of the 


| Saengerbund of Syracuse; of the United Grocery and Tea Clerks’ 


Union, of New York City: of the Arbeiter-Liederkranz, of Mount 
Vernon; of the Turn Verein of Yonkers; of the Arbeiter Lieder- 
tafel, of Syracuse; of the Schiitzen Club of Brooklyn; of the Ger- 
man Order of Harugaris, of Olean: of Point Gratiot Lodge, No. 181, 
of Dunkirk; of Concordia Tent, No. 128, of Rochester; of the 
Stein Hive, Ladies of the Maccabees of the World, of Rochester; 
of the Leher Club, of Brooklyn; of the Turn Verein of Mount 
Vernon; of the Social Gymnastic Society of Doigerville; of the 
Plattdeutscke Club of Brooklyn; of the Bavarian Benefit So- 


| ciety of Syracuse; of the Nachtwaechter Cycles, of Buffalo; 


of Friendship Lodge, No. 551, of Utica. and of the Workmen's 
Sick and Death Benefit Fund, Branch No. 88, of Utica, all in 
the State of New York; of the Secret Heart Society of Erie; of 
the German-American Benevolent Association of Erie; of the 
Singing Society of Wilkesbarre; of the Turn Gesang Verein o? 
MecKeesport;- of the Peneficial Association of Philadelphia; of 
the Turn und Gesang Verein Eintracht. of Monongahela; of the 


' Aurora Gesang Verein, of Allegheny; of the German Guards 
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Corps of Allegheny; of Mozart Lodge, No. 971, of Allegheny; 
the St. Paul’s Unterstuetzungs Verein, of Philadelphia; of the 
Germania Musical Association, of Philadelphia; of Lodge No. 
721, of Pittsburg; of the Gesang Verein Harmonia, of Williams- 


of 


ort; of Mannie Lodge, No. 24, of Erie: of Germania Grand 
odge, No. 47, of Erie; of the Veteran Corps, First Regiment 
Band, of Philadelphia; of the Turn Verein of Philadelphia; of 
the Spring Hill Social Kegel Club, of Allegheny; of the Central 


Turn Verein, of Pittsbure: of the Harmonia Singing Society, of | 


Smithton; of Germania Lodge, No. 509, of Pittsburg; of the Quar- 


tette Club of Reading; of the German Beneficial Union. District | 


No. 89, of Reading: of the Harmonie Maennerchor, of Reading; 
of Beneficial Society No. 2, of Pittsburg; of the West Philadelphia 
Maennerchor, of Philadelphia; of the Plattdeutscher Volksfest 
Verein, of Phil: adelphia; of the German Machinists’ Union, Lodge 
No. 670, of Philadelphia; of Schiller Lodge, No. 46, of Pittsburg; 
of the Druiden Singing Society, of Allegheny; 
ceum Association, of Philadelphia; of ‘the West Erie Beneficial 
Society, of Erie; of Teutonia Lodge, No. 152, of Allegheny; of 


the Columbus One Yearly Beneficial Society, of Philadelphia; of | 


District No. 36 of the German Beneficial Dnion, of Allegheny; 


of the German Militar Verein, No. 7, of Etna; of the Germania | 


Militar Society, of Allegheny; of Odin Lodge, No. 154, of Wilkes- 


barre; of the Grneth Society, of Philadelphia; of the Central Turn | 
und Gesang Verein, of Braddock; of the Turn und Gesang Verein | 
Eintracht, of Homestead; of the Charles Diehl Soc iety, of Phila- | 


delphia, and of the Quaker City Benevolent’Society, of Philadel- 
phia, all in the State of Pennsylvania; of the Humboldt Verein, 
of Columbus; of Western Lodge, No. 87, of Cincinnati; of the | 


St. Peters Maennerchor, of Chillicothe; of the Deutscher Bund, | 


of Marion; of the Maennerchor of Dayton; of Eintracht Lodge, 
No. 1420, of Columbus; of the Deutscher Militar Verein, of 
Cincinnati; of the Germania Smoking Casino, of Cincinnati; 
of the Turn Verein of Cincinnati; of the North German Benevo- | 
lent Society of Toledo; of the German Central Bund, of Toledo; 
of the Turngemeinde of Dayton; of Hermann Lodge, No. 208, of | 
Cincinnati; of the German Good Luck Union, of Massillon: of | 
Goethe Lodge, No. 437, of Cleveland; of the Humboldt Lodge, 


No. 274, of Cincinnati; of the Hudepohl Combination, of Cincin- | 
neti; of the Baden Benevolent Society, of Toledo; of the German | 


Republican Club of the Sixteenth Ward, of Cleveland; of the | 
Badische Saengerrande, of Dayton; of Centennial Rebec kahLodge, | 
No. 226, of Cincinnati; of Lodge No. 12, of Piqua; of Harmonia | 


Lodge, No. 3759, of Cleveland; of Harmonia Lodge, No. 358, of | 
Columbus; of the Turn Verein of East Liverpool; of the Schwaben | 
Unterstuetzungs Verein, of Cleveland; of the Germania Turn Ve- | 


rein, of Steubenville; of the Verein Deutsche Einheit, of Cleve- 
land; of District No. 65, German Beneficial Union, of Cleveland: 
of Augustus Lodge, No. 408, of Cleveland; of the Turn Verein of 
Cincinnati; of the Plattdeutsche Verein of Sandusky; of the 
Deutsche Euge Lodge, No. 469, of Dayton; of the Harugari Maen- 
nerchor, of Cleveland; of the Gambrinus Schuetzen Club, of 
Cleveland; of the Arbeiter Verein of Columbus; of Miami Chap- | 
ter, No. 3, of Piqua, and of Friedrich Lodge, No. 209, of Hamil- 
ton, all in the State of Ohio, remonstrating against the enactment | 
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi- | 
cating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Cali- 
fornia, Kansas, Montana, Vermont,and Arizona, praying for the | 

ge of the so-called parcels-post bill; which were referred to | 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Beaver County Association, | 
Union of Ex-Prisoners of War, of Pennsylvania, praying for the | 
enactment of legislation granting pensions to soldiers and sailors | 
confined in so-called Confederate prisons; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of Lientenant Edward W. Gay Post, 
No. 312, of Philadelphia; of Post No. 446, of New Wilmington; 
of John A. Koltes Post, No. 228, of Philadelphia; of Sedgwick | 
Post, No. 42, of Lebanon; of ‘Andrew G. Tucker Post, No. 52, of 
Philadelphia, and .of Albert W. Perrin Post, No. 370, of Ridg- | 
way, all of the Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the 
Republic, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enact- 
ment of a service-pension law; which were referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the West Pennsylvania Synod 
of the Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Gettysburg, Pa., praying | 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- | 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Medal of Honor Legion of 
New York City, praying for the enactment of legislation to place 
all soldiers who have received a medal of honor from Congress 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


of the Labor Ly- | 


JANUARY 26, 


He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper. 
ance Union of Orangeville; of the congregations of the Baptis t. 
Presbyterian, Methodist Episcopal. and United Presbyterian 
churches, all of Leechburg; of the Woman’s Christian Tempor- 
ance unions of Armstrong County, Oil City, and Bradford: of 
the Young People’s Protestant League of Bradford; of the con- 
gregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Bradfo: d: 
of the cdngregation of the Northminster Presbyterian Church, of 
Philadelphia; of the Twentieth Century Club of Mifflinburg: of 
the congregation of the United Brethren Church of Br. \dfor: L; 
of the New Century Club, of West Chester, and of sundry citi- 
zens of Bradford, all in the State of Pennsy lvania, praying for; 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Ree : 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referrad to 
| the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of the Village Improvement 
Association of Cranford, N. J., praying for the passage of the 
so-called pure-food bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Manufactures. 

He also presented petitions of General George B. McClellan 
| Post, No. 99; of General William S. Truex Post, No. 118, of a 
Amboy; of Lincoln Post, No. 11, of Newark: of Aaron Wilk 
Post, No. 23, of Trenton; of G. Van Houten Post, No. 8, of f Jersey y 
City, and of Phil Sheridan Post, No. 110, of Newark, ali of th: 
Department of New Jersey, Grand Army ‘of the Republic, in the 
State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of a service-pen- 
sion law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Morristown, of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Atlantic Highlands, of the 
| Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Point Pleasant, of the 
| Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Gloucester County, 
and of the congregation-of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Pitman Grove, all in the State of New Jersey, and of the National 
Union of Women’s Organizatiqns, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying 
for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 
REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of the congre- 
gation of the First Baptist Church of Tacoma, Wash., praying r 
for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon 
| Reep Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was re 
ferred to the ‘Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of Lemon Post, No. 211, of 
Farmer City; of W. H. L. Wallace Post, No. 55, of Centralia; of 
Frank Sampson Post, No. 298, of Waynesville; of Franklin Post, 
| No. 256, of Monticello: of Reynolds Post, No. 559, of Reynolds; 
| of Arthur W. Marsh Post, No. 348, of Warsaw; of W. W. H. 
| Lawton Post, No. 438, of Griggsville; of Julius A. Pratt Post, 
| No. 148, of Kewanee; of Chillicothe Post, No. 136, of Chillicothe; 
| of Irwin McDowell Post, No. 507, of East St. Louis; of Hillard 

Post, No. 585, of Grafton; of George W. Parker Post, No. 700, of 
Williamsfield, and of William Mc Kinley Post, No. 701, of Chicago, 
all of the Department of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, c 
in the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of a servi: 
| pension law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
| Mr. FAIRBANKS presented the memorial of J. L. Bieler, of 
| Indianapolis, Ind., representing the German American Alliance 
of the State of Indiana, remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicit- 
ing liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi 
| ciary. 
SHIPPING BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND PHILIPPINE PORT- 
Mr. LODGE. I move that an order be made to print as a Sen 
| ate document a hearing had before the Committee on the Phili| 
| pines of the Senate on the bill (S. 2259) to regulate shipping 11 
| trade between ports of the United States and ports or places iu 
the Philippine Archipelago, and for other purposes. 
The motion was agreed to. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
| Mr. LONG, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
| was referred the bill (S. 2033) to refer to the Court of Claims t)ie 
| claims of the Peoria, Kaskaskia, Wea, and Piankashaw Indian ~ 
against the United States, and for other purposes, submitted « 
| adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill » 
| postponed indefinitely. 
| Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (5S. 3607) making appropriations {.' 
| the removal of the quarantine station at San Diego, Cal., and to 
acquire a new site, and for other purposes, reported it without 
| amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 
Mr. KEAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3809) for the re- 


for gallantry on the service-pension roll at $75 per month; which | lief of Mary A. Shufeldt; which was read twice by its title, and 


was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


referred to the Committee on Claims. 





\r. DRYDEN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 


erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 


m Pensions: : a 
ne bill (8. 3810) granting an increase of pension to Virginia B. 


Mullan; 


‘arrell; and z 
' ‘A. bill (S. 3812) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Wheatland (with an accompanying paper). : ; 
Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 8813) granting an increase of 


: ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 3814) for the relief of the estate of Raphael Segura, 
deceased; 


A bill (S. 3815) for the relief of the estate of Jacob Israel, de- 


"east d; 
" \ bill (S. 8816) for the relief of the heirs of Jabez Tanner, de- 
ceased, and estates of L. York and Elias J. Hoover, deceased; 

A bill (S. 8817) for the relief of the estates of W. R. Brown and 
Mrs. Elmyra Brown, deceased; 

A bill (8. 3818) for the relief of the estate of Lucy J. Boyle, de- 
oh ased ; ’ 

A bill (S. —_ for the relief of the estate of Elizabeth W. F. 
Chevis. deceased; 

A pill (S. 8820) for the relief of Eli C. Brown; and 

A bill (S. 3821) for the relief of the estate of Dr. Joseph Moncla, 
deceased. 


Mr. BALL introduced a bill (S. 3822) directing the Commis- 


received by the collector of taxes of the said District; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 3823) authorizing the pay- 
ment of the claim of M. A. Gantt & Son for board and lodging 
to volunteers during the Spanish-American war; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3824) in relation to phar- 
macy in the Indian Territory; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. STEWART. Iask that the bill, with the accompanying 
papers, be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Why should it go to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs? I have no objection to the reference, but natu- 
rally it would go to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. STEWART. Ithinkit belongs to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is there some special reason why it should 
be so referred? If it applies to Indians only, then it onght to go 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. Otherwise, it certainly 
ought to go to the Committee on Territories. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A similar bill was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs in the last Congress. 

_Mr. BEVERIDGE. If it was before that committee at the last 
Congress, I have no objection to its reference at this session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was before the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. The bill and accompanying papers will be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

: A bill (S. 3825) granting an increase of pension to Anna H. 
4yman; 

A bill (S, 3826) granting an increase of pension to Roswell B. 
Bradley; and ! 

A bill (S. 3827) granting an increase of pension to Norman B. 
Davenport (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 3828) to provide for the 





4 bill (S. 8811) granting an increase of pension to Thomas B. | 


ension toStephen Spitzley; which was read twice by its title, and | 


Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were sev- | 
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ord of Edward Payton; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally real twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3833) granting an increase of pension to George T. 
Edwards; 

A bill (8. 3834) granting an increase of pension to Jasper N. 
Jennings; and 

A bill (S. 3835) granting an increase of pension to Isaac C. 
Ross. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 3836) to amend section 
1 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate the immigration of aliens 


| into the United States,” approved March 3, 1908; which was 
| read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Immi- 
| gration. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3837) for the extension of W street 
north between North Capitol and First streets west; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 3838) for the extension of Albemarle 
street; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3839) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George B. Abbott; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 3840) granting a pension to 


‘ John A. Cousley, jr.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 


sioners of the District of Columbia to refund certain moneys | 


settlement of certain claims of officers and enlisted men of the | 


Army for the loss or destruction, without fault or negligence on 
the part of said officers and men, of property belonging to them 
in the military service of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
_ Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 3829) granting an in- 
Crease of pension to James H. Crawley; which was read twice by 
ils title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 3830) granting an increase of pen- 










referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


" He also introduced a bill (S. 8831) granting an increase of pen- 
Sion to Francis 








J ensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 8832) to correct the military rec- 





sion to Jasper H. Robison; which was read twice by its title, and | 


ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3841) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John M. Bigger; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 3842) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act amending the civil code of Alaska pro- 
viding for the organization of private corporations, and for other 
purposes,’’ approved March 2, 1903; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3843) providing for the hearing of 
cases upon appeal in the circuit court of appeals for the ninth 
district in the State of Washington; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NELSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3844) to author- 
ize the Nome Improvement Company to open and improve the 
mouth of Snake River at Nome, Alaska; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying petition, which was or- 
dered to be printed, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3845) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Robert D. Magill; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 3846) granting a pension to Emma A. Poland; 

A bill (S. 3847) granting an increase of pension to W. D. 
Stauffer; 

A bill (S. 8848) to pension volunteer army nurses; 

A bill (S. 3849) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Allen; 

A bill (S. 3850) granting a pension to Rachel Fleegel; 

A bill (S. 8851) granting a pension to Caroline Gotshall; 

A bill (S. 8852) granting a pension to Kate E. Young; 

A bill (S. 3853) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Horncastle; d 

A bill (S. 3854) granting an increase of pension to Joseph An- 
delfinger; 

A bill (S. 3855) granting an increase of pension to John T. Broth- 
ers; and 

A bill (S. 3856) granting an increase of pension to W. H. H. 
Taylor. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 3857) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon in 
the city of West Point, State of Nebraska; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3858) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon in the city 
of Columbus, State of Nebraska; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 3859) granting an in- 


Sa oa M. Howard; which was read twice by its title, | crease of pension to Arthur Linn; which was read twice by its 
id, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on | title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 


mittee on Pensions. 
Mr. KEARNS introduced a bill (S. 3860) granting a pension to 
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James Henry Martineau; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 3861) to provide for the in- 
spection of certain seagoing sail vessels and barges, and to protect 


life and property at sea; which was read twice by its title, and | 


referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 3862) granting an increase of 


pension to James M. Kercheval; which was read twice by its title, | 


and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


P. Hinman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3864) granting an increase of 
pension to Dean W. King; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 3865) granting a pension to | 


Jefferson Wilcox; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 

accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 3866) to provide for the in- 

vestigation of infectious diseases of domestic animals prevalent 


in the State of Minnesota and adjoining States; which was read | 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. ° 


its title. and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3868) for the relief of David 
K. Wall and the heirs of John A. Witter, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 

Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $8,524.10, with interest thereon at 6 per cent from March 
18, 1902. as compensation to the owners of the Norwegian steamer 


Ragnar for damages to said steamer by collision on March 18, 1902. | 


with the United States army transport Sumner in the Yangtze 
River, China, intended to be proposed by him to the urgent defi- 
cientcy appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to increase 


the salary of the messenger in the Chief Clerk’s office, House of | 
Representatives, from $750 to $1,200, intended to be proposed by | 


him to the legislative. executive, and judicial appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


ate $60,000 for continuing and enlarging the work of the Geolog- 
ical Survey in examining, analyzing, and testing the coals and 


lignite in the United States in order to determine their fuel | 


values, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the general de- 


ficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee | 


on the Geological Survey, and ordered to be printed. 
HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY. 


Mr. PROCTOR submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry be, and it is 
hereby, authorized to employ a stenographer to report hearings on bills com- 
ing before said committee, the expense thereof to be paid from the contin- 
rent fund of the Senate, and that the committee be authorized to have said 

earings printed. 
FOREST RESERVE LANDS. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I desire to call up from the 
table this morning for consideration Senate joint resolution No. 
30, and to submit a few remarks upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Idaho asks 
unanimous consent to take from the table a joint resolution, 
which will be read by title. 

The SECRETARY. 
stay of all proceedings now pending upon any application to enter 


or patent even-numbered sections of the public lands of the | 
United States in lieu of odd-numbered sections surrendered by | 3 > 
State of Washington or the railroad company for the lands thus 
| taken. 


any railroad company, or its assigns, within the limits of any 
forest reserve. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
quest of the Senator from Idaho? 
Mr. HEYBURN. 


Is there objection to the re- 
The Chair hears none. 


lands have since been included within forest reserves. There was 
a restriction placed upon these land grants, confining them to 


odd-numbered sections of land; and it was the intention of Con- | 2 ppl b 
| a roving commission to the railroad company to select lands 1 


gress, as expressed in making such grants, that the railroad com- 


panies should not be allowed to take solid blocks of land to the | 


exclusion of the right of settlers and homemakers who might de- 
sire to take those lands under the homestead law. 
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| pany having the grant. 





| to, the land-grant act. 


| that—every alternate section—is railroad land. 
NTS #44. re onwi. | the State of Washington. 
Mr. ELKINS submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- | den upon the State in which it lies. 


Mr. President, the joint resolution is directed | 
to the practice or the interpretation which has been placed upon | 
the law granting lands to the various railroad companies, which | 


J ANUARY 26, 


The reason is obvious. A great advantage was to be derived 
to the country through which the railroads were constructed, and 
had the land grants been made in the form of solid blocks of lang 
settlers could only enter upon it and derive the benefit from tho 
construction of the railroad as purchasers from the railroad coy. 
Congress in its wisdom determined 
that the railroad company should take the odd-numbered sections 
and that the even-numbered sections should be retained for the 


_homesteader or homemaker who did not desire or was not able 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3863) granting a pension to Lillie to purchase the railroad company’s land. 


This was the policy of the Government for along time. By 
and by the policy of creating forest reserves was inaugurated, 
and these forest reserves falling, as they of necessity would jn 
many cases, within the limits of the railroad land grant, it was 
necessary to make some adjustment of the rights of the railroad 
company, and they were given the right to select lands outside of 
the forest reserves in lieu of the odd sections that fell within 


| them. 


The act granting this right is a part of, refers back and relates 
It was the intention of Congress, and it 
is the letter and spirit of the law that only the same class of 
lands—that is, the odd-numbered sections—shall be taken in lien 


| of odd-numbered sections surrendered, carrying out the original 
| intent of Congress that the homemaker should at all times have 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 3867) granting an in- | 
crease of pension to Osmer S. Deming; which was read twice by | 


an open door in the midst of the progress that results from the 
building of the railroads. 

Through some inadvertence the act creating the Mount Rainier 
Reserve in the State of Washington was not guarded as carefully 
as if might have been, and there was no specific provision in that 
act limiting the right of selection to odd-numbered sections. But 
it is declared that the extent of the reservation shall not be en- 
larged by the creation of the right of exchange; in other words, 
that the railroad company’s land grant shall remain of the same 
character and the same general limit, notwithstanding the right 
to select lieu lands that is given. 

The act also provides that they may take them in any State or 
Territory through which the railroad extends. While I am not 
making any particular attack upon any particular railroad com- 
pany, yet I will use for illustration the road that lies nearest to 
the saction of the country with which I am best acquainted—the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company. 

The Mount Rainier Reserve contains something over 2,000,000 
acres. I have the exact area stated here. It contains 2,027,520 
acres of land. Assume for the purpose of argument that half of 
It is situated in 
A land grant is to some extent a bur- 


The railroad is not a burden, but the land grant is a burden to 
this extent, that it diminishes the right of the settler to exercise 
his homestead rights. It compels him to buy forcash, by bargain 
and sale, what otherwise he would have a right to locate upon 
under the land laws. 


It is a burden in another way. The States which have been 


| admitted in recent years on the Pacific coast have been given cer 


tain concessions for educational and other public purposes. They 
have the right of selection from the public lands of the United 
States. It is an absolute grant that passed with the admission act 
oftheState. Thatright of selection is diminished by the enlarge- 
ment of the railroad land grant within the borders of the State. 
I will illustrate it by the instance in point, the Rainier Reserve 
With over 2,000,000 acres of land in the State of Washington 
they surrender the railroad lands, say a million acres, and take a 
roving commission into every State and Territory in the Union to 
select lands in lieu of that surrender. Whatis the result? They 
come down into the State of Idaho and select a part of our public 
lands that form the capital, the stock in trade, upon which rest 
our future growth and greatness, and the body of pubtic lan is 


| diminished to the extent of the selections made in that State. 
A joint resolution (S. R. 30) directing the | 


Washington.is relieved of the burden sha has created, whether 
to her profit or not I do not undertake to say, having a great for- 
est reserve, a national park around Mount Rainier, with over 
2,000,000 acres in it, and other States have to indemnify the 


Now, itis all right for the Government to create great re erves 
and parks for the public benefit, for the benefit of al! the people 
of the whole country, but the Government should doit at its own 
general expense and not at the expense of the public lands that 
are held in trust by the Government for the benefit of the people 
now and hereafter to be in the State of Idaho or in the State of 


| Washington or in any other State. 


That is the application of this pernicious principle of granting 


any State or Territory in lieu of those surrendered. 
Even the forest reserves that are created in Arizona result in 
the selection of lands in Idaho, Oregon, Washington, or in any 
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State where the railroad county may choose to go for the pur- 
se of selecting lands in lieu of those surrendered in Arizona. 

I will not this morning go into the question of the relative value 
of these lands further than to say that as a matter of fact these 
companies, acting through their a or their grantees, if 
you please, have surrendered worthless lands in the Mount Rainier 
Reserve in the State of Washington, and have selected white-pine 
lands in the State of Idaho that will scale from 3,000,000 to 
6.000,000 feet of lumber to the quarter section. That Icite merely 
as an instance of the method or the manner in which this system 

vorks. 

7 Now, this joint resolution provides that all these entries shall 
be suspended. There is no limitation on them. They never 
had the right under the law to make the selections. They have 
been permitted to make them, and they have reached a point in 
the Interior Department having jurisdiction of the issuing of pat- 
ents for those lands that, while some of them have passed toa patent, 
a large number of them stand at the doorway ready for a patent. 

I submit to the Senate that those entries should be suspended, 
because if they are allowed to be made 7 are a Violation of the 
spirit of the law that granted the lands to the railroad companies. 

The forest reserves already created number more than fifty— 
about fifty-two. They contain 62,352,685 acres of land. The 
railroad land which lies within those forest reserves amounts to 
about 4,000,000 acres. 

The railroad companies are given the right to select, at their 
option, a better class of land than those they surrender. They are 
given a right to go into other neighborhoods than that in which 
the land surrendered is situated, and to take advantage of the 

rrowth and advancement of the country in selecting the land. 

hey can select land out in the vast forests of Montana or Wash- 
ington and go down in the neighborhood of established cities and 
civilization and exercise the right of selection. The injustice of 
it must be obvious, and that it is in direct violation of the spirit 
of the law creating railroad land grants must be likewise obvious. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Idaho permit a ques- 
tion for information? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Can they exercise this right at will, or is it 
iene — the direction and supervision of the Secretary of the 
nterior 

Mr. HEYBURN. The direction expressed in the act goes 
only to the method of exercising it, the question of a survey, and 
the method of transfer by the railroad company in surrendering 
land to the Government. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Butthe question I ask is whether they ex- 
ercise this privilege of taking even-numbered sections in lieu of 
odd-numbered sections at will, where there aro vacant even- 
numbered sections, or is that done under the supervision of the 
Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. HEYBURN. It has been done under a misdirection or 
misapprehension as to their legal rights, with the permission of 
the Land Department in its various branches, and it is to that that 
the joint resolution is directed. 

Mr. CLAPP. May I interrupt the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAPP. I think the matter can be simplified to the Sena- 
tor from Indiana if it is understood that after the surrender by 
the companies to the Government certificates are issued which 
are called scrip. That scrip is disposed of to whoever may take it, 
and then they may locate that scrip under the terms of the act. 
As to the Northern Pacific, that scrip is only available in the States 
through which the company runs, as I think the Senator will see. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; but as to other reservations that does 
not apply. The joint resolution is directed to an inquiry under 
the process of exchange as to all a I merely used the 
Rainier Reservation as an illustratioh. 

Mr. CLAPP. I understood the Senator this morning to state 
that the Rainier bill was exactly similar to the others. 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; not to all others. 

Mr. CLAPP, But as to the Northern Pacific. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; there is no bill exceptas to the Rainier 
Forest Reservation. The others were created under the general 
law giving the President power to create them by proclamation, 
and there are some fifty-odd of them that have been created that 
way. Inthe instance of the Rainier Reservation it was created by 
an act of Congress, but the provisions of the general act differ 
shightly from those in the special act relating tothe Mount Rainier 

serve, 

The joint resolution is directed not alone in its purpose to sus- 
pending these entries by railroad companies operating under the 
general forest-reserve act, but under the Rainier act. It appears 
from the eet made at various times by the Interior Depart- 
ment that the Northern Pacific Railway Company, claiming to 
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be the successor of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, is 
claiming to exercise the right of exchange given to the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company in the Rainier Reserve. 

The Northern Pacific Railway Company is not the successor of 
the Northern Pacific Railrcad Company, and Congress, in order 
that there might be no mistake about it, has by direct enactment 
refused to recognize it as the successor, doubtless actuated by a 
knowledge of the manner of the reorganization of that road. | 

The Northern Pacific Railroad Company made certain’ mort- 
gages in violation of the charter granted toit by Congress. Those 
mortgages were void under the decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States. Notwithstanding that fact, the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company foreclosed, or those mortgages that were 
made without authority of law were foreclosed against it. 

The question arose as to whether the title passed. With all 
those things in the minds of the lawyers who participated in the 
proceedings of Congress, they affirmatively denied the right-of 
selection or refused to recognize it as existing in the Northern 
Pacific Railway Company. Yet that company has been assuming 
to exercise the right of selection for the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company. 

If those entries are suspended as to the even-numbered sections 
it will detract nothing from whoever may be entitled to exercise 
that right so far as the joint resolution is concerned. It is not 
directed at the exercise of the right to take odd-numbered sections 
except that it confines them to certain limits. 

It has been suggested that it is not competent to take away any 
vested right because they may have sold to innocent purchasers. 
The purchaser of the right of exchange from the railroad com- 

any stands exactly in the position the railroad company stands 
in. Hecan have no greater right. He can not enlarge the right 
of the railroad company by purchasing the right to exercise it. 

If innocent parties have been misled into the belief that they 
could select even-numbered sections in lieu of odd-numbered sec- 
tions surrendered, they have made a mistake which is easily rec- 
tified. If the railroad company has sold them a right which they 
did not have, their remedy is plain. If they have exercised or 
exhausted the right of selection by. taking lands or filing upon 
lands not subject to selection, they still have the right, and may 
exercise it within the scope and the power that went without the 
right of selection. 

So it is not a case where anyone is going to be injured. It is 
not a case of an ex post facto law. It is simply a case of correct- 
ing a wrong impression and a wrong practice which has grown 
up pursuant to it ina Department over which Congress has abso- 
lute power. 

It matters not what contracts the Interior Department may have 
made with reference to the exchange of these lands, if those con- 
tracts are not within the spirit and the letter of the power given 
by law they are void. They are as void as any other contract 
bem might be made by an individual beyond the power to make 
them. 

So there can be no objection to the passage of the joint resolu- 
tion if it is agreed that Congress only intended that the railroad 
companies should have the right, either as an original grant or by 
selection, to odd-numbered sections. The practice to which the 
joint resolution is directed results in enlarging the land grant in 
one State and diminishing it in another at the election of the rail- 
road company. I hope that the joint resolution will meet with 
the approval of the Senate. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What does the Senator from 
Idaho desire to have done with the resolution? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I was about to suggest that this whole 
matter is now before the Committee on Public Lands, which is 
having hearings on the subject, and that the joint resolution 
should be referred to that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution having 
a twice, it will be referred to the Committee on Public 

ands. 

Mr. FULTON. Before itis referred, I should like to ask the 
Senator from Idaho a question. 

I understand the objection to permitting the railroads or their 
assigns to select the even-numbered sections within the limits of 
a railroad grant is that it would take from the Government the 
entire land within those limits and give the railroad companies 
practically a solid body of land. 

But I see that by the joint resolution and by the bill which was 
introduced by the Senator from Idaho it is proposed to prohibit 
the selection of even-numbered sections in any locality, whether 
within the limits of a railroad grant or otherwise. 

I did not understand the Senator to explain the object and pur- 
pose of that provision, or rather why they should be confined to 
odd-numbered sections in a locality outside of a railroad grant. 
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Why should they not be allowed to select even as well as odd sec- 
tions as long as the land is not within the limits of a railroad 
grant? I simply ask for information, because I did not under- 
stand the object. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It was not the intention of Congress that 
the railroad company should, under any circumstance, go beyond 
their lieu-land limits. They were given an express and direct 
grant. Then they were given certain limits in which they might 
select lands in lieu of those they lost from any cause within their 
grant. It certainly would be a violation of the spirit and intent 
of the law as it stands to allow them to go outside of the lieu lands 
under any circumstances. 

As to the selection in a solid block inside, which they have 
done, if they take every even section, having already the odd sec- 
tions, it results in excluding everybody but themselves from that 
section of the country. Then they make contracts. They sell 
these rights and give forty and fifty years in which to remove the 
timber. It results in making that section of the country an unin- 
habited desert until the expiration of that period, and ties up the 
growth of the State within those limits. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


HEIGHT OF BUILDINGS IN THE DISTRICT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the 
Senate certain resolutions that are on the table. 

Mr. STONE. I desire to ask leave, if it suits the'convenience 
of the Senate at this time, to call up resolution No. 84, which I 
offered some days ago. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Stone] has been recognized. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I hope the Senator from Missouri will 
yield to me for a moment, as I simply desire to make a correc- 
tion of the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. STONE. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On the 8th day of January the bill (S. 
2435) to amend an act to regulate the height of buildings in the 
District of Columbia was favorably reported from the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. On January 22 a similar bill, 
which had passed the House of Representatives, was ordered 
favorably reported, and was so reported. In reporting that bill 
I meant to ask that it should take the place on the Calendar occu- 
pied by the Senate bill, and that the Senate bill be indefinitely 
postponed. I now ask that that order may be made. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. What is the Calendar number? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Calendar number of the Senate bill 
is 184 and the Calendar number of the House bill is 398. I simply 
ask that the House bill shall go on the Calendar in the place of 
the Senate bill and that the Senate bill shall be indefinitely post- 


med. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthere objection? The Chair | 


hears none, and that order will be made. 


RECESS APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. STONE. Mr. President—— 
Mr. TILLMAN. I ask the indulgence of the Senator from Mis- 


souri to let me request the consideration of a resolution which I | 


introduced yesterday, which was objected to by the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. WaRkREN]. I have had conferences with members 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, and they say that they have 
no objection to the passage of the resolution. It will only take a 
moment. and I shall be obliged if the Senator will permit me to 
have that resolution now taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
souri yield? 

Mr. STONE. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. TILLMAN. lIask that the resolution requesting certain 
information from the Secretary of War, which I submitted yes- 
terday, may be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
TILLMAN, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, instructed to 
send to the Senate information in the nature of answers to the following 
ret What officers in the Army were appointed during the recess of the 
Senate occurring between March 19, 1903, and November 9, 1908? Were com- 
missions issued these officers; and, if so, of what character? 
failed of confirmation during the special session beginning November 9 and | 


ending December 7, 193? Have these officers been reappointed, and have com- 
missions been issued to them? If so, what is the character of the commission 


Does the Senator from Mis- 


| investi 
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REVOLUTION IN PANAMA. 


Mr. STONE. I now renew my request that the resolution sy). 
mitted by me on the 13th instant may be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
asks unanimous consent that the resolution referred to by him may 
be now taken from the table for consideration. Is there objec. 
tion? 

Mr. CULLOM. If I may be allowed to interrupt the Senator 
from Missouri for a moment, as I understand he simply desires 
his resolution to be taken up at this time for the purpose of en- 
abling him to address the Senate upon it, and not with any expec- 
tation of disposing of the resolution now. 

Mr. STONE. Yes; and then I shall ask that the resolution lie 
over. 

Mr. CULLOM. All right. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J, 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 5,500 additional 
copies of the annual report of the Commissioner-General of Im- 
migration. 

The message also announced that the House had passed with 
amendments the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print and 
bind 8,000 copies of Senate Document No. 452, Fifty-seventh Con- 
gress, first session, entitled ‘‘ Treaties, laws, Executive orders, etc. 
relative to Indian Affairs,’’ in which it requested the concurreice 
of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed with 
amendments the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print and 
bind 10,000 copies of the proceedings upon the unveiling of the 
statue of Count de Rochambeau in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed with 
amendments the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print and 
bind 16,500 copies of the acceptance by Congress of the statues of 
Charles Carroll of Carrollton and John Hanson in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 2121) entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act 
providing for public printing and binding and the distribution 
of public documents.’ ”’ 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H.R.5761) to authorize the Charleroi and Monessen Bridge 
Company to construct a bridge over the Monongahela River; 

A bill (H. R. 7620) defining the limit of navigation of the Osage 
River in the State of Missouri; and 

A bill (H. R. 10670) making appropriation for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other 
purposes. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 6804) providing for the ap 
pointment of a customs appraiser at Pittsburg, Pa.; and it was 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


REVOLUTION IN PANAMA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the resolution called up by the Senator from Missouri, 
which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Stonr on 
the 13th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be, and hereby 1s, au- 
thorized and directed to make inquiry into the facts relating to the revolu- 
tion in Panama of November 3, 1908, which resulted in establishing the Re 
| public of Panama, and particularly to inquire with reference to ary action 

or part taken in said revolution and in the organization of the said Republic 

by the Government of the United States, or by any official, civil or military, 
| of the United States; and that pending the consideration by the Senate of 

the treaty for the construction of the Panama Canal, known as the Hay 
| Bunau-Varillatreaty, the said committee shall proceed promptly with said 
| inquiry, and upon the completion thereof, and on or before the Ist day of 
May, 14, said committee shall report to the Senate the testimony taken and 
its conclusions thereon. 

Said committee is authorized to send for persons and papers, to administer 
| oaths, to compel the attendance and take the testimony of witnesses, and to 
examine all books, papers, and documents that may be needed for the pur- 
pose of said inquiry. 


Mr. STONE. Mr. President, for the resolution just laid before 
| the Senate I desire to offer what I send to the desk as a substi- 


tute or a modification of it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 


What officers | modifies hisresolution. The resolution as modified will be read. 


The Secretary read the resolution as modified, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations is hereby instructed to 





and what authority of law is there for its being issued? 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and | 
agreed to. 


te and ascertain whether Bunau-Varilla and other persons residing in 


| the United States and subject to our laws did aid or promote an insurrection 


in Panama against the Republic of Colombia, and did give assurances to citi- 
zens of Panama that they should have the aid and assistance of our Navy in 
behalf of such insurrection, and whether any official of any Department of 
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the Government did disclose or make known to said Bunau-Varilla, or to 
any other person, the action which the Government of the United States de- 


gigned or pro to take in the event of an insurrection. Said committee 
shall have the authority to send for persons and papers, compel attendance 
of witnesses, and shall make report at earliest practicable date. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, in what I am about to say in sup- 
port of that resolution it is not my intention to discuss the Panama 
treaty per se, nor is it my intention to indicate what I shall esteem 
it my duty to do when the ratification of the treaty shall be the 
immediate subject of our consideration. Such a discussion would 
be foreign to my purpose, and therefore would not be entered 
upon even though there might be no question of propriety involved 
in doing so. The merits or demerits of the treaty—that is, as to 
whether it is good or bad in itself, and whether, under all the 
circumstances surrounding it and surrounding the whole situa- 
tion, we should ratify or reject the treaty—isan after consideration 
to be determined when we arrive at that stage of the proceeding. 

It is not my i purpose to enter upon that consideration, 
and whatever I may say with reference to the treaty will be in- 
cidental and without any intention to discuss it. Whether the 
treaty itself is good or bad, and whether, if it should be ratified 
and executed, it would promote the public weal or prove to be a 
public misfortune, is measurably immaterial to the purpose I have 
inmind. So far as my present purpose goes, I might admit— 
which, however, I do not—that all the provisions of the treaty are 
excellent; that the route chosen is the best, and that the treaty, 
if carried out, would promote in the highest degree the prosper- 
ity of our people and add immeasurably to our national prestige. 
All that might be admitted, and still, with my present lights, I 


would stand where I am, uncertain and unsatisfied, however great | 
the selfish temptation might be to go forward blindly, indifferent | 


to evesy consideration except that of sordid gain. 
Mr. President, unless our ideals have fallen to a lower plane, 


consequence to the American people than mere commercial con- 
siderations of profit and loss. I want to see this interoceanic 
canal constructed. No man living can be more genuinely solicit- 
ous than I to see this stupendous enterprise on foot and to see the 
work accomplished. Ithink I comprehend and correctly measure 
what the construction and successful operation of such a canal 
would mean to the commerce of the world, and especially what 
it would mean to the American people in more ways than one. 
But above all these considerations, important as I esteem them, 
I would place the honor and good name of the Republic. Is the 
honor and good name of the Republic involved in the transactions 


out of which this treaty has been evolved? Have we proceeded | 
with that wisdom, circumspection, and high sense of honor that | 
should characterize a mighty people of our standing and preten- | 
tions in dealing with other nations? If we have, then we can go | 


forward resolutely and without fear. If we have, then I can vote 
to ratify this treaty without hesitation. 


But if we have not, aye, if there is a well-grounded doubt | 


about it, then we should pause long enough to satisfy ourselves 
on that point before going beyond the possibility of retreat. If 
the treaty is tinctured with dishonor by our fault, I want to know 
it before I act, that I may act intelligently in the light of the 
truth. The senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] and 
the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] and others 


have appealed to Senators to put this matter above the plane of | 


partisan politics. They have said that the questions involved are 
of a character and of such universal importance that they should 


be considered and determined in a purely patriotic spirit and | 
without reference to party divisions. To that sentiment [heartily | 


subscribe, and in, turn I now appeal to them to illustrate their 
precepts by theirexample. It is just as easy for the distinguished 
Senators I have named to preach a policy of patriotism devoid of 
partisan rancor as it is for me to preach it, and they can expound 
that policy with more effective eloquence than I can command. 
But at this time and in the present juncture it is more difficult 
for them to practice what they preach than it is for me or my 
colleagues on this side of the Chamber to do so. They are more 
closely allied by party ties to the Administration and more amena- 
ble to its influence than we, and hence it is more difficult for them 
to take a stand and assert themselves against the policy of the 
President. It requires high courage and a high type of the pub- 


lic man to break away from his party and throw himself in its | 


pathway, and I even question if it is wise to do that except for 
paramount reasons of the highest moment. The other day the 
Senator from Wisconsin, who is to me always interesting, de- 
nounced with much zeal and apparent feeling the coercive ten- 
dency of the pew caucus, and Tanded in well-rounded periods 
the beauty and dignity of Senatorial independence. That sounded 
well, Mr. President, for it was cast on a lofty key and was pleas- 
ing to the ear, but, after all, ‘‘the proof of the pudding is the 
eating thereof.” I mean now to gee these Senators, who thus ex- 
ploit the quality of their independence, to the test. Not that I 





tration, or, for that matter, any attack at all. I would not ask 
or expect them to lift a hand against the policy of the Adminis- 
tration for which their party is responsible, and which they are 
determined, if possible,to continue in power, without adequate 
cause, 

I would not myself do that if I stood in their shoes. I would 
not myself do that even as it is, with a Republican Administra- 
tion, for, without regard to party association, the President and 
all others in authority should be treated with courtesy and fair- 
ness. Unwarranted attacks are unjust attacks. But if any man 
in high position, even the President of the Republic, exercising 
great power and ‘clothed with great responsibilities, shall rush, 
ill-advised it may be, or impulsively and with a too strenuous 
zeal, into sensational and spectacular performances which over- 
step the bounds of his authority or which tend to discredit the 
good faith and good name of our Government, I believe that 
Senators, exercising independence with dignity, should rise above 
party environment and uphold the true American standard of 


| national justice and honor. in that spirit I offered the resolution 


now before the Senate, and in that spirit I purpose to discuss it. 

And now, Mr. President, I want, if I can, to get this matter 
fairly before the Senate, and this I wish to do without undue pro- 
lixity and without incumbering my argument with matter irrele- 
vant to my purpose. For some inexplicable reason the present 
Administration has resolved upon having a canal over the Panama 
route, or to have no canal at all. I do not disparage the value of 
a canal across the Isthmus of Panama; that it would be of incal- 
culable value to our people I do not question. But equally sure 
am I that the Nicaragua route, viewed solely from the standpoint 
of our national interests, would be in every way infinitely prefer- 
able to that across Panama. Up to the passage of the so-called 


| Spooner Act of June 28, 1902, the overwhelming public sentiment 
there is something dearer to our hearts and of infinitely greater | 


of the country had settled in approval upon the Nicaragua route. 
That sentiment was voiced in the Hepburn bill, authorizing the 
construction of the Nicaragua Canal, which passed the House of 
Representatives on January 9, 1902, by an almost unanimous 
vote. The passage of that bill through the House was but the 
crystallization of a well-defined public sentiment. 

But just there, when the sky seemed to be clearing and the way 
becoming easy to a speedy beginning and completion of the enter- 


| prise, a magic and potent hand was thrust forth from a shadow 


somewhere and wrought a sudden change—a change as signifi- 
cant as it was sudden. You know what happened. You know 
how the Isthmian Canal Commission changed front and recom- 
mended the Panama route, after having twice indorsed the Nica- 
ragua route as the better; and you know how the House of Rep- 
resentatives was driven to the wall and compelled to accept the 
Panama route as first choice or take nothing at all. The Admin- 
istration and its counselors seem to have become suddenly infat- 
uated with the Panama route—to have become possessed of an 
acute, consuming passion for it—and to have resolved unalterably 
that the canal should be constructed there. True. the law, as 
finally passed—the act of June, 1902—authorized the President to 
go to Nicaragua if he failed to secure a satisfactory treaty with 
Colombia. But events have demonstrated that the President 
never intended, under any contingency, to go to Nicaragua. For 
some reason, which ordinary folk outside the circle of the elect 
can not comprehend, the President and those about him who mold 
the policies of the Administration are wedded to Panama, 
Without looking into the Administration’s family closet for the 
skeleton, if there be a skeleton; without looking behind the cur- 
tains or below the surface for a solution of the mystery, if there 
be a mystery, the facts of which we are cognizant warrant the 
statement that the Administration, from the passage of the 
Spooner Act to this day, has had but one fixed, definite, unalter- 
able purpose with regard to an isthmian canal, and that has been 
and is to construct it at Panama or not to construct it at all. 
The motive for this extraordinary course we can afford to leave 
covered in the mystery which surrounds it. For the present it is 
sufficient to know, what is evidently true, that the President 
started out to execute the law of 1902 wedded to the Panama 
scheme and without a serious thought of Nicaragua. Of this I 
am absolutely convinced. I am not now arraigning or censuring 
him for that. I think he was wrong, whether viewed from the 
standpoint of the law or sound public policy, but that is not now 
materialtomy purpose. It does not matterin the abstract whether 
his hot devotion to the Panama project was prudent or impru- 
dent, wise or unwise, right ‘or wrong. It is sufficient to know 
that his impetuous and strenuous heart was firmly set upon it. 
WhatI want to know is whether in forcing forward the policy 
of the Administration officials of this Government overstepped the 
bounds of international comity, law, and justice and were guilty 
of acts which national honor and interest, in the best and truest 
sense of the term, demand should be disclaimed. ‘There aresome 
things we know and some we do not know, or know only in a 


would have them make any needless attack upon the Adminis- ! vague way; but the things we do know make it important that 
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we be advised of other things of which we have only an inkling. 
I do not charge misconduct on the part of the Administration; I 
do not charge complicity of any American official in the Panama 
insurrection; but I can not shut my eyes to the fact that the sit- 
uation is surrounded by circumstances that cast upon it the shadow 
of grave suspicions. If anything has been done by the President 
or by his direction which should not have been done, Iam willing 
to believe it is due more to indiscretion, impulsiveness, and to 
that volcanic, irrepressible love he has for things eruptive, trag- 
ical, lurid, and sensational than to any other cause. But what- 
ever the cause, our duty and responsibility remain the same, 
GROUNDS OF SUSPICION. 


Mr. President, what are the things, or some of them, that give 
to our part in the Panama revolution a sinister aspect? Let us 
see. To begin with, while the Hay-Herran treaty was pending 
for ratification before the Colombian Senate Secretary Hay sent 
some remarkable communications to Bogota. In his message to 
Congress of January 4 the President said: 

That there might be nothing omitted, Secretary Hay, through the minister 
at Bogota, repeatedly warned Colombia that grave consequences might fol- 
low from her rejection of the treaty. 

We have some of these messages to the American minister, and 
some of the communications made, under instructions, by the 
minister to the Colombian Government. He was directed to warn 
the Colombian Government, which he did, that to reject the 
treaty or unduly delay its ratification would seriously compromise 
the friendly relations between the two countries, and might result 
in consequences which every friend of Colombia would regret. 

This is strange language, Mr. President, for one sovereign to 
address to another. It is not the language of diplomacy or amity 
or courtesy, but of threat and menace. It did not tend to con- 
ciliate, but to exasperate. Is it too much to say that it was not 
spoken to persuade, but to intimidate and coerce? Would the 
Secretary of State have dared—I put it strongly, have dared, I 
say—under like circumstances, to have addressed a communica- 
tion of that kind to any first-class power? And, Mr. President, 
what would you and these American Senators have done if Great 
Britain had sent an insult like that to this Chamber when the 
Hay-Pauncefote treaty was under consideration? Ido not care 
to express just what I think of this example of Rooseveltian di- 
plomacy. I will only say that I can take no pride in seeing my 
country strut before the world like a swaggering bully on the 
stage. Colombia was ‘‘ warned,’’ says the President, that grave 
consequences might result from a rejection of the treaty. What 
consequences? Whatdid he mean? If he meant anything, neces- 
sarily he meant if the treaty should be rejected we would forcibly 
seize the Isthmus of Panama and settle with Colombia on our 
own terms, or he meant that Panama would secede from Colombia 
and set up an independent government under the protection of 
the United States. That was the undoubted meaning of his 
threat. The President himself admits it. In his recent message 
to Congress on this subject January 4, 1904, he bluntly boasts 
that he had these two remarkabie alternative schemes in mind. 

As to the first of these two schemes—that of the forcible acqui- 
sition of the Isthmus—he said in the message alluded to: 

My intention was (if the treaty should be rejected) to consult the Congress 
as to whether under such circumstances it would not be proper to announce 
that the canal would be dug forthwith; that we would give the terms we 
had offered and no others, and that if such terms were not agreed to we 


would enter into an arrangement with Panama direct or take what other 
steps were needful in order to begin the enterprise. 


There you have it—the declared purpose of the President to 
seize vi et armis the territory of a neighboring, friendly nation 
for a purely commercial purpose, openly laimed in the blus- 
tering diction of the buccaneer without disguisement and with- 
outshame. Hereisan American President preaching the morality 
of force and the doctrine that might makes right, a monstrous 
doctrine which has filled the history of European monarchies 
with crime, and a doctrine, too, which our nation was born in 
bloody protest against. 

True the President admits that he had some thought of compli- 
menting Congress by consulting it before he acted, and no doubt 
it is true. I am willing to concede as much, that he really in- 
tended, if the circumstances were auspicious, to observe his con- 
stitutional obligations to that extent. But whatever he thought 
of doing, or might have done, in that behalf is immaterial. The 
declaration of his intention shows his temper, disposition, and 
purpose. It reveals a fixed determination upon his part to appro- 
priate the Isthmus of Panama to this enterprise at all hazards, 
and a willingness upon his part to go to any length to accomplish 
his purpose. ‘This is important, for it throws a light upon other 
things and should make it easier for us to understand what actu- 
ally happened. Ordinarily when we know a man’s mind we have 
some index to his conduct. 

The President, I say, was determined to have the Isthmus of 
Panama at all hazards. That is perfectly plain. He makes it so 
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himself. He intended, if the occasion arose in the execution of 
his plans, to ask the Congress to authorize him to seize it. But 
that extreme step was not to be taken or attempted if the same 
end could be accomplished in another way. That other was the 
secession of Panama; and that was one, and the preferable one, 
of the two schemes the President had in mind. 

In his message the President says that he thought it possible, if 
the Hay-Herran treaty should be rejected, that the people of 
Panama— 


might take the protection of their own vital interests in their own hands, 
* * 


* declare their independence upon just grounds, and establish a goy- 
eee competent and willing to do its share in this great work of civiliza- 

And, as the President naively put it, “this is what actually 
occurred;”’ and this was one of the grave consequences with 
which he threatened Colombia. 

What is it the President says? What is it he justifies and ap- 
plauds the people of Panama for doing? Why, itis for an act of 
secession—for dismembering and breaking up an established 
American republic. And what are the grounds the President de- 
fines and labels as ‘‘ just grounds”’ for this act of rebellion? Only 
this and nothing more—that Panama might do its share in con- 
structing a water-way for the reason that it might be of some 
commercial advantage to the people of the Isthmus. Mr. Presi- 
dent, if those who have gone to the shadowy bourne from which 
no traveler returns are permitted, in the language of another, to 
view the transitory scenes of this earth, with what feelings of 
mingled delight and derision must John C. Calhoun and Jefferson 
Davis view the ludicrous and fantastic performances of President 
Theodore Roosevelt! South Carolina has been vindicated by the 
President. Will any Republican who approves this declaration of 
the President ever dare in future to reproach the South or rend 
the bloody shirt to excite the passions of northern audiences 
against treason and rebellion? Mark you, the President admits 
that he contemplated the secession of Panama as a consequence 
of Colombia’s refusal to ratify the Hay-Herran treaty, and that 
secession was one of the calamities with which the President 
threatened Colombia. 

The President resents any insinuation of complicity by this 
Government in the revolutionary movement in Panama, and de- 
clares that any such insinuation is ‘‘ as destitute of foundation as 
of propriety.’’ This assurance of the President, so positively 
made, has great weight with me, and its weight is angmented by 
the fact that I am anxious to acquit him and all others of _ im- 
proper connection with the Panama insurrection. I hope he is 
not misinformed or mistaken and that he is absolutely correct in 
what he says. Nevertheless even the President must admit that 
the circumstances are most unfortunate if the Administration is 
innocent, and certainly no man will deny that while this treaty 
is pending the Senate, as a matter of right and duty, ought to be 
fully advised as to all the facts, and especially the President or 
his Cabinet ministers ought not to withhold from the Senate any 
information in their possession or send it here grudgingly and by 
piecemeal, as has been done. 

Whatever the President may or may not have had to do with 
what actually eventuated in Panama, one thing is sure, and that 
is that he contemplated entering into direct arrangement with 
Panama if Colombia rejected the treaty. He says so in so many 
words. He says if Colombia refused the terms we offered her 
he intended to ask the Congress for authority to ‘‘ enter into an 
arrangement with Panama direct.’’ That is the language of his 
message, and there can be but one meaning to it. He was not to 
wait upon Panama, but was himself to seek Panama for the ar- 
rangement; he was himself to initiate the arrangement. That 
he admits he intended doing if he found it to be necessary. But 
Panama could not have made any arrangement with the Presi- 
dent without seceding from Colombia and establishing a govern- 
ment of her own. ithout independence Panama would have 
had no power to make a pet ithout independence Panama 
could not have interfered with the jurisdiction, sovereignty, and 
right of Colombia. Thus the President admits his willingness, if 
he had found it necessary to his purposes, to have inspired re- 
volt—to have incited rebellion in Panama. 

If he was willing to foment a rebellion, it follows he would have 
been willing to support and uphold it. And now with this admis- 
sion before us of his willingness to instigate rebellion, boldly 
avowed in a public message of high import, I can not perceive 
why the President should be so oversensitive about suspicions. 
I can not understand why he should resent a bare suspicion that 
he might have done what he openly admits he was willing to do. 
He stands before us as admitting his entire willingness to have 
fomented rebellion in Panama, to have dismembered the Republic 
of Colombia, and to have supported the lawless act by the power 
of our arms, and yet he denounces any suspicion of complicity by 
this Government in what was actually done as being as “‘ desti- 
tute of foundation as propriety.’’ Destitute of propriety is pretty 
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strong. I can not agree to the language of this disclaimer. It is From whence came this premature report to the State De- 
not warranted by the facts. partment? It would be interesting to know. Could it have 


In the present aspect of the case there are circumstances that 
force their way upon our perception and make it difficult for us 
to reconcile them with any theory that does not compromise the 
integrity and good faith of our Government. There are circum- 
stances surrounding the situation that make it impossible for me 
to rid myself of the apprehension that the zeal of the Administra- 
tion carried it beyond the line of international rectitude. It may 
be that these circumstances can be so explained as to silence this 
apprehension, but it can not be silenced by mere reproach. The 
very attitude of the President, standing alone, would be sufficient 
to excite suspicion as to the conduct of the Administration. 
And when we turn from the magisterial figure of the President, 
bestriding the Isthmus like a miniature Colossus, to the occur- 
rences themselves that suspicion is not allayed, but intensified. 

To begin with, is it possible for any sane man to believe that a 
rebellion could have been organized in Panama with the faintest 
hope of success without foreign aid? Colombia has a population 
of about 5,000,000, exclusive of Panama, while Panama hasa Pop: 
ulation of 250,000. This enormous disparity in numbers would 
of itself make hopeless the cause of Panama in a war with Colom- 
bia. The men who organized this rebellion were guilty of trea- 
son, and it is unreasonable to suppose that they would have staked 
their lives and fortunes on such a venture without some assur- 
ance of extraneous help, and certainly not without greater reason 
than they had. The fact that other ventures of like kind had 
ended disastrously, so far from encouraging a new attempt, 
would prove any such attempt also doomed to failure if left alone. 

Without foreign aid this revolution would have m insipid, 
abortive, impossible. It would have been an act of stupidity and 
madness. It requires a blind unreasoning faith to believe that 
it would have been attempted without some assurance of outside 
aid. By whom such aid was promised, or by what authority, is 
another question, but that it was promised by some one and relied 


upon, who can doubt? 
AID PROMISED. 


The public prints declare that Bunau-Varilla, now Panama’s 
minister at Washington, promised it. It has been said that 
Duque and Amador, who came from Panama to this country on 
that mission, promised it. 
lic press are true, in whole or in part, I neither affirm nor deny, 
for I do not know. 
and Amador were all conspicuous figures in the conspiracy out 
of which this revolution sprang; that they matured their plans 
in New York; that they were frequently in Washington s-eking 
audience of our high officials, and I know what they are reported 


to have said has been set forth with great circumstantiality of | 


detail. 

Undoubtedly it is true that they might have advised the people 
of Panama that they had official assurance of American support, 
and yet have done so falsely and without authority. However, 
that would have been a cruel and wanton thing to do, for they 
were here to represent their associates in a dangerous enterprise, 
and to have advised them falsely might have been to involve them 
in irretrievable disaster. 
such an act; they may have made such representations without 
authority. And that is the view I would unhesitatingly take. 
I would not for a moment tolerate the possibility of a high and 
responsible official of this Government participating in a treason- 
able conspiracy against a neighboring sovereignty, except for that 
unfortunate combination of circumstances that give form and 
substance to grave suspicions. 

_ I can not escape this fact, that if Bunau-Varilla and his coad- 
jutors had been permitted to outline the course of this Govern- 
ment there would be no change, not the slightest deviation, from 
the course actually pursued. Bunau-Varilla himself could not 
have ordered events more to his liking than they were ordered by 
the officials of our Government. All that happened may have 
happened naturally and without collusion, expressed or implied, 
but beyond question the circumstances are sinister and inculpa- 
tory. The President desired the secession of Panama and ex- 

‘ted it. It would be folly to deny that he intended from the 

ginning to suppress and prevent any interference with the 
revolutionary movement by the forces of Colombia. Every pre- 
caution was taken and every preparation made in advance to meet 
the expected emergency when it arose. So anxious was the De- 
portent of State about it, and so sure of its advent, that the 
First Assistant Secretary thought that it had come hours before 
it really eventuated. At 3.40 p. m., November 8, 1903, he cabled 
the consul-general at Panama as follows: 


ton being on Isthmus reported. Keep Department promptly and fully in- 


To this the consul-general replied: 
No uprising yet. Reported will be in the night. 


Whether these utterances of the pub- | 
What I know is that Bunau-Varilla, Duque, | 


Still they might have been capable of | 


come from that voluble, grandiloquent Frenchman, seemingly 
ubiquitous and omnipotent, who finds no obstacle in conscience 
or propriety in combining an agency for the Panama Cu.nal 
Company with the more ornate duties of a minister plenipo- 
| tentiary for the new Republic? The report was ahead of time, 
but no matter; though premature, it was prophetic. The Sec- 
retary was not doomed to disappointment. The uprising was 
belated, but it came. And after it came, what hap; ened? 
Events followed fast upon the heels of each other. I noed 
not recall those events in detail. They have been fully ex- 
ploited here already. It is sufficient to say that the captains of 
our war ships and marines were promptly and peremptorily 
ordered to prevent the landing of Colombian troops in Panama, 
and to use whatever force might be necessary to prevent any 
conflict on the Isthmus. These orders were obeyed, as they 
should have been. Colombia sought to convey troops in sufficient 
numbers to suppress the insurrection, maintain order, and restore 
her authority, but was denied the right to land them, and the 
troops she had there were so hedged about, restrained, and 
coerged by our authority that they were practically driven from 
the Isthmus. 

In consequence of this intervention on our part, preconcerted 
and prearranged, the revolution, otherwise hopeless, became a 
shining success in its way. In a sense, almost literal sense, we 

| booted Colombia from the Isthmus and lined the coast with our 
| guns to prevent invasion. Whatever the motive or excuse for 
this, the effect was to protect the conspirators and assure the suc- 
cess of their enterprise. There was nothing the Panama insur- 
gents could have desired this Government to do that it did not 
| do. Never did ambitious duty take greedy power so opportunely 
| to a rescue. 


RECOGNITION OF PANAMA. 


Thus, Mr. President, was this new child spewed forth into the 
| family of nations. The revolt occurred on November 3. Before 
| three suns had set, before a Government worthy of the name had 
| been established, the President recognized what he called. or 
| miscalled, the Republic of Panama, and entered into diplomatic 

relations with it. I will not add to the discussions we have had 
| here upon that point. Whatever may be said in the abstract re- 
| garding the law of nations in recognizing new revolutionary gov- 

ernments, and whatever may be said regarding precedents in such 
cases, in this instance we had such special interests at stake and 
were so involved in the complications that a delicate sense of 
justice and honor should have impelled us to move with the 
utmost deliberation. But the Government did not move with 
deliberation; on the contrary, it moved with the greatest precipita- 
| tion. It acted with unseemly haste and in a manner that gives 
| to the act a bad appearance. This quick recognition could not 
| have been more unwarily adjusted to time and circunastances, 
To the world it is bound to look as if it were part of a programme— 
an actin a play. 


THE TREATY. 


But there was method in the madness. Recognition was the 
one necessary thing left to be done before the final step. After 
recognition came the crowning act, the objective act, to whichall 
precedent acts were but preliminary—the making of acanal treaty 
with Panama. The belief is inevitable that to this end everything 
done had been directed. Without this the whole business would 
be aimless and meaningless. If the situation created was not cre- 
ated to furnish the President an opportunity to ‘* enter into an ar- 
rangement direct’? with Panama, then what was it created for? 
The opportunity was created, and the President embraced it with 
the fervent ardor of a lover who waits impatiently at the tryst. 
On November 6 he recognized the Republic of Panama. On the 
same day the junta of Panama appointed Varilla minister to the 
United States. Varillaisa Frenchman, not a Panamaian, and his 
interest in the revolution sprang not from patriotism, but from 
his connection with the French canal company, in whose stocks 
he is said to be a largeinvestor. His appointment as minister he 
extorted from the junta asthe price of his influence at Washington. 

Immediately after the President recognized the Panama Re- 
public on November 6 a commission was appointed by the junta 
to come to Washington, with power to negotiate a canal treaty. 
On November 10 Doctor Amador and Frederico Boyd, of this 
commission, sailed for New York, and arrived there on Novem- 
| ber 17. They telegraphed Varilla of their arrival and intention 
| to proceed at once to Washington. They arrived in Washington 

on November 18, and found that the treaty had been already 
| drawn and signed by their French minister and our Secretary of 
State a few hours before their arrival. That is the treaty now 
before the Senate, dated November 18, 1903, and signed alone by . 
John Hay and Bunau-Varilla. The commissioners had taeir long 
journey for naught. For fear that they might be troublesome, 


| 


we « 
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they were ignored and then dismissed without apology. 
nant they may have been, but helpless they certainly were. They 
had no alternative but to accept the treaty as it was written. 
The Administration held the whip handle and could drive them | antee ‘ 


Indig- 


as it would. Within two weeks after the President’s recognition | 
of the Republic of Panama this remarkable treaty had been exe- 
cuted in this remarkable way at Washington. Mr. President, 
some may hold this to be wise diplomacy and honorable state- | 
craft, but, to my thinking, it wears more the aspect of political | 
artifice. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. STONE. Sir, strange stories have been told in the news- 
papers about these various occurrences—startling stories, even 
monstrous, if they are true. I do not know that they are true, 
although related wich great minuteness of detail, and hence I 
have thought it would be ungracious toexploit them here. Ihave 
barely adverted to them; I have not recounted them. Still they 
have gone to the world with their dreadful accusing, plausible in 
the light of known events. and can we afford to dismiss them 
with a sneer? However that may be, the undisputed facts can 
not be ignored. Judged by these facts. measured by that stand- 
ard, it is impossible to review the history of these transactions 
without a feeling of profound astonishment. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield tothe Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. STONE. I now yield to the Senator. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Senator was speaking about the Govern- 
ment holding the whip hand in the negotiation of this treaty. I 
should like to ask the Senator if he thinks the Government has 
asked anything in the treaty that it should not, or if the treaty is 
more favorable to the interests of civilization and the interests of 
this country than it ought to be? 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, it is as favorable to the United 
States as any citizen of this country could possibly ask. But con- 
cessions and rights are granted in that treaty to the United States 
that no respecting sovereignty acting of its own free will would 
ask or grant. It gives to the United States practically a sovereign 
title to the zone as a part of the canal, which I understand em- 
braces practically all that is of value to Panama. 





HOW JUSTIFIED. 


And now, Mr. President, upon what flimsy pretenses is our con- 
duct justified? 

First, it is said that the United States were overgenerous in 
what they offered Colombia in the Hay-Herran treaty, and that 
Colombia was guilty of an ungracious act in rejecting that treaty. 
All that may be true—it is needless to inquire—but to say we 
would be justified on that ground in resorting to force to accom- 

lish our ends is to assert an absurd proposition, vicious and in- 
efensible from every proper standpoint of international law or 
morals® Colombia acted strictly within her right, as every sov- 
ereignty may do, and as we have done under similar circumstances. 

It is not unusual for treaties made by the President with for- 
eign governments to be rejected by the Senate here. Colombia 
acted in accordance with her constitution and forms of law, 
strictly within her right, and in conformity to the usage of na- 
tions. The Colombian Congress had the same right to ratify or 
reject the treaty that the American Senate had to ratify or reject 
it. To hold differently would be to abridge the sovereignty of 
Colombia and destroy her freedom of action. We might question 
her wisdom or impugn her motives, but her right is above im- 

chment. The argument of the President on this head, made 
in his recent message, is the veriest sophistry, put forth to create 
a sentimental excuse in the absence of a legal one. This whole 
contention is puerile, vicious, and ates. 

Secondly, a novel and visionary right of international eminent 
domain has been intimated, if not asserted. In other words, it 

been advanced, in substance, that since an isthmian canal is 
of great moment to the world’s commerce, the United States, 
acting for the world. might take whatever was necessary for the 
canal and settle for the despoilment afterwards, That is an old 
doctrine in the Old World, but a new one here. It is the exact 
doctrine under which powerful nations, without conscience, have 
plundered weak ones im all the ages. It is the doctrine of the 
divine right of force. Whenever and wherever that doctrine is 
accepted, the one limit upon its application is the power to apply 
it. When the hand of power is strong enough to serve the spirit 
of greed some refinement of sophistry can always be found to 
excuse a crime. That doctrine has not yet been Written into our 
code of morals or creed of public faith: and it is to be hoped that 
this first attempt to make it a principle of our international policy 
will be the last. 

Thirdly, it is contended that we interfered because of treaty 


| not be interrupted or embarrassed in any future time while t)hj 
| treaty exists;”’ 
| anteed ‘“‘the rights of sovereignty and p 


| tect transit across the Isthmus from interruption, and that in t 


obligations to keep the peace and protect transit across the ' 


Isthmus. This contention is predicated on the treaty of 1846 be 
tween the United States and the Republic of New Granada (n 

| Colombia). By this treaty the United States stipulated to gua 
‘the perfect neutrality ’’ of the Isthmus of Panama, * wit) 
the view that the free transit from the one to the other sea may 
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and, in the same manner, the United States guar- 
rty which N 

Granada (Colombia) has and possesses over "the said ieiior 

| By this treaty it is contended the President was obligated to p: 
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furtherance of that duty he had the right to exclude | 
from all participation in the work of preserving order in that | 
of her territory. 

In other words, under this treaty an attempt is made to just 
the President in all he did. The United States, by virtue of th: 
treaty, have intervened on former occasions to maintain order 
the Isthmus, and these interventions aré now pointed to as pr: 
dents for the things recently done by the Executive. But the cir- 
cumstances and conditions under which the former interventi 
occurred were very dissimilar from those existing when the la; 
occurred, and all former interventions were made at the requ:<t 
of Colombia or in aid of her authority, and when peace had be--n 

restored our interference ceased. In this instance our interv+n- 
tion was not to aid Colombia, but to thwart her. The effect 0 
this intervention, whatever the purpose, was not to aid the sover- 
eignty responsible for order, but to aid insurgents who were 
guilty of disorder. The effect, whatever the purpose, was not to 
uphold the sovereignty of Colombia, but to overthrow it in the in- 
terest of agwebellious movement. 

A treaty is a law. but it is a law made by the consent of the con- 
tracting parties. The ordinary canons of interpretation should 
be applied to a treaty as well as to a statute. The intention ot 
the contracting sovereignties should be regarded in interpretine 
treaty, as the intention of the law- making power is regarded 
interpreting a statute. It surpasses belief, it is unreasonable to 
suppose, that Colombia would have entered into a convention 
with the United States under which she could have been lawfully 
denied the right to exercise her own power in preserving order 
and upholding her authority in her own territory. Whether w 
look to the text of the treaty or to the intention of the parties. 
is manifest that the interpretation now sought to be placed up: 
the treaty is farfetched and untenable and made under stress 
meet an exigency. 

Not only was it the right and duty of Colombia, as the sovereign. 
to keep the peace, but she had also special and important property 
interests at stake. She was a large stockholder in the Panama 
Canal Company, and a large proportion of her revennes, amount- 
ing to hundreds of thousands annually, were derived in payment 
of concessions from the Panama Railroad Company. 

In addition to that, all the properties of the Panama Can.l 
Company and the Panama Railroad Company were to belong ab- 
solutely to Colombia, without compensation, at certain peri«!s 
fixed for the expiration of their respective concessions. The 
value of the canal properties can be estimated when we reflect 
that in the pending treaty it is agreed that we shall pay to the 
canal company $40,000,000 for its possessions. All these vast in- 
terests of Colombia we have imperiled, if not destroyed, by « 
act. Already has Colombia been denied representation in a recent 
meeting of the canal shareholders held in Paris. And yet, despit+ 
all this, we are asked to believe that Colombia deliberately enter 
into a treaty, and has permitted it to stand im the face of an ex- 
press stipulation that she might reform or annul it on twelv+ 
months’ notice, under which these overwhelming disasters mig): 
be lawfully visited upon her. Such an interpretation is again-: 
reason and in contempt of justice. Our intervention brouci: 
peace, it is true, but it was the peace that reigned at Warsaw. 
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UNSATISFACTORY. 


Mr. President, I profoundly regret that I can find nothing in 
the grounds put forward to justify the President's course whic. 
is satisfactory tomy mind. If the Administration is really inn - 
cent of wrongéoing, the facts are woefully unkind to the Admin- 
istration. The things proved, to say nothing of those assert: 
put the Government on the defensive. They tend ‘strongly * 
show that we were in some way, some discreditable way, a par" 
to the Panama insurrection. And if so, what do you thin< 
about it? 

There was a conspiracy of Panamanians against Colombia. They 

l to dismember that Republic. Their plans were m»- 
or partly matured, in the United States. ese men wt 
traitors who staked their lives on the cast of the die. And if 
be true, no matter how disguised. that high officials of our Gov- 
ernment, conscious of the designs of these conspirators agains" + 
friendly nation, an American republic, had secret audiences wi‘ 
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them, receiving confidences and imparting knowledge, what do 
you think about it? , d 

Mr. President, we may secure an isthmian canal as the result 
of these embroilments, which we could have better obtained 
without them. But what a pitiful chapter will our connection 
with this insurrection be in the history of our countr$! The 
insurrection itself was venal and selfish. It was not a struggle 
for liberty, but for greed. Generals, admirals, and civil officers 
serving in Panama, now lauded as patriots, were bribed with 
cash to support the insurrection. Protesting loyalty to the cen- 
tral government, they accepted bribes to betray it. I make this 
statement on the authority of the Globe-Democrat, the most 
strenuous Republican journal in the Mississippi Valley, whose 
special correspondent in Panama, vouched for as a gentleman of 
high intelligence and integrity, makes the accusation with the 
utmost detail, giving the names of the traitors and the amounts 
received for their treachery. 

Sir, if a weak, brave people oppressed should outstretch their 
hands to us with a cry for liberty upon their lips, and we should 
go to the rescue, it would be a noble act. But to aid, in what- 
ever way, @ band of lawless conspirators in an attack upon a sis- 
ter republic, that they and we might promote a mere commercial 
enterprise of common interest to both, is to do something I would 
rather should not be written in American history. We can not 
afford to become marauders and plunder weaker nations. A giant 
we are, indeed, but we should not use our strength brutally, like 
a giant. Good morals forbid it anywhere, and, in addition, a wise 
self-interest forbids it on this hemisphere. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
will suspend for one moment while the Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the Calendar of General Orders. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator from Missouri will be al- 
lowed to complete his remarks. 

The PRESIDENT = tempore. The Senator from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent that the Senator from Missouri be allowed to 
proceed, The Chair hears no objection. The Senator from Mis- 
souri will proceed. 

OUR TRUE POLICY. 

Mr. STONE. The true policy of this Government with refer- 
ence to the republics south of us would lead us on different and 
higher lines. We should so comport ourselves as to inspire the 
unhesitating confidence of our neighbors. They should not stand 
iu dread of our power, but rely upon it as a shield for their pro- 
tection. Weshould link them to us by bonds of mutual amity 
and interest. What boot is the Monroe doctrine to them if it 
stands only to guard them against European aggression, while 
the door is open for us to invade at pleasure? 

If I could be potent in shaping our policy in this behalf, I would 
be governed by one supreme consideration—that of attracting the 
southern republics to us by a course instinct with the spirit of 
candor, justice, and fair play. I would enter into such compacts 
with them as would promote our commercial relations and make 
them for all practical purposes, offensive and defensive, a part of 
us. I would strive to inaugurate great republican policies of gov- 
ernment—monetary, commercial, and political—common to all 
America, and these I would oppose, if need be, to the monarchical 
policies of the Old World. But that isa dream—an iridescent 
dreain—while our Government goes careering under the impulse 
of rough-riding strenuosity. 

CONCLUSION. 


Mr. President, we should have the truth, are entitled to the 
truth, and the whole truth, about these transactions. I would 
hope that the whole truth, when known, would vindicate our 
good name, but we should have it anyhow to the end that we may 
act intelligently and in the interest of justice and national honor. 
Senators, ever mindful of that high independence which should 
characterize their conduct, should not turn aside from the straight 
path of duty, and, to serve a party exigency, suppress the truth, 
or any part of it, to shield any man from his folly. To call on 
the President for information, to be given if in his judgment 
compatible with the public interest, is not sufficient, and certainly 
not in the poe case, where the personnel of the Administration 
is most affected. The Senate should inquire in its own way and 
through its own agencies. A direct charge of wrongdoing is un- 
necessary; but grave suspicions are abroad, and unhappily they 
seem to be warranted by the facts. 

Of course you can refuse to inquire, and if you do I suppose we 
will have to accept and be governed here by what may be volun- 
tarily given us from official sources. But I shall protest against 
being confined to information coming from those upon whom 
suspicion rests and who are interested, if any are, in suppressing 
or coloring the facts for self-vindication. If I shall be compelled 
to vote on the ratification of this treaty without full information 
as to all the occurrences out of which the treaty has come, I shall 
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do so with a feeling of doubt as to my duty, because uncertain to 
what extent the honor of the country is involved. 

Mr. President, unless some Senator desires to speak upon the 
resolution I shall ask—— 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to make a few remarks right 
now. 

Mr. STONE. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What request did the Senator 
from Missouri make as to the resolution? 

Mr. STONE. I said that if no Senator desired to speak upon 
it at this time I would ask that it might go over subject to call. 

‘ The PRESIDENT protempore. Subject to thecall of the Sena- 
or 

a BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Nevada is going to 
speak. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Or that it lie on the table 
without prejudice? 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to make a few remarks. 

Mr. STONE. The Senator from Nevada desires to be heard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As soon as the Senator from 
Nevada has finished his remarks, the Chair will have that disp>- 
sition made of it if the Senate is willing. The Senator fron 
Nevada is entitled to the flocr. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the honor of the country is 
assailed under a misapprehension of facts. After the Spanish 
rule in Central America was broken, a confederacy was form» 
between Panama, Colombia, Venezuela,and Ecuador. This cou- 
federacy, as the records will show, was for common defense 
against foreign aggression. There was a full recognition of the 
right of secession. 

In 1846 a treaty was formed between this confederacy, which 
was then known as New Granada, and the United States. By this 
treaty the New Granadan Government grants to the Government 
of the United States— 


the right of way or transit across the Isthmus of Panama upon any modesof 
communication that now exist or that may be hereafter constructed shall be 
open and free to the Government and citizens of the United States. 


And the United States— 


guarantees the rights of sovereignty and property which New Granada has 
and possesses over the said territory. 





Venezuela seceded from the confederacy of New Granada. 
Afterwards Ecuador did the same. Another confederacy was then 
formed between Colombia and Panama, having the same object 
as the former confederacy, namely, defense against foreign ag- 
gression. 

THE RIGHT OF SECESSION 


was expressly reserved in this new confederacy. There was no 
trade or commercial relations between Panama and Colombia. 
Over 200 miles of jungle, mountains. and morasses intervene be- 
tween the city of Panama and Colombia. Contrary to the terms 
of the confederation, Colombia repudiated the conditions of the 
compact with Panama and treated Panama as a conquered prov- 
ince or colony, to be governed by satraps appointed at Bogota 
and to be robbed without any real representation. Of the $250,000 
annual payments made by the Panama Railroad for the privilege 
of crossing the Isthmus, $225,000 was taken to Bogota and the re- 
maining $25,000 absorbed by Government officials in Panama wio 
were appointed at Bogota. 

No public improvements were made in Panama, but the vast 
accumulations from customs and other sources were expended at 
Bogota. Thetreatment of the people of Panama by the oligarchy 
at Bogota was never exceeded by Spain in any of her provinces, 


WEYLER’S RULE IN CUBA NOT EXCEPTED. 


Uprisings and revolutions were almost continuous from the be- 
ginning of 1850 until the final revolution in 1903, whereby Panama 
oe her independence. During all this time the influence 
and authority of the United States were exerted to prevent the 
rebels of Panama acquiring their independence. It was impossi- 
ble for the people of Panama to conduct a war for independence 
without making the transit across the Isthmus the theater of ac- 
tion. The bulk of the population of the Isthmus is at the cities 
of Panama and Colon and along the line of the Panama Railroads 
Fighting at either of these cities or along the line of the road 
would necessarily interfere with travel and commerce, and the 
United States stood guard over the only part of the Isthmus 
where a war for independence could be conducted and thereby 
upheld and maintained the wicked and tyrannical rule of the 
oligarchy of Colombia. 

I call the Bogota Government an oligarchy because it is gov- 
erned by military chieftains who abolish constitutions at will. 
The constitution to which the people of Panama agreed was abol- 
ished by Colombia because it restrained the rapacity of Bogota. 
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In 1886 Mr. V. O. King, United States minister to Colombia, in a 
dispatch to the Secretary of State of the United States, gives a 
fair specimen of the manner in which the Bogota Government 
treated constitutions. He says: 

At the close of the late revolution President Nunez, whose term of office 
had then nearly expired and whose reelection was forbidden by the constitu- 
tion then in force, issued a proclamation annulling that instrument and de- 
ciaring an interregnum in the Government. He appointed provisional gov- 
ernors in ¢1] of the nine States, and directed them to nominate two delegates 
each, wan, together, should constitute a national council to convene at the 
capital. 

On asseiabling in November, 1885, the first acts of this body were to ratify 
the conduc! of Doctor Nunez and toconfirm hisappointments. It then elected 
him as chief magistrate of the nation for the term of six years, and proceeded 
to formulate a projet of fundamental principles for a new constitution to be 
submitted to the corporate vote of the municipal boards of aldermen through- 
out the country. Uponcanvassing the returns the council declared a majority 
of such votes to be in favor of the new constitution, and thereupon proceeded 
to elaborate the instrument that is herewith submitted, which, from the num- 
ber, fullness, and precision of the precepts enunciated, has left but little of 
the machinery to be devised by the executive or legislative power. 

Who will say that such proceedings as this did not justify Pan- 
ama in her fifty attempts to throw off 


THE DESPOTIC RULE OF COLOMBIA? 


Who can say that these revolutions would not have been suc- 
cessful if the influence and arms of the United States had not been 
used ayainst the rebels in order to keep open the transit? Why 
did Colombia constantly call upon the United States to put down 
the rebellions on the Isthmus? Was it wrong, after the usurping 
President Marroquin and his coworkers had rejected the treaty 
for a canal without debate, after it had been given out from high 
sources in Bogota that twenty-five millions were wanted from the 
United States, besides the forty millions that this country was 
about to pay the French company, for the President of the United 
States to refuse to suppress another revolution on the Isthmus? 
Was it wrong, after the delegates from Panama at Bogota had 
given notice that there would be a renewed attempt on the part 
of Panama for independence, for the President to direct our ships 
to Panama and Colon 


TO PROTECT THE INTERESTS OF THE UNITED STATES! 


Was it wrong, when the soldiers of Colombia were threatening 
the lives of our people and the destruction of the property of citi- 
zens of the United States, for the President to cause troops to be 
landed for the protection of the lives and property of Americans? 
Who will say that the new Republic was not justified in getting 
rid of Colombia’s soldiers, sent there for their subjection, either 
by killing them or bribing them or by any other method known to 
civilized warfare? ce 

Six days after the revolution in Panama our minister, Mr. 
Beaupré, sent the following dispatch to the Secretary of State: 

Knowing that the revolution has already commenced in Panama, * * * 
says that if the Government of the United States will land troops to preserve 
Colombian sovereignty and the transit, if requested by the Colombian chargé 
d@’affaires, this Government will declare martial law, and by virtue of vested 
constitutional authority, when public order is disturbed, will approve, by 
decree, the ratification of the canal treaty as signed, or, if the Government 
of the United States prefers, will call extra session of Congress and new and 
friendly members next May to approve the treaty. 


Would it have been right for the Administration to have acted 
on this dispatch and overthrown the government at Panama and 
reinstated the sovereignty of the usurper Marroquin? Thisseems 
to be the view taken by those who criticise the President. Is it 

ssible? Has it come to this, that the President of the United 

tates can do no right and that the usurper Marroquin, whorvles 
by the sword, can dono wrong? The appeal of Marroquin to the 
Administration having failed, he is not without hope. Ex-Consul 
Smythe says that he was authorized by President Marroquin to 
quote him as saying that— 

The people of Colombia still hope that actual conflict may be averted 
through Democratic intervention in the Senate. Personally, I count on the 
assistance of the Democratic party and the great American people to save 
the sacred rights of Colombia, which have been so scandalously wounded. 

I do not believe that President Marroquin is as familiar with 
the views of the Democratic party as he claims to be. If he 
should have the question put to any Democrat aspiring to be 
elected President next fall, does he suppose that such Democrat 
would take sides with Colombia against the United States? It is 
true that the President of the United States was elected Vice- 
President, and became President on the death of the Chief Ex- 
ecutive, as provided by the Constitution. It is equally true that 
President Marroquin was either elected or proclaimed Vice-Presi- 
dent of Colombia, and became President by ejecting the Chief 
Executive, and by means of a bloody revolution has remained in 
office. It is natural for such a man to want to trade with the 
United States for the restoration of Panama, in consideration of 
the ratification of the treaty byColombia. No oneis surprised at 
his proposition 
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TO ABOLISH THE CONSTITUTION 


and ratify the treaty, because that appears to be a customary 
practice in our so-called sister Republic. The case is different, 
however, with the Democratic party of the United States. It is 
triotig, believes in law, order, and constitutional government. 
farroquin has no more chance to gain even the sympathy of the 
Democrats of the United States for his vile practices than he has 
to influence the Administration to make war on the Republic of 
Panama in order to give him another chance to exact tribute for 
transit across the Isthmus. 

The Government of the United States and all the leading goy- 
ernments of the world have recognized the independence of Pan- 
ama as an established fact. If the influence of the United States 
was exerted to aid Panama in establishing that Government, 
which is not proved, what wrong has been done? The peop‘e of 
the United States detest tyranny, oppression, and robbery of a 
struggling ple. Those who are familiar with the history of 
the Isthmus for the last fifty years have felt keenly the injustice 
of the use of the power of the United States to prevent the people 
of Panama from asserting their rights. There will be no mourn- 
ing on the part of the people of the United States because the 
Government of Colombia overstepped the mark and demanded 
too much blackmail from the United States and the French com- 
pany. If twenty-five millions and forty millions more on account 
of the French company was a larger tribute than she was capable 
of collecting, will any just man be sorry that she failed? 


I PROTEST AGAINST CHARGING DISHONOR 


upon this Government for the refusal of the Administration to 
longer lend the power of the United States to the tyrants and 
plunderers at Bogota. It is sufficient while Colombia was in 
possession, through her satraps, of the Isthmus of Panama, for 
the United States to overawe and suppress insurrection which 
would interfere with the right of way secured by the treaty of 
1846, but when Panama, without firing a gun, was able to acquire 
peaceful possession of the Isthmus, was it not the duty of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to see to it that the transit across 
the Isthmus was not disturbed by a foreign foe from Colombia? 
Was it not the duty of the United States to protect the lives and 
property of American citizens peaceably residing upon the Isth- 
mus, as they rightfully might? 

I do not believe that the people of this country will for a mo- 
ment sympathize with the complaints of Colombia. She has lost 
no property. She has lost no territory. The people of Panama 
have simply asserted their right to property and right to terri- 
tory. Bythe compact she formed with Colombia her right of se- 
cession was secured. If the exercise of that right has long been 
delayed on account of the influence of the United States, Panama 
has not lost that right. This Administration need not 


WAIT FOR THE VERDICT OF HISTORY 


to approve its Panama policy. That policy has already been ap- 
proved by the nations of the world in their speedy recognition of 
the Government of Panama. If by the honest and patriotic 
course of the Administration the United States have acquired a 
right of way to build the canal across the Isthmus, who has been 
injured? The people wantthecanal. The folly and extravagance 
of Colombia cleared the way. The new Government has granted 
the rights and privileges which are necessary in the vast under- 
taking of connecting the two oceans by a waterway. Civilization 
and progress and the aspirations of the American people are pro- 
moted by the action of the Administration. I have no intention 
to discuss details, but I felt called upon to enter my protest against 
reflections upon the honor of this Government based upon a total 


| misapprehension of facts. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
first bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. STONE. I inquire, Mr. President, what disposition has 
been made of the resolution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
subject to the Senator’s call. 


DIPLOMATIC CORRESPONDENCE RELATIVE TO PANAMA, ETC. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I think the resolution in- 
troduced yesterday, which came over until to-day, ought to be 
laid before the Senate at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour for laying resolu- 
tions before the Senate has passed. The Calendar of General 
Orders is now the regular order. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That resolution, then, goes over until to 
morrow, holding its place, as I understand? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It holds its place under the 
ruling the Chair made a short time ago, that every resolution 
was entitled to a day in court, 


The Secretary will state the 


The resolution is on the table, 








1904.” 


Mr. CULBERSON. In that case, Mr. President, I ask unani- 
mous consent to correct a word in the resolution, so that it may 
be reprinted by to-morrow. Inline7,afterthe word “ representa- 
tives’ the word “ of should be stricken out and the word “ or”’ 
inserted. The resolution is printed correctly in the Recorp, but 
in the resolution printed by order of the Senate there is an error, 
and sol ask that the resolution may be reprinted in correct form. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the resolution will be reprinted with the correction the Sen- 
ator has made. 


MEMORIAL BRIDGE ACROSS THE POTOMAC, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
first bill on the Calendar. 

The bill (S. 820) to provide for the construction of a memorial 
bridge across the Potomac River from Washington to the Arling- 
ton estate property was announced as first in order. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I do not think we 
can dispose of that bill this morning. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
asks unanimous consent that this bill may be passed over for the 
present, retaining its place. ; 

Mr. GALZ.INGER. I would simply sayin that connection that 
a similiar bill has passed the Senate two or three times. The bill 
has been unanimously reported by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. I will not insist, as, of course, I can not insist, that 
it shall not go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. One objection does not lie | 
against a bill on the Calendar of General Orders after 2 o’clock. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I beg the Chair’s pardon. I had over- 
looked that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is for the Senate to decide 
whether or not it will proceed with the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no doubt the Senate will pass this | 
bill in the near future, and I think we might as well act upon it | 
to-day as at any other time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill; and the Senate, asin Committee of | 
the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is there a report accompanying 
that bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. Martin De- 
cember 11, 1903, as follows: 








The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 820) to provide for the construction of a memorial bridge across the Po- 
tomac River from Washington to the Arlington estate property, having con- 
sidered the same, report thereon with a recommendation that 1t pass. 

The bill has the approvalof the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
as will appear by the following letter: 

EXECUTIVE OFFICE, 
COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, December 7, 1903. 

Sir: The Commissioners have the honor to recommend favorable action 
upon Senate bill 820 (58th Cong., Ist sess.), “To provide for the construction | 
of a memorial bridge across the Potomac River from Washington to the Ar- 
lington estate property,” which was referred to them at your instance for 
their examination and report. 

They have for the past three years annually recommended a similar 
proposition to Congress as a memorial to American patriotism. It has been 
recommended by the President of the United States and has the active sup- 
port of patriotic organizations and citizens all over the United States. Dur- 
ing the meeting of the national encampment of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public at Washington, from October 5 to 9, 1902, a fine corner stone for the 
memorial bridge was presented by the Stonecutters’ Union of the District of | 
Columbia and accepted by the Secretary of War upon the recommendation 
of the Grand Army of the Republic. 


Very respectfully, 
ms Henry B. F. MACFARLAND, 
President of the Board of Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 
Hon. J. H. GALLINGER, 
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
United States Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is in the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I do not think we 
ought to provide for the erection of a memorial bridge without 
Congress itself passing on the plans. There has been a great deal 
of criticism about the plans that have heretofore been prepared 
and submitted for this memorial bridge; and this bill proposes to 
put the decision, as I understand it, of the plans for the construc- 
tion of the bridge solely in the hands of the Secretary of War. It 
seems tome that when we are about to enter upon a work, the 
importance of which I think I fully recognize, Congress ought to 
know what kind of a bridge is to be constructed, and not, as the 
years go by, have the whole country feeling that a mistake has 
been made in the character and appearance of the bridge. 

I have every confidence in the present Secretary of War, but 
he is not-an engineer; I have every confidence in the incoming 
Secretary of War, but he is not an engineer, and I, myself, do 
not feel that I can vote for a bill which conclusively appropriates 
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$5.000,000—although only $500,000 is carried in this bill—for a 
bridge, which is to be approved by any one man. 

I think that what ought to be done is to appropriate $500.000 to 
enable the Secretary of War to secure the plans and make report 
to Congress, and then let Congress determine what plans shall be 
selected for the construction of the bridge. If we do not adopt 
such a course, I think we will regret it hereafter. 

Of course I do not intend to go through all the controversy that 
there has been about the plans; but there has been such contro- 
versy about the plans that no bridge has been yet constructed. 
The difficulty about it, as I understand, has been that the plans 
which have been presented have met with such opposition—some 
of them, not all of them—from parties who have experience and 
talent in relation to such matters that it has not been possivle to 
reconcile the different views as to the plans for the bridge. 

I saw one plan, Mr. President, which it was supposed would be 
accepted and the bridge built according to it, and with my little 
knowledge on the subject and from what I cou'd gather by look- 
ing at the picture of it, it seemed to me to be entirely improper. 

I do not know that I desire to say anything more about it. I 
want to vote against this bill. I would vote for a bill which 
directed the Secretary of War to call for plans and gave him 
$500,000 with which to secure those plans and then left to Con- 
gress the determination of the question. 

Now, I suppose it will be said that when the plans come to Con- 
gress there will be a difference of opinion about them. I suppose 
there will be, but, if that be so, I think we had better wait before 
beginning the construction of this bridge until we can get some 
one plan which will receive the acquiescence of a majority of Con- 
gress, to say the least, and the plans being submitted and the re- 
port made to Congress, if a majority of Congress is not ready to 
adopt any of them, then I think it would be worth while to try it 
over again and get some other plans. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to say a word about this meas- 
ure. I made the objection, and I thought the bill would coover. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It is under Rule VIii where 
objection is made that a bill goes over. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I know that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not apply to bills un- 
der Rule IX. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. This bill involves something 
more than the building of a bridge to drive carriages over from 
this side of the river to the Ariinzton estate. It involves the 
whole plan for the beautification of this great capital city of the 
nation, and a plan of bridge ought to be selected with reference 


| to the whole subject of the improvement of the city of Washing- 
. oS 


ton. To have a bridge that would be inharmonious would bea 
thing that we should forever regret. It is for that reason that I 


| think we ought not to put the final determination of what plan 


shall be finally adopted into the hands of any one man or that it 
should be subject to the decision of any one man. 

What more capacity has the Secretary of War to accept a plan 
and to proceed to expend $5,000,000 to construct a bridge accord- 
ing to that plan than has the President of the Senate or, indeed, 
any Senator? 

1 do not know that I desire to say anything more about the bill, 
but what I fear is, that if this bill in its present form is passed, in 
the future we are very likely to regret that Congress ever gave 
into the hands of a single individual the right to say what that 
bridge should be, what its plans should be, and what its appear- 
ance should be. I want to vote against it, and I will call for the 


| yeas and nays, so as to have an opportunity to record my vote. 


Mr.MARTIN. Mr. President, the proposition forthe construc- 
tion of a bridge from Washington to the Arlington estate has been 
before the Senate quite a number of*times in the last few years, 
and the difficulty has always been to agree upon some plan for 
the bridge. No Senator, so far as I know, has ever antagonized 
the purpose of such a bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And I do not now. 

Mr. MARTIN. That is just the point to which I wish to invite 
attention. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, that there may be no mis- 
understanding, if the Senator will permit me 

Mr. MARTIN. Cheerfully. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In addition to the fact that similar bills 
have been before the Senate for quite a mnmber of years the Sena- 
tor will likewise recall the fact that the Senate has passed such 
bills. 

Mr. MARTIN. I wascoming tothat. Whenever snch a bill 
has been before the Senate, I say it has never been antagonized 
by any Senator on this floor; but the trouble it has met has al- 
ways been from those who declare themselves the friends of the 
measure. 

I am not wedded to any particular plan. I want, as other Sena- 
tors do, the very best plan adopted, in order to have this bridge 
one such as will meet the useful purpose contemplated and also 
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such as will make it an ornament and a credit to the national 
capital. I believe every Senator must realize that the two Houses 
of Congress are not so constituted as to enable them to determine 
the technical matters involved in the construction of a great 
brid ge. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. MARTIN. Ido. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator will allow me, I am in thor- 
ough sympathy with the object of the Senator’s measure; but 
there seems to be a great deal of force in the objection made by 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr]. There would seem 
to be some danger in leaving the entire subject to the discretion 
of one officer of the Government. A plan has occurred to me, 
which I desire to suggest to the Senator for his consideration. 
Would it not be better to constitute by the bill a commission, say 
a commission composed of the President pro tempore of the Senate, 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives, the chairman of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia of the Senate, and the 
chairman of the like committee of the House, with the Secretary 
of War in addition? It seems to me there is a commission in 
whose discretion Congress might very well leave this subject. 

Mr. MARTIN. I will ask the Senator from Indiana and the 


Senator from Connecticut if it would meet their views to say | 


‘‘the President of the United States, on the recommendation of 
the Secretary of War.”’ : 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No. 

Mr. MARTIN. A large commission, such as has been sug- 
gested, seems to me not only unnecessary, but rather cumber- 
some, and that it might tend to delay. 

If you want to safeguard this measure you must put the re- 
sponsibility somewhere, and when you put the responsibility on 
the Secretary of War, it is not his judgment alone that the coun- 
try will have. He will have the engineer officers of the Govern- 
ment. He will have the architects and the engineers, who will 
present plans and will argue them before him. Under this bill 
the field is open to the world, and the War Department would 
simply be the judge to pass upon the different plans presented. 
So the talent and skill of the whole country will be availed of. 

But we must have some tribunal to decide between the compet- 
ing plans which will be presented. If Senators do not feel that 
it is best to leave it to the arbitrament of the Secretary of War, 
althongh he will have the assistance of the Staff to aid him, I 
would gladly, if it meets their views, propose to amend the bill 
by saying it shall be left to the President of the United States on 
the recommendation of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Virginia yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. MARTIN. Certainly. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. The recent history of all great and success- 


ful works of this kind has universally been along the line sug- 
gested by my colleague. They have been conducted by a com- 
mission, and I think the suggestion will commend itself to every- 
body. But I suggest this to my colleagué and the Senator from 
Connecticut and the Senator from Virginia: Why would it not 
be most expedient and practicable to authorize the Secretary of 
War to appoint a commission of experts, of which he shall be 
ex officio the chairman? That simplifies the matter. It reduces 
it to a matter of art and engineering, and this is a combined work 
of art and engineering. It pursues—— 
Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President—— 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am merely making a suggestion. I do 


not know whether or not it will meet the views of the Senators. 


It pursues the common course which has been followed in recent 
years in this and every other country where a great work of art 
and of engineering skill has been erected. The idea of a commis- 
sion I think nobody would object to, but I am suggesting whether 
a commission of three or five experts, appointed by the Secretary 
of War, would not be a better commission than to have the com- 
mission suggested by my colleague. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The objection to that is it takes it out of 
the control in any way of Congress. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The commission I propose would leave it 
within the control of Cengress, because the majority of the com- 
mission would be composed of Senators and Representatives. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I was going to suggest one more thing, 
and then I am through. This is merely by way of suggestion. 


And that the plan reported upon by this commission shall be re- | 


ferred to Congress. 
sally been pursued in every great work o 
and art. 

Mr. MARTIN. I feel that the bill is sufficiently safeguarded 


That would be the = which has univer- 
combined engineering 


as it is, but, as I say, I am not wedded to any plan. To meet the 


JANUARY 26, 


views of the Senator, I would be willing to have the plan approved 
by aboard. I really think it should be the President of the United 
States. That would in effect be a board. He would not act 
without consultation with competent people. He would have his 
advisers. But I do not object to a board, or to a board to be 
appointed by the President or the Secretary of War. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not care which one, 

Mr. MARTIN. I would not object—— 

Mr.GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Virginia permit me? 

Mr. MARTIN. I yield to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have heretofore coop- 
erated in the committee and on the floor of the Senate with the 
Senator from Virginia in this matter, as he knows. I have felt 
it incumbent upon Congress at some time to make provision to 
construct this bridge, which will be an ornament to the capital 
city and a credit to the country. 

I rose particularly to suggest to the Senator, inasmuch as there 
is so much difference of opinion, whether it would not be wise to 
let the bill go over and let the members of the committee confer 
with other Senators with a view of reaching an agreement as to 
the form in which this matter shall be puf in the bill. 

I myself quite sympathize, upon reflection, Mr. President, with 
the view that it is rather risky to leave the matterin the hands 
| of one officer of the Government, however accomplished he may 
be, and I think perhaps instead of taking the afternoon in the dis- 
cussion of the bill, if the Senator will agree with me, we might 
pass it over to-day and possibly come in the next time the Calen- 
| dar is reached with an arrangement which will enable us to pass 

the bill speedily. 

Mr. MARTIN. I will act on that suggestion and let the bill be 
passed over to-day, retaining its place on the Calendar. In the 
meantime I will confer with the Senators who have expressed 
their fears about the wisdom of leaving the determination of the 
plan to one man, and I will be very glad to agree with them upon 
some board or commission, which shall be named in the bill or 
the appointment of which shall be authorized in the bill, with 
power to determine the plan. I consent that the bill may go 
over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over 
without prejudice. 

Mr. MARTIN. Without prejudice, retaining its place on the 
Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes. 

Mr. MARTIN subsequently said: Since the bill (S. 820) to pro- 
| vide for the construction of a memorial bridge across the Poto- 
'mac River from Washington to the Arlington estate property 
| was under consideration a few moments ago and cand over, I 
have conferred with the Senators who made some suggestions in 
respect to the bill, and we have agreed upon an amendment 
which I think will be satisfactory to all Senators. I ask that the 
Senate may resume the consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (8S. 820) to provide 
for the construction of a memorial bridge across the Potomac 
River from Washington to the Arlington estate property. 

Mr. MARTIN. I move to amend the bill by inserting in line 
| 8, page 1, after the word “ by,’’ the words ‘‘a board composed 
| of;’’ and to further amend it by inserting in line 9, after the word 

‘* War,”’ the words ‘“‘the President pro tempore of the Senate, 
| the Speaker of the House of Representatives, the chairman of the 
| Committee on the District of Columbia of the Senate, and the 
| Chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia of the 
| House of Representatives.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia 

| offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

| The Secretary. On page 1, line 8, after the words “‘ approved 
by,’’ insert ‘‘a board composed of;’’ and in line 9, after the word 

‘War,’ insert ‘‘the President pro tempore of the Senate, the 

Speaker of the House of Representatives, the chairman of the 

Committee on the District of Columbia of the Senate, and the chair- 
' man of the Committee on the District of Columbia of the House 

of Representatives; ’’ so as to read: 
' The said bridge to be constructed ona plan to be approved by a board com- 
| posed of the Secretary of War, the President pro tempore of the Senate, the 

Speaker of the House of Representatives, the chairman of the Committee on 
| the District of Columbia of the Senate, and the chairman of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia of the House of Representatives, and not to cost 
more than $5,000,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN. At the suggestion of the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, for the sake of better expression, I will offer another slight 
'amendment. I move to strike out the word “have,” in line 4, 
page 1, and to insert in lieu thereof the words “ cause to be.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Virginia will be stated. 

The Secretary. Inline4, page 1, strike out ‘“‘ have” before the 














word “constructed ”’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “‘ cause 
to be;”? so as to read: 

r he Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to cause to 
pm memorial bridge from the most convenient point of the 
Naval Observatory grounds, or adjacent thereto, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
CONSIDERATION OF PENSION AND MILITARY RECORD BILLS. 


Mr. SCOTT. I notice by the Calendar that at 4 o’clock to-day 
nnobjected bills —, from the Military Affairs Committee to 
correct records, and also unobjected pension bills, are to be taken 
up. 1 would ask the Senate to let us go on with that order now. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I think we had better con- 
tinue with the Calendar of General Orders until that time is 
reached. There are other bills here which should be considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
next bill on the Calendar. 


EXTRA PAY TO CERTAIN DEPARTMENTAL EMPLOYEES. 


The bill (S. 1842) to provide for compensation for certain em- 
ployees of the Treasury, War, and Navy Departments was an- 
nounced as the next business in order on the Calendar, and the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 


ation. 
The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims with 
an amendment, to add at the end of the bill the following: 


For executive department, to pay the employees of the executive office, 
$8,914.10; for certain employees in the offices of the Adjutant-General, Pay- 
master-Gene and Chief of Engineers, War Department, $2,137.90, in ac- 
cordance with the recommendation of the Secretary of War, contained in his 
letter of June 9, 1902; and for clerks employed at headquarters of the Marine 
Corps, $1,186.98, in accordance with the recommendation of the commandant 
of said corps and of the Assistant Secretary of the Navy. 


The amendment was agreed to, . 
Mr. ALLISON. I should like to hear the report read, if it is 


not long. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 


The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. Stewart De- 
cember 16, 1908, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1842) to 
vide for compensation for certain employees of the Treasury, War,and Navy 
Departments, having considered the same, make the following report: 

A bill similar to 8. 1842, but including an additional provision for payment 
of employees of the Executive Office ( ite House), passed the Senate at the 
first session of last Congress and was also incorporated by this committee in 
the “ omnibus bill,” so called (“‘ For allowance of certain claims reported by 
the Court of Claims, etc.”’), at last session. Since the passage of the bill by 
the Senate additional recommendations have been made by the War and 
Navy De ents covering certain War Department and Marine Corps em 
ployee, and your committee has added to t: hill provision for these em- 
ployees. 

As this committee’s report, made during the first session of the last Con- 
gress on a similar bill which the Senate, well states the facts in this 
case, your committee adopt the same as their report on the bill under con- 
sideration, with the addition of the recommendations as to the employees of 
the White House and certain War Department and Marine Corps employees, 
and report back 8. 1842 with the following amendment: 

7 — to the provisions of the bill the following (p. 2, line 7, after the word 

cents”): 

“for Executive Department, to pay the employees of the Exec:tive Office, 
$8,914.10; for certain employees in the offices of the Adjutant-General, Pay- 
master-General, and Chief of Bagineers, Wer Department, $2,137.90, in ac- 
cordance with the recommendation of the Secretary of War, contained in 
his letter of June 9, 1902; and for clerks ve at ee range of the Ma- 
rine Corps, $1,186.98, in accordance with the recommendation of the Com- 
mandant of said Corps and of the Assistant Secretary of the Navy.” 

With thisamendment your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


[Senate Report No. 777, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session.] 

_ The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (8. 1694) to pro- 
vide for compensation for certain employeesof the Treasury, War, and Navy 
Departments, having considered the same, submit the following report: 

his bill provides for the compensation of certain employees of the Treas- 
ury, War, and Navy Departments for the extra hours they worked during 
the period of the Spanish war, and is carey ing out the earnest recommenda- 
tions of the Secretaries of the Treasu , War, and Navy a eae, which 
recommendations are printed herewith as an appendix to report. 

An amendment to the general deficiency bill of last session providing for 

compensation for certain employees of the War ent was favor- 
ably reported by your committee at last session and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, but no action was taken by the Senate — it. 

The extra ces rendered by the employees of the three 
mentioned, for which compensation is provided in pee 
described in the recommendation of the Secre of War to Congress dated 
January 11, 1899, which statement alsoapplies to services of the Treasury 
a ie ae eae as con sie Gata veptaned th 

6 con ns crea y the war ren necessary that 
the clerks and other em loyees should work hours, in order to 
ee Lain pn of the mmmense amount of clerical work Gevolved u am the 

tment, and co uen ney have worke as well as by day, 
including Sundays and fe holidays. Withas In ot ehoset ale they = 
sponded to demand made upon them, and labored with industry and 
veal, sacriti ealth, comfort, and personal convenience to the perform- 
ance of duty. Under these circumstances it seems to bea measure of justice 
t these employees should be compensated for the excessive and arduous 
services thus ren@lered.” 
mj present Secretary of War has supplemented this recommendation. 
recommendation is printed in the appendix. 
day's labor for Government employees in the Departments is fixed by 


Poe 
bill, are well | 
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law at seven' hours, to wit, from 9 o'clock a. m. to 4 o'clock p. m. (sec. 7 of act 
approved March 15, 1898). While the strict letter of the law permits the 
head of a Department, <3 ial order, to extend the hours of work for em- 
ployees, your committee evé that the labor, inconvenience, and hardships 
attending such extra work constitute strong equities for extra compensa- 
tee this point the Secretary of War, in his recommendation of January 

: , SAYS: 

“The fact that the law referred to establishes the hours of labor would 
seem to justify the belief that it was not the intention of Congress that the 
prescribed hours should be permanently or indefinitely extended without 
additional compensation, but that the provision was designed to meet any 
sudden or temporary emergency that might arise.” 

The policy of Congress in connection with extra work performed by Gov- 
ernment employees is shown in the following joint resolution, approved Feb- 
ruary 25, 1899, providing for the payment to certain laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics at United States navy-yards and stations of 50 per cent additional 
pay for work paomes in excess of their regular hours. 

** Resolved = Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay 50 per cent additional for all work 
in excess of eight hours per diem performed by laborers, workmen, and me- 
chanics whose compensation is fixed upon a basis of eight hours per diem, 
and who, between March 18, 1898, and October 31, 1898, were employed at any 
United States nav — or naval station, and who worked in excess of eight 
hours per day an ve not already received said additional compensation; 
the amount due each laborer, workman, and mechanic affected by the above 
to be based upon the time records of the several bureaus at the navy-yard or 
naval station where the work was performed.” 

This 50 per cent ay eee to the navy-yard employees was additional pay 
(they having already been paid the regular rates for every extra hour's 
work done), and was for extra work performed during the Spanish war, in 
the same manner as the extra work performed by the employees of the 
Treasury, War, and Navy Departments, for which compensation is now 
asked. 

The following are the regulations of the Secretary of the Navy under 
which extra work is now performed in the navy-yards: 

**(2) The following rules shall be observed for estimating the pay of labor- 
ers, workmen, and mechanics for work performed in excess of eight hours 
per day and for work performed outside of yard hours: 

“(a) For work performed, by reason of extraordinary emergency, in ex- 
cess of eight hours per day, the ordinary rate of pay, with 0 per cent addi- 


tional, shall be allowed. 
id at the rate allowed for day 


“(b) Men employed in relays shall be 
work, whether they work by day or at night. 

“(c) For work performed on Sundays or legal holidays the ordinary rate 
of pay, with 50 per cent additional, shall be allowed. 

“(d) The foregoing provisions relate solely to laborers, workmen, and me- 
chanics whose compensation has been fixed upon a basis of eight hours per 
day, and have no application to employees whose ordinary duties ee 
their presence before or after yard hours, at night, on Sundays, or on legal 
holidays, and whose compensation has been fixed with reference to the irreg- 
ular and unusual character of their employment.” ’ 

The compensation provided for in the bill under consideration is not ata 
greater rate than pay, such as was paid the navy-yard employees and 
recognized by Congress as just and proper for extra work, but is merely pay 
at the regular rates for the extra time during which services were rendered. 

There seems to be no reason or justice in Congress providing by law for 
the payment of one class of Government ea for extra work caused by 
the Spanish war and refusing to pay another c of its employees for extra 
work caused by the same war. , 

The following are the Departments’ estimates of amounts required by 
Treasury, War,and Navy Departments to pay the extra compensation as 





recommended by the heads of said Departments: 

in cenit gpendh Gdbeesadaegateuse paacenenerenanes $8, 176. 02 

SEE 5 dnadid babesd nectennnae equatddanses cavesesccedenses econ 108, 833. 59 

Navy Department.......... eeessdqudnececeseccescos peccccessaacuesacce 2, 447.56 
ET chin cinidinaepnerneneentqnansecred staan enensecnsenversqeue 159, 457.17 


In view of the foregoing facts,and the strong recommendations of the 
Secretaries of the Treasury, War, and Navy Departments, your committee 
believe that the provisions of S. 1694 are just and proper, and therefore report 
the said bill back to the Senate with the recommendation that it pass. 


APPENDIX. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, February 12, 1900. 

Str: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the favorable considera- 
tion of Congress, communications from the Treasurer of the United States, 
the Register of the Treasury, and the chief of the division of loans and cur- 
rency of this office, in regard to obtaining compensation for the employees in 
their respective offices for the extra services rendered by them in connection 
with the issue of the 3 per cent loan of 1898, under the provisions of the act of 
June 13, 1898, said services having been rendered after the hours of 5 p.m. and 
on Sundays and holidays. 

The amount required to be appropriated to meet such extra compensation 
is $8,176.02, as follows: 


Office of Treasurer of the United States.............................. $2,705.59 

Ce I Or ON IIT oo once cceccncccceceensenvacecscecse 2, 489. 75 

Division of loans and currency, office of Secretary................-.. 2, 980. 68 
Respectfully, 


O. L. SPAULDING, Acting Secretary. 
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 11, 1899. 

Str: I have the honor to transmit herewith petitions from civilian em- 
ployees in the offices of the Surgeon-General and the Quartermaster-General 
of the Army, praying that they be granted compensation for the work per- 
formed by them in excess of the regular working hours during the war with 
Spain, said petitions being strongly recommended by the Surgeon-General 
and the Quartermaster-General, as appears from their respective indorse- 
ments thereon. 

These petitions apply to only two of the bureaus, although the statements 
therein presented are applicable alike to other bureaus and offices of this 
Department. 

Section 7 of the 1 lative, executive, and ~—y - re act ap- 
proved March 15, 1898, prescribes the hours of labor for clerks and other em- 
ployees in the Executive Departments, and provides— ; 

“That the heads of the partments mer. by special order, stating the 
reason, further extend the hours of any clerk or employee in their Depart- 
ments, respectively; but in the case of an extension it shall be without addi- 
tional compensation.” 
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The fact that the law referred to establishes the hours of labor would 
seem to justify the belief that it was not the intention of Congress that the 
rescribed hours be permanently or indefinitely extended without addi- 
ionul compensation, but that the provision was designed to meet any sudden 
or temporary emergency that might arise. 
The conditions created by the war with Spain rendered it necessary that 
the clerks and other employees should work regardless of hours, in order to 


the performance of the immense amount of clerical work devolved upon the 
Depart ment, and consequently they have worked by night as well as by day, 
including Sundays and legal holidays. With a Spirit of cheerfulness they 
responded to every demand made upon them and labored with industry and 
zeal, sacrificing health, comfort, te personal convenience to the perform- 
ance of duty. Under these circumstances it seems to be a measure of justice 
that these employees should be compensated for the excessive and arduous 
services thus rendered, and I therefore earnestly recommend that provision 
be made by Congress whereby they may receive just compensation for such 
services during the period from May 1 to December 31, 1898. 
Very respectfully, 
R. A. ALGER, Secretary of War. 


The SPEAKER OF THE HousE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, February 20, 1899. 

Srr: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of the 
Committee on Appropriations, statements showing in detail the number of 
days’ service rendered by the employees of the several bureaus and offices of 
this Papertment in excess of the regular working hours and the amount that 
would be required to pay for such services should Congress decide to make 
provision for that purpose. 

These statements represent an cogest by the employees for compensation 
for their extra work, and in thus submitting the matter to Congress I deem 
it not improper to state that were it an appeal simply to as of liberality, 
for the grant of a gratuity, I should feel inclined to withhold my commenda- 
tion; but believing it to be based upon justice, it commands my recommenda- 
tion to favorable consideration. 

Since the commencement of the war with Spain these employees have 
worked early and late, regardless of hours, including Sundays and holidays, 
with a zeal and fidelity deserving of the highest commendation. The extra 
services thus rendered were by the Government in order to meet the 
demands imposed upon the Department by the conditions of war, the Gov- 
ernment thus becoming the beneficiary. Asa consequence of the severe 
strain thus imposed upon the employees the health of many of them has be- 
come im necessitating expense of medical treatment, while all have 
sacrificed much personal comfort and convenience. 

It therefore seems to be only just that the employees who have rendered 
such faithful and valuable daily services to the Government in excess of the 
regularly established office hours should be compensated therefor, and I ac- 
cordingly earnestly recommend thatan item may be inserted in the pending 
deficiency appropriation bill making an appropriation of the amount neces- 
sary for that purpose. 

Very respectfully, R. A. ALGER, 
Secretary of War. 


The SPEAKER OF THE HouSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, March 1, 1900. 


Sir: I have the honor to forward herewith, for transmission to Congress, 
detailed statement showing the number of days’ service rendered by the em- 
ployees borne upon the regular rollsof the War Department and its bureaus 
and offices in excess of the regular day’s labor of seven hours each, from 
April 21, 1898, to January 31, 1899, and the total amount required to reimburse 
ae for such service should Congress decide to make provision for 

at purpose. 

In submitting this estimate of appropriation it is to state that I 
should not feel inclined to forward the same if it were not believed to bea 
matter of simple justice toaclass of employees who have rendered greai 
service to the vernment. ‘ 

Since the Mey of the war with Spain and up to the present time the 
clerks of the War Department have labored early and late and with a zeal 
and fidelity to the interests of the Government worthy of the highest con- 
sideration. Such established privileges as the customary leave of absence 
usually granted by the heads of the Departments and the periodical respite 
from labor incident to Sundays and legal holidays were quite generally dis- 
pensed with in the effort to meet the immense pressure of business brought 
on by the war. 


Some clerks have died,and the health of many has been impaired in direct | 


consequence, it is thought, of the severe strain incident to the continuons 
and responsible service rendered under trying circumstances and unfavor 
able conditions. The extra duty was ormed by these employees cheer- 
fully and efficiently when greatly needed to meet the demands of war, and ii 
does not seem ———— that the Government should accept the same as a 
gratuity from the employees of the War Department, many of whom are 
poorly paid in comparison with those employed elsewhere in the depart- 
mental service. 

This measure was inaugurated by my ea, a copy of whose letter, 
addressed to at its last session, is herewith inclosed. There are nu- 
merous ents for such action, a list of which is also herewith inclosed, 
and it will prove but an act of justice to faithful public servants, who, in my 
opinion, are fully entitled to the favorable consideration of Congress in this 
r . The measure my favorable consideration and hearty ap- 
proval. 


Very respectfully, 


ELInvU Root, Secretary of War. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, March 28, 1900. 


Srr: In view of the fact that recommendations have been made by the 
honorable the Secretary of the Treasury and the honorable the Secretary of 
War for an appropriation to pay the employees in Departments for 
services rendered in excess of office hours between January 1, 1898, and June 
80, 1899, by reason of the increase of work due to the war with Spain, I have 
the honor to ask, in case these recommendations are favorably considered, 
that the same consideration may be extended to employees of the Navy De- 
partment who have rendered like services. The Bureau of Navigation has 

repared an estimate with reference to enrployees of that Bureau, which I 
oaeen. and I have authorized the other bureaus to furnish estimates also for 
similar transmission. 

It has occurred to me that if this form of remuneration should not meet 
the approval of your committee it would be proper to consider whether or 
not the same plan might be adopted that is sometimes adopted with reference 





to employees in the Senate and House of Representatives; that is, to make an 
SS for paying an extra month's or more months’ salary. 
Jery respectfully, 
Joun D. Lona, Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C, 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, November 25, 1901. 
Str: Replying to your letter of the 8th instant, in which you refer to the 
suggestion made by this Department in its letter to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, House of Representatives, March 28, 1900, relative to compensation 
of employeesin this Department for services rendered in excessof office hours 
between January 1, 1898, and June 30, 1899, and request to be furnished with 
an estimate, for the use of the Committee on Claims, showing the aggregato 
amount required for each bureau to pay one month's extra pay to the em- 
nloyees who may be entitled to extra compensation, I have the honor to in- 
orm you that it is estimated that the following amounts will be required 
under each bureau and office of the Navy Department for the purpose men- 
tioned, viz: 
Office of Secretary of Navy (omitting Secretary and Assistant Sec- 





SI on dicnesenahtnenene>ennageinenueliengeerintietmipoed $3, 402. 02 
I, TEE IIOOMND comiandcacccccoustncdsbbonpemansebetanedee 14. 24 
Bureau of Equipment ............--.. 1, 216. 88 
Bureau of Navigation ........... 2, 865. 98 
Bureau of Ordnance..........-...- — 1, 767. 80 
Bureau of Construction and Repair -....- 7, 988. 40 
a Oe Ot ORG ..... .cconmevessnenns secesetennsbussauadnn - 8,004.32 
nr See Se nas cescusneboudomsesngseeéoceuceses 5, 061. 60 
Bureau of M ST TE a cnitinns Siicndn Gnheineiiipnenaebeneddhin 913. 72 
Office of Judge-Advocate-General -......................-..--<.- pid - 1,039.96 
a ain eermennembinbmieaiamniet 1,318. 80 
Sic cnckcccwonn sceonencsansesssceseneseheceoens 219. 8 
SE cnccnddoepecconeenanstcaccepnasouscccdsunsveseebenns 7, 758. 40 
Sy TE nn nniatpnonnnneanenne cnerebennrnamnasehneminnunn 8, 191. 60 
INLD «cnt cunine eed naegnadninnnniannauhaéhann nation 1, 354. 00 
St rs ID wnicnnsdndeusnonsnecenes coves cqsientibesnieienk 339. 04 

BD sientbindtnmnentiiwennibiticnnneintesndnintnnnniintin cnt 42, 447.56 
Referring to the bill you propose to introduce at the coming session of Con- 


gress, providing for the a= of these extra war-time services of the em- 

loyees of the Treasury, War, and Navy Departments jointly, the following 
is suggested for incorporation therein, in order to make an equitable distri- 
bution: 

All clerks who have been employed during the entire period, January 1, 
1898, to June 30, 1809, shall be allowed one month’s extra pay. Those em- 
ployed for a shorter period shall have one-eighteenth of a month's pay for 
each month or fraction of a month employed during said period. 


Very respectfully, 


Hon. WILLIAM M. STEWART, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


JouN D. Lona, Secretary. 


Warre Hovssg, 
Washington, March 25, 1902. 

My Dear Str: I have the honor to submit the feiowing: 

During the Spanish-American war nearly the full force of employees of the 
Executive Office were occupied on their official duties from 9 o'clock each 
morning until 1 o’clock the following morning, including Sundays. While 
the extra duties necessary during the first year of an Administration are 


| always anticipated and cheerfully performed, it would seem only just that in 


this extraordinary case Congress should make an appropriation in compen- 
sation for the services rendered by the clerical and messenger force in excess 
of the customary ofiice hours. 

Inclosed I send you detailed statements showing that on the basis of the 
actual extra service of each emp!oyee at the same rate per hour as his regu- 
lar salary, from April 21, 1893, to January 31, 1899, $6,353.02 would be sufticien 
to compensate those on the Executive Office rolls, and $2,591.08 additional 
would provide for those detailed here at that time from Departments. The 
total amount necessary would be $8,914.10. 

I therefore earnestly recommend that $8,914.10 be appropriated by the Con- 
gress for this purpose. 

Very truly, yours, Gro. B. Corre.yov, 
Secretary to the President. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS, 
United States Senate. 


DETAILED FORCE, EXECUTIVE OFFICE, DURING THE SPANISH-AMERICAN 
WAR. 


Numbe: of hours’ service rendered in excess of the customary office hours, from 
April 21, 1398, to January 31, 1899, inclusive, with amount required for com- 
pensation, calculated at the rate paid for the regular day service. 





Joseph 8S. Moss, clerk, War Department...) $1,600 | $4.33 | 340 $212.74 
Thomas P. Randolph, clerk, Interior De- e 
‘liam FB yan, clerk, Interior Depart- meone. S sion = 
ili *. Ryan, , Interior Depar 

OU ati dai cer iinnimpe einer gendntcciaipdaintioce 1,600 4.38 540 837.88 

N.P. Webster, clerk, War Department, to 
DF Ban cccccetecserencscocccesccwascoecces= 1,200 8.33 202 96.06 
Richard B. Randolph, clerk, War Depart- 

DD ctiniisnidpatiatnhientnmmmeanittirlintbiiaeetins 1,200 8.33 635 254. 50 
C. E. Ingling, clerk, War Department. _.... 1, 200 3.33 686 826. 67 
E. C. Heasley, clerk, War Department --... 1,200 3.38 553 263. 06 
M. C. Latta,clerk, Interior Department. -- 900 2.50 267 95. 00 
George Marshall, messenger, Metropolitan 
ei nocredure po eueseseros percomoemeseasans 1,080 2.95 850 358. 61 

i ryant, messenger, Treasury - 
Da =t 
‘ ger, Navy 
IIS. kinda cute encapdikatbste vensmetense 660; 183\, 76 187.18 
I St toch cnice debesncesdiatite cendanadltndbaantiatacheediennsiien ee 
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REGULAR FORCE, EXECUTIVE OFFICE, DURING THE SPANISH-AMERICAN WAR. 

Number of hours’ service rendered in excess of the customary office hours, from 
April 21, 1898, to January 31, 1899, inclusive, with amount required for com- 
pensation, calculated at the rate paid for the regular day service. 

















Number| 
Ess. [REACT Amount 
ice. 

3 I, Barnes, executive clerk .............-- $2,200 | $6.11 1,025 | $894.68 
= S, YOUNG, ClOP RK. cccccccconcsccocccccecccs 1,800 5.00 1.116 797.00 
R. Forster RE 4cccadacnsdacaddénscusesonse 1,600 4.38 1,275 797.16 
‘A. 5. LACRERE OTs ncverretnsctnasenonsdaun 1,600 | 4.88 1,275 797.16 
N.P. Webster, clerk, executive office from 

Sale Deis cececentvnnevennesanages onnacdoees 1,600 4.38 1,075 672. 66 
E. W. Smithers, clerk ...........ccecece-nee 1,600 4.38 1,235 766.50 
T. H. Netherland, clerk . ..........0..2- SY 4.38 558 349.14 
T. J. Lightfoot, messenger...........--.---- 1,200 8.33 1,000 472.86 
Arthur Simmons, messenger. .............. 1,200 8.33 1,000 472. 86 
E. 8. Beckley, messenger ............---.--- 1,200 8.33 700 833.00 

DUE ccctinehsstmarrncinnsetonsnneyn [--eeeeo-]osseeee | cde | 6, 353. 02 


WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, June 9, 1902. 
Sir: In connection with Senate bill 1604, Fifty-seventh Congress, first ses- 

sion, entitled “A bill to provide for compensation for certain employees of 
the Treasury, War, and Navy Departments,” who rendered extra service to 
the Government during the war with Spain, which passed the Senate May 16 
ultimo, and is now pending before the Committee on War Claims, House o 
Representatives, I have the honor to request that the total amount to be 
appropriated for the War Department may be increased, in order to provide 
for extra compensation to certain employees who were inadvertently omitted 
from the original estimate, as follows: 





Office of the Adjutant-General................... Pashinswesdmeuaieiebeaaen $31. 65 
Office of the Paymaster-Goneral. ..... 2.2... 2.22. cccee--ccenncccoscnccee 2,097.55 
OGIO OF SEND Gee ie Bee ics nececnncicnn ctccncncsénnsineeseins 8.70 

RD cca eile ekdninnstcthesnres vescge visitas eseccencments 2,137.90 


Very respectfully, 

ELInv Root, Secretary of War. 

Hon. THADDEUS M. Manon, 
Chairman Committee on War Claims, House of Representatives. 


HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES MARINE Corps, 
Washington, D. C., May 17, 1902. 

Srr: It has been brought to my attention that a bill passed the Senate 

pecan (8. 1694) providing one month's extra pay for clerks of the War, 
ory -_ Treasury Departments who worked overtime during the war 
with Spain. 

This bill contains no provision for the benefit of the clerks employed at 
these headquarters, day after day, long after office hours, frequently until 
midnight, during the Spanish-American war, and as their case is equally as 
deserving as those provided for in the above-mentioned bill, it seems but just 
that they should be granted the same extra compensation as the clerks in 
other branches of the Navy Department who performed like duty, and I re- 
spectfully recommend that a request be transmitted by the Department to 
the Committee on Claims of the House of Representatives to have the above- 
mentioned bill so amended when it reaches the House as to provide one 
month's extra pay for the clerks at these headqua.ters who performed extra 
corvies during the war with Spain, whose names and monthly pay are as 

ollows: 


No. 100.] 


F. R. Hanna, chief clerk, commandant’s office...................---.- - $128.40 
J. W. Armstrong, messenger, commandant’s office......-...-.---.--.. 80. 94 
W. W. Trail, chief clerk, quartermaster’s office.............--....---. 128. 40 
H. J. Wylie, clerk, quartermaster’s office..........-.. --...---....2.0s - 124.71 
L. L. Nicholson, chief clerk, adjutant and inspector's office ......... - 128.40 
M. A. Nicholson, clerk, adjutant and inspector's office....-.......-... 124. 71 
J. H. Demeritt, chief clerk, paymaster’s office ............--..-.--.... 138. 34 
H. H. Thompson, clerk, paymaster’s office...............--..-.-..-.-. -» 104.76 
Percy F, Archer, clerk, assistant quartermaster’s office. Washington. 116.66 
Daniel Kirby, clerk, assistant quartermaster’s office, Philadelphia,Pa. 116. 63 


Very respectfully, 
The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


(First indorsement.1 
Navy DEPARTMENT, May 19, 1902. 
Referred to the honorable the Secretary of the Navy with the recom- 
mendation that provision be made in the bill now before Co 
benefit of the clerks employed at the marine headquarters. 
CHaAs. H. DARLING, Assistant Secretary. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I have no objection to the 
bill, but I wish to ask the Senators who reported it and who are 
responsible for it if this is a correct statement of the whole thing: 
Certain clerks and employees of the Government, whose regular 
period of work is embraced within the arduous hours of 9 to 4, 
during a war that the country was engaged in, worked something 
overtime, and this bill is for the purpose of paying them extra 
eae overtime, beyond those hours—9 to 4—during war. 
8 that i 


Mr. STEWART. That is it. 


CHARLES Heywoop, 
Brigadier-General, Commandant, 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, this is a bill to pay employees | 


who were asked to volunteer and render extra services. They 
were not forced to do it, but they were told that the Depart- 
ment 8 were behind in their work. The heads of the several De- 
parcnents asked these volunteers if they would work from 9 to 
5 in the day and return at 7 and work till 10 in the evening. 
These employees worked in this way for months, including many 
of them Sundays and holidays. This is to pay them not 50 per cent 


ee 


ngress for the | 


extra, as has been provided in some cases—the Navy Department, 
for instance, as to its employees at times—but is to pay them the 
same price per hour for the extra that they were paid during the 
regular hours of the day. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, this bill is certainly a very deserv- 
ing measure. At the time of the Spanish-American war it be- 
came my duty, as Commissioner of Internal Revenue, to put into 
effect a law of Congress within sixteen days in order that the 
people all over this great country might have stamps to carry on 
business legally. In order to do that I had to ask for volunteers 
in that department, and many of them worked twenty hours a 
day, especially those who were engaged in sending out by express 
packages of stamps. They worked onSundays. They workedon 
the Fourth of July. They were willing workers. If it had not 
been for those people the business of this country would have 
come toa standstill, because it would have been impossible to get 
the stamps out in time to transact the business of the country. 
There ought not to be a word of objection to the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ought not the title to be amended. as the 
executive department is included by the amendment which has 
been agreed to? I suggest the addition of the words ‘‘and for 
other purposes.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title will be amended as 
suggested by the Senator from New Hampsbire. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to provide for com- 
pensation for certain employees of the Treasury, War, and Navy 

Departments, and for other purposes.”’ 
| Mr. GALLINGER. That will do. 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN DESERT-LAND ENTRYMEN, 


The bill (S. 147) for the relief of persons who made the first 
payment for desert lands under the act of March 3, 1877, but who 
were unable to perfect entry thereof, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr, 
CLARK of Wyoming December 16, 1903, which is as follows: 


The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 147) for 
the relief of persons who made the first payment for desert lands under the 
act of March 3, 1877, but who were unable to perfect entry thereof, having 
had the same under consideration, beg leave to report it back with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 

A similar bill was introduced in the first session of the Fifty-seventh Con- 
gress. It passed the Senate, but failed inthe House. The fx owing report 
was made on a bill, identical with the present measure, introduced in the 

| Fifty-sixth Congress. It is adopted as the report of the committee. 


[Senate Report No. 1206, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session. ] 


If this bill shall pass and become a law, the loss and gain account between 
the Government on the one side and the entryman on the other would stand 
about as follows: . 

1. The Government loses nothing whatever. It simply pays back some of 
the money it received several years ago, without interest on the same, for 
which it gave no thing or value whatever. 

2. The Government gains (a) me use of this money since paid in up to the 
time of pro repayment; (6) a cancellation against each entryman of his 
desert-entry right, in that the entryman can not again enter desert lands. 

As to the settler, it is different. losses are: 

1. His desert-entry right has been exhausted. : 

2. He will have lost the use of his money during the intervening 

8. And a point of much more ye he will have lost all 

expended in improvements upon the 
buildings, etc., use the land has reverted to the Government. 
The pro’ measure restores some of the losses of the settler by re- 
| turning to him a = of the gains of the Government; but even after this 
| measure of partial justice the advantages are still with the Government as 
| against the en an. 


ears. 
‘ é e money 
forfeited land, such as ditches, fences, 


In many of the Western States and Territories there were vast areas of 
public lands which in their natural condition were arid and unproductive 
and to which the preemption, homestead, and other existin 
so inapplicable that no effort was e to acquire title tothem under these 
laws. It was known that portions of these lands | nga sa a rich soil, and if 
subject to artificial irrigation would become highly productive. 

san inducement to their reclamation the act of March 3, 1877, was passed, 
whereby it was provided that any citizen of the United States, or person who 
had d red his intention to become such, could, upon payment of 25 cents 


land laws were 








p r 2, ile a declaration under oath with the register and receiver of the 
occl land office, announcing his intention to reclaim a stated tract of desert 
land not exceeding one section, by conducting water upon the same, and that 


| at any time within three years thereafter, upon making satisfactory _— of 
the reclamation of the tract,and upon the payment of the additional sum of 
$1 per acre, the claimant could obtain a patent for the land. This act was by 
its terms made applicable to ‘‘all lands, exclusive of timber landsand mineral 
lands, which will not, without irrigation, produce some agricultural crop.” 
The circular of instructions issued by the General Land Office March 12, 
1877 (4 Copp’s L. O., 22), clearly recognized the assignability of desert-land 
claims. By those instructions local land officers were directed to issue a 
certificate to desert declarants, in which it was certified ‘that if within 
three years from the date hereof the said , or his assignee or legal 
| representatives, shall satisfactorily prove that the said land has been ree 
claimed by carrying water thereon, and shall pay to the receiver the addi- 
tional sum of $1 per acre for the land above described, he or they shall be en- 
titled to receive a —— therefor under the provisions of the said act.” 
Acting under these instructions assignments of desert-land claims were 
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sustained by the General Land Office, and this practice was continued until 
about April 15, 1880, when the Secretary of the Interior, in the case of 8. W. 
Downey (vol. 7, C. e.. O., p. 26), held that desert-land claims were not assign- 
able, and that purchasers thereof secured no right or title thereto. 

On account of the former rulings, however, assignments of desert-land 
claims, where made prior to April 15, 1880, were recognized, subject to the 
qualification that,whether by original claim or by assignment, one could only 
acquire title to 640 acres under the desert act. (Peter French et al., 5 L. D., 
19; Henry W. Fuss, ibid., 167; Riggan v. Riley, ibid., 595.) Thus,if the assignee 
had exercised his right to an original desert claim he was not permitted to 
take anything under an assignment of another, even though that was not 
the rule when the assignment was made; and if he held an original claim of 
his own making, and had secured another by assignment, he was necessarily 
compelled to Cloct which claim he would perfect title under and to forego 
the other, although that was not the rule when his original claim was made 
or when he secured the other by assignment. 

Congress has since, in the act of March 3, 1891 (26 Stat., 1095), expressly au- 
thorized assignments of desert claims, but this gives no relief against the 
prior cancellation of such claims. 

In Webster v. Luther (163 U. S., 331) and Beley v. Naphtaly (169 U. S., 353) 
it is held by the Supreme Court that assignments are valid where the act 
granting a right of entry contains no restriction againstassignment, and this 
notwithstanding prior rulings of the Land Department to thecontrary. The 
desert act of March 3, 1877, contained no restriction against assignment, and 
had the decisions of the Supreme Court just referred to been made before 
the passage of the act of March 3, 1877, doubtless the Department would have 
recognized such assignments, as under the court’s decisions it now seems it 
ought to have done. 

‘he rulings of the Land Department as to what were desert lands within 
the meaning of the act of March 3, 1877, were not uniform. By said circular 
of March 12, 1877, the proof upon this point was to be made to the satisfaction 
of the registers and receivers, and the proof accompanying many declaratory 
statements wasaccepted as satisfactory by these officers and the filing allowed 
by them upon the first payment being made, and aft®rwards the claims can- 
celed because the land filed upon produced a small but natural growth of 
grass or because of a small but natural growth of trees upon some minor 
portion thereof, and this even though the grass or trees were of no appre- 
ciable value. 

A growth of mesquite, which is recognized to be of as little value and use 
as sagebrush, was fora long time held by the Land Department to be tim- 
ber, and therefore to except the land from the operation of this act, while 
subsequent decisions of the courts in several Western States and Territories 
hold that mesquite can not be recognized as timber, and this is now the 
ruling of the Land Office. 

The departmental rulings permitted a small amount of nonirrigable land 
to be included in a desert claim where the topography of the country was 
such that the land susceptible of irrigation could not be taken, including 
some which was nonirrigable, but the application of this rule varied widely 
from time to time, and the presence of the same amount of nonirrigable 
land was held permissible in some instances and not permissible in others, 
the claims being canceled in the latter. 

The rulings with respect to compactness of. the land included in a desert 
claim were shifting and contradictory, as clearly appears in the cases of Wil- 
liam Thompson (8 L. D., 104) and J. H. Christensen (9 L. D., 202). Claims 
which were in full conformity with the rulings existing when the claims were 


initiated were subsequently canceled because not in conformity with later | 


and changed rulings. 

In many localities in the arid States there was an abundance of land with 
good soil but scarcity of water, and in the effort, under this statute, to re- 
claim and make productive and valuable lands which otherwise were alto- 
= unproductive and without value, more land was filed upon than could 

reclaimed and irrigated with the available water supply. Theresult was 
that those who originally held or who afterwards obtained the prior water 
rights were able to perfect their desert claims and others were unablé to per- 
fect theirs. In some instances the project for conducting water to the land 
from remote places proved more difficultand expensive than at first contem- 
plated, and had to be abandoned. In given localities the presence of alkali 
or of too much sand in the soil prevented successful reclamation and cultiva- 
tion, necessitating abandonment of the claim. 

In all these cases, however, the claimant was required to make, and did 
make, the first payment—ordinarily 25 cents per acre, but within the pri- 
mary limitsofa railroad land grant 50cents per acre; andin those cases where 
the claim was subsequently canceled under the rulings or circumstances re- 
ferred to, the Government still retains the land and also holds the first pay- 
ment thereon. 

This recitation of these changing and conflicting rulings of the Land De- 
partment is not intended as a reflection upon the officers of that department, 
upon whom devolved the difficult task of administering the act of March 3, 
1877, which was altogether unlike any precede land law and the rational 
application of which could only be developed and ascertained by long anpest- 
ence and observation in its practical administration. Such recitation, how- 
ever, Goes show that the correct method of administering and applying the 
act was learned at great cost to the claimants thereunder, and that the errors 
and imperfections in its earlier administration fell heavily upon them. 

Your committee believe that in all cases where the desert-land claimant 
failed to obtain title to the land, from whatever cause it may have happened, 
if not from his own fraudulent or unlawful act, the first Pa should be 
repaid to him, his heirs or assigns. The Government itself has lost nothing, 
and it can not in equity and justice retain this money for which the claimant, 
without fault upon his part, has received no benefit. 

There is no occasion to extend the provisions of the bill to desert claims 
under the act of 1891, because (1) since that actassignments have been recog- 
nized in conformity with its express direction, and (2) before the time of 
that enactment the rulings of the Land Department as to what is desert land, 
as to including small areas of nonirrigable land, as to compactness of the 
claim, and other matters had become uniform and were set forth in circulars 
and regulations so that claimants and subordinate land officers were given 
such full information as to render impossible the mistakes incident to the 
administration of the earlier act. 


Mr. BERRY. The Secretary read “Committee on Public 
Lands.’ The bill came from the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WARREN. No. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No. 

Mr. WARREN. Thatisa misprint. It comes from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BERRY. It is on the Calendar as coming from the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator has the wrong report. 





Mr. BERRY. That is what it says. 

Mr. WARREN. But it was considered and reported by the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Indiana is mistaken. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Indiana is not mistaken 
as to the Calendar and as to the report before him; and if the 
Senator from Arkansas has before him a report which refers 
to another bill—— 

Mr. LODGE (to Mr. Beverimper). It is on the Calendar as 
coming from the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BERRY. It is Order of Business 121—a bill (S. 147) for 
the relief of persons who made the first payment for desert lands 
under the act of March 3, 1877, but who were unable to perfect 
entry thereof. [December 16, 1903.—Mr. CLark of Wyoming, 
Committee on Claims, without amendment. (Report No. 120.) | 

Mr. WARREN. Butthe report itself states that it comes from 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BERRY. Ah! But I was talking about what the Calen- 
dar stated. : 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the report. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator who reported the bill is not in 
ve Chamber. I think perhaps it had better go over until he re- 

urns. 

Mr. WARREN. Of course an objection will take the bill over. 
I will say, however, that there is no necessity to wait for infor- 
mation from the Senator who reported it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator mean by that that we can 
have the report read? 

Mr. WARREN. The report can be read. 

Mr. SPOONER. But that is not always satisfactory. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I do not wish to explain the 
bill at length if the Senator from Wisconsin desires to hear from 
the Senator who reported it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no. 

Mr. WARREN. If theSenator will permit me, I will state that 
the bill is merely to refund to the entryman the 25 cents per 
acre he paid on his land when making the entry, where he was 
not able to prove up because of circumstances through no fault of 
his and beyond his control, and generally because of the change 
in the regulations of the Interior Department, which required a 
different proof at the end of the prescribed three years than was 
required when he entered the land. 

he bill proposes only to restore the 25 cents the Government 
got. It does not restore his rights toa desert entry which have 
been forfeited through his firstentry. It does not reimburse him 
for the money which he has expended in reclaiming or attempting 
to reclaim the land. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to ask the Senator a question. Has 
the bill been referred to the Interior Department? 

Mr. WARREN. I will say to the Senator that I have not the 
report before me; but as I recall it, it was referred some years ago, 
when it was first sent here. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, 
ming a question? 

Mr. WARREN. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. How much money does the Sen- 
ator suppose is involved in the bill? 

Mr. WARREN. If all the amounts that were originally paid 
in were claimed under the bill, it would probably amount to less 
or more than $1,000,000, but it is estimated that with the safe- 
guards in this bill and under the ordinary course it will not reac: 
beyond a quarter of a million dollars. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator explain to me. 
as I am not familiar with these land laws—unless I am trespass- 


May I ask the Senator from W yo- 


| ing upon the Senator from Wisconsin—— 


Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator from Wyoming 


| explain what the bill means in this language: 


But an assignment of the desert-land claim, or an error on the part of thc 
| original claimant in filing upon land not subject to desert entry, shall not 
defeat such repayment. 


What about his assignment? 





Mr. WARREN. At what line is the Senator reading? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Beginning on the fifth line of the 
second page. If he has assigned his claim, who is to get the pay— 
the original entryman or the assignee? 

__ Mr. WARREN, If assigned under the original act as provided 

| by law, it would be to the assignee; but if the Senator will read 

| further in the bill he will find, on page 11, that speculative assign- 
ments are prohibited. 

| Mr. SPOONER. Upon what theory, I should like to ask the 
Senator, could the assignee be paid for the land? 

| Mr. WARREN. The original desert-land act provided that 

‘an entry could be made and assigned, and the assignee could take 


Mr. WARREN. No; the Calendar does state thatitcame from it up and carry on the improvements and make the expenditure 


the Committee on Claims, 


and receive title, where for any reason after making the origin«l 
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entry the settler desired to assign it to another and have him | without interest when the other man, the entry man, has lost his 

carry out the law. Then virtually it belongs to the assignee. right, and forever lost it, for that matter, to enter the land, and 

Mr. SPOONER. Without indicating thereby any opposition to | he has lost his time and money spent in reclamation. Though he 
the bill, I think it had better go over. : | may be an assignee, if in good faith he has gone on and expended 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will have to be done by | the money and reimbursed the other man it matie’s not. The 
unanimous consent. Asingle objection does not lie to bills under | bill provides against t2e matier of fraud in assigninents. 

Rule IX. | Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Wyoming said that the bill 
Mr. SPOONER. I will not object, then. | provided that it should be paid where it was done without fault. 
Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I was not present in the Com- | That is not the language of the bill. If the Senator will read it, 

mittee on Public Lands when this bill was considered nor did I | he will find it says: 

know that it had been reported. I thought the Calendar stated | Where such person was unable from any cause, other than his own fraudu- 

that it had come from the Committee on Claims. ; | lentor unlawful act. 

I remember something of the bill being before the Committee And it provides that in any case where he failed to make the 
on Public Lands, however, several years ago. The desert-land | improvement within the time his money is to be repaid to him. 
act provided that entryman should pay 25 cents on the dollar at | That is the provision of the bill; ands it will be construed that 
the time he made the entry. He was required thereafter to make | there must have been some fraud upon his part, or otherwise the 
certain improvements from time to time and to pay an additional | money will be paid. 
amount. | Now, in regard to what the Senator from Wyoming says about 

The truth of the matter is that there were a great many of these | the Interior Department making unlawful orders, holding men 
entries made, and the parties who made the entries sold them to | up, ete.—— 
other individuals. They changed hands. There never was an Mr. WARREN. I did not say that the Department made un- 
effort to comply with the law in numerous cases. It seems tome | lawful orders. 
that when the man who took the land paid the 25 cents and took Mr. BERRY. The Senator said by reason of contradictory 
his chance on proving it up, it is rather unreasonable after all | rulings. 
these years, in the change of ownership so often, that he should Mr. WARREN. I did not say contradictory rulings. I said 
come now and ask the Government to repay what it was well un- | by changing orders from time to time. 
derstood at the time the entry was made that he would forfeit. Mr. BERRY. I wish to say that in my judgment there have 
It is well known—— been millions of acres of the public lands secured under the law 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— by the fraudulent acts of persons who procured men to go upon the 

Mr. BERRY. In just one moment. It is well known that in | land under these various acts by a previous arrangement, furnish- 
hundreds of cases in desert-land entries the parties made a pre- | ing them the money, and where they violated these laws in order 
tense of setting out a few trees. There was an utter failure to | to get the holding of thousands of acres of land into the hands of 
comply with the intent and spirit of the law in hundreds of cases, | a few individuals or wealthy corporations. Now, that is what I 
and thereby the attempt was made to acquire title fraudulently. | ‘think about the operation of the western land laws. 

Where men made those entries and sold to different parties, now Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator pardon me? I wish to 

to undertake to say that the assignee should come and get money | ask a question for my own information. The Senator seems to 

back it seems to me is not good legislation. Ido not think the be familiar with the subject. Thereafter the people who entered 





bill ought to pass. ; upon the land really for some other person made assignments to 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— the gentlemen for whom they had entered the land? 


Mr. WARREN. If the Senator will permit me, I wish to say Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 
right here that the bill has been reported favorably every time it Mr. BEVERIDGE. So these assignees would under this bill 
has been introduced, and for some four Congresses from the Com- | be entitled tothe payment? 
mittee on Public Lands. | Mr. BERRY. Yes; under the bill. 

The Senator from Arkansas is mistaken in the position he takes,| Mr. BEVERIDGE. Iam asking for information. 
because this bill seeks to cover the point where there has been no | Mr. BERRY. That is what the bill, I understand, proposes, 
faulc or fraud on the part of the entrymen. I live in the semi- | that payment shall be made to the assignees of the parties who paid 
arid region where the law has been in effect. I have lived there | the 25 centsanacre. They sold out to the others, and the propo- 
ever since the passage of the law. While it is true the law may | sition now is to pay back to them where they failed to comply for 
have been abused in some cases and there thay have been evasions, | any cause with the law unless it was a case of fraud. That is the 
yet the great growth of that country is due to it, the great growth | broad proposition, and it covers thousands of acres of land in the 
of Utah and Colorado, not so particularly Colorado, perhaps, | Western States. 


because she had a good growth before the law was made applica-| __I have this idea about it, Mr. President, that when the law said 
ble to that State. But take Wyoming, Utah, and other States. if the party who entered did not comply with the subsequent re- 
Wyoming almost owes its very existence to this law. quirements he should lose his 25 cents. It was a contract between 


During one time in the Government of the United States there | him and the Government and he has no right to come back here 
seemed to be an idea on the part of men in high places that every | complaining and asking to have his money paid back, and this 
man was a thief until he proved himself innocent, and that every | applies doubly to the asignee rather than to the original entry- 
man who wanted a piece of public land was necessarily a thief. | man. That is my objection to it. 

Consequently there were regulations adopted and changes made, Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Arkansas is 
from time to time, which made it almost impossible to prove up | not as familiar with the practical workings of the law as some of 
on any land, There were years there when very few acres were | the restof us. I know very well that there have been a great 
proved up. For instance, when I would take a piece of land to- | many entries made, and made under the first provision of the law, 
day I would have to make certain affidavits as to its reclamation | not so much for the direct benefit of the party making it as of 
and as to water. I would go on and take up the water and reclaim _ some other parties, but in those cases this measure does not touch 
my land, and at the end of three years there would bea newregu- | them. If the individual who felt he could not himself complete 
lation, perhaps, which required that I should show the ownership | the provisions of the law, and so secure 320 acres, or more than that, 
of stock in some organization or corporation that owned water, | I think, originally, turnedit over to somebody else, almost invari- 
and I must show that the water is unfailing and so on; in fact, | ably in that case it went to those who were able tocomply with the 
different regulations than prevailed during the earlier period. | law, and they became owners of the land. If he did assign it to 
When I submit my proof as to the ownership of the water doubt | somebody who did not get the land, the Government still has 
appears on the part of the land officers as to proof, under the new | the land and the Government has the 25 cents an acre. 

regulations, of my ownership, and my entry is canceled. The| Some years ago in one of the counties of Colorado a very ex- 
Government has not only received my 25 cents, but one, two, | tended ditch concern was advertised, said to be able to furnish 
three, four, or five dollars an acre that I have expended upon the | water for a large area of country. <A great number of settlers 
land toward reclamation. went in there supposing that they would be able to secure water for 

Now, the proposition is not to reimburse men who have not tried | their claims. They entered upon the land, paid the quarter of a 
to move upon their land, because it is specifically stated in the | dollar an acre, and complied with the law in putting on the neces- 
bill, as the Senator from Arkansas will see if he will read it, that sary improvements. When the time came they found that the 
it does not propose to pay for fraudulent or unlawful entries, but | ditch company had failed and was utterly incapable of furnish- 
it merely Fropests to pay a little pittance the Government has | ing them any water, which they had, as I said, expected to buy, 
received of 25 cents per acre to the man who has paid that and | and so ina large section of the country the people had to aban- 
lost his time and lost his money in improving the land, and has | don their land. In that case it seems to me that there ought not 
lost his eae as well, which this bill does not propose reimburs- | to be any great objection made to the Government paying back 
ing him for, the small amount, say $80, that was taken from a settler. 

Un seems to me that it is an exceedingly small matter for the Mr. President, $80 is not very much to some of the Senators in 

nited States to refund only the principal alone that it has taken ! thisChamber, but it means a great deal sometimes toa settler. I 
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think these little returns should be made of money that the Gov- 
ernment has received and has rendered nothing for whatever and 
has had the use of long enough to compensate at least for some 
little annoyance aboutthe law. If Senators had seen the country 
settled as I have seen it settled, and if they knew what it cost to 
settle the country, they would not be quite so tenacious, or quite 
so severe, or quite so condemnatory of the settler. 

Mr. President, if any settler has failed to comply with thelaw, 
he has failed to comply from inability to do so. He has not filed 
on a piece of land and then abandoned it after paying his 25 cents 


if he had the power to goon and complete under the law the entry | 


he hoped to make. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to s2y a word about the law. In 
1878, when the law was first passed, [ was a member of this body. 
At that time in Colorado we did not need the law. Our streams 
were easily diverted, and I objected to its application to the State 
of Colorado, fearing that people who desired large land holdings 
would get together and take a great deal of land they ought not 
to have. It was not until 1882 or later, perhaps, when on reor- 
ganizing the law somewhat, Colorado was put in. I knowthat in 
Wyoming, in Utah, in Idaho, and in Colorado since the law went 
into effect it has been a valuable method by which men have been 
enabled to get land. 

Mr. WARREN. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. Does he not understand that it was the inten- 
tion of the law to provide for reasonable assignments where men 
were not able to comply with its terms? 

Mr. TELLER. 
not allow a man to make an assignment if he found himself in- 
capable of going on and completing the entry. The Government 
was after two things. The primary thing the Government had 
in view when it passed the law was to get the arid land settled. 


That was the primary purpose, and any man who settled under 


the arid-land law paid for it all that it was worth, and often many 
more times than it was worth. Communities would combine to 
build a ditch. They would figure that it would cost two or three 
or five dollars an acre, and when they got through it would cost 
very often at least three or four times that amount. 

Now, I wish to say a word or two about the execution of the 
law. After a while, say for the next four years after 1885, there 
was an exceedingly harsh execution of the law. They were re- 
quired to put water practically upon every acre of the 160 or 320 
acres, whichever they had taken. 


trouble with the parties, and many of them were compelled to 
abandon their land or get it under some other system after they 
had paid this money. 

Now, Mr. President, the gist of the whole thing is this. It is 
seen in this onething. The Government of the United States has 
still got the title to the land or has sold it to somebody else. 
They have got the money of the settler, for which he got nothing 
from the Government in return. The amount, I understand, is 
not large, but it will be of benefit to some of those people, and I 
think with the generosity of the Government in very many other 
directions nobody ought to complain of this little moiety that is 
going to the settler who has failed to make good his title when 
the Government has suffered nothing by his failure. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I do not myself become restive 
at all under the strictures of the Senator from Colorado that there 
is something akin to stinginess in the spirit of inquiry which has 
for a few moments obstructed the ordinarily easy passage of such 
measures through the Senate. I beg the Senator to remember, 
and I know he does remember, that we are a little more apt to be 
too easy than too strict. We are not here expending our own 
money for the purpose of indulging in our own generous impulses, 
and there is no one here who does not want to deal justly, I take 
it, by the settlers on the western lands, and all of them. 


It would be an exceedingly harsh law that did | 


If they found that one end of | 
the claim was too high for water of the neighborhood there was | 


man who has made a homestead entry in good faith and paid 
land-office fees, who has been obliged for some reason not at all 
his fault, involving no fraud, to abandon it, should be refunded 
the money which he paid, or it should be given to his heirs, upon 
the theory which underlies this bill. Whynot? The Government 
either would still own the land or it would have disposed of it 
under the laws of the United States to some one else. 

There has been a great underlying governmental policy as to 
| the disposition of all the lands of the Government, differing as 
| the character of the lands differ. In this instance the law was 
intended to apply to waste places in the country to bring about 
settlement. So were the homestead laws intended to furnish 
homes to the people, to take people out of the crowded cities, to 

increase taxable values. 

I can see no reason for this legislation. These men knew when 
they made this contract just what they would be called upon to 
do under the law. The man who made a homestead entry new 
under the law just what his contract was, just what he was obliged 
to do. 

Mr. President, there is pending in this body a bill for the relief 
of some homestead settlers in the northern part of Wisconsin, 
and, joined with that, a bill for the relief of homestead settlers 
in the wagon-road grant inOregon. Those men went upon those 
lands many years ago by authority of the Government. They 
had been railroad lands. On contest, first by the General Land 

| Office and then the Secretary of the Interior, it was held that 
| they were part of the public domain and these men were invited 
to go upon them. They occupied the land for years; they felled 
the forests; they cultivated the lands; they fought the vast forest 
fires, in which some of them, in the endeavor to protect their log 
cabins, their improvements, and their families, lost their lives. 

Later the Supreme Court of the United States decided that the 
Interior Department was wrong, that the land belonged to the 
railway company, and that those settlers had no title. Do you 
suppose it would be possible to make up to those people their loss 
in time, in toil, in hope, in improvements? The full measure of 
justice thus far to receive legislative sanction from either House 
has been to give those people the right to select an equal amount 
of public lands elsewhere in the United States; and coupled with 
that was a provision that, although they had lived five years 
upon the lands of which they were deprived, they must live one 
year on newly selected lands before they could receive a patent; 
that is, the widows and their children should go out on the fron- 
tier. go on uncultivated lands without capital, and live upon them 
for a year—must make bricks without straw—before they could 
have any relief at all under the law. 

The hardships which come to settlers upon the public lands are 
not limited to those people who have settled under the desert-land 
law. They are not limited to the arid region of the United States 
by any means. There are innumerable cases of the kind in all 
the public-land States of the United States. Now, if this princi- 
ple is to be adopted, if it is right, let us adopt it, but it is so mag- 
nificent in its proportions that we ought not to adopt it in a hap- 
hazard way, without most thorough deliberation and examination. 
and without the advice or report of the Land Department. I 
ask my friend from Colorado | Mr. TELLER] if I am wrong about 
that? 

Mr. TELLER. I will tell you in a moment. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will you not tell me now? 

Mr. TELLER. I would rather not interrupt the Senator until 
he gets note 

Mr. SPOONER. All right. Ican not myself quite see—per- 
haps the Senator may be able to explain it—why the homestead- 
ers over the country who have entered upon lands, who have 
built their modest structures—the origin of improvements al- 
ways upon the public lands—who have cultivated their little 
patches, felled forests, made fences, and all that, and then been 
obliged through some misfortune—perhaps a forest fire or per- 





But the Senator contends for a principle, and there is a prin- | haps illness, anything other than frand—to abandon them, leav- 


ciple underlying this bill which, when the power of precedent in 
a legislative way is remembered, is of very great consequence to 
the people of the United States. If,on a thorough investigation, 
justice by the Government to its citizens demands the payment 
of this money, it ought to be paid, and more should be paid if 
justice demands the payment of more. 

But I want to say, in the first place, that I dislike to see a re- 
port upon a bill of this kind relating to the public lands come to 
the Senate with some evidence accompanying it that the measure 
has been referred to the appropriate Department of the Govern- 
ment, the Department char with the execution of the land 
laws of the United States, for its examination and report as to 
the facts and as to the justice of the claims. If all the men in 
this country who expend money under contracts with the Gov- 
ernment for land which afterwards they for one reason or an- 
other, not fraudulent, abandon are to be reimbursed, this is a 
bagatelle, a trifle utterly; it would bankrupt the country. Every 


ing the land to the Government, leaving the improvements to 
| the Government, to be sold to somebody else—I can not for the 
| life of me see why the fees paid at the land office by that army of 
| men should not be reimbursed if the fees paid in these cases are 
to be reimbursed. I thinkI shall therefore move, without the 
| slightest hostility to settlers—for I have none—to recommit this 
| bill, unless the Senator from Colorado convinces me that I am 
| wrong, to the committee from which it came, expressing the hope 
that it will be referred to the Interior Department for investiga- 
tion and report. 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 
Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator from Colorado kindly yield 
to me, as the Senator from Wisconsin has asked me a question? 
Mr. TELLER. I will yield to the Senator from Wyoming. 
Mr. WARREN. The Senator from Wisconsin speaks of that 
very deserving class who were wronged by reason of their settle- 
ment upon railroad lands; but I think he stated—at least, I so 
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understood him—that some measure of restitution had been 


offered by the Government. Am I right about that? 

Mr. SPOONER. I stated that it was pending. I do not know 
what the Government will do about it, but it is a mere trifling 

stitution. 

e Mr. WARREN. As this is, Mr. President. Here is a case 
where the land remains with the Government, where the land 
that has been paid for remains with the Government and the 
man’s right to enter further land has been canceled, and the 
money that he has expended upon the homestead has all been 
lost. Now the Senator would refuse such a man the meager sum 
of 25 cents in part restitution for the land. I want to ask a ques- 
tion, and it is this—— ; 

Mr. SPOONER. I will answer the question, and then I want 
to ask the Senator a oo. 

Mr. WARREN. e rulings of the Land Department at one 
time were that the growth known as mesquite was not timber, 
and that the entry could be entertained under the desert-land law 
of such mesquite lands. Later on the department ruled—and 
that ruling stood for several years—that those lands were not 
susceptible of that class of entry, but were timber lands and not 
desert lands. Consequently, those who had entered upon mes- 

uite lands in good faith were unable to prove up, and they lost 
their land. Still later the department again returned to its old 
ruling, and made a ruling that the mesquite lands were not tim- 
ber lands at all. Does the Senator think that the ies who 
made entries in good faith mg mesquite lands ought to be charged 
with fraud? Does he think the contract of the Government is 
one in which the ent is at fault in a case like that? 

Mr. SPOONER, I have not said anything about land entries 
by fraud. 

Mr. WARREN. Iam speaking of a contract that was made 
by the Government with the consent of the entryman. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator, then, refers to a case where 
some one has attempted to obtain a patent for land which he has 
taken, which was not open to entry under the act? 

Mr. WARREN. Notatall. He entered upon the land, paid 
the 25 cents per acre, and spent one, two, or three years upon that | 
land. He then was confronted with the changein ruling that had 
been made by the Interior Department, and consequently was un- 
able to prove up his land. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is the bill confined to those cases? 

Mr. WARREN. The bill is virtually confined to them; but I 
do not think it should be confined to them. 

. Mr. SPOONER. I should now like to ask the Senator a ques- 
on. 

Mr. WARREN. Very well. 

Mr. SPOONER, What is the real difference in principle be- 
twoen the class of cases which is covered by this bill—at least one | 
class of cases covered by this bill—and the case of persons whoin | 
good faith entered homesteads on railroad lands? In the case of | 


@ ian who enters upon a homestead in good faith, pays the land- 
office fees, moves upon it with his family, if he has a family, or 
lives alone upon it, if he has no family, and makes the requisite im- 
rovements, a man who, through some misfortune or cause not | 
imputable to fraud, is compejled to abandon and leave the land | 
and improvements to the Government, why should not he be paid | 
back his land-office fees if the land-office fees should be paid back | 
in this case? What is the difference in principle? 
Mr. WARREN. Answering that question, I will say that | 
where the land-office fees are paid in addition—— 
Mr. SPOONER. That is a mere play upon words. 
Mr. WARREN. They should be reimbursed if the fault was | 
the Government’s that the settlers were unable to prove up. I 
think the law provides that entries of that kind may be reinstated. 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. With the permission of the Senator from | 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER]—— 
Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I should like to ask the Senator from | 
Wyoming [Mr. WaRREN] a question. My attention was attracted | 
to certain provisions of this bill concerning assignments of these | 
entries. I have myself some little knowledge and personal ex- | 
perience of the settlement of the western country. 
I should like to ask the Senator for information whether or not 
t was not sometimes, if not frequently, the case, that there were 
a large number of entries under the names of individuals in be- 
half of a third party or corporation, and that if, after a while, 
those entries were not assigned to the person or corporation for 
whom, in fact, they were made? Is not that so? 
Mr. WARREN. My attention was diverted by a question | 
asked me by a Senator behind me; and I should be glad if the | 


Senator from Indiana would repeat his question. ih 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I was saying, by the permission of the | 
XXXVIII—75 


Senator from Colorado, that I desired to ask the Senator a ques- 
tion. I was simply asking the Senator whether or not it was not 
sometimes, if indeed not frequently, the case that entries of land 
were made by various individuals in their names, and then after- 
wards assigned to a third individual or corporation, who thereby 
became the assignees of those entries; and, further, I ask whether 
or not the provisions of this bill would not pay back, not to the 
person who originally entered the land, but to those collective 
assignees, the money which had been paid in? 

Mr. WARREN. Only in cases where they had in good faith 
proceeded with the reclamation of the land. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That would be true, according to the Sen- 
ator’s interpretation of the bill, only in case it was not done 
fraudulently. Now, I ask the Senator, under the bill, how is the 
fact that it was done fraudulently going to be established? 

Mr. WARREN. The Interior Department will not undertake 
to pay unless each case is made clear from suspicion or fraud or 
unlawful act. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. How could it be made clear, I will ask the 
Senator, who is familiar with this matter, except by an affidavit 
of the assignee that he wa acting in good faith? If that be the 
case, is it not perfectly clear that any person who had taken such 
assignments in large bodies of land, in a large number of cases 
collectively, would certainly make that affidavit? 

Mr. WARREN. The Interior Department has, in every case, 
all the papers and proofs submitted by the entryman when he 
offered proof. This much to start upon—— 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WARREN. I understand that we are proceeding by the 
permission of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Indiana will accept my 
answer, I should like to answer the question myself. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. TheSenator from Coloradois peculiarly quali- 
fied to answer the question, he having once been Secretary of the 
Interior. 

Mr. TELLER. In the case the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
BEVERIDGE] suggests I will say that I think some of the things 
which have been referred to were done, but the parties to whom 
assignments were made went on and completed the title. So 
those people are not here and are notcoming here. Anybody, any 
corporation, or any individual who took an assignment of a nuth- 
ber of claims did it with the capacity of completing the entry 
and holding it, and they have got completed entries. This is to 
cover cases where one settler bought out another settler and 
then found himself unable to get water on his claim, either be- 
cause it could not be had at an expense that would just'fy him 


_in procuring it or for some other reason, and so he was obliged to 


ive up. 

Mr. SEVERIDGE. The question that attracted my attention 
was whether or not this bill would only apply to such a case as 
that to which the Senator now refers. I do not know. 

Mr. TELLER. The trouble with the Senator’s proposition is 
that there are not any such cases. There might be an isolated 
case or two, 

Mr. President, I have had some knowledge of the settlement of 
the Western States. Pretty nearly forty years ago I went through 


| a good portion of the present State of Idaho and through a por- 


tion of Utah. I have been all over the State of Colorado, except 
a very small portion of it, again and again. I have been through 
Montana and the Dakotas. I know something about that coun- 
try, and I know that the fright some people have now that that 
country is going to be aggregated into great farms and great 
holdings is simply nonsense. 

Irrigated land is the most profitable land there is when an in- 
telligent man farms it, and except in rare cases it can be farmed 
in a profitable way only in small holdings. By ‘‘small holdings ’’ 
I mean a quarter section or a half section at the outside. Of 
course occasionally a farm much larger than that can be found, 
where some intelligent man manages to farm it, but he is there 
looking after it. 

Irrigated land can not be farmed as land with rain can be. 
There must be an intelligent man to know how much water to 
= on, when to put it on, and when not to put it on, and there 

as not been under the desert-land law, to my knowledge, any 
great aggregation of desert-land holdings in the Western States. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator will permit me to interrupt 
him, in case there had been aggregations of collective assignments 
= one person or corporation, would or would not the bill cover 
them? 

Mr. TELLER. I think if there had been an aggregation in the 
ands of an individual or corporation who failed to go there and 
complete title, then there would be a claim, but I will venture to 
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say that the Senator may search with a search warrant and he 
will find that in all of these cases assignments are made to indi- 
viduals, not to corporations, and not in great numbers, either. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to apologize to the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. If Il seemed to be criticising the Sena- 
tor or anybody else, I wish to say that I had no intention of doin 
that, but I presume I did speak in an improper manner, because 
have some feeling when it comes to these questions, and it is natu- 
ral that I should have. 

When I went to that western country in 1861, in the beginning 
of the year, there was an area of country two-fifths of the United 
States with practically nobody in it—a desert. The State of Colo- 
rado had about 25,000 people within it; miners congregated in the 
mountains. Except a little fringe along the Missouri River, there 
was no settlement from that river until California was reached 
but a gathering of Mormon people in Salt Lake Valley. We used 
to go inastage hundreds of miles, seeing no homes or farms, 
nothing but the stage stations every 10 or 12 miles apart. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The hour of 4 o’clock having 
arrived, under the special order of the Senate pension and mili- 
tary relief bills are now to be considered. 

Mr. TELLER. I will conclude in just a moment, Mr. Presi- 
dent. I did not know there was a special order. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask that the Senator may be permitted to 
conclude his remarks. 

Mr. TELLER. I only want a moment. | 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the Senator from Colorado will proceed. 

Mr. TELLER. I will merely say, in the briefest possible 
_ terms, that I have seen that country settled. I have seen there 

communities as good as can be found anywhere in the world. I 
will venture to say that I can find in the arid lands of Colorado a 
community that need not fear comparison with any community 
in the United States. I can find amongst the farmers of Colorado 
as many educated men and women as you can find in any New 
England State, or in the State in which I was born—the State of 
New York. 

Mr. President, they have made a garden of the desert, and they 
made it under tribulations, with the expenditure of toil and with 
sacrifices that entitle them to praise and not contempt. When 
I think what that country was forty-three years ago and think 
of what it is now, I feel that I should like to take off my hat to 
its early settlers. I want to give those who went into that coun- 
try the meed of praise. They organized communities three or 
four years before there was any national law for their control 
and maintained all the arrangements of a civil government as 
well as they are maintained to-day under the State governments, 
and infinitely better than they are maintained in some of them, 
and even in some sections of my own State. 

It is not to be wondered at that we men who went there in the 
early days, if we were not of that class, should have some feel- 
ing that if the Government has taken $160, as it has in some 
cases, out of a settler who has been unable to complete his entry 
under the law,and the Government has given nothing for that 
$160, it onght to pay it back. 

It is not any answer to say that there are other deserving citi- 
zens of the United States who have been trying to make homes 
on the public lands who are also entitled to our consideration. I 
would not measure justice to the people of the United States by 
the amount thatit would cost. Isay weoweit to these people to pay 
them back the money: and if there are other classes to whom we 
owe the same obligation, we need not be disturbed for fear the 
amount will be beyond our ability to pay. I doubt whether in 
this case the expenditure can possibly reach a quarter of a mil- 
lion dollars, a sum that we vote away here day after day to the 
most worthless and undeserving objects, not measuring our right 
to vote it away unless when it comes to be what the Senator 
from Wisconsin calls a charity. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 5761) to authorize the Charleroi and Monessen 
Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the Monongahela 
River; and ° 

A bill (H. R. 7620) defining the limit of navigation of the Osag 
River, in the State of Missouri. 

The bill (H. R. 10670) making appropriation for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other 
purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

CHARLES W. HOWARD. 

Mr. SCOTT. I call for the regular order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will state the 
first bill in order on the Calendar. 

The bill (S. 59) for the relief of Charles W. Howard was an- 
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nounced as first in order, and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It provides that Charles 
W. Howard shall be held and considered to have been honora))ly 
discharged, upon tender of his resignation on account of disa})ji- 
ity, from the military service of the United States as a second 
lieutenant of the Second Regiment Missouri Artillery Volunteers, 
on the 10th of December, 1863, and it authorizes the Secretary of 
War to issue to him a certificate of honorable discharge. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
WILLIAM B. BARNES. 

The bill (S. 54) for the relief of William B. Barnes was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that William B, 
Barnes, late major, Eleventh Regiment New York Heavy Arrtil- 
lery shall be considered and held to have been honorably dis- 
charged from the military service of the United States on Sep- 
—— 30, 1863, and that a certificate of such discharge shal! be 
issued. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LAURA 8. GILLINGWATERS. 

The bill (S. 57) for the relief of Laura 8. Gillingwaters was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that, not- 
withstanding the records of the proceedings and sentence of the 
court-martial in the case of Private James E. Gillingwaters, late 
of on H, Twelfth Missouri Cavalry Volunteers, the Secre- 
tary of War be directed to issue to him an honorable discharge of 
the date of his release from military control; and it directs the 
Secretary of the Treasury to cause to be pafd to Laura S. Gilling- 
waters, widow of James E. Gillingwaters, all pay and allowances 
forfeited by the proceedings and sentence of the court-martial and 
oer and allowances up to the date of his release from military 
control. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES W. HOWELL. 

The bill (S. 58) for the relief of James W. Howell was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that James W. 
Howell, late of Company H, Fifty-fo Regiment Dlinois In- 
fantry Volunteers, shall be held and considered to have been 
honorably discharged from the military seryice of the United 
States asa private in that company and regiment on the 4th of 
July, 1865, and authorizes the Secretary of War to issue to him a 
certificate of discharge. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RICHARD ©, SILENCE, 

The bill (S. 62) for the relief of Richard C. Silence was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that Richard ©. 
Silence shall be held and considered to have been a first lieutenant 
of Company I, First Regiment, West Tennessee, from November 
29, 1862, to March 7, 1863, and to have been honorably discharged 
from the service of the United States as of date of March 7, 1803, 
and that a certificate of such service and discharge.be issued to 


him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES STIERLIN. 

The bill (S. 68) for the relief of Charles Stierlin was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that Charles Stier!in, 
late second lieutenant, Battery L, First Missouri Artillery, shall be 
considered and held to have been honorably discharged from tle 
service of the United States March 16, 1864, and that an honor- 
able discharge shall be issued to him of that date. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GOTTLIEB ©. ROSE. 

The bill (S. 60) for the relief of Gottlieb C. Rose was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that Gottlieb C. 
Rose, late major of the Fourth Missouri Cavalry, shall be consid- 
ered and held to have been honorably discharged from the United 
States service December 12, 1864, and that a certificate of such 
discharge shall be issued to him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered * 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM B. THOMPSON. 

The bill (S. 64) to correct the military record of William B. 
Thompson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
directs the Secretary of War to correct the military record of 
William B. Thompson, Company C, Sixty-third Regiment Indiana 
Infantry Volunteers, by removing therefrom the word ‘‘ deserted” 
and substituting therefor the words ‘‘absented himself without 
proper authority, and was, on writ of habeas corpus, by the civil 








authorities, in tape, 1862, discharged at Indianapolis, Ind., 
ing under 21 years of age.”’ 

» The Dill was smparted tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES K. BOLSTER. 


The bill (S. 746) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Charles K. Bolster was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of War to remove 
the charge of desertion standing against the name of Charles K. 

solster, late a private, Company G, Fifteenth Maine Volunteer 
Infantry, and to grant him an honorable discharge from the mili- 
tary service of the United States as of September 17, 1864. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM T. GODWIN. 


The bill (S. 970) to authorize the President to revoke the order 
dismissing William T. Godwin, late first lieutenant, Tenth Infan- 
try, United States Army, and to place the said William T. Godwin 
on the retired list with the rank of first lieutenant, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the President to 
revoke the order, dated September 13, 1862, dismissing William T. 
Godwin, late first lieutenant Company G, Tenth Regiment United 
States Infantry, from the United States Army, and to appoint him 
a first lieutenant in the Army and place him on the retired list 
with that rank. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE M. LINCH. 


The bill (S. 2688) granting an increase of pension to George M. 
Linch was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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strike out “‘ fifty’? and insert ‘‘sixteen;’’ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Malvina C. Buzzell, 
widow of Hosea Q. Buzzell, late of Company A, Thirty-second Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Malvina C. Buzzell.”’ 


RUDOLPH REINHART. 


The bill (S. 1678) granting an increase of pension to Rudolph 
Reinhart was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘“‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, oie to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rudolph Reinhart, late of 
Company C, Fifty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 


him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


| ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


| the third time, and passed. 


| The bill (S. 900) granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. 


DANIEL M. SMITH. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
“thirty” and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and direc to place on the eee roll, subject_to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the Renate laws, the nameof George M. Linca, late 
of Company A, Twenty-sixth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that heis now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. TIFFANY. 


The bill (S. 2870) granting an honorable discharge to John W. 
Tiffany was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
the Secretary of War to revoke General Orders, No. 95, Head- 
quarters Department of Washington, July i3, 1865, approving and 
confirming the proceedings, findings, and sentence in the case of 
Second Lieut. John W. Tiffany, of Company H, Twenty-seventh 
Regiment Michigan Volunteers, so far as they relate to him, and 
to disapprove the proceedings, findings, and sentence, and to 
issue to him an honorable discharge as of date July 13, 1865. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT C, GREGG, 


_ The bill (S. 968) to grant an honorable discharge from the mil- 
itary service to Robert C. Gregg was considered as in Cominittee 
of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of War to review and 
to revoke the order dismissing Robert C. Gregg from the service 
as a first lieutenant of the Forty-ninth Regiment United States 
Volunteer Infantry, and to issue a cestificate of honorable dis- 
charge for him, to date from the 3ist day of March, 1900. 

The bill was reported to the Serfate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM 8, DUNN. 


The bill (S. 446) granting an honorable discharge to William 8. 
It directs | 


Dunn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
the Secretary of War to revoke the discharge without honor here- 
tofore issued to William 8. Dunn, private in Company F, Third 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and to issue to him in lien thereof 
an honorable discharge from the service of the United States. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | 


MALVINA ©. BUZZELL. 


The bill (S. 2999) granting an increase of 
C, Buzzell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “‘of,’’ where it occurs the 
first time, to strike out the name “ Melvina”’ and insert ‘ Mal- 
vina;”’ inline 7, after the word ‘‘ Regiment,”’ to strike out ‘* Main” 





| 
It directs | 


msion to Melvina | 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 


amendment, in line 8, before the word “‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
“*twenty-four ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel M. Smith, late of Com- 
ny K, Fourteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry,and pay 


| him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
| The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
| the third time, and passed. 
JOHN DOW. 

The bill (S. 2429) granting an increase of pension to John Dow 

| was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

| The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

| That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 

| direc to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisionsand limitations 

of the pension laws, the name of John Dow, late of Company K, Seventh, and 

Se A, Sixth Regiments, Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 

| sion at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

| ‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

| ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 


HARRISON W., FOX. 


The bill (H. R. 990) granting an increase of pension to Harrison 
W. Fox was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Harrison W. Fox, late of 
Company B, Sixth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDWARD T. MILLER. 

The bill (H. R. 4935) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
| T. Miller was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
| poses to place on the pension roll the name of Edward T. Miller, 

late of Company E, First Regiment New York Volunteer Engi- 

neers, and to pay him a pension of $3) per month in lieu of that 
| he is now receiving. 


| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ZECHARIAH B, STUART. 

The bill (H. R. 722) granting an increase of pension to Zecha- 
riah B. Stuart was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
| proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Zechariah B. Stu- 
art, late of Company I, Eighteenth Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 


and insert “‘Maine;” and, in line9, before the word “ dollars,”’ to ‘ lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DE WITT C. PARKER. 

The bill (H. R. 907) granting an increase of pension to De Witt 
C. Parker, alias Clinton J. Parker, was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the 
name of De Witt C. Parker, alias Clinton J. Parker, late of Com- 
pany H, First Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Heavy Artil- 
lery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN H. SMALLEY. 

The bill (S. 148) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
H. Smalley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Benjamin H. 
Smalley, late of Company H, One hundred and twenty-eighth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

j HUGH T. CROCKETT. 

The bill (S. 154) granting an increase of pension to Hugh T. 
Crockett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Hugh T. Crockett, 
late of Company A, Forty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES REED. 

The bill (S. 2216) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Reed was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;.”’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Reed, late of Com- 


pany A, Thirty-third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM W. TURK. 

The bill (S. 153) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Turk was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
** fifty’’ and insert “‘ thirty;”’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William W. Turk, late of | 


aang B, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HARRIET L. FORD. 


The bill (S. 156) granting an increase of pension to Harriet L. 
Ford was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | 


amendment, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘** twenty-five’ and insert ‘‘ twelve;’’ so as to make the bill read. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriet L. Ford, widow of 


Rufus M. Ford, late of Company C, Thirty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts | 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pensien at the rate of $12 per month in | 


lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 


ment was concurred in. 5 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
HENRY C. RIGGS. 
The bill (S. 2217) granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
Riggs was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | 


amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secre of the Interior be,and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
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pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend. 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL B. BRIGHTMAN, 


The bill (H. R. 4726) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel B. Brightman was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel B, 
Brightman, late second lieutenant and sergeant, Company B, 
Fourteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry,and to pay him 
a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH B. SARSON, 


The bill (S. 133) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
| B. Sarson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
| poses to place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth B. Sar- 
| son, widow of Horace B. Sarson, late captain, Second Regiment 
United States Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $30 per month 

in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
Th> bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
_ to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM W. ANGELO. 


The bill (S. 893) granting an increase of pemsion to William W. 
| Angelo was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
| The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “‘ dollars,” to strike out 
‘* thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 
| Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William W. Angelo, late of 
meee B, Tenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
| ment was concurred in. , 
| The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
LAURA F. HINE. 


The bill (H.R. 7666) granting an increase of pension to Laura 
IF. Hine was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Laura F. Hine, 
widow of Howard L. Hine, late commissary-sergeant and second 
lieutenant Company F, Twelfth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $17 per month in lieu of 
| that she is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
| to athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET COTTER. 


| The bill (H. R. 227) granting a pension to Margaret Cotter was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
| on the pension roll the name of Margaret Cotter, widow of John 
A. Cotter, late of Company B, Second Regiment Tennessee Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month and $2 
per month additional on account of the minor child of said John 
A. Cotter until it reaches the age of 16 years. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EMMA BUTLER. 


The bill (H. R. 2424) granting a pension to Emma Butler was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Emma Butler, widow of Alex- 
| ander T. Butler, late of Company B, Second Regiment Tennessee 

Volunteer Cavalry, and Companies B and I, Seventh Regiment 
| Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHNIKEN L. MYNATT. 

The bill (S. 2557) granting a pension to Johniken L. Mynatt was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll thename of Johniken L. Mynatt, late of Capt. 
Gideon 8S. White’s company, National Guards of East Tennessee, 
and to pay him a pension of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
| to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SALLIE H. KINCAID, 

The bill (S. 2558) granting an increase of pension to Sallie H. 
Kincaid was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | to place on the pension roll the name of George Hyde, late of Com- 


amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clauge and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
7 : ut naa on the pension roll, subject _to the provisions and limitations 

‘he pension laws, the name of Sallie H. Kincaid, widow of Henry H. Kin- 

i. lute first leutenant Company H, Eighth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Cavalry,and pay hera pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that she 
js now y eoiwind , and month additi on account of the minor child 
of said Heary fa Kineaid until he reaches the age of 16 years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOHN G, BROWN, 

The bill (S. 70) granting an increase of pension to John G. 

3rown was considered as in Committee of the Whole. — F 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word * war,”’ to strike out ** in 
the,’ and in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out | 
“thirty”? and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John G. Brown, late of Com- 
pany G, iret Regiment Virginia Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. ; ; 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 


JAMES M. MARKHAM, 


The bill (S. 89) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Markham was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word ‘‘ Tennessee,’’ to insert 
‘East; and in line 8, before the word ‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘thirty’ and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James M. Markham, late of 
Company A, Second Regiment East Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of §20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES W. DE ROCHER. 


The bill (S, 693) granting an increase of nension to Charles W. 
De Rocher was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out 
“thirty ’’ and insert “‘ twenty; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

le it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles W. De Rocher, late 
of Company G, Third Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at ihe rate of §20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS M. PARKISON, 


The bill (H, R. 980) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M. Parkison was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It | 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas M. Parki- 
son, late of Company FE, Fifty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer | 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES E. FOLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 8743) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Foley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Charles E, Foley, | 
ate of Company H, Ninety-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- | 
t cer Infantry, and One hundred and sixteenth Company, Second 
battalion, Veteran Reserve Corps, and to pay him a pension of | 
©) per month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 
Lue bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE HYDE, 


The bill (S. 2948) granting an increase of pension to George 
Hyde was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes ! 


Chl 
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pany C, Twenty-second Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him @ pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE RILEA. 


The bill (S. 2087) granting an increase of pension to George 
Rilea was considered as in Committee of the Whole It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of George Rilea. late of Com- 
pany C, Thirty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $55 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN F, OVIATT. 


The bill (S. 812) granting an increase of pension to John F, 
Oviatt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘‘ Engineers,’ to insert 
** Volunteer; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pensions laws, the name of John F’. Oviatt, late of Com- 
pany K, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer Engineers and Mechanics, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 


| ceiving. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MORTIMER HALLETT. 


The bill (S. 317) granting an increase of pension to Mortimer 
Hallett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 


| amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Mortimer Hallett, late of Company M, First 
Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Cavairy, and Company H, First Regiment 
Minnesota Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
§20 per month in dieu of that he is now receiving, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mortimer Hallett.” 

JANE PATTERSON. 

The bill (S. 2841) granting a pension to Jane Patterson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 10, before the word ‘“‘Infantry,”’ to insert 





| ** Emergency Militia;’’ and, in line 11, before the word “ dollars,”’ 
| to strike out ‘“‘twenty’’ and insert “ seventeen;’’ so as to make 


the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jane Patterson, widow of 
Samuel R, Patterson, late first lieutenant Company E, One hundred and 
thirty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and captain Com- 

many E, Fifty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Emergency Militia 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The’bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HENRY CHRISTY. 

The bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Christy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘* dollars,’’ to strike out 


| ** twenty-four ’’ and insert “ twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry Christy, late of Com- 


any G, Seventy-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
im a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


| ment was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
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ANDREW IVORY. 


The bill (H. R. 7370) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Ivory was considered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Andrew Ivory, late second 
lieutenant Company G, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM F, LONGENHAGEN, 


The bill (H. R. 1184) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam F. Longenhagen was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Wil- 
liam F. Longenhagen, late of Company F, Forty-seventh Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WORTHINGTON 5S. LOCK. 


The bill (H. R. 5005) granting an increase of pension to Worth- 
ington 8S. Lock was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
—— to place on the pension roll the name of Worthington S. 

ock, late first lieutenant and quartermaster, Fifteenth Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. HUTCHISON, 


The bill (H. R. 1517) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Hutchison was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George W. 
Hutchison, late of Company H, and commissary-sergeant Four- 
teenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SEBASTIAN B, ELLIOTT. 


The bill (H. R. 5246) granting an increase of pension to Sebas- 
tian B. Elliott was considered as in Committee of.the Whole. It 

roposes to place on the pension roll the name of Sebastian B. 

lliott, late of Company D, Twenty-second Regiment Pennsy]l- 
vania Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN OLSON BAKKEN, 


The bill (S. 3291) granting an increase of pension to John Olson 
Bakken, alias John Olson, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John 
Olson Bakken, alias John Olson, late of Company K, Eleventh 
Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FLORA STANTON KALK, 


The bill (S. 3400) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act granting 
a pension to Flora Stanton Kalk,’ approved February 25, 1899, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes that 
the act entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Flora Stanton 
Kalk,” approved February 25, 1899, be amended so as to read as 
follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Flora Stanton Kalk, widow of First Lieut. 
Frank Green Kalk, late of the Fifth United States Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $17 per month, and $2 per month additional on account 
of each of the minor children of said Frank Green Kalk until they reach the 
age of 16 years. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask if this is an increase of 
a pension allowed by a former act? f 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is what I was going to ask. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand the Committee on Pensions 
has an invariable rule that it will not increase any pension which 
has been granted by Congress by law. They have refused to do 
so ina number of such cases that I have had, and I have very 
quietly and complacently submitted, supposing they were treat- 
ing everyone in that way. 

Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator will allow the Secretary to read 


the report, he will see that it gives the reason. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. Ido not think the 
report explains it, though. 


SSS SS 
— 


The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. McCumsrr on 
the 18th instant, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3400) to 
amend the act entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Flora Stanton Kali,” 
approved February 25, 1899, have examined the same, and report: 

Khe purpose of this bill is er to provide for the usual allowance of $9 

r month on account of each of the minor children of the late Frank Groen 

alk, Fifth United States Infantry, whose widow, Flora Stanton Kalk, was 
nted a pension of $17 per month during the third session of the Fifty-fifth 
Jongress. There are two children under the age of 16 years. 

Previous to the passage of the act granting pension to Mrs. Kalk, it was 
the practice of the Bureau to allow the $2 per month additional for each child 
under 16 years of age, without any express provision to that effect in the act, 
Just about that time, however, it was decided in the Bureau that this addi. 
tional allowance for the children would not be granted unless eeeally so 
provided in the special act. Because of this rales Mrs. Kalk has been un- 
able to obtain the additional allowance for her children. Since the promul- 
gation of this ruling care has been taken by the committees of both Houses 
to authorize the allowance of the additional $2 per month for each of the 
soldier’s children under the age of 16 years in cases where an original or 
incre pension is provided for the widow. In all fairness and equity, Mrs, 
Kalk is entitled to the additional allowance of $2 per month for each of her 
oe and it is but just that her bill should be amended so as to provide 

or the same, 

The bill is reported back favorably, with a recommendation that it pass. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the Senator from Missouri will 
agree that this is a proper bill. In providing pensions by special 
act, unless a provision is placed in the bill continuing the pension 
to the minor children their pension is dropped at the Bureau, 
and this was simply an omission in the bill which was passed. 

Mr COCKRELL, It would not be the granting of an increase 
of pension? 

Mr. GALLINGER. _ It would not. ary 

Mr. COCKRELL. It would simply be legalizing what ought 
to be done? , 

Mr. GALLINGER. Precisely. ; 

Mr. SCOTT. Legalizing it as to the children. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What I wanted to know was whether the 
widow’s pension was increased over and above what it was in the 
former bill? 

Mr. SCOTT. No. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If it is to grant a pension to the minor chil- 
dren, they are entitled to it. They ought to have had it in the 
other law. 

Mr. SCOTT. It is to protect the minor children. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH H. OTTEY. 


The bill (S. 3423) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
Ottey was considered as in Committeeof the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph H. Ottey, late of 
Company B, Two hundred and third Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES 8, CLARK. 


The bill (H. R. 5521) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
S. Clark was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Charles 8. Clark, 
late of Company G, Forty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH K. WELT. 


The bill (H. R. 2616) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
K. Welt was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Josenh K. Welt, 
late of Company E, Fifty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infan- 
try, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY ¥. HAMILTON. 
The bill (H. R. 5010) granting a pension to Mary F. Hamilton 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Mary F. Hamilton, widow 
of Elisha B. Hamilton, late quartermaster-sergeant, One hundred 
and eighteenth Regiment [linois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
her a pension of $12 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HANNAH PADGETT. 


The bill (H. R. 3821) granting an increase of pension to Han- 
nah Padgett, now Riley, was considered as in Committee of the 
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Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Han- 
nah Padgett, now Riley, blind and dependent mother of Jacob M. 
Padgett, late of Company F, Twenty-second Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $20 per month in 
lien of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PETER FILLION. 

The bill (H. R. 6441) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Fillion was considered as in Committee of the Whole. Itproposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Peter Fillion, late of Com- 
pany B, One hundred and forty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN SEXTON. 

The bill (H. R. 4819) granting an increase of pension to John 
Sexton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of John Sexton, late of Com- 
pany K, Fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him 
a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GRACE E, CARSON, 


The bill (H. R. 196) granting a pension to Grace E. Carson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Grace E. Carson, widow of Robert 
Carson, late of Company K, One hundred and seventy-sixth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $8 per month. F 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FORBES HOMISTON. 

The bill (H. R. 5719) granting an increase of pension to Forbes 
Homiston was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Forbes Homiston, 
late of Company K, Tenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered | 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JASON STEVENS. | 

The bill (H. R. 1288) granting an increase of pension to Jason | 
Stevens was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- | 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Jason Stevens, late | 
of Company L, Second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LYDIA A, TOPPING. 

The bill (H. R. 2991) granting an increase of pension to Lydia | 
A. Topping was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Lydia A. Topping, 
widow of Henry 8S. Topping, late of Company M, Twenty-first 
Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension 
of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANK LEE, 


The bill (S. 2441) granting an increase of pension to Frank Lee 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


. ; . . | 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,”’ to strike out 
_ “twenty” and insert ‘‘ seventeen; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is bereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank 
G, Third sr appmant Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MATHIAS 8, FRIEND, 


The bill (S. 2561) granting an increase of pension to Mathias S. 

riend was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘ dollars,” to strike out 

forty ” and insert “‘thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


e, late of Company 


pa 





and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mathias S. Friend, late of 
Company K, Seventy-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LOUISA R, CHITWOOD. 


The bill (S. 2289) granting a pension to Louisa R. Chitwood 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


_ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Louisa R. Chitwood, widow of George R. 
Chitwood, late of Company F, Sixteenth ¥ iment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving, and Ps r month additional on account of each of the minor 
children of said George R. Chitwood until they reach the age of 16 years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ; 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Louisa R. Chitwood.”’ 


THEODORE E, CHATFIELD. 


The bill (S. 2239) granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
E. Chatfield was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That_the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Theodore E. Chatfield, late of Company B, 
Fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and second lieutenant Company I, 
Forty-fourth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE C. SHERMAN, 
The bill (M. R. 3903) granting an increase of pension to George 
Sherman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘*twenty-four’’ and insert ‘‘seventeen;’”’ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George C. Sherman, late of 
Company F, Ninth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE M. WATERS, 

The bill (S. 2445) granting an increase of pension to George M. 
Waters was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in, line 8, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘* thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ seventeen; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


C. 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George M. Waters, late of 
Company A, Nineteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
| The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ALFRED H. ROGERS. 
| The bill (H. R. 958) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
| H. Rogers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
| The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
| amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
| ‘*twenty-four’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty ’’; soas to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred H. Rogers, late of 


| Tenth Independent Battery Wisconsin Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ALONZO R. KIBBE. 


The bill (S. 1627) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo R. 
Kibbe was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “‘ and,” to strike out ‘‘ the 
Twelfth Wisconsin Battery ’ and insert “ Twelfth Battery Wis- 
consin Volunteer Light Artillery,” and in line 8, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “‘ thirty ” and insert “‘ twenty-four;” so 
as to make the bill read: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to plac@on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alonzo R. Kibbe, late of 
Twelfth Battery Wisconsin Volunteer Light Artillery, and  — he @ pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for # third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM C, BROWN. 


The bill (H. R. 5197) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam C. Brown was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
ager to place on the pension roll the name of William C. Brown, 

ate of Company L, Eighth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, 
ae im a pension of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELECTA ALLEN, 

The bill (S. 1582) granting an increase of ion to Electa 
Allen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


_ That the Spemtnme of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Electa Allen, widow of David R. Allen, late 
of Company C, Twelfth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
&@ pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was to 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend. | 


ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
the third time, and passed. 


CATHARINE W, COLLINS, 


. 

The bill (8S. 846) granting an increase of pension_to Catharine 
W. Collins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, —s to the 
of the pension laws, the name of Catharine W. Collins, widow of William O. 
Collins, late lieutenant-colonel Sixth and Eleventh Regiments Ohio Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ABRAM H, HUNT. 


The bill (H. R. 892) granting an increase of pension to Abram 
H. Hunt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was re from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘“‘dollars,’’ to strike out 
** forty’ and insert “‘ thirty; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abram H. Hunt, late assist- 
ant surgeon, Twelfth ment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry,and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 


read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN BEAIRD. 
The bill (S, 2889) granting an increase of pension to John Beaird 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “‘ late,’’ to strike out ‘‘ ser- 


read | 


by ! 
ms and limitations | 


geant;”’ and in line 8, before the word “‘ dollars,”’ to strike out 
‘‘ thirty’ and insert ‘‘twenty-four;”’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension a sub, to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John late of Com- 
pany E, Eleventh Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $4 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM C. LYON, 


The bill (H. R. 6004) granting an increase of to William 
C. Lyon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of William C. Lyon, 
late second lieutenant Company C, Twenty-third Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now +>ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET LIDDLE. 


The bill (S. 2940) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Liddle was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word “‘ late,’’ to strike out ‘‘ of”’ 
and insert “ second lieutenant; so as to make the bill read: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior béfand he is hereby, 
| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret Liddle, widow of 
Samuel Liddle, late second lieutenant Company FE, First ment Illino!s 
Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per month 
in lieu-of that she is now receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ‘ 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES W. BECHSTEDT. 


The bill (H. R. 2155) ting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Bechstedt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles W. 
Bechstedt, late of Company B, Eighty-first Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH E. MECKLY. 


| The bill (H. R. 661) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 

| beth E. Meckly was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

| It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth E. 

Meckly, widow of Thomas W. Meckly, late acting assistant sur- 
geon, U. 8.8. Lodona, United States Navy, and to pay her a pen- 

| sion of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. CLARK, 


| The bill (H. R. 5177) nting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Clark was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William H. 
Clark, late of Company F, First Regiment New York Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALONZO CARPENTER. 


| The bill (H. R. 957) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
| Carpenter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

oses to place on the pues roll the name of Alonzo Carpenter, 
fate of Company I, First a New Jersey Volunteer In- 
| fantry, and Company F, One hundred and eighty-fifth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH 8, CHRYSLER. 

The bill (H. R. 616) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
S. Chrysler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
roposes to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah 8. Chrys- 
er, widow of Gifford W. Chrysler, late captain Company E, 
Second Regiment New York Veteran Volunteer Cavalry, and to 





to 








| pay her a pension of $15 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
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to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES F. HARDY. 


The bill was reported 


bill (H. R. 942) granting an increase of n to James F. 
me Sen as in Committee of the Whole. It 
to place on the pension roll the name of James F. Hardy, late of 


‘on E, Third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
celving. 
”" The bal was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
G. G. MARTIN. 

The bill (S. 2560) for the relief of G. G. Martin was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. : ; 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with amendments, in line 6, after the word “‘ of,” to strike out 
“the: and in the same line, after the word “ date,” to strike out 
‘‘he left the service’’ and insert ‘‘ December 31, 1863;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to issue to G. G. Martin, late lieutenant-eolonel First United 
States Colored Troops, an honorable discharge as of date December 31, 1863. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL H. SNYDER. 

The bill (S. 2177) for the relief of Daniel H. Snyder was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secre- 
tary of War to revoke the order dismissing Daniel H. Snyder asa 
second lieutenant of the Fiftieth Regiment Pennsylvania Infantry 
Volunteers and to issue a certificate of honorable discharge for 
him, to date from the 3ist day of August, 1864. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN H. SKINNER. 

The bill (S. 2488) to amend the military record of John H. Skin- 
ner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes 
the Secretary of War to place on the muster rolls of Company G, 
Eleventh Kentucky Cavalry, the name of John H. Skinner and 
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give him only pay and allowances as supernumerary second lieu- | 
tenant from the 3ist day of March, 1863, to November 1, 1863, or | 
such portion of that time as he actually performed the duties of 


supernumerary second liew 

The bill was 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM H. HUGO. 

The bill (S. 228) for the relief of William H. Hugo was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the President 
to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate, to appoint William H. Hugo, now of Fort Bayard, N. Mex.. 
a first lientenant of cavalry in the Army of the United States, and 
thereupon to place him on the retired list of the Army. 


tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 





1193 


Fish, of Cameron, Marshall County, W. Va., son of Nathan 8. Fish, deceased, 
late first lieutenant of Company B, Twelfth Regiment West Virginia Infantry, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, and allow him 
a pension of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

KATE M. STRANGE. 

A bill (S. 3054) ting an_ increase of pension to Kate M. 
Strange was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ war,” to strike out ‘* Vol- 
unteers”’ and insert ‘‘ Volunteer Infantry;’’ so as to make the bill 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Kate M. Strange, widow of 
Gideon A. Strange, late of Company E, Second Regiment Tennessee Volun- 
teer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS IRVIN. 

The bill (S. 2198) granting a sion to Thomas Irvin was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘‘ and,’’ to strike out “‘ Vol- 
unteers’’ and insert ‘‘ Volunteer Infantry;”’ so as to make the 


| bill read: 


Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Irvin, late of Com- 
pany B, Fifth Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. e 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ROSA D. MAYHEW. 

The bill (S. 1597) gramting a pension to Rosa D. Mayhew was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars”’ to strike out 


| ** eighteen ” and insert “‘ eight;’’ so as to make the bill read: , 


| authorized and directed to 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is Lereby, 
ceon pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rosa D. Mayhew, widow of 


| William B. Mayhew, late machinist, first class, United States Navy, and pay 





Mr. COCKRELL. In line 4 the bill reads, ‘‘for the purposes | 


of this bill.” I think it onght to be amended so as to read, “ for 
the purposes of this act,’’ so that when it becomes a law it will 
read in that way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be amended as 
suggested by the Senator from Missouri. 


Inent was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL F. HALL. 
The bill (S. 2857) to correct the military record of Samuel F. 
Hall was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


Inent so as to show that Samuel F. Hall was mustered into the 


United States military service for a term of two years with, and | 


F, Thirty-third Regiment New York 


as a private of, ey 
uly 6, 1861, to date from May 22, 1861, and 


Volunteer Infantry, 


was honorably discharged as of the same grade on August 5, 1861, | 


on account of disability. 

The bill was 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The bill JERRY 8. FISH. 

, she (S. 1330) granting a 

sidered as in Committee of the 


hole. 
The bill was re a 


from the Committee on Pensions with an 


amendment, in line 9, before the word “dollars,” to strike out | 


| 


her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL RICHARDS. 


| The bill (S. 1987) granting a pension to Samuel Richards was 
| considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


It authorizes | 
the Secretary of War to correct the records of the War Depart- | 


to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


os to Jerry 8S. Fish was con- | 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, andthe amend-| The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 


amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
| directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisionsand limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Samuel Richards, late of Company A, 
Fourteenth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
| sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: “‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel Richards.”’ 
JOHN L. M’VEY. 
The bill (S. 2103) granting an increase of pension to John L, 
McVey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
| The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ late,’’ to strike out ‘‘ of”’ 


| and insert *‘ first lieutenant;” and in line 8, before the word “‘ dol- 
| lars,” to strike ont “‘ thirty”’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;”’ so as to 
make the bill read: 


os ¥ ” . és <8 . . | Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
twenty-five’? and insert ‘ twelve;"’ so as to make the Dill read: | authorise! sid directed to sieceen thee 


a to place on the pension roll the name of Jerry 8. 





Be it ted, 
a a etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 





sion roll, subject to the provisions 
msion laws, the name of John L. McVey, late first 
venth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, 


and limitations of the 
lieutenant Company A, 
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and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL E,. CORMANY. 


The bill (S. 2924) granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 
Cormany was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to insert “first 
lieutenant and;’’ and in line 8, before the word “‘ dollars,”’ to strike 
out ‘fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel E. Cormany, late 
first lieutenant and adjutant, Sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM C,. BEST. 


The bill (H. R. 3000) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam C. Best was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William C. Best, 
late of Company H, Fifty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH S. YOUNG. 


The bill (H. R. 4115) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
S. Young was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
ses to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph 8. Young, 
ate of Company P, One hundred and ninety-second Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALPHEUS CONVERSE, 


The bill (H. R. 3001) granting an increase of pension to Alpheus 
Converse was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


| 





It pro- | 


oses to place on the pension roll the name of Alpheus Converse, "| 


ate of Company I, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Provisional 
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. HARRISON. 


The bill (H. R. 5043) granting a pension to William H. Harrison 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of William H. Harrison, late 
unassigned, Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $12 per month. 


| 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN HOGARTH BOZIER. 


The bill (S. 2955) granting an increase of pension to John Ho- | sistant surgeon, One hundred and thirty-ninth Regiment Dlinois 


_ Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $80 per month in 


garth Lozier was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ chaplain,’’ to strike out 
*‘of;’’? and in line 8, before the word ‘“‘dollars,’’ to strike out 
** fifty ’’ and insert ‘“‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the oo laws, the name of John Hogarth Lozier, late 
chaplain Thirty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
@ pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | $40 per tnouth in lou of that abe fo mow suse 


ents were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 


the third time, and passed. 
WILBUR F. LITTLE. 
The bill (S. 588) granting an increase of pension to Wilbur F. 
Little was considered as in Committee of the Whole. _ . 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word ‘* Volunteer,’’ to strike 
out “‘ Veteran;’”’ andin line 8, beforethe word “* dollars,’’ to strike 


j 
| 





es, ‘** thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bil] 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here}y, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wilbur F. Little, late of 
Company K, Second Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend. 
ments were concurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES MALE, 


The bill (S. 3452) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Male was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word ‘*‘ Volunteer,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘ Minnesota’’ and insert ‘‘ Michigan;’’ and in line 8, befoie 
the word ‘‘ dollars,’ to strike out ‘“‘fifty”’ and insert “‘ thirty;”’ 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Male, late of Com- 


' pany E, Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 


sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

LOUISE CHANDLER. 

The bill (S. 2237) granting an increase of pension to Louise 
Chandler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 


? 


| amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘“ dollars,’’ to strike out 


‘*thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ sixteen;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louise Chandler, widow of 
Theodore C. Chandler, late lieutenant-colonel Fifty-fifth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HOMER D. WELLS. 


The bill (S. 386) granting an increase of pension to Homer D. 
Wells was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Homer D. Wells, late of Company E, Nine- 
teenth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry,and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ALLEN M. PIERCE, 


The bill (H. R. 4916) granting an increase of pension to Allen M. 
Pierce was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Allen M. Pierce, late as- 


lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JULIAETTA ROWLING. 


The bill (H. R. 3778) granting an increase of pension to Juliaetta 
Rowling was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to — on the pension roll the name of Juliaetta Rowling, 
widow of Charles J. Rowling, late of Company C, Thirty-sevent!: 
Regiment [llinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 

ving, and $2 per 
month additional on account of each of the minor children of sai 
soldier until they reach the age of 16 years: Provided, however, 
That in the event of the death of the helpless child, George Row- 
ling, on whose account the pension of Juliaetta Rowling is in- 
creased, the praties of said Juliaetta Rowling shall continue only 
at the rate of $8 _ month from and after the date of death of 
said helpless child. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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BENJAMIN R. LITTLE. 


The bill (H. R. 6619) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min R. Little was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Benjamin R. 
Little, late of Company E, Eighty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senatewithout amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN A. MAVITY. 


The bill (H. R. 3018) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Mavity was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John A. Mavity, 
late of Company B, Sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay on a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES E, LIKES. 


The bill (H. R. 6830) a an increase of pension to Charles 
E. Likes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Charles E. Likes, 
late of Company E, One hundred and twenty-second Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALVIN B, HUBBARD. 


The bill (H. R. 2042) granting an increase of pension to Alvin 
B. Hubbard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to | pees on the pension roll the name of Alvin B. Hub- 
bard, late of Company I, Ninety-first Regiment Ilinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HARVEY R. KING. 


The bill (H. R. 6932) granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
R. King was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Harvey R. King, 
late of Company I, Twenty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that | 
he is now receiving. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RICHARD L, COOK. 


The bill (H. R. 2188) granting an increase of pension to Richard | 
L. Cook was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

oses to place on the pension roll the name of Richard L. Cook, | 
ate assistant surgeon, Eleventh Regiment Maine Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DAVID F, LEWIS. 


The bill (H. R. 2472) granting an increase of pension to David | 
F. Lewis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- | 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of David F. Lewis, late | 
of Company A, Eighty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infan- | 
try, anc! to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he | 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET M. WALKER. 


The bill (H. R. 895) granting an increase of pension to Marga- | 
ret M. Walker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It | 
a, to place on the pension roll the name of Margaret M. | 

alker, widow of Andrew H. Walker, late of Company D, Elev- 
enth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension | 
of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HARVEY D. BARR, 


The bill (H. R. 1908) granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
D. Barr was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
= to place on the pension roll the name of Harvey D. Barr, 
ate of Company B, Thirty-second Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 





JAMES W. KNIGHT. 


The bill (H. R. 2139) granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Knight was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
— to place on the pension roll the name of James W. Knight, 

ate of Company K, Ninety-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES 8. REARDEN. 


The bill (H. R. 7002) granting an increase of pension to James 
S. Rearden was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
oses to place on the pension roll the name of James S. Rearden, 
ate colonel Twenty-ninth Regiment [linois Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS KELLY. 


The bill (H. R. 2690) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Kelly was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas Kelly, late of Com- 
pany H, Eighteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay him a pension of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALFRED I. JUDY. 


The bill (H. R. 3776) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
I. Judy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is. hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pengion laws, the name of Alfred I. Judy, late captain 
Company K, Sixty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

LIZZIE BREEN. 


The bill (S. 3408) granting a pension to Lizzie Breen was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word ‘late,’ to strike out “a 
member;”’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lizzie Breen, widow of Pat- 
rick Breen, late of Company A, Twenty-first Regiment United States Infan- 
try, and Company G, First Regiment United States Cavalry, and pay her « 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

FRANCES 8. HOPKINS. 


The bill (S. 2596) granting a pension to Frances S. Hopkins was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Frances 8. Hopkins, widow of Charles F. 
Hopkins, late midshipman U.S. 8. Saratoga, United States Navy, war with 
Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension 
to Frances 8. Hopkins.”’ 

GEORGE W. LAWSON. 


The bill (H. R. 6975) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Lawson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George W. Law- 
son, late of Company F, Sixth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FRANCIS M. NORTHERN. 

The bill (H. R. 5464) granting an inerease of pension to Fran- 
cis M. Northern was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Francis M, 
Northern, late of Company F, First Regiment Tennessee Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES M. DICKEY. 

The bill (H. R. 6331) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Dickey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The ill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘thirty ’’ and insert * twenty-four;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws. the name of James M. Dickey, late of 
Company E, Fourth Regiment New Hampehive Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZA WILLIAMS. 
The bill (S. 3373) granting a pension to Eliza Williams‘was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out 
“‘twelye’’ and insert ‘‘ eight;’’ so as te make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed toe place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza Williams, widow of 
William Williams, late of Company A, First Battalion District of Columbia 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month, 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
MARCUS E, AMSDEN. 


The bill (H. R. 3472) granting an increase of pension to Marcus 
E, Amsden was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Marcus BE. 
Amsden, late of the U. 8. 8S. Minnesota and Mercedita, United 
States Navy, and to pay him a pension of §24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPHINE C, CHASE, 

The bill (H. R. 5559) granting an increase of pension to Jose- 
phine C. Chase was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Josephine C. 
Chase, widow of Willis R. Chase, late of Company H, One hun- 
dred and ninety-third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay her a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Frank- 
lin W. Chase, helpless and dependent child of said Willis R. 
Chase, the additional pension herein granted shall cease and 
determine. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

HENRY D. WRIGHT, 


The bill (H. R. 2108) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
D. Wright was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry D. Wright, 
late of Company K, Sixth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time,-and ; 

ALEXANDER H. COVERT. 


The bill (H. R. 1856) granting an increase of pension to Alex- 
ander H. Covert was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It s to place on the pension roll the name of Alexander H. 
Covert, late of Company H, Twenty-seventh Regiment Connecticut 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 





| try, and pay her a pension a 


ALBERT MOULTON, 


The bill (H, R. 864) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Moulton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

oses to place on the pension roll the name of Albert Moulton, 
a of Company K, First Regiment Maine Volunteer Cavalry, 
and to pay him a pension of §24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCIS HALL. 


The bill (8, 8645) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Hall was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘ dollars,” to strike out 
‘thirty’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is heyeby, 
authorized and direeted to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Francis Hall, late of Com- 
pany C, Seventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry,and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President,I wish to call the attention 
of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr] to this case. It 
is one I am entirely familiar with. The committee evidently 
were laboring under a misapprehension, as will be seen from the 
report, which says: 

This bill as amended proposes to increase from $12 to $24 per month the 
pension of Francis Hall, late of Company ©, Seventh Regiment New Hamp- 
shire Volunteer Infantry. 

Passing down the page, the informationis given'that the soldier— 
filed and established a claim under the general law, and was pensioned May 
22, 1885, for shell wound of right knee and disease of eyes at $8 per month from 
October 1, 1884, which rate was increased to $14 per month March 16, 1887, to 
$i6 per month February 22, 1888, and to $17 per month November 2, 1898. 

So, instead of receiving $12 at the present time, he is receiving 
$17 fora shell wound and for disease of theeye. The report further 
states: 

Claimant is about 78 years ofage. His medical examination, dated October 
15, 1902, rated him $12 for shell wound of right knee, $18 for disease of eyes, 
being totally blind in right eye and sight much impaired in left eye, and $6 
for rheumatism. 

Which would be a total of $36 month. _ 

I know this soldier very well, and in drafting the bill I felt that 
$30 per month was not a large allowance under the circumstances. 
He is drawing $17 per month now, and in my opinion, after ex- 
amining all the papers, he ought to have been allowed at least $30 
per month inthe Bureau. I hope the Senator will agree with me 
that the amendment ought not to be agreed to, and that the pen- 
sion ought to remain at $30 per month. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iam perfectly willing to have the amendment 
disagreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the amendment be disagreed to, 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amondment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JENNET THOITS. 


The bill (8. 962) granting an increase ot pension to Jennet Thoits 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “‘dollars,’’ to strike out 
**twenty-four’’ and insert ‘‘ twelve;”’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jennet Thoits, widow of 
Oren Tboits, late of Company A: Thirtieth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infan- 

e rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is 
now recelving. 


The amendment was a d to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


NATHAN P. BOWMAN, 


The bill (S. 3180) granting an increase of pension to Nathan P. 
Bowman was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
direeted to place on the pension rol}, subject to the provisionsand limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Nathan P. Bowman, late major and addi- 
tional paymaster, United States Volunteers, and pry him a pension at the 
rate of 340 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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JOHN HERZINGER,. 


The bill (S. 2965) granting a pension to John Herzinger was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. ) : 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions withan | 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of John Herzinger, late of Company I, Third 
Regiment Missouri Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ‘ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Herzinger.”’ 


MILTON H. SWEET, 


The bill (H. R. 4200) granting an increase of pension to Milton 
H. Sweet was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘thirty’ and insert ‘ twenty-four; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Milton H. Sweet, late of 
Company A, Second Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Thisisa os bill which passed at $30, and 
I notice that the committee proposes to reduce the pension to $24. 
I think that ought not to be done, for the reason that the pensioner 
is totally blind and totally helpless. He is a very old man, with 
along record. In 1886 he was allowed a pension under the old 
law at $4 a month for a disease of the eye, which appears to have 
resulted in his total blindness, according to the House report. I 
ask the Senator from West Virginia to consent that the amend- 
ment shall be rejected. 

Mr. SCOTT. In considering this case, in view of the fact that 
the party who is proposed to be pensioned is worth some property 
in western Iowa and in viewof a rule the Pension Committee goes 
by, the committee thought he was entitled only to the amount we 
recommend in the bill. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will say the report indicates that he has 
no property in the world except a cottage in the town of Wash- 
ington, in lowa, worth $1,500, and he is in a very helpless condi- 
tion. I think my colleague is perfectly acquainted with the old 
man. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam. 

Mr.SCOTT. What did the bill as passed by the House give? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Thirty dollars. 

Mr. SCOTT. Very well; I am willing to have that amount | 
restored. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JANE I, LONG. 


The bill (S. 8274) granting an increase of pension to Jennie 
Long was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with aa 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


_ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Jane I. > widow of Eli Long, late briga- 
dier-general, United States Volunteers, and brigadier-general, United States 
Army, retired, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 


Mr. KEAN, Mr. President, I hope the amendment which re- 
duces the pension from $100 to $50 will hot be agreed to. The 
record of General Long is a brilliant one, and I would ask that 
the report be read. 

I will state to the Senate that General Long left no estate what- 
ever. and his widow is entirely dependent upon her pension for a 
livelihood. She gets $8 a month at the present time, and that is 
all she has. General Long during his life could obtain no insur- 
ance, and in consequence he left his family entirely destitute. He 
died from the effect of wounds, though they were unable to prove 
it satisfactorily before the Department. 

I trust the amendment will not be agreed to and that a pension 
of $100 a month will be granted. I ask that the report be read. 

Mr. SCOTT. Before the report is read, I should like to make a 
statement. 

The Committee on Pensions at some previous time—I am sorry 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Ga LLINGER] has left the 
Chamber—adopted a rule that in the case of widows of general 
officers the maximum pension should be $50 per month. That is 
the reason why the rate fixed by the House was stricken out. The 
widows of such officers as Lawton and others get only $50. 


I personally have no objection to having the larger amount put 
in the bill, but I wished toexplain to the Senate why the commit- 
tee reduced it, so that Senators may know the reason the com- 


miitee had for striking it out. It was not because General Long 
was not a brave and gallant officer, as he certainly was from his 
record, but it is on account of the rule established by the com- 
mittee for pensioning the widows of general officers. 

Mr. KEAN. I move to amend the committee amendment by 
striking out ‘‘ $50” and inserting ‘‘ $100.”’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. To disagree to the committee amendment 
is the proper way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That would not do in this 
case. The Senate will have to amend the committee amendment 
in order to fix the rate at $100. 

Mr. KEAN. Iwill state to the Senator from Missouri that the 
amendment strikes out all after the enacting clause and insertsa 
substitute. 

Mr. COCKRELL. So I see. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jer- 
sey moves an amendment to the amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 4, before the word ‘“‘ dollars,” 
strike out “‘ fifty ’’ and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ one hundred.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. When the bill has passed I shall 
ask leave to make a single remark. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jane I. Long.”’ 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I think the passage 
of the bill is a mistake, and I think it will return to plague us. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The published rules of the Committee on 
Pensions, which have been published for some years, state that 
on no bill will they report over $50 for the widows of officers. 
This is breaking the rule of the committee. I do not know what 
effect it will have. I have no doubt that General Long was a 
very gallant officer, that his widow is in comparatively destitute 
and needy circumstances, and all of that; but it is a dangerous 
precedent, and I want to say that I voted ‘‘no’’ on the passage of 
the bill. I did not ask for a yea-and-nay vote upon it, but I now 
record my vote ‘‘no.’’ I have stood by the committee and tried 
not to violate their rules and not to ask any of my constitu@nts 
to violate them. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I shall certainly have to ask for 
the amendment of a bill which I have introduced and which is 
pending before the committee, in which I told the widow of a 
very high officer in the Army that $50 is all she could expect to 
get. Ishall have to ask that the rate fixed in that bill shall be 
raised to $100. I now notify the committee. 

Mr. CULLOM. It seems to me we ought to vote on the bill. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will regard the bill 
as an open question if the Senate desires. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think we had better so regard it and vote 
down the rate of $100. I¢ seems to me that a pension of $50 is as 
much as Mrs. Long ought to receive. 

Mr. KEAN. I hope the Senator will not insist upon that. 

Mr. SCOTT. I have stated the rule of the committee, and 
since I have been a member of the Committee on Pensions we 
have never deviated from it, no matter how deserving or how 
gallant the officer. I will say to my friend the Senator from 
New Jersey that, as much as I would like to favor him personally 
and the widow of this gallant officer, I am sure the committee 
will have a hundred or a hundred and fifty bills in a very short 
time proposing an increase from $50 to $100 for the widows of - 
general officers. 

Mr. CULLOM. Of course you will, and Congress will give it 
to them. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senate ought to be careful in this matter. 
If they decide to raise the limit to $100, of course it is the privi- 
lege of the Senate to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. These motions are put with 
such rapidity that if any Senator desires it the Chair will not re- 
gard a bill has passed because it has been announced as passed. 
The Chair will regard the vote reconsidered by which the bill 
was ordered to a third reading and passed and by which the 
amendment was agreed to, and will put the question again on 
agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, if it be the purpose of the 
Senate to adhere to a fixed Procrustean rule here—and I am not 
criticising it if that shall be its determination—then I have nota 


The question is on agreeing 
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word to say. But if there is to be any departure in the direction ona ee Fee the postin, laws, Se mage of Goce z een ate ot 
of raising the limit, as it has been termed here, I am satisfied | s0\? a eaten Ale oe nape eae th j a 
that if the Senate would listen to the report filed with this bill cacUeee PR Se Oe SE ea en ee be 
this is a case which would have been excepted because of thecon-| The amendments were agreed to. 

spicuous record of this dead officer. He died directly astheresult | The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
of wounds received—not once, but repeatedly—in the service, long | m-ntg were concurred in. 


years intervening between the close of the war and his death, The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
and he a hopeless sufferer from those wounds. be read a third time. 
The testimony borne in the report which accompanies this bill| The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
will induce the Senate, in my judgment, to depart from a fixed BRAM WILSON 
rule, unless it be the purpose of the Senate not to depart from / aan ao , 
that rule in any case. Now, if that is what the Senate means to | _ The bill (H. R. 5841) granting an increase of pension to Abram 
do, I have not a word to say; but if there is to be an exception Wilson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
anywhere to be made, I insist that the motion of the Senator from | Poses to place on the pension roll the name of Abram Wilson, late 
New Jersey to amend ought to have the fullest measure of con- | Of Company E, Third Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, 
sideration at the hands of the Senate because of the exceptional | 42d Company H, Fourth Regiment New York Provisional Volun- 
record of this officer. pve oaeees and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lien of 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, it is only a short | that he is now receiving. 
time ago when we pensioned the widow of General mien. who | The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
was shot by the enemy, at $50 amonth. Howcan we justify our- | toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ye in giving @ pension oo to oe my! ed widow of ALONZO DUTCH. 
an officer of whom we may admit, and do admit, all that has been ; granti i , nsi 
said? It seems to me that we shall be called upon to increase the ae oe ye in a ~% eat pene feaeeeso 
pensions already granted at $50 a me and certainly hereafter | The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
wo a een eee ee eee hed — sna amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
pears to me that we must observe some rule about thismatter and | ‘pr 2yactea ete, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is herebs 
not let our sympathies in favor of a particular widow run away | authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
with our judgment in the case. It seems to me it is better to ad- | and limitations of the pension laws,the name of Alonzo Dutch, late first 
here to the rule which has been established. lieutenant Company E, Eighth Reginfent New York State Militia Infantry, 
Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I wish to say only a word. It a a a ee a ee eee mow 
does not seem to me that we can afford to set this.precedent. I . 


: : ; The amendment was agreed to. 
remember since I have been in the Senate of securing-several pen-| The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
sions to widows; a pension for the widow of General Palmer, for | »,ent was concurred in. p 


instance, who served with us and who was as gallant an officer as | The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
ever was in an army. His widow is poor, and yet she got $50. | ,.44 a third time. 


General McClernand was another gallant officer whose widow is The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

poor. Both of them are living in th town. I never asked for! Wr PLATT of Connecticut subsequently said: I wish to call 

more than $50 a month for either of them, and they were glad to | attention to a bill which was passed. It is the bill (H. R. 5176) 

get that. ; ‘‘ granting an increase of pension to Alonzo Dutch, late first lieu- 
Now, if we set the example of $100 for another widow, the very | tenant Company E, Eighth Regiment New York State Militia 

ladies who are now content with what they have been given will Infantry.” I donot know whether that is a proper description. 


see this, and before I am four days older, probably, I will have a pee : : ™ 
bill to give them $100 apiece. i think we had better adhere to See oe aman” the bill. I suppose it refers to an officer 


the rule. Mr. COCKRELL. I want to say that if we pension militiamen 


Mr. SCOTT. Iask that the bill may go over for to-day. : : : 
Mr. KEAN. I trust the Senator will not make that request. omer TT Oh oe ae _ aa —_ io _ that , 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will Senators please vote?! Mr. COCKRELL. I think in all probability that is a mistake, 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the Sena- | a. the soldier is already a pensioner, and he would not be a pen. 
tor from New Jersey [Mr. Kean] to the amendment of the com- | .ioner if he was simply a militiaman and not mustered into the 


mittee. United States volunteer service. Militiamen are not pensionable. 


The amendment to the amendment was rejected. : : : ; 
The amendment of the Committee on Pensions was agreed to. onda there will be any harm done hy letting the bill 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- JOSEPH H. KENNEDY 
ment was concurred in. ‘ " pees ra . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | _ The bill (S. 3038) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
the third time, and passed. Kennedy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. _ 

The title was amended so as to read: “‘A bill granting an in- | The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
crease of pension to Jane I. Long.”’ | amendment, in line 8, before the word “‘dollars,’’ to strike out 
“twenty-five” and insert ‘‘twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bil! 
SALLIE H. HOFFECKER. read: 

The bill (S. 2215) granting a pension to Sallie H. Hoffecker was Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. ese amon pow on pd pension) poll, subject to: the rovisions 
ea a eae ton ees Company G, First Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Gael, and os him a 


I * the pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
and insert “‘captain;” and in line 9, before the word “dollars,” | Mr. McCREARY. The amendment fixes the amount at $24 
to strike out “‘ twelve”’ and insert “‘ eight;’’ so as to make the bill 4 


per month. The original bill proposed the rate of $25 per month, 
read: but the amendment is satisfactory to me. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, The amendment was agreed to. 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions : 

and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sallie i Hoffecker, widow The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

of Joseph V. Hoffecker, late captain Company A, Sixth Regiment Delaware ment was concurred in. ; 

Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
The amendments were agreed to. | the third time, and passed. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- GEORGE M. LINCH, 


ments were concurred in. Mr. KITTREDGE. Senate bill No. 2688, granting an increase 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read of pension to George M. Linch, was segue Geuing tet? Tila 
the third time, and passed. temporarily. 

GEORGE W. TRAVIS. I move es the a by Pe bill was ordered to a third 

The bill (H. R. 6022) granting an increase of pension to George reading and passe reconsidered. 

W. Travis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with | _ Mr. KITTREDGE. I move that the amendment reported by 
amendments, in line 7, before the word ‘ Militia,” to insert | the Senate committee be disagreed to. In that connection I am 
“ Volunteer;” and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,”’ to strike | authorized by the chairman of the committee to state that since 
out “ thirty” and insert ‘‘ twenty;”’ soasto make the bill read: | the bill was reported to the Senate additional evidence has been 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, presented to the committee and he is satisfied to have the amend- 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions ' ment disagreed to. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 2688) granting an increase of 
pension to George M. Linch. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment which has 
been agreed to will now be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The amendment reported by the committee, 
which was agreed to, was to strike out the word *‘ thirty,”’ before 
the word ‘‘ dollars,”’ and insert ‘‘ twenty.”’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, what is the proposition—to make the 
pension $20 or $30 per month? 

Mr. KITTREDGE. To make it $30, as provided in the bill be- 
fore it was amended. 

This soldier is drawing a pension of $17 per month under the 
general law. His condition is such, and especially this winter, 
since the bill was introduced, that upon presenting proof of that 
condition the chairman of the committee authorized me to make 
the statement which I have made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
agreed to will be disagreed to, if there be no objection. 
Chair hears none, and the amendment is disagreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and ; 

Mr. ALLISON. Are the pension cases concluded? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That completes the pension 


cases. 


The amendment which was 
The 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
12 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, January 27, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS, 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate January 25, 1904. 
POSTMASTER, 
INDIANA, 
Charles E. Disbro to be postmaster at Greentown, in the county 
of Howard and State of Indiana. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 26, 1904. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. | 
Luke B. Colbert, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Marblehead, in the State of Massachusetts. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 
To be second lieutenants in the United States Marine Corps from 
the 16th day of January, 1904. 
William P. Upshur, of Virginia. 
Lovick P. Pinkston, of Texas. 
Arthur P. Crist, of District of Columbia. 
Edward W. Banker, of New York. 
William E- Parker, of Rhode Island, 
William M. Small, of Maryland. - 
Epampnondas L. Bigler, of Ohio. 
Rob rt B. Farquharson, of Vermont. 
Charles R. Sanderson, of District of Columbia. 
Walter N. Hill, of Massachusetts. 
Tillman Bunch, of South Carolina. 
Benjamin §. Berry, of Pennsylvania. 
Russell B. Putnam, of New York. 
Benjamin A. Lewis, of New York. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 
To be assistant paymasters in the United States Navy from the 
16th day of January, 1904. 


Ben D. McGee, of Ohio. 
William L. F. Simonpietri, of New York. 
Neal B. Farwell, of Minnesota. 
Reginald Spear, of Pennsylvania. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY, 
Pay Inspector Charles W. Littlefield to be a pay director in the 
Navy from the 27th day of December, 1903. 
Paymaster Samuel L. Heap to be a pay inspector in the Navy 
ay ~~ 27th day of eee ta the 8 ‘ 
. A. Paymaster Ray Spear to be a paymaster e Na rom 
the 4th day of November, 1903. . 
POSTMASTERS, 
CONNECTICUT. 
James E. Ballard to be postmaster at Darien, in the county of 
Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 
Merton 8. Buckland to be postmaster at West Hartford, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut. 
Sanford E. Chaffee to be postmaster at Derby, in the county of 
New Haven and State of Connecticut. 





| read: 


Harry W. Crane to be postmaster at Wethersfield, in the county 
of Hartford and State of Connecticut. 
; INDIANA. 
Edward C. Faith to be postmaster at Washington, in the county 
of Daviess and State of Indiana. 


MAINE. 
Clark H. Barker to be postmaster at Portland, in the county of 
Cumberland and State of Maine. 
Arthur A. Dinsmore to be postmaster at Dover, in the county 
of Piscataquis and State of Maine. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
William H. Coffey to be postmaster at Tufts College, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 
Charles F. Hammond to be postmaster at Nantucket, in the 
county of Nantucket and State of Massachusetts. 
George L. Minott to be postmaster at Gardner, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 
MICHIGAN. 
Fred Slocum to be postmaster at Caro, in the county of Tuscola 
and State of Michigan. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
George A. McIntire to be postmaster at Milford, in the county 
of Hillsboro and State of New Hampshire. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Everett W, Greene to be postmaster at Patton, in the county 
of Cambria and State of Pennsylvania. 
George W. Mullen to be postmaster at Dillsburg, in the county 
of York and State of Pennsylvania. 
Penroe C. Romberger to be postmaster at Elizabethville, in the 
county of Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania. 
Samuel G. Wilson to be postmaster at Bridgeport, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 
RHODE ISLAND. 
Eugene R. Phillips to be postmaster at Phillipsdale, in the 
county of Providence and State of Rhode Island. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
TUESDAY, January 26, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, Mr. George J. Smith, Representa-’ 
tive-elect from the Twenty-fourth district of the State of New 
York, is present and ready to take the oath of office. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will present himself. 

Mr. George J. Smith came forward and was duly qualified by 
taking the oath of office prescribed by law. 

JANITOR FOR THE COMMITTEE ON INDUSTRIAL ARTS, ETC. 

Mr. HILDEBRANT, from the Committee on Accounts, re- 
ported back favorably the following reso‘ution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Industrial Arts and Ex- 
positions is reer authorized to appoint a janitor to said committee for the 
sessions of the Fifty-eighth Congress, to be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the House of Representatives, at the rate of $60 per month. 

JANITOR FOR LIBRARY OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. HILDEBRANT also, from the Committee on Accounts, 


| reported back favorably the following resolution; which was read, 


considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereb 
appoint a janitor to serve in the library of the 


authorized and directed to 
ouse, to be paid out of the 


| contingent fund of the House, at the rate of $60 per month until otherwise 


provided by law. 
HORSES, CARRIAGES, ETC., FOR POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Iam directed by the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads to report a substitute for a resolution 


| referred to that committee. 


The following proposed substitute for House resolution 152 was 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and is hereby, requested to fur- 
nish to this House, at his earliest convenience, a statement showing the num- 
ber of horses, carriages, and automobiles maintained at Government expense 


| for the use of officials in his Department, together with a statement showing 


the cost of said horses, carriages, automobiles, and harness, the date of pur- 
chase, from what fund the payment was made, and the amount of wages paid 
to men acting as coachmen, footmen, and chauffeurs, whether carried on the 
rolls as such or in some other classification; also the list of officials entitled to 
the use of said carriages, and the date when such service was inaugurated. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. I move the adoption of the substitute 
rted by the committee. 
r. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Speaker-— 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to the 
gentleman from Nebraska? 


re 
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Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes. sir. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I should like to ask the chairman of the 
committee whether he will accept an amendment to specify the 
time upon which payment of wages has been asked? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I do not feel free to accept any amend- 
ment, Mr. Speaker, as I have been directed by the committee to 
report this substitute. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I understand the committee desires to ob- 
tain information sufficient to guide the House, and as the matter 
now stands the information obtained is likely to be almost worth- 
less. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OvEr- 
STREET] moves the previous question. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa point of order. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana had made a motion to adopt the substitute, 
whereupon the Speaker put the motion to the House. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana did not call the previous question and did 
not retain the floor. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Hircu- 
cock] got the floor in his own right. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. No; he asked me a question. 
surrendered the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recollects quite well that the gen- 


I have not 


from Nebraska [Mr. Hircucock]. The Chair asked the gentie- 
man from Indiana whether he yielded, and he did yield, for a 
question. The Chair does not understand that the gentleman 
from Indiana yielded the floor. 

Mr. CLARK. Is there not debate for forty minutes allowed on 
a motion for the previous question, if anybody wants it? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. This is a unanimous report of the com- 
mittee. I see no occasion for debate. 

Mr. CLARK. I have no desire on earth to make a speech; but 
I want to know what is the rule. 

The SPEAKER. If there has been no prior debate, forty min- 
utes are allowed for debate under the previous question, twenty 
minutes on a side. 

Mr. CLARK. Then I give notice that I should like to be rec- 
ognized for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks the previ- 
ous question. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gen- 
tleman from Indiana to withhold that 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OvEr- 
STREET] yield? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I do not. 

Mr. ROBINSON .of Indiana (continuing). Long enough to 
answer a question that will interpret this resolution. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I do not yield. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana declines to 
yield. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If the previous question is 
voted, then will there not be twenty minutes on a side for debate? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, if there has been no debate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, there has not been thus 
far 

The SPEAKER, The Chair states that under the rule, if there 
has been no debate, there is twenty minutes on a side, after the 
previous question is ordered, for debate. 

— ROBINSON of Indiana. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. 

TT he SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Has there been such debate on 
this question as would preclude the forty minutes’ debate after 
the previous question is ordered? 

The SPEAKER. That is a question of fact. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. BITCHCOCK. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Is debate now in order? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that debate is not in order, for the reason that debate has been 
had already. 

Mr. CLARK. Now, Mr. Speaker, surely the fact that one 
Member asks another Member a question can not be construed by 
any fair rule as a debate. 

TheSPEAKER. Undersomecircumstances the Chair thinks he 
might well hold that there had been debate, where it was evi- 
dently for obstruction or dilatory purposes; but it seems to the 
Chair that a fair construction of the rule under existing condi- 
tions Would not authorize the Chair to say that such debate had 
been had as to preclude debate at this time. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] Therefore the Chair recognizes the gentleman 
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from Indiana. Does the gentleman from Indiana desire recogni. 
tion at this time? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I willreserve my twenty minutes, 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Speaker—— 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska desires recog- 
nition? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska is recognized 
for twenty minutes. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I shall occupy only a few 
moments and leave the balance of the time open to other gentle- 
men on this side who may desire to be heard. 

When this matter came up on the Republican side of this Cham- 
ber, I was surprised, and I think many others were surprised, not 
so much at the extravagance and unauthorized expenditures 
which had been going on in all the Executive Departments, by 
confession, but I was surprised at the confession of the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, made upon the floor of this 
House, that he knew that those expenditures were going on; that 
he knew that carriages were being illegally used and coachmen 
and chauffeurs and footmen illegally employed under the name of 
‘skilled laborers,’’ and the further confession which he made 


| that he had been unable, when he had endeavored to do so, to pro- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET] yielded to the gentleman 


cure information as to the extent of the abuse from the respon- 
sible heads of those great Departments. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this presents even a 
greater evil than the mere evil of governmental extravagance. 
Governmental extravagance authorized by the representatives of 
the people is one thing. Governmental extravagance, however, 
in these Departments, unauthorized by anybody, is much worse. 
Not only have we had this governmental extravagance and illegal 
expenditure, but it was incurred and carried on without any au- 
thorization whatever, and in spite of this fact the eminent chair- 
man of this great and powerful Committee on Appropriations has 
been unable either to ascertain its extent or to put a stop to it. 

Extravagance of that sort is carried on in the dark, carried on 
under a cloud of mystery, but without the knowledge of the peo- 
ple and without authority from any source, a kind of extrava- 
gance that this House should stop, too, and which the people of 
the country will not tolerate. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I intro- 
duced these resolutions, designed to obtain for this House and for 
the country specific information; and in the resolution which 
came before the House yesterday, or which should have come be- 
fore this House yesterday, I asked for information as to what 
wages had been paid to these coachmen, chauffeurs, and footmen 
‘**during the past calendar year.’’ The committee emasculated 
that resolution by striking out the period specified and laid them- 
selves open to the suspicion—and [ have no hesitation in saying 
it, Mr. Speaker—laid themselves open to the suspicion that they 
did not want to procure and lay before this House information 
as to the extent of the expenditures, illegal expenditures, that 
have been going on for the past year and longer, but desire to 
put the Executive Departments in a position to report simply what 
is existing now. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, a reform may have occurred. It has been in- 
timated to me—it ig, in fact, an open secret in this to at since 
these resolutions were introduced there has been a img of dry 
bones and of official carriages which have been turned in and 
turned over and given up. This resolution in its emasculated 
condition will enable these executive heads of the Departments 
simply to report to this House what is now in existence and to 
conceal previous extravagance and the illegal expenditures which 
have been in progress during the past year. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Your resolution contemplated obtaining in- 
formation covering merely the last year—the calendar year? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would like to know, is it not a fact that 
when the information comes to the House giving the date of the 
purchase of these carriages, if that does not include not only tho 
calendar year, but the whole length of time during which this has 
been going on; if the resolution reported does not, in fact, get 
more information or call for more information than you yourself 
called for? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Iwill reply to the gentleman by saying 
that each one of these committees has reported a substitute, 
which does purport to seek for the additional information, which 
purports to ask for information as to when these carriages were 
purchased, and I am told that it is the evident purpose to fasten 
upon some Democratic Administration, if possible, the responsi- 
bility for the purchase of these carriages that have existed. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to conceal anything. I approved 
that part of the substitute, and I am perfectly willing to put any 
responsibility where it belongs, upon a Democratic Administra- 
tion as well as upon a Republican Administration; but when 
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these committees come in here and emasculate these resolutions 
py striking out the inquiry for specific information as to the 
wages paid in the past year, then I think they have sought to con- 
ceal from this House one of the most important facts which 
should be revealed. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am through, and if the 
Republican side of this House desires to take the responsibility of 
concealing this important matter, well and good. have intro- 
duced these resolutions for the purpose of getting light. I re- 
serve the balance of my time, but yield to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. WILLIams]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. For a question, Mr. Speaker. 
As I understand, the object of your resolution is to prevent any- 
body ‘‘standing out from under’”’ on account of the operation of 
the resolution or any possible action by Congress by turning in 
carriages, horses, etc., and then reporting that at the time of 
their report they had none? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. That is exactly it. I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, this resolution, or substi- 
tute for the resolution, is in exactly the same language that was 
first reported to the House from the Committee on Ways and 
Means, calling for similar information from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and the language followed by the others of the different 
committees which have thus far reported similar substitutes. 
That resolution, I understand, was considered by the Committee 
on Ways and Means and amended to meet the situation. Toenter 
upon a change of phraseology in this resolution would be to call 
for a different kind of information from that which has already 
been called for from the other Departments of the Government. 
My understanding is that thus far the House has called for this 
information from the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of 
War, the Secretary of the Navy, the Department of Commerce, 
and from the State Department. If, therefore, we should modify 
the language of the resolution which the Post-Office Committee 
now submits as to the inquiry made of the Postmaster-General, I 
presume that the gentleman from Nebraska would assume that 
he had further lease of life for notoriety in seeking additional in- 
—— each of the Departments that had already been 
inquired of. : 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is this substitute not reported unanimously 
from your committee? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. It is a unanimous report from the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, at its meeting held this 
morning. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will you allow me one question? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. There was so much disturbance on the 
floor I could not hear. Does your substitute cover the time of 
the inquiry for twelve months or two years? 

Mr.OVERSTREET. Thesubstitute is in the identical language 
of every resolution thus far passed by the House which covers the 
various Departments, with possibly the exception of the Secretary 
of Agriculture. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then one more question. If an officer 
had carriages two months ago, or one week ago, and has turned 
them in before this inquiry goes to him—— 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I can answer the question more quickly 
by reading the resolution. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Thank you; I could not hear it. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I read from the resolution adopted by 
the House yesterday, calling for information from the State De- 
partment, and I substituted the ‘‘ Postmaster-General’’ where 
the resolution has ‘‘ Secretary of State:’’ 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, requested to 
furnish to this House, at his earliest convenience, a statement showing the 
number of horses, carriages, and automobiles maintained at Government ex- 
pense for the officials of his Department, ether with a statement showing 
the cost of said horses, carriages, automobiles, and harness, the date of pur- 
chase, from what fund the payment was made, and the amount of wages 
paid to men acting as coachmen, footmen, and chauffeurs, whether carried 
on the rolls as such or in some other classification; also, the list of officials 
entitled to the use of such carriages and the date when such service was 
Inaugurated. 

Thet means the information up to the time he received this 
resolution. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, pardon me. If I understand your 
substitute, if he has turned that carriage in he does not have to 
teport the date at which it was bought or the cost. 

Mr. PAYNE. Of course he does. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is that your construction of it? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I am hardly prepared to even assume 
that any Cabinet officer is going to resort to a trick of that low 
character. 

Mr. MADDOX. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
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Mr. OVERSTREET. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. MADDOX. Will you just answer a single question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I do. 

Mr. MADDOX. Do you construe your resolution, that is, the 
resolution from your committee, to cover all expenses from the 
time the service was inaugurated up to date? Is that the idea? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Jam following, or rather the committee 
is following, exactly the language of every other resolution thus 
far reported by the House. 

Mr. MADDOX. I understand that. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Wait a moment. It is not, I think, fair 
now to frame a resolution which would be susceptible of a differ- 
ent construction, for this reason, if the House desires this infor- 
mation from the various Departments of the Government itshould 
come to us under similar requests made of each, so that we will 
have the same construction on each one of the inquiries. 

Mr. MADDOX. Ifthe gentleman will permit me justa minute, 
I think if we can ever get order, and the Members of this House 
can understand what we are after, probably the trouble will be 
reached. What struck me was the vital question covering the 
idea suggested by the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. My construction is this: I will say tomy 
friend that the date of purchase will limit the beginning of the 
inquiry. If they have any such articles in the Department then 
they will report them, together with the date of purchase. I do 
not care how far back it goes. It relates to the articles they have 
at the time they get the inquiry. 

Mr. MADDOX. It is not to bring along with it the expense 
that has occurred from that date up to this time. That is what I 
am after. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I presume so. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will take time enough to 
read the original resolution of the gentleman from Nebraska—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to 
the gentleman from Minnesota? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. [yield tothe gentleman from Minnesota, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to read for the informa- 
tion of the House the original resolution of the gentleman from 
Nebraska and call attention to the changes, and the only changes, 
that have been made in that resolution by the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. The resolution is: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, requested to 
furnish this House at his earliest convenience a statement showing the num- 
ber of horses, carriages, and automobiles maintained at Government expense 
for the use of officials in his Department, together with a statement showing 
the cost of said horses, carriages, automobiles, and harness. 

Down to that point both resolutions are identically the same, 
Then the committee has added this: 

The date of purchase, and from what fund the payment was made— 

The rest of his resolution is the same— 
and the amount of wages paid to men acting as coachmen, footmen, and 
chauffeurs, whether carried on the rolls as such or in some other capacity; 
also the list of officials entitled to the use of said carriages. 

It will be readily seen by the Members of the House that the 
substitute resolution is much broader and includes a great deal 
more than the original resolution. It includes all that the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska called for and a great deal more. The 
resolution reported by the committee will, if answered, give the 
House far more and fuller information on the subject to which 
the resolution relates. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman—— 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I want to call the attention of the House 
to an additional amendment which further broadens the resolu- 
tion. At the end of the resolution originally offered by the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska, and after the word ‘‘carriages’’ there 
have been inserted in each of the several resolutions the following 
language: ‘‘On the date when such service was inaugurated.”’ 
So that the substitutes which have been thus far adopted by the 
House are much broader than the original resolutions. NowlI 
will yield to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I ask the gentleman from In- 
diana this question as to his own construction of the resolution as 
it stands. Suppose,that somebody hitherto having a carriage or 
automobile, knowing that this inquiry was pending before the 
House and would be reported, were to dispose of the carriage or 
automobile. Then I ask the gentleman this question: Could he 
not then in his reply to this resolution of inquiry simply say: 
‘January 27, 1904,” or whatever date it was, ‘‘ this division, or 
this bureau, has no carriage, has no automobile in its service, and 
therefore there is no date of the purchase of the automobile or 
carriage.’’ Does not the gentleman think that might happen? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. 1 answer that if that criticism should lie 


| against this substitute, it would not only lie against each of the 
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substitutes adopted by the House, but also against the original 
resolution. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, 
but Iam not talking about the original resolution. You have in 
some respects made the original resolution better. The question 
now is whether. with the original resolution as you have made it, 
you can not still further better it by admitting this language and 
avoiding the possibility of this loophole of escape when the replies 
are made. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I want a minute to ask the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi a question. Is not this resolution in the 
identical terms that it was reported from the Committee on Ways 
and Means? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly; and I voted for it. 
I am sorry the gentleman has asked that question, because it 
forces me to confess in public that I had not the insight nor the 
foresight of the gentleman from Nebraska, who has discovered 
this possible loophole and convinced me that it is a loophole. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Theinsight andthe foresizht of the gentleman 
from Nebraska happens to be the gentleman's hindsight, because 
the gentleman from Nebraska did not discover it until afterwards. 

Mr. DALZELL. Let me ask the gentleman from Mississippi 
if he did not participate in the discussion and make the sugges- 
tion 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes; I agreed to the resolu- 


tion brought into the House from the Committee on Ways and | 


Means at the time, and thought at the time that-the resolution 


was broad enough, and the only suggestion I made was to broaden | 


the original resolution which I voted for and to which I agreed. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of 
my time. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute. 


The question was taken; anl1 the substitute resolution was | 


agreed to. 
PRINTING BLANK FRANKS. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 2121) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act providing for public printing and binding 
and the distribution of public documents.”’ 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That chapter 23 of the Statutes of the United States en- | 


titled ‘‘An act providing for public printing and binding and the distribution 
of public documents,” approved January 12, 1895 (28 Stat. L., p. 606), be, and 
ishereby, amended by inserting, after the words “ blank franks” where they 
occur in the second paragraph of section 37 of said chapter, the followin 
words: “printed on sheets and perforated, or singly, at the option of anid 
Senators, Members, and Delegates.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 


Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I | 


would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana to explain this. 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. The object of this bill is to au- | 
thorize the Public Printer in preparing the frank slips for the use | 
of the Senate and House to so perforate the sheets as to facilitate | 
the addressing when the time comes to send out packages of seeds | 
The perforations will save a great deal of | 


and public documents. 
work, and the expense is practically nothing. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third | 


time, and passed. 


PROCEEDINGS ON UNVEILING OF STATUE OF COUNT ROCHAMBEAU, 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous | 
consent for the present consideration of the following concurrent | 


resolution No. 4. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Concurrent resolution No. 4. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there | 


be printed, and bound in the form such as is customary in the case of eulogies, 
20,000 copies of the proceedings upon the unveiling of the statue of the Count 
de Rochambeau, of which 6,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 12,000 for tiie 
use of the House of Representatives, 1,000 to be delivered to the am dor 
of the Republic of France for such distribution as he shall think fit, the re- 
maining 1,000, of which 200 shall be bound in full morocco, to be distributed, 
under the direction of the chairman of the Joint Committee on the Library, 
to the guests invited from the French Republic and the speakers who took 
part in said celebration. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
desire to ask the gentleman from Indiana why it is that the 
Senate, in the distribution of these documents, is given a great 
many more, in proportion to the number, than the House re- 


ceives? The Senate geta3,000 and the House 6,000. We have 386 | 


Members and they have 90 members. I will ask if the committee 
considered that that was a fair distributie. between the two 
Houses? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. The resolution is just as it came 
from the Senate. That question was not raised by anyone in the 
eommittee. 


[After a pause.] The | 
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Mr. TAWNEY. I think the committee ought to raise the ques. 
tion of its own motion for the protection of the Members of the 
House in getting their share of the public documents. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] that this is not an un- 
usual division. The division is somewhat arbitrary, and in the 
case of distributions previously made I understand this rule jg 
followed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman jf jt 
is not done on the theory that Senators have a very much laryer 
constituency than Members have, individually? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I should say that possibly that 
has something to do with it. The same distribution has been 
followed, Mr. Speaker, in similar publications provided for by 
the Committee on Printing. ' 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considcra- 
tion of the resolution. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, if I may be permitted, I would 
like to offer an amendment. I have no objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution, but I will offer an amendment 
placing the number to be distributed or placed to the credit of 
the Senate at 2,000 and the number to be placed to the credit of 
the House and the House document room at 7,000. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I have no objection tothe amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 7 strike out the word “three” and insert in liewsthereof the word 
oe two.” 
Also, in line 8 strike out “‘six "and insertin lieu thereof the word “ seven.” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution as amended. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 


TREATIES, LAWS, AND ORDERS RELATING TO INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the Senate concurrent 
resolution which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound 3,000 copiesof Senate Document No. 452, Fifty-seventh 
Congress, first session, entitled ‘‘ Treaties, Laws, Executive Orders, etc., 
Relating to Indian Affairs,” as revised, 300 of which shall be for the use 
of the Senate, 800 for the House of Representatives, 200 for the Commissicvner 
| of Indian Affairs, 50 for the House Committee on Indian Affairs, 50 for the 
| Senate Committee on Indian Affairs, and the remaining 1,100 shall be sold by 
the Superintendent of Documents. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 

CHARLES CARROLL AND JOHN HANSON. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
' consent for the present consideration of the Senate concurrent 
resolution which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate (the net 





| 
| 


Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound of the proc ngs in Congress upon the acceptance of 
the statues of Charles Carroll of Carrollton and John Hanson, presented by 
the State of Maryland, 16,500 copies, of which 5,000 shall be for the use of the 
Senate and 10,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and the remain 
ing 1,500 copies shall be for the use and distribution of the Senators and Rep- 
| resentatives in Con from the State of Maryland. 

The Joint Committee on Printing is hereby authorized to have the copy 
prepared for the Public Printer, who shall procure suitable copper-process 
Plates to be bound with these memorials. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
ofthe resolution? —' 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask if the chairman of 
the Committee on Printing will not consent to an amendment to 
this resolution changing the ratio of numbers of copies for dis- 
| tribution between the two Houses, so that there will be 3,000 for 
the use of the Senate and 12,000 for the use of the House? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I will say that | 
have no objection to accepting the amendment, but I wish to say 
| in this connection that this is the usual distribution which is 
made of documents of this nature. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understand that it may be usual in concur- 
rent resolutions which originate at the other end of the Capitol, 
but it is not the rule as to distribution which the House has here- 
tofore followed; and if it were there is a very good reason why that 
rule should now be changed, because the House to-day consists of 
886 Members, whereas heretofore it consisted of 356, I move, 
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therefore, Mr. Speaker, that the resolution be so amended as to 
provide 3,000 copies for the use of the Senate and 12,000 for the 
use of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “five” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


“three.” 
Also, in 
“twelve.” 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 
The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution as amended. 
The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to, 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER-GENERAL OF IMMIGRATION, 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the Senate concurrent 
resolution which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed in Fax covers, at the Government Printing Office, 5,500 addi- 
tional copies of the annual report of the Commissioner-General of Immigra- 
tion for the year ended June 30, 1903, with illustrations, of which 1,000 shall 
be for the use of the Senate and > 000 for the use of the House of Representa- 
tives, and the remaining 2,500 copies shall be delivered to the Bureau of Im- 
migration for distribution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution which has just been reported? 

There was no objection. ; : 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 2 

On motion of Mr. CHaRLes B. LANDIS, a motion to reconsider | 
the several votes by which the several resolutions were passed was | 
laid on the table. 


line 8, strike out the word “ten” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL, 


Mr. HEMENWAY. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose 
of considering the urgent deficiency bill. Before we go into com- 
mittee I desire, if possible, that we may agree upon a limit for 
general debate. I ask the attention of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. LIvINGsToN ]. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Ishould like to know whether points 
of order have been reserved on this bill. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. There have been. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, I suggest we should like about two hours 
on our side, 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Well, I ask unanimous consent that there | 
be five hours of discussion on the bill in the Committee of the 
Whole, two hours and a half on a side, the time of the majority | 
side to be controlled by myself and on the minority side by the | 
gentleman from Georgia [| Mr. Livineston]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HEMevy- | 
WAY] asks unanimous consent that general debate in Committee | 
of the Whole on this bill be limited to five hours, one-half of that 
time to be controlled by himself and one-half by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Livinaston]}. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HEMENWAY, that | 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state | 
of the Union, it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Tawney in the chair) and 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10954) making ap- 
propriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for prior years and 
for other pu es. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I ask unanimous consent that the first 
reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HeMENWAY] is recognized. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, before referring to the 
provisions of the bill which I bring before the House, I want to 
call attention to the condition of the Treasury of the United 
States. It is well in the affairs of Government as well as private 
affairs ~ take occasionally an account of stock and see ‘* where 
we are at.’’ 

In view of different statements made by Members of this Con- 
gress in which legislation is suggested upon the ground that we | 
have a large surplus in the Treasury, I think it my duty to call 
the attention of the House and of the country to a real problem 
that we are called upon to solve. It is this: How can we reduce | 
the estimated expenses of the Government for the ensuing fiscal 
year $42,000,000? 

The total estimates submitted at the beginning of this session 








| been presented to the House. 
| gent deficiency bill; we have made it general in its character, in 


| ments of the Government. 


for ordinary expenses, exclusive of $56,500,000 required to meet 
the sinking fund, amount to $727,474,206.79. 

In addition, more than ten millions in the nature of supple- 
mental estimates have come to the Committee on Appropriations 
by reference of the House. Those that have gone to other com- 
mittees and still more that will follow that will come to Congress 
before the session closes will surely increase that sum at least 
$15,000,000. The arbitrdry cut made in the Engineer's estimates 
for contract work on rivers and harbors, which will probably not 
be sustained if the contract obligations are met, amounts to 
$4,843,716. Adding these sums to the original estimates makes a 
grand total of $747,317,922.79. 

The total revenues are estimated by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury for the fiscal year beginning July 1 next at $704,472,060.72. 
Estimates in excess of the probable total revenues, $42,845,862.07. 

The problem is all the more serious when we realize that at the 
last session Congress appropriated, exclusive of deficiencies, within 
less than $10,000,000 all that was submitted in the estimates, and 
that at the first session of the last Congress—the session corre- 
sponding to the present session of this Congress—the appropri- 
ations, exclusive of deficiencies and the large sum of $50,130,000 
for the isthmian canal, approached the sum of the estimates 
within a little less than $24,000,000. 

Nor is there any comfort afforded in the fact that the total es- 
timates, excluding the sinking fund, submitted last Congress 


| were at the first session thereof $19,672,311.53 less than the esti- 


mated revenues, and at the last session $44,310,887.70 less than 
the estimated revenues. 
It only argues that we now have no latitude to appropriate be- 


| yond the lines laid down in the regular estimates, and that those 


lines must of necessity be materially contracted. Three of the 
great annual supply bills for the Government—the pension, legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial, and the army—have passed the House. 


| They carry in the aggregate $242 006,123.35, nearly one-third of the 


whole annual estimates, as presented to us by the Executive. 
Yet they show a reduction in the sum total of only $4,116,623.26 
under those estimates. If the ratio of reduction is not materially 
increased when we come to consider the remaining bills, the ex- 
penses for the next fiscal year, as we shall authorize them, can 
only be met by heavy inroads on the surplus in the Treasury. 
The present net cash balance in the Treasury amounts to 


| $224,000,000. This sum is likely to be materially diminished in 
| the near future (1) by payment on account of the isthmian canal, 
| $50,000,000; (2) by requisition on account of unexpended balances 
| of appropriations, which are: For increase of the Navy, $27,000,000; 


for rivers and harbors, $37,000,000; for public buildings, $17,000,- 
000; total, $131,000,000. 
- Thus, if all outstanding obligations fixed by appropriations 
already made were liquidated the net cash in the Treasury would 
be reduced to the dangerously low-water mark of $93,000,000, a 
sum less than it has reached at any period since the era of de- 
pression that antedated the beginning of Mr. McKinley’s first 
Administration. 

There yet remains to be appropriated to meet contract obliga- 
tions authorized chiefly by the last Congress on account of public 


| works. as follows: 


yA | Se a ee $82, 718, 659.00 
a, sseadesacnsenwacun 36, 628, 964. 89 
I mnmansions 17, 161, 609. 34 


a ag 136, 509, 233. 23 


The estimates of appropriations required to be made at this 
session on account of the foregoing are: . 


ood 8 
For rivers and harbors (engineers’ estimates) 
For public buildings 


$58, 226, 860.00 
13,540, 753. 00 
9, 087, 208. 00 


6 mecasnacsewasese ccceccenseceecogeces conc ccescccccccccece 60, 804, 821. 00 


There should be no legislation passed reducing revenues, and 
this Congress must exercise economy, not refusing any necessary 
item, to meet the growing expenses of this great country, but to 
strike from the estimates and from the appropriation bills re- 
ported to this House every superfluous item. We must keep 
within the revenues. 

Now, gentlemen, I desire to call attention to the bill that has 
It is something more than an ur- 


that it provides for all ascertained obligations of the Government 

for the current and prior fiscal years. For instance, judgments 

of the Court of Claims, judgments of the courts generally, and 

accounts that are audited and ascertained by the different depart- 

— All have been taken care of on this 
ill. 

Weare urging certain legislation upon the bill. Itis, of course, 
subject to a point of order,and canonly gothrough by the unani- 
mous consent of the House. 

The first item is legislation authorizing the Government board 
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of the Louisiana Purchase Exposition to rent certain buildings in 


the city of Washington. It seems to be necessary in getting to- 
gether the different Government exhibits that they should have 
certain rooms in the city of Washington. The general statute 
prohibits the renting of any buildingsin the District of Columbia 
without express authority of law. So we put that item on the 
bill authorizing these buildings to be rented. 

We next propose the following: ° 

The President is hereby authorized to establish convenient districts for the 
collection of revenue from customs, and for that puspwe may subdivide any 
State or Territory within or appurtenant to the United States, or may unite 
two or more States or Territories within or appurtenant to the United States, 
or any part or parts thereof, into one district, and may from time to time 
—— districts: Provided, That there shall be no more than 123 collection 

We have to-day in the United States about 165 collection dis- 
tricts. Many of these districts are maintained at great loss to the 
Government. I will put in the RecorD a statement taken from 
page 25 of the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, which 
shows these districts that are maintained at a loss to the Govern- 
ment. For instance, at Elizabeth City, N. C., we have a port, the 
receipts of which last year were $87. It cost the Government 
$1,770 to maintain that district. We have at Brownsville, Tex.,a 
district, where the receipts last year were $4,700 in round figures, 
and it cost the Government $31,000 to maintain the district. We 
have at Galena, IL., a district, where there was collected 70 cents 
last year-—— 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iwill directly. It cost the Government 
$378 to maintain that district; and so all along the line, in the last 
year, and from year to year, are given the amount collected and 
= amount it cost to maintain the port. NowlI yield to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. 
with reference to these offices? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. What do we propose to do in the matter? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Have you any suggestion in 
your bill? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. We propose here by the bill to legislate 
substantially in the same manner as was done in regard to the in- 
ternal-revenue collection districts in 1877. Years ago the same 
condition existed in the Internal-Revenue Service. They had 
numerous unnecessary collection districts all over the country, and 
provision was placed upon an appropriation bill authorizing the 
President of the United States to combine the districts and limit 
the number they should have in the United States. Under that 
legislation the districts were combined and many were discon- 
tinued. 

The service is reputed to be to-day the best administered and 
least expensive branch of the public service. The internal reve- 
nue is collected, collected promptly, collected easily, at a very 
light expense, and there is no reason why the customs should not 
be collected in the same way. The Secretary of the Treasury, 
quoting again from his report, pages 109 and 110 to 113, gives 
tables showing that $230,740,925 of internal revenue was collected 
during the last fiscal year with 1,314 employees, at a total cost of 
only $4,771,188.50, or a little over 2 per cent on thedollar. During 
the same period there was collected in revenue from customs 
$287,784,499; the service cost $8,464,558.14, or more than 3 per cent 
on the dollar, and employed 6,358 persons. 

Mr. WILLIAM W.KITCHIN. Would you still have your 
officer at each one of these small ports? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Where it was necessary there would sim- 
ply be an officer there in charge, as you have now. You have 
your stamp agencies—— 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Your deputies. 


Will the gentleman allow me 


What do you propose to do 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Your deputies. For instance, in the | 


State of Indiana there used to be quite a number of districts—I 
think five or six—for the collection of internal revenue, and in each 
district was a separate organization employing many persons, 
That has all been done away with. We have now two districts, 
and at each important point of the State—— 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Your proposition would not 
then close these ports; or would your proposition close these 

orts? 

. Mr. HEMENWAY. It would not close a single port of the 
United States that is necessary. The effect would be in such 
places we would not have a high-salaried Presidential officer and 
a great army of clerks; they would have simply a deputy, with a 
sufficient force to transact the public business. 

Mr. MADDOX. And it would consolidate some of them? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. And it would consolidate some of them. 
As I have stated, this item is subject to a point of order, but I do 


| the collection of customs. 








Mr. FITZGERALD. This provision contemplates a very great 
change for these offices, does it not? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Ob, certainly it contemplates a great 
change in the offices. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Probably the most comprehensive legis- 
lation on this subject that would be enacted in years? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I did not understand the gentleman’s 
question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. This is the most comprehensive legisla- 
tion on this matter that has been enacted or will be enacted in 
some years. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Well, as I understand it, there has been 
no legislation upon the question since 1872, except to add to the 
number of collection districts. I want to say to the gentleman 
that itis almost impossible toagree upon legislation upon this mat- 
ter. When youtry to get a bill that will specify pointsall over the 
United States it is a very difficult thing to agree upon it. Mem- 
bers of the House looking after their particular districts or their 
particular territory insist that that port should be here or there, 
so that it is much better to leave the whole matter, as was done 
in the case of the collection of internal revenue, to the officer in 
charge to simply put the port where it is absolutely necessary, 
We have had experience along this line in the collection of inter- 
nal revenue and it has worked well. It was started just as this 
has started, the item being in almost the exact language. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Has there been any effort made to agree 
upon such a bill as the gentleman refers to? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Oh, I can not say as to that. I judge 
there has been, as this evil has existed for many years, and it is 
pane to believe that efforts have been made to agree upon a 
bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I want to ask the gentleman if he be- 
lieves that legislation of such important character should be 
ingrafted upon an appropriation bill? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I doin this instance, because there is no 
better place to put it, and we have had, as I say, an example in 
the result of the legislation placed upon an appropriation bill in 
regard to the collection of internal revenue. e have so thor- 
oughly demonstrated in that department that it can be done that 
there is no danger in following the same legislation in regard to 
Nearly all remedial legislation of this 
character has had its origin and abiding place on appropriation 
bills, a recent notable instance being the abolition of the fee sys- 
tem for United States attorneys and marshals, that was accom- 
plished on an appropriation bill and has resulted in the saving of 
many millions of dollars to the country. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman will permit me, this 
bill was reported to the House last Saturday? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. A copy of the bill or of the report was 
unavailable until yesterday to the Members, and now the gentle- 
man urges Members of this House to favor this provision of the 
bill and reads from a report to which no attention is called in the 
report from his committee, and it seems to me that it is unfair to 
the Members of this House to ask them to pass upon such impor- 
tant legislation in this way. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I read from the annual report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, which was sent to the different Mem- 
bers of Congress, and they have certainly had it in their posses- 
sion for the last month, I should say, or six weeks. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Not at all; about two weeks. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman—— 

TheCHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 


| from New Jersey? 


Mr. HEMENWAY. I do for a question. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. In your judgment, will this change 
in any way affect the commercial interests of our country to their 
detriment? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Not in theleast. At every point where it 
is necessary to have a port I have no doubt there will be one, in 
charge of a deputy or in charge of a collector; but it will result 
in this, that a great many ports which are unnecessary, as it can 
be shown by this report, will be abolished and less important 
ones will be consolidated. Why should a collection port exist 
that turns in only $5.19? 

Mr. BARTLE How much does it cost to collect that? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. In one instance, $236. In manyinstances 
it is a great deal higher than that. There is one point where it 
costs, if you take the report, $136 to collect $1, and there is an- 
other place where it costs $540 to collect $1. 

Here is another place where it costs $540 to collecta dollar; an- 
other where it costs $258 to collect a dollar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. There are no great comprehensive 


not believe that Members of this House will make a point of | changes connected with this legislation, but it is of great impor- 


order against an item that will result in such a great reform. 


tance in the line of economy? 
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Mr. HEMENWAY. Thatisall. — 

Mr. POWERS.of Maine. Mr. Chairman—— : 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to 
the gentleman from Maine? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will. ae 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. How much will it reduce expenses 
to make these changes? Has the gentleman made any estimate 

hat? 
“a HEMENWAY. The estimate is about $100,000 a year, and 
they think they can save more than that. 5 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Has the gentleman any detailed state- 
ment showing where it will come in? ; 

Mr. HEM AY. The detailed statement contains the num- 
ber of unnecessary ports to be dispensed with. We have a letter 
from the anes of the Treasury, which I will put into the 
RecorD, and which goes into it in detail. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Is there any place where there is a 
collectorship to-day that it would not be necessary to have a dep- 
uty collector in case you abolish the collectorship? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Where? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If the gentleman wants me to go into de- 
tail, Ican only give him my opinion, and it might not be of any 
value. I refer him tothe list printed on page 25 of the report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and the — can figure out 
the places where the ports ought to be discontinued. 

Mr. POWERSof Maine. If you discontinue a collectorship and 
it is necessary to appoint a ae under the civil service, will it 
not in many instances en a larger expense rather than a 


smaller expense? 

Mr. HEMEN WAY. No; there is not a single instance where it 
would entail a larger expense, but in every instance the expense 
will be reduced. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. My own impression is that there are 
places where it would cost more. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Idonotthink thereisa placein the United 
States where it could ibly cost more. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. it always a fair method in deter- 


mining the necessity of a collectorship to take the amount of reve- | 


nue collected as compared with the cost of collection? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Notalways. Atcertain great ports of the 
United States where inspectors are necessary the amount collected 
does not always determine the importance of the port, but at in- 
terior ports it always determines the importance of the port. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I have the honor to represent several 
hundred miles of coast and interior line, and there are three or 
four collectorships along that line. I do not know but one—that 


is Machias—where it costs more than the receipts. I think none | 


of the others cost more than their receipts. One of them, Ban- 
gor, is the largest collector of revenue in the State. Now, along 
that line it is necessary, for the prevention of smuggling, as 
there are several railroads that cross the line, to have deputy col- 
lectors and inspectors, whether you have a collectorship or not. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Let me say to the gentleman that there | 


are seven ports in Maine where the revenue collected amounts to 
less than the expenditures. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I would like to ask the gentleman if 
Machias is one of them? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Belfast is the first one in the list. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. That is not in my district. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman can get the list from page 


25 of the Seeretary’s report. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I want to say to the gentleman that 
I do not want to vote for any such radical change in existing law 
without I carefully look into it. 

‘ = eommees WAY. The gentleman will have ample time to 
O that. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Indiana a question. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Very well. 

Mr. MADDOX. _Isn’t it true that these subports that the gen- 
tleman is talking about have added aay to the expense of col- 
lection of the revenue of the country? Does not the Assistant 
Secretary say himself that these expensive ts from which we 
Tecelveé no revenue have created these deficiencies that the gen- 
tleman is asking for in this bill? His testimony seems to be pretty 
fullin this report, which it seems the gentleman from New York 
|My. Firz@erap} has not discovered. 

_Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Georgia misunder- 

stood what I said. The statement of the Assistant Secretary is in 

the report, but the list of places that the gentleman from Indiana 

Toe reading from to the committee is not in the report. That is 
¢ information upon which he is basing this argument. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The table from which I read is in the re- 
peut of the Secretary of the Treasury, on page 25. Now, Mr. 

airman, I desire to call attention to the hearings, showing the 








difference in the cost of the collection of customs and that of in- 
ternal revenue. The percentage of cost of collecting the customs 
is one-third more than it is for the collection of internal revenue. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the 
gentleman read the list. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It is too long to read, but I will put it in 
the REecorp. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I was absent from the room at 
the beginning of this discussion. I understand the question was 
asked whether any attempt has ever been made to remedy this 
state of things. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The question was asked, and I could not 
answer it. 

Mr. PAYNE. In 1898 Mr. Gage, Secretary of the Treasury, re- 
ported these matters fully and in detail, and that report was sent 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. Afterwards there was a 
hearing had there in reference to those matters, and we endeavored 
to frame a bill; but because of the opposition there was to it we 
did not succeed in agreeing upon any bill to cut off any ports; we 
did not succeed in bringing in any such bill. Secretary Shaw also 
made a recommendation in his report to this Congress. The 
matter was brought up at the last meeting of the Committee on 
Ways and Means and a direction made for further investigation 
of the subject. 

There is no doubt but that some of these ports ought to be cut 
off. They cost a good deal of money. I think one port collected 
70 cents when the cost of collection was three or four hundred 
dollars. Some of them are inland ports, and, as the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HEMENWAY] has well said, there is no excuse 
for keeping up the inland ports where the cost of collection is 
more than the revenue. There is more excuse for a seaport, be- 
cause very often the collector there is able to prevent smuggling. 
The question arises whether all of that business could not as well 
be done by a subcollector as by a collector with a full corps of 
officials. I believe myself it is a matter which ought to be thor- 
oughly investigated and that some bill ought to be brought be- 
fore the House remedying this. It is a useless expense in a great 
many cases, and it is an exorbitant expense in other cases, and 
where, if the ports are not cut off, a subport might be made, with 
a much smaller force and with a great deal less expense. 

Of course the members of the committee will readily see that 
where there are ports scattered along the seacoast in which ves- 
sels may enter there is danger of smuggling unless a United 
States officer is about; but a deputy collector at a subport can 
prevent smuggling just as well as a collector with a larger salary 
and a whole corps of officials. The collectors in some of the small 
ports receive more salary than the deputy collectors to-day. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Oh, not always. 

Mr. PAYNE. No, I think not; but it is not gauged on the 


| amount collected, else some of them would not receive more than 
| a dollar of salary during the whole year. 


Mr. POWERS of Maine. The object of a port is to prevent 
smuggling at that particular port. 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; at some of the small ports. I think per- 
haps at most of these places along the seacoast there should be a 
subport, but there is no use of a full army of officials to look after 
smuggling. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I am very confident that there are 
maay ports in Maine where the current expenses are less than 
they would be if a deputy collector were sent there under the 
civil-service rules. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. These same men would stay there as 
deputy collectors. 

: al doe of Maine. Their pay would be very much en- 
arged. 

Mr. BURKETT. They would not have todo it under this bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. The House can regulate the pay by legislation. 
A large portion of these were cut off before. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. The pay of deputy collectors is about 
the same—four or five dollars a day. 

Mr. PAYNE. The pay of a collector is, of course, greater than 
the pay of a deputy collector. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Not at all. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ido not think the comparison between the col- 


| lection of customs and internal revenue is hardly fair as to the 


amount of expense. On account of the larger revenue from cus- 
toms the percentage would not be so much larger, as the gentle- 
man indicates, and then the two branches of the service are so 
entirely distinct that it is not fair to compare them. The collec- 
tion of the internal revenue is so much more easily gotten at ina 
= many instances that I do not think that comparison is quite 
air. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I would ask the gentleman if ports and 
ee are not established by act of Congress? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes, they are. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. The provision under consideration does 
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not authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to abolish any ports 
or subports, but it provides that he may consolidate customs dis- 
tricts, and if a district with a port were consolidated with another 
district that port would become a subport by operation of law or 
by act of the President, would it not? What would be the status? 

Mr. PAYNE. I have not noticed the provision in this bill, but 
when the matter was presented in 1898 the Treasury Department 
drew a very elaborate bill, and in that bill established and rees- 
tablished ports and subports all over the United States, of course 
eliminating some of these smaller ports, where the expense was 
so large in proportion to the collection, and placing ports where 
the Secretary of the Treasury thought there ought to be ports. I 
have sent for that report of the Secretary of the Treasury, but 
they do not seem to be able to find it. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. This bill hasa provision giving the Presi- 
dent a broad discretion to rearrange and consolidate districts 


throughout the country without limitation, providing that there | 


shall be no more than 123 collection districts altogether. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would be glad to have that provision of the 
law read. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will read it: 


The President is hereby authorized to establish convenient districts for 
the collection of revenue from customs, and for that purpose may subdivide 
any State or Territory within or appurtenant to the United States, or may 
unite two or more States or Territories within or appurtenant to the United 
States, or any part or parts thereof, into one district, and may from time to 
time alter said districts: Provided, That there shall be no more than 123 col- 
lection districts. , 

The gentleman will notice that this gives the President unlim- 
ited power to consolidate and reorganize, but there is no author- 
ity, of course, to close a port or to change a port from the status 


Congress, as I understand. 

Mr. PAYNE. I should doubt very much whether that provi- 
sion would remedy the evil. We have now before the committee 
a proposition to establish some subports in the State of Washing- 
ton and also a recommendation by the Secretary of the Treasury 


in the same customs district. Weare met by a portion of the 
Representatives from that State who desire that the old port at 
Port Townsend, where there are about 2,500 people and a very 
small quantity of imports—1 or 2 per cent of the wholeamount— 
continued, instead of being transferred to Seattle, where over 50 
per cent of the imports are received, so that there would be an 
obvious saving to the Government on the transportation of the 
money that goes to the subtreasury at San Francisco by placing 
the port where the commerce is. This is a matter which it seems 
to me ought to have most careful investigation, and a bill in 
regard to it should be carefully framed. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I should like to ask the gentleman 
another question. I see by looking over the list of those ports 
where the cost of collection is more than the amount of reve- 
nue received that the cost in thirteen of them is considerably 
less than $1,000 and at some less than $500. Now, if a collector- 


ship is necessary where the Government receives but $1,100 or | 


$1,200 
r. PAYNE. I think the aggregate of cost, at least as shown 
in the report for 1898, if not the present report, was some $150,000, 


while the amount collected, if Iremember rightly, was only $10,000 | 
or $12,000. I would not be absolutely sure about the amount; | 


but it cost perhaps ten times as much to make the collections as 
the amount collected. : 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. But if an officer is necessary at those 
points, would you decrease the cost any by this arrangement? 

Mr. PAYNE. 
gentleman from Indiana, who, I understand, has disposed of a 
portion of his time, so I will not interrupt him further. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I have called attention to 
this itemnow. Whenwe reach it on the bill, I shall ask, if neces- 
sary, for more than five minutes of discussion—say two hours or 
whatever time may be necessary. My object in calling attention 
to it now is that the House may have an opportunity to look the 
matter over while the general discussion goes on. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What is the item? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The item for the consolidation of collec- 
tion districts, on page 18. 

Mr. BOWERS. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? I 
notice it is here provided that there shall be no more than 123 
collection districts. Can the gentleman tell us how many collec- 
tion districts there are now? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. One hundred and sixty-five. 

Mr. BOWERS. The gentleman, a few moments ago, in stating 
the cost of collecting internal revenue as compared with the cost 
of col'ecting customs duties, stated that it cost 334 per cent more 
to collect the customs than the internal revenue. I take it the 
gent’eman is aware that there is performed in every custom-house 
a large amount of services for American vessels for which no 


| a post-office and save the Government at least $4,000 a year. 


of a port to that of a subport, because that status is fixed by act of | appropriation merely authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to 


I do not wish to trespass on the time of the | 
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charge is made to the vessel, the expense being paid by the (oy. 
ernment, and going to make up, in the smaller ports, the Salary 
of the collector. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. In the Internal-Revenue Department 
many inspectors are necessarily employed, and yet their services 
result, apparently, in no direct collections for the Government, 

Mr. BOWERS. I understand that; but the inquiry I desireg 
to make was whether the cost of these services rendered to Ameri. 
can vessels and paid by the Government has been added as a part 
of the salary of the collector. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to the next item 
of legislation on this bill. It is in regard to the public building 
at Macon, Ga. ‘[t appears that on the site purchased there there 
is a livery stabie which can be converted into a building that wil] 

| be all right for the post-office, thus avoiding the necessity of pay. 
_ing rent on another building. We have authorized certain re. 
pairs to that building, so that the post-office may be moved into 
it while the new one is being constructed. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not think the gentleman has stated ex. 
actly the conditions under which this appropriation is to be made, 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Then I ask the gentleman from Georgia 
to make a statement of the matter, as he is familiar with it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. In1900and 1901 there were appropriated reg- 
ularly for rent of temporary quarters $5,000 in one year and $5 ,()0 
| in theother. After the appropriation had been made Congress in- 
| creased the appropriation for the building there, and that made it 
necessary to buy for the purposes of the-site additional land ad- 
joining the present site. Upon that site there is located a building 
which, if properly put in order, would answer all the purposes of 
This 


use money already appropriated for the purposes of temporary 
quarters, so that the Government can get its quarters more 


| cheaply than it otherwise could. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman has stated the substance 


re | of this change. 
to remove the principal port from Port Townsend to Seattle, both | s 


On page 50 of the bill we recommend this: 


That hereafter no part of any money appropriated shall be used in pay- 
ment of per diem compensation to any clerk for attendance in court, except 
for days when the court is actually in session opened in the presence of the 
judge, which fact shall be certified in the approval of the account. 

That is to correct an abuse that now exists, where a clerk will 
keep a court open and put a little entry on the docket each day, 
keeping the court constantly open in order to draw $5 per diem. 
This practice evidently was not contemplated at the time the law 
was passed, and it is certainly an abuse, and we seek to remedy it. 

The next item is: 

That the payment to officers and men severally entitled of the judgments, 
herein appropriated for, of the Court of Claims for bounty for destruction of 
enemy's vessels, under section 4635 of the Revised Statutes, be made on st- 
tlements by the Auditor for the Navy Department in the manner prescribed 
by law and Treasury regulations for the payment of prize money, the distri- 
bution of such individual share to be in accordance with the orders, rules, 
and finding of the Court of Claims. 


And hereafter in all cases of final jigmente and awards rendered against 
the United States by the Court of Claims, and of final judgments rendered 
against the United States by the circuit and district courts of the United 
States, payment thereof under appropriations made by Congress shal! be 
| made on settlements by the auditor for the Department or branch of the pub- 
lic service having jurisdiction over the subject-matter out of which the claims 
arose. 

Under the Dockery law or present accounting system they have 
to be paid through the Auditor’s office for the State Department, 
and there is every reason why they should be paid through the 
Auditor’s office from which they went. 

Now, there is just one other item on this bill to which I desire 
to call attention, and then I shall be through with my statem: ut. 
| That is the item of mileage. 

At the extra session of Congress there was reported from the 
Committee on Appropriations a resolution making the mileage 
then appropriated for available for the extra session. 

A similar resolution was offered in the Fifty-third Congress by 
Mr. Holman, who was then the chairman of the Committee on \p- 
propriations. The mileage was made available and was paid for 
attendance on the extra session. At the regular session which 
followed, Mr. Hayes, of Iowa, offered on the floor of the House an 
| amendment for mileage of Members of the House of Representa 
| tives and Delegates from Territories, $130,000, for the second ses- 
| sion of the Fifty-third Congress. 

To that, Mr. Wells, then a Member of Congress, made the point 
_of order. There was a long discussion, which finally resulte! 12 
| a ruling by the Chair, in which the Chair held that the point of 
order was not well taken, and that the amendment was in orer 
on the bill, that it was an appropriation authorized by law. 

In the Fifty-fifth Congress there was an extra session, and the 
same procedure was had: a joint resolution was passed maki 
the mileage available for the extra session of Congress, and at tle 
following regular session an item passed upon the appropria‘io0 
bill without debate, no one raising any question against the ite” 
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in the House, providing for mileage for that regular session of 
‘ongress. 

a the Committee on wrk riations, following the prece- 
dents laid down by the Fifty-third Congress and the Fifty-fifth 
Congress, and following the ruling of the Chair in the Fifty-third 
Congress, report in this bill an item for mileage, and simply say 
to the House, ‘* Now it is up to you.” We have followed the 
precedents laid down in the Fifty-third and the Fifty-fifth Con- 
yresses. ~ 
Congress and of the action of the Fifty-fifth Congress, this mile- 
age is authorized by law. In fact that was the exact point passed 
upon by the Chair in the Fifty-third Congress, and we have put 
it on the bill. The House can determine whether or not they 
want to accept the mileage. 

I will say in addition to that that the other question arises 
which is made by some gentlemen, that this is one continuous 
session of Congress; that there has been no adjournment of the 
special session of Congress. That is a question which the House 
must determine for itself; but the Committee on Appropriations 
bring this item in here for the consideration of the House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Following the law. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 
my time, and will print as a part of my remarks the following. 


[From report of the Secretary of the Treasury, page 25.] 


List of ports at which customs expenses exceed receipts. 




















Name of port. meni] |u| Oph at 

ame of por eceipts. erem-) collect- 

| penses. Hloyed.| ing $l. 
Albemarle (Elizabeth City), N.C........ $87.00 '$1, 770. 67 2 $20. 35 
Apalachicola, FIR <ccsesescecccsecccese cone 1,913.61 | 3,513.63 4 1.83 
Barnstable, BGs cneseecdscncccsaencedoces 729. 43 | 4,107.16 7 5. 63 
pre pee 13.01 | 1,775.12 2 136. 44 
Bearilers: Wes piudiuckdachessco 761.41 | 3,585.32 4 4.70 
Belfadh, IP Saskadtind sah eedine 2, 738.80 | 2,985. 45 6 1.09 
Brazos ( Brownsville), Tex 4,732.77 |31, 991.11 26 6.75 
Brideototl Mad <pestidudeddsern cocacdsccces 292.60 | 1,437.38 5 4.91 
Bristol and Warren, R.I............-..... 1038. 61 254.15 2 2.45 
Burling bee oie dees otne ccwcctasn coves 52. 67 441.80 1 8.38 
Burlington (Trenton), N. J............... 4.80 162.00 2 88.75 
Cinthia Te ae 1, 808. 85 | 4,542.55 6 2.51 
ChattaRo@miy PME 6 ccs ceedig Dongs ss0c cove 27.73 888. 70 2 14.01 
Cherrystone (Orne Charles City), Va-... 80. 00 956. 80 8 31.89 
Eastern (Orisfield), Md.......... senna 737.00 | 2,824.20 2 881. 64 
olen Pt Sith nk0bn6 ac sncp cece cess 534. 64 | 2,538.18 4 4.74 
Frenchmans Bay (Elisworth), Me ....... 2.37 | 3,827.49 5 8.89 
Galetti, Tesi ed ide dbvkeee nebecseccubece 7 878. 05 3 540. 07 
Geechee MTN Ad deadiidencdte Stayn cnen $2.27 485. 42 2 15. 04 
Hi ite in enenaneuin 7,611. 24 (18, 489. 65 14 2. 42 
Great Egg Harbor (Somers Point), N. J.| 1,890.84 | 2,045.19 8 1.08 
Humboldt (Eureka), Cal 1,491. 64 | 2,874.18 ] 1.92 
Kennebunk, Me..... eis gia cheat tite Pucivediva 6.47 114. 32 2 17. 66 
FT ey; Ye a a 13.80 362.00 2 26.23 
Machias, Me. ...... 252. - acon ccccccccccee| 1,212.04 | 4, 280. 43 5 3.53 
Michigan (Grand Haven), Mich.-......... 5, 132.42 | ©, 886. 69 14 1.73 
antic ksh | cudivéenccoacena 15.70 | 366.20 1 23.32 
OW Le en. . cccsnienbe | 1,278.83 | 4,911.44 5 3. 84 
Pamlico (Newbern), N.C.............-... 1, 324.50 | 5,891.50 5 4.44 
Pear! River (Shieldsboro), Miss...... .... 7,914.93 | 9,177.84 6 1.16 
PIF MOURN Mair tied het ucnaup anececea 786.06 | 1,455. 10 2 1.85 
SROCIK BN ae 22.08 715.14 2 35.10 
BOG, See cukea aed Get tc ancnccnwnceucs 87.35 482. 26 2 5.52 
St. Marks « Sedar Keys), Fla.............- 8u0. 05 | 1,523. 59 2 5.07 
Se, ER a i we eeewen 2.44 581.90 1 238. 48 
_ Salem and Beverly (Salem), Mass-........ 5,308.96 | 6,117.19 6 1.15 
et A i aa 2,359.28 | 4,377.55 9 1.85 
Southern Oregon (Coos Bay), Oreg -....- 10.00 | 1,308, 92 2 130. 89 
Teche (Brashear), La..................... 109. 21 | 3,036. 48 3 27.80 
ViGieAt Mic cen dcwaben encase 26.20] 547.55 1 20.89 
Weebl i oe oka sinc ccocescces 4,026.75 | 7,459.87 7 1.% 
Wheel, Wa, Siistiith cdtidaetiicned owodancce 880.55 | 1,529.90 2 1.73 
Wilmingee Md padlisthintcscepins ctsnse 4,760.43 | 6,720.12 5 1.41 
Wish Matt atacccibandennnaneods 966. 94 | 3,388.96 3 3.50 
TORR, TEP i cpalbitnsdddisdanperbesarcencects 5.19 | 236.87 1 45. 44 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, January 18, 1904. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
House of Representatives. 


Sir: As requested by the committee, your attention is directed to the re- | 
port of the Secretary of the Treasury for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1903, | 


page .5, in which reference is made to forty-seven ports where the cost of 
collection of $1 exceeds $1. Attention is also directed to pages 110, 111, 112, 
and 113 of the same volume, which show in detail the customs business of the 
country. It will be observed that the average cost to collect a dollar is 
$0.0359+-. By reference to the table on page 109 of the same volume it will be 
found that the ye cost to collect a dollar of internal revenue is $0. 021. 
With the data available in the Treasury Department at the present mo- 
ment, no satisfactory plan of consolidation of districts to reduce the cost of 
follection per dollar of customs receipts can be recommended, nor in the 
pent of past experience is it deemed advisable to suggest a detailed and ar- 
itrary reorganization of customs districts. In the first session of the Fifty- 
soouns Congress Mr. Harter, on January 12, 1892, introduced a bill authorizin 
© consolidation of customs-collection districts, which was read twice an 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, but never became a law. It 
prov ided specifically for a reorganization of the customs districts. A copy 
of the bill is incl herewith for the information of the committee. 
tea revious to 1876 there were 183 internal-revenue districts. In 1876 and 1877 
. islation now appearing as section 3141 of the Revised Statutes was enacted. 
rough its operation the number of internal-revenue districts bas been re- 


Under our construction of the ruling in the Fifty-third | 


Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of | 
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vision to ports where no business is done is inconsiderable 
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duced to 66, and the cost of collection steadily lowered. Section 3141 of the 
Revised Statutes reads as follows: 

“For the purpose of assessing, levying, and collecting the taxes provided 
by the internal-revenue laws, the President may establish convenient collec- 
tion districts, and for that purpose he may subdivide any State, Territory, 
or the District of Columbia, or may unite two or more States or Territories 
into one district, and may from time to time alter said districts: Provided, 
That the number of districts in any State shall not exceed the number of 
Representatives in Congress to which such State was entitled in the Thirty- 
seventh Congress, except in such States as were entitled to an increased rep- 
resentation in the Thirty-eighth Congress, in which States the number of 
districts shall not exceed the number of Representatives to which any such 
State was so entitled: And provided further, That in the State of California 
the President may establish a number of districts not exceeding the number 
of Senators and Representatives to which said State was entitled in the 
Thirty-seventh Congress.” 

The actof March 3, 1877, limited the maximum number of internal-revenue 
collection districts to 126, and that limit still exists, but has never been reached. 
That portion of the act bearing on the subject is as follows: 

“From and after the 30th day of June next there shall be no more than 126 
collection districts; and it shall be the duty of the President, and he is hereby 





| authorized and directed, to reduce the internal-revenne districts to not ex- 


ceeding the number aforesaid in the manner heretofore provided by law.” 

This was a provision following an appropriation for salaries and expenses 
of collectors in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation act for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878. 

It is respectfully suggested that anthority similar to that given in section 
8141 for the consolidation and reorganization of internal-revenue districts be 
given to the executive department of the Government for the consolidation 
and reorganization of customs districts It is further suggested that a pro- 
vision to this effect, carrying such authority, might properly be inserted in 
the urgent deficiency bill now under consideration before your committee. 
In this connection it is suggested that the permanent appropriation for the 
collection of customs be increased from $5,500,000 to $8,000,000. This, together 
with the estimated amount which will —— be received from miscella- 
neous receipts, would make a sum sufficiently large to cover the estimated 
expenditures; and with a proviso that any unexpended portion of the appro- 

riation shall be covered back into the Treasury there will be no necessity 

or a deficiency appropriation of any kind. In the meantime, if authority be 
given to the executive department to reorganize the districts, undoubtedly 
a considerable saving could be effected and the various districts of the coun- 
try put on a business basis, the cost of each one being apportioned on a basis 
commensurate with its business. 

If such authority is granted to the Department, there is no probability of 
the absolute abolition of independent ports. Scores of places, however, 
which are now independent ports would Ue made subports, attached to some 
principal port whith is now self-supporting, and placed in a customs district 
which is now self-sustaining. The receipts of all the small ports would there- 
after be consolidated with the receipts of the larger port, and the expenses 
reduced to those absolutely necessary to transact the business in a satisfac- 
tory manner. 

At each of the subports a sufficient force would be retained to conduct the 
business and police the territory to which they are assigned. The reorgani- 
zation of the districts would be in the interest of commerce and importers, 
inasmuch as a chief customs officer of experience would be in charge of all 
the ports of the district and the practice would be uniform. Many errors 
arising at small ports that are now brought to the attention of the Depart- 
ment too late to correct would be eliminated entirely. 

Recent data relative to the workings of the immediate-transportation 
law are not available to the extent of showing the proportion of the immedi- 


| ate-transportation business compared with the ordinary business of the port. 


The item of cost due to the extension of pro- 
, ) 1 1c for the reason 
that no additional help isrequired when no additional business is transacted. 


Respectfully, 


the immediate-transportation 


R. B. ARMSTRONG, 
Assistant Secretary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana reserves the 
balance of his time. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Liv- 
INGSTON] is recognized. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield sixty minutes to 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD}. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia yields sixty 
minutes to the gentleman from Alabama, who is recognized for 
that time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I 
should say anything on this bill were it not for the fact that I am 


| a member of the subcommittee that reported it, and I desire to 
| make a few statements to the House as to my views on the items 
| contained in the bill. 


Among other things that the subcommittee examined into at 


| the time of the hearings upon the bill was the question of carriage 


| hire. 
| mittee and testified in reference to the use of carriages in the ] 





A number of heads of Departments were before the com- 
se- 
partments. The testimony showed that some of the carriages 
used in the Departments were very necessarily and properly used. 
There was other testimony going to show that carriages were 
used by persons for their private use that werg not used for the 
benefit of the Government, and that they were unnecessary. 

I think that the whole testimony taken together demonstrated 
one fact very clearly. That is that a system has grown up in the 
Government departments and bureaus in Washington and in 
Army and Navy post stations away from here, of allowing heads 
of departments and officers to use the contingent funds allowed 
to them by Congress for other purposes for the purchase and 
maintenance of carriages and horses for their own private use at 
Government expense; that is not necessary and isimproper. I 
do think, however, that there are certain cases in which the 
officers of the Government ought to be provided with carriages. 
For instance, take the Secretary of State and the Assistant Secre- 
taries of State. <A real part of their official functions is to make 
calls and answer calls of foreign diplomats, and to attend certain 
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diplomatic functions. They are paid a very small compensation, 
and I think it would be entirely proper for the. Government to 
furnish them with carriages and horses. 

But, on the other hand, from the testimony it seems that the 
heads of certain bureaus have been using private carriages and 
maintaining them out of the contingent fund provided by Con- 
gress for other purposes. I think that is all wrong. But it 
has grown up to be a custom, and I think there is but one way 
of getting at it and remedying the evil, and that is for Congress 
expressly—not for the Appropriations Committee, for we have not 
the jurisdictionin this matter, but for the House, which has juris- 
diction of the case—to pass a specific law saying that no fund 
appropriated for contingent expenses shall be used to maintain 
private carriages, or public carriages for that matter, of Govern- 
ment officials, and then by express law state what officials of this 
Government are entitled to 
them, for the pay and maintenance of carriages and horses as 
provided by law, and stop the indiscriminate use of the contingent 
funds that are appropriated for other purposes. 

In the bill there is another item that I think it necessary to call 
to the attention of the House, and that is an appropriation of 
$100,000 put in this bill that is not of necessity an urgent deficiency. 
It is $100,000 to survey the Alaskan boundaries. As Members 
know, that question has been in dispute for many years. The 
tribunal selected has finally decided that question, coe ordered a 
survey made and certain monuments erected. The more quickly 
it is done, the better. If we wait for the regular appropriation 
bill, it would be several months before the work begun. There- 
fore the committee saw proper to put an appropriation in here of 
$100,000 in order that the survey might commence at once. 

Then there is an item in here, a rather large appropriation, for 
the diplomatic service in Panama. It is an item proposing to 

y the minister of the United States at Panama a salary of 

310,000 a year, and appropriates for his salary for the balance 
of the fiscal year—that is, up to the 30th of June, 1904. Now, I 
want to say that I voted for that appropriation in committee. and 
shall vote for it in the House. The reason that I voted for it in 
the committee and shall vote for it in the House is this: The 
President of the United States has appointed Mr. Buchanan min- 
ister to Panama. The Senate of the United States has confirmed 
that action. He isa governmental officer duly and properly com- 
missioned, fulfilling his functions as representative of the United 
States at a place where, at the present time, it is very necessary 
for us to have an able and active officer to look after the affairs 


of the United States, regardless of what we may think as to the | 


action of the President or the Executive in reference to the Pan- 
ama revolution. 

In view of the fact that this man was properly appointed, con- 
firmed by the Senate, and that we need a diplomatic officer there, 
I voted to pay him his salary. The reason we fix $10,000 as his 
salary, which may seem to be a large salary for a diplomatic offi- 
cer in so small a country, was this: The testimony before the 
committee showed that Panama was an exceedingly unhealthy 
place; that a great many of our consuls-general had died there, 
and, as one witness said, part of it was salary and some of it, a 
large part of it, was life insurance. 

And under these circumstances the committee did not believe 
that a salary of $10,000 was too large in order to get an intelli- 
gent and able and efficient Government agent at that place. 

Now, in reference to the item for the collection of customs 
revenues, the chairman of the committee has stated the action of 
the committee in bringing in an amendment in this bill that is 
subject to a point of order under the rules of the House, but it is 
evident that it is an amendment that is very badly needed. The 
Secretary of the Treasury has shown that under the present sys- 
tem of collecting revenues from customs it costs something like 
8 cents and 4 mills to collect each dollar of customs revenue, 
whereas, on the other hand, it only costs 2 cents and 1 mill to 
collect the internal revenue. 

Some years ago it cost just as much to collect the internal rev- 
enue as it does to collect the customs revenue now, but a law was 

ed through Congress authorizing the President of the United 
tates to consolidate the revenue-collecting districts. By that 
means economy was created. The cost of collecting this revenue 
was cut down to a total cost of 2 cents and 1 mill to a dollar. 
Now, the Secretary of the Treasury asks for a deficiency appro- 
eam of $2,400,000 on this bill—a deficiency appropriation. 
hen he is asked, Why is this large deficiency, and why he can 
not collect this money at a less expense, he says because the ex- 
isting law requires him to keep revenue collectors at certain ports 
where the expense to the Government is greater than the rev- 
enue collected: | but he states that he is bound by the law; that he 
must obey the law, and therefore he can not reduce the cost of 
collection, and for that reason he asks for this amendment to be 
passed in order that the President may consolidate the ports of 


entry. Change full ports into subports, and thereby economize | 
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and reduce the cost of collection, and he intimates that he can 
probably cut it down somewhere in the neighborhood of 2 cents 
on the dollar, as he has the internal revenue, and save the Govern- 
ment something over a million dollars in the collection of its 
revenue. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. 
to interrupt the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman from Alabama yield to 
the gentleman from North Carolina? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I want to ask the gentleman 
from Alabama—because I am interested in this item, as one of 
the ports of entry of my district might be affected—does the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury or does the committee suggest any partic- 
ular ports of entry or customs districts which are to be abolished 
or consolidated? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not at all, 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I am particularly énterested 
in the ports at Beaufort and Newbern, N. C., and I trust there is 
no possibility under this legislation that these ports will be con- 
solidated with any other port or placed under deputy collectors, 
because they are important ports and old ports and customs dis- 
tricts and have been in existence for many years. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I willstate to the gentleman from North 
Carolina this legislation can only pass by unanimous consent of 
every man in this House. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. In other words, the item is 
subject to a point of order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is subject to the point of order, but I 
say it is wise to let it stay in this bill or in some other way to enact 
it, because clearly it is costing more money to collect our reve- 
nue than it ought to cost, and the reform is needed, I will read 
to the gentleman just what the law proposed is: 

The President is hereby authorized to establish convenient districts for 
the collection of revenue from customs, and for that purpose may subdivide 
any State or Territory within or appurtenant to the United States, or may 
unite two or more States or Territories within or appurtenant to the United 
States, or any pare or parts thereof, into one district, and may, from time to 
time, alter said districts: Provided, That there shall be no more than 123 col- 
lection districts. 

Now, I will say to the gentleman from North Carolina, that is 
exactly what Congress did when it passed a law in reference to 
the collection of internal revenue and authorized the President to 
consolidate districts. It would be a very difficult thing for Con- 
gress to pick out the districts to be consolidated, because we are 
all naturally looking afterourown. If the question came up here 
of consolidating a port inmy district or in yours or onein another, 
we would soon have a combination here where we would all vote 
to save our own ports, and therefor® vote as a unit against the 
bill, not that we care for the other ports, but to protect ourselves, 
so that no legislation could be passed. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. There may be possibly ports 
of entry that ought to be abolished in the interest of economy, 
but when it comes to the ports of entry in North Carolina, such 
as Beaufort, Newbern, Wilmington, Elizabeth City—few in num- 
ber, but important—certainly these ports ought not to be abol- 
ished. [Laughter and applause. } 

If this item is subject to a point of order, then I shall be com- 
pelled to make the point of order. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman tell us how 
much salary is paid to the customs officer at the various large 
ports in the United States—say New York, Boston, Philadelphia, 
and San Francisco? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not recollect them, and my time 
will not permit me to go through it. I will refer the gentleman 
to the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury contained in House 
Document No. 269, which will give him that information. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Jam familiar with the comparison 
between the cost of collection of customs and that of internal 
revenue, but I thought we might economize by cutting down 
some of these salaries at the large ports of the country. I under- 
stand some of them are as high as $20,000 and some $30,000. It 
seems to me that we ought to begin this economy at the top 
rather than to go out into the woods and into the little places 
around in the country and close ports in this summary way. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Alabama what amount the Secretary estimated would be saved 
by this wa 

Mr. DERWOOD. The Secretary of the Treasury did not 
estimate the exact amount, but in his testimony before the com- 
mittee he intimated that by this change he could probably cut 
down the cost of collection to what it cost per dollar to collect the 
internal revenue, which would be a saving of about 14 cents on 4 
yo amounting in the total to about one million and a half 

ollars. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That would still leave a deficiency of 
$900,000 on the regular appropriation? 


Mr. Chairman, I would like 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; in relative figures it would, al- 
thongh it is just to say that there has been a deficiency on this 
appropriation since 1872, Congress has adopted the custom of 
making an annual appropriation of $5,500,000 for the collection, 
and then put the balance in the deficiency bill. So there really 
has been a deficiency all the time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Hasthe gentleman at hand the deficiency 
for the previous year? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The deficiency for 1903 was $2,300,000. 
The estimated deficiency for this year is $2,400,000. It has been 
crowing for many years, and will continue to grow unless some 
reformation is made in the collection of these revenues. The 
Committee on Appropriations admit that this is not within their 
jurisdiction; that this legislation is not in order if objected to. 
‘Any man can knock it out on a point of order, but when we con- 
sidered the need of holding down expenditures, and the fact that 
the Secretary of the Treasury has recommended this legislation, 
we felt that it should be presented by the committee of the House, 
either for them to act now or hereafter, as the House deems 

yroper. 
: Mr. SMALL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. _I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. SMALL. I would like to ask the gentleman if he is not 
aware that in all thesé collection districts, both where there is a 
full collector and a deputy collector, these officers have various 
services to perform in connection with the licensing, registering, 
and enrolling of vessels and: the changing of masters, and that 
this proposed amendment of the law contains no provision for the 
appointment of deputy collectors? Is not the gentleman aware 
that great inconvenience will result? ; 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from North Carolina 
misunderstands the amendment. This amendment provides that 
the President shall have authority to create ports into subports. 
Of course a subport will carry the same number of officers it has 
now. If the President thinks, in his discretion, that a port ought 
to remain a full port, it will have all the men that it carries now. 
If he thinks it only needs the officers of a subport, why he will 
make it a subport. In other words, he combines not only the 
ports, but he combines these collection districts where they have 
the immediate right of transportation, where a great deal of un- 
necessary expense is now created. 

Mr. SMALL. At any point where a deputy collector exists 
now it will rest in the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury 
or the President whether that shall be continued as a port ora 
subport? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Unquestionably. ; 

Mr. SMALL. Is it not true that in any of these subports great 
inconvenience will be created in connection with the service to 
American vessels if they should be abolishea? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to my friend that I have no 
doubt that the people of every town in which a full port is lo- 
cated would object to having it made asubport. Of course in 
every actual port on the seashore, I take it, the President would 
not abolish the station entirely. He might reduce a full port to 
asubport. I take it further that the people.living in a place 
having a full port now, if it was-reduced to a subport, would feel 
that they had been done a great hardship; but that would not 
make it wrong; somebody must exercise the discretion. 

This House ought itself by a bill reduce the number of ports 
and reform the matter, or they ought to give the Executive the 
right to reform it. Now, the committee does not say to the House 
you must reform it one way or the other, but we simply say that 
the executive officer of this Government, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, has said that he could not economize under the present 
law, that the law must be changed, and that he asked for some 
authority to change it so that the cost of collection can be reduced, 
and he suggests this provision of the law. That is all. 

Mr.SMALL. Now,I want to illustrate to the gentleman from 
Alabama what an injustice this may entail. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will ask the gentleman from North 
Carolina not todo that for my time is running. I am glad to 
answer any question, but the gentleman can make his speech in 
his own time. 

Mr. SMALL. Very well. I want to say that I donot think the 
committee has thoroughly considered this question. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman who 
argues that there should be a change in the law why he or some 
member of this committee does not bring in a bill for that pur- 
pose if they are convinced of this fact, and not undertake to 
make the change in this bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have just stated to the House that this 
committee — reported to this House what the Secretary of 
the Treasury said was necessary. We call the attention of the 
Honse to the fact that it is not in order on this bill, that it can 
not come in here except by unanimous consent. If the unani- 


mous consent of every Member of this House is given, then it is 


all right to have it here. If the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. Frxtxy] does not think this legislation ought to be had on 
this bill, when the question is reached he ought to rise in his seat 
and take the responsibility of killing it, as he can do. 

Mr. FINLEY. Does the gentleman think that the legislation 
that is incorporated in the bill is sufficient and broad enough to 
cover the question in its entirety? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well,I cannot say that myself from my 
own knowledge. TheSecretary of the Treasury seems to think that 
itis. The committee did not go into a very full investigation of 
the question. It is not the business of the Appropriation Com- 
mittee to do so, but it was our business when the matter was 
called to our attention, and we were told that we could not econ- 
omize unless there was some legislation to ¢nable them to econo- 
mize, to report those facts to the House, and that is all this com- 
mittee has done. 

Mr. HERMANN. If the gentleman will permit me, I would 
like to ask him a question. Is it not a fact, under the present re- 
organization system of the collection districts, that in all those 
districts where there are full collectorships and the receipts are 
small the salary paid the collector is so small that the services 
could not be performed for any less compensation, even by a 
deputy? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My friend is asking me something I 
know nothing about except as I get it from the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. The Secretary of the Treasury in his 
report in 1903—and it will be found on page 35—reports that there 
were some fifty-odd ports that were not paying, costing more to 
maintain than they collected, and that they ought to be consoli- 
dated. I do not know. It is a technical question. I will say 
candidly that I am not informed on the subject. 

Mr. HERMANN. In my own State—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, I will ask my friend not to make 
a speech in my time. 

Mr. HERMANN. Just one remarkfurther. In myown State 
there are two collection districts where the entire receipts, I pre- 
sume, do not equal one-half of the compensation that is paid the 
officers employed to supervise the collection; and yet at the same 
time the maximum compensation does not exceed $100 a month— 
a compensation for which you can not obtain the services of any 
person, let him be known as a collector, a deputy, or even as a 
clerk. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I know nothing about that. 

Mr. HERMANN. Therecould be noreform in abolishing such 
collection districts as those. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I know nothing about that fact. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, before the gen- 
| tleman takes his seat, I would like to have him call attention to 
| such matters in the bill as are matters of new legislation and sub- 
| ject to the point of order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iwill. Mr. Chairman, that is all I have 
| to say on the question of the collection of customs revenue. I 
| will endeavor to call attention to the other matters of new legis- 
lation in this bill, as suggested by the gentleman from Mississippi 
{[Mr. WiLLiaAMs]. The first item of new legislation is the ques- 
tion of authorizing the board of commissioners of the Louisiana 
Purchase Exposition to hire rooms in this city. 
| In reference to all other expositions heretofore the commission- 
ers have been allowed to take out of the general fund of their ap- 
propriation money for the purpose of hiring storeroomsand offices 
in the city of Washington to enable them to assemble the Govern- 
mentexhibits. The Comptroller of the Currency has recently held 
that under the last appropriation they can not use any of that 
money forthat purpose. That will be found on page 3 of his report. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How much money does it take? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is a general provision allowing them 
to use so much as may be needed for that purpose from the funds 
already appropriated. It is simply to enable them, out of the ap- 
ee already made of $800,000—the Comptroller having 

1eld that they could not use any of that—to secure roomsin which 
to assemble exhibits before shipping them away. Then comes a 
rovision to allow the Government to rent a building in Macon, 

a., to be used as a temporary post-office while it is tearing down 
the old building and rebuilding another one, which provision is 
ae and necessary. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I will state that the gentle- 
man makes a mistake when he says it is to permit the Government 
to rent a building. It simply permits the Government to use the 
money already appropriated for rent to repair its own building 
and put it in shape so that it can be used for a post-office. I do 
not think it is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, we put it in the bill as new legis- 





lation, but there is no reason in the world why the Government 
should not be allowed this privilege, and I suppose nobody on 
earth will object. 
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Mr. BARTLETT. 
two years. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The committee shows it will bea saving 
to the Government, and it is necessary for these people to have 
some place in which to conduct their post-office business while 
the new building is being constructed. 

The next provision of new legislation is this: A deficiency ap- 
propriation was asked for by the Department of Justice for per 
diem for clerks, and, as shown by the testimony, it was a rather 
large deficiency. We called for a statement to show the cause of 
this large deficiency, and it seems that when the courts are not in 
session, if a judge enters an order at his place of residence and 
sends it to the clerk to be entered on the docket of the court, the 
clerk can charge the Government $5 a day for each day that he 
enters one of these orders, regardless of whether the court is ac- 
tually in session or not. In other words, if the judge at his home 
makes a half dozen orders and sends them down to the clerk to be 
entered up, the clerk can enter one each day and claim that the 
court was open on each day, although there was neither judge 
nor jury in attendance and nobody there but the clerk, who re- 
ceives $5 aday for doing so. At the suggestion of the Depart- 
ment of Justice, the committee have inserted in this bill a provi- 
sion that will hereafter prevent this practice. And the same 
provision was made to apply to the district court in the District 
of Columbia. 

Those are the questions of new legislation arising on this bill, 
unless the provision for the payment of salary to a minister to 
Panama be regarded as new legislation (and the committee did 
not so regard it) and unless the provision in this bill for mileage 
be regarded as new legislation. The majority of the committee 
did not so regard it, although I do. 

Another provision to which I think it proper to call the atten- 
tion of the House is the appropriation of $131,500 by way of de- 
ficiency for the MarineCorps. This deficiency was created by the 
necessity, or what the President determined was the necessity, of 
sending a number of marines to Panama—a provision for their 
traveling expenses, necessary supplies, etc., down there, which 
have been used from funds that would have been available to 
carry the Marine Corps through the balance of this fiscal year. 
It left a deficit; and unless we make an appropriation now, there 
will not be funds available to maintain that corps for the balance 
of this year. So that the committee felt it necessary under these 
circumstances to make this appropriation in order to maintain 
the marines until the ist of July next. 

Then we come, Mr. Chairman, to the question of mileage. I 
want to state that I differed with my colleagues on the committee 
as to the legal statusof this proposition. The committee reported 
the bill to the House with the understanding that every member 
of the committee should be at liberty to take whatever position 
he thought proper on this question. Most of the members of the 
committee came to the conclusion that the existing law is that 
Members of Congress shall receive this mileage. Those mem- 
bers hold that we have had two sessions of Congress, and that, 
whether it was right or wrong for us to receive the mileage for 
November, the law requires that it should be paid now and that 
it was necessary for the committee to report it, as it was carrying 
out existing law. 

Mr. Chairman, I differed with my colleagues on that proposi- 
tion, because I contend that there has been but one session of 
Congress. If we had had two sessions, then I admit the question 
would come before Congress as to whether we should take the 
money or not—a question for every man to determine for himself. 
But if we have had but one session of Congress, if the session in 
which we were engaged in November is the same session in which 
we are now engaged in January, then there is no rhyme or reason, 
technical or ethical, why we should appropriate $145,000 for 
mileage for Members of Congress. 

Now, I do not intend to tire you with a long argument on this 
question, but I think it is but justice to myself and justice to the 
House to state my views, as I hold them, in reference to this ques- 
tion. 

I contend that under the Constitution of the United States a ses- 
sion of Congress can come to an end in but one of three ways: 
First, we can adjourn, under the Constitution, by a concurrent 
resolution of the two Houses; second, we must necessarily adjourn 
when the end of the term for which we were elected arrives on 
the 4th of March, and, third, when the two Houses differ as to 
whether they want to adjourn or not then it is within the discre- 
tion of the President to adjourn us to such time as he may see 
proper. All this is provided for in the Constitution of the United 
States, and these are the only means by which the two Houses can 
adjourn under the Constitution of the United States when they 
have once assembled. 

That is practically admitted by all up to that point. But the 
gentlemen who say we have had two sessions of Congress say 
that that is true, that a regular adjournment by the action of 
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Congress can be had only in that way, but that the Constitution 
provides that you must meet on the first Monday in December 
every year in regalar session, and that when that time comes you 
have got to start a new session. 

Now, if that is so, of course we have had two sessions of Con- 
gress, but if it is not so we have not. Now, what does the Con- 
stitution say? 

The Congress shall assemble at least once inevery year. Such meeting 
shall be on the first Monday in December, unless they shall by law appoint a 
different day. 

What is the intention of that provision? Congress shall assem- 
ble at least once in every year. Is not that the governing clause 
in the sentence? The writers of the Constitution intended that 
we should be here at least once every year, but they did not make 
it binding on a particular day. They appointed that day pro- 
vided we did not choose to assemble on some other day; but if 
we are already assembled, where is there any violation of the 
Constitution in remaining assembled? There is no reason why 
we should adjourn. The object was not that we should create a 
new session of Congress and start in on a new term on the first 
Monday of each December, but the object of the Constitution was 
to have us in session at least once every year. We could chanve 
the date and order the session to begin in August, if we wanted to, 
and there would be no compulsion on our part to meet here on the 
first Mondayin December. I say, therefore, there is no authority 
given by the Constitution, or given by Congress, to the President 
of the Senate and the Speaker of this House to declare the two 
Houses adjourned and then call them together again. 

More than that, Mr. Chairman, if I were alone in this proposi- 
tion, if it were a new question, I might have sore doubt upon it. 
It might be open to some such construction. But I have taken 
the trouble to examine into the precedents in the past and I find 
that the Second Congress of the United States, in its second ses- 
sion, met on the 5th day of November, 1792, and remained in 
continuous session until March 2, 1793; that it passed by the first 
Monday in December, and that not one single word was said by 
any Member of that Congress about finding an infinitesimal space 
of time between 12 o’clock noon on the first Monday in December 
of that year and 12 0’clock noon on the first Monday in Decem- 
ber of that year that divided the session of Congress under the 
Constitution. Not one word was said about it. Many able and 
distinguished men constituted that body. 

I find that there were among the membership Roger Sherman 
and Charles Ellsworth, of Connecticut; Charles Carroll and Wi!- 
liam Pinckney, of Maryland; Fisher Ames and Elbridge Gerry, 
of Massachusetts; Rufus King, of New York; Nathaniel Macon, 
of North Carolina; Robert Morris and Frederick A. Muhlenberg, 
of Pennsylvania, and James Madison and James Monroe, of Vir- 
ginia—all distinguished men, many of them signers of the Decli- 
ration of Independence or members of the original Constitutional 
Convention. But none of those men when that momentous first 
Monday in December arrived found that there wasan infinitesi- 
mal space of time in which one House could adjourn one session 
and start another in order that the Members of the Congress 
might receive mileage for the purpose of riding on the street car 
down to their hotels and back again. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

But that is not all. The Third Congress of the United States 
in its second session assembled on the 3d day of November, 17/4, 
and continued in session until March 83,1795. The Fifth Congress 
met in its second session on November 13, 1797, and remained in 
continuous session until July 16,1798. The Sixth Congress in its 
second session started on November 17, 1800, and remained in 
continuous session until March 8, 1801. 

The Eighth Congress in its first session started on October 17, 
1803, and remained in continuous session until March 27, 1804. 
The Tenth Congress assembled on the 26th day of October, 1807, 
and continued in session until April 25,1808. The second session 
of that Congress met November 7, 1808, and remained in session 
until March 3, 1809. The Eleventh Congress met in its second 
session on November 27, 1809, and remained in session until M:\) 
1,1810. The Twelfth Congress met in its first session Novembe! 
4, 1811, and remained in continuous session until July 6, 1S!°. 
The second session of that Congress met on the 2d of November 
1812, and remained in session until March 83,1813. The Thir- 
teenth Congress met on September 19, 1814, and remained in se> 
sion until March 2, 1815. The Fifteenth Congress met in its seco! 
session on November 16, 1818, and remained in session until Marv! 
83,1819. The Sixteenth Congress met in its second session on N»- 
vember 13, 1820, and remained in continuous session until Mare) 
3, 1821. 

Every one of these Cor.gresses I have named met before the tirs' 
Monday of December and was in session on the first Monday of 
December; and among all the line of distinguished men that 0 
cupied seats in the House and Senate of the United States durins 
these Congresses not one single man arose in his seat or eve! 








thought there was an infinitesimal space of time that made it nec- 
essary for the Congress to adjourn, so that we would be author- 
ized to arpropriate $145,000 for mileage. Not a single man in all 
those years, in all those Congresses, believed that it was their duty 
to assemble a new session of Congress on the first Monday in De- 
cember when they were already in session. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I desire to ask the gentleman from Alabama 
if it is not a fact that in 1857—I do not know whether the gentle- 
man has carried his investigation down that far or not—that not 
only the House, but Congress, passed a law and enacted it into 
law, providing that on the first day of each session of Congress in 
each and any succeeding session, whether regular or called, that 
the Members of Congress should be paid on demand mileage? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I have not examined into that 
question. The gentleman seems to havedoneso. I have no doubt 
he is correct. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Icallthe gentleman’s attention particularly 
to fie fact that in 1857 Congress, both the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives, passed an act, which was approved by the President, 
in which itis especially provided that every session, beginning with 
the first, without reference to how many there might be, but on 
the first day of every session Members should be paid their mile- 
age upon claiming it. And is it not true that that continued to 
be the law down to 1866? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My friend has evidently investigated 
this question and is familiar with it. But whether they paid 
themselves mileage or not has nothing to do with this question as 
to whether we have had one or two sessions. The law now very 
distinctly says we shall be paid for each regular session. If we 
have been in session since November down to the present time, if 
it has been one continuous session, there certainly is no reason 
at all for the payment of a second mileage. 

I want to say that when you come down to the Fortieth Con- 
gress we find that that Congress assembled in extra session on 
March 4, 1867, and remained in session until December 2, 1867, at 
11 o’clock and 50 minutes, when by concurrent resolution of the 
two Houses they adjourned, and they met ten minutes afterwards 
in another session, and they received but one mileage for the two 
sessions, 

The point that I make is that the Members of that Congress be- 
lieved it took the united action of the two Houses by a concurrent 
resolution to adjourn them. I find in the Forty-fifth Congress 
that they met on October 15 and run up to December 3, and a few 
minutes before noon on that day they adjourned by concurrent 
resolution, and then were again called together in regular session. 
I have gone through the Journals of every session of Congress 
since the beginning of the Government in which there were extra 
sessions. e have had sessions that overlapped the first Monday 
in December, and among the many distinguished men that were 
here not one of them ever called attention to the fact that they 
were compelled to adjourn and meet again when the first Monday 
in December was reached, or that the presiding officer of the Sen- 
ate or the Speaker of the House could adjourn them without 
action by the House and Senate. 

Now, I say that is the law, and if this question is ever pre- 
sented to the courts of this land it will be so decided. Of course 
it can not be on the mileage question, because we are the sole 
judges of that. If we were to vote ourselves $10,000 apiece and 
the President of the United States will sign the bill, we could Go 
it, and there is no check on earth except public sentiment. But 
if this question ever comes before the courts of this land—and it 
probably will with reference to the salaries of some of these ap- 
pointees of the President who are awaiting confirmation—I have 
no doubt in the world the courts will decide that there has been 
but_one continuous session of Congress since we assembled here 
in November. Now, if that is so, there is no reason in the world 
for the payment of this money. 

There is no reason or law that I know of for any gentleman to 
contend we ought to have this mileage. Congress has not gone 
home. If we had adjourned and gone home and come back, I 
think the main object of the law regardless of technicalities would 
have been carried out, and the people contemplated when they 
elected us to pay our way here to Sfeakinaton and to pay our way 
back again for ourselves and for our families, if we had adjourned 
long enough to go home. Some of the members may have gone 
home on private business or political exigencies may have carried 
them home, but the Congress of the United States was here; the 
Congress of the United States was here assembled; it was assem- 
bled at five minutes to 12, noon, on the first Monday in December, 
and the same Congress was assembled at noon on the first Monday 
of December of that day, and no fiction, such as the Speaker leav- 
ing the chair and calling the House to order again, would change 
that proposition and the law. 

Mr. THAYER. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts? 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do. 

Mr. THAYER. If I understand the gentleman correctly, his 
contention is that there has been, then, no lawful adjournment of 
the extra session up to this hour. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. Now, whether you call it the reg- 
ular session or the extra session, we are and have been in con- 
tinued session. 

Mr. THAYER. If the President called an extra session that 
everybody on earth knew was an extra session, why should we not 
have pay whenever that ends, if we are also in regular session—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If we had pay for the extra session and 
we had not been home and come back to earn any other pay—— 

Mr. THAYER. Then we should have no pay for the regular 
session; is that the gentleman’s contention? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I say that we have been paid for this ses- 
sion of Congress, whether you call it extra or regular, whenever 
= one of us receives one mileage, and that is all we are enti- 
tled to. 

Mr. THAYER. That is for the extra session. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I do not care whether you call it 
extra or regular. 

Mr. THAYER. What do you call it? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Isimply call it one mileage for one ses- 
sion of Congress. That is all we are entitled to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman from Ala- 
bama permit an interruption? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I think if the gentleman will 
examine the law he will find we have already received mileage 
for the regular session. In other words, it was worded so as to 
anticipate the mileage of the regular session to let it be paid then. 

Mr. THAYER. Well,I have not got mine for either yet, and I 
should like to have both. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. My friend is very candid about 
it. and I believe many would like to have it if it is proper. 

Mr. THAYER. I think I am entitled to it. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit mea question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield to 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If one regular session of Congress ran 
into the second session of Congress, so that it was a continuous 
session, do you claim that because Congress was constantly in ses- 
sion no mileage should be paid? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I most certainly do, because, I say, mile- 
age is granted for a specific purpose—that is, to take you and me 
home and to bring us back here. If we do not go home and come 
back, we are not entitled to be paid. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Say, though, the law provides that Con- 
gress may select a time for its regular session, which regular ses- 
sion ran into another, you claim there should be but one mileage 
for the entire Congress? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Isayif we met the 5th day of March and 
stayed in continuous session until the 4th day of March two 
years afterwards, when we adjourn by law, we would be en- 
titled to but one mileage, because the reason for which the mile- 
age is awarded would not have taken place; that is, neither you 
nor I would have gone home. We may have gone home on a 
political exigency; we may have gone home to attend to some 
political affairs; but as Members of Congress we would not have 
returned home to our constituency, because Congress had not 
adjourned. 

Mr. SMITH, of Iowa. WhatI wanted to get at was your idea 
of the law. Now, you claim, as I understand you, notwithstand- 
ing that the law says there shall be a session of Congress on the 
first Monday in December, if one should meet on the first Mon- 
day in December in one year and continue past the first Mon- 
day in December the next year, there would be but one session of 
Congress, and not two sessions of Congress. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I unquestionably say that, and the au-° 
thorities I have cited vouch forit. Not one Congress, but a num- 
ber of Congresses have passed the first Monday of December and 
made no claim that there was a new session, and made no claim 
for mileage. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am not speaking of whether they 
made any claim, or whether they were entitled to a second mile- 
age. Did they not always treat it as a new session? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly not, and I have cited instances. 
A dozen or fifteen Congresses down to the present time have gone 
along on, and their Journals have shown that the session began in 
October and ran until May, and it was simply the first session of 
that Congress. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. So I understood the gentleman; but the 
matter has never been decided because the facts have never existed 
before. The law provides for two regular sessions, one com- 
mencing the first Monday of December, and, if Congress continued 
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in ses-ion after the time fixed for its second session, the gentleman 
holds that it is still the first session of Congress? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Unquestionably; there is no law other- 
wise. A 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Alabama, because he has investigated this matter, 
is it not true that there never was an appropriation for mileage 
for the extra session eo nomine; was it not always the case that 
the resolution was introduced to make the mileage for the regular 
session immediately available? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is correct. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And is it not true that we 
have already been paid the mileage of the regular session? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; if this is the regular session, we 
have been paid the mileage. But this is only one session; the 
Speaker had no power on earth to adjourn it. It was only our- 
selves by concurrent resolution that could do so. If the Speaker 
of the House could adjourn us, then we could violate the provi- 
sion of the Constitution that says that we shall not adjourn for 
more than three days without the consent of the Senate. The 
form that we went through in the House and in the Senate was 
merely a form, and nothing but a form. The fact that the Jour- 
nal is dated the second session of this Congress means nothing 
but mere form; and I have no doubt that the courts of this land 
will determine ultimately that we have not had but one session, 
and then, if it appears that we have voted ourselves two mileages, 
and taken two mileages at one session of Congress, I say it would 
put us in an embarrassing attitude, and one that I am not willing 
to remain in. 

I do not intend to criticise my colleagues’ action in this matter. 
They are just as fair men as Il am; they are just as conscientious 
menas lam. They are just as capable of determining what is 
right and what is wrong as I am, but, for myself, I claim the 
privilege of voting against this resolution because I do not believe 
that I am entitled to two mileages; and I want to say that if you 
pass this resolution for two mileages I do not propose to take 
mine, but to allow it to be covered back into the Treasury on the 
ist day of next July. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
understand the gentleman’s position, because I am in sympathy 
with him. We met in extraordinary session on the 9th of Novem- 
ber. Now, suppose we had adjourned by concurrent resolution 
on the 20th of November and gone home and came back here on 
the first Monday of December. What does the gentleman say 
about that? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would say then, under the law, that 
we had applied the mileage for the regular session for the first 
session. ‘There would have been two sessions of Congress, and 
we might vote ourselves another mileage because we had been 
home and come back. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Could we do so under the 
law, according to the gentleman’s construction? Suppose on the 
20th of November we had gone home and come back to the regu- 
lar session in December. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If we had not taken the December mile- 
age in November, the law would carry it to us. But we have al- 
ready been paid the mileage. We made the December mileage 
available to us in November, and we ought no‘. to vote ourselves 
anew mileage. You passed a resolution in this House making 
the mileage that was due to us on the first Monday in December 
available and payable to ourselves in November. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. But suppose we had ad- 
journed on the 20th of November and gone home, paid ourselves 
for the session, for the extra travel, and then came back on the 
first Monday of December, would we be entitled to a second mile- 
age according to the gentleman’s own construction? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There might be good reason if we went 
home and came back. I would be willing if I went home, if the 
extra session adjourned, and I was put to the expense of coming 
here with my family and taking them home, I would be perfectly 
willing to take it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. But the view of the gentle- 
man is that, not having adjourned at all and going right along in 
this continual session, we are not entitled to our mileage. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Weare not entitled to pay ourselves two 
mileages for one session of Congress. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. As a matter of fact we all know 
that Congress was here, that the Members were all here—certainly 
presumptively here—and we did not go home at the end of the 
extra session, but begun this regular session the following Mon- 
day—the first Monday in December. Now, should we in equity— 
I hope not in law, because I am utterly against this mileage propo- 
sition—should we as a matter of equity to ourselves Ray ourselves 
the extra mileage when we were already here when Congress met 
in regular session, under the Constitution, December, 1903? _ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to my friend what I have just 
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said, that so far as the ity is concerned I have decided that I 
shall vote against the bill, and if my brother Members of Con- 
gress pass it, that I will not take the mileage, but that it can be 
converted back into the Treasury. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That’s right. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is the decision I have reached as to 
the equity in the matter, but I decide for no one but myself, and I 
have as high regard and respect for the decision of other Members 
of Congress in that respect as I have for my own, and I would 
not in any way reflect on any other Member of Congress because 
he looked at the question from a different attitude from mine. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. If the gentleman is correct in his 
contention about the law, he certainly is correct in his conclusion 
that we ought not to take the mileage. I would like to ask the 

ntleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I will ask that the gentleman be per- 
mitted to have five minutes longer. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I wiil yield the gentleman 
five minutes’ time. . 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. We want to get a correct under- 
standing of the law so that we may act intelligently. If I under- 
stand the gentleman, his contention is that there has been but 
one session of Congress up to this time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is it. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. And there being but one, there ought 
not to be but one mileage paid. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Now, I call his attention to this sec- 
tion of the Constitution: 


The Congress shall assemble at least once in every year and such meeting 
oo be a first Monday in December, unless they shall by law appoint a 
ertnt date. 


Now, Congress has not by law appointed a different date. The 
Constitution, therefore, fixes a particular time when the regular 
session of Congress must commence. As a matter of proper legal 
interpretation of the Constitution and of the law, is it not evident 
from this provision that if the President called a session of Con- 
gress previous to the first Monday in December that this called 
session must, by operation of the Constitution itself, expire on the 
first Monday in December regardless of the passage of a concur- 
rent resolution to adjourn by Congress. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Evidently my friend was not here when 
I discussed that phase of the question. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I did not hear you, and I should like 
to hear now what the gentleman has to say about it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iwill not gothrough the full discussion. 
If my friend is interested in it, he will find it in the Recorp in 
the morning. i will say this: The position I take is that the ob- 
ject of that provision of the Constitution was merely to require 
that Congress should be in session at least once a year; that if it 
was already in session then the provision of the Constitution had 
been complied with. More than that, I cited numbers of instances 
of Congresses from the Second Congress down to the present day 
where they had met before the first Monday in December and 
had gone on in continuous session without anybody regarding 
that it was necessary to adjourn on the first Monday of Decem- 
ber; where no one found that there was an infinitesimal space of 
time which required the adjournment of the two Houses, and 
where this question was not raised. It was considered one con- 
tinuous session from the fall until the early spring. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Due to the fact that the question 
was not raised. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That may be true. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. And even if all that were irue, does 
that afford an answer to the contention that the express provision 
of the Constitution requires the Congress to enter upon a regular 
session on the first Monday in December? We are now in the 
second session of the Fifty-eighth Congress. The first ended De- 
cember 7, when the second, by the Constitution, began. The 
House and Senate recognize this fact and so dates the records. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My friend interprets the Constitution 
from a different standpoint. I contend that the governing sen- 
tence in that clause is that Congress shall be in session at least 
once a year, and to insure that the Constitution fixes a date, un- 
less it is otherwise fixed. I say that under the law, when t! > 
President fixed a different date and we remained in session until 
the first Monday in December, then the provision of the Consti- 
tution was complied with, as shown by all the precedents in the 
matter. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Imake these suggestions to my friend 
only in order that we may discuss this matter together to see if 
we can reach a conclusion. I, however, differ very radically from 
the gentleman on the question of law involved and the construc- 
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Constitution, as is apparent. The President has no | S. 711. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to ful- 


j f the 
cal of the meeting of Congress at its constitutional sessions. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Is,it not a fact that in the case where 
Congress met in 1867 that was distinctly without the rule that 
would apply here, because Congress met in pursuance of a@ spe- 
cific law and not at the call of the President at that time? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, the first meeting of Congress in 
1267 took place on March 4, 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Is it not an historical fact that owing to 
the differences that existed between Congress and the President 
the date for the meeting of Congress was fixed at that time by 
law, not by proclamation, and that under an act of Congress the 
Congress convened in extraordinary session? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I believe my friend is right. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. So that Congress did not meet in De- 
cember, under the terms of the Constitution, but under the law 
which had fixed the date of the meeting. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But when Congress came to meet in De- 
cember, for some reason—I do not know what—they wanted to 
adjourn and start a newsession. It wasnot done for the purpose 
of drawing mileage, because the Congressmen did not take two 
mileages that year. But they did adjourn by concurrent resolu- 
tion on the 2d day of December and met again on that day. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Asamatter of fact, the time of the meet- 
ing of Congress had been changed by a law. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Thatistrue. But take the Forty-fifth 
Congress, in 1877—— 

Mr.SMITH of Iowa. That isnot a precedent, because they met 
in pursuance of law. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the Fortieth Congress is not a prece- 
dent, then the Forty-fifth certainly is, when the Congress met 
regularly on a regular call by the President, as we did at the 
extra session in November last, and ran on until the 8d of De- 
cember, when they adjourned by concurrent resolution (recogniz- 
ing that a concurrent resolution was required) and then met 
again. In that case they did not adjourn for the purpose of 
claiming mileage, because the Members at that time accepted 
only one mileage. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, 
its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

S. 3341. An act authorizing the city of Nome, a municipal cor- 
poration organized and existing under chapter 21, title 3, of an 
act of Congress approved June 6, 1900, entitled ‘‘An act making 
further provision for acivil government for Alaska, and for other 
purposes,’’ to construct a free bridge across the Snake River at 
Nome City, in the Territory of Alaska; 

5. 540. An act providing for additional officers in the district of 
Chicago, in the collection district of Indiana and Illinois; 

5. 2081. An act to provide for the appropriate marking of the 
graves of the soldiers and sailors of the Confederate army and 
navy, and for other purposes; 

5. 1681. An act to provide for the modification of the project 
for the improvement of Bridgeport Harbor, Bridgeport, Conn.; 

5. 2261. An act to amend section 4607 of the Revised Statutes; 
_5. 901. An act providing for the construction of a vessel of the 
first clacs for the Revenue-Cutter Service, to be stationed with 
headquarters at Honolulu, Hawaii; 

5. 1748. An act to provide for the establishment of a life-saving 
station at Half Moon Bay, south of Point Montara and near Mon- 
tara Reef, California; 

— 469. An act to restore Henry D. Hall to the Revenue-Cutter 

TVICe; 

5. 1319, An act authorizing Robert A. Chapman, of Alabama, 
his associates and assigns, to use the waters of the Coosa River, in 
Alabama, for the purpose of generating electricity; 

_ 5. 462. An act to construct and place a light-ship off the outer 
har of Brunswick, Ga.; ' 

5. R. 9. Joint resolution authorizing the issue of duplicate 
medals where the originals have been lost or destroyed; 
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| high, and he made it of silver. 


5. 906. An act to aid in the erection of a statue of Commodore | 


John D. Sloat, United States Navy, at Monterey, Cal.; 
8. 23. An act for the erection of a monument to the memory of 
John Paul Jones; 
S. 131. An act to provide for the construction and equipment 
« : gc cutter for service in Narragansett Bay and adjacent 
z 5.1380, An act to provide for a site for a depot for the Revenue- 
utter Service; 
S. 192. An act to amend section 2 of an act entitled “An act to 
corporate the Convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church of 
of Washington; ” 


in 


the Diocese 
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fill certain treaty stipulations with the Chippewa Indians of Lake 
Superior and the Mississippi, and making appropriation for the 
same; 

S. 1490. An act to authorize the sale of a part of what is known 
as the Red Lake Indian Reservation, in the State of Minnesota; 

S. 708. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to au- 
thorize the building of a bridge across Thief River, in the State 
of Minnesota; 

8. 270. An. act authorizing the Winnipeg, Yankton and Gulf 
Railroad Company to construct a combined railroad, wagon, and 
foot-passenger bridge across the Missouri River at or near the 
city of Yankton, 8. Dak.; 

S. 352. An act for the relief of the representatives of M. F, 
Merritt, deceased; 

S. 175. An act for the relief of Robert D. McAfee and John 
Chiatovich; 

8.177. An act to reimburse certain persons who expended 
moneys and furnished services and os in repelling invasions 
and suppressing Indian hostilities within the territorial limits of 
the present State of Nevada; and 

S. 334. An act for the relief of N. F. Palmer, jr., & Co. 

The message also announced that the Senate had nonconcurred 
in the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
1760) granting a pension to Ann A. Devore, had asked for a con- 
ference with the House on the bill and amendment, and had ap- 
pointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. McCumpeEr, 
Mr. Scort, and Mr. BuRTON. 

The message also announced that the Senate had nonconcurred 
in the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
200) granting an increase of pension to Austin Almy, had asked 
for a conference with the House on the bill and amendment, and 
had appointed Mr. McCumper, Mr. Foster of Washington, and 
Mr. TALIAFERRO as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1334) 
granting a pension to Amy C. Bosworth. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iyield one hour to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. BouTELL]. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. WILLIAMs], the alert, resourceful, and aggressive 
leader of the other side of the Chamber, has several times during 
this Congress characterized the devotion of the Republican party 
to the principles of protection as a sort of idolatry. He has been 
joined in this charge by other Members of the minority. His dis- 
tinguished colleague, the scholarly gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
UNDERWOOD], who has just submitted an able argument to the 
House, in the course of the carefully written speech which he de- 
livered some days ago charged that the Republicans were still 
wedded to theiridols. And again the gentleman from Mississippi 
said that those of us who regard the Dingley tariff bill as a wise 
and beneficent measure were fetich worshipers. Now, there is 
something sinister about the sound of that word “‘fetich.” It 
smacksof barbarism and superstition. Let me suggest, however, 
to the gentleman from Mississippi that those who worship in glass 
temples should pull down the blinds. 

But inasmuch as he and those of his political faith seem to 
glory in the performance of their fantastic rites with the shutters 
of their sanctuary wide open, they will not be surprised if we di- 
rect the attention of the country to some of their wild ceremo- 
nies. And I trust they will not be embarrassed if I ask some of 
them in the course of my remarks whether these weird rites con- 
form strictly to the rubric of the Democratic missal of Jefferson, 
Jackson, and Cleveland. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, about eight years ago the Democrats of 
this country, the political children of Jefferson, Jackson, and 
Cleveland, were carried away in captivity. By the waters of the 
Platte there they sat down; yea, they wept when they remem- 
bered Bryan, for he was their Nebuchadnezzar. After the cap- 
tivity King Nebuchadnezzar set up a graven image 30 cubits 
It had a great white, senseless 
face, and it was so constructed that it could repeat with cease- 
less, senseless iterations the silly words ‘‘Sixteen toone.”’ [Laugh- 
ter.] Then the edict went forth that ‘‘at what time ye shall 
hear the sound of the cornet, flute, harp, sackbut, psaltery, and 
dulcimer, and all other kinds of music, ye’ shall fall down and 
worship the graven image which I have set up. And those that 
fall not down shall be cast into a burning, fiery furnace.” 
{Laughter. ] 

You all know the cornet—that strong wind instrument. King 
Nebuchadnezzar himself took the cornet. And you know how 
the other instruments were distributed. My friend from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CLark], whose genial face usually looks at me from his 
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accustomed seat, certainly played the harp. With his seraphic 
countenance he could not play anything else than that heavenly 
instrument. And his colleague from Missouri on the Rules Com- 
mittee [Mr. DE ARMonD], from the name of the instrument, must 


have played the sackbut. Inever saw one, but I know it has a dole- | 


ful sound. 

But my friend from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAms], beyond all 
doubt, with that silver eloquence of his, performed his part on the 
dulcimer. And the chorusstruck up. And then what happened? 
You all fell down and worshiped—five millions of you or more 
worshiped. Worshiped! You gentlemen who taunt us with 


idolatry worship, you simply squirmed and groveled on your | 
You wore holes | 
You wore the toes off | 


marrowbones before that white, senseless idol. 
in the knees of your intellectual trousers. 
your moral boots that ought to have been used in spurning from 


vour presence that white, senseless monstrosity of political pagan- | 


ism. Then when you got up you thought of the fiery furnace, 
and you thought with glee of the stubborn and stiff-necked ones 


that were going to be consumed there, and you got up off your | 


marrowbones just long enough to gather around the burning, 
fiery furnace. 
And lo, what happened? Well, we all know. There was Shad- 


rach Olney, and Meshach Whitney, and Abednego Carlisle, walk- | 


ing around there in the burning, fiery furnace, just as cool as 


cucumbers [laughter], lighting their cigars on the coals and | 


getting up a scheme to sell out the burning, fiery furnace to the 
steel trust. [Laughter. ] 


[Laughter. ] 

Well, then a great rock that was not made by the hand of man 
came out of the sky and smote that idol into unrecognizable frag- 
ments. The king told you it was a gold shot from the English 
navy, or some other impossible cause, but you know what it was. 
It was the aroused public sentiment of the intelligent people of 
the United States that destroyed your idol, and it ought to have 

ut an end to your idolatry. Then you looked around for the 

ing, and there he was, as calm as could be, amid the fragments 
of his idol, as complaisant as Marius in the ruins of Carthage, 
blowing away on his cornet to beat the band, a wild, weird air 
called ‘‘ The First Battle.’”” And then you gathered around and 
went to work picking up the fragments of the great silver idol. 
That took you four years. 

Four years went by and King Nebuchadnezzar thought he saw 
his chance again and he set up another graven image, and he 
made this one 60 cubits high, because he used all the old silver 
that was in the old one, and he added to it a lot of brass and mud 
and slime; and running down the great brazen cheeks of the idol 
were the slimy tears for Aguinaldo: and this idol also was taught 
to say ‘‘ sixteen to one,” as asort of refrain; but he was taught to 
say many other things. It was all worked into a monotonous 
chant: ‘‘Anti-imperialism, anticanned beef, sixteen to one, one 
Filipino is as good as sixteen American soldiers—sixteen to one, 
antimilitarism, antiprosperity, anticommerce, antitariff.’’ 
then the edict went forth again that ‘‘ at what time ve shall hear 
the sound of the cornet, flute, harp, sackbut, psaltery, dulcimer, 
and all other kinds of music, ye shall fall down and worship the 
graven image that I have set up; and whoso falleth not down 
shall be cast into the den of lions.’’ 

Well, now, there were some that were not at all afraid‘of the 
burning fiery furnace, who, when they heard the lions roar, got 
down on their marrow bones; but there was one who has been 
the Daniel of your party, Grover Cleveland. The roaring of the 
lions did not frighten him at all, and after you had been bowing 
down to this graven image quite a while you got up to see Daniel 
destroyed. You saw him cast into the den of lions and gathered 
around the mouth of the den, and behold! what do you see? 


There sat Daniel on a stone, just as sociable and comfortable as | 
could be, passing his flask around to the lions and telling them | 
[Laughter.] The lions never touched him, and when | 


fish stories. 
he came out those lions just stood in two rows, between which 
he passed smiling. They have been afraid of him ever since; and 
not only the lions, but the tiger up in the State of New York has 
been afraid of Daniel. Now, wouldn’t you think that would have 
= a stop to youridolatry? Well, it did for a time, and you sent 
Yebuchadnezzar out into the tall grass. [Laughter.] 

Now, a strange thing happened. Has it ever occurred to any of 
you gentlemen on that side of the House what a remarkably profit- 
able position leadership in the Democratic party is? I remember 
there was a local leader, Mr. Croker, up in the city of New York. 
I do not remember that he ever had any special business or pro- 
fession. He led the Democratic party for a long time. After 
a while, when he got tired of it, he retired to old England and 
set up a fine establishment and a racing stable and began to lead 
the life of an English country—well, I do not care to cast any 
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And when they came out, without a | 
singe on their hair or the smell of fire about their garments, one | 
of the disgusted stokers of the burning, fiery furnace called out | 
to the king, ‘‘ Hey, Neb, where did you get your bum idol?” | 





And | 
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reflections upon the rural gentry of England; but he is over ther 
living in splendor and running his racing stable, 

So, when Nebuchadnezzar was put out to grass, the first thing 
he did was to make his arrangements to go over to the old 
country. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. BOUTELL. I will be glad to yield to a gentleman who 
contributed to the music of the ceremonies of 1896 and 1900. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does not the gentleman think that his 
going over there might improve the tone of English society? 

Mr. BOUTELL. If the tone of English society was improved 
by his going over there, [should say, ‘‘ God help English society.” 
‘Lousaert Now, I have noticed this thing, that a Democratic 
leader militant froths and foams at the mouth whenever he refers 
to England or anything English, but when he becomes a Demo- 
cratic leader recumbent or redundant, he finds something very 
attractive about old England. 

Now, I have been wondering why this was. I have heard the 
distinguished gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wr..1aMs] affirm 
that all true Democrats are followers of Thomas Jefferson. He 
said, not very long ago, if the Democrats could nominate a man 
who believed all the theories of Thomas Jefferson they could make 
him President. 

I have made some study of the theories of Thomas Jefferson 
myself, just to see what principles of Thomas Jefferson these 
Democratic leaders redundant sought to follow in hastening to 
old England. Iran across something which I thought explained 
the whole thing. In August, 1775, ThomasJefferson wrote a 
letter to his intimate friend, John Randolph, in reference to the 
impending conflict with Great Britain, in which he used this 
language, which has been lost sight of. 

He regretted the possibility of war because he was a man of 
peace, but more especially because it would prevent a reunion 
with Great Britain, and he said: 

I am sincerely one of those who would rather be in dependence upon 


Great Britain properly limited than on any other country on earth or that 
of any other country. 


The gentleman from Mississippi will kindly correct me if I mis- 
uote. 
? Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What date is that? 

Mr. BOUTELL. August 25, 1775. 

Again, I find that this distinguished founder of the Democratic 
meats | as late as November 24, 1775, showed how thoroughly he 

oved union with Great Britain. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What was that date? 

Mr. BOUTELL. November 24,1775. I did not know but what 
these two distinguished leaders had gone over there to get upa 
union between Great Britain and the United States; but, per- 
haps, there was still another and a more recondite or personal one. 
In 1771 Thomas Jefferson, in writing to his agent, Mr. Thomas 
Adams, in London, closes his letter with these words, which | 
have very seldom seen alluded to and do not know whether they 
are regarded by Democrats as principles that all true followers of 
Jefferson ought to adopt: 

One other favor. I wish you would search the Herald's office for the arms 
of my family. 

[ Laughter. ] 

What a picture! 
lost coat of arms! 


% 


The founder of Democracy looking for his 
[Laughter. ] 

I have what I have been told were the family arms, but on what authority 
I know not. Possibly there may be none. 

Well, now, if he came from a distinguished English family 
who were entitled to a coat of arms, it was certainly very justiti- 
able to look it up, if only as a matter of curiosity. We know that 
many distinguished menin Virginia used to decorate their coac lies 
with coats of arms when they were entitled to them. 

Mr. Chairman, that would not have been astounding, of course, 
if he had been animated by a desire to see the genuine coat 0! 
arms in his family. No Democrat ever would have complain! 
in those early days of his wearing it, but still it hardly seems 
Jeffersonian. ‘‘Itis possible there may be none. If so, [ want 
with your assistance, to become a purchaser, having Stern's word 
for it that a coat of arms may be purchased as cheap as any oticr 
coat.”’ [Laughter. | 

The gentleman from Mississippi will kindly correct me if ! 
misquote the distinguished author of the Declaration of In:e- 
pendence and the founder of the Democratic party. Now, it oc- 
curred to me that this new leader of the Democracy might hive 
some such object as this in mind in going over to England and 
visiting the distinguished leader from New York—that of looking 
up his coatof arms. If he could not find any, perhaps he might 
arrange with the Herald’s office to buy one. 

Now he has come back, and we have the statement of the pu)- 
lic press for it that he has got a new idea. I wonder if itis 1's 
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coat of arms that he bought over there? I can only surmise 
what it is, but there is no man ag better known in the wide 
world to-day than Mr. Bryan. e Herald’s office knows his rec- 
ord, and they may have gotten him up some coat of arms which 
they would consider suited to his character. Possibly this: He 
beareth on a field argent a mule rampant, gules, with this motto, 
“ Soxdecim cum uno.”’ 

Well, whatever he went over there for, he has come back. He 
has got an inspiration from Mr. Croker. He has got an idea, and 
he has brought it back, and all I wish to say to you gentlemen is, 
Take care, take care. You have charged us with idolatry; look 
out that you do not fall into any more idolatry, for you have still 
got William Jennings Bryan to reckon with, and I tell you that 


one of two things will happen to you, and it does not seem to me | 


that it makes much difference which it is—Bryan is going to play 
again the successful part of Nebuchadnezzar and bring you into 
a new idolatry, or he is going to play the successful rdle of Sam- 
son. 


ple pulled down over your head, 
ference to us. 

Now, when this idol worship was going on eight years ago the 
Chaldeans and soothsayers and astrologers went abroad through 
the land telling the people what was going to happen. We went 
into the campaign of 1896 perfectly openly. We said to the 
country that if we were elected we would repeal the Wilson-Gor- 
man tariff bill. 

Your soothsayers and astrologers told the people that if the 
Republican tariff bill was adopted and Republican financial 
measures were enacted terrible things would happen to this 
country. Some of the dire things which you predicted it is very 
easy to prove have notcome true. You said, among other things, 
that with a Republican protective tariff our exports would fall 
off. Instead of that our exports began to increase immediately 
upon the passage of the present Dingley tariff act. I hold in my 
hand a statement from the Bureau of Statistics, showing the in- 
crease in the exports of this country during the period of some 
twenty years or more, which I will insert in the REcorD. 

UNITED STATES LEADS IN EXPORTS 


It is only within recent years that the United States has taken her place 
at the head of the list Of the world's great exporters of domestic products. 
In 1875 the exports of domestic products by the world’s great exporting na- 
tions were as follows: , 
United Kingdom 
France 


And it does not make any dif- 


. 


$1, 097, 497,000 
747, 400; 000 
593, 052,000 
497, 263, 737 


In 18%5 the domestic exports of these four countries stood as follows: 
United Kingdom 
Germany 
United States 


France 596, 000, 000 


In 1895 the domestic exports of the four countries were as follows: 
United Kingdom $1, 100, 452, 000 
United States.... 
Germany.... 


789, 660, 000 
France 


651, 100, 000 


_ In 1908 the relative rank of the four countries in the exportation of domes- 
tic products was as follows: 
United States 
United Kingdom 
Germany @ 

France > 


$1, 457, 565, 783 
1,415, 617, 552 
1, 200, 000, 000 


« Nine months’ figures and estimate for closing quarter of the year. 
> Eleven months’ figures and estimate for last month of the year. 


RECORDS OF GROWTH. 


_ The table which follows shows the exports of domestic products from the 
T nited States, United Kingdom, and Germany in each year from 1875 to 1908, 
the figures being in all cases for the calendar year: 


| United King- | 


United States. dom. 


Germany. 


$593, 052, 000 
605, 886, 000 
656, 982, 000 
686, 671, 000 
660, 852, 000 
688, 500, 000 
707, 978, 000 
758, 817,000 
778, 257,000 
762, 482, 000 
680,551, 000 


$497, 268, 787 | $1,087, 497,000 
575, 735, 804 976, 410, 000 
607,566, 495 967,913,000 
723, 286, 821 938, 500, 000 
754, 656, 755 932,090, 000 
875, 564, 075 085,521, 000 
814, 162, 951 38, 873,000 
749.911, 309 
777, 598, 718 
733, 768, 764 
673, 593, 596 
699,519, 430 
703, 819, 692 
679, 597,477 
814, 154, 864 
845, 999, 608 
057, 333, 551 
923, 237, 315 105, 747, 000 
84, 729, 454 062, 162, 000 
807, 812, 116 051, 193, 000 
807, 742,415 


= ’ 


34, 016, 000 
037, 124, 000 
035; 226; 000 
079,944. 000 
141, 365, 000 
211, 442, 000 


745, 896, 000 
762, 444, 000 
753, 222, 000 
791, 717,000 
755, 771, 000 
708, 078, 000 


704, 826, 000 
789, 660, 000 
8338, 98) 000 


$1, 087, 124,000 | 
680,551,000 | 
673, 593, 596 | 


807,742,415 | 


812, 000, 000 | 


710, 186,000 | 


735, 886,000 | 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


United States.’ wae Germany. 


Year. 


$1, 139, 832, 000 
1, 135, 642,000 
1, 287, 150, 000 
1, 417, 086, 000 
1, 362, 727, 000 
1, 379, 282, 000 
1,415, 617,000 


a $1, 079, 834, 296 
1898 1, 283) 558, 140 
1, 252 gay! 344 
1, 453; 010, 112 
1, 438, 078, 651 
1, 333, 288) 491 
1, 457, 565, 783 


$865, 124, 000 
894.063, 000 
1,001; 278; 000 
1,097,509; 000 
1, 054, 685, 000 
1, 113, 312; 000 
a1, 200, 000,000 


a¥Estimate for closing quarter of year. 


The exports during the calendar year just closed amounted to 
$1,457,000,000, the record year in exports of the United States to 
foreign countries, nearly double the entire exports in the year 
1895. But another thing that is very gratifying to us all, gentle- 
men, partisanship aside, gratifying to every American in this 


| House, is that during the past few years our great Republic has 
It makes little difference to your party whether you fall | } i 
into a new idolatry or whether you have the pillars of your tem- | 


changed its place from fourth in the list of exporting nations to 
first, and to-day we lead Great Britain, Germany, and France in 
our annual exports. [|Applause.] 

Again it was predicted that the volume of money in the coun- 


| try would decrease, but it has not; it is greater now than it ever 


was before. It was predicted that the gold in the Treasury would 
decrease, but it has not; we have more gold in the Treasury now 
than there ever was in the United States Treasury before,and we 
have more gold coin and bullion in the United States Treasury 
than was ever°collected at any one spot before in the history of 
the world—nearly seven hundred millions of dollars. It was pre- 
| dicted that wages all over the country would go down, but on the 
| contrary, from the inauguration of President McKinley up to this 
year just closed, the average rate of wages all over this country 
las gone up. 

Not only the average money wage, but the actual wage as com- 
pared with the cost of subsistence. 

Mr. BENNY. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield for a 
question? 

Mr. BOUTELL. With pleasure. 

Mr. BENNY. Will the gentleman tell us the rate of increase 

in the wages of the workingmen of the country and also the rate 
| of increase in the cost of living to the workmen? 
Mr. BOUTELL. I should be very glad, Mr. Chairman, to go 
| into full details of that matter from figures that I have before 
| me, but all I can say in the brief time allotted to me is thai, from 
the statistics we have, it appears there has | een a steady annual 
increase in the rate of wages of our workmen and mechanics, 
| and that there has been a material decrease in the retail prices of 
| most of the commodities of life which the workman buys with his 
wages. 

Mr. BENNY. Perhaps, Mr. Chairman, I can put that question 
in better shape. Is it not a fact that the increase of wages to the 
| workmen of the country has been less than 10 per cent, while the 
increase in the cost of living has been 30 per cent? 

Mr. BOUTELL. It has not. 

Mr. BENNY. Will the gentleman state what it has been? 

Mr. BOUTELL. The average increase, taking all classes of 
| workmen and mechanics throughout the United States, has been 
nearer 12 per cent. The figures that the gentleman alludes to in 
relation to the cost of living are simply the wholesale prices, 
whereas the actual cost to laboring men of the necessities of life 
was never so low as it is in the United States to-day. 
| Mr. Chairman, departing for one moment from the bounds of 

political discussion, let usall rejoice as Americans in the splendid 

record this country has made. I hold in my hand a copy of the 

daily consular reports containing a statement sent from one of 

our able consuls in Manheim, in which he goes into the rate of 

wages in that prosperous city of the German Empire. He shows 

that blacksmiths and other mechanics are getting less than one- 
| half of the wages that men in the same employment are getting 
|in this country, and that the cost of living to the workmen is 
constantly increasing in theGermanEmpire. And so it has been 
| with all of these predictions that were made by the Democrats in 
— everything that was predicted by the Democrats has proven 
| false. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 
me for a question? 

Mr. BOUTELL. Nothing would give me greater pleasure. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Will the gentleman be kind 
enough to state what is the difference in the annual production 
of gold in the last four years from what it was in 1896 to 1900? 

Mr. BOUTELL. The gentleman means the increase in the an- 
nual production of gold. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. The gentleman from Illinois 
spoke of the increase of the per capita rate from $19 to $29. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Oh, no; I didn’t say that at all, although it 
‘istrue. I said that the prediction was in 1896 that the amount 
‘of gold in the Treasury would fall off if the Republican tariff bill 





Will the gentleman yield to 
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and the Republican financial measures were adopted. I said that 
now in the Treasury of the United States we have nearly seven 
hundred millions of gold against less than two hundred millions 
of gold im 1895, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 
that the annual production of gold in the last four or five years 
has been enormously increased? 

‘Mr. BOUTELL. Yes; the annual production of gold, like our 


Then, my friend does admit | 


productions of the farm, of the workshop, of the loom, and of the | 


mill, is unprecedented. I do not claim that that is all due to the 
arty. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Ithought the gentleman did. 
Mr. BOUTELL. We have a great deal to thank God for. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I thought the spirit of the 
gentleman’s argument was that the Republican party claimed the 
eredit of it. 


Mr. BOUTELL. Not at all; Isaid nothing upon which such ! 


a construction could be placed. I hasten to assure my friend 


erats and the Republicans alike. 

Mr. MACON. 
question? 

Mr. BOUTELL. I yield with pleasure to the gentleman from 
Arkansas, as I am going to speak of his State. 

Mr. MACON. The gentleman said that all the predictions 
made by the Democratic party in 1896 had failed or were false. 

Mr. BOUTELL. No; I said every serious prediction. You 
made some that were so trifling and immaterial that it mattered 
not whether they came true or not. 

Mr. MACON. Was it not predicted by the Democratic party 


| Laughter. | 


at that time that if we had a larger circulation of metallic money, | 


if the per capita rate was larger, that we should have prosperous 
times? 

Mr. BOUTELL. I do not know but what it was; but the main 
prediction was that if we had more silver money we would have 
more prosperous times. 

Mr. MACON. Was it not more metallic money, but not silver? 

Mr. BOUTELL. I did not hear much about anything metallic 
except silver, I will say to my friend, throughout that campaign. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. Assuming this enormous increase in gold coin, suppose in 
1897 we had enacted a provision for coining silver at a ratio of 
16 to 1, in the opinion of the gentleman how much of the increase 
of gold coin would have found its way into circulation in the 
United States? 

Mr. BOUTELL. Verylittle, and not one dollar intothe Treas- 
ury of the United States. Speaking of that subject, I am very 
glad that the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Macon] and the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENor] remind meof it. I hold 
in my hand an editorial from the Chicago Chronicle, one of the 
ablest Democratic newspapers published in this country, under 
date of September 10, 1902, entitled ‘‘Gold in the Treasury.”’ 
The sum and substance of this editorial is that the reason why 
there is more gold in the Treasury, not only Government gold but 
the people’s gold, put there in exchange for gold certificates, is 
that the people of the country now have confidence in the finan- 
cial system that we have adopted and are willing to let their gold 
stay there. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

But, Mr. Chairman, these few remarks I have been making 
were merely on the side, as will be seen when I go further into 
my argument. I did not expect at this time to get into a general 
discussion, a general run of questions. I desired tocall the atten- 
tion of the House and of the country to this fact, that most of the 
SS the serious prophecies, of the Democratic party relat- 

g to what would take place if the Republicans triumphed in 
1896 and in 1900 have proven false, and all these predictions which 
can be gauged by official statistics have been soproven. But they 
also said, Mr. Chairman, in general terms, that if the Republic- 
ans triumphed and enacted a protective tariff law and financial 
legislation in keeping with the principles of the Republican party 
we would bring distress and disaster, blight and mildew upon 


the country. Mr. Chairman, it is to these predictions that I wish | 


to address myself during the remainder of my remarks. 

Seven years have elapsed since the Dingley tariff law was placed 
upon the statute books. They have been, in my opinion, seven 
good, fat years for this Republic. In my part of the country I 
could not find any blight or mildew, and I thought that if any 
existed I would like to see it, and it occurred to me that if that 
blight and mildew existed anywhere it would be in the State of 
Missouri and in the solid South, because it was in that State and 
in the solid South that the blight and mildew were most strongly 
predicted. I was ata loss to know how to make a trustworthy 
examination. I thought if I went through all the Southern States 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a | 


myself and came back here and reported what I found there that 
it might be thought my views were tinged in some way by my 
political sentiments. 

I did not wish to take the opinion of any mere Government sta- 
tistics. I thought that it might be charged that those were in- 
correct. I did not wish to take any trade reports exclusively, ex- 
cept in connection with other reports, because I have heard it 
charged that these trade reports are sometimes tinged or colored, 
I did not wish to take the statement of any active politician. [ 


| did not wish to take the statement of newpapers in the heat of a 
Republican tariff or the financial legislation of the Republican | 


| try. 
| honest in this world it was the newspapers. 





campaign, and so I was ata loss to know where I could find an 
account of the spots of blight and mildew throughout this coun- 
Then this idea occurred to me, that if there was anything 


I have had the word of my distinguished friend from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. WILLIAMs] on several occasions in this House that he 
would rather have a country without almost anything than with- 
out newspapers, the great educators of the people. So I said to 


| myself, “ I will go to the newspapers and find out what has been 
from Alabama that the United States is under the guidance of | 
the God of Nations, and that He sends His early and later rains | 
upon the just and the unjust, as he always has upon the Demo- | 


going on where this blight and mildew ought to be.” I was 
afraid that papers issued during a campaign might be prejudiced. 
So it occurred to me that if I should hunt up the local papers— 
taking the metropolitan journals where necessary, and the little 
village and country papers, the weekly and biweekly newspapers 
that were published about the holiday time, that season of peace 
on earth and good will toward men—I would find the actual 
truth. So for the last three weeks I have been looking over the 
papers from the State of Missouri and from the solid South, and 
I must say to you, gentlemen, that I have béen surprised at the 
condition of affairs disclosed by these local papers. The gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. WriL.r1ams] in his speech inthe House 
on the 19th said: 

Protection, Mr. Chairman, isasystem of taxation whereby many are robbed 
in — that a few men may be hothoused by legislation into artificial pros- 
perity. 

And the REcorD goes on to say that that statement was received 
with laughter and applause on the Democratic side. I may say 
that I was-not at all surprised at the laughter, but I was surprised 
at the applause. He goes on further to say: 

Asa supplementary definition, protection is a system of taxation whereby 
capital and labor are deflected from naturally profitable pursuits. and enter- 
prises into the channels of naturally unprofitable pursuits and enterprises. 

This again was met with laughter and applause on the Demo- 
cratic side of the House, and again I say I do not wonder at the 
laughter. Before I go on to give the story of the condition of 
things throughout the South, let me impress upon your minds 
these words of the gentleman from Mississippi: 

Protection is a system of taxation whereby capital and labor are deflected 
from natural profitable pursuits and enterprises into the channels of natu- 
rally unprofitable pursuits and enterprises. 

Now, let us see if we can find any blight and mildew where we 
should expect to find it from the utterances of gentlemen on tho 
other side. And I begin with the State of Missouri, for several 
reasons—partly because I have very tender recollections of the 
State of Missouri. I do not see here now my friend from Mis- 
souri, Mr. COWHERD, with whose district I will begin here. But dur- 
ing the closing year of the war, as a boy of 8, I one of the 
most picturesque years of my life inthe district of that gentleman. 

Mr. CLARK. You were a very old boy. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I have given my age, and you see you are an 
older boy than I am. 

The Kansas City Journal of January 1 says: 


According to statements made by officials of the railroads running into 
Kansas City, every company has reason to rejoice over the business for the 
year just closed. One general agent said that the earnings of his road had 
increased 38} per cent over 1902. 

That was bringing the cattle and the products of the farm. 

The Star, in an editorial of January 1, says: 

Bank clearings are not always a definite indication of business movements, 
but they may be taken asa reliable basis of comparison in noting progress 
in any one city. The clearings in Kansas City for the past year were ono 
thousand and seventy-five millions, or an increase ef eighty-six millions (9 per 
cent) over the record of 1902. me wwe | reeords and real estate transfers 
show similar increase. Both the wholesale and retail merchants-report gains. 


I congratulate the State of Missouri and my colleague | Mr. 


| COWHERD] upon this showing. 


I next refer to the St. Joseph Gazette of January 1. I do not 
see here at present the gentleman who represents St. Joseph—and 
I think this is the first time that I have ever missed him from this 
House; he isone of the most regular attendantshere. He played 
avery loud instrument in the ceremonies of 1896, but the principal 
thing that he claimed when he performed on his musical instru- 
ment was that never, never, under any Republican financial leg- 
islation, would there be enough basic money or any other kind of 
money in the country to do the business required. 

I do not know what the gentleman’s connection with the St. 
Joseph Gazette is at present. - 


[Mr. CocHRAN at this point entered the Hall.} 
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Ah, I 
The St. Joseph 


myself on seeing the gen- 
Gazette of January | says: 
The country upon which St. Joseph — for its maintenance is pros- 


Mr. BOUTELL. 
tleman before me. 


ve been fairly abundant; prices 
excess of the average for many 


tif ; 
e t . toe mors et the fam and range far in 
ears. 
y Ncw, mark this—what gall and wormwood it must be to the 
ntleman from St. Joseph—— 

Mr. COCHRAN, Will the gentleman yield a moment? 

Mr. BOUTELL. Ofcourse, I always yield with great pleas- 
ure to the gentleman. 

Mr. COCHRAN. With almost tearful gratitude, I rise to an- 
nounce to the gentleman that among other acquisitions of the 
great syndicate which embraces so many of the daily papers of the 
country the St. Joseph Gazette is now owned by the followers of 
Mark Hanna and my friend fromIlinois, [Applause and laugh- 
ter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BOUTELL. I yee, a owe my friend from St. Joseph on 
having such prosperity in his district, that he was able to dispose 
of the St. Joseph Gazette at such a good 

Mr. COCHRAN rose. 

Mr. BOUTELL. The gentleman from Missouri when I am 
through will havean opportunity to deny the truth of these state- 
ments as to the prosperity in his district. And I may say now, 
Mr. Chairman, that as I read this story of the condition of the 
South I will ask any gentleman on the other side of this Chamber, 
if he cares to do so, to get up and deny the truth of this story that 
J read, and if he likes to go k to his constituents and teil them 
that he has made the denial. 

Now, let me close what I was saying about St. Joseph. 

Money we havein sufficient quantities to meet the reasonable requirements 
of every line of legitimate investment and for every department of trade. 

The St. Louis Globe-Democrat, in an editorial of January 1, says: 

Fortune was kind to St. Louis in the year which has just closed. 

And I congratulate St. Louis. We have in Chicago a sisterly 
regard for her. We have just been connecting the two cities by 
water, and I hope there will be a steadily increasing trade and 
commerce between those two cities on this great waterway. 

seldom in all i has the city been more ro ever before 
uss thocgumantinel inamentinieabastieen tanto mags. - 

Mark that. 


December, 1908, broke the record for that month in bank clearings in St. 
Louis, with a total of ,063,008. This was $24,945,152 in excess of that for 
the same month in 1902. In receipts of flour, corn, oats, rye, ey, corn 
meal, hay, lead, cattle, sheep, hogs, horses, and mules the city’s transac- 
tions for 1908 were greater ‘or the preceding year, while there was a 
falling off in receipts for wheat, cotton, to , wool, Fe hams, and other 
ow of meats. In building operations the record for city was broken in 

© year. . 

Mr. Chairman, I congratulate St. Louis and the State of Mis- 
sour, 

Now, we come across the country to the Ol2 Dominion. First, 
I read from the Newport News Press, of January 1, in a news 
article, which says: 

The merchants say that business this Christmas was better than it had 
been in four years. The police census, taken recently, showed that there 
were fewer vacant houses there were a year ago; real-estate values are 


om — rents are cheap. A better statement of affairs could hardly be 
S000 for. 


price. 


Then why, may I ask, does their Representative here ask for a 


change? Why not let well enough alone? 
oan bo clearing-house statement follows: 
oe eee 


Te etme Renee e ee Seem See ee eee OEE Oe BEES ee eee ee eeees eeeees 


Now we come to Norfolk. The Despatch in an 
January 1 says: - 


The cities of tide-water Virginia have experienced a solid and increasin 
rowth during the past ten years. Norfolk is in many, many ways better o 
o-day than a year ago. 

ness Organizations have flourished and grown and improved within the year. 
Local bank deposits have shown a ands increase during the 

bank clearings also indicate an increase in the volume of bn 

city, and the record of the year past is the largest in 


1 congratulate the Old Dominion. 


The Landmark in a news article of J anuary 1 says: 
The ex 


showing that the year has been a prosperous one in the shipping trade. 


Bays: 


: In taking « view of the business progress of our ote 
Previous years, we are pleased to note that our people have been very con- 
servative and the speculative rage has not impaired nor 
in regular business. In all ular pursuits the close is very satisfactory, 


advances having been made all along the line. The crops of our con- 
‘vous counties, with unusually remunerative prices 
tion. 


heighbors in a very prosperous condi 


The Richmond Times-Despatch of January 1 says: 


Merchants had 
and it is meee 
the value of 


good trad 
that in spite of the stock panic and the shrinkage in 
the banks of Richmond have stood the storm 


XXXVII——77 


gratifyi 
stocks an 


Churches, schools, charitable organizations, and busi- 


year, and local 
siness done in the 


the advance 


without a quiver and are to-day in every respect stronger and better than in 
any corresponding period of their history. 
I congratulate the city of Richmond on this splendid showing. 
Florida: The Jacksonville Times-Union of January 1 says ina 
news article: 


The record of shipping at the port of Jacksonville for the month of De- 
cember was one of the best in the history of the pert. and was a closing of 
one of the most remarkable years yet recorded in the annals of the city’s ex- 

ort business. More than 2,000,000 feet of lumber were shipped from the port 

uring December, 1908, in excess of the amount shipped for the correspond- 
ing month last year. Lumber isthe basis upon which to compute the volume 
of the export trade, and this increase in spite of the fact that there has been 
a depression of values complained of by prominent lumbermen for the past 
several months. 


The Metropolis of January 1 says: 


The old year was extremely. kind to Jacksonville. She has prospered un- 
precedentedly. There has not been a failure of a business house or individ- 
ual of much financial standing during the past year. Millions of dollars more 
money are here in banks than ever before. 


And let me say, Mr. Chairman, that you will notice through 
all these accounts that it has taxed the ingenuity of the editor to 
find adjectives largeenough and broad enough to characterize the 
prosperous condition of the country. 

The Pensacola News of January 1 says: 


With the closing of the r 1908 the record of the local custom-house shows 
that the month of December has been one of the best on record. The total 
values, so far as can now be obtained, will aggregate the immense sum of 
$3,148,055. The nearest approach to these figures was the same month last 
year, when the two-million mark was just 


The St. Petersburg Times of January 2 says in an editorial: 


St. Petersburg has had a bright year, and an even brighter is before her, 
There is a no more prosperous spot in the Union. 


I looked over the House for my good friend from Florida [Mr. 
SPARKMAN], in whose district this prosperous enterprising city is 
located. Icongratulate him and hisdistrict. I come to Kentucky. 

Lexington: The Leader on January 1 printed the views of the 
leading business men of the city on the achievements of 1903 and 
the outlook for 1904. In all branches of business the merchants 
claim that a prosperous year has passed and all take an optimistic 
view for the coming year. 

Not some few Republicans in Lexington, but all the people in 
Lexington, unless it be her Representative up here, take an opti- 
mistic view of the future. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman from Illinois 
permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BOUTELL. I am very glad indeed to yield to the gen- 
tleman who played on the musical instruments during the cam- 
paigns of 1896 and 1900. Ido not know whether my friend played 
the psaltery or the base drum, but I am quite willing to yield to 
him for a few strains on either, although I may say I am coming 
to Tennessee further on. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I believedso. I knowthatall good 


| men want to come down to Tennessee. [Laughter.] We havea 


| 


great many from your country. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Yes; they are going, and theyare taking good 
money with them. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now you complain—— 

Mr. BOUTELL. And not all Democrats—— 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. If you will come down there we 
will elect you mayor of the city of Nashville in two years. You 
would be a shouting Democrat in Tennessee. [Laughter.}| You 
speak of Kentucky. I live very near to Kentucky, and I know 
the condition of the people in that country as to tobacco growers. 

Mr. BOUTELL. The gentleman does not seem to understand 


editorial of | that I am reading from the local papers. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. My mail is filled with letters com- 
plaining to me and to the Members of Congress about the terribly 
destructive internal-revenue regulations upon the tobacco-grow- 


| ing industry of that country, and the tobacco growers are now 


about preparing a 
the history of the city. | tobacco tax, which is so destructive of their tobacco-growing in- 


rts were $9,375,282 in 1903, an increase of $2,256,039 during the year, | 


meeting all over Kentucky and Tennessee and are talking to-day 
i petition to Congress for a reduction of the 


dustry. This tax began in 1862 and has been perpetuated to 
this hour. They want relief from it. 
Mr. BOUTELL. Iam glad thatthe gentleman from Tennessee 


| has called attention to this desire on the part of the people of the 
The Petersburg Index-Appeal, of January 1, in a news article, | State adjoining his. This paper shows him that those people of 


©, manufacturing industries have done well, | says 


Kentucky, who, no doubt, will thank my good friend for his patri- 


in 1903, as it relates to | otism in rising in this House and making an iridescent appeal 


for the repeal of this obnoxious tax, do not complain of anything. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Sometimes people think that every- 
thing is true when they see it in a newspaper report, and it would 


our agricultural | be true if Thomas Jefferson edited it. 


Mr. BOUTELL. Thomas Jefferson was not in the editing busi- 
ness. The Louisville Herald, in a news article, on January 1, 





Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, that is a Republican paper. 
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Mr. BOUTELL (continuing to read): 

High-water mark was reached by the bank clearings of 1908, with the hand- 
some total of $529,241,195.13, an increase of $27,817,085 over the year 1902, the 
previous record period. 

The gentleman from Tennessee indicated that this was a Re- 
poions paper. That is entirely irrelevant. As a lawyer he 

nows that it is a non sequitur. Do you wish to get up and dis- 
pute the figuers of $529,000,000 of bank clearings? 

The Louisville Times in a five-page review of the year in the 
business of the city shows a large advance in all lines over previ- 
ous years. 

Now I come to the State of Georgia. First to the district rep- 
resented by the gentleman who has charge of this bill on the 
minority side. The Atlanta Journal, in news article on January 
1, gives city comptroller’s report, showing receipts for 1903 of 
$2,036,548.32, with a surplus of $1,720.29 after provision has been 
made to meet all outstanding obligations. For 1902 the receipts 
were $1,632,703.63. This statement shows the condition of all 
departments of the city government, and as such is therefore an 
index of the prosperity of the city. 

The Atlanta Constitution, in a news article of January 1, says: 

Annual reports of all city officials show a bright chapter in the history of 
Atlanta, the year 1908 having been one of the most prosperous in its history. 

In the same paper an article on the report of the Atlanta clear- 
ing house says: 

The clearings of 1902 were increased by $13,791,580.34. The year’s record is 
a remarkable one, and is considered as a strong indication of the substantia- 
bility and growth of business in Atlanta. 

The Augusta Chronicle, in an editorial of January 1, says: 

Augusta enters the new year with every cause for encouragement. Inthe 
first place, her merchants, both wholesale and retail, wind up the old year 
with one of the best business records in their history. Their fall trade has 
been especially good,and while money has not been altogether plentiful, there 

s been enough to go around. 

The high price of cotton has added thousands of dollars to the last year’s 
income of tens of thousands of people throughout Augusta's territory. 
Throughout the country contiguous to Augusta the peopie are more than 
ordinarily prosperous and more than ordinarily hopeful for the future. 

We know that Georgia people are always hopeful, and we are 
glad that now they are prosperous. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ilinois yield? 

Mr. BOUTELL. Certainly, with pleasure. 

Mr. COCHRAN. That by most people is attributed to the 
boll weevil. 
[Laughter. } 

Mr. BOUTELL. If I was going to reply truthfully to the gen- 
tleman who played the trombone in the ceremonies in 1896, I 
should say that was an entirely irrelevant remark. Whether the 
boll weevil was sent by Providence or was something originated 
by the Democratic party, I want to say to him that it was the Re- 
publican party in this House that without a division or an object- 
ing voice or a roll call, in defiance of the principles of your party, 
generously appropriated everything that was asked for to extin- 
guish the boll weevil, wherever it came from. [Applause. ] 

Mr. COCHRAN, I would like to ask a further question. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Certainly. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Do you think your constituents will be de- 
lighted when they find that you answer my question in that way? 

Mr. BOUTELL. I think they will be very much delighted, 
but I will be glad to take you out there and introduce you to them 
and let them tell you. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I think the gentleman might have answered 
whether the boll weevil was a Republican concern or not. I 
want to know whether the Republican party is responsible for 
the boll weevil; whether the gentleman is responsible for it I do 
not know. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I will pass on. We now come to Macon. 
Mr. Chairman, perhaps I ought to pause here in coming to the 
country of my good friend from Georgia [Mr. Bart.err], for 
whom I have as high a respect as any man in the House, and great 
fondness, and say that it was disclosed in reading the report on this 
bill a few minutes ago that there was nothing the matter with the 
prosperity in Macon. The gentleman in charge of this bill called 
attention to the fact that down there in Macon oy have pros- 
perity so broad and deep that they areable to build a livery stable 
good enough for the United States post-office. I congratulate the 
gentleman on that condition of things down there. 

Mr, BARTLETT. Oh, no. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Does the gentleman deny they build good 
stables in Macon? 

Mr. BARTLETT. No; they build such good ones that they are 
good enough for a Government post-office with a little addition. 

Mr. BOUTELL. And the Republican party will give all the 
additions you want for the pu _ 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mauch obliged. 

Mr. BOUTELL. The Macon News of January 1 says: 


Builders and architects declare that the past year was a splendid one in 
the building era of Macon. Buildings have been erected 1908 worth 


Do you call that a Republican institution or not? | 
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$500,000, while mony of these buildings were such as the Mercer Universit, 
costing some $30,000, and St. Paul’s Church, costing $20,000. de 

I congratulate the gentleman from Georgia, not only on the 
prosperity of his district, but on the character of the buildings 
which this prosperity enabled him to build. 

It is also noticeable that those owned by the working classes— 

And I call the special attention of my friends on the other side 
of the Chamber to this— 

It is also noticeable that those owned by the wor 
structed with the savings of those workers form no & 
noted in the building inspector's report for the year. 

I congratulate the gentleman from Georgia that these working. 
men in his State are so prosperous. In the same paper, under ap 
editorial, it says: 

The new year finds Macon all right. 

Of course it is—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. And always has been that way. 

Mr. BOUTELL (reading)— 

The city is progressing and our business concerns prospering and our in- 
dustrial institutions are flourishing, and the year just closed has seen her 
limits extended, her population increased, her property has increased in 
value, and her trade has enlarged. 

How could you get anything better than that? 

In a news article of the Savannah News, it says: 

Savannah established a new record during the year ending last night. 

I am glad to see the gentleman from Savannah here taking in 
all this good news about his district. 

The foreign exports from this port for 1908 were over $9,000.000 greater 
than those for any previous year in the history and nearly 100 per cent 
greater than they were for the year 1890, which was one of the best years 
prior to the last four years. 7 

Savannah's record last year shows that the confidence felt by its citizens 
in its future is not misplaced, and there will in all probability be a steady 
expansion in its business relations with the world outside of the United 
States. 

In another news article of the same date the News says: 

Business men of Savannah predict great things for the coming year. 

Of course they are; they are entitled to it as long as the Re. 
publican party remains in power. 


Past conditions have been good; advanced prices in cotton has helped al! 
lines of business. Bankers, brokers, and business men generally are jubilant 
over future prospects. The banks have plenty of money to loan, despite the 
present fluctuations in the cotton market. 


Mr. POU. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BOUTELL. With pleasure. 

Mr. POU. I want to ask the gentleman if he claims sincerely 
that the Republican party is in any measure at all responsible for 
the present high price of cotton? Does the gentleman claim that 
his party is entitled to the credit of the price of cotton, whici: is 
now selling at 15 cents a pound? 

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman, I am afraid the gentleman 
from North Carolina misconstrues the trend of my remarks, and 
has confused what is said in these good Democratic journals 
with what I have said. I have made no claim at all of any such 
preposterous nature, and if the gentleman will kindly wait until 
I am through I should be very glad to yield to any questions that 
he may ask. I am making no claim as yet for what the Repub- 
lican party has done or for what the Republican party has not 
done. I am reading from the local papers of thirteen States what 
the editors of those papers have to say in regard to the condition 
of things in their localities, and any claim that I have to make | 
will make when I have finished reading, and if the gentleman 
will kindly allow me to proceed, I will then yield to him. 

I now come to North Carolina. The Rural News and Observer, 
in an editorial of January 1, says: 

The year that closed last night has been a good one for North Carolina «nd 
the American Republic. Crops have been large and prices good, It has been 
a specially good year for farmers. 

And this applies somewhat to what the gentleman. says. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Chairman, might Iask the gentleman one more 
question? I adinit that, so far as my section is concerned, we «re 
enjoying unusual prosperity. That prosperity is brought about 
largely from two causes—the high price of cotton, which is tle 
principal cause. Now, I want to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
if he claims that the Republican party is entitled in any degree 
to the credit of the present high price of cotton? 

Mr. BOUTELL. The Republican party has nothing to do with 
the current price of cotton, specifically,any more than it has to do 
with the current price of any other article; but when the springs 
of weegettz are pure and at full pressure they will reach a high 
level all over the country. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Inthat immediate connection 
will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman, I have asked permission 0 
continue the story of the condition of things in the Souther: 
States, and after that is over I shall be very giad to yield 

a CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Lllinois declines to 
yield. 


ng classes and con. 
part of the number 
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Mr. BOUTELL (continuing the reading): 
has been & jally good year for farmers. There can be no widespread 
ae rity that does not aan the farm. When good times Bless the rural 
tomes there is improvement in every line of business and stability in the 
nation’s financial condition, for itis the amount paid for farm exports that 
determines the balance of trade. High- riced cotton has-not only blessed 
every avenue of trade in the South, but has blessed every section of the 
country. Cotton growing and cotton manufacturing mean much for North 
Carolina. The State depends chiefly upon the cotton farm and the cotton 
mill. 

I am glad to call attention to the fact that the time has come 
now when, under the invigorating influence of Republican pro- 
tection, the cotton manufacturing }wcomes profitable to the South- 
ern States. — ; . f 

The Wilmington Morning Star, in a news article on January 1, 
pays: 

The steady f ] 
ing to the people of the one and the growing importance of the chief sea 
of North ¢ like 


increase in the commerce of Wilmington is extremely gratify- 
rt 
arolina will a be a source of gratification to the people of the 
mntire State. 

= Der ing the year 1903 the exports of Wilmington were more than $20,000,000. 


Now I come to South Carolina, and I quote from the Charleston 
News and Courier, in a news article of January 1, which says: 


The banks of Columbia show by their reports that they have had a very 
successful year, and it follows that the ple of the city have cause to be, 
in a large measure, satisfied with the year’s business. The total deposits 
in the five banks amount_to $3,503,907.50, a very large sum for a city of the 
population of Columbia. Compared with former years the deposits increased 
very much, and the bankers seem to be fullof confidence of still greater pro- 
portionate increase during the present year. 


The Greenville News of January 1, in a news article, says: 


| 
| 


The year 1908 has been oneof unprecedented growth and general improve- 


ment. Something like $2,000,000 has been expended during the year in the 
erection of public and private buildings, manufacturing plants, and various 
other commercial enterprises. The most successfu! year in the history of 
Greenville has passed. Nineteen hundred and three has left the city greater, 
richer, 4nd more prosperous than when it came. 

The Chattanooga 


We now come to the State of Tennessee. 
Times, in a news article of January 1, says: 


The balance, after deducting all expenses of the city, is much larger than 
ayearago. The reports show that fifty-five more permits for buildings and 


| 


improvements were issued during 1903 than 1902, which was the ae O a 
i ),000, as 


prior to 1903. These buildings and improvements were to cost 

against $556,000 in the previous year. The bank clearings of 1903 show an in- 
crease of $10,000,000 over the preceding year, the total clearing for this year 
in Chattanooga being $37,000,000, This is one of the best reports ever given 


out by the local clearing house and proves the condition of business in the | 


city to be very healthy. 
The Knoxville Journal and Tribune, in a news article, says: 


According to the annual clearing-house reports, an enormous increase of 
43 per cent is shown in 1908 over the preceding year. The clearings were 
fifty-eight millions as compared with forty millions, or an increase of $17,000,- 


000 in this city of Nashville. The building permits for the year were nearly | 


double those of 1902. 

Now we come to Memphis, and I ask the committee to pay 
especial attention to this. The Commercial Appeal, on January 
1, in a news article, says: 


For the year t the total clearings of Memphis were $214,000,000. This 
figure is one that taxes the mind to comprehend. 


I congratulate the district in which is situated the city of Mem- 


phis on its having a Representative on the floor of this House who | 


can entirely comprehend these figures. The article goes on to say: 

They show an excess over 1902 of about $35,000,000, a monthly increase of 
nearly $3,000,000. 

The Scimitar of January 1, in an editorial, says: 

Memphis starts the new year with as bright prospects as any city in the 
country. The records made in the various branches of industry in 1908 far 
surpass anything ever known here, and there is nothing on the horizon to 
indicate that the present prosperity will soon be eclipsed. 

Evidently in the mind of the editor of the Scimitar the Demo- 
ae) party is not on the horizon, 
bide 


The Nashville Banner of January 2 says: 


The increase of the Nashville bank eae for es ore those ge i 
usiness advancement Oo 11s | 


Previous year carry unmistakable proof of the 
city. The Nashville clearings show an increase of $33,000,000, which is about 
85 per cent, the total clearings for the year being $124,000,000. 

We now come to Alabama. The Birmingham News of January 


2, under an article taken from the Manufacturers’ Record, of Balti- 
more, says: 


Leading railroad ; | 
. officials of the South and Southwest tell a story of progress | stantial improvements to her material development. 


- : prosperity such as could never before have been presented from that 
Listen to this—those who think that all the prosperity in the 
South comes from cotton: 


Agriculturists, fruit growers, stock raisers, wood workers, timber oper- 
atoe S, are coming into the South from all sections of the older and more set- 

ed States, and the ae of wer line of husbandry and industry is 
Proceeding at a rate never before equaled in the South. 

In a dispatch from Bessemer—does it not seem strange that if 
any town in the South is controlled by a Democratic population 


they would be willing to name a town Bessemer without repealing | 


the duty on steel—in the Birmingham World and Herald of 
January 1, we find the following: 


The year that goes out to-night has been 


‘ially prosperous for this 
city. The merchants will report an exceedingly h 


thy business, and are 


| Public building 
| M. W. Walker 


[Laughter on the Republican | 


looking for additional success during the coming year. The numerous new 
buildings which have been erected during the t twelve months bespeak 
the confidence placed in the prospects of the city of Bessemer. The banks 
are in a flourishing condition and enjoy the patronage of an immense num- 
ber of citizens. 

Here we have a dispatch from Selma, and I look about for the 
friendly and genial countenance of my friend Mr. Bow1z 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I agree with the gentleman 
in all that he says about all these things, excepting that he does 
not tell enough. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I am telling all that I can within my hour, 
and my time has been extended already. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Everything the gentleman 
has said about Birmingham is a fact, but it is also true that 
within the past twelve months there were 60,000,000 tons of coz! 
taken out by the South, and that Birmingham itself took ont 
more than one-quarter, or 20,000,000 tons more than was taken 
out in the United States in 1880. 

Mr. BOUTELL. So it is all over the South. 
grand story that comes to us. 
Republican side. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
gentleman—— 

Mr. BOUTELL. I am coming to Mississippi presently. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I know; but I would like to 
remind the gentleman that that coal was taken out in the only 
year of free coal that we have had in a long time. {Laughter 
and applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. BOUTELL. If the gentleman really thinks that that 
makes any difference or that there is any politics in this matter, 


It is the same 
[Applause and laughter on the 


I would like to remind the 


| I can only recall—probably he will recall it, though it may secin 

| @ non sequitur—that the first tariff item placed in the bill of 178", 

| by a Virginian, was to tax coal, and in the Chamber of the House 
of Representatives he said, in pressing that item: 


If we can put a restraint on the importation of coal, Virginia can furnish 
enough for all the United States. 

That is where the first tax on coal came. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now.if the gentleman will 
permit me a moment, he evidently misunderstood the application 
of my remark. It was designed simply to prove that neither the 
re party nor the Republican party’s protective policy 
had anything to do with taking ont that great amount of coal. 

Mr. BOUTELL. And that the Democratic party and Demo- 
cratic policy had still less to do with it, if that were possible. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, the removal of the tariff 
on that article did not hurt anybody. 

Mr. BOUTELL. A Selma correspondent of the Montgomery 
Advertiser of January 2 sends an interesting dispatch, and in 
reading it I look around for my genial friend Mr. Bowie: 

The past year has been a memorable one in Selma in way of material ad- 
vancement, as the following partial list of some of the visible improvements 
will show: 

Louisville and Nashville Railroad bridge (completed) $200,990 

Louisville and Nashville passenger station (completed) 25, 000 

First Baptist Church 42,109 

City building 25,000 

Elks’ Home 21.000 
Every Elk will appreciate that. 


(authorized) ....... 
8 stores and warehouses 

C. W. Hooper & Co.’s modern store .........-..-- ise wiiackeicletidstahalbindacagais 
W. R. Peacock’s residence 

Jud Brislin’s residence ....................- 
Twenty-five cottages (average cost $2,000) 


** Twenty-five cottages! *’ That is what I like te hear about— 
these cottages going up in the South; that is the sort of pros 


| perity that I like to hear of from every part of the country, and 


especially from the South. 
Now we come to Arkansas. The Arkansas Democrat, of Little 
Rock, in an editorial of January 1, says—and I will say that any- 


| body may stop me to say whether these papers that I am quoting 
| from are Republican papers or not; this one is called the ‘* Demo- 


crat:”’ 
Little Rock has made rapid strides during the past year, adding many sub 


The Gazette of January 1, in a news article, says: 
The reports of the board of trade for 1908 show the business of the city to 


| be in a very prosperous condition. The decrease in the cotton crop is over- 


| come by the increase in value, as is shown by the bank clearings. 


The bank 


clearings for 1908 were $52,288,174.78; for 1902, $48,521,981.99, showing an increase 


| Of $3,766,192.79, or 8 per cent. 


The Gazette of January 2, in an interview with George R. 
Brown, secretary of the board of trade, says: 


My sate is that the past year has been the most prosperous in the his- 
tory of Little Rock. By prosperous I mean that all classes of our people hae 
done well; the laborer has had steady employment ata good wage; the m« r- 
chants have had good trade; manufacturers have had more than they cou!d 
do, and investors have reaped a rich harvest wherever their capital has been 
invested. 


That is glorious news from Arkansas. We now come to Texas, 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The Galveston News of January 1, 1904, publishes an article con- 
taining these statements: 

Business over the wharvesof Galveston during the past year was $528, 602,561, 
as against $347,993,163 in 1902. 

The growth of the port is satisfactory and all that could be desired. 

Suffice it to say, the record of the past year is grand enough even in the 
gg of the most sordid pessimist to inspire confidence in a glorious 

ture. 

During the year the port advanced from fourth to third place in its rank 
amongst exporting ports in the United States. Both the wholesale and retail 
trade in Galveston during the past year has been satisfactory. 

The bank buildings were vainued $439,832,000, as against $389,104.000. 

The custom-house receipts were $415,120, as against $313,804 in 1902. 

The foreign export alnes reached the enormous sum of $143,168,564, as 
against $92,756,044 in 1902. 

A part of the increase is due to the high price of cotton and to the heavy 
movement of the staple during October, November, and December; but a 

ortion of the increased business is due to the more general use of this port 

y the immense territory tributary to it. 

The imports a the last year were $1,377,328, as against $1,312,319 in 1902. 

In 1903 the Federal Government spent at the port of Galveston $427,273. 
The fund available <a at the port for the year 1904 is $1,059,510. 
puns the past year 2,097 immigrants landed in Galveston, as against 1,481] in 


I congratulate the Representative from that district [Mr. 
GREGG] on the splendid showing that Galveston has made among 
the great exporting and importing cities of the country. 

The Austin Statesman of January 1, in an editorial, says: 

In a business way Austin is largely indebted tothe past year. Its business 
men can record a success that is a large arepereaees on former years. All 
departments of business have experienced this improvement. In thematter 
of erection of new buildings Austin in the last year has added greatly to the 
comfort and convenience of its people. Perhaps nocity in the State has 
added within it and on its environs more architecturally handsome residences 
than Austin, and at the close of the year there is nothing to discourage, but 
much to animate to renewed activity in all departments, whether of public or 
private utility. 

I certainly congratulate my good friend from Texas [Mr. 
BURLESON] on this magnificent showing in his district. And soit 
is all through the State of Texas. 

The El Paso Herald, in an editorial of January 1, says: 

Business in all lines has pr red during 1903. With a few comparatively 
unimportant exceptions there have been no business failures, and the general 
standing of business enterprises to-day is far better than it was a year ago. 

The Fort Worth Record of January 1, in a news article, says: 


From a financial standpoint 1903 was the best year that has ever passed over 
Fort Worth. The condition of the banks reflects the condition of the people. 
The clearings during the year were $168,907,238.36, an increase of $20,838,718.74 
over the clearings of 1902. 


The Galveston News of January 1, in a news article, says: 


At the port of Galveston the year 1903 has been wonderful in many ways. 
The records of the previous years were not broken by a mere scratch, but so 
far surpassed that old values a r insignificant in comparison. Foreign 
exports were $143,168,564. For they were .756,044, an increase of $50,- 
412.520. Bank cleari for 1908 were $432,820, as against $389,104,000 for 
1902, a gain of $50,728, 

The Galveston Tribune, in an editorial on January 1, says: 


Texas, throughout its length and breadth, never enjoyed greater general 
rosperity than during 1903. Galveston has finished 1903 in splendid ape. 
More records have been broken in the business done through the port and in 
the transactions of corporations, firms, and individuals dene business here 
than ever before in a single year. 
The Post, of Houston, Tex., in a news articleof January 1, says: 


No better barometer of trade can be found in the city than the statistics 
of the clearing house. The clearings for the year were 928,866, as against 
—_a- in 1902, an increase of $93,997,350. The figures tell the story of 

ouston in the twelve months just ended, and indicate that the time has been 
&@ prosperous one. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not wonder that our good friend, Repre- 
sentative Ball, wanted to get back to his district. We are sorry 
to lose him, but with such prosperity reigning there no one could 
blame him for wanting to be on the ground. But we extend a 
cordial grasp~of welcome to his successor and congratulate him 
on the district that he comes from. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, let me ask my friend in this con- 
nection if that is not the State that has been suffering from the 
ravages of the boll weevil? 

Mr. BOUTELL. It is; but I have no reflections to make on 
that. This story must be told in the words of the southern pa- 
pers themselves, and if the gentleman will kindly let me finish 
this story I shall be obliged. 

The San Antonio Express of January 1 says: 

The year that has just been closed has been a remarkable one in the busi- 
ness history of San Antonio. 

And I look about for my friend from Texas [Mr. SLaYDEN] to 
dispute it or deny it if he cares to. 

It wasa ne of magnificent prospects, which were reflected in the large 
real-estate transactions in the spring months. It was also a year of heavy 
crops, not only for the county, but for the trade territory of San Antonio, 
the healthy condition of the rural districts being reflected in a holiday trade 
that broke the record for many years. 

Now we come to the good old creole State. First we have the 
Baton Rouge Advocate of January 1, and I look for my colleague 
on . Ways and Means Committee [Mr. Ropertson of Louisi- 
ana]: 

Yesterday marked the close of a most prosperous year in the history of 
Baton Rouge. Good crops and splendid prices brought worlds of money to 
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our people, and all, black and white, have done rrr well. An 
railroad opens up a new section of country to us and it will aid materially ix 
our prosperity. Public finances—city and parish—are in fine condition, new 
enterprisesare being installed, and the volume of trade and business continues 
to multiply and improve. 

Is not that a grand statement from this community? 

Here we have from New Orleans an editorial in a paper called 
the Item, on January 1, a paragraph of which says: 


The year 1903 closes at New Orleans with a magnificent business showin 
as evidenced by our bank clearings, which is an aqcurate index of grow: 
or decline of business. Clearances for 1903, $927,710,850; for 1902, $672,360,577. 

The Picayune, in an editorial on January 1, says: 

Probably never in the history of this city has there been a more prosper. 
ous period than that encompassed in the twelve months nan 903. Of 
course the enhanced value of cotton has hel the clearings net a little, par- 
ticularly during the last three months of the year, but that factis not re. 
sponsibie for the principal portion of the gain, The South as a whole has 
been prospereus as it has never been before, and that fact has very natural! 
and properly reacted favorably upon the South’s largest city and financia 
center. During the yous New Orleans not only has held her ewn asa great 
cotton market, but she has wrested from New York the supremacy as the 
leading speculative cotton market. 

I congratulate my friends [Mr. Mryrr of Louisiana and Mr, 
ieee) on the triumphs of the financiers of New Orleans over 
those of Wall street. [Applause.] _ 

The Times-Democrat, in an editorial of January 1, says: 


From no part of the Union will the words “A happy New Year” come 
more appropriately to-day than in the South. Cotton, forinstance, althou 
a small crop, has returned the southern farmers several hundred million do 
lars more than the biggest crop ever raised. Cotton, however, is only one of 
the incidents of southern prosperity for the year. The lumber business was 
henomenally large, and so, indeed, were the manufactures of allkinds. The 
South led the Union in its construction of new railroad trackage and in the 
increase in the amount of business its railroads hand] 


And let me say of the Times-Democrat, for fear that it might 
be colored by any friendly feeling toward the present Administra- 
tion, that some of the adjoining editorials would seem to indicate 
very plainly that it was still in the solid column of Democratic 
newspapers. It says: 

Yesterday New Orleans closed its books on the best year the city has ever 
had in business. For the year 1902 over 1901 there was an improvement on 
the clearings of $68,809,453, or 11.4 Ja cent, and we thought t very satis- 
factory and something to boast of, but 1903 shows an advance of $255,350,278, 
or 38.1 per cent. 

I call attention to this, and if any paper in the South can speak 
for all that country it is this journal. 

Well might this paper give to the country a happy New Year on 
the part of the South. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman allow me a 
minute? 

Mr. BOUTELL. I asked that I might be permitted to con- 
clude this story that is made up with scissors and a paste pot. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. All right. 

Mr. BOUTELL. We now come to the State of Mississippi. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I yield the gentleman thirty minutes 
more time. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I did not realize that this story was so good 
or so long or would be so interesting. 

The Natchez Democrat, in an editorial of January 1, said: 


A review of the past year in a business sense is hardly necessary at this 
time, as it is a fact well known that as a whole the year was filled with good 
trade. Cotton, which is our chief reliance, developed an unusual strength 
and began a march which almost brought it up to the highest price on rec- 
ord. New industries have been added to industrial circles, which is benefi- 
cial to all lines of the commercial world. There has been a substantial in- 
crease in railroad building. The building world of Natchez enjoyed a most 
healthful boom, and it will be continued through this year. 

I hope that it will, and for very many years to come; and I am 
glad to know that the boom has struck Mississippi. [Applause 
on the Republican side. } 

In looking over the little local papers to find out,if I could, the 
most trustworthy statements from the rural homes and the quict 
retired spots, I ran upon the Weekly Clarion and Ledger, of Jack- 
son, Miss., of January 7,1904. I found that this little paper con- 
tained what purported to be the full text of the annual messazo 
of the governor of Mississippi to the legislature. I think Gover- 
nor Longino had completed his four years’ service, and delivered 
this as a valedictory address before Governor Vardamann had 
come in and delivered his salutatory. I felt certain that a man 
who had been governor of Mississippi for four years was better 
entitled than anybody else to speak for the whole State. I was 
glad, therefore, to find in his address so much information as to 
the conditions in Mississippi. ; 

Now, I regret very much there are some expressions in this 
message which I would omit if possible, for fear of wounding the 
feelings of my friend from Mississippi, because they do not seem 
to be up to his plane of proper Democratic principle; but he will 
see that in order to keep the connection I had to keep in these 
expressions. Governor Longino, in completing his four years’ 
service, spoke as follows to the legislature: 


I desire to reiterate for the 
honor to say in my inaugural 


of emphasizing now what I had the 
to the legislature four years ago. 
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—_—_—— 


He then quotes from what he said four years ago, which I will 
pow read. Picture to yourselves that he had just entered upon 
a four years’ term of service as governor of the State of Missis- 
sippi: 

It is perhaps meet to say here that now when the tidal wave of now indus- 
a] development seems to have struck the State, and ital is hunting 
~ostment here, 2 liberal and just legislative policy should ted to- 


resen 
ard all kinds of corporations and corporate interests. It should be remem- 


ree at m intry ever became truly prosperous or t where a be- 

; byt was not shown for the onuni Fights of both labor and capital 
,, the laws, the courts, and the people. Experience has shown it to be wise 
iate policy to extend liberal franchises and privileges to such corporate en- 
“prises and offer mutual benefits to labor and the — generally as well 
t) the money they employ. I confidently hope, therefore, that no more 
con timental and prejudicial a to railroads or other corporate enter- 
prices will find favor with the legislature so that capital-hunting investment 

lhave no just cause to —_ Mississippi and go to other States offering 
viser legitimate inducements, 

{Loud applause on the Republican side. ] 7 : 

Now. I want to reread this if I can in connection with the re- 
mark that the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILL1aMs] made 
about protection deflecting capital that was profitably employed 
into channels where it would be ea employed; and I ask 
him—and there will be time yet, either to-day or some other a 
to explain whether this money that has gone into Mississippi has 
been deflected into unprofitable enterprises. That ends the gov- 
ernor’s quotation from his message of four years ago, and now 
comes the message of three weeks ago, showing how well the leg- 
islature lived up to his advice. I think it is hardly necessary for 
me to ask my friend from Mississippi whether the legislature to 
which this advice was given was a Democratic or a Republican 
legislature. 

This sentiment shared by both executive and legislature gave confidence 
toinvestment. Thus encouraged by liberal laws and tempted— 

Mark this— 
tempted by unequaled opportunities for profitable investment capital has | 
poured into the State by millions and given to Mississippi an industrial, man- 
etoetariams and commercial importance and thrift never before enjoyed by | 
our people, 

[| Applause. ] : 

lam glad of it. We are all glad of it. I was very much sur- | 
prised. I could not have taken the words of the Clarion Ledger | 
alone for it,and it was only the verbatim address of the governor | 
that made me confident that this good news was true that ‘“cap- 
ital has poured into the State by millions and given to Mississippi 
a prosperity that she has never enjoyed before.’’ I am glad of it, | 
and the country is glad of it. 

The governor goes on and quotes from the annual report of the 
secretary of state, in which he says: 

That during the years from 1900 to 1908 747 corporate charters were granted, 
representing a capital of $73,000,000, as against an issue of 365 charters in the 
four years from 1896 to 1899, aggregating a capital of $25,000,000, although 
during the earlier four-year i from 1806 to 1809, only a $3 fee was 
charged for each rter. 

Whereas during this latter period (that is, the four years of 
great prosperity) these charters were charged up according to the 
capital stock. Now, you see, you have this careful arrangement 
by the secretary of state of Mississippi into an eight-year period, 
from 1896 to 1899 and from 1900 to 1903, and during all this 
period money has been coming in there by the millions, and the 
tie te, Pn the manufacturing enterprises and granting of 
charters havecontinually increased. Then, commenting on this, 
the secretary of state says: 

: = increase in the amount of business in the State during the eight-year 
eriod— 

Now, mark this, not something sporadic, not something due to 
the boll weevil, not something due to adventitious circumstances, 
but “the increase in the amount of business in the State during 
that eight-year period ’’—the period of Republican administra- 
tion of this country— 


has been healthy, steady,and rapid each year, showing marked progress over 
its predecessor. ‘The aseessed value of the property of the State in 1899 was 
Seo eee while in 1908 the value of the ‘s property aggregated 


SPormcoeo oars 


| 


[ Applause. 

And then 

I feel safe in venturing 
foremost, if not in the 


governor says: 
the assertion that Mississi: 
lead, in the rank of railroad b 
And the governor continued— 
I therefore commend— 


Remember, this was just three weeks ago— 
Sole egigtare @ continuance of, the liberal policies which characte wised 
eheok the Staton eae nothing W me by you to 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Stand pat! [Applause.] 
Mr. BOUTELL. That seems to be what might be called a con- 
densed version of the address of the governor of anaes. 
Well, now, such in brief—and I wish for your sakes, Mr. Chair- 
man and gentlemen, that it had been briefer—is the story of pros- 
perity in the ‘‘ solidSouth’’ and the State of Mississippi during the 
year which has just closed. You will notice that they have all 


i stands among the | 


Soe a equal if not greater ae in the future, and as con- 
that prediction I will just a few words from one of 
the trade reports, bringing the figures down to the week ending 
January 1, 1903, which says: 

Confidence in a ring trade finds ti arg - 
ume of business in southern agid southwestern markets, an awaken of ie 
—— at — of the ae ———— and growth even at central, 
western, a easte » » itions 
eo a ~ pas — ere, wever, weather conditions are a 

The good prospects coming into realization during the third 
week in January are altogether in the South and ‘Southwestern 
States. Now, from the bank clearings for the third week ending 
January 21, I find this splendid showing, that in nineteen southern 
cities there has been an increase in bank clearings from one-tenth 
of 1 per cent in the western city of Kansas City up to 105 per cent 
= Jacksonville, Fla., and 133 per cent in the city of Memphis, 

‘enn.: 

BANK CLEARINGS FOR THE WEEK. 


The following table, compiled by B reet, shows the bank clearings at 
the principal cities for the week ended January 21, with the percentage of 
increase and decrease as compared with the corresponding week last year: 


Percentage of— 


| 


| crease. 


Amount. | 


‘Increase. 
| 


$56, 167, 628 
22, 194, 608 
25, 146, 323 

5, 210, 286 
4, 147, 007 
6, 744, 846 
3, 431, 828 
2,968,291 
1, 993, 273 
1, 791, 287 
1, 262, 636 
1, 438, 001 

867, 0060 

654, 945 

785,441 


779,2 
18, 
9, 
1, 287,419 


Aucusta,Ga 
Pirmingham 
knoxville 
Lexington 
Chattanooga 
Jacksonville, Fla 
Houston 


Now, Mr. Chairman, such is the story as told by the local news- 
papers of the industrial and financial conditions through the State 
of Missouri and the whole South. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 
tleman from [llinois yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from [linois yield to 
the gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. BOUTELL. I would like not to be interrupted for a mo- 
ment until I complete this. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Just this 

Mr. BOUTELL. If the gentleman from Alabama will kindly 
suspend. 

Such, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, is the bright story told by 


Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 


| the local newspapers throughout the State of Missouri and the 


Southern States. Is it not good news that this story brings? Is 
it not splendid news? Is it not glorious news? I ask the gentle- 
men from the districts where these papers are published, Is it not 
true news? 

Isn't it something that we are all glad of aside from any politica 
reason which one or another may give for this situation? Weare 
all glad of it, Mr. Chairman, as American citizens. There never 
was, perhaps, a sadder sight in the history of the world than the 
condition of the Southern States at the close of the awful war of 
1861 to 1865. I sometimes think, my friends on this side of the 
Chamber—you who bore arms for the North in that conflict, lam 
sure, will agree with me—that we have failed to appreciate what 
an awful blow that war was to the South. The bloodiest battle- 
fields in the history were fought in her territory. The people had 
lost all their property. The wives and mothers and sisters who 
| had buried their dead did not even have the means with which to 
| erect lasting monuments to their memory. Al! over the South 
forty years ago, in almost every county, there were burying 
grounds of southern soldiers with no soldier’smonument. Those 
who mourned were unable to place any memorial over their dead 
except the fading tribute of flowers. They were unable to write 
any inscription over their dead except with their tears. 

But now it has all changed and we all rejoice in the new and 
better order of things. I am glad of all that this story tells for 
the sake of the wives and mothers and the sisters of these soldiers 
who lost their lives in that war. 

Stoop, angels, hither from the clonds; 
There is no holier spot of ground 
Than where defeated valor lies 
By mourning beauty crowned. 

ere) 

e rejoice, too, Mr. Chairman, for the sake of those who went 
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back from the war, the young men who went back from Appo- 
mattox, taking their horses with them by command of our mag- 
nanimous leader, who found their homes in ruins and their fields 
devastated, and who for forty years have paid without complaint 
these taxes which have been most largely spent at the North. 
Now theyare coming to their own again,and we congratulate them. 

Mr. Chairman, I am glad of this bright story from the South 
for one personal reason, let me say to my southern friends. The 
first murmuring of that awful struggle came to me as a child of 
5 in a little quiet New England town. I had a father and six 
near of kinin the northern army, and of course I remember some 
of the bitterness that raged between the two sections. In the 
chances of war I landed as a youngster in western Missouri, and 
finally in the State of Lincoln and Grant. Of course, for many 
years following, the bitterness between the two sections was kept 
up. All that is over and gone. I see before me, among my best 
friends, the sons of those who lie in Confederate graves, and dur- 
ing the last few years I have thanked God daily in my heart that 
I have lived to see the day when the last trace of bitterness be- 
tween the two sections of this country has vanished forever. 
[Great applause. ] 

Iam proud that I was granted the privilege of serving in this 
House with some gentlemen who had been officers in the south- 
ern army, and-to see them, when the call to arms came in our 
war with Spain, promptly offering their services. 

It was a glorious sight when such soldiers as Lee, of the Old 
Dominion, and Wheeler, of Alabama, put on the uniform of the 
United States Army and marched under the Stars and Stripes. 
{Applause.] But that is not all. These men are growing old. 
The gray uniforms hang in their houses to-day, but when these 

eat heroes of two wars come to give up all there is of mortality 
they will be laid in the earth clad in the uniform of the United 
States Army, with their casket wrapped in the Stars and Stripes. 
[ Applause. | 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I hope you will pardon this di- 
gression, but it does seem to me that this is an occasion where we 
can all rejoice in this splendid prosperity, this unequaled pros- 
perity, that exists all through the southern part of our country. 

And now I do not claim that this is all due to the Republican 
protective tariff; notatall. Mr. Chairman, no one who even tried 
to think as a statesman would ever make any such claim as that. 
The only claim I make, the only claim the most ardent Republican 
could make, is, and it can not be denied, that the principle of pro- 
tection is an American principle; that the principle of protection 
has always been recognized on our statute books; that the Ding- 
ley revenue act is the wisest and most beneficent tariff act for all 
sections of the country that has ever been placed on the statute 
book; and this story and that which I have read tend strongly to 
prove this claim. 

This story shows that the blight and mildew which were pre- 
dicted as the certain results of Republican victory seven years 
ago can not be found in any part of the country. And so, as the 
campaign is coming on, the platform of the Republican party 
needs nothing but its record during the last eight years. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican oe A 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman, I will be glad if the gentle- 
man will not interrupt me at the present time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. BOUTELL. And, Mr. Chairman, there is no more doubt 
about our leader than there is about our platform. [Applause on 
the Republican side.}] I know that some gentlemen on the other 
side of the House have censured our President for being impetu- 
ous; but I want to say, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, that the 
people of the United States would rather have a President who is 
impetuous and frank than a President who would be suave and 
subterranean. ‘The people know what Theodore Roosevelt stands 
for, and he needs no defense in this House or before the 


ople. 
I want to tell you that we love him and you fear him for the ene- 


mies he has made. [Applause on the Republican side.) Has he 
forfeited any Democratic esteem because in season and out of sea- 
son he has been zealous in enforcing the laws against illegal com- 
binations? Censure is the tax that strong men pay for doing 
right, and Roosevelt has always been a heavy taxpayer of this kind. 

Has there been anything in his attitude toward any of the pub- 
lic questions of the day in which he has not shown himself equally 
strong, frank, and manly in dealing with them? Let me say to 
those on this side of the Chamber who read with misgiving that 
this man or that man or the other man in our party is looking for 
another Presidential candidate that such statements are no new 
thing in our history. hy, away back, even in the time of 
George Washington and the early Presidents, every President 
who was ever elected to a second term had to meet at the close of 
his first term the intrigues of personal enemies and ‘even the 
schemes of rivals. And so it has been all the way down through 
our history. 
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I want to call attention briefly to the experience of Abraham 
Lincoln. In 1863, when he was bearing the great burdens that 
were put upon his shoulders, he had his Horace Greeley, wh, 
wanted to see Rosecrans nominated in 1864. Greeley proposed to 
force Abraham Lincoln to retire, make Hamlin President, and 
Rosecrans the candidate in 1864. A committee was sent by Gree. 
ley to Missouri to ask Rosecrans if he would come into the scheme, 
we them the reply of a brave and devoted soldier, when he 
said: 

My place is here. My country gave me my education and is entitled to 
my military service. 


Then there was in Mr. Lincoln’s Cabinet Mr. Chase, the Secre. 
tary of the Treasury, who used his position in the Treasury to 
further his own candidacy for the Presidency. President Lincoln 
treated him with as much calmness and courtesy and affability 
as though he were —* supporting him, but what happened? 
The legislature of Ohio instructed all its people for Abraham 
Lincoln, and when the electoral college met Mr. Lincoln got 
every vote in the college but 21. Afterwards, with unparalleled 
magnanimity, he made Mr. Chase Chief Justice of United States 
Supreme Court. 

So it was in the days of Grant in 1872. There were those who 
were going to replace him with anothercandidate. The same oc- 
curred in the case of Grover Cleveland, and in the case of Mr. 
Harrison, and four years ago there were rival candidates spring- 
ing up against William McKinley. So, I want to say to you, my 
fr.ends on the other side, do not take a bit of comfort in what you 
see in the newspapers about troubles in the Republican ranks. 
There is no question as to who will be the nominee of the Repub- 
lican party. With the record of the Republican party behind it 
for the last seven years, and no question about our leadership, 
there can be no question as to the result. Our record will be our 
platform and Theodore Roosevelt will be our candidate, and he 
will be reelected by the same kind of majorities that were given 
to Lincoln, to Grant, and to McKinley. 

I tell you, my friends on the other side of the Chamber, if 
there were not so many among you down in your country who are 
merely what I call ‘‘ geographical Democrats”’ or ** social Demo- 
crats;”’ in other words, if you voted your honest convictions on 
financial and economic questions next November, Theodore 
Roosevelt would be reelected by as large an electoral vote as was 
eae] to President Monroe in 1820. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, if I have any further 
time I yield it to the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has no more time. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. ThenI will ask the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Livinaston] to yield the gentleman some of his time. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Ican not dothat. I yield thirty minutes 
now to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs]. |[Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I amsure that 
nobody in this Chamber has listened with more pleasure to the 
remarks of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BouTe.L] than |. 
From grave to gay, from humorous to pathetic, from the actual 
to the fictitious, he has furnished us pleasure for over an hour. 
He has proven himself master of the entire gamut of the musical 
instrument which he accused me of playing, the dulcimer. 
[Laughter. ] 

Now, Iam not going to allow the gentleman from Illinois to 
assume either all of the patriotism or all of the pride and pleasure 
and happiness in the spectacle of American prosperity that can de 
felt by American citizens. I, too, thank God for the things which 
we have, though I am not quite ready to ‘‘ stand pat’’ upon them 
and say that they are ‘‘well enough.” I have never known 
things to be ‘‘ well enough ”’ in this poor, miserable world of ours. 

But I am ready to go back in history with the gentleman from 
Illinois. I am ready, too, to thank God that we are a united citi- 
zenry. Iam ready to thank God that there are children in t!)is 
world to-day whose mothers were daughters of Confederate s.!- 
diers and whose fathers were sonsof Union soldiers. I am, above 
all, Mr. Chairman, ready to thank God that there does not exist 
to-day along the Potomac, along the Ohio, and along the southern 
boundary of Missouri and the southwestern boundary of Texas 4 
line of re ‘‘ protecting ’’ us from one another. [Ap- 

lause. 

P I am ready to thank God that Massachusetts can consume t!i0 
cotton of Mississippi and the sugar of Louisiana, and that Loui-'- 
ana can consume the iron of Pennsylvania. And I thank Goi 
for it, because I know in my heart that if we were separate aul 
independent governments and each was *‘ protecting ”’ itself from 
the “ pauper labor ”’ and ‘inundation of products”’ of the oth«r 
we would be vastly less happy and less prosperous than we are 
to-day. [Applause.] 
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Why, Mr. Chairman, not long ago I went down to Newport 
News with my good and valued friend, Mr. Lacry, of Iowa; and 
he told me during the trip that somebody had said to him that 
there was now no difference between a Yankee and a Southerner, 
except that one “‘ reckoned”’ and the other “guessed.” Not many 
days ago in Boston, addressing the ‘‘ Free Trade League,’’ I an- 
nounced to them the glad tidings that even that difference had 
disappeared; that since we had fallen heir to the present incum- 
pent of the White House nobody “‘ reckoned ”’ because there was 
no basis to ‘reckon ”’ on [laughter]; that we were all Yankees 
now, because we were all “‘guessing”’ [renewed laughter]; and 
that ae could guess even twenty-four hours in advance. 

saughter. 

Uv, sir, the gentleman says we have objected to this candi- 
date because he is impetuous. I dare say that perhaps the word 
he heard was somewhat different from that. as not the word 
“cataclysmic” or ‘‘ earthquakey,”’ or ‘‘volcanic,’’ or some other 
word! Are you sure [addressing Mr. BouTELL] that it was sim- 
ply “impetuous?” [Laughter and applause on Democratic 
side. 

Me BOUTELL. Yes, because I read it from the gentleman’s 
s§ yeech. 

"ur. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
have misquoted me. 

Now, another thing: We are not, as the gentleman appre- 
hends, taking any comfort out of the fact that other candidates 
are arising to oppose the renomination of the present incumbent 
of the White House. On the contrary, we are shaking in our 
boots for fear that some of them may succeed. [Laughter.] 


Well, I think not; they must 


The comfort we are taking is out of the fact that you have gone | 


so far that you can not go back, and you are obliged to nominate 
him. [Applause on Democratic side. ] 
pat’ on him, together with all the other things. 


About a year ago a number of your State conventions swore | 


that the horse was ‘‘ eighteen feet’’ high, and as you have an- 
nounced a general all-round ‘‘ stand pat’’ policy you have got to 
keep on swearing that that horse is ‘* eighteen feet high.”’ 

Why, my friends, I do love to listen to the gentleman from Tli- 
nois. There is nothing that pleases me so muchas a public speech 
of his, except perhaps a private conversation with him. But I 
love to listen to his public speeches because he is so sweet man- 
nered in his cocksureness of everything, and so remarkably amus- 
ing in his hatred and contempt of Thomas Jefferson. 

Mr. BOUTELL. On the contrary, I have a very high regard 
for most of Thomas Jefferson’s opinions, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
gard’’ I heard that an Irishman had for a candidate; when he 


tried to smash his nose all over his face.”’ 
hear the gentleman expressing any ‘‘ regard ” for Thomas Jeffer- 


son; I always hear him trying to ‘‘ smash his nose all over his | 


face.”’ 

The gentleman this morning quotes something about Mr. Jeffer- 
son wanting to know if he had a coat ofarms. In his day nearly 
everybody hada coatofarms. Unfortunately for poor old Thomas 


Jefferson he was derived, as I am, from common Welsh stock and | 
But George Washington found | 


he could not find any coat of arms. 
one and sported it everywhere; and I have never heard anybody 
blame him for it. [Laughter. ] 

The next step was that the gentleman suggested a coat of arms 
for Mr. Bryan. Will he permit me to suggest a coat of arms for 
his candidate—‘the man that everybody is for and nobody 
wants.’’ [Laughter.] I would suggest a caricature that I saw 
in the Post not long ago—the face of a certain Republican up- 


builder and organizer upon a dog’s body, looking down in a very | 


dignified and good-humored, though somewhat contemptuous, 
manner, and a little child, with the beatific countenance upon 
him that we know so well at the other end of the Avenue, looking 
at him and saying, ‘‘Can’t you talk?” (Laughter. ] 

Or, if you are not willing to ‘‘ stand pat”’ on that coat of arms, 
I will suggest another of a more serious character, another cari- 
cature that I saw in another paper—a man astride of a cannon 
marked ** Presidential Cannon,”’ with his back to the muzzle and 
his face to the breech, with a whole lot of groundlings whose ears 
he tickles, out behind the breech, throwing up their caps and 
huzzaing, and the man who is playing with the Presidential Can- 
non touching it off every now and then to see if it would hit any- 
thing, but in absolute ignorance of what was in front of it and in 
absolut» recklessness of what was in front of it, too. So much for 
coats of arms, my friends. 

The gentleman says I played upon the dulcimer. I wish I were 
4 Inusician and could play — some instrument to the glory and 
the honor and the praise of Democracy and of its father, Thomas 
Jefferson. I would not mind even it were a dulcimer; but the 
gentleman has played upon the dulcimer this morning, and in 
playing upon it he has spent quite a long while eloquently and 





Yes; it is that sort of “re- | 
| said: ‘* We will stop this little thing. 
was asked to *‘ go for him,”’ he said ‘*‘ Lwent for him last night; I | 
{Laughter.] I never | 


| unjust. 
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genially and intellectually, too, singing as he played the praises of 
God and the American farmer, but leaving people to infer that 
in somehow or other the Republican party was responsible for 
God and the American farmer. [Laughter.] 

Why, do a know, I dislike very much to sink to the ordinary 
anecdotal phraseology of Abraham Lincoln upon an occasion of 
this magnitude and dignity. I love dignity, you know; but an 
old anecdote of Abraham Lincoln occurs tome. The gentleman 
gets propter hoc and post hoc and everything else mixed up. He 
gets certain things occurring accidentally together with an acci- 
dental Republican administration, and then he couples these 
things together and would have you believe—although he is too 
honest to come out and say so, still the object of ‘is speech is to 
have the reader of it draw the inference—that the Republican 
party is somehow responsible and in some way to be credited for it 
all. Abraham Lincoln once said that there was a woodpecker 
away up in the top of a tree, pecking and pecking and pecking at 
the tree, and after a while a windstorm came along and blew 
down the tree and the woodpecker; and the woodpecker believed 
to its dying day that it pecked the tree down. [Laughter. ] 

The gentleman tells me that the South is prosperous. Of course 
the South is properous. 

Mr. BOUTELL. But we never heard it from the other side of 
the House during the last three months. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why, you have heard it from 
me, I am sure. Of course the South is prosperous. Do you 
know what Iam going todo? I am going to get as many copies 
of the gentleman's speech as the gentleman from [linois in his 
generosity will allow me to have, and I am going to distribute 
them as an immigration pamphlet for the South. Does he 


| think that he can take any more pride or pleasure in the pros- 
You have got to “stand | 


perity of Dixie Land than I can? I imagine he can not. I want 
to use that speech as an immigration inducer. We want more 
white people down South. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 

They will help us to solve our great problem. Of course the 
South is prosperous, and the South would have been doubly as 


prosperous as it is to-day under Democratic local administrations 


' all over the South but for the dread ten years’ history of Repub- 


lican misrulethere. [Applause on the Democratic side.] And the 
South would be trebly as prosperous as it is to-day but for the in- 
definite, vague dread of some sort of an outside superimposition of 
Africanization through the Republican party at some day in the 
future. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Why, the South was rich enough this year to finance her own 
cotton crop; and when the men that knew the cotton crop was 
short went up.to New York and wanted to borrow money, they 
We will not lend them a 
cent.”? Hitherto in the history of the country whenever they said 
that, that did stop it; but this year they went right down to New 
Orleans and Charleston and the other southern cities and bor- 
rowed every bit of it. 

And I will tell you another thing. I will be still prouder than 
Tam now of the fact that this is a reunited country and that South 


| and North stand together, whenever you cease to let ooze out of you" 


unconsciously the conviction down in your own hearts that we are 
not the children, but the stepchildren, of the Republic. There 
are two unwritten laws in America to-day. 

Gentlemen talk to me about being reunited and all under one 
Government and proud of it, and we are proud of it and glad of 
it; but there are two unwritten laws in this country to-day equaily 
We boast that we have absolute religious freedom and 
equality, and yet no Roman Catholic, if he were the wisest man 
in the land, could possibly be nominated for the Presidency; so 
we boast that we have absolute sectional peace and equality, and 
you boast of your magnanimity, and yet it is a known fact that 
no Southerner, if he were the wisest and most patriotic man in the 
land, and if he drew the breath of life for the first time as late as 
1866 or 1867, after the unpleasantness was over, could be nominated 
for the Presidency of the United States, or if nominated could be 
elected. 

The gentleman asks me a question about the millions capital 
that have floated into the State of Mississippi. He asks me if it 
had been deflected from otherwise profitable pursuits, as I said 
was the case with capital drawn by legislation into industries 
created by a tariff. I will answer the gentleman by saying this: 
not one dollar of the millions was drawn to the State of Missis- 
sippi for cultivating one single protected article upon the Ding- 
ley schedules. [Applause on the Democratic side.} That capi- 
tal was not drawn by protectionism. It was therefore not hot- 
housed out of some other pursuit and not deflected from use in 
otherwise profitable pursuits. Why, the State of Mississippi is 
the most purely agricultural State in this Union. 

With an area of about the State of Iowa, perhaps notso much, 
46,000 square miles, she has a population of a million and a half 
of people, and yet has only one town in her entire borders of 
20,000 population; only two that pretend to have 12,000 to 15,000, 
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and all the balance of the people live as their "Teutonic ancestors 
did in Europe, and as their English ancestors did in Great Britain, 
out in the country, living the life of independent countrymen, in 
God's free air, learning to do all things, not a slave to the divi- 
sion of labor, where a man drives a tack, tack, tack, with a piece 
of machinery all day long, until he forgets how to think. 

What does the protective tariff have to do with all this prosper- 
ity that the gentleman was singing about this morning? Has the 
protective tariff raised the price of cotton to 15 cents a pound, or, 
as it was yesterday, 16 cents a pound in New York? It has only 
taxed the cotton raiser on nearly everything he buys—implements, 
gins, fence wire, etc. Does a gentleman of common sense upon 
that side dare to stand upon this floor to-day or to-morrow and say 
that a protective tariff has given value to the oats and to the corn 
and to the cattle and mules that have been raised in the State of 
Mississippi? America exports all of these. Is there a gentleman 
upon that side who will say, that with regard to the heavy cotton 
goods that are manufactured in the State of Mississippi and are 
sold in competition with Germany and England in China and Man- 
churia and other world markets where the greater part of those 
Southern goods are sold, that they owe a particle of the prosper- 
ity of their makers to your protective tariff? 

The Sonth does not owe but one thing to you, and it does not 
owe that to you as the Republican party. It owes it, however, to 
I do not know how many millions of men—about two millions on 
one side and six hundred thousand on the other—who met one 
another bravely in battle and settled a long-disputed question 
that could not be settled any other way. It owes, perhaps, some- 
thing to the result of that conflict; and what it owes to this re- 
sult is simply this: That the magnificent broad area of free trade, 
carrying welfare with it from the Atlantic to the Pacific and from 
the Gulf to the Canadian border, is not divided in the middle by 
customs-houses. [Applause on Democratic side.] Iam sure that 
is no latter-day Republican doctrine, whatever it may have been 
earlier. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have not had any time to make an elabo- 
rate reply to my friend from Illinois, who seems to have grown 
tired of this “‘ standing pat,’’ and wants now to go backward. 
This morning his discourse might have been divided into two 
heads—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, I yield to the gentleman sufficient time 
to finish his remarks. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I shall not 
take much time. 

Mr. PAYNE. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not know; ten or fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that he have ten 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Georgia yields to the 
gentleman. 

,, Mr. BOUTELL. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that he will have all 
the time he wants. [Applause.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. ‘The gentleman’s remarks 
might have been divided into two parts, unlike the ancient Gaul 
which was divided into two parts, but into two parts like the Repub- 
lican party to-day. One part was his desire to quit ‘‘ standing pat ”’ 
and taking a position in Congress on past issues, or at any rate not 
live issues, to see if he could not put Democracy on the defensive, 
and the other was the cheap, often sung and ancient song that 
** steers are worth six cents in Missouri.’?’ While the gentleman 
speaks of a past and honored leader of the Democracy, able, patri- 
otic, and honest, who can not be belittled, because he does not 
deserve belittlement. as being a Nebuchadnezzar, I call attention 
to the fact that the Republican party to-day is not even a Neb- 
uchadnezzar. It can not even * eat grass.”” Itcan not do any- 
thing except “‘ stand pat’’ [laughter], standing pat with its head 
up and its eyes shut, and it will starve to death and starve the 
country, or else get knocked in the head and thrown aside if it 
does not give up its attitude pretty soon. [Applause on Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

Now, I did not say that every man who believes that the Dingley 
tariff bill was a good bill was a fetich worshiper. I said every 
man who said it was the duty of a great party in the interest of 
the country to “stand pat’’ upon every schedule of it was a 
schedule fetich worshiper, and what else are you if you are not 
that? You must have one of two reasons for ‘“‘ standing pat”’ 
upon every single solitary schedule of a bill after partsof it have 
proven too high, even from your own standpoint. It must be 
either because of the worship of the schedule or it must be be- 
cause you are afraid to touch it. 

Now I know you all too well to believe that the latter reason 
can possibly be the reason actuating you in “standing pat.” I 
do not believe you are at allafraid. Some people have insinuated 
that you thought may be if you opened the matter up ail sorts of 
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differences in your ranks might apeeany objections might come 
from Iowa, out amongst the ‘‘ new idea’’ people; some from Min. 
nesota, and that Michigan might have a word to say, and Boston 
might haye something to say, especially upon the coal question 
and Canadian reciprocity, but I do not believe you are really 
afraid of one another. Are you? 

Somebody has insinuated that maybe if you didn’t “‘ stand pat’ 
that New England might want to put hides on the free list and 
the hide men might want to reduce duty on shoes 50 or 75 per 
cent; but Ido not think so meanly of you as to believe you are 
afraid of your hide men, or your boot men, or your shoe men, 
Of course not. Youaresurely braver than that, It is simply be- 
cause way back in your hearts schedule worship has become your 
religion, and, by the way, you have about ceased to haveany other 
religion. You just worship the tariff schedules and the old song, 
““Beeves are worth 6 cents a poundin Missouri.” The gentle- 
man says,-however, we have worshiped fetiches, and I think he 
is a little bit unfair in a part of that argument. 

In 1896 the Democratic party went before this country, not 
crying, as he says, for silver and nothing else, but crying for bi- 
metallism and for the equal coinage of both metals ata fixed ratio— 
for the law of Andrew Jackson’s Administration. The Demo- 
cratic party at that time adopted as its slogan that without a sub- 
stantial increase in the volume of metallic, self-dependent, self- 
sufficing, self-redeeming, price-fixing, real money, there could not 
be a scale of rising prices, that there would continue to be a scale 
of falling prices. 

But it is true that the Democratic party at that time thought 
that the only possible manner in which it cowld get an increase 
in the volume of metallic money was through the free coinage of 
silver. With the lights then before it, it could not have hoped 
for it from any other source, unless its members and leaders had 
been seers or prophets. It is true that since that time God, 
who is so much kinder to His children than their elected legisla- 
tors are, has mapped out a way by means of which what they 
sought in 1896 has been accomplished. They have gotten through 
the act of God and by human intelligence and invention through 
the instrumentality of gold that which they sought from human 
legislators through the instrumentality of silver, What has 
occurred? 

Why, I remember standing upon this floor in 1898 and some gen- 
tleman said, ‘‘ Does the gentleman from Mississippi pretend that 
the world could absorb $210,000,000 a year of silver production?’ 
I replied in my poor, weak, and modest way, that I thorght it 
could at a slight and gradualincrease of prices. At that time the 
production of gold was a hundred and nine million, I have not 
seen the figures lately, but from the last I saw the production of 
gold was $340,000,000 per year, more than all the silver and all the 
gold of all the world put together at the time when we were mak- 
ing that fight in 1893 upon this floor, and we do not owe it to the 

| Republican party; we owe it partly to accident under the provi- 

| dence of God, in the way of discovery of new gold mines; we owe 

still more to the inventions and new methods by which incorrig- 
ible ores are treated. The world has easily absorbed the increase 
with only a moderate rise in the scale of average prices. 

Mr. BOUTELL, Will the gentleman kindly yield for a ques- 
tion? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Would the gentleman now favor a return to 
the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, and would you 
make that a part of your national contention? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi.. I will answer that right now, 
sir. You know frankness is my fault. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Otherwise I should never have asked that 
question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman,I have no more 
doubt now, speaking for myself, than I had in 1898 or in 1896, of 
the correctness of the underlying economical principles which 
justified our appeal for bimetallism. Ihave no doubt at all of 
this — that God has fixed the price of metallic money 
just by the same law that He has fixed the price of wheat and 
cotton, of the dancing ballet girl, or an opera singer, by the law 
of supply and demand, by corelation of a number of people who 
make an effective demand for a product and the supply of the 
product itself. 

I have no more doubt than I have had in all my life that under 
the will of God the law of supply and demand, which fixes the 
price of wheat and cotton, also fixes the price or purchasing 
power of real or metallic money. I know that God did not raise 
up a golden image and fall down before it and worship it, and 
say to metallic money: ‘‘ Thoualone art exempt from this universal 
law of value, determining market prices.’? Therefore, when 
three hundred and forty millions of metallic money are being 
added to the crop of money in the world each year—real money, 
not promises to pay money, which are no more money than promi- 
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ses to pay horses are horses—when that has taken place, then 

resulted the rising scale of prices which we have had for several 
rears. 

; Mr. BOUTELL. Has not the gentleman lost sight of my 
uestion? 

dre WILLIAMS of Mississippi, No, I am leading back to 

your question. } 

“ Mr. BOUTELL. Sixteen to 1; that is the question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am leading back to 16 to 1. 
Now, I have no doubt of the fact also that when the great wars 
took place in England—and all historians have come to that con- 
elusion—that the Stuarts had historical precedents for a great 
many of their actions—but no English statesman would discuss, 
except academically, the issues of the days of the Stuarts. 

Mr. BOUTELL rose. __ : 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
gentleman. : 

Mr. BOUTELL. Iam going to help the gentleman out. 

Mr. WILLLAMS of Mississippi. No, you are not. lenshter} 

Mr. BOUTELL. Iam; I withdraw my question. [Laughter. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I decline; Iam about to answer 
it. Ihave no doubt of that proposition. I have no doubt of sev- 
eral other things that have come about in this world and have 
passed away. I have no doubt of this fact, that parties do not 
make issues, but that conditions make issues, and issues make 
parties, and that the time and circumstances immediately ante- 
cedent toand accompanying the time and circumstances make con- 
ditions. Now, then, it is not left for any man nor any party to 
make a platform which shall be a real issue; time and circum- 
stances and conditions make it, and the conditions which I have 
outlined have been such that the silver question is relegated to the 
rear. Annee 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 
right there? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi (continuing). Now, mind you, 
I am not saying what will be in any platform in the land; that is 
not my business. The gentleman has asked me a question as a 
Representativeon this floor, and I have answered it as a Represent- 
ative from the Eighth district of Mississippi—as plain Mr. WiIL- 
LIAMS, standing simply in his own poor, plain shoes, answering for 
nobody but himself, [Applause.] 

Mr. BOUTELL. May I say that I expected the gentleman from 
Mi-sissippi would give just that answer, and I congratulate him on 


that conclusion, 
If thé House will excuse me 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Seg 
a moment for uttering a little language perhaps in the minds of 
I go back and study the 


I am going to answer the 


May I ask the gentleman a question 


some of you almost traitorous; when 
circumstances surrounding the adoption of the Constitution of 
the United States, and the debates in the Constitutional Conven- 
tion, andthe history of the time when some of the people in New 
England threatened to secede—the Hartford convention times— 
when neither Thomas Jefferson nor James Madison denied that 
they had no right to do it, if they chose, and when I take all that 
and the Constitution as I find it, I believe as an academic and his- 
torical proposition that my old grandfather, in his day, was right 
in saying that a State had a technical, constitutional right to 
secede, but I am not fool enough to be raising that issue right 
now. [Great applause.] Moreover, if I did raise it, and either 
party indorsed it, nobody but the platform makers would pay any 
attention to it. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut, Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I understood the gentleman to say 
that prosperity for the last few years had been largely due to the 
increased production of gold continuously for a few years. I 
would like to ask the gentleman if he thinks it would have any 
effect on his argument to remember that during the African-Boer 
war the Transvaal mines were closed, and that there has been a 
reduction in the = of gold during these years of increased 
ns so that the argument of the gentleman falls to the 

ound, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I have put 
into the Recorp, in a speech that will come out to-morrow, which 
I made the other day, clippings, showing that approximately as 
long as the annual crop of gold kept up, the annual increase of 
productive enterprise and the scale of rising prices went on. I 
did not put them there for that purpose, however. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Then, why does it not fall when 
your production goes down? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
beginning to go down, and have been going down for a year. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The amount of gold is now rising. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I know that, and it will prob- 
ably soon brace things up; 
minute the gold is gotten out of the mine, Does not the gentle- 


Itdoes soonafter. Pricesare 


but the effect can not be counted the» 


man know that the crop of anything does not count until it 
begins to get into the market? The amount of gold that was 
mined last year did not affect the price last year, nor even this 
year as yet hardly. It takes some time for it to go where it is 
coined and minted, and it takes time to distribute it from the 
mint among the people, where it begins to constitute a part of 
the effective demand for products. Nor is there any exact math- 
ematical relationship between supply and demand in wheat, 
cotton, gold, or anything else, because after all it is a corelation, 
not of the actual supply and actual demand, but of the estimated 
supply and estimated demand—the estimate going all over the 
world. 

Now, then, the gentleman said that we worshiped another 
fetich, and he said that fetich was our opposition to the annexa- 
tion and retention of the Philippine Islands. Well, if that bea 
fetich, if anticolonialism be an idol, George Washington not 
only worshi it but fought for it; and if Jefferson wrote for 
it, and Patrick Henry spoke for it, and the men at Valley Forge 
starved for it, and the menat Kings Mountain killed Ferguson for 
it, and the men at Guilford’s Courthouse ran over the British 
dragoons for it, and the Democratic party has not quit it yet 
[Applause on the Democratic side}, if colonialism is another 
thing you want to ‘‘stand pat’’ on, stand pat, then, on your un- 
American, old European, military-camp, grab-nation policy of 
indefinite colonialism. What are you going to do about this 
Philippine question, anyhow? Why, I see there is some hedging 
beginning already. 

Isaw not long ago that some prominent gentleman, I think it was 
Professor Schurman, said that Mr, McKinley had told him that he 
never had any idea of permanently retaining the Philippine Is- 
lands; that he just wanted to carry them through a sort of kinder- 
garten np and turn them loose after a while; but if you want 
to stand pat upon the proposition of indefinite colonialism in the 
Philippines—if you want to stand pat upon the proposition of 
killing human beings then and there, or thereafter, or hereafter, 
in order to ‘‘ do business,’’—then God help you! And only the 
infinite mercy of God could help you. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

It reminds me of a story I heard about old Meredith P. Gentry, 
in Tennessee. He had run for governor or something and been 
defeated by Andrew Johnson. He was an old-line Whig and 
quite an aristocrat in his way. He had a contempt for Johnson, 
and when Johnson defeated him he felt badly, not so much be- 
cause he had been run over, but because, as the boys said, he ‘‘had 
been run over by that calf.’’ He went into astate of decline, and 
soon after that his wife died and Gentry became more and more 
melancholy until finally a lot of old-line Whigs around Knoxville 
concluded to invite him to Knoxville to the house of old Dr. Sandy 
Williams, and have a party of friends meet him there and have a 
nice time and make him forget his sorrows. 

They got Gentry there, and among others of the old-lino 
Whigs who came was Parson Brownlow, one of the uncles of the 
gentleman who now represents an East Tennessee district. Par- 
son Brownlow was “‘ powerful in prayer,’’ as they say down South, 
and in those days the gentlemen had their long-necked demijohns 
with their whisky, and they drank until pretty late at night. 
Then they would have prayers, because they all belonged to the 
church and were religious. Late at night old Sandy Williams, 
who was the host upon the occasion, said: ‘‘ Gentlemen, you know 
it is the custom in my house, whenever there is a minister of the 
gospel present, to have prayers before we retire. Brother 
Brownlow will now (in the words of the Speaker), ‘lead us in 
prayer.’’’ [Laughter. 

Thereupon Brother 
arose. He prayed for the rich and for the poor. He prayed for 
the ignorant and for the learned. He prayed for this country and 
for all countries, and especially prayed for the beloved Common- 
wealth of Tennessee. Then he began to pray for his friends and 
the friends of those who were there, and then he torched upon 

feredith P. Gentry’s case and prayed for him, that God might 
send a salve to heal the wounds that had been wrought in him 
and close up the gaps that had been made in his political consti- 
tution. He prayed for Gentry very pathetically and eloquently. 
All of the gentlemen had had their toddies, and Gentry was kneel- 
ing down by the sofa and could be heard audibly to sob as Brown- 
low referred to the fact that his good wife, one of the sweetest 
woman in Tennessee, had died a short time before, and referred 
to the beautiful relationship between them, the fact that she had 
gone and left him comfortless at the very hour when he most 
needed her. 

Then the parson expanded and began to pray for everything; 
and he finally said, ‘‘And, O Lord, if in Thy infinite mercy it be 
possible, have mercy also upon Andrew Johnson and John M. 
Savage.’ Then it was that Meredith P. Gentry, great man and 
great statesman as he was, arose with the tears streaming down 
his face and said, ‘‘ Stop, Mr. Brownlow, stop; you will exhaust 


Rieti, who was powerful in prayer, 
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the fount of infinite mercy.” [Prolonged laughter.] And 
sometimes when I feel like praying to God to have mercy upon 
you all in this new pathway of colonialism, recklessness, land 
robbery, and greed that you have marked out for yourselves un- 
der the guise of carrying the white man’s burden and introduc- 
ing ‘‘ civilization,’’ by gunshot wounds, into the brown man’s 
home, I am almost afraid to pray for fear it may be blasphemous, 
in that it might possibly exhaust the fount of infinite mercy. 
[Prolonged applause and laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

But my friend, whose hatred of Thomas Jefferson is so amus- 
ing, says that Thomas Jefferson on August 25 and November 
25, 1775, wrote letters in which he said that America would 
rather be dependent upon Great Britain than upon any other gov- 
ernment, and indeed would rather be dependent upon Great Brit- 
ain than upon no government; and he seems to think, student of 
history as he is—and by the way he is prehaps the man in this 
House best educated in my opinion upon historical questions—— 

Mr. BOUTELL. Thank you. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman seems to think 
that he has discovered a mare’s nest. Nobody but a Federalist 
or a political descendant of a Federalist would be misled that far, 
my friends. That was in August and November, 1775. It was 
not very long after the last date when George Washington 
crossed the Potomac River on his way to the first Congress of the 
Colonies and being accosted by an old Episcopal rector with the 
remark, ‘‘ Mr. Washington, if you all go on with this, it will end 
in a Declaration of Independence or in a rebéllion;’’ and George 
Washington’s reply substantially was, ‘‘ I would cut off my arm 
first.’"’ The gentleman will remember also that about that same 
time Benjamin Franklin told Pitt that ‘‘he had never heard in- 
dependence mentioned by a man in America.’’ In other words, 
Thomas Jefferson and George Washington and the colonies were 
driven to desperation and rebellion. 

They were trying by every means within their power to get 
Great Britain to reconsider her idea of undefined and unlimited 
colonialism in America—her idea of subjecting people subject to 
the flag of Great Britain upon the continent of America to one 
law, while people subject to the flag of Great Britain in the islands 
of Great Britain were subject to another. They were pleading 
first as loyal subjects against a system the exact forerunner of 
what you are now practicing under the flag of the Union in the 
Philippines. They pleaded; they prayed most humbly; they sent 
up appeal after appeal to King and to Parliament. They would 
rather have remained with Great Britain; they would rather have 
been dependent upon her than any other country; they would 
rather have been dependent upon her than upon no country. 
British soldiers coming over here had joined with the Colonial 
troops led by George Washington in Virginia, and led by others 
in New England, and they had fought side by side against the 
French and the Indians for the maintenance of the supremacy of 
the English-speaking race upon the continent of America. 

Every liberty that America prized most highly had come down 
from the English common law. Nearly every drop of blood in 
the veins of American citizens at that time was English—Crom- 
wellian or Stuart, or whatever may have been the line of polit- 
ical demarcation in the old country. They were anxious to re- 
main under the flag; they were anxious to do it provided they 
could do it with honor and provided the protection of the flag 
could be equal, and justice could be dealt out to them. They 
would have been subjects of Great Britain to-day but for the fact 
that King George III anticipated on the part of Great Britain 
the sort of infernal policy that you are now applying to the Philip- 
pine Islands, and with obstinacy equal to yours persisted in it. 
The only difference is that he met a strong and virile people and 
failed, while you have met a weak and inferior race, who have 
succumbed. I beg your pardon, there is another difference; 
English tyranny in America never compared in actual virulency, 
oppression, and greed to your tyranny in the Philippines. There 
is another yet; it frankly confessed that it proposed to exploit 
America; in the interest of British trade and empire, and hid be- 
hind no hypocritical pretense of oppression for the sake of the 
oppressed, ** bearing the white man’s burden,’’ or ‘‘ benevolent 
assimilation.”’ 

I do not want to retain or annex any people whom we can not 
really assimilate, and you can not assimilate any inferior race 
with whom you will not intermarry. That is the real test ofa 
real assimilation. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Will the gentleman yield a moment? Of 
course, Thomas Jefferson thought that a continued union with 
Great Britain under such circumstances did not amount to much. 
I was simply referring to that by way of explanation—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But you said I was always 
praising him, and you wanted to attack me on that ground, 

Mr. BOUTELL. I was referring to the position of Jefferson 
when he favored dependence—— 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman allow me 
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to finish the line of remark in which I was engaged? I fear | 
shall lose the train of thought. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I thought that in that same connection jt 
might be well to put in the name of that other distinguished son 
of the Old Dominion, Patrick Henry, as well as the names of 
Alexander Hamilton and Sam Adams, who did not want depend- 
ence on Great Britain on any terms whatever. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. When Patrick Henry, “tho 
tongue of the Revolution,’’ introduced his celebrated resolutions 
into the Virginia house of burgesses, which were voted through, 
and two of which were reconsidered the next day, it was young 
Thomas Jefferson, who subsequently proved ‘‘ the pen of the Rey- 
olution,’’ who was standing at the door of the house and cheered 
the orator to the echo. 

It was Thomas Jefferson, this man whom you try to decry, who 
had the courage always to draw state papers during that contro- 
versy, that always went too far for George Washington and the 
Lees and the Pendletons and Dickersons and Witherspoons and 
the Franklins and the balance of them. Not a paper of his was 
ever rejected because it did not go far enough; several of them 
were rejected because they went too far. Conservative men 
thought his positions too advanced, and when he saw and advo- 
cated the necessity of a total independence of Great Britain but 
few others went so far. To do him justice, old Samuel Adams 
was one who was abreast with him, if not in advance of him. 

They talk about Thomas Jefferson, Mr. Chairman. They have 
got on my hobby now. [Laughter and applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] A distinguished accidental incumbent at the other 
end of an avenue in this city has gone so far ag to speak of him as 
having been cowardly. A coward! A man who dared confess a 
disbelief in the divinity of Christ and be a candidate for the Presi- 
dency in the eighteenth century? Acoward! Theman who dared 
drag up by the roots primogeniture and entail against the opposi- 
tion of all of the old Virginia aristocracy in the Virginia House of 
Burgesses, against the protests of the Pendletons and the Ran- 
dolphs and the Lees and the Washingtons and the Harrisons and [ 
believe the Careys and nearly all the balance of them. <A coward! 

The American President who threw down the gauntlet to 
Napoleon the Great and informed him of the fact that if the 
Mississippi River fell into the hands of France it would be a cause 
of unending conflict between the two nations; who dared say to 
him, ‘‘The only natural enemy of the United States is the owner 
of the Mississippi Valley;’’ and who dared to send word to our 
minister that the emperor must be told plainly that that sort of 
possession would not be permitted. A coward! The man who 
dared—why, he was morally one of the most courageous men that 
ever lived—the man who dared face my Church, the Church of 
England, and disestablish it in the State of Virginia. A coward! 

The man who dared to trust human nature so far that when 
he built the first elective school university in thé world, down 
here at Charlottesville, Va., which he had named the University 
of Virginia, dared base it upon self-government amongst the boys 
themselves, giving no professor or any other body outside of the 
class room the right to control them, except the officers of the 
law, telling them to be guided W their honor, and giving them 
as a maxim “‘ Be free and ye shall be wise.”’ 

Oh, this hatred, this old federalistic relic of hatred of Thomas 
Jefferson would be pathetic if it was not amusing. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois had some- 
thing to say about my definition of a tariff. I need not repeat it. 
I will stand by it, and I will stand by the fact, too, that the only 
way in which you can create an industry under the tariff is by 
deflecting into thatindustry, which without law would be unpro!- 
itable, labor and capital engaged in other industries, which with- 
out law would be profitable, and that this sort of creation of 
industries merely amounts to a change of men and dollars from 
one business to another. 

Why, the gentleman has this morning dwelt upon the prosperity 
of the South, and what has caused it. He told about the great 
buildings that were going up in Kansas City,in Jacksonville, and 
all over Dixie land, and he might have added, all over many other 
pares of thiscountry. Letme ask him now, and let him answer. if 

1e can, what the protective tariff had to do with that, except this, 

that it increased the price of structural iron and structural stee!, 
and made the process of building less in volume and slower in 
time? 

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman, does not the gentleman from 
Mississippi know that the tariff on structural steel under the 
eens oe is less than it was under the Wilson-Gorman bill ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, the answer to 
my question is the same old dodge; two boys get together and one 
of them wants to fight the other, and the other looks like he wanis 
to fight, but finally one of them grows into a little bit of a lac 


.| of confidence upon the proposition and says, ‘‘ Let us talk about 


that fight we had last week.’’ [Laughter.] 
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tariff upon structural steel and iron was higher in the 
vin than it was under the Dingley bill, and I 
frankly confess that I do not know whether it was or not—— 

Mr. BOUTELL. Well, it was, a little. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And I equally frankly confess 
that I do not care; it is merely a proof that that is one more place 
where Democrats made a mistake, that is all. ; 

Mr. BOUTELL. And that they would make just the same 
mistakes if they were in power again. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. On the contrary. Oh, we 
have made many mistakes. The only difference between you and 
us is that we confess them and you never do. [Laughter.] 

And another thing, Mr. Chairman. At the time that the 
Wilson-Gorman bill went into effect there was, from a protec- 
tionist’s standpoint, some need for protection upon these things. 
Now to-day they are shipping these very things to the markets 
of the world outside of America, selling wherever they are not 
shut out by foreign tariffs in competition with the world’s ‘ — 
per labor,”’ thereby proving that they have no need of the duty 
at all, unless they need it for the purpose of extorting higher 
prices from the home consumer. , 

Now, the gentleman tells us about the railroads everywhere, 
and that the earnings of the railroads have increased. Now, I 
want to call his attention to the peculiar conditions in this re- 
spect under Republican administration. The earnings have in- 
creased about 83} per cent, he says. I take these figures to be 
accurate, although I have not looked up the figures. 

Mr. BOUTELL. That is the increase in the railroad earnings 
in the localities referred to in the pa 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
has been an increase throughout the country so far as that is con- 
cerned. Now,I read the head lines from the Chicago Chronicle 

in your own city dated October 18: 
[Chicago Chronicle, October 18, 1908.] 

Railroad stops all work—Pennsylvania sees hard times coming and econo- 
mizes—Thousands of men on extension contracts to be dismissed—Traffic 
outlook doesnot warrant further expenditures—Nearly $10,000,000 worth of 
improvements will shut down November 10. 

So the workmen are not getting the earnings. There are a 
good many of these things I will not read, though they will be 
found in the Recorp in connection with the speech made the 
other day. Here is a special telegram from Cleveland, October 17: 

(Special telegram. ] 
CLEVELAND, OHTO, October 17, 1903. 

Following on the heels of the cut in the force of workmen at, the shops of 


rs. 
understand that, but there | 


the Lake Shore and Michigan Southern Railroad all over the country comes | 


the annual announcement to-day that, beginning Monday, there will be a re- 
duction in the working hours of a day from ten to nine hours in all the loco- 
motive and repair shops of the Lake Shore company. 

This means a reduction in wages not only in the big shops in Collinwood, 
but also in Chicago, Pittsburg, and other large cities entered by that line. 
_— Lake Erie and Western, a branch of the Lae Shore, is included in the 
order. 

At the headquarters here to-day it was stated that there was not enough 
work on hand to keep the large forces busy and the reduction in hours was 
thought to be the best thing to do. . 

The announcement has caused consternation among the hundreds of 
workmen in and around Cleveland. 


And this telegram from Philadelphia: 


PHILADELPHIA, October 20, 1903, 
Forestalling action on the part of the 14,000 trainmen on its lines east of 


One of the first moves made was to consolidate the position of two train 
dispatchers anc. a train master on the narrow-gauge system, throwing all 
the duties of the three places on the shoulders of the latter official, thus 
saving to the company the salaries of two dispatchers. Then the positions 
of traveling conductors along the divisions were scratched off the pay roll. 
Next the recently created positions of train agents were abolished. In the 
maintenance-of-way department it was decided to lay off 100 men employed 
on the construction of the double track south of the city. The carpenter 
force in the local shops of the same department was next to suffer, 35 men 
being laid off. Then an order went out dismissing various assistants along 
the coast route. Even the night station agents, whose duty it is to report 
trains as they pass in the — were dispensed with. 

Some weeks ago a large force of men was discharged from the shops at 
Sacramento and several in the repair shops in this city are slated to go. 

The reduction of the force on the other branches of the western system is 
proportionately as large as that on the coast division. 


[Special to the World.] 
BIG LAY OFF PREDICTED—VANDERBILT OFFICIALS SAY OTHER SYSTEMS 
WILL REDUCE FORCE. 


PHILADELPHIA, October 12, 1903. 

Early and large reductions in the number of employees of the big railroad 
systems of the country are predicted by officials of the Vanderbilt lines. 

Announcement was made to-day that 1,500 New York Central and West 
Shore Railroad shophands will be laid off. 

When asked whether the Pennsylvania Railroad has materially reduced 
the number of men on its pay roll or contemplate such action, General Man- 
ager Atterbury said: 

“We have not reduced our force very much, and only as the exigencies of 
the service have required.” 

No men have been laid off yet by the Philadelphia and Reading Railway, 
whose traffic continues heavy. When a curtailment comes, if it does, it is 
likely to be in the shops and among the track hands first. 


FIVE HUNDRED LAID OFF AT BUFFALO AND DEPEW. 
BUFFALO, October 12, 1903. 


Following the order to reduce the force of shopmen on the Vanderbilt 
system, about 500 employees have been discharged here and at Depew. 


[Boston Transcript, October 14, 1903.] 
RAILROADS REDUCING FORCES—ABOUT 20,000 MEN SOON TO BE DISCHARGED. 
NEw YORK, October 14, 1903. 

Several railroad companies have announced reductions in their working 
force, and it isexpected that between now and November 1 nearly every rail- 
road in this country will discharge some of its employees. Such action, it is 
explained, is not unusual at this time of year, but a larger number of men 
will be dismissed this fall because the railroad companies have been working 
abnormally large forces since early last spring. A natural falling off in trafiic 
is the reason generally assigned for these railroad dismissals. 

Basing their estimates on the reductions already announced experienced 
railroad men say that between 15,000 and 20,000 men will probably be laid off 
by the railroads throughout the country this fall. There are about 1,250,000 
railroad employees in the United States. 

Vice-President Brown of the New York Central thinks that about 2,500 
men may be dropped from the pay rollsof that system this month. The 
greater proportion of the dismissals will be from the car shops. 

About 1,500 shopmen, train men, and trackmen will be discharged on the 
Pennsylvania system. Vice-President Pugh says that most of the men to be 
dismissed will be recent employees who were hired during the rush period of 
last spring. Few, if any, of the old employees of the Pennsylvania system 
are to be discharged, and no important work of improvement is to be 
suspended. 


The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe operating department will 
lay off about 500 men this month, and such improvements as can 
wait will be deferred until next year. 

Not less than 3,000 employees will be dispensed with on the Union 


| Pacific and the Southern Pacific systems between now and Decem- 


Pittsburg in case of a point blank refusal to comply with the demands of the | 
Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, the Pennsylvania Railroad has already 


made an important move to prevent trouble. 
lesson that could be brought 
have been laid off, and orders have been issued that the cutting down shall be 
from 5 per cent of the total force in some departments to 15 per cent in others. 
Not less than 6,500, and probably 7,500 men will be discharged or suspended as 
soon as the listscan be made up. This scaling down will fall heavily upon the 
trainmen, whose demands for shorter hours are now before the officers of the 
road. By laging off men the railroad will cut down its monthly pay roll be- 
tween $350,000 and $400,000. High officers of the railroad frankly say that the 
demands of the trainmen can not be granted. The company, irritated, ac- 


As the most forcible object 


bea: 6 men thousan Tees | ” : t 
® agen thom . ds of employees | 800 men. and the Chicago and Alton will also make a small reduction. 


ber 1. These dismissals, it is said, are to be made because the 
work for which the men were hired is completed. It is probable 
that all of the transcontinental lines will cut down their working 
forces some after the crop shipments are over. The falling off in 
ore shipments has caused some of the western roads to take off 
about 10 per cent of their freight trains. 

The Illinois Central will curtail its operating force anywhere from 606 to 


President Ingalls of the Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago and St. Louis sys- 
tem says that at present there is a great volume of traffic over his lines, but 


| he expects that it will be necessary to let some of his employees go as soon as 


cording to the statements of its officers, by frequent demands on the part of | 


its men, will resolutely refuse to yield an inch. 


[From New York Post, October 17, 1903.] 


REDUCTION IN RAILWAY FORCES—WHAT THIS WEEK'S ANNOUNCEMENTS 
M KA N—A REMINISCENCE OF A DECADE AGO—VIEWS OF RAILWAY OFFI- 
CERS—EFFECT OF THE ECONOMIES—WHY THE STEP WAS TAKEN. 


Steps taken during the week by several of the larger railway systems 
toward tea the number of workingmen employed, attracted attention 
in both financial and railroad circles throughout the country. According to 
report the railroads of the country will lay off between 15,000 and 20,000 men 

efore J anuary 1, 1903, including 2,500 to be discharged by the New York Cen- 
i al, 1,500 by the Pennsylvania, and an equal number by the Atchison. Union 
acific will dispense with 8,000, the Illinois Central with 1,800, Lake Shore 
1.00 ), Rock Island and San Francisco between 1,000 and 1,500, New Haven 1,(00, 
ichigan Central 500, and Lake Erie and Western 300. These are the rough 
and unofiicial showing. 


SAN FRANCISCO, October 12, 1908. 
Anorder for retrenchment ona scale unknown before in the history of the 


uthern Pacific has gone forth from General Manager Kruttschnitt’s office. | 


Within a few days between 250 and 500 men will be discharged from the va- 
—— positions along the Coast division, and the service of a proportionate 
In ail 7 to senaes ont of = yd = be a =. 

‘pected e present force of men in the employ o © roa 
on its California lines will be decreased at least 1,200. a 


| 


| 


the present rush slackens. The Lake Shore will dismiss nearly 1,000 men this 
month, and the Michigan Central about half that number. About 300 of the’ 
Lake Erie and Western employees will be laid off on November 1. 

The Erie management has already dismissed several hundred men from 
the repair shops and the operating force, and there will be a still further re- 
duction between now and December 1. The West Shore will lay off about 
300 men, and the Boston and Albany an equal number. A gradnal reduction 
in the operating force of the New York, New Haven and Hartford Railroad 
is now under way, and before the pruning knife is laid away about 1,000 em- 
ployees of this company will be out of work. 

The Missouri Pacific and other Gould lines will reduce their working forces 
slightly, but there is to be no cessation in works of extension and improve- 
ment. The Wabash expects to increase, rathes than diminish, the number 
of its employees on Pennsylvania improvements. 

The Rock Island and the Frisco systems will lay off between 1,000 and 1,500 
men this month and next. 


[Boston Transcript, October 12, 1903.] 


VANDERBILT LINES RETRENCH—ABOUT 1,500 MEN IN SHOPS ON VARIOUS 
ROADS DROPPED—SAVING OF $3,000 A DAY. 
New York, October 12, 1908. 

Orders have been issued from here whereby 15 per cent of the employees 
in the car shops, repair shops, and roundhouses of the entire Vanderbilt rail- 
way system will be dropped. One thousand five hundred men will be thrown 
out of employment and a saving of nearly $3,000 a day will be effected. 

The order, which embraces employees of the New York Central and all 
subsidiary lines going out of New York, the Lake Shore and Michigan South- 
ern, the Lake Erieand Western, and other roads. will have its effect in more 
than 100 shops and roundhouses. It will take 300 men out of the New York 
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Central shops at West Albany, N.Y.; as many more from Depew, N. Y., near 

Buffalo; a hundred or more from Elkhart, Ind., and Collinwood, Ohio, where 

the Lake Shore has its shops, and several score from the Lake Erie shops at 

Lima,Obio. Besides this, on every division of the entire system where round- 

— eee, wipers, oilers, and laborers are employed, 15 per cent of 
em must go. 


{From the New York World, October 22, 1903.] 


DON'T SHARE IN PROSPERITY—RAILBOAD LAYS OFF 20 MEN WHILE BUSI- 
NESS NEVER WAS 80 GOOD. 


ALBANY, October 21, 1908. 
Notice was given to-day that the Delaware and Hudson Railroad Company 
will lay off 200 men, oguavaient to 10 per cent of the working force. 

Second Vice-President Culver said to-day that increased efficiency of 
anne. one not industrial depression or labor troubles, was the cause 
: The road was doing the largest business in its history, he said, but it had 
been found that the work could be done with a reduced force. 

I have never had any doubt that the capitalists got something 
out of = favoritism. 

Mr. BOUTELL, In Mississippi the laboring people are pros- 
pering. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. And they are laboring 
people who sweat while they plow raising cotton in the field in 
direct competition with the pauper labor of India and with the 
felloes of Egypt, and do not ask a bit of prop-up from the Federal 
Government. {Ap lause on the Democratic side]. And they are 
the people in the Ratealen of Mississippi who are making the 
heavy-weight cotton goods that are shipped to China and Man- 
churia, and will continue to be shipped to Manchuria unless the 
Republican Administration allows Russia to close its ports, a 


thing I very much fear at the present. They have been able to | 


sell that product in China and Manchuria independently of your 
tariff, although a tariff does exist upon that class of goods. That 
tariff can not affect the price for those goods in a foreign market. 

So it seems that these railroads get the earnings, and not the 
men working on the railroads. Whenever they want to get 
higher wages they are locked out, and when they do not ask for 
higher wages they are reduced. 

Now. I will not read any more of these. So much in answer to 
the proposition that the railroads’ earnings have increased 33} 
per cent. Now, let me show the immense difference between in- 
creasing the aggregate wealth of a country and increasing the 
real prosperity of the people of the same country. 


There may be an increased prosperity of the people ee 
t 


ing an increase in the aggregate wealth, and there may not be. 
depends upon how the aggregate wealth is distributed, if every 
man gets his due share. Andif in this great prosperity capital 
gets an undue share and labor gets no part or parcel or tithe in 
the movement then you have not got a happy condition for the 
people, although figures may show great increase of wealth in the 
aggregate. It is a curious fact that to-day the most prosperous 
parts of the American Union are the agricultural portions, that 
protection can not help, because they export their products; and 
the portions of the country that are beginning to feel distress 
and what threatens to be a gradual depression are in New Jersey, 
New York, New England, and Pennsylvania, where many busi- 
nesses are dependent upon a protective tariff toa very large extent. 
Now the gentleman refers to Croker. I will not go into the 
Croker business, but I can say this with a perfectly clear con- 


science, that Philadelphia under Republican rule has furnished a | 


thousand Crokers to where New York under Democratic rule has 
furnished one, and not a single Philadelphia Croker was ever re- 
fused admittance into polite sociecy. (Laughter and applauee. | 

Mr. COCHRAN. And St. Louis has furnished an ex-prize 
fighter and saloon keeper and boss as a delegate to the national 
convention. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes; though I do nof know 
s0 much about St. Louis. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, I asked the other day if you 
would “stand pat’ onanumber of things. I will not ask you if 

ou will ‘stand pat’’ on your candidate, because I know you 
ve to whether you want to or not. 

Now, I hold in my hand an article from the Washington Post 
of Thursday, December 10, which is quoted from the New York 
Evening Post, and is a summary of the report of Treasurer Shaw. 

I have not the voice and lungs nor strength to read it, but I am 
going to insert it in the Recorp, and I am going to ask you 
whether you are going to stand pat upon the self-confessed ex- 
travagance in the Treasury Department pointed out by your own 
Secretary of the Treasury; whether you are not going to examine 
into it through some of these numerous committees upon expend- 
itures in the several departments, and whether if there is any- 
thing wrong going on you are going tocorrect it? Your Secretar 
says there is wrong. He says there is glaring extravagance whic 
ought to be corrected, and yet he has done nothing under the sun 
to correct it, and Congress has not taken any in it. . 

That is one of the other things I want to you whether you 
are going to “stand pat’’ upon. 
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EXTRAVAGANCE CONFESSED—AWKWARD FINANCIAL FACTS PRESENTED | 
SECRETARY SHAW’S ANNUAL REPORT. 
{From the New York Evening Post.] 

If the Democrats are wise they will print Secretary Shaw's annual report 
as a campaign document. Mr. Shaw is a stanch Republican, but circu). 
stances have compelled him to oe the financial situation to the count» y 
ina way that is most awkward for his poy on the eve of a Presidentia) 
election. His reportis a model in its way. It states the operations of tha 
year with business-likeexactness. Itcontains but few recommendations, and 
as a whole these will meet with eral approval. And there is only an 
irreducible minimum of good Republican phraseology. 

We are told that, in reforming the currency, “no measure should be con- 
sidered that will in anywise weaken what is now stable, and no element 
should be injected that will cause distrust or doubt.” If this statement is 
what the yer Book calls a work of supererogation, the same can not be 
said of Secretary Shaw's allusion to the present condition of the stock mar- 
ket. Tho “enormous and inconceivable shrinkage” in securities he tracos 
ultimately to “the natural optimism of our people.” This does not sound 
like the pure milk of Republicanism. Whoever before hearda leading spokes- 
man of the party imply that optimism is a dangerous thing? 

Thestriking featureof the report is, however, its evidence of gross extrava- 
gance in the conduct of the Government. Itshows that while the receipts 
increased about $10,000,000 over the previous year expenditures increased 
about $47,000,000. But that is the smallest part of the Sore. Despite the 
fact just cited, there was a surplus for the year of over $54,000,000, whereas 
for the next few years it is extremely likely that the balance will be on the 
wrong side of the ledger. To be sure, a surplus of $14,000,000 is figured for 
1904; but we have to compare this with the estimate of nearly $52,000,000 for 
that period which Secretary Shaw presented a year ago. Certainly, if tho 
receipts and expenditures maintain the same relation for the remainder of the 
present fiscal year that has been witnessed 60 far, the Secretary's $14,000,000 
surplus will * flit like a ghost away.” 

When he comes to his 1905 estimates, the Secretary frankly admits a deficit 
of $23,000,000, This is, of course, a purely arbitrary nyu the real shortage 
will as likely as not greatly exceed this sum. It may be tolerably easy to cal- 
culate expenditures two years ahead, but under our revenue laws the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is all at sea when he comes to forecasting his receipts. 
He may believe that he can call spirits from the ae but will they come 
when he doth call for them? A year or two of even erate industrial de- 
pression would bo apt to knock Mr. Shaw's 1905 revenue calculations into a 
cocked hat; the same may be true even of his 1904 figures. 

With this contingency staring it in the face, the nation is confronted with 
an increase of $87,000,000 in its annual outgo between 1903 and 1905. And the 
astonishing thing is that the Administration has embarked on this extrava- 
gance with its eyes open. It estimates that it will collect about $31,000,000 
more in 1906 than in 1904; and then, in cold blood, it arranges to increase its 
expenditures nearly $67,000,000, knowing that it will thus create a deficit of 
$23,000,000. Secretary Shaw's figures show that the Navy and the Postal 
Service are to be the chief beneficiaries of this extravagance. The Navy 
took $57,800,000 in 1902 and $52,600,000 in 1908; in 1904 it will absorb $96,000,000, 
and in 195 it is down for nearly $104,000,000. The Postal Service got $134,200,000 
in 1903; in 1904 it will take $144.700,000, and in 1905 $168,000,000. The expedi- 
ency of building ships and docks and enlarging the rural delivery at this 
se a hard times and falling revenues confronting us, may well be 

OU dDTe 

itis to be hoped that Mr. Shaw will not soon be oxchansing condolences 
with ex-Secretary Foster. The people did not like the monthly deficits which 
the latter was obliged to report in 1892, and they decided to replace Presi- 
dent Harrison with Mr. Cleveland, despite the former's approval of optimism 
and his hatred of cheapness. Now, a is a very narrow estimate for 
an ennual surplus, ecially when the shrinkage in imports since September 
1, 1903, is kept in mind. To forecast no more than that amount is, in exist- 
ing circumstances, tantamount to a confession of a deficit. It looks as if the 
Administration may have to fall back on the accumulated lus, and declare 
that one or two annual deficits need not bother anybody. En the matter of 
accumulated surplus, the Republicans of 1908 apparently have a great ad- 
vantage over those of 1892. 

But of the $219,000,000 on hand over $158,000,000 is deposited in the national 
banks; and it was left there chiefly for the purpose of keeping the general 
financial and industrial situation from coming to harm. To withdraw it in 
any amount at a time like this might be worse for the Administration than 
no surplus at all. Add to this $158,000,000 the $50,000,000 required to indem- 
nify the French Panama Canal Company and “our sister Republic” on the 
Istumus, and there is not much left of the surplus. Clearly, the Republican 
party will be skating on thin ice to enter a Presidential campaign with such 
a treasury showing asthis. The 1904 expenditures must be regarded as fixed, 
but it looks suicidal in the Administration deliberately to flaunt such esti- 
mates as it has prepared for 1905 in the face of the people. Here at least 
there was a chance for amendment or for urging retrenchment. But 
Ephraim is apparently joined to his idols. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I owe the House, and especially my own 
side, a little apology, I think, for undertaking to answer so ornate, 
elaborate, and well prepared an argument in such an offhand and 
stringy sort of way; but I have such absolute confidence in the 
eternal righteousness of Democratic policies, purposes, and prin- 
ciples that I always wade in like David with his miserable little 
sling no matter if Goliath is prearmed and panoplied in helmet 
or not, trusting to God and truth for the result. 

[Great and prolonged applause. } 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. - 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Tawnry, Chairman of the Committee of the 

| Whole, reported that the committee had had under consideration 
| the bill H. R. 10954, the urgent deficiency bill, and had come tono 
| resolution thereon, 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—CONNELL VS. HOWELL. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Elections No. 8 I present a privileged report and resolutions 
in the contested-election case of Connell v. Howell, from the Tenth 
Congressional district of the State of Pennsylvania, and ask that 
this be referred tothe House Calendar and printed, and I further 
wisa to give notice that it will be called up for consideration one 
week from next Friday, the 5th day of February. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York presents aj 8. 898. Anact granting an increase of pension to John B. Carter; 
report from the Committee on Elections, the title of which the 8. 929. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Stermer; 
Clerk will read. 8. 555. An act granting an increase of pension to Royal A. 8. 

The Clerk read as follows: Kingsley; ‘ : 

Contested-election case of Connell v. Howell (Tenth Congressional district acne An act granting an increase of pension to James E. 
of Pennsylvania). ; : . u , 

The SPEAKER. It will be referred to the House Calendar and wo “ate act granting an increase of pension to Ferdinand 
printed: SLAIN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call attention to the fact S. 578. An act granting an increase of pension to John Bula- 

- . . . : : . more; 
es minority is to have until Monday to file the minority 8. 586, An act granting a pension to Annie H. Zall; 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Yes; we have agreed on that, Mr. Speaker. 8. 587. An act granting an increase of pension to Anson P, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- W illiamson; ; s , s - 
mous consent that the minority have until Monday next to file ae-aealie — act granting an increase of pension to George W, 
a — ee S. 744. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen Gas- 

“we DRI : soe it wi ++ | coigne; 
ot ee ot acai he called’ up for conaté 5. 745. An act granting a pension to John Swenson; 

Mr. TAWNEY. One moment more, Mr. Speaker. I desire to S. 798. An act granting an increase of pension to James A, 
ask the gentleman from New York if he expects a vote to be taken | Templeton; ; : ¥ el 
within a day or two after it is called up? If he does, I wouldsug-| 5-190. Anact granting an increase of pension to Charles H. Bell; 
gest to him to place the time for consideration earlier in the week, S. 451. An act granting an increase of pension to William T, 
either that week or the following week, as the gentleman well Conant; 5 ‘ : 
knows it is almost impossible to keep the House here on Friday S. 458. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
and Saturday. Beattie; 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I wish to withdraw that notice, then, and 
will give notice to-morrow morning of the time when we wish to 
call it up. 


S. 452. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert W. 
Bullock; 
7 456. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J, 
erce; 
S. 471. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas Meserve; 
S. 478. An act granting an increase of pension to Olive J. Bailey; 


REPRINT OF URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr.Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
a reprint of the urgent deficiency bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent for a reprint of the urgent deficiency bill. Is there ob- 
jection? [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker,in view of the fact that more 
time has been consumed this afternoon than was expected, I ask 
that the time for general debate on the urgent deficiency bill be 
extended for three hours. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent that the time for general debate on the urgent deficiency 
bill be extended three hours. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, one question 
before that. I suppose, of course, itis the intention if there is 
any inequality between the two sides as to time that our side 
shall be compensated by the new time. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. We have thirty minutes of the old time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The | Siebelist. 


Chair hears none. SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 
ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. | Underclause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolution of 
The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills and | the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and re- 
joint resolution of the following titles: | ferred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 
S. R. 82. Joint resolution to fill vacancies in the Board of Re-| 5S. 3341. An act authorizing the city of Nome, a municipal cor- 
gents of the Smithsonian Institution; | poration organized and existing under chapter 21, title 3, of an 
S. 1334, An act granting an increase of pension to Amy C. Bos- | act of Congress approved June 6, 1900, entitled ‘An act making 
worth; further provision for a civil government for Alaskaand for other 
S. 1487. An act granting an increase of pension to Clarence E. | purposes,’’ to construct a free bridge across the Snake River at 
Bullard; Yome City, in the Territory of Alaska—to the Committee on In- 
5. 959. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew C., | terstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Ranard; S. 2081. An act to provide for the appropriate marking of the ~- 
S. 1498. An act granting an increase of pension to Winslow P. graves of the soldiers and sailors of the Confederate army and 
~~ ‘ | ahd and for other purposes—to the Committee on Military Af- 
S. . An act granting an increase of pension to Walter F. | fairs. 
Chase; - . me | §. 1681. An act to provide for the modification of the project 
S. 1491, An act granting an increase of pension to James A. | for the improvement of Bridgeport Harbor, Bridgeport, Conn.— 
Hoover; | to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
5. 1429. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth C. S. 2261. An act to amend section 4607 of the Revised Statutes— 
Paquin; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
S. 1402, An act granting an increase of pension to William Paul; S. 901. An act providing for the construction of a vessel of the 
8. 1335. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin Daws; first class for the Revenue-Cutter Service to be stationed with 
ate 1259. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. | aera at cen Hawaii—to the Committee on Inter- 
nyan; state and Foreign Commerce. 
8. 1559, An act granting an increase of pension to Marie A. Rask; S. 1748. An act to provide for the establishment of a life-saving 
5. 1825. An act granting a pension to Josephine L. Webber; station at Half Moon Bay, south of Point Montara and near Mon- 
5 ine = pr ge an increase of — to oe ae ae ae Reef, California—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
S. 1988, act gran an increase o msion to redge | Commerce. 
Patterson; - ba = ’ | S. 469. An act to restore Henry D. Hall to the Revenue-Cutter 
5. 1827. An act granting an increase of pension to Harris A. P. | Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Lewis; S. 462. An act to construct and place a light-ship off the outer 
ae An act granting an increase of pension to David E. Bur- | bar i Brunswick, Ga.—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
; eign Commerce. 
8. 814. An act granting a pension to Mamie Thayer; S. 906. An act to aid in the erection of a statue of Commodore 
an = An act granting an increase of pension to W. Neil Den- a ert Te States Navy, at Monterey, Cal.—to the 
; n ibrary. 
S. 847, An act granting an increase of pension to John L. Bev- S. 23. An act for the Sonatas of a monument to the memory 
eridge; of John Paul Jones—to the Committee on the Library. 


S. 478. An act granting an increase of pension to Byron D. Bab- 
cock; 

S. 484, An act granting a pension to Nancy S. Marsh; 

S. 547. An act granting an increase of pension to Irving W. 
Coombs; 

S. 14. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel M, 
Perry; 

S. 99. An act granting an increase of pension to Joel C. Shep- 
herd; 
on 182. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles F, 

olt; 

S. 12. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis E. 
Chase; 

S. 13. An act granting an increase of pension to William Clark; 
and 

S. 937. An act granting an increase of pension to Rudolph 
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S. R. 9. Joint resolution authorizing the issue of duplicate 
medals where the originals have been lost or destroyed—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 131. An act to provide for the construction and equipment 
of a revenue cutter for service in Narragansett Bay and adjacent 
waters—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

5. 1380. An act to provide fora site for a depot for the Revenue- 
Cutter Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

S. 492. An act to amend section 2 of an act entitled ‘‘ An act to 
incorporate the Convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church 
of the Diocese of Washington ’’—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

8.711. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to ful- 
fill certain treaty stipulations with the Chippewa Indians of Lake 
Superior and the Mississippi, and making appropriation for the 
same—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

S. 1490. An act to authorize the sale of a part of what is known 
as the Red Lake Indian Reservation, in the State of Minnesota— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

S. 708. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to au- 
thorize the building of a bridge across Thief River, in the State of 
Minnesota—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

S. 270. An act authorizing the Winnipeg, Yankton and Gulf 
Railroad Company to construct a combined railroad, wagon, and 
foot-passenger bridge across the Missouri River at or near the 
city of Yankton, S. Dak.—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

S. 352. An act for the relief of the representatives of M. F. 
Merritt, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

5. 175. An act for the relief of Robert D. McAfee and John 
Chiatovich—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 177. An act to reimburse certain persons who expended 
moneys and furnished services and supplies in repelling invasions 


and suppressing Indian hostilities within the territorial limits of | 


the present State of Nevada—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 334. An act for the relief of N. F. Palmer, jr., & Co.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

By unanimous consent, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 1451) 
granting an increase of pension to Eleanor H. Hord; and the 
same was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 
47 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 
o'clock noon. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 

arenas were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
CLIOWS: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
withdrawing certain estimates of appropriation—to the Commit- 
_ tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of the 
heirs of Solomon P. McKinnie against The United States—to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to the 
Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: 

Mr. HASKINS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (8S. 113) to enable the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay the State of Vermont money appropriated 
by the act of Congress of July 1, 1902, and to adjust mutual claims 
between the United States and the State of Vermont, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 550); 
which sajd bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 








which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4674) granting 
an increase of pension to John Thompson, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 462); which said pil] 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3909) 
granting an increase of pension to George- Hayden, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 463); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2643) granting an 
increase of pension to Melinda H. Chapman, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied .by a report (No. 464); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9273) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James H. Sackett, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 465); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2858) granting 
an increase of pension to Delia B. Stuart, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 466); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1689) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry H. Houghton, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by-a report (No. 467); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Priyate Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7719) granting 
an increase of pension to Hiram B. Cozine, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 468); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1688) granting an 
increase of pension to Frederick Bellman, reported the same 
| without amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 469); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5610) 
granting a pension to Annie Dorfner, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 470); which said Dill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2392) granting an 
increase of pension to William W. Misner, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 471); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9633) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret Hutcheson Booth, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 472); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4392) granting a 
pension to Abbie E. Webster, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 473); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
| which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 265) granting an in- 
| crease of pension to Frances Gray, reported the same without 
| amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 474); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

| Healso, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
| bill of the Senate (S. 2509) granting an increase of pension to Ab- 
| ner B. Edson, reported the same without amendment, accom))a- 
nied by a report (No. 475); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred thie 
bill of the Senate (S. 2126) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Williams, alias Thomas W. Lennox, reported the same 
| without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 476); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3910) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles W. Hoffman, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 477); which si id 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mrs DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2128) granting «n 
increase of pension to George A. Seebold, reported the same wit!!- 








out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 478); which said 

bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 185!) 








1904. 






granting an increase of pension to David T. Towles, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 479); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House ( H. R, 8718) granting 
a pension to Caswell P. Ford, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 480); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1911) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ambrose W, Severance, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 481); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2548) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma McFarland, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 482); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4624) granting a 
pension to Isabella Phelps, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 483); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4679) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Martha M. Pierce, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 484); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 980) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary Von Kusserow, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 485); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

, Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4180) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph G. Thomas, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 486); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2470) 
granting an increase of pension to Harriet 8S. Packard, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 487); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2496) granting an increase of pension to 
Ebenezer Wing, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 488); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2689) granting an increase of pension to 
David M. Kanouse, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 489); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 910) granting | 


an increase of pension to Freeman York, reported the same with- 


out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 490); which said | 


bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

_Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5598) 
granting a pension to Hiram Parker, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 491); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

_He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5568) granting an increase of pension to 
Emily Chapman, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 492); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calender. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
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panied by a report (No. 496); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 614) granting a pension to Michael 
O’Brian, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 497); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9060) granting 
an increase of pension to John Connors, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 498); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9683) granting a 
pension to Henry Austin, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 499); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. ; 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2298) granting a 
pension to Patrick J. Conway, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 500); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2222) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard A. Kendall, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 501); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9610) granting an 
increase of pension to Fredrick Halling, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 502); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9:26) granting an 
increase of pension to William S. Campbell, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 503); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7239) granting 
a pension to Lydia M. Hill, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 504); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7418) granting an 
increase of pension to Peter Minkler, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 505); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8079) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. La Forest, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 506); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9376) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Martin Reuthler, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No 507): which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 891) granting an 
increase of pension to Erwin R. Cole, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 508); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 897) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
D. Frogge, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 509); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 





which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8370) granting an | Which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6999) granting 
increase of pension to Joseph Addams, reported the same with | an increase of pension to Albert W. Jones, reported the same 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 493); which said bill | with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 510); which said 


and repc rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 
_Mr. MLERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1428) grant- 





ing an increase of pension to George Pennington, reported the | 


same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 494); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

_He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 594) granting an increase of pension to Fin- 
ley ‘T. Johnson, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 495); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


bill of the Senate (S. 593) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
Horn, reported the same without amendment, accom- 


liam H, 


bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8203) grant- 
ing a pension to James M. Hemphill, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 511); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
whith was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6881) to pension 
Zachariah T. Bryant, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 512); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 892) granting 
an increase of pension to William C. Davis, reported the same 


inated 








1232 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. JANUARY 26, 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 513); whichsaid| Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. was referred the bill of the House H. R. 2385, reported in licy 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | thereof a resolution (H. Res. 168) referring to the Court of Claims 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1947) granting an | the papers in the case of Burwell J. Curry, accompanied by a re. 
increase of pension to Patrick Judge, reported the same without | port (No. 531); which said resolution and report were referred to 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 514); which said bill | the Private Calendar. 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | was referred the bill of the House H. R. 7520, reported in liey 
bill of the Senate (S. 2612) granting a pension to Sarah J. Bel- | thereof a resolution (H. Res. 169) referring to the Court of Claims 
lamy, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a | the papers in the case of W. W. Norris, accompanied by a report 
report (No. 515); which said bill and report were referred to the | (No. 532); which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9024) granting | was referred the bill of the House H. R. 1030, reported in lien 
an increase of pension to Jacob Laird, reported the same with | thereof a resolution (H. Res. 170) referring to the Court of Claims 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 516); which said bill | the papers in the case of E. A. Best, administratrix of Adaline D. 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. Turner, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 533); which said 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7236) granting an Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
increase of pension to W. R. McCullough, reported the same with | was referred the bill of the House H. R. 2403, reported in lieu 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 517); which said bill | thereof a resolution (H. Res. 171) referring to the Court of Claims 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. the papers in the case of M. H. Carr, accompanied by a report 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | (No. 534); which said resolution and report were referred to the 

~to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6869) pee Private Calendar. 
an increase of pension to Lorenzo D. Elmer, reported the same Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No.518); which | was referred the bill of the House H. R. 9920, reported in lieu 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. thereof a resolution (H. Res. 172) referring to the Court of Claims 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | the papers in the case of the heirs of Nancy Montgomery, accom- 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7382) granting a | panied by a report (No. 535); which said_resolution and report 
pension to Ellen A. Harmon, reported the same with amendment, | were referred to the Private Calendar. ~ 
accompanied by a report (No. 519); which said bill and report Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
were referred to the Private Calendar. was referred the bill of the House H. R. 10816, reported in lieu 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | thereof a resolution (H. Res. 173) referring to the Court of Claims 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1953) granting a | the papers in the case of Mattie P. Barnard, Katharine Caldwell, 
pension to Susan Fenno, reported the same without amendment, | and Harry M. Rhett, heirs of Harriett M. Barnard, deceased, ac- 
accompanied by a report (No. 520); which said bill and report | companied by areport (No. 536); which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. . were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which | Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8806) for the relief of | was referred the bill of the House H. R. 2160, reported in lien 
Avin W. Harper, reported the same with amendment, accom- | thereof a resolution (H. Res. 174) referring to the Court of Claims 
panied by a report (No. 521); which said bill and report were re- | the papers in the case of the personal representative of the es- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. tate of Alexander Myers, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which | 537); which said resolution and report were referred to the Priv- 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3485) for the relief of | ate Calendar. 

Joseph Swisher, reported the same without amendment, accom- Mr. GREGG, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
panied by a report (No. 522); which said bill and report were re- | was referred the bill of the House H. R. 7815, reported in lieu 
ferred to the Private Calendar. thereof a resolution (H. Res. 175) referring to the Court of Claims 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on War Claims, to which | the papers in the case of the heirs of Robert May and others, ac- 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1280) for the relief of | companied bya report (No. 538); which said resolution and report 
W. J. Warren, reported the same without amendment, accom- | were referred to the Private Calendar. 
panied by a report (No. 523); which said bill and report were re- Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
ferred to the Private Calendar. was referred the bill of the House H. R. 2408, reported in lieu 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which | thereof a resolution (H. Res. 176) referring to the Court of Claims 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10533) for the relief of | the papers in the case of the estate of F. L. Hammond, deceased, 
Capt. E. P. Brewer, reported the same without amendment, ac- | accompanied by a report (No. 539); which said resolution and 
companied by a report (No. 524); which said bill and report were | report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
referred to the Private Calendar. Mr. GREGG, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 

Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which | was referred the bill of the House H. R. 10714, reported in lieu 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9851) for the relief of | thereof a resolution (H. Res. 177) referring to the Court of Claims 
William T. Ratliff, administrator of the estate of Sarah G. Clark, | the papers in the case of Francis M. Sheppard, accompanied by a 
deceased, reported thesame without amendment, accompanied by | report (No. 540); which said resolution and report were referred 
a report (No. 525); which said bill and report were referred to the | to the Private Calendar. 

Private Calendar. Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, to 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 6068, reported in 
‘bill of the House (H. R. 3227) for the relief of Frank Hanson, re- | lien thereof a resolution (H. Res. 178) referring to the Court of 

ed the same without amendment, accompanied by a report | Claims the papers in the case of J. E. Caldwell, accompanied by a 
(No. 526); which said bill and report were referred to the Private | report (No. 541); which said resolution and report were referred 
Calendar. to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which| Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R..796, reported in lieu | was referred the bill of the House H. R. 1613, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res, 165) referring to the Court of Claims | thereof a resolution (H. Res. 179) referring to the Court of Claims 
the papers in the case of the owners of the barge Charlie, accom- | the papers in the case of Dan Walden, accompanied by a report 
panied by a report (No. 528); which said resolution and report | (No. 542); which said resolution and report were referred to the 
were referred to the Private Calendar. Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
bill of the House H. R. 6915, reported in lieu thereof a resolution | referred the bill of the House H. R. 10719, reported in lieu thereof 
(H. Res. 166) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the | a resolution (H. Res. 180) referring to the Court of Claims the 
case of Mary J. McClothen, accompanied by a report (No. 529); | papers in the case of Mrs. G. W. Ross, Mrs. H. C. Cary, Mrs. 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private | Annie Brooks, L. C. Wilcoxon, and Willie Wilcoxon, heirs 0! 
Calendar. Wiley Franks, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 513); 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which | which said resolution and report were ined to the Private 
was referred the bill of the Honse H. R. 5371, reported in lieu | Calendar. 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 167) referring to the Court of Claims He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
the papers in the case of John L. Seargeant, accompanied by a | bill of the House H. R. 10585, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
report (No. 530); which said resolution and report were referred | (H. Res. 181) referring to the Court of Claims the rs in the 
to the Private Calendar. case of the vestry of Christ Episcopal Church, of Holly Springs, 
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‘<<. accompanied by a report (No. 544); which said resolution 
oa report a referred to the Private Calendar. — : 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 1010, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 182) referring to the Court of Claims 
the papers in the case of the heirs of Samuel Ayres, deceased, ac- 
companied by areport (No. 545); which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. , 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
pill of the House H. R. 2623, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
(H. Res. 183) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case 
of Mrs. Ellen H. Smith, accompanied by a report (No. 546); which 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 1117, reported in lien 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 184) referring to the Court of Claims 
the papers in the case of the trustees of the Methodist Church at 
Prospect, Giles County, Tenn., accompanied by a report (No. 547), 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 

alendar. 

: Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 11010, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 185) referring to the Court of Ciaims 
the papers in the case of the First Baptist Church, Helena, Ark., 
accompanied by a report (No. 548); which said resolution and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 1150, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 186) referring to the Court of Claims 
the papers in the case Hiram Lodge, No. 7, of Free and Accepted 
Masons, of Franklin, Tenn., accompanied by a report (No. 549); 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 





ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2, Rule XIIT, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10561) for the relief of 
Amos Woodruff, president of the Overton Hotel Company, re- 
ported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 527); 
which said bill and report were ordered to lie on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9599) granting a pension to Grace P. Paddock— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5880) granting an increase of pension to Dennis 
Dunn—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R, 10404) granting a pension to Florence E. Foster— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7985) granting a pension to Alice Jenifer—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 805) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. McConkey—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
0 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_A bill (H. R. 5881) granting an increase of pension to William 
Cary—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
mmittee on Invalid Pensions, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
doen following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
20 OWS: 

By Mr.McGUIRE: A bill (H.R.11119) toprovide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Shawnee, 
Dikla.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11120) to provide for the purchase of a site 
And the erection of a — building thereon at Elreno, Okla.— 

the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. - 

. Also, a bill (H. R. 11121) to appropriate the sum of $150,000 to 
rect a public building at Enid, Okla.—to the Committee on Pub- 
c Buildings and Grounds. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 11122) to amend an act to prohibit the pas- 
ige of special or local laws in the Territories, to limit the Terri- 


he Territories for other purposes—to the Committee on 
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By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 11123) for 
the improvement of White Oak River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 11124) to suppress monopolies or 
trusts in restraint of trade in cattle, hogs, other animals, or 
meats—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 11125) to amend section 2 
of the act approved March 3, 1879, being an act making appro- 
priations for the payment of arrears of pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 11126) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to add to the segregation of coal and 
asphalt lands in Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, Indian Terri- 
tory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 11127) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of War to improve the Des Moines River, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 11128) to modify and 
amend an agreement with the Indians of the Devils Lake Reser- 
vation, in North Dakota, toaccept and ratify the same as amended, 
and making appropriation and provision to carry the same into 
effect—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 11129) to promote commerce, 
protect shipping, and contribute to the defenses of the harbor and 
city of New York, by the construction of a canal connecting Long 
Island Sound and the several bays and waterways to the east, and 
on the south side of Long Island, with New York Harbor—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 11130) to authorize the 
sale of a part of what is known as the Red Lake Indian Reserva- 
a in the State of Minnesota—to the Committee on Indian 

airs. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 11131) to refund to 
the Territory of Hawaii the amount expended maintaining light- 
houses and light-house service on its coasts from the time the 
Territory became United States territory until said light-houses 
= taken under Government control—to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: A bill (H. R. 11132) to establish a light 
and fog signal at or near Black Ledge, New London Harbor, Con- 
necticut—to the Committee on Interstateand Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11133) donating gun carriages to the Con- 
necticut commissioners for the care and preservation of Fort Gris- 
wold—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 11134) to modify and 
amend an agreement with the Red Lake and Pembina bands of 
Indians of the Red Lake Reservation, in Minnesota, and to ratify 
the same as amended, and making appropriation and provision 
to carry the same into effect—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 11135) amending an act ap- 
proved March 3, 1901, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for celebrating 
the one hundredth anniversary of the purchase of the Louisiana 
Territory by the United States, by holding an international exhi- 
bition of arts, industries, manufactures, and the products of the 
soil, mine, forest, and sea, in the city of St. Louis, in the State of 
Missouri ’’—to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 11136) to provide for the hearing 
and determination of contests of the claims of States to swamp 
land under swamp-land grants—to the Committee on the Public 


8. 

By Mr. KINKAITD: A bill (H. R. 11137) to grant to homesteaders 
on the Fort Randall Military Reservation in Boyd County, Nebr., 
and Gregory County, S. Dak., a second homestead right-—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 11138) to increase the efficiency 
and safety of the mercantile marine of the United States by cre- 
ating a commission to revise the laws relating to construction, 
installation, and inspection of marine boilers, to provide uni- 
formity of inspection of marine boilers in the United States and 
insular possessions, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11139) to require the employment of vessels 
of the United States for public purposes—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 11140) in amendment 
of sections 2 and 8 of an act entitled ‘‘An act granting pensions 
to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance 
of manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor 
children, and dependent parents ’’—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution, (H. Res. 165) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 796—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 166) re- 
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with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 518); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1947) granting an 
increase of pension to Patrick Judge, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 514); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2612) granting a pension to Sarah J. Bel- 
lamy, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 515); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9024) granting 


an increase of pension to Jacob Laird, reported the same with | 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 516); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7236) granting an 
increase of pension to W. R. McCullough, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 517); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

~to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6869) ating 
an increase of pension to Lorenzo D. Elmer, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No.518); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7382) granting a 
pension to Ellen A. Harmon, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 519); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1953) granting a 
pension to Susan Fenno, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 520); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. ; 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8806) for the relief of 
Avin W. Harper, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 521); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3485) for the relief of 
Joseph Swisher, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 522); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1280) for the relief of 
W. J. Warren, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 523); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which | 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10533) for the relief of 
Capt. E. P. Brewer, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 524); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9851) for the relief of | 


William T. Ratliff, administrator of the estate of Sarah G. Clark, 
deceased, reported thesame without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 525); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
‘bill of the House (H. R. 3227) for the relief of Frank Hanson, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
a 526); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 796, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res, 165) referring to the Court of Claims 
the papers in the case of the owners of the barge Charlie, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 528); which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 6915, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
(H. Res. 166) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the 
case of Mary J. McClothen, accompanied by a report (No. 529); 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 5371, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 167) referring to the Court of Claims 
the papers in the case of John L. Seargeant, accompanied by a 
report (No. 530); which said resolution and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 2385, reported in licy 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 168) referring to the Court of Claims 
the papers in the case of Burwell J. Curry, accompanied by a re. 
port (No. 531); which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 7520, reported in liey 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 169) referring to the Court of Claims 
the papers in the case of W. W. Norris, accompanied by a report 
(No. 532); which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 1030, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 170) referring to the Court of Claims 
the papers in the case of E. A. Best, administratrix of Adaline D. 
Turner, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 533); which said 
resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 2403, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 171) referring to the Court of Claims 
the papers in the case of M. H. Carr, accompanied by a report 
(No. 534); which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was refer~ed the bill of the House H. R. 9920, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 172) referring to the Court of Claims 
the papers in the case of the heirs of Nancy Montgomery, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 535); which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 10816, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 173) referring to the Court of Claims 
the papers in the case of Mattie P. Barnard, Katharine Caldwell, 
and Harry M. Rhett, heirs of Harriett M. Barnard. deceased, ac- 


| companied by areport (No. 536); which said resolution and report 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 2160, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 174) referring to the Court of Claims 
the papers in the case of the personal representative of the es- 
tate of Alexander Myers, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 
537); which said resolution and report were referred to the Priv- 
ate Calendar. 

Mr. GREGG, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 7815, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 175) referring to the Court of Claims 
the papers in the case of the heirs of Robert May and others, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 538); which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 2408, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 176) referring to the Court of Claims 


| the papers in the case of the estate of F. L. Hammond, deceased, 
| accompanied by a report (No. 539); which said resolution and 


report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GREGG, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 10714, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 177) referring to the Court of Claims 
the papers in the case of Francis M. Sheppard, accompanied by a 
report (No. 540); which said resolution and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 6068, reported in 
lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 178) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of J. E. Caldwell, accompanied by a 
report (No. 541); which said resolution and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 1613, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 179) referring to the Court of Claims 
the papers in the case of Dan Walden, accompanied by a report 
(No. 542); which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 10719, reported in lieu thereof 
a resolution (H. Res. 180) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of Mrs. G. W. Ross, Mrs. H. C. Cary, Mrs. 
Annie Brooks, L. C. Wilcoxon, and Willie Wilcoxon, heirs of 
Wiley Franks, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 543); 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 10585, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
(H. Res. 181) referring to the Court of Claims Comes in the 
case of the vestry of Christ Episcopal Church, of Holly Springs, 











‘<3., accompanied by a report (No. 544); which said resolution 
wes report wane referred to the Private Calendar. — : 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 1010, reported in lieu 
the reof a resolution (H. Res. 182) referring to the Court of Claims 
the papers in the case of the heirs of Samuel Ayres, deceased, ac- 
companied by areport (No. 545); which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 5 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 

pill of the House H. R. 2628, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
(H. Res. 183) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case 
of Mrs. Ellen H. Smith, accompanied by a report (No. 546); which 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 1117, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 184) referring to the Court of Claims 
the papers in the case of the trustees of the Methodist Church at 
Prospect, Giles County, Tenn., accompanied by areport (No. 547), 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Nalendar. 
" Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 11010, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolutton (H. Res. 185) referring to the Court of Claims 
the papers in the case of the First Baptist Church, Helena, Ark., 
accompanied by a report (No. 548); which said resolution and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 1150, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 186) referring to the Court of Claims 
the papers in the case Hiram Lodge, No. 7, of Free and Accepted 
Masons, of Franklin, Tenn., accompanied by a report (No. 549); 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar, 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2, Rule XIIT, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10561) for the relief of 
Amos Woodruff, president of the Overton Hotel Company, re- 
ported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 527); 
which said bill and report were ordered to lie on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9599) granting a pension to Grace P. Paddock— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 5880) granting an increase of pension to Dennis 
Dunn—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R, 10404) granting a pension to Florence E. Foster— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7985) granting a pension to Alice Jenifer—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R, 805) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. McConkey—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5881) granting an increase of pension to William 
Cary—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
phn following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
OLLOWS: 

sy Mr. McGUTRE: A bill (H.R. 11119) toprovide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Shawnee, 
Okla.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (Hl. R. 11120) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Elreno, Okla.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11121) to appropriate the sum of $150,000 to 
erect a public building at Enid, Okla.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11122) to amend an act to prohibit the pas- 
Sage of special or local laws in the Territories, to limit the Terri- 


orial indebtedness, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the Territories, 
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By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 11123) for 
the improvement of White Oak River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 11124) to suppress monopolies or 
trusts in restraint of trade in cattle, hogs, other animals, or 
meats—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 11125) to amend section 2 
of the act approved March 3, 1879, being an act making appro- 
priations for the payment of arrears of pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 11126) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to add to the segregation of coal and 
asphalt lands in Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, Indian Terri- 
tory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 11127) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of War to improve the Des Moines River, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 11128) to modify and 
amend an agreement with the Indians of the Devils Lake Reser- 
vation, in North Dakota, to acceptand ratify the same as amended, 
and making appropriation and provision to carry the same into 
effect—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 11129) to promote commerce, 
protect shipping, and contribute to the defenses of the harbor and 
city of New York, by the construction of a canal connecting Long 
Island Sound and the several bays and waterways to the east, and 
on the south side of Long Island, with New York Harbor—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 11130) to authorize the 
sale of a part of what is known as the Red Lake Indian Reserva- 
oa in the State of Minnesota—to the Committee on Indian 

airs. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 11131) to refund to 
the Territory of Hawaii the amount expended maintaining light- 
houses and light-house service on its coasts from the time the 
Territory became United States territory until said light-houses 
— taken under Government control—to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: A bill (H. R. 11132) to establish a light 
and fog signal ator near Black Ledge, New London Harbor, Con- 
necticut—to the Committee on Interstateand Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11133) donating gun carriages to the Con- 
necticut commissioners for the care and preservation of Fort Gris- 
wold—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 11134) to modify and 
amend an agreement with the Red Lake and Pembina bands of 
Indians of the Red Lake Reservation, in Minnesota, and to ratify 
the same as amended, and making appropriation and provision 
to carry the same into effect—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 11135) amending an act ap- 
proved March 8, 1901, entitled ‘“‘An act to provide for celebrating 
the one hundredth anniversary of the purchase of the Louisiana 
Territory by the United States, by holding an international exhi- 
bition of arts, industries, manufactures, and the products of the 
soil, mine, forest, and sea, in the city of St. Louis, in the State of 
Missouri ’’—to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 11136) to provide for the hearing 
and determination of contests of the claims of States to swamp 
land under swamp-land grants—to the Committee on the Public 


Lands. 

By Mr. KINKAITD: A bill (H. R. 11187) to grant to homesteaders 
on the Fort Randall Military Reservation in Boyd County, Nebr., 
and Gregory County, S. Dak., a second homestead right-—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 11138) toincrease the efficiency 
and safety of the mercantile marine of the United States by cre- 
ating a commission to revise the laws relating to construction, 
installation, and inspection of marine boilers, to provide uni- 
formity of inspection of marine boilers in the United States and 
insular possessions, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11139) to require the employment of vessels 
of the United States for public purposes—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 11140) in amendment 
of sections 2 and 3 of an act entitled ‘‘An act granting pensions 
to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance 
of manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor 
children, and dependent parents ’’—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution, (H. Res. 165) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 796—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 166) re- 
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ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 6915—to the Private 


Calendar. 


By Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 167) referring to the Court of Claims the bill | 


H. R. 5371—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 168) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 2385—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 169) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 7520—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 170) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 1030—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 


lution (H. Res. 171) referring to the Court of Claims the bill | 


H. R. 2403—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. HAUGEN. from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 172) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 9920—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 173) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 10816—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 174) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 2160—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. GREGG, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
Iution (H. Res. 175) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 7815—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. GIBSON. from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
Iution (H. Res. 176) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 2408—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. GREGG, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 177) referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 
10714—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on War Claims: 


A resolution (H. Res. 178) referring to the Court of Claims the 


bill H. R. 6068—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 179) referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 
1613—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 180) referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 
10719—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 181) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 10585—to the Private 
Calendar. 

By Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 182) referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 
1010—to the Private Ca'endar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 183) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 2623—to the Private 
Calendar. 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 184) referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 
1117—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
Intion (H. Res. 185) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 11010—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 186) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 1150—to the Private Calendar. - 

By Mr. BAKER: A resolution (H. Res. 188) directing the Ju- 
diciary Committee to investigate and report whether, in sending 
a railroad pass to RopertT Baker, a Member of this House, the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company was violating the law— 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MINOR: A resolution (H. Res. 189) taking steps to con- 
serve the fur seal of Alaska—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL, from the Committee on Elections No. 3: 


A resolution (H. Res. 190) that Hon. George Howell was not 


elected a Representative in the Fifty-eighth Congress from the 
Tenth district of the State of Pennsylvania—to the House Calen- 
dar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 191) that 
Hon. William Connell was duly elected a Representative in the 


Fifty-eighth Congress from the Tenth district of the State of 


Pennsylvania and is entitled to a seat therein—to the House Cal- 
endar. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
i following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 
By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 11141) granting an increase of 
pension to John B. Keller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 11142) granting an jy. 
crease of a to Charles H. L. Groffmann—to the Committeg 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROOKS: A bill (H. R. 11148) for the relief of Dayiq 
K. Wall and the heirs of John A. Witter, deceased—to the Com. 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 11144) granting a pension 
| to Elzie May Camp Bernard—to the Committee on Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 11145) for the relief of George T. Welch— 
| to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11146) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11147) to restore David B. Jeffers to the 
United States Army with the rank of first lieutenant and place 
him upon the retired list—to the Committee on Military A ffairs, 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 11148) granting an jp. 
| crease of pension to George W. Stanfield—to the Committee op 
| Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 11149) granting an increase of pension to 
| Charles R. Ellis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 11150) granting an increase of pension to 
| Marvin A. Wixson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11151) granting a pension to Eliza M. Burke— 

| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 11152) for the relief of the 
estate of Oliver Milburn, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 11153) granting an increase of 
pension to William D. Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

| sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11154) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Swart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 11155) granting an increase of 

| penison to Henry Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr, FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 11156) for the relief of 
Mary Leary and children—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 11157) for the relief of Seth 
Davis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11158) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Hargrave—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11159) granting an ipcrease of pension to 
Hiram E. Monroe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 11160) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Randall Denney—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 11161) to authorize the Presi- 
dent to appoint Maj. William Austine, retired, to the grade of 
colonel in the United States Army and place him on the retired 
list as such—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 11162) for the relief of the estate of 
Samuel Good, deceased, late of Rockingham County, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 11163) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Azuboth Srofe—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 11164) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth C. Winton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 11165) granting a pen-ion 
to Thompson F.. Fristee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 11166) granting a pensivn to 
John Hale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11167) granting an increase of pension to 
James K. Nickell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 11168) for the relief of Isaac A. 
Kase—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 11169) granting an 
increase of pension to Reuben G. Porter—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 11170) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah J. Paynter—to the Committee on [n- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11171) granting an increase of pension to 
Isabella Whitson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

* Also, a bill (H. R. 11172) granting an increase of pensivn to 
John W. Burton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11173) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph M. Baldwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11174) granting an increase of pension to 
Herman J. Watjen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 11175) granting an increase 
of pension to Isaac S. Drummond—to the Committee on Invali'l 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 11176) granting an increase of 
pension to George Lintern—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11177) granting an increase of pension ” 
George Manypenny—to the Committee on Pensions, 











By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 11178) for the relief of Miss 
Lelia G. Casey—to the Committee on Claims. : 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 11179) to in- 
crease the pension of William G. Miller—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

— Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 11180) for the relief of George 8. 
Ayre—to the Committee on War Claims. 

‘py Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 11181) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to issue a patent to the city of Roswell, N. 
Mex., for certain tracts of land—to the Committee on the Public 

ands. 

» By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 11182) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William J. Murray—to the Com- 
yittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 11183) for the relief of Marmon, 
Spence Pope—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 11184) to carry into effect 
the findings of the Court of Claims in the Congressional case No. 
93193, the Washington Loan and Trust Company, legal repre- 
sentative of the estate of Aaron Van Camp, deceased, and Mary 
M. U. Chapin and Rua P. Chapin, legal representatives of the 
estate of Virginius P. Chapin, deceased, against the United 
States—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 11185) for the relief of 
Daniel J. Ockerson—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 11186) granting 
relief to certain members of the Seventh Michigan Cavalry, war 
of the rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 11187) granting an increase 
of pension to Fyanna Myers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R, 11188) granting an increase 
of pension to Hanson Bottomstone—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
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Also,a bill (H. R. 11189) granting an increase of pension to | 


Capt. Henry Wilhelm—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WYNN: A bill (H. R. 11190) for the relief of Henry 
Finnegas—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 11191) granting a pension to 
Zachariah Minnear—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 11192) 
granting an increase of pension to William Seymour Alden—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11198) granting an increase of pension to 
Abbie W. Griffin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11194) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank S. Nickerson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11195) for the relief of James A. Chamber- | 


lain—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 11196) for the relief of the heirs and legal 
representatives of Samuel Svenson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 11197) for the relief of the heirs and legal 
repecne a of Valentine Kirchner—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 11198) granting an 
increase of pension to James M, Jones—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of J. D. Mitchell and six others, 
of Union Point, Ga., in favor of the enactment of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Whipple Post, No. 414, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Kankakee, Il. , in faver of a service-pension law—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_Also, memorial of Hon, A. H. Jackson, asking for compensa- 
tion for expenses in the contested-election case of Norton v. Jack- 
son—to the Committee on Elections No. 2. 

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of the officers and teachers af the Uni- 
versity of Maine, for converting the big-tree groves of California 
into national ea the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Letter from Woodhouse & Bartley Bank, 
Bloomington, Wis., in favor of the passage of bill H. R. 5068, rel- 
ative to the redemption of mutilated United States notes—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, letter from Wisconsin Banking Association, favoring pas- 
sage of bill H. R. 5068—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, resolution of Grand Army of the Republic Post No. 158, 
Ontario, Wis.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BADGER: Resolution of Farmers’ Institute at Grove- 
port, Ohio, in favor of the enactment of the Brownlow good-roads 
bill, ete.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of Leavenworth Council, No. 76, United Com- 
mercial Travelers, relative to amending the bankruptcy act—to 
the Committee on the J udiciary. 
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Also, resolution of Mound City Council, No. 207, of United 
Commercial Travelers of America, relative to the amending of 
the bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Paper to accompany House bill to pen- 
sion C. H. L. Groffmann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of St. Louis, against eight-hour law— 
to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of citizens of St. Louis, against anti-injunction 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Resolution of E. C. Little Post, No. 54, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, in favor of 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., in 
opposition to the enactment of an eight-hour bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 

Also, petition of citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., opposing anti-injunc- 
tion bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 2574, 
granting an increase of pension to Elias Riegle—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 9355, granting an increase of 
pension to Byron Drake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 9354, granting an increase of 
pension to John Richmond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 9362, granting an increase of 
pension to Stephen Bashaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 9358, granting an increase 
of pension to Albert D. Davey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 9356, granting an increase 
of pension to Harvey C. Button—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 10034, granting a pension 


| to Lucinda Vincent—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 2569, granting an increase 
of pension to Mahlon L. Angle—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
| sions. 

Also, resolution of Charles A. Price Post, No. 405, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Michigan, in favor of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Papers to accompany H. J. Res. 89, for 
the relief of Daniel B. Watts—to the Committee on Military 


| Affairs. 
| By Mr. DWIGHT: Papers to accompany bill granting pension 


to William M. Swart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of Everett Chamber of 
Commerce, urging an appropriation of $50,000 to increase the 
facilities of the Tulalip Indian Reservation school—to the Com- 
| mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER: Memorial of J. E. Pettit, in favor of bill 
H. R. 2895, for the relief of telegraph operators who served in the 
war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Merchant and Manufacturers’ Associ- 
ation of Baltimore, relative to the improvement of the main ship 
| channel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 





Also, resolution of Randolph Post, No. 93, Grand Army of the 
| Republic, of Tonica, Ill.,in favor of a service-pension law—to the 
| Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Resolution of the 
Gloucester Board of Trade, relative to the restoration of mer- 
chant marine—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the Gloucester Board of Trade, relative to 
arbitration treaties between the United States and foreign coun- 
tries—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Gloucester Board of Trade, relative to 
the reorganization of the consular service—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Gloucester Board of Trade, relative to the 
destruction of derelicts at sea—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of E. E. Wiley and 26 others, F. J. 
Fowler and 30 others, Robert Walker and 28 others, and A. P. 
Bissell and 17 others, of Harriman, Tenn., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, paper to accompany bill to pension Martha J. Taylor—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany claim of J. T. Cooper—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Paper to accompany Honse bill grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Randall Denney—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Ohio Vicksburg Battlefield Association 
in favor of the enactment of bill H. R. 5084, providing for a na- 
tional park commission—to the Committee on Military Affaira, 
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By Mr. HEDGE: Memorial of the Upper Mississippi River Im- | tive to the Red Lake and Pembina bands of Chippewa Indians, of 
rovement Association, relative to the improvement of the upper | minnesota—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Mississippi River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Resolutions of Farragut Ransom Post, 
No. 379; Lenox Post, No. 316; Abe Flick Post, No. 487; John A. 
Adams Post, No. 195; Shively Post, No. 421; William Dafur Post, 
No. 297; Frank Nolan Post, No. 208; Rice Post, No. 283; Upton 
Post, No. 248; Van Wert Post, No. 205; Samuel Sumner Post, No. 
398; Sedgwick Post, No. 10; Henry Walton Post, No. 312; Wayne 
Post, No. 137: Weldon Post, No. 426; McKnight Post, No. 491; 
Union Post, No. 441, and Osceola Post, No. 173, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Iowa, in favor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: Resolution of Jonathan Casto Post, 
No. 342, Grand Army of the Republic, of Blanchester, Ohio, in 
favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns, F 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of E. E. Wisby— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOGG: Petition of Grand Junction Ministerial Asso- 


| 
| 


By Mr. WADE: Resolution of James Cross Post, No. 292, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Millersburg, Iowa, in favor of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Resolutions of William Law 
rence Post, No, 794, of New Burnside, Ill., and James C. Lasater 
Post, No. 570, of Millshoals, [ll., Grand Army of the Republic, 
in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Golconda, IIl., against parcels-post 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 27, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp Everett Har. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Burrows, and by unanimous 


ciation, of Colorado, favoring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver | consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Salida (Colo.) Board of Trade, protesting 
against changes in present land laws—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of Grand Army of the Republic posts No. 63, 
Department of Colorado and Wyoming; No. 13, of Greeley, Colo.; 
No. 109, of Meeker, Colo.; No. 16, of Monte Vista, Colo.; No. 31, 
of Colorado Springs, Colo.; No. 100 and No. 54, of Telluride, Colo., 
- favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 

-ensions, 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Resolution of General Wil- 
liam S. Truer Post, No. 118, Grand Army of the Republic, De- 
partment of New Jersey, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Petition of the Reformed 
Church of Paramus, of Ridgewood, N. J., against sale of liquor 
= Government buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 

raffic. 

Also, petition of the Reformed Church of Paramus, of Ridge- 
wood, N. J., for the passage of a bill to prevent nullification of 
State liquor laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of George G. Meade Post, No. 7, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of New Jersey, in favor of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of citizens of Blakesburg, Iowa, in 
favor of the passage of bill H. R. 2895, for the relief of military 
telegraph operators—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Resolution of the West Pennsylvania Synod 
of the Lutheran Church, in favor of the Hepburn bill (H. R. 
4072)—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAHONEY: Petition of C. Zeglen, relative to bullet- 
proof cloth—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Papers to accompany House bill to 
increase pension of Joseph M. Baldwin—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting increase of pen- 
sion to Thomas Headdy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill to increase pension of 
J. E. Speake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill to increase pension of 
Sarah J. Paynter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PALMER: Petitions of W. 8S. Morgan and 15 others 
and of the First Methodist Episcopal Church, of Derranceton, Pa.., 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Simon J. McCann, 
of Fort Wayne, Ind., in favor of bill providing for the erection 
of a monument to the memory of Commodore John Barry—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. SIMS: Resolution of the county court of Madison 
County, Tenn., in favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Resolutions of G. H. Ewing 
Post, No. 208; Steele Brothers Post, No. 441; Dick Richardson 
Post, No. 147; Dewey Post, No. 60; John and Alfred Ryder Post, 
No. 404; J. B. McPherson Post, No. 183; Henry H. Knapp Post, 
No. 284; Fred Walker Post, No. 134; James Bradley Post, No. 
194; Governor Crapo Post, No. 145, and Phil. McKernan Post, 
No. 53, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Michigan, 
in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. é 

Also, petition of C. P. Maxan, of Waterford, Mich., against 
passage of parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. ; 

By Mr. STEENERSON: Papers to accompany House bill rela- 





—— pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, 


WALTER B. JORDAN, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting certain 
information relative to a contract entered into with Walter B. 
Jordan, of Miles City, Mont., for the delivery at various posts 
during the fiscal year 1901 of large quantities of provisions for the 
Indian service, amounting to $1,289.51, and recOMmending that 


| he be reimbursed therefor; which, with the accompanying pa- 


pers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
PURCHASE OF INDIAN SUPPLIES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs relative to pur- 
chases made in open market of Indian goods and supplies in excess 
of $500, and under exigencies authorized by the Secretary of the 
Interior during the fiscal year, 1903, etc.; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PINE RIDGE AGENCY, 8. DAK. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting papers 
from the files of the records of the Indian Department giving the 
history of the recent encounter between certain Sioux Indians of 
the Pine Ridge Agency, 8. Dak., and the sheriff’s posse from 
Wyoming, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolu- 
tion; and they were thereupon signed by the President pro tem- 

ore: 

A bill (S. 9) granting an increase of pension to David E. Burbank; 

A bill (S. 12) granting an increase of pension to Francis E. Chase; 

A bill (S.13) granting an increase of pension to William Clark; 

A bill (S. 14) granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. 


Perry; 
‘ <4 bill (S. 99) granting an increase of pension to Joel C. Shep- 


erd; 
A bill (S. 182) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. Holt; 
A bill (S. 190) granting an increase of pension to Charies H. Bell; 
A bill (8. 451) granting an increase of pension to William T. 
Conant; 
A bill (S. 452) granting an increase of pension to Albert W. 
Bullock; 
ad bill (S. 456) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
ierce; 
A bill (S. 458) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Beattie; 
A bill (S. 471) granting an increase of pension to Silas Meserve; 
A bill (8. 478) granting an increase of pension to Byron D. Bab- 
cock; 
A bill (S. 478) granting an increase of pension to Olive J. Bailey; 
A bill (8. 484) granting a pension to Nancy 8. Marsh; 
A bill (8S. 547) granting an increase of pension to Irving W. 


mbs; 

A bill (S. 555) granting an increase of pension to Royal A. 5S. 
Kingsley; 
A bill (S. 565) granting an increase of pension to James E. 
Barnard; 
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A pill (8. 578) granting an increase of pension to John Bulamore; 
‘4 bill (8. 586) granting a pension to Annie H. Zall; 
‘A bill (8. 587) granting an increase of pension to Anson P, Wil- 

tall (S. 589) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Mullen; : 

= bill (S. 744) granting an increase of pension to Stephen Gas- 

oF 1 il (S. 745) granting a pension to John Swenson; 

A bill (S. 798) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
ympleton; 

Temi (S. 814) granting a pension to Mamie Thayer; ; 

A bill (S. 821) granting an increase of pension to W. Neil Den- 


ma Vill (S. 847) granting an increase of pension to John L. Bev- 
ridge; ‘ 

” ‘A bill (S. 898) granting an increase of pension to John B. Carter; 
A bill (S. 929) granting an increase of pension to Charles Ster- 


mer; : ; ; : 

A bill (S. 930) granting an increase of pension to Ferdinand 
Wiedemann; . : 

A bill (S. 987) granting an increase of pension to Rudolph 
Siebelist:; : . 

‘A bill (S. 959) granting an increase of pension to Andrew C. 
Ranard; 

A bill (S. 1259) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Stanyan; : 

A bill (S. 1834) granting an increase of pension to Amy C. 
Bosworth; 

A bill (S. 1835) granting an increase of pension to Calvin Daws; 

A bill (S. 1402) granting an increase of pension to William Paul; 

A bill (S. 1429) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth C. 
Paquin: 

A bill (S. 1487) granting an increase of pension to Clarence E. 
Bullard; 

A bill (S. 1491) granting an intrease of pension to James A. 
Hoover: 

A bill (S. 1497) granting an increase of pension to Walter F. Chase; 

A bill (S. 1498) granting an increase of pension to Winslow P. 
Eayrs; 


A bill (S. 1825) granting a pension to Josephine L. Webber; 


A bill (8. 1827) granting an increase of pension to Harris A. P. 
Lewis: 

A bill (S. 1988) granting an increase of pension to Aldredge 
Patterson; and 


A joint resolution (8. R. 82) to fill vacancies in the Board of | 


Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented memorials of the 
Turner Liedertafel Singing Society, of Hamford; of Friedrich 
Hecker Lodge, No. 440, of New Haven; of the Germania Singing 
Society, of Torrington; of the Turner Bund of Hartford, and of 


the Harmonia Society of Torrington, all in the State of Connecti- | 
cut; of the Schuetzen Verein of San Francisco; of the Pacific | 


Turn Bezirk, of San Francisco, and of the Arion Verein, of San 
Francisco, all in the State of California; of Lodge No. 596, of 
Denver, and Beer Drivers’ Union No. 56, of Denver, in the State 
of Colorado; of the Freie Briider Gemeinde, of Davenport; of 
the West Davenport Maennerchor, of Davenport; of the West 
Davenport Geselligkeits Club, of Davenport; of Hermann Lodge, 
No.489, of Davenport; of the Avoca Gesang Verein, of Avoca; of the 
Deutscher Maennerchor, of New Hampton; of Concordia Lodge, 
No.4,of Sioux City ,and of the German Mutual Fire and Wind Asso- 
ciat ion of Manning,all in the State of lowa; of Herwegh Lodge, No. 
565, of Chicago; of Robert Blum Lodge, No. 397, of Chicago; of 
Tugend Lodge, of Chicago; of the Schweizer Turn Verein, of Chi- 
cago; of Columbia Lodge, No. 178, of Chicago, and of Fortschritt 
Lodge, No. 579, of Chieago, all in the State of Ilinois; of the 
Social Turn Verein, of Indianapolis, Ind.; of the German Soldiers’ 
Aid Society, of Louisville, Ky.; of the Howard Relief Company, 
of Wilmington, N. C.; of the Deutsche Landwehr Verein, of 
Omaha, Nebr.; of the German School Societ , of Manchester, 
N. H.; of the German Sick Benefit Society, of Lawrence; of Ros- 
lindale Lodge, No. 604, of Boston, and of Washington Lodge, of 
Linton, all in the State of Massachusetts; of Humboldt Lodge, 
= 4, of Minneapolis; of Germania Rebekah Lodge, No. 7, of 
th inona, and of St. Anthony’s Turn Verein, of Minneapolis, all in 
z © State of Minnesota; of Goethe Tent, No. 207, of Bay City; of 
= German Aid Society, of Port Huron, and of the Deutsche 

; nheits Lodge, No. 645, of Kalamazoo, all in the State of Michigan; 
: the German Maennerchor, of Cumberland, and of the Singing 
Gin lety of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland; of the Teutonia 
: eee Society, of St. Louis; of the Far West Lodge, of St. Louis; 
of the Gesangsecktion Liederkranz, of St. Louis; of the Baden 





Society, of St. Joseph, and of the Germania Lodge, No. 17, of St. 
Louis, all in the State of Missouri; of the Charles C. Engel Quar- 
tette Club, of Trenton; of the Orpheus Singing Society, of Newark; 
of the Workmen’s Sick and Death Benefit Fund, Branch No. 61, of 
Trenton; of the Schuetzen Club of Hoboken; of the Social Turn 
Verein, of Trenton, and of the Singing Society of Hoboken, all in 
the State of New Jersey; of the Maennerchor of Troy; of the 
Schwaben Sick Aid Society, of Utica; of the North German So- 
ciety of Long Island; of the Turn Verein of Buffalo; of the Geis- 
tendorfer Club, of New York City; of the Turn Verein of Mica; 
of the Geistendorfer Lodge, of New York City; of the Badische 
Volksfest Verein, of New York City; of the William F. Grell As- 
sociation, of New York City; of Guttenberg Lodge, No. 112, of 
Troy; of Humboldt Lodge, of Syracuse, and of the Swiss Grutli 
Society, of New York City, all in the State of New York; of the 
Turn Verein of Cleveland; of the Turn Verein of Cincinnati; of 
Steuben Lodge, of Dayton; of the Liederkranz of Cleveland; of 
Teutonia Lodge, No. 21, of Dayton; of the Allemania Verein, 
of Cleveland; of Harmonie Lodge, No. 117, of Dayton; of Her- 
mann Encampment, No. 66, of Cincinnati; of the Haruguri Sing- 
ing Society, of Dayton; of the Turn Verein of Akron; of the 
Liederkranz Singing Society, of East Liverpool; of the Work- 
men’s Sick and Death Benefit Fund of Dayton: of the Deutscher 
Schumacher Verein, of Cincinnati, and of the Liberal Bayer- 
ischen Verein, of Cincinnati, all in the State of Ohio; of the 
Deutsche Gesellschaft of Providence, R. I.; of Concordia Lodge, 
No. 2035, of Austin; of the Shooting Company of San Antonio; 
of the Deutsche Sterbe Kasse, of Austin; of Wilhelm Tell Lodge, 
No. 175, of Gonzales, and of the Frohsinn Maennerchor Singing 
Society, of San Antonio, all in the State of Texas: of the Singing 
Society of Salt Lake City, Utah; of Lodge No. 2, of Seattle; of 
the German Club of Seattle, all in the State of Washington; of 
Lodge No. 803, of Milwaukee; of the Apollo Male Choir, of Mil- 
waukee; of the Gesang Verein of Milwaukee; of the Orpheus 
Club, of Milwaukee; of the Syra Male Choir, of Milwaukee; of 
the Euterpe Men’s Choir, of Milwaukee; of the South Side 
Gymnastic Association, of Milwaukee, and of the Incorporated 
German Society, of Marinette, all in the State of Wisconsin; of 
the German Beneficial Society, of Pitcairn; of the Danish Society 


; | of Philadelphia; of the East Pittsburg Turn Verein, of East Pitts- 
A bill (S. 1559) granting an increase of pension to Marie A. Rask; | 


burg; of the Upholsterers’ Relief Association, of Philadelphia; 


of German Beneficial Union No. 2, of Pittsburg; of German 
A bill (S. 1826) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Cutts; | 


Beneficial Union No. 18, of McKeesport; of the Turn Verein of 
Pittsburg; of German Beneficial Union No. 45, of Altoona; of 
the Schiller Turn Verein, of Pittsburg; of the German Military 
Society, of South Pittsburg; of the Schwaben Relief Society, of 
Allegheny County; of the German Beneficial Union of North 
Braddock; of Lodge No. 464, of Homestead; of District No. 46, 
of Homestead, and of the Baker Arbeiter Verein, of Philadelphia, 
all in the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of the Young People’s 
Society of Christian Endeavor of the Jefferson Avenue Presby- 
terian Church, of Detroit, Mich., praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committeeon 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a memorial of the 
Washington State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of La Center, 
Wash., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called ship- 
subsidy bill; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petitionof Mrs. Ella Higginson, of What- 
com, Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation permitting 
the manuscripts of authors to be carried at third-class mail rates; 
— was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

oads. 

He also presented, a petition of Washington State Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of La Center, Wash., praying that an 
appropriation be made for the construction of State and county 
roads; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Central 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Tacoma, Wash., praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REEp 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Everett, Wash., praying that an appropriation be made in aid of 
the Indian school at Tulalip Indian Reservation, in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented the petition of Norman A. Nelsen, of 
Yankton County, S. Dak., praying for the establishment of a 
post-check currency; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
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He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 153, Cigar 
Makers International Union, of Sioux Falls, S. Dak., remonstrat- 
ing against any change being made in the duty on tobacco im- 
ported from Cuba; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of Williams Post, No. 25, of 
Watseka; of Phil Sheridan Post, No. 615, of Oak Park; of T. B. 
Lee Post, No. 692, of Orchardville; of Washington Post, No. 573, 
of Chicago; of Dick Gilmer Post, No. 515, of Pittsfield, and of 
Farragut Post, No. 602, of Chicago, all of the Department of IIli- 
nois, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Illinois, pray- 
ing for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULBERSON presented a telegram in the nature of a pe- 
tition from the Ministerial Association of Galveston, Tex., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation providing for the closing on 
Sunday of the Lewis and Clark Centennial Exposition; which was 
referred to the Select Committee on Industrial Expositions. 

Mr. CLAY. 
council of the city of Atlanta, Ga., relative to the construction of 
an interoceanic canal across the Isthmus of Panama. The pe- 
titition is short, and I ask that it may be read and referred tothe 
Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

There being no objection, the petition was read, and referred 
to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, as follows: 


Whereas for many years the people of our entire country have been | 


greatly interested in the building of an interocean canal across the Isthmus 
of Panama; and 


Whereas the Government of the United States has been unable to nego- | 


ote a wanty with the Government of Colombia for the building of such 
Canal, anc 

Whereas the State of Panama has recently seceded from the Colombian 
Government and has established an independent government under the name 
of the Republic of Panama; which independent government is an accom- 
plished act, and has been recognized by the United States and many other 
Dations: an 

Whereas there is now pending before the United States Senate for ratifi- 
cation a treaty negotiated with said newly established Republic, the ratifi- 
cation of which would enable the United States Government to speedily 
commence the building of said canal: 

Resolved by the mayor and general council of the city of Atlanta: 

1. That we believe the building of said canal by our Government is one of 
the greatest needs of the age, that it will be of vast importance to the com- 
merce of the world, and will do much to strengthen the position of the United 
States Government as one of the great nations of the earth, and will be of 
great benefit to the city of Atlanta, the State of Georgia, and the entire South. 

2. That we respectfully but earnestly urge the Hon. A. O. BACON and the 
Hon. A. 8. CLAY, members of the United States Senate from Georgia, to do 
all in their power to speedily reconcile the differences existing in the Senate 
relative to said treaty, and that we respectfully but earnestly urge each of 
them to vote for the ratification of said treaty when it comes to a vote in the 
United States Senate. 

3. That a copy of these resolutions under the seal of the city be mailed to 
each of said Senators by the clerk of this council. 

GEORGIA, FuLTON County, City of Atlanta: 

I, W. J. Campbell, clerk of council of the city of Atlanta, do certify that the 
foregoing is a true copy of a resolution adopted by the general council on 
January 20, 1904, and approved by the mayor of said city on January 22, 1904. 
= In testimony whereof witness my signature and seal of office this January 

. 1904. 

[SEAL.] W. J. CAMPBELL, Clerk of Council. 


Mr. BARD presented a petition of the Manufacturers and Pro- 
ducers’ Association of California, praying for the adoption of the 


metric system of weights and measures; which was referred to | 


the Select Committee on Standard Weights and Measures. 


He also presented a petition of the board of trustees of Alameda, | 


Cal., praying that an appropriation be made for the improvement 
of Oakland Harbor, in that State; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers and Producers’ 
Association of California, praying for a revival of the American 
merchant marine; which was referréd to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation ap- 
proving the proposition for an Anglo-American treaty of arbitra- 
tion and conciliation for the settlement of all questions between 
the United States and Great Britain; which was referred to the 

mmittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Universal Peace Union of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation au- 
thorizing the President of the United States to invite the govern- 
ments of the world to join in establishing a regular international 
congress; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the upbuilding of the American merchant marine; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the Central Labor Union of 
Portland, Me., praying for the enactment of legislation to modif 
the present immigration law so that it shall apply only to suc 
persons as believe in and advocate violence; which was referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 
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He also presented a petition of the president and faculty of th, 
University of Maine, Orono, Me., praying for the enactment of 
legislation converting the big-tree groves into national parks. 
which was referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and 
the Protection of Game. 

Mr. SIMMONS presented petitions of the Rehobeth Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Skinnersville; of the Rehobeth 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Creswell; of the 
Woman's Christian ee Union of Elizabeth City; of the 
congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Sum. 
merfield; of sundry citizens of Winston, and of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Belvidere, all in the State of 
North Carolina, yg teed an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of General William S. Truex 
Post, No. 118, Department of New Jersey, Grand Army of the 
Republic, in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment 
of a service-pension law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Presby. 
terian Church of Laurel Springs, N. J., praying for an investiga. 


| tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a 
| Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Reformed 
Church of Paramus, of Ridgewood, N. J., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
all Government buildings; which was referred@'to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Reformed 
Church of Paramus, of Ridgewood, N. J., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prevent nullification of State liquor laws 
and no-license ordinances by so-called ‘‘ original packages”’ and 


| other ‘‘interstate-commerce”’ tricks; which was referred to the 
| Committee on the Judici 


ary. 

Mr. SPOONER sanemaied petitions of the Woman’s Missionary 
Society of the Presbyterian Church of Racine; of the Coterie 
Club, of Darlington; of sundry citizens of Barrow, and of the 
Young Woman’s Christian Association of Platteville, all in the 
State of Wisconsin, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of J. B. McPherson Post, No. 27, 


| Department of Wisconsin, Grand Army of the Republic, of Lake 
| Geneva, Wis., and 


— of George D. Eggleston Post, No. 
133, Department of Wisconsin, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Appleton, Wis., praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LONG (for Mr. Burton) presented a memorial of the 
Grain Dealers’ Association of Topeka, Kans., remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation providing for the inspection 
of grain by the National Government at terminal markets; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also (for Mr. BuRTON) presented a petition of Local Council 
No. 76, United Commercial Travelers, of Leavenworth, Kans., 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to section 64 of the 
present bankruptcy law; which was referred to the Committee on 
the J er. 

He also (for Mr. Burton) presented a petition of Farragut 
Post, No. 602, Department of Illinois, Grand Army of the Repu)- 
lic, of Chicago, Il., praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

‘He also (for Mr. Burton) presented a petition of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Kansas City, Kans., prayiny for 
an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. rt) 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PATTERSON presented a petition of the congregation of 
the Capitol Hill Baptist Church, of Denver, Colo., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in all Government buildings and grounds; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Citizenship Union 
of Denver, Colo., praying for the enactment of legislation to reg- 
ulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; w!ich 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Mesa Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Pueblo, Colo., and a petition of sun(ry 
citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for an investigation o! the 
charges made aad filed against Hon. ReEp Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Priv! 
leges and Elections. 


He also presented petitions of Butler Post, No. 91; of Post No. 








13: of Post No. 54, and of Post No. 85, all of the Department of 
Colorado and Wyoming, Grand Army of the Republic, praying 
for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McLAURIN presented sundry papers to accompany the 
pill (S. 1195) for the relief of the estate of A. W. McAllister, de- 
ceased; which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 8187) 
for the relief of the heirs of William Hunt, deceased; which were 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 
25th instant, proposing to appropriate $10,000 for inspection of 
consulates, intended to be proposed to the urgent deficiency ap- 
propriation bill, reported favorably thereon and moved that it be 
printed, and, with the ereempenr ne papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the message from the President of the United 
States transmitting a report from the Acting Secretary of State 
relating to the claim of Messrs. Sivewright, Bacon & Co., of Man- 
chester, England, British subjects, for compensation for damages 
sustained by their vessel, the British steamship Kastry, in conse- 
quence of collisions in June, 1901, at Manila, with certain coal 
hulks belonging to the United States, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on the Philippines; which was agreed to. 

He also, from th» same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. Scott on the 25th instant, propos- 
ing to change the grade of the consulate at Buenos Ayres, Argen- 
tine Republic, from Class IV, Schedule B, at $2,500 a year, to the 
grade of consulate-general, at $3,500 a year, intended to be pro- 
posed to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, reported 
favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. NELSON on the 25th instant, pro- 

josing to increase the salary of the consul-general at Rotterdam, 
Netherlanéin from $2,500 to $3,000, intended to be proposed to the 
diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, reported favorably 
thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. NELSON on the 20th instant, propos- 
ing to change the grade of the consulate at Odessa, Russia, from 
Class IV, Schedule B, to Class III, of the same schedule, reported 
favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment 
proposing to appropriate $40,000 for the erection of new buildings 
for legation purposes at Seoul, Korea, intended to be proposed to 
the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, and moved that 
it be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations: which was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 677) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of A. G. Boone, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. ; 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1779) for the relief of Caroline Murtagh, 
widow of the late William J. Murtagh, formerly proprietor of the 
National Republican, of Washington, D. C., reported it: with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 176) for the relief of Jewett W. Adams, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1941) for the relief of W. R. Austin & Co., 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BARD, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2228) providing a means of acquiring title to 
two groves of Sequoia gigantea, in the State of California, with 
& view to making national parks thereof, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
Was referred the bill (8. 579) to regulate the use by the public of 
Teservoir sites located upon the public lands of the United States, 
Teported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3479) making provision for con- 
veying in fee certain public grounds in the city of St. Augustine, 
‘la., for school purposes, reported it with an amefdment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 


He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
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the amendment submitted by Mr. NELSON on the 20th instant, 
proposing to appropriate $4,926.67 for compensation to the own- 
ers of the Norwegian steamship Nicaragua for damage to said 
owners by reason of the rescue of an American citizen, John Mc- 
Cafferty, and the consequent quarantine of said ship at Mobile, 
Ala., in 1894, intended to be proposed to.the general deficiency 
appropriation bill, submitted a favorable report thereon, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 483) for the relief of the owners and officers 
of the brig Olive Frances, and others on board said brig, reported 
it without amendment. 


PROTECTION OF FUR-SEAL HERD OF ALASKA, 


Mr. FORAKER, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the resolution submitted by Mr. DILLINGHAM 
November 20, 1903, and referred to that committee, reported it 
without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to, as follows: 


Whereas the concurrent regulations ordered by the tribunal of arbitra- 
tion and published August 16, 1893, for the protection and preservation of 
the fur-seal herd of Alaska, under authority of the treaty of Washington, 
February 29, 1892, have been found after ten years of faithful enforcement 
oo trial wholly insufficient toserve the purpose for which they were created; 
anc 

Whereas this failure of these concurrent regulations, if not corrected at 
once, will result in the immediate and complete extermination of the fur-seal 
species in Alaska: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate of the United States that the 
Government of Great Britain be requested by the Secretary of State to unite 
with the Government of the United States, without undue delay, in a revision 
and amendment of the concurrent regulations now in force for the protec- 
tion and preservation of the fur seals of Alaska, duly established and known 
» ms awardof the tribunal of arbitration at Paris, August 16, 1898; and be it 

urther 

Resolved, That this request of our Government for the revision of said 
regulations shall be made at once, so that the British Government shall have 
a reasonable length of time in which to consider the same before the next 
pelagic-sealing season opens in February, 1004. 


UTAH SENATORIAL INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. KEAN. I am directed by the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the resolution reported on the 25th instant by the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] from the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections, to report it with an amendment, and I ask 
for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

The amendment of the committee was, in line 6, after the word 
‘** Senate,” to strike out the words ‘‘ and during the recess of Con- 
gress;’’ so as to make the resolution read: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections of the Senate, 
or any subcommittee thereof, be authorized and directed to investigate the 
right and title of REED SMoor to a seat in the Senate as Senator from the 
State of Utah; and said committee, or any subcommittee thereof, is author- 
ized to sit during the sessions of the Senate, to employ a stenographer, to 
send for persons and papers, and to administer oaths; and that the expense 
of the inquiry shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate upon 
vouchers to be approved by the chairman of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The resolution as amended was agreed to. 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 3869) for the extension 
of Albemarle street; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3870) granting a pension to George 
W. Lewton; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3871) for the relief of the 
estate of David Crowell, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8872) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Narcissa Tait; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 3873) granting a pension 
to C. R. Beardslee, alias Charles P. Barclay; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 3874) for the relief of Calvin J. Cowles; 

A bill (S. 3875) for the relief of Sidney Maxwell; 

A bill (S. 3876) for the relief of Thomas Monteith; and 

A bill (S. 3877) for the relief of Sylvester Dibble. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (S. 8878) granting an increase 
of — to George Coffee; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8879) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to C. Q. Lemmond; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 3880) granting an increase of 
pension to Michael Sheehy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3881) granting an increase of pen- 
gion to James B. Judson; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committeé on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 3882) granting an increase 
of pension to Armour W. Patterson; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 3883) for the construction of a 
conduit for the waters of Rock Creek, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3884) granting an increase 
of pension to ThomasJ. Young; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3885) granting a pension to Robert 
J. Campbell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PATTERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3886) to 
establish a national military park at Fort Reno, D. C.,and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3887) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charles J. Clark; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3888) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George W. Neely; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 3889) for the relief of 
the heirs of William L. Waddy, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title. and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3890) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to J. N. Culton; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 3891) for the relief of 
Georgie A. Williams; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 3892) to authorize the President 
to appoint Gen. A. 8. Daggett to the grade of major-general in 
the United States Army on the retired list; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3893) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John L. Rogers; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BATE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3894) granting a 
pension to W. H. Fitzgerald; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3895) granting a pen- 
sion to W. E. Sharp; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LONG (for Mr. Burton) introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3896) granting an increase of pension to R. F. Nugent; 

A bill (S. 3897) granting an increase of pension to G. H. Adams 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 3898) granting an increase of pension to Noah C. Stand- 
iford; 

A bill (S. 8899) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
McKenzie; 

A bill (S. 8900) granting an increase of pension to P. P. Brady; 
and 

A bill (S. 3901) granting pensions to officers and enlisted men 
of the Eighteenth Battalion and Nineteenth Regiment Kansas 
Volunteer Cavalry who served thirty days or more in the Sioux 
Indian war in 1867, 1868, and 1869, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BALL introduced a bill (S. 3902) granting a pension to 
George F. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 3903) for the relief of the 
Lower band of Chinook Indians of the State of Washington and 
the Kathlamet band of Chinook Indians of the State of Oregon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 3904) for the relief of 
Walter H. Taylor, administrator of Richard Taylor, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 34) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to receive for instruction at the Mili- 
tary Academy at West Point Alfonso Zelaya, of Nicaragua; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 35) to incorpo- 
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rate the American National Institute (Prix de Paris) at Paris, 
France; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, which were ordered to be printed, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to amend 
section 8857 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating 
to the designation of post-offices at the intersection of mail routes 
and termini of rural free-delivery routes as distributing or sepa- 
rating offices, intended to be proposed by him to the post-office 
appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $1,700 to pay Charles Smith, late deputy collector of ens- 
toms at Circle City, Alaska, compensation as such from October 
1, 1898, to March 31, 1899, and for traveling expenses incurred 
during said period, intended to be pe ae by him to the urgent 
deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


CORRESPONDENCE RELATIVE TO PANAMA TREATY. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution, which was 
read: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State is directed to send to the Senatea 
copy of a dispatch or letter, dated January 22, 194, relating to the withdrawal 
or abandonment of all amendments tothe Hay-Varilla treaty, which wassent 
by the minister of the United States at Panama to John Hay, Secretary of 
State, in which the reasons for withdrawing the same are stated by Mr. 
Buchanan, minister to Panama. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala- 
bama desire action upon the resolution? 

Mr. MORGAN. I prefer that the resolution should be printed 
and lie over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
and go over. 


HYGIENIC CONDITIONS, ETC., ON ISTHMUS OF PANAMA, 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution, which was 
read: 


Resolved, That the following official documents, and the hearings before 
the Committee on Interoceanic Canals in 192, and the statements of Merrill 
A. Teague, special correspondent of the Montgomery Advertiser, herein set 
forth, are referred to the Committee on Public Health and National Quaran- 
tine, with the instructions that said committee inquire Mto the verity of said 
statements as to the hygienic conditions of the region between Colon and the 
city of Panama and in said cities, especially with reference to the regulation 
and control of labor on the canal proposed to be constructed across the Isth- 
mus of Panama by the United States, namely: 

The following extract from the report of the Isthmian Canal Commi:sion 
of the 16th of November, 1901, on pages 170 and 171 thereof: 

“The climate of the isthmian canal regions is generally damp and ener- 
vating. The temperature is not extreme, rarely rising as high as %° or fall- 
ing below 70°, but the excessive humidity greatly restricts the capacity for 
physical exertion. The lowiands near the coast have long been known as in- 
salubrious, and the seaports are subject to fevers. Perhaps the greatest dif- 
ficulty to be encountered in theconstruction of the canal will be the proc 1re- 
ment of an adequate force of laborers and the preservation of their health 
and efficiency. 

“In this respect the Panama route has a lugubrious history from which 
the Nicaragua route isfree. The notorious mortality which attended the 
construction of the Panama Railroad and later the operation of the Panama 
Canal Company has taught a lesson which will not soon be forgotten for that 
route. Among the white employces of this Commission sent to Nicarazua 
there were fewer cases of sickness than there would probably have been 
among the same number of men employed in some partsof the United States. 
Among those sent to Panama the proportion of sickness was ter. 

‘*On the Nicaragua line during the operations of the Maritime Canal Com- 
pany the health of the force was reported to be good. ‘These operations, how- 
ever, were of a preliminary character, employing but a limited number of 
men. It is probable that when ten or twenty thousand men are assembled 
and the rank soil is being turned up over a widely developed line of works 
the experience will be different. 

“There are some slight differences of climate. In Nicaragua the trade 
winds are more regular than at Pana tempering the heat and removing 
miasma more effectively; but, on the other hand, the rainfall is greater at 
Nicaragua, at least for the east side, and the resulting na is greater. 
Both are covered with the rank vegetation peculiar to the Tropics, and 
swamps abound in both. The lessons taught at Panama should be heeded for 
Nicaragua also. 

“Tt is stated by Mr. Bunau-Varilla, at one time chief engineer of the old 
Panama Canal Company, that out of 100 individuals sent to the Isthmus not 
more than 20, as an average, could remain there, and even these lost a part 
of their value. The negro alone could perform manual labor; the white man 
must supervise and direct. After costly and fatal experiments with other 
races the company ceased sending to the Isthmus as laborers any but native 
Colombians and negroes from the British Antilles, particularly Jamaica. 
The Panama Railroad Company grants to its white employees from the 
United States two months’ leave of absence each year, with transportation 
to their homes. 

‘Careful selection, including physical examination, of persons sent to the 
Isthmus, a well-organized hospital service, an efficient sanitary supervision 
of camps and barracks, a rigid quarantine service, a liberal water supply and 
sewerage system, with the authority and the police force necessary to enforce 
the rules, and regular leaves of absence to white copies are among the 
requirements for a successful prosecution of the work, and will probably be 
found necessary at either place.” 

And the toe extract from Senate Document No. 48, being a part of 
the report of Consul-General Gudger to the Department of State, and incor- 
porated in a report to Surgeon-General Lyman, dated November 23, 1903: 


The resolution will be printed 
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PANAMA. 
Deaths in the city of Panama during the years 1901, 1902, and 1903. 

Consul-General Gudger reports, November 23, to the Department of State 
m in : nedience to a verbal request made by Surgeon-General Wyman, of the 
United States Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service, while I was in 
Washington City a few weeks ago, I have the honor to transmit through the 
Department for him a report of the deaths and the diseases causing same 
in the city of Panama for the years 1901, 1902, and 1903. 

{Inclosure.] 


Synopsis of deaths occurring in the city of Panama during the years 1901 to 1903. 
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Smallpox...........| 40} 4) 46] 901 177 8 4| 9... ne ie (i 
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Boriberl ..coccccoree 2} 2 1 5 1 (Ul hu) Oo a 52 
Dysentery 9 38 9) 15) 20 47| 49) 31) 37 13 290 
Deaths during the 
year 1908...-...++- 201 {128 [118 | 62 | 94 | 98 [107 |117 | 99 [125 |.-..).-.. 1,144 
Yellow fever ....... ely Sh Oe a ee ee) he Bie cehewa 48 
Tuberculosis ....... Bulevaaiecguiccsss 31 © locgchecce B.A iavweloowe 7 
Revthers . vicwuwassle eee WE Blcccet Wr We OL OS lecockiess 81 
Dysentery ....-.-0- 20/16| 8| 4] ii | 8| 10] 11] 12] 10 |----|-7- 110 
: é 1 5 1 Reece 4 ye Bi Bis aocins 45 
12/18/11] 8|/11| 8] 7] 6] 2] 8 fc-22}o-: 76 














It will be remembered that Gariag the period comprised in this report 
there has been in progress an internal war. The soldiers, many in number, 
sent from higher altitudes have died. This has greatly swelled the death 
rate. 

Extract from the report of health officers to the Bureau of Marine-Hospi- 
tal Service in June, 1901: 

“PANAMA. 

“The city of Panama, a town of 15,000 inhabitants, is situated upon an ele- 
vated point of land jutting into Panama Bay. The town is irregularly laid 
out, with narrow, crooked streets, cobblestoned, and filthy. The houses are 
Spanish in architecture in the least bad = of the city, and the rest of the 
town is made up of wooden shacks in all stages of decay. There are two 
small sewers in the place, but they are connected with only a few of the best 
houses. There isan insufficient water supply of inferior water, piped in from 
a river some distance back in the country. 

“The population is a cosmopolitan set, the leavings of the old canal con- | 
struction. Sixty per cent being Jamaica negroes accounts for most of the 
filth in the town. 

“The harbor is situated at the head of the bay, about 2 miles from the 
town, and is protected by several small islands. The rawee id condition of 
the anchorage is naturally perfect, being swept by a 16-foot tide daily. The 
island nearest the shipping is inhabited by the employees of the steamship 
companies—laborers, stevedores, and coal passers. 

“There is constant communication between this island and Panama, and 
daily intercourse with the shipping. Yellow fever is endemic in Panama, 
sporadic cases occurring at intervals, and becoming epidemic whenever there 
isan immigration of nonimmunes during favorable atmospheric conditions. 

“Panama is the point of distribution and collection of all passengers and 
freight of the Pacitic coast destined across the Isthmus. It is the key to the 
quarantine situation of the west coast, and if it was nota focus of infection 
itself many epidemics on the Atlantic side could be averted by proper quar- 
antine regulations. 

“The houses of Panama are so constructed and of such material and so 
filthy that a general conflagration would be the only safe means of disinfec- 
om - not conceive of any other means by which the infection could be 
eradicated, 

“ COLON, 


“Colon, the northern terminusof the Panama Railroad, is built in aswamp 
on made ground, and is populated by 8,000 people, 70 per cent being Jamaica 
and other kinds of negroes. The property of the railroad and canal com- 
peny is drained and sewered and is situa on the water front. Everything 
«bout the company’s property looks clean and well kept, but the rest of the 
town is not so clean nor well kept. 

‘The houses are of wood and generally dirty. There are no sanitary ar- 
rangements of any kind, and the population is crowded into small rooms, as 
only Jamaica negroes can live, 

The streets are in fair condition, macadamized, and are ona higher plane 
than the adjoining lots. In the wet seasons pools are formed under the 
hi MSR, and serve as breeding places for frogs, if nothing else. Rain water is 
collected in barrels and cisterns, and during the wet season the water supply 
1s good and sufficient. During the dry season many of the cisterns run dry, 
and the water supply is hauled in from Monkey Hiil in tank cars by the rail- 
road. This supply is not good. 
~ No history of the sanitary condition or the mortality of Colon can be had. 
fome of the old inhabitants tell blood-curdling tales of the death rate during 
; le flush days of the canal construction, but the old inhabitants will not do 

or statistical pape It was well known that the death rate was enor- 
nous, but it would be spteresting *9 know just what it was.” 

And the statement of Merrill A. Teague, as follows: 


nny 
THE PROBLEM OF SECURING LABOR—COOLIES ARE OBNOXIOUS TO PANA- 
MA'S CITIZENS AND WEST INDIANS ARE UNRELIABLE AS WORKERS. 
(By Merrill A. Teague, special correspondent of the Advertiser.] 
uy “CoLon, December 29, 1908. 
bia = the American plans for an interoceanic canal offer no serious or for- 
“ing engineering difficulties, there are other problems grave in character 








that we shall have to solve. Foremost among these is that of applying the 
laws of sanitation to the Isthmus and of forcing obedience to these laws. Of 
that problem I have already written exhaustively. The other most serious 
one deals with the question of labor. 

“There has been, ever since the Republic was established, a very deter- 
mined agitation against the importation of Chinese coolies for the canal work. 
The argument is advanced that the Isthmus and the West India islands can 
furnish all the labor necessary. This is, of course,fatuous. It does not, how- 
ever, deter the leading spirits in the Republic from very vigorously insisting 
upon ine yesenee at an early date of a Chinese exclusion act. The Star and 

erald, official organs of the Republic, have demanded editorially the pas- 
sage of such an act, and Doctor Amador is understood to strongly favor the 
proposition. 

“This opposition is purely selfish. There is no labor on the Isthmus that 
would be deprived of opportunity through the presence of Chinese; there is 
no society here that would be contaminated more than contamination has 
already been spread by the coolies. They are, however, a serious menace to 
merchants, large and small. The French canal company brought coolie 
labor in large quantities to the Isthmus. Those that survived the pestilence 
which raged in those days have gone into business and so developed that they 
now control in a large measure both retail and wholesale vending at Panama, 
Colon, and between these two cities. Here in Colon they almost entirely 
monopolize the regular local trade, and at Panama they have come to be 4 
powerful factor. In the 47 miles across the Isthmus their command upon 
trade is practically complete. 

‘The ability of these people to live cheaply is more pronounced here than 
itisin any other country outside of China. The item of clothing is almost 
entirely eliminated from their expense accounts. Here, as in China, they 
conduct their little ‘pigeons’ in the front of the buildings they occupy as 
residences. Fuel, except for small charcoal fires for cooking, is never re- 
quired, and an able-bodied Chinaman can feed himself on the Isthmus at the 
expense of afew penniesa day. In consequence they can undersell any of 
the other merchants on the Isthmus, especially as they import largely and 
directly from China. 

“These advantages, with that clannishness characteristic of the yellow 
race, strike terror to the hearts of the Caucasian merchants. They know 
that millions of dollars will be disbursed here in wages, to flow later through 
the regular channeis of trade. They are afraid that if cooliesare brought 
here to form a majority of the wage-earners they will patronize the Chinese 
merchants exclusively, thereby depriving local Caucasian merchants of the 
riches they hope to accumulate. This fear is, of course, well founded, but 
what alternative offers? 


“WEST INDIANS POOR LABORERS. 


“The Panamaians say the United States should employ native and West 
Indian negro labor. That sounds likea sensible proposition, but unfortu- 
nately the negative contention weighs down the affirmative. In the first 
place, the native labor, if such a t a. = be said to exist, is absolutely 
worthless. The native laborer is lazy, shiftless, irresponsible, and generally 
of no account. Why should he toil in sun-baked or rain-flooded trenches for 
eight hours a day when he can live as well as he wishes to live by idling all 
the time, trapping his meat and going into the forest and jungle for vege- 
table —— 

“That is a question the opponents of cooly labor do not answer. It isa 

uestion they can not answer, for the natives, during the score of years since 
the canal work was started, have answered it so effectively that none save 
the locally selfish longer consider the native element. Even if the natives’ 
tendency was in the direction of good service in return for a fair wage, they 
could not be considered, for there are not enough of them available to con- 





| stitute a small division of theimmense corps of laborers that will be required 


to complete the canal within a reasonable time. 

“As for the other plan—that of bringing West Indian negroes to the Isth- 
mus—it is advanced without any intelligent idea as to its practicability. The 
stock argument used by its champions and the opponents of coolie importa- 
tion is that these negroes stand the climate better than does any other class. 
Thatis true. During the period of active work by the French every class of 
labor known to large employers was called into service, and the West Indian 
negro proved more efficient and better adapted to the climate than did any 
other—that is, for a season. He did then, and will now, live longer on the 
Isthmus than will the Chinese, Maylayans, Africans, Syrians, or any other. 

“For a little while he will work steadier and accomplish more than will 
the other classes, but his inherent shiftlessness soon overcomes him in this 
enervating climate, and he lapses into an idleness from which it is almost 
impossible to arouse him. Add to this the fact that he is naturally most im- 
moral, courting rather than shunning the most loathsome afflictions, prone 
to debilitating excesses and especially fond of dedicating his nights to wild 
revelry and the worst carouses, and it will be seen that the temporary ad- 
vantages resulting from his labor is more than offset by the harm he does 
himself and to societyin general. The Isthmus has as many of these idleand 
improvident West Indians as it has any use for. To bring more would onl 
increase the sociological problem that will sooner or later have to be solve 


“NEGROES NOT PROCURABLE. 


“Besides this phase of the West Indian negro problem there is that one of 
securing this class of laborers. The former efforts to construct thiscanal re- 
sulted in a heavy depopulation of the West Indian Islands. Should we deter- 
mine to use these negroes in our attempt we could easily exhaust those islands 
of able-bodied men. Their champions say they can be secured in limitless 
quantities. That is entirely false. When we have grappled with the task of 
building the canal and gotten it under full swing, we shall need almost in- 
numerable thousands of laborers. 

“The most optimistic estimates are that with 20,000 men we can complete 
the waterway in eight years. It is more reasonable to presume that 50,000 
men will have it ready to open in ten years, for if there is one thing we must 
avoid, if we would succeed where the French failed, it is the undue optimism 
which cursed the whole French effort. Should we determine to prosecute 
the work steadily through every twenty-four hours of the day by using elec- 
tric lights at night—a thing which, by the way, engineers and sanitary sapere 
recommend—the time required for building the canal might be reduced one- 
half, but the corps of laborers required would be trebled in size. 

“Tf we estimate the number in this corps by taking the mean of the esti- 
mates given, respectively, by the optimistic and the pessimistic, we shall 
Po y hit about the figure fact will demonstrate as necessary. This will 

35,000 men, with constant recruits to fill the vacancies left by disease and 
death, with the forces working an eight-hour shift a day. One hundred 
thousand will be the number if the working day is divided into three eight- 
hour shifts. The West Indian Islands could not supply the smaller number, 
to say nothing of the larger. 

“Only those West Indians to whom the wages offered would prove 2 mag- 
net could be employed for this work; those who now earn more on their 
native islands than the canal contractors will pay could not be imported. 
Now, the standard rate of wages for ordinary manual labor on the Isthmus 
is $2.0 (Colombian silver) a day. It will probably never be any higher, for 
should the Republic fix an arbitrary rate of exchange at two for one, asisnow 
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roposed, this wage will be equal to $1.10 gold a day. Certainly the contrac- 
ass on the canal will not pay more than this sum. 

‘** Persons who have studied the problem of labor supply in the West Indies 
from the standpoint of the wage likely to be paid say that, even if the gov- 
ernments of these islands interpose no objection, it will not be possible to ob- 
tain more than 15,000 men from this source. That paucity of supply would 
seem to settle the West Indian negro asa factor in the labor to be required 
by the digging the canal, and conditions may be even worse than I have 
given them, for since the estimate of 15,000 men was made railroad construc- 
tion in South and Central America has taken many hundreds, possibly thou- 
sands, of negroes from the West Indies, especially from Jamaica. 

‘*How really serious this question is likely to become may be gathered 
from the fact that even now, with hordes of negroes on the Isthmus living 
in idleness, the Panama Railroad oe are frequently compelled dur- 
ing rush seasons to stop at Fortune Island, halfway between Colon and New 
York, and take aboard hundreds of negroes to augment the stevedore gangs 
at this terminal. 

“COOLY LABOR MOST PREFERRED. 


“This brings the labor problem back to the Chinese cooly, as no other 
class is available in numbers sufficient to meet the requirements of the under- 
taking. The most intelligent and best-informed students of this problem 
agree almost unanimously in the judgment that before we shall have pro- 
gressed very far in digging the canal we shall, no matter what our first in- 
tentions, be compelled to resort to the coolies. The Panamanian advocate of 
Chinese exclusion retorts that if we proceed upon this line disease will balk 
our effort, and points defiantly to the record under the French. Then the 
Chinamen died in appalling numbers, even in the higher and healthier sec- 
tions of the work, ont the village of Matachin—dead Chinaman—on the line 
of the railway, midway between this city and Panama, is a monument to 
death’s wholesale depletion of the coolies’ ranks. 

“But the student fins his rejoinder ready. The French displayed culpable 
ignorance in selecting Chinese for importation. They picked up the coolies 
wherever those willing to come here could be found, whereas little trouble 
would have been experienced had they gone—as our agents will do—into the 
Chinese rice fields, where coolies thoroughly inured to wet climates and 
accustomed to working more than knee-deep in water may be found in count- 
less and inexhaustible numbers. This class of cooly labor would, it is con- 
tended, be immune to the Isthmian’s climatic terrors, and by resorting to 
its employment the contractors under the United States would never be con- 
fronted or impeded by a scarcity of labor. 

“ There are, however, other advantages to result from the employment of 
this class of labor, equal in their importance with that of supply. Theemploy- 
ment of coolies will be an almost positive guaranty against any delay in com- 
pleting the canal because of wage and other ephemeral labor troubles. For 
the wage scale which will be paid on this work the Chinese cooly will labor 
industriously and earnestly. e will require careful management, and pos- 
sibly some driving; but he will be satisfied with his remuneration, and the 
chances of strikes will be reduced tothe minimum. This fact is to be care- 
fully considered, for with thousands of laborers susceptible to wage agitation 
and long periods of idleness due to strikes made probable, the work would 
not only be greatly impeded, but the expense of it enormously increased; 
this latter because during strike periods violence would surely occur, 
anarchy be introduced on the Isthmus, and the cost of properly policing the 
canal zone and protecting the work done multiplied. Troupbleés of this nature 
would undoubtedly occur in case the labor employed is from the ranks of the 
West Indian negroes, or even of the negroes from our own country, for either 
is naturally a turbulent element, and for its turbulence there would be no 
lack of encouragement on the Isthmus during the flush times of active canal 
work, 

“THE COOLY A STEADY WORKER. 


* Another thing which inclines experts to favor the employment of coolies 
is their general tractability. It was the experience of the French that it was 
almost impossible to exercise control over other classes of laborers. The 
cooly works steadily, regularly, contentedly, and in his hours off, while an 
inveterate fantan player, is little addicted to boisterous living and excessive 
drinking. Exactly the reverse was found to be the case with other laborers 
during the period of French activity. The West Indian negroes were abso- 
lutely uncontrollable. They would work in their lazy, shiftless way, requir- 
ing the services of veritable taskmasters for overseers, and then in their 
hours off they would indulge in the wildest orgies. 

“ Night after night they would devote to dissipation in all the forms com- 
mon on the Isthmus, gradually weakening their system until they were 
wholly unable to resist the approach of fatal disease. And then there were 
their regular seasons of idleness, during which all work stopped. The French 
practice was to pay on alternate Saturdays, and the major portion of the pay 
roll was computed on the basis of piecework. Early on Friday afternoon be- 
fore pay day these negroes would invariably quit work and, in anticipation 
of receiving their biweekly wages, begin drinking. On Saturdays, when the 
money was handed over to them, there was no work at all. 

‘On Monday a few who had quickly exhausted their store of cash would 
straggle back to work. Tuesday a few more would appear, but not until 
Wednesday would the work be in full swing again, the intervening days hav- 
ing been spent by the great majority in drunken revelry, totally unfitting 
them to return even on Wednesday to render full and efficient service. 

“ No such difficulty as this, which we should have to expect with the West 
Indian negroes employed, would be experienced with cooly labor. The 
coolies place too much value on money and are naturally too provident to 
deplete their earnings on account of lost time. 


“LABOR MUST BE DEPORTED. 


“The last argument advanced by the champions of cooly labor is one we 
must not overlook. An immense perreets will be brought to the Isthmus 
and maintained here during the eight or ten — that will be covered by 
the construction work. When that work shall have been completed it will 
be necessary for us to reduce the local population by removing the greater 
number of these laborers. With the canal in operation the railroad traffic 
will drop to almost nothing, and there will be scant opportunity for any body 
of laborers, beside that the native population will be able to provide, to find 
employment. We must, therefore, contemplate the necessity of expatriating 
this labor after its usefulness has departed. 

“Some of the laborers will, if West Indian negroes are employed, go into 
the wilderness, take up claims, and settle down to be self-supporting citizens 
of the Repttblic. Our experience with the greater number would, however, 
almost inevitably be the experience of the French—an experience which has 
crowded the line of the Isthmus with an idle, dissolute horde that contributes 
nothing whatever to the productivity of the country. 

* Should coolies be employed we could make it a stipulation of the con- 
tracts under which they would be brought here that upon the completion of 
the canal the survivors should be returned to China; nor would we encounter 
any serious trouble or resistance from the coolies when it came to the task of 
deporting them. With the West Indian negroes deportation would be a prac- 
tical impossibility, and the ultimate effect of their employment would be to 
— the isthmian Republic with a population of no earthly account in the 

ng run. 
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“Such are the general aspects of the labor problem as it will be presente 
by the ratification of the canal treaty. This oe we shall have to ned 
the moment that treaty becomes operative and our interests assume a vested 
nature. The advantages to result from the employment of cooly labor - 
as positive as are the disadvantages that would follow the engagement of... 
other class of workers. The patent inability of our Government to vse o: uy 
Caucasian or negro laborers from the States on the actual work of o. <— 
tion places the cooly proposition in a light entirely different from tha: ., 
which it appears when the consideration is one of Chinamen going t, the 
States. be 

‘Without, therefore, in any way compromising the stand it has taken o, 
the question of excluding the Chinese from our own country, our Govern. 
ment should sit down very hard upon the suggestion that this new Repy)i, 

yass a Chinese-exclusionact, This might aswell be done now as at any tina 
y wr even if we should start out with another idea, we shall sooner or ja; 

be driven to realization of the fact that the cooly alone can solve the |,}),» 
problem, as it will appear in the construction of the canal.” ad 

And that said committee will consider and report such other facts relating 
to this inquiry that they may ascertain and may consider important and ».. 
liable . 

And, in view of the provisions of the Hay-Varilla treaty, now pending jy 
the Senate, that said committee will report to the Senate their cone)ysiins 
and recommendations as to any measure that is necessary for the proper goy 
ernment of the canal zone proposed to be established by said treaty, and tho 
region adjacent thereto, andany other part of the State of Panama, in espe 
of the improvement and future security of the health of said cana] 
the persons to be employed therein by the United States, or by any c 
on said canal. 

And that said committee consider and report especially as to such meas 
ures as the health and sanitary conditions of said canal zone as are ) 
to provide for the regulation of immigration thereto, or the tein, 
dence therein, of persons whose presence there or in the country 
thereto, and in the cities of Panama and Colon, will endanger the |} 
the soldiers, marines, and seamen that it may be found necessary t ! 
in and about said canal zone; and what powers of government will be new 
and will be adequate for the regulation or protection of intemperan« 
bling, and violence, or other vices in said zone, and for the compuls: 
moval of persons engaged in or addicted tosuch violations of law and mora\s 
and as are necessary to prevent their access to such canal zone. or t 
place in the Republic of Panam where our military or police for : 
aborers on the proposed canal may be employed in connection with it 
struction, or in connection with the Panama Railroad. 


During the reading of the foregoing resolution, 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I suggest that the subject- 
matter of that resolution would carry it to the Comunittee on In- 
teroceanic Canals, but if there is any doubt about that question | 
should like to have the resolution lie over until the chairman of 
that committee is present. 

Mr. MORGAN. The reading of the resolution has not been 
completed, Mr. President. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I beg 
reading had been concluded. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask that the resolution be printed and ¢ 
over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
and go over. 


REPUBLICS OF NICARAGUA AND COSTA RICA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further resolutions 
concurrent or other? If not, the morning business is concluded, 
and the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution, to which lhe 
calls the attention of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morcas 

The SECRETARY. Senate concurrent resolution No. 32, submit 
ted by Mr. MorGan January 11, 1904, declaring it to be the duty 
of the United States to open negotiations with the Governments vf 
Nicaragua and Costa Rica as required under the act of Jun 
1902, providing for the construction of an interoceanic cana! 

Mr. MORGAN. That resolution, Mr. President, has been su)- 
stituted by one of a later date, which has been referred to tlie 
— on Foreign Relations, I therefore withdraw tlie reso- 

ution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is withdra 


RELATIONS WITH COLOMBIA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before tlie >en- 
ate the resolution submitted by the Senator from Georyia |\". 
meer on the 12th instant, which will be stated. 
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The resolution will be printed 
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ECRETARY. Senate resolution 82, informing the President 
that the Senate favor and advise the negotiation of a treaty with 
the Republic of Colombia to satisfactorily determine and 2(just 
all differences between the United States and Colombia grow ng 
out of the recent revolution in Panama, etc. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, by the courtesy of the Senate, 02 
account of my necessary absence from the Chamber for some !ime 
past, that resolution has been permitted to lie upon the tal)le su! 
ject, I understood, to my call. I desire to say that if my physical 
condition to-morrow shall permit, I will ask the leave of the >euate 
to address to it some remarks relative to the resolution. _ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Georg 


, asks 


| unanimous consent that the resolution lie on the table, su!)ject 


his call? 

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection? 
hears none, and that order is made, , 


The Chair 
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CORRESPONDENCE WITH COLOMBIA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the resolution heretofore submitted by the Senator from 
Virginia (Mr. DanteL], which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. DANIEL on 
the 12th instant, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the President of the United States be, and he 
js hereby, uested, if in his opinion consistent with the public interest, to 
transmit to the Senate all correspondence between the Secretary of State 
and the representatives of the Government of Colombia which has taken 
place ¢ cerning our relations with that country since the revolution of No- 
yember 4 in Panama and which has not been heretofore transmitted. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I desire to make some remarks 

n that resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
lina is recognized, ; 
Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, it is my purpose in the re- 
marks which I shall submit upon the pending resolutions to make 
a statement of the facts of this Panama situation as I see them 

and my conclusions drawn from those facts. 

When the Fifty-seventh Congress met there was an apparently 
universal demand coming from all parts of the country for the 
construction of the canal by the Nicaraguan route. The national 
conventions of both parties had declared for that route. The 
Canal Commission had unanimously reported in its favor, and | 
the alternative route by way of the Isthmus of Panama, on ac- 
count of the exorbitant, if not impossible, price asked by the 
Panama Canal Company for its concessions, had, so far as the 
public mind and sentiment of the country were concerned, been 
eliminated from discussion and consideration. 

In these conditions the Panama Canal Company, realizing that | 
its only chance of selling its property on the Isthmus to this Gov- 
ernment, its only possible purchaser, was about to be lost, re- | 
duced its demand from one hundred and nine to forty millions of 
dollars. Thereupon the Canal Commission was promptly recon- 
yened and changed its recommendation from a unanimous report 
in favor of the Nicaragua to a unanimous report in favor of tLe 
Panama route. 

As the result of this changed situation the old controversy be- 
tween the two routes, which had slumbered for years, was revived 
and reopened, and the relative merits of the two routes again be- 
came the subject of earnest investigation and heated discussion. 
The discussion in this Chamber was long and exhaustive. Every 
phase of the question was debated. In consequence of this debate 
and the discussions through the press and by the people there | 
occurred one of the most remarkable changes in public sentiment | 
ever witnessed in this country. The Senate, following the rec- 
ommendation of the Canal Commission, adopted the so-called 
Spooner Act, expressing its preference for the Panama route. 

The House, which had already passed a bill authorizing the | 
construction of the canal by the Nicaraguan route, reversed it- | 
self and followed the footsteps of the Senate, and the people ac- 
qoestel, as is shown by the fact that in States where the demand 
( 


The Senator from North Caro- 


or the Nicaraguan route was once the strongest, notwithstand- 

ing their disapproval of the methods by which the Hay-Varilla 
treaty was made possible, the people are now demanding that 
that treaty shall be ratified. 
_ I will not undertake to say what arguments, or reasons, or facts, 
in addition to the reduction by the canal company of its price, 
and the demonstrated feasibility of the Panama route, brought 
about this sudden and extraordinary change of opinion. 

It may have been the fact that a canal by the Panama route 
may be made a sea-level canal, while a sea-level canal can never 
be constructed by the Nicaragua route. 

It may have been the fact that it will require two nights and a 
whole day for a ship to pass through a canal at Nicaragua, while 
aship can enter and pass out of a canal by the Panama route 
Within the light of a single day. For the purpose of this state- 
ment and argument, nae it to say that this change was not 
brought about by artifice or trickery, but that it was undoubtedly 
the result of a real change of opinion respecting the relative mer- 
its of these two routes. 

_In view, Mr, President, of these circumstances, in reaching a 
right conclusion as to the duties of the President under the Spooner 
Act, in locating the canal, the preference expressed in that act for 
the Panama over the Nicaragua route can not be considered as 
& mere perfunctory declaration Congress or by the people. 
Und uubtedly the lawmakers by that declaration of preference 
meant more than simply to say to the President, as between the 
two routes, ‘‘ While we somewhat prefer the Panama route, it 

Ses not matter much which you select so we get the canal, and 
get it quickly,”’ 

On the contrary, Mr. President, 


they meant to say to him, and 


to say it with unmistakable emphasis: ‘‘ Panama is decidedly the 
We have selected it after long and mature considera- 
We therefore direct you to construct the canal by that 


best route, 
tion, 
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route, if possible to acquire title thereto within reasonable time.” 
The circumstances antecedent to and contemporaneous with this 
expression of preference show that it was intended that this pref- 
erence should be treated as vital, the only condition of defeasance 
being the failure to acquire title in reasonable time. 

Manifestly, Mr. President, by ‘‘ reasonable time,’’ as used in 
this act, is not. meant the reasonable time of the court-house. 
That phrase when used in litigation, in civil controversies and 
transactions between man and man has to do with the recurring 
terms of the courts and must be interpreted in the light of the 
rane principle of swift justice and its corollary, a speedy 
trial. 

The phrase ‘‘reasonable time’’ used in connection with this 
great transaction, which considered in relation to the great trans- 
actions of the world to-day is easily the greatest, the consumma- 
tion of which after half aventury negotiation is still in the future 
in which all civilized mankind are profoundly interested, must 
be interpreted in view of the supreme importance of the subject- 
matter and the slowness with which nations move in matters of 
such high import. 

So interpreted, I can not believe there was such lapse of 
‘*reasonable time’’ as would have made it the President’s duty 
to turn to the alternative route designated in the statute. I think 
that no one will contend that the President should have aban- 
doned hope—broken off negotiations and gone to Nicaragua—while 
the Colombian Congress was yet in session and in any manner 
whatever considering the treaty, and this did not happen, as I 
understand, until the latter part of October. 

But, putting aside and out of consideration the fact that a call 
had then been issued'for an early extra session of Congress, and 
putting aside and out of consideration the President's claim that 
he thought, in view of this fact, it was his duty to wait and refer 
the whole matter back to Congress, the President knew, as every- 
one knew, that Colombia really and earnestly wanted the canal; 
that, if anything. she was more anxious that it should be con- 
structed across the Isthmus instead of Nicaragua than we our- 
selves. He knew that the secret motive of Colombia’s tortuous 
and dilatory diplomacy toward the treaty was directed to coer- 
cing the canal company into paying her for consenting to the sale 
of its concessions to thisGovernment. He knewthat the property 
of that company would become utterly worthlessif the canal went 
elsewhere, and in these circumstances he might reasonably have 
concluded that mutual interest in the spoils would bring these 
traffickers together, and that either Colombia, with the canal and 
ten millions at stake, would abate her demand against the canal 
company or the canal company, rather than lose its only possible 
purchaser, would yield to the demands of Colombia, and that in 
this manner and within ‘‘ reasonable time”? the way might be made 
clear to give effect to the preference expressed in the Spooner law 
for the isthmian route. 

But, Mr. President, let me return to the recital of the facts of 
the case. 

Some time during the month of March, 1903, the President pre- 
sented to the Senate a convention known as the Hay-Herran treaty, 
duly signed by the accredited representatives of this Government 
and Colombia, granting to the United States, on certain condi- 
tions and terms not inconsistent with the Spooner law, an ease- 
ment to build a canal across the Isthmus. That convention was 
ratified by the Senate, although if all the Senators who voted for 
the Nicaraguan route had voted against it, it would have failed of 
the two-thirds vote necessary for ratification. 

I assume that those Senators who preferred the Nicaraguan 
route voted to ratify the Hay-Herran treaty not because they 
liked it, not because its terms were satisfactory to them, for to 
many of them some of these terms were notoriously objectionable, 
but because they thought it was their duty to aid the President 
in carrying out the law and will of the majority as it was written 
in that law. This convention was rejected by Colombia and for 
that reason became inoperative. 

The President now presents to the Senate another treaty, known 
as the Hay-Varilla treaty, accomplishing the same purpose as 
the one with Colombia, which has already been ratified by the 
other contracting party, and therefore only needs our ratification 
to make it effective. With this ratification the hostile interests 
both in this country and abroad which have so often circumvented 
our efforts to secure a canal in~the past, which perhaps brought 
to naught our recent negotiations at Bogota; which, if they had had 
sufficient time and warning, might have defeated the negotiation 
which eventuated in the treaty now under consideration; which, 
should we repudiate this treaty and go to Nicaragua, might indefi- 
nitely delay and ultimately defeat our necessary negotiations with 
that country or Costa Rica,one or both; which sought, with sinister 
designs, to lure us to Nicaragua when we were about to go to Pan- 
ama, and which now, should we start to Nicaragua, would with 
like motive seek to lure us back to Panama; which, in divers and 
sundry ways, through many and long years, have succeeded in 





1244 


confusing and dividing our councils and bringing to naught our 
negotiations for the construction of this great enterprise, will 
have finally met irretrievable defeat, and the last obstacle in the 
way of the accomplishment of the long-cherished aspirations of 
our people for a canal connecting the two oceans will have been 
removed. 

Shall we refuse to ratify this treaty and enter again upon the 
long and weary struggle, with all its vexations, difficulties, and 
uncertainties? 

Mr. President, I do not intend to discuss the provisions of this 
treaty. Iam prohibited from doing that in open session of the 
Senate, but the treaty has been ordered published and I think it 
is not improper for me to say, generally, in passing that in nearly 
every way this treaty is much more favorable to the people of the 
United States than the one negotiated with Colombia and which 
we ratified, but which failed of ratification by the Congress of 
that country. 

I have heard of no contention nor intimation that Panama did 
not have the legal right to make this treaty. Some question has 
been made about the authority of the President, under the Spooner 
Act, to makeit on behalf of this Government, but none has been 
made, and, in my judgment, none can be made, to Panama’s right 
in the premises, for when we recognized the independence of 
Panama, and shortly thereafter practically all of the other great 
nations of the world, including Nicaragua, her competitor for the 
canal, joined us in that recognition, whether that recognition 
was rightful or wrongful, whether in accordance with interna- 
tional law or in contravention of it, Panama became an inde- 
pendent and sovereign State, with all the rights and powers which 
sovereignty implies, including,of course, the treaty-making power. 

But, Mr. President, the opponents of this treaty, admitting that 
it is highly favorable to us and that Panama is a free State pos- 
sessed with full right to make it, still contend that it should 
not be ratified—first, because, they say, the President had no right 
under the Spooner Act to contract with Panama for the right of 
way across the Isthmus, the language of that law restricting his 
authority to negotiations for that purpose to Colombia; secondly, 
because, they say, the President unlawfully and in violation of 
our treaty obligations with Colombia incited and promoted the 
revolution in Panama, and recognized her independence in viola- 
tion of the principles of international law. 

Mr. President, I can not agree, in view of the present ownership 
by Panama of the territory to be acquired, with the contentions 
that the Spooner law does not confer upon the President full an- 
thority to acquire the right across the Isthmus from Panama. 
In the construction of every legislative act the intent of the law- 
makers and the objects and purposes of the law furnish the rule 
for determining its meaning. 

If it had been any part of the intention and purpose of the 
Spooner Act to indirectly confer a bounty upon Colombia by buy- 
ing from her a “‘ specific thing’ at a greater price than its actual 
value, then the President undoubtedly would not have had, by 
virtue of the powers vested in him by this act, authority to buy 
that ‘‘specific thing’’ from another who had in the meantime 
succeeded to its ownership, because that would have contravened 
and defeated a material purpose of the law. 

But it was no part of the purpose of the Spooner Act to confer 
a bounty upon Colombia; the sole object of that law was to au- 
thorize this Government to acquire the right of way to construct 
a canal across the Isthmus, and Colombia was named as the na- 
tion with which the President should negotiate for this right 
solely because at that time she was the owner of the territory over 
which we sought to acquire this right of way. 

To deny to the President authority under this act to acquire 
this right of way from Panama, its present owner, would be to 
hold that the letter of the law respecting a nonessential is of 
more importance than its letter respecting its main object. It 
would be to defeat the main intention of the lawmakers, as well 
as the only object and purpose of the lawitself. And in that 
event, Mr. President, who would be benefited: what object would 
be accomplished; what public policy would be promoted by this 
strained construction of that statute? 

Surely we would not be benefited. Surely no policy of this 
country would be advanced, for we have declared our preference 
forthe Panamaroute. Colombig would not be benefited, because 
she no longer owns the territory, and can not, therefore, cede it to 
us. The only effect, if this strained construction should prevail, 
would be to force the canal to Nicaragua, which would in turn 
defeat that provision of the act preferring Panama. Thus, in 
sticking to the letter of the law regarding a nonessential, not only 
the purpose, but one of the most important provisions of the law 
would be defeated. - 

If, however, the President had no authority to make this treaty 
under the Spooner Act, he unquestionably had that authority 
under his general power to negotiate treaties with foreign na- 
tions. Whether this treaty was made by the President under 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


J ANUARY 27, 


his general powers or by authority of the Spooner Act is imma. 
terial, except as it affects the question of an appropriation to 
satisfy its money stipulations. 

President McKinley, without legislative initiative, made the 
treaty of Paris, whereby Spain ceded to us the Philippine Islands 
for $20,000,000, and the appropriation was made afterwards. |p 
this view it is simply a question of whether the appropriations 
provided in the Spooner Act would be available to satisfy tho 
money stipulations of this treaty, and the doubt about that. if 
there be any, can be removed by amending that act by inserting 
Panama for Colombia wherever it appears. ' 

I do not myself think there is any necessity for any amendment 
of that act. But to remove all possible question of donbt I had 
hoped that an amendment to this effect would be made before the 
vote on the treaty was taken, although I presume it would answer 
the purpose if done afterwards. I suppose such an amendment 
would meet with no serious opposition anywhere. 

I do not think, therefore, Mr. President, that the Hay-Varillg 
treaty can be assailed on the ground of lack of power in the 
President to contract as he has contracted in this treaty with 
Panama. Neither do I think what the President may have done 
so far as present information discloses in connection with the 
revolution in or the recognition of Panama is sufficient reason, 
in law orin conscience, for the defeat of this treaty, otherwise 
altogether satisfactory. 

I do not want nor do I intend to discuss this treaty from a par- 
tisan standpoint. The pe have made the canal a nonpartisan 
question, and we should not drag it into politics. 

On this side of the Chamber we have not miade it a partisan 
question. We will vote on it according to our individual judg- 
ment. If it has been brought into politics at all, that has been 
done by the other side of this Chamber, which is solidly lined up 
in favor of it. Therefore the statement I am about to make [ 
shall make in no partisan spirit, but simply as a statement of fact, 

Mr. President, what has been done in Panama has been done, 
and it can not be undone. It was not done by the authority or 
under the auspices of the Democratic party, neither could that 
party have prevented its doing, and therefore it is in no way re- 
sponsible for its doing. If what has been done in Panama can he 
undone at all by this Government, it can only be undone by doing 
a greater wrong to Panama than has already been done to Colom- 
bia. Surely in any event the defeat of this treaty will not either 
undo or remedy that wrong. 

I am not here, Mr. President, to defend the actions of the Presi- 
dent, either in connection with the revolution in or recognition 
of the independence of Panama. There is much in his conduct 
in these connections of which I wholly disapprove, which I regard 
as improvident and unwise; as rash and dangerous to the peace 
and welfare of this country; as contrary to the traditional policy 
of this Government in its dealings with other nations, especially 
those on this hemisphere, and as not calculated to advance us in 
the affections and esteem of other nations. 

I do not think, however, that everything the President did in 
these connections was wrong. From the bottom of my heart I 
would be glad, for the honor of my country I would be gla‘, if | 
could reconcile all of his acts in these connections with my notions 
of right and law. but I can not and be honest with myself. 

When the revolution was announced to the world, it seemed to 
me that the President, to use the expressive term of the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Hae], showed too much prevision, and | will 
add preparation for what that prevision enabled him to see would 
happen in Panama. Butthe President has assured usin a formal 
message to this Senate in the most emphatic manner that he did 
not, consciously and intentionally, in any way, direct or indirect, 
incite, encourage, or promote this revolution. 

The fact, Mr. President, that as long ago as last August, when 
the Colombian Congress had begun to show an unfriendly dispo- 
sition toward the treaty, there were mutterings of secession; that 
later, when it became apparent that the treaty would not be rati- 
fied, there were thinly veiled threats of separation uttered upon 
the very floors of the Colombian Congress, which later broke out 
into bold, open, and defiant threats of secession, both at Panama 
and at Bogota; the fact that there was at Panama, long anterior 
to the revolt, an organized band actively engaged in the organ 
zation of the insurrection; that these conspirators had, under the 
pretense of organizing a fire department, organized a military 
force of over 400 picked men in the city of Panama and arranse 
for the cooperation of the Colombian general and the forces uncert 
his command stationed in that city, as well as with the com- 
mander and the marines under him of one of the two Colom!1an 
gunboats then stationed in that harbor, tends to show that in thet 
desperation the Isthmians, acting on their own initiative, had made 
up their minds to seek remedy for their wrongs in revolution. 

It may be—in fact, it is almost certain—the Panaman cons})!"* 
tors knew what course this Government would pursue in the 
event of insurrection in the Isthmus and that they counted 02 
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that action to make their revolution successful. If they had such 
: ¢ommation—and, as I said, I think they did—I do not know how 
sake obtained it, but I can see how it might have been acquired 
“thout the actual or guilty knowledge or complicity of either 
the president or the Secretaries of State, War, or the Navy. 

Such secrets are notoriously hard to keep. The possession of 
this information should not, in my judgment, be accepted as con- 
tradicting or discrediting the positive statement of the President. 


In entire deference to the views of others on this side of the Cham- 
per who may differ with me in this opinion, I think that the state- 
ment of the President in this respect should be accepted, and for 


myself 1 do accept it. Undoubtedly the President knew of the 
forthcoming revolution in Panama, and so knowing it was his 
duty, in view of the imminence of insurrection there, to have on 
the ground a sufficient force to protect the lives and property of 
jerican citizens. 

“This he did; and if he had done no more than this he would have 
done no more than his duty under the law or the treaty. But, Mr. 
President, that was not all that he did, or ordered to be done, if 
necessary to carry out the purpose of those orders. In specific 
terms he ordered the commanders of our naval forces, both at 
(Colon and at Panama, to prevent the landing of troops, including 
the troops of Colombia, not only upon the transit and at its ter- 
mini, but anywhere in the Isthmus of Panama. 

[admit that under the guaranty of neutrality contained in the 
treaty of 1846 it was not only the right but the duty of this Gov- 
ernment to prevent interference or hostile military operation by 
any foreign nation everywhere upon the Isthmus. But we did 
not have the right, Mr. President, in my judgment, under any 
rational construction of that treaty, to prevent Colombia from 
landing and oceupying the Isthmus and its waters with its naval 
and military forces for the purpose of suppressing domestic dis- 
orders or subduing her refractory and rebellious subjects. 

We had the right and it was our duty, under that clause of the 
treaty, to say to Colombia, in the event of insurrection in Panama, 
“You must so order and conduct your necessary military opera- 
tions as not to actually interrupt or embarrass the transit across 
the Isthmus;” and that I believe is the extent of our right to 
interfere with military operations conducted by her in enforcing 
obedience to her laws and sovereignty. We did not have the 
right to say to her, ‘‘ You shall not conduct hostile operations at 
all along the transit,’’ for it is unreasonable to suppose that Co- 
lombia intended by that treaty, in any contingency whatever, to 
part with her right to maintain her sovereignty anywhere on the 
Isthmus, 

Therefore I can not escape the conclusion that when the Presi- 
dent directed the commanders of our naval forces to prevent the 
landing of troops, including Colombian troops, with hostile in- 
tentions upon any part of the Isthmus, or within 50 miles of the 
transit, he emodelalt our rights under the treaty. 

It is no answer to this position to say that the President merely 
gave orders to this effect, and that as a matter of fact no Colom- 
bian troops were prevented by these orders from landing on the 
Isthmus with the purpose of suppressing rebellion. ‘These orders 
were received by the persons to whom they were sent, and un- 
doubtedly measures were taken by them to carry them into effect 
in case of necessity. 

The purport of these orders and the intention of the commanders 
of our forces at Colon and Panama with respect to them must 
have manifested itself and become a matter of common knowl- 
edge, both at Bogota and on the Isthmus; and the known pur- 
pose of this Government to prevent the landing of Colombian 
troops, in case such landing should be attempted, no doubt had 
the effect of overawing and preventing any attempt on the part 
of Colombia to take such measures as she had a right to take and 
. ne otherwise probably have taken to suppress the insurrec- 

on, 

If Colombia was intimidated and deterred by these orders of 
the Presid nt or the known attitude of this Government in the 
premises from attempting to land her forces and from taking such 
- asures as she had a right to take, the effect was the same as if 
she had been forcibly prevented by us from asserting her rights 
this behalf, Such orders and the resulting attitude of our 
‘ommanders there, whether so intended or not, was an unauthor- 
of wauterterence on our part with her sovereignty, if not an act 

Tadmit thatthe recognition of belligerency or independence is an 
wane act, which has always, so far as I know, been left by 
that he executive branch of the Government. And the fact 
Obie lay involve us in war with friendly nations interposes no 
mit eo n to its exclusive exercise by the Chief Executive. I ad- 
. rh os that in granting recognition it has been our practice to 
ee : d by considerations of public policy; that is, that we 
a aa ° our recognitions speedy, or we have procrastinated, 
ea meter the other course of action has been thought by us to 

‘heucive to our national interest. 
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But whether our recognition has been hasty or tardy we have, 
always, heretofore, regarded it as a condition precedent to recog- 
nition that there should be a government, de facto at least, rea- 
sonably capable of maintaining itself. 

The President in his message seems to admit this principle of 
international law, but he contends that Panama, on account of 
our treaty rights and duties and because he conceives that in the 
matter of the construction of a canal connecting the two oceans 
we have received a mandate from collective civilization, that 
Panama is excepted from its application. 

This is a plea in confession and avoidance which, in my judg- 
ment, can not be admitted, but which when taken in connec- 
tion with the statement in the President’s message to the effect 
that when the Colombian Congress adjourned withont ratifying 
the treaty, and before the revolution occurred in Panama, he 
was considering referring the whole matter to Congress for in- 
struction whether he should proceed to construct the canal across 
the Isthmus without further authority from Colombia, shows not 
only an excess of zeal on his part for the canal, but a painful dis- 
regard of the rights of other nations. 

I am bound to say, and I have no pleasure in saying it, that the 
course of the President, both in connection with the revolution in 
Panama and the recognition of its independence, was, to say the 
least, hasty, rash, improvident, and dangerous to the peace and 
welfare of this country, and justifies the feeling of many of his 
political friends as well as his political opponents that he lacks 
that conservatism which considerations of national stability and 
safety make necessary and desirable in the Chief Executive of the 
nation. 

Mr. President, it is contended and vehemently asserted by some 
of the opponents of this treaty that a vote for its ratification is, 
under the circumstances, tantamount to condoning the action of 
the Administration, both as to the revolution and to the recogni- 
tion. If I thought that, as favorable as I regard this treaty, as 
deeply important to us as is the immediate construction of the 
canal, and as vexatious as [am sure will be the delays in the com- 
mencement of that great work if this treaty should be defeated, 
I do not think I could vote for it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pertvs in the chair). Does 
the Senator from North Carolina yield to the Senator from South 
Carolina? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN, The Senator from North Carolina is too good 
alawyer, I judge, not to know thatit is good law that the receiver 
of stolen goods is as guilty as the man who steals them. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Oh, I do not think the President has stolen 
anything over there. I do not think there is any question of 
stolen goods and thievery involved in this matter. 

Mr. President, as I was about to say when interrupted by the 
Senator from South Carolina, if Senators, however much they de- 
sire the canal, believe that that will be the effect of a vote for this 
treaty, while I dissent from that conclusion, I can not and will 
not criticise their opposition to it and their refusal to support it. 

To my mind, Mr. President, the revolution in and the recogni- 
tion of Panama and the ratification of the treaty with Panama 
as an independent State are two separate and distinct proposi- 
tions. And I think to refuse to ratify the treaty because we can 
not approve of the wayin which Panama acquired her independ- 
ence, would be to unnecessarily confuse these two separate propo- 
sitions. Josh Billings said: ‘‘I never argue against a success.”’ 
The great humorist probably only meant by this saying to em- 
phasize the truth that it is hard to argue against a success. 

Mr. President, if it is hard to argue against success, itis impos- 
sible to argue against a fact. You may deal effectively, you may 
even punish the agents and instrumentalities which have brought 
a fact into existence, but you can do nothing with the fact itself 
except to recognize it. No amount of disapproval, criticism or de- 
nunciation will destroy it or modify its existence as a subsisting 
thing. 

I join my colleagues on this side of the Chamber in condemning 
whatever wrong the President and the Administration may have 
done in connection with bringing about the independence of Pan- 
ama, but in my vote upon the treaty I propose to recognize and 
act upon the fact that Panama is an independent State, possessed 
of equal rights and powers to make this treaty as we ourselves 
possess, not only with our consent, but the practically unanimous 
consent of all the civilized nations of the world. 

I do not suppose that many Democrats approved of the action 
of this Government in connection with the revolution and annexa- 
tion of Hawaii. Thecharges made against the action in this mat- 
ter of the Administration then in power were not far different 
from those now made against the President. 

Surely it can not be said that those Democrats who voted to 
give Hawaii representation in the House of Representatives, and 
those who have before and since voted for laws to give to the 





we 


people of that island good government and administration, by 
those votes condoned the wrongful and illegal acts of this Gov- 


ernment which led to and made successful that revolution and | 


annexation. Certain it is they did not intend by those votes to 
condone these things, but only to recognize a subsisting fact and 
act upon it. 

The same is true with reference to the acts of the Administra- 
tion toward the Philippine Islands after we had wrested that 
country from the dominion of Spain. It was then said that we 
had used the power of the Army to take from these people, whom 
we had found fighting for country and liberty, not only their 
country, but their freedom, and that, too, in violation of our 
plighted faith to them and of the essential principles of our own 
Constitution, and that when they resisted we had forced them to 
submit at the point of the bayonet and the mouth of the cannon. 

I confess that [ felt this way about that business myself; but 
can it be said that those Democrats, who a few days ago voted for 
Mr. Luke Wright to be governor of the Philippine Islands, by that 


act condoned those acts of spoliations, usurpations, and outrages | 
against the Constitution of our fathers and the laws of civiliza- | 


tion? Certainly they did not intend to do any such thing. They 
intended only to recognize an accomplished fact and to make the 
best of it, and that is all that vote or any other vote to give to the 
people of those islands good laws and administration means. 

The people of the South voted for the thirteenth, fourteenth, 


that had been waged against the South to prevent her withdraw- 


ing, as they thought she had a right to do, peacefully from the | 


Dnion. 
slavery. 
forever put an end to the right of slavery and secession in this 
country and to act upon these facts without approving the way 
in which they had been brought about. 

Mr. President, to my mind, you might as well say that I can 
not administer on the estate of a dead man without approving of 
his death as to say that I can not act upon the admitted fact that 
Panama is an independent nation without approving of the means 
by which that independence was achieved. 

Mr. President. I can not find it in my heart to blame the Pan- 
amaians for seceding from Colombia. If oppression, if tyranny, if 
despotism ever justified revolutions, they were justified in revolu- 
tion. They were bound to a State which had never felt or shown 
any interest in them or in their welfare. They were forced to 
pay ruinous taxes with only nominal representation, without re- 
ceiving in return any of the benefits of taxation in government 
or administration, in public improvements or in the education of 
the people. 

The canal was their only hope for relief from the miserable and 
wretched conditions to which Colombia’s greed and tyranny had 
ene them, and even that the Government at Bogota denied 
them. 

Perhaps their aspirations for freedom were wrong, but our fore- 
fathers under like conditions did not think so. Perhaps they 
should have submitted supinely to oppression, but our forefathers 
under similar conditions struck for liberty and with the help of 
France achieved it. 

On the other hand, Mr. President, I can not enthuse over the 
alleged wrongs of Colombia. The treaty we made with her was 
of her own seeking. It was signed by her authorized agents, with 
full knowledge of its contents. It provided for the construction 
upon her own territory of the greatest work of internal and inter- 
national improvement and development ever essayed by man. 

By duplicity and treachery she defeated that treaty, not because 
she did not want the canal, and would not have gladly taken it 
upon the terms provided therein, but because she wanted ir an 
indirect way to extort more money from us or the Panama Canal 
Company, or perhaps from both. 

Her treachery toward Panama and toward us in this canal 
matter illustrates both her traditional policy toward Panama and 
her standard of diplomacy. In all of her history I know of noth- 
ing to excite the admiration of any humane man or any patriotic 
liberty-loving American citizen. 

Mr. President, when I consider the wrongs Colombia has per- 
petrated against Panama, and when I consider this last great act 
of indifference to the welfare of that long-suffering ple, the 
conclusion forces itself upon me that when Colombia lost the 
canal, when Panama succeeded in establishing her independence, 
the eternal principles of right and righteousness once again pre- 
vailed. 

Mr. President, I shall vote for these several resolutions of in- 
quiry, the general purpose of which is to place the Senate in pos- 
session of the same information when it votes upon the ratifica- 
tion of the treaty that the President had when he made the treaty. 
That is right. The construction of the canal is a matter of the 


They did not mean to indorse the forcible abolition of 
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| concerned, not only in having the canal, but in securing 
| speedily as possible. 


| politics. 








JANUARY 27, 


a 
greatest importance to all of our people. It is of supremo 
portance to the section from which I come, mureme fn. 


The people of the State which I in part represent fee] deeply 


They are impatient of delays; they oan se 
see negotiations ended and the work begun. They preferred ne 
Nicaraguan route, but they do not think that the defeat of thie 
treaty makes the canal at Nicaragua, either in the near oy = 
mote future, at all certain. ; >» 
They see in its defeat only vexatious delays, dangerous 
tinations, and perhaps the ultimate defeat of their hopes. 
not wish to see this great enterprise become the football of 


procras- 
They do 
They wish me to vote for this treaty if I can a ae 
out violating my conscience. If for reasons of conscicuce | jai 
not vote for it they will be sorely disappointed, but they wil] ot 
condemn me. P 

I shall wait for the forthcoming of the information asked for jy 
the pending resolutions. I shall hold my mind open unti! a!] the 
facts are laid beforeus. If they shall disclosea condition of thiyvs 
which, in my judgment, would make the ratification of this trea: 
improper or make it impossible for me to vote for it without dy 
violence to my conscience, I will not vote for it. 

Mr. President, while, as I have tried to make plain, I haye yo 
sympathy with Colombia, I think she has suffered wrong at oy; 


aty 
ing 


thirt | hands, and I trust that some proper way may be found to com 
and sixteenth amendiments to the Constitution of the United | j ; 
States, but they did not mean by those votes to indorse the war | 


pensate her in some way as far as it is possible for us to compen- 
sate her for these wrongs, and that the outcome of all this matte; 
may be the speedy construction of the canal upon terms, not on|y 
satisfactory to us and to Panama, but reasonably so to Colombia: 


| and Iam glad the Democratic party has taken the initiative jy 
They simply recognized the fact that the sword had | 


bringing before Congress measures looking to that end. 
REVOLUTION IN PANAMA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before th 
Senate a resolution which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Senate resolution 84, by Mr. Stoner, direct- 
ing the Committee on Foreign Relations to ascertain whether 
Bunau-Varilla and others residing in the United States, etc., did 
aid an insurrection in Panama against the Republic of Colombia. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move tie reference of the resolution to th 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Sroys] 
absent at this moment. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have, of course, no desire to press the mo- 
tion in his absence. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the motion will not be pressed. The 
ela of the resolution is to require the Committee on Foreign 

elations to make this investigation. The reasons therefor were 
very ably presented by the Senator from Missouri who offered th 
resolution. Itis a matter whichit strikes me must be determined 
by the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is this the same resolution? I did not so un- 
derstand it. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is the Stone resolution, directing the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations to make the investigation. 

Mr. SPOONER. The resolution on which the Senator from 
Missouri [ Mr. eo addressed the Senate yesterday | und 
stood went to the table subject to his call later. 

Mr. GORMAN. I may be wrong, but I ask the Secretary to 
kindly read the resolution and let us see what it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the resolution which th 
Senator from Missouri modified yesterday. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not so understand it as it was stated 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The original proposition 
the Senator from Missouri was that it might lie on the tale su! 
ject to his call. Then the docket shows, ‘‘ January °', mou 
fied,’’ and it shows nothing further. Perhaps a fair co istruc 
tion would be that the modified resolution shall lie on the table 

subject to his call. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust it may be so considered. 

Mr.SPOONER. Certainly. I did not suppose it was the same 
resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is the same resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. I remember the Senator from Missouri asked 
that it might lie on the table subject to his call. 

Mr. GORMAN. That was the original resolution, bu' | 
that the Chair will hold that the same order applies to the modh 
fied resolution. be 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will consider that 
the resolution lies on the table subject to the call of the Senato! 
from Missouri. Does the Senator from Wisconsin withdraw the 
motion to refer? 

Mr. SPOONER. My motion can go with it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes; the motion can ¢ 
the resolution. 


[ trust 


with 
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EE 
SAFETY APPLIANCES ON RAILROADS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution, which will be stated. ; 

The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. Patrerson, calling on | 
the Interstate Commerce Commission to send to the Senate copies 
of all petitions, etc., received relative to relieving common carriers 
py railroad from any of the provisions of safety-appliance acts, etc. 

"Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I have an understanding 
with one or two Senators that I would not call up the resolution 
unless they were here. Neither of the Senators to whom I made 
the promise is present. So I hope the resolution will go to the 
Calendar, subject to call by me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator means that it 
shall go to the table subject to his call? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes; let it go to the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Colorado that the resolution shall lie on 
the table subject to hiscall? The Chair hears none, and that order 


is made. 


RELATIONS WITH COLOMBIA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- | 
ate a resolution, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Senate resolution No. 88, by Mr. HALg, re- 
questing the President to tender his best offices toward the ad- 
justment of differences between Colombia and Panama. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This was to accompany the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] and 
is supposed to be offered as a substitute for it. The Senator from 
Georgia yesterday had his resolution laid on the table subject to 
call. If there be no objection the resolution will be regarded by 
the Chair as laid on the table, subject to call. | 

POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. GORMAN. I request that all of the resolutions relating to | 
the investigation of the Post-Office Department may be taken up | 
and referred. We haveagreed on all sides (and I understand that | 
no further debate is desired in the Senate on them) that they shall | 
be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They have all been referred to | 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, together with the 
pending amendments. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam very glad to hear it. I was not aware 
of it. 

PAWNEE INDIAN SCHOOL. | 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Senate resolution 93, by Mr. CARMACK, di- | 
recting the Secretary of the Interior to transmit to the Senate the 
originals or copies of all charges, etc., relating te the superintend- 
ent and other employees of the Pawnee Indian School. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolution. 
The resolution, submitted by Mr. CARMACK on the 15th instant, 

was agreed to, as follows: 





Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, directed | 
to transmit forthwith to the Senate the originals or copies of all charges, re- 
ports, and other documents on file in his Department relating to the super- 


intendent and other employees of the Pawnee Indian School, Pawnee, Okla., 

together with such other information as will show the action of his Depart- 

ment in relation to such superintenden’ during the twelve months last past. 
RELATIONS WITH NEW GRANADA OR COLOMBIA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution which will be stated. 

The Seoretary. Senate resolution 102, by Mr. NEw LaAnps, re- 
questing the President to negotiate anew treaty with the United 
States of Colombia providing for the cession of all rights it may 
claim to have in connection with the Isthmus of Panama or the 
treaty of 1846, 

Mr. GORMAN. Lask that this resolution may go over also. 

M r. SPOONER. Let it go over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland | 
asks unanimous consent that the resolution shall go over with- 
out prejudice, The Chair hears no objection. 

DIPLOMATIC CORRESPONDENCE RELATIVE TO PANAMA, ETC. 

- Th PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution which will be stated. 

The Secrerary. Senate resolution 104, by Mr. CULBERSON, re- 
questing the President to inform the Senate whether all the cor- 
Tespondence, ete., between the Department of State and the lega- 
tion of the United States at Bogota, etc., has been sent to the 


enate 


o The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas [Mr. | 


asieet a N|, as he was to be necessarily absent from the Chamber, | 
Sker 1e 


~ Chair that this resolution might go over without preju- | 








Mr. GORMAN. Subject to his call? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; that it shall remain on 
the table without prejudice. That would leave it in its present 
condition. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Tocome up in the morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Texas? The Chair hears none, and that 
order is made. 


MEMORIAL OF BATTLE AT POINT PLEASANT, W. VA. 


Mr. SCOTT. I ask unanimous consent to have taken up out of 
its order the bill (S.-792) to authorize the erection of a monument 
at Point Pleasant, W. Va., to commemorate the battle of the 
Revolution fought at that point between the colonial troops and 
Indians October 10, 1774. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read to the 
Senate in full for its information. 

The SkcretaRy. The Committee on the Library report to 
amend the bill by striking out all after the enacting clause and 
substituting the following: 


That the sum of $10,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of War, to ald in the erection cmd completion of a 
monument or memorial at Point Pleasant, West Virginia, to commemorate the 
battle of the Revolution fought at that point between the colonial troops and 
Indians October 10, 1774: Provided, That no part of said appropriation shall 
be expended until the site and plans for said monument or memorial shall be 
approved by the Secretary of War, and the grounds on which said monu- 
ment or memorial is to be located shall be dedicated to the use of the public. 
and provision is made for opening and maintaining an open highway thereto 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered asin Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill wasreported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to aid in the erec- 
tion of a monument or memorial at Point Pleasant, West Virginia, 
to commemorate the battle of the Revolution fought at that point 


meas 


between the colonial troops and Indians October 10, 1774. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
BARNES, one of his Secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 23d instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 6) granting a pension to Cora M. Convers 

An act (S. 7) granting an increase of pension to Alfred Wood- 
man; 

An act (S. 8) granting anincrease of pension to Perry Kittredge; 

An act (S. 11) granting a pension to John L. Sullivan; 

An act (S. 65) granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 
Allen; 

An act (5. 112) grant ng an increase of pension to Henry G. 
Hammond; 

An act (S. 172) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
McClaren; 

Anact (S. 338) granting an increase of pension to Jane M. Watt; 

An act (S. 339) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer H. 
Richardson; 

An act (S. 367) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Richardson; 

An act (S. 1604) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Bishop; 

An act (S. 1652) granting an increase of pension to Minerva A. 
McMillan; 

An act (S. 1704) granting an increase of pension to Lucretia 
Ritchhart; 

An act (S. 1755) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Banks; 

An act (S. 1756) granting an increase of pension to Zebedee M. 


| Cushman; 


Bard; 


An act (S. 1772) granting an increase of pension to Louise K. 
S 


An act (S. 1819) granting an increase of pension to Charles P. 
Skinner; 

An act (S. 1832) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Herron; 

An act (S. 1913) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo E. 


| Harrison; 


An act (S. 1929) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Spahr; 

An act (S. 1952) granting an increase of pension to John Mona- 
han; 
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An act (S. 1984) granting an increase of pension to Levi Roberts; The Secretary. A bill (S. 278) to amend an act entitled « Ay 

An act (S. 1985) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan | act for the relief of certain settlers on the public lands. and to 
Hites; provide for the repayment of certain fees, purchase money, and 

An act (S. 2078) granting an increase of pension to Hampton C. | commissions paid on void entries of public lands.’’ ne 
Watson: The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read to tho 

An act (S. 2125) granting an increase of pension to Marcus T. | Senate in full. ss 
Caswell; The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

An act (S. 2218) granting an increase of pension to Amanda B. Mr. MITCHELL. I have been advised by the Senator fro, 
Tisdel; and Arkansas |[Mr. BERRY], who is a member of the Committ, ‘on 

An act (S. 1496) supplemental to the act of February 9, 1821, | Public Lands, that he would like to look into the bill. I supposed 
incorporating the Columbian College in the District of Columbia, | the report was unanimous, but he tells me he was not present 
and the 2.ts amendatory thereof. when it was considered, so I ask that the bill may go over, 


The message also announced that the President of the United Mr. SPOONER. Is there a printed report? 
States had on the 25th instant approved and signed the following Mr. MITCHELL. There is. 
acts and joint resolution: Mr. SPOONER. It is not in my file. 

An act (S. 465) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to permit the The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over withon+ 
Pintsch Compressing Company to lay pipes in certain streets in | prejudice. 
the city of Washington,’’ approved May 19, 1896; Mr. MITCHELL. Without prejudice, 

An act (S. 652) making Chester, Pa., a subport of entry; and a Se Ree es, i Mt 

A joint resolution (S. R. 31) authorizing the erection and main- EES OF CTA DET LARD SPIRRMES. 
tenance of amonument in memory of the late President Benjamin The bill (S. 147) for the relief of persons who made the first pay- 
Harrison, upon land owned by the United States in the city of | ment for desert lands under the act of March 3, 1877, but who 
Indianapolis, State of Indiana. | were unable to perfect entry thereof, was announced as next in 

The message further announced that the President of the United | order, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed its 
States had on this day approved the joint resolution (8S. R. 32) to | consideration. 
fill vacancies in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institu- | The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill was considered yes. 
tion. terday, and is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole 

ALASKA SALMON COMMISSION. and open to amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol-| _Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I wish to move anamendment to 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which | the bill. On page 2 of the bill, line 1, after the word ‘ thereof,” 
was read and referred to the Committee on Fisheries, and ordered | 1, move to insert the words “ where the claim has not been as- 
to be printed: signed.”’ Further along I move to strike out, in line 3, the words 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: ‘‘ or assigns,’’ and to strike out, beginning after the word ‘‘afo 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of Commerce said,’’ in line 5, down to line 8, including the word “‘ repayment,” 
and Labor submitting a preliminary report of the Alaska Salmon Commis- | and also to strike out the second proviso, beginning in line 11. 
sion, appointed in accordance with the instructions in my letter of Novem- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas 





ber 8, 1902. | , c 
THEODORE Roosrvet. | Moves an amendment which will be stated. 
Waite Hovss, January 27, 1904. | The Srcretary. On page 2, line 1, after the word “ thereof,” 
Nore.—The report accompanied a similar message to the House of Repre- | insert the words ‘‘ where the claim has not been assigned.”’ 
Sentateves. | The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to 


A. R. CRUZEN. 
- : the amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol-| Mr, WARREN. Mr. President, while I agree with what I think 


lowing message from the President of the United States; which | the Senator from Arkansas wishes to accomplish—i. e., avoid pay- 


was read: ing fraudulent claims—yet I want to call his attention to one fea- 
noms Senate: nN iii oceiacemaiinaiaiiantal eiaene ture of the case. 

n response to the resolution o 1¢ Senate of Janua > requesting | iol ; iat] ; 7 thare 
the President, “if not in his opinion incompatible with the public interest. to | _ The original act, in contradistinction, perhaps, with other 
inform the Senate whether any report has been made to the Treasury De- | Seemed to be based upon the expectation of assignment in many 
partment by L. Cullom, special agent of the Treasury, with respect to the | cases, and the equity in such cases is often with the assignee. | 
conduct of A. R. Cruzen, collector of customs in Porto Rico, and if so, to | wish to call the Senator’s attention to the fact that none of these 
transmit the same to the Senate with a statement of what action, ifany,has | |); ill be id 1 h : : ‘ 
been taken thereon,” I send herewith the accompanying letter from the Sec- | Claims wi » paid unless the Department is satisfied that they 
retary of the Treasury. For the reasons therein by I deem it incompatible | are legal and proper, and, of course, they have proofs as to every 
with the public interest to forward the report by the special agent of the case on file in the Department. 

: THEODORE RoosEve.t. | Takeacase where an assignment was properly made. The party 

White Hovss, January 27, 1904. has proceeded under it and expended his money, but is debarred 

Mr. BATE. My colleague [Mr. Carmack], who offered the | from title on account of something beyond his control. Then | 
resolution, is not in the Chamber. I do not know what disposi- | assume the Senator would not care that such an assignee, who pro- 
tion he would desire to have made of the message. He was here | ceeded in good faith, should lose his money just from the bare 








a minute ago. I have sent for him. fact that he was an assignee, and properly so, under the law. _ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message will be printed | All these entries and proofs offered are matters of record. Not 
and lie on the table. a case has been refused by the land offices without assigning the 
Mr. BATE. Very well. reasons therefor. 
NATIONAL APPALACHIAN FOREST RESERVE. Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the bill, as I stated yeste ‘day, 18 
. not in its entirety a bill that I think appeals very stroncly to 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the Calendar of General Orders. 

The bill (S. 887) for the purchase of a national forest reserve 
in the Southern Appalachian Mountains, to be known as the 
** Nationai Appalachian Forest Reserve,’’ was announced as first 
in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator in charge of that bill is absent, 


either the sense of justice or equity which ought to contro! the 
Senate. Nevertheless, I would not have so much objection t» re- 
funding to the original entryman or his heirs, where he is ‘ead, 
who had made no assignment, who had been prevented, aid with- 
out fraud on his part, from consummating his entry. I would 


have no special objection to the money that he paid into the 


- ms ; ~ : ; 
: ‘ Cag : Treasury, 25 cents per acre, being refunded to him or to his heirs. 
and the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] also specially re- But eee. i. eae - assignment ih Of delivée. Can have n0 


quested that it should be passed over without losing its place. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 

quest of the Senator from Missouri, that the bill be passed over 

for the present without prejudice? The Chair hears none. claim 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN SETTLERS. Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me 
Mr. MITCHELL. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate | a moment? 
proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 278. Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let us go on with the Calendar regularly Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to call the attention of the Sen«tot 
for a little while and then we can take up that bill. from Arkansas to the fact that neither the chairman of the (0D! 
Mr. MITCHELL. I hope the Senator will not object to my re- | mittee on Public Lands [Mr. Hansprovau] nor the Senator }rom 
quest. After this bill is passed I shall consent to the course he | Wyoming [Mr. CLARK], also a member of the committee w!i0 '- 
suggests. A similar bill has passed the Senate twoor three times | ported this bill, is present. It seems to me that the measure 
heretofore. ought not to be proceeded with in their absence. I submit it © 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let us see what it is, the consideration of the Senate. 


claim, because the assignee no doubt paid him the amount 0! 9 
cents an acre and in many cases perhaps more than that. 1 }ier- 
fore, he could have no claim whatever where he had assigne:! the 












Mr. BERRY. Iwill say to the Senator that the bill was dis- 
oan hing like an hour yesterday, the Senator from Wy- 


gsed somet A , ; : 
— WaRREN], who sits on my right, seeming to be in 


‘ 4 . 
oming | Mr. 


narge of the bill. If anyone desires, the bill may go over. It 
~ come up on regular call. Iam not pressing the matter. But 
I would like to conclude what I was saying and then the Senate 


take such action as it chooses. I have not calleditup. It 
can tab : ema th aan Poe . . 
came up in regular order. The Senator from Wyoming made no 
objection on account of the absence of his colleague, and, of 
course, 1 could not object. Li 

Mr. President, I have already stated that where the original 
et tryman made an assignment he could have, of course, no claim, 
iecause he was paid back his money by the party to whom he as- 


} se 
\ cA 


7 o - where some one else purchased his right, went into the 
market, made the contract with him, he certainly can have no 
claim against this Government. — He bought the land from the 
other party upon the theory that it would pay him to buy it and 
that it was a matter to his interest. If he failed in that, if he was 
mistaken, if he was unable from any cause to carry out the pro- 
visions of the law and make the balance of the payments, cer- 
tainly the assignee, I think, has no claim, either legal or equitable, 
against the Government that it should be paid back to him. 

“If the amendments I have offered prevail, then the bill will 
simply stand that where the original entryman made this entry, 
paid the Government 25 cents an acre, and was unable to carry 
out the provisions of the law, and there was no fraud or unlawful 
act upon his part, then, under the bill, he shall receive back his 
money. But I insist that the assignee has no kind of claim 
against this Government. He purchased it on speculation from 
the original entryman. If his speculation failed, he can not claim 
that it is the duty of the Government to pay him back money that 
he had never paid to the Government, but which he paid to 
another individual. 

Now, that seems clear tomy mind. I would not, as was charged 
by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] yesterday, do the 
settlers in the West, or in any other part of this country, an in- 
justice if I knew it, but it does seem utterly unreasonable that 
these assignees should be paid. How many of these claims they 
have collected, from whom they have purchased, or in whose 
hands they are I do not know; nor is it shown here how many of 
these claims there are, or probably will be, except by a general 
statement. 

I insist, therefore, that before this bill is passed, if it is to be 
passed, it ought to be amended as I have suggested. 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] yesterday said a great 
deal about these entries, and the hardships, etc., of settlers. He 
said something, in reply to what I had said, about men of wealth 
and corporations and combinations procuring others to take up 
lands and that then they would get the benefitofthem. I am 
told, and the Secretary of the Interior so stated in his report a 
year ago, if not in the last, that thousands of acres have been 
procured in that way, by inducing persons to enter under the 
desert-land act, where there was never an attempt made even to 
put water upon the land; and in many cases individual cattle and 
sheep holders to-day own thousands of acres of land, procuring 
title from the Government, when the law was never complied 
with, - there was never any water put on the land, as the law 
required, 

Of course those parties do not come under this bill, becanse they 
have title to the land, but I make this statement in answer to much 
that has been said by the Senator from Colorado. To-day the Sec- 
retary of the Interior says that the frauds which have been per- 
petrated in some of the Western States under the desert-land act, 
under the timber and stone act, and under the commutation clause 
of the homestead act are perfectly appalling. 

The Senator from Montana [Mr. Greson], who made a report 
in favor of the repeal of these laws during the last Congress, re- 
cites case after case where lands have been procured from this 
Government by the means which I have named, and where thou- 
sands of acres are held by single individuals or by corporations, 
upon which they are grazing sheep and cattle to-day, and the pro- 
Visions of the desert-land act have never been complied with in a 
teat Many hundreds of those cases. 

Mr.SPOONER. Mr. President, [move that the pending bill with 

e amendments be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
nb a this motion for the reason, mainly, that I am unwilling to 
lars possih} —— involving an appropriation of a million dol- 
ont ame : ys vat of a quarter of a million dollars anyway, with- 
i charend a a t from the Department of the Government which 
iabilite wit the administration of the affairs out of which the 

a Oi grows. I think gis bill should be accompanied by a re- 
fe 0 the Secretary of the Interior, and it should doubtless also 

accompanied by a report from the Commissioner of the Gen- 
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know, the great progress there has been because of the operation 
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eral Land Office, a very able man, who comes from the far West 
and who has had experience and observation of the class of cases 
which are covered by this bill. There is more than one class of 
cases covered by it. 

How many Senators here know anything about what this bill 
carries in the way of appropriations or the distinction in merit 


between the two classes of cases, or the three or four class°s; be- 

tween language which will protect a man who, perhaps we all 
D> z t 

might say, ought to be protected and the speculator, the trafficker? 


I have listened to the debate and I can not tell, though it may be 
because of my dullness. 

I now make this motion, and I shall generally make it in mat- 
ters of this kind. I think such bills, where they involve anything 
of consequence, ought to go to the proper Department for report 
to the Senate, so that we shall have the Government’s side of the 
matter as well as the claimants’ side of the matter. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I do not wish to antagonize 
the motion made by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], 
but I feel moved to say a werd in connection with what the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] has stated about confusion in 
the land laws. 

The Senator, either purposely or not, has seemed to convey the 
idea that it was the desert-land law under which most or the 
fraudulent entries have been made and fraudulent practices had 
arisen. I think he will find, if he will reexamine the report of 
the Secretary of the Interior, to which he refers, that the same 
complaint is made as to all the land laws. 

Mr. BERRY. Iso stated, if the Senator will permit me. 

Mr. WARREN. Very well. If the Senator so stated, as he 
says he did, what is he going to do about it? Is he going to say, 
because there have been some fraudulent proofs, and because 
there have been abuses of the law, that all of the land laws have 
been failures? 

I should like to have him look fora moment at the country which 
is covered through the reclamation service under the desert-land 
law, see what it was before the desert-land law was passed and 
whatit is now, and see what it has since contributed to the wealth 
of this nation. I contend that there is no law upon the statute 
book, aside from the original homestead law itself, which, as a 
whole, has been of asmuch benefit to this nation as the desert-land 
law. I knowin my State and in the States of Idaho, Utah, Colo- 
rado, and others there would hardly have been enough reclaimed 
land to support one county in each State, perhaps, hadit not been 
for this law. I know, and the Senator from Arkansas should 


of the desert-land law. 

Now, as to the assignments, I will admit all the Senator says as 
to really fraudulent assignments. But there have been many 
other cases. For instance, I recall a town where there are prob- 
ably fifteen hundred persons now living, a happy community. 
How came they there? Not many years ago it was as desolate a 
piece of land as existed in the State. There were a few public- 
spirited men who knew that water enough passed by it and that 
a large amount of money expended there would render availabie 
enough water to make that a large and valuable settlement. 
Half a dozen men clubbed together in the first instance, and later 
ona greater number contributed. Their own rights had been 
previously exhausted by desert-land claims, but there were others, 
some of whom wished totake desert-land claims, to go along with 
this aggregation, this association, and prove up upon their indi- 
vidual claims. There were still others who were willing to use 
their claim rights for the association, because they were living in 
the East and did not want to live upon the land, but were willing 
to help reclaim the waste places, and under the law they had the 
right to assign to somebody who could step into their places and 
goon. The men who went into it and entered first, six of them, 
| expended from $30,000 to $50,000 apiece, which they have never 
| since seen. Othersexpended smaller sums in trying to carry out 


| the scheme of making the desert bloom and of locating there a 


happy colony. 

Orders of the Department relating to proofs under the desert- 
land laws underwent so many changes that the original capital 
put in was all wiped out. The settlers had to go back and start 
anew. 

Fortunately changes occurred which again brought the De- 
partment to a more liberal view of the matter. So we have there 
to-day some 75,000 acres of land under intense cuitivation, pro- 
| ducing great crops, cultivated by happy people; and yet, back of 
it all lies the wreck and ruin of several men—for the money they 
had invested was invested in just as good faith as though they 
had succeeded—because the Government, under various officials 
and orders, made it impossible for them to prove up. 
| Now, the suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas is to reim- 
| burse the original entry fee. That is good so far as it goes; but 
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there are a very great many of the assignees who should be treated 
with the same degree of liberality, because they were able to ex- 
pend, and did expend at the time, much larger amounts of money 
than the usual first settlers could or would expend. 


As to the matter of the recommitment of this bill, I am per- | 


fectly willing that it shall be recommitted, for this bill has not 
been sneaked in here against the wish and knowledge of the In- 
terior Department. The Department was consulted regarding it, 
as were the members of the committee who have had it in charge. 
I have not the slightest objection to its recommitment for the 


purpose mentioned, although of course it will delay its passage | 


and perhaps conduce to its defeat by reason of delay only. 
precisely 
same Sel 
T ody. I 
tion of the Senator from Arkansas, who is a member of the Com- 


A 


mitiee on Public Lands, because that committee has favorably | 


reported it three or more times, and never adversely. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
bill has ever been accompanied by a report from the Interior De- 

artment? 

Mr. WARREN. 
the only one that has come from the committee. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I will say, in answer to the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin, that the matter was discussed in the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands this morning. 
tee did not have time to makea very careful examination, but he 
stated that there was nothing on file with the committee to show 


that the Interior Department had ever made any report upon this | 


bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpoonER}], to recommit the 
bill, with the pending amendments, to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 


W. J. KOUNTZ. 


The bill (S. 421) for the relief of W. J. Kountz was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to W. J. Kountz, his heirs or legal representa- 


tives. $12,487.14, that being the amount found due him by the | 
Third Auditor, and approved by the Second Comptroller of the | 
Treasury, on vouchers properly presented and on file, for services | 


actually rendered by him in transporting troops and supplies on 
the Yellowstone River, under a 
between W. J. Kountz and the Quartermaster’s Department of 
the United States Army, at St. Paul, Minn., but which was with- 
held by the accounting officers of the Government pending a suit 
by the United States to recover from said Kountz $22, 
the payment of which sum he was released and discharged by 
act of Congress of February 19, 1895, and the order of the Secre- 


tary of War of March 24, 1897, carrying the act of Congress into | 


effect. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SADIE THOME. 


The bill (S. 1585) for the relief of Sadie Thome was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 


is not in very good form. It has a preamble that can not be 


stricken out and leave the bill perfect in itself, and so I offer what ' 


I send to the desk as a substitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment in the nature 
of a substitute submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire 
will be read. 

The SECRETARY. 
acting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 


ated, to Sadie Thome, the widow of 8. W. Thome, late consul of the United | 
States at Asuncion, Paraguay, South America, who died at his post of duty | 


on the 19th day of March, 1897, the sum of $1,500, being the amount of salary 
for one year. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That does not relieve it. 
relieve it is to let the bill be passed and then to strike out the 

reamble. 
. Mr. GALLINGER. That would not leave a perfect bill, I will 
say to the Senator, as he will see if he will read it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then the Senator proposes to leave the pre- 
amble stand? When the Senator’s substitute is agreed to the 
preamble will still be in the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; but I shall move to strike that out 
later on. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All right. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President. I want to say a word about 
this bill. Iam not certain that I am opposed to it, and I dislike 


similar bill has been passed here three times while the | 
1ators who are now opposing it were members of this | 
also regret that it should not have had the earlier atten- | 


I should like to inquire if the report of this ' 


I think the report which is now before us is 


The clerk of the commit- | 


contract dated March 12, 1878, | 


$45.51, from | 


j 
Mr. President, it strikes me that this bill 


It is proposed to strike out all after the en- | 


The only way to | 


to say a word which seems adverse to a bill which PYoposes ¢ 
| give money to the widow of a consular officer; but js ioe 
| come the rule that whenever a consul or an officer of the Unita 
| States dies in a foreign land in the diplomatic service at },j = 

of duty his widow is to be given a year’s salary? [I want tor . 
the Senator who reported this bill if that is regarded by th, a 
mittee as a proper rule to adopt in all cases, or whether eon k, 
| some peculiarity about this case which would make it fajy), Ma 

exception to the rule? = 

Mr. KEAN. For the information of the Senator, I wi} 
that the Committee on Foreign Relations thought there wa, 
peculiarity about this case, and they therefore ordered jt to}, 
reported favorably. - 

Mr. SPOONER. I was not present at the meeting when this 
bill was considered, though I am on the Committee on Porejoy 
Relations, " 

Mr. PENROSE. I shonld like to state, for the information 9 

the Senator from Wisconsin, that a bill similar to this has | 
think, passed the Senate twice in preceding Congresses, ani | ,) 
derstand it is the custom to pay the balance of a year’s sala; 
| where a consul dies at bts post of duty. 
Mr. SPOONER. I have known of cases that were passed— 
Mr. KEAN. If the Senator from Wisconsin will look at ihe 
letter of the Department of State, dated December 31, 1891, coy. 
tained in the report of the committee, he will find a reference + 
the widows of consuls who have been paid in this way where thg 
consuls have died at their posts of duty; but there have been very 
| few instances of the kind. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, Mr. President, it will soon get to beg 
| rule, and I think the Senate ought to consider whether it ougi; 
to become a rule, 

Mr. WARREN. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. WARREN. Does theSenator not think it would bea safe 
rule to adopt that, with the small salaries which this Gover. 
ment pays its consular agents, there might be some security tothe 
widow and children, so that they might at least have money 
enough to get them home to the United States in case of the death 

| of the consul? 

Mr. SPOONER, Certainly; but howare you going to grade it 
as to salary? 

Mr. WARREN. I want to ask, on the line of principle, if tho 
Senator does not think that as a rule this Government ougit x 
least to bring home its own, whether dead or living, from 
consular service without regard to salary, in cases of the d 
of consuis while on duty abroad? The various cases ma 
sidered as they come up, each by itself, for there is no 
| rule; but in this case there seems to be a modest sum appropri 
ated—only a matter of $1,500. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is ayear’s salary. They always begin with 
modest sums, but the amounts are gradually increased. 

Mr. WARREN, Yes, and the time to stop it is when the sums 
get large. 

Mr. SPOONER. When the sums get large we will 
them. Precedent, precedent, precedent will ve appea 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on 
ment submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire |r. Gai- 
LINGER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The precedents alluded to in the 
report do not seem to be uniform. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, if the Senator from Connecticnt 
| will read the letter from the Department of State, he wi!! se 

instances in which widows of consuls were paid. The 
at the beginning of the report refer to ministers who dieu at! 
posts. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish, first, to read the ¥ 

| able report of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. K 
the precedents. The first one is that of the widow 

| Taylor, who was paid $7,000, which, I think, was not a 
salary. The payment was made, the report says— 


ate 


y 


May I ask the Senator a question? 


not stop 


\. 


to compensate his estate for the extraordinary expenses and losses 
| by it in consequence of his death so soon after reaching his pos! 


That was a special case. Then— 


The joint resolution approved July 28, 1882, gave to Mrs. Hur! 
of General Hurlbut (Captain Phelps’s immediate predecessor), ( ' 
but having died while minister to Peru, one year’s salary aud ies 4 
| ances, after necessary deductions of salary paid. 


\ 


ne 


I suppose that was his salary for the balance of the ye ed 
same action was taken in the case of Mrs. Kilpatrick, wicoW ' 
| General Kilpatrick, who died while minister to Chile. 
The report then gives the case of Mrs. Garnet, as follows: 
The joint resolution approved August 1, 1882, gave to Mrs. Gar! : 
| of the Rev. Henry Highland Garnet, who died while minister to Liber!. 
| year’s salary and legal allowances, after deducting the amount rece!’ 
to his death. Mr. Garnet had only been in Liberia a few weeks 














1904. 


That was similar to the case of Bayard Taylor. The report 
ines: 


conti 

The deficiency bill approved March 38, 1883, gave to Mrs. Marsh, widow of 
George P. Marsh, esq., who died while minister to Italy, the balance of one 
year salary. 

Then: . 

The act approved December 23, 1884, gave to Mrs. Jane Venable, widow of | 
w m E. Venable, esq., who died as minister to Guatemala, the sum of 
$5. i, being the balance of one year’s salary. In this case Mr. Venable 
= mmissioned March 14, 1857, and died at Guatemala August 22 of that 
wet efore presenting his credentials. Consequently the action of Congress 
dato: twenty-seven years after the minister’s death. 

The next case cited in the report is as follows: 

The deficiency bill approved March 3, 1885, gave to Mrs. Wing, widow of 
E. Rumsey Wing, esq., who died while minister to Ecuador, and to Mrs. 
Hunt, widow of William H. Hunt, esq., who died while minister to Russia, a 
~~ equal to six months’ salary in each case. Mr. Wing was commissioned 
minister-resident November 16, 1869. Shortly afterwards, however, Con- 
gress discontinued the mission to Ecuador. 


Now, with regard to consuls. The letter of the Secretary of 


State, after a reference to Senate report No. 238 of the Forty-ninth | 
Congress, first session, where a list of the diplomatic officers who | 


died in the service and whose families have received various sums, 
from six months’ salary to one year’s compensation, says: 


Since then Congress has provided for Mrs. Verona E. Pollock, widow of 
nder L. Pollock, who died while consul of the United States at San Sal- 


ind her late husband's compensation. 
Then, on April 17, 1900, Congress provided— 
for the payment to Mrs. Clare M. Ashby, widow of William W. Ashby, who 


was drowned while consul of the United States at Colon, the sum of $2,866, 
ich represented the balance of one year’s salary. 


nieh 


Again, in 1901— 


va 
ert} 


Congress provided for the payment to Ella Lowery Moseley,widow of R« bert 
E. Moseley, who died while consul-general at Singapore, a sum equal to three 
months’ salary, or $750. 

Those are the only cases of payment of this nature to widows ef consular 
officers that the Department recalls at present. 


So that the precedents have not been uniform in the amount 
which has been paid. 

A 
this bill becomes important from the fact that, if we pass it, it 
will be considered as setting a precedent for paying a year’s sal- 
ary to the widow of any consul who may die in the service. 

Mr. President, why should we pay such sums to the widows 
of c nsuls and not pay them to the widows of other Government 
officials, wherever serving, whether in Washington or any of the 
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| and having become too old to be efficient. 


- the sum of $6,840, which included a claim for the loss of private prop- | 





any reason why we should do this in the case of a consul dying 
at his post which does not apply with equal force to every person 
in the employment of the Government? 

There has been a good deal of talk about a civil pension—that 
is, a pension for civil officers after having served the Government 


But that proposition 
has not been carried out; and the appropriation carried in the bill 
under discussion is in the nature of a pension. 

Right here I wish to speak of a matter which was suggested by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrosk]. He said this bill 
or similar bills had twice passed the Senate. I know that is so, 
Mr. President, but bills of this character pass the Senate without 
any consideration, without discussion, without question, usually 
in the hurry of business when there is no time for discussion. I 
do not think that action by the Senate settles the principle at all. 
I think, as the Senator from Wisconsin has said, it is a very grave 
question whether we ought, by passing this bill, to establish the 
principle that whenever a person in the service of the Govern- 
ment dies his widow is to receive a year’s salary. I think there 
is no special reason in this case why the bill should be passed. If 
it were a bill to bring home the remains of a deceased consul 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Government always does that. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think that is already provided 
for by the Government. This bill is not to reimburse the widow 





| for any expense connected with the bringing home of the remains 
| or the funeral expenses; it is simply saying that where a consul 


dies away from this country his widow shall have a year’s salary 
voted to her by Congress. I can not see why, if that is to be 


| done, there should not be voted to the widow or family of every 
| person holding office under the Government a year’s salary. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, first I want to make a par- 


liamentary inquiry, and that is as to whether it has not hereto- 
y ing 


the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] says, I think | 


States of our Republic? I know that we pay a year’s salary to 
the widow of a Senator who dies; I know that we pay a sum 
equal to six months’ salary to the widows of the officers of the | 
Senate who die in the service, which sum is to include all the ex- 
penses of the funerals; but what is there about a consul’s office 
which entitles his widow to a year’s salary when he dies any more 


than that of an Auditor of the Treasury Department, a Cabinet 
officer, or one of the assistant secretaries? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If one of our ministers or ambassadors or 
any other officer of the diplomatic corps stationed abroad dies, is 


the salary of such officer for that year paid to his widow? 

r. PLATT of Connecticut. In some cases that has been done 
by ‘ongress. The practice, however, has not been uniform, I 
t 


r. CULLOM. It is not the rule. 
‘tr. BEVERIDGE. For example, the ambassador to Ger- 
mony, [ think, gets a salary of $17,500; and if he died his widow 
would be paid that amount. Is that the idea? 
r. PLATT of Connecticut. It seems to me, Mr. President, we 
c ‘t stop very well with consuls. A consul is an officer of no 


* 


the Departments, or a judge of the district court in the 
vict of Columbia, or a United States attorney in any of the 
cts of the United States, ora district judge. I know that 
ne or two instances we have made appropriations for the 
ws of deceased officials. I remenrber we did make an appro- 
ion in the case of Mrs. Miller, the widow of Justice Miller, 
® Supreme Court, but if we pass this bill I do not see why 


—A eo 


W 


> > we 


~ 


that she has a claim, under the practice of the Government, 
ne year’s salary, 

in the case of a consul of the United States dying at his post 
ear’s salary is to be paid to his widow, why should not the 
‘8 practice be followed if the Commissioner of Pensions should 
Why would not his widow be entitied to the same favor, as 
as the widow of the Commissioner of Education or of the 
“Thiissioner of Labor or of any of the Assistant Secretaries? The 


—s 


| { 


zn 


. 1 
il 


Principle would be extended to cover the families of the deceased; 
, \« it the widows of the officers I have named are entitled to this 
in ity, Why not the widow or family of every person employed 
D 


r grade than a Cabinet officer, or an Assistant Secretary of | 


fore been the custom that in proceeding to the Calendar we have 
acted under Rule VIII, and not under Rule IX, so that we could 
take up unobjected cases? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When the Calendar is taken 
up before 2 o’clock, it is under Rule VIII; but when the Calen- 
dar of General Orders is taken up after 2 o’clock, it is under 
Rule IX, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have heretofore noticed that we have 
had two Calendars; that proceeding under Rule VIII certain ob- 
jected cases went to the Calendar which was said to be under 
Rule IX, and I had thought our custom had been, regardless of 
the hour, to proceed under Rule VIII. If Iam wrong, of course 
I submit. 

Mr. HALE. It can easily be settled at any time by asking 
unanimous consent when we take up the Calendar that we pro- 
ceed under Rule VIII. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Yes. 

Mr. HALE. That is the Calendar under which we pass a great 
many cases that are satisfactory to Senators. Under Rule LX we 
get the fighting cases, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ihad it in mind, if the ruling of the Chair 
should be against me, to ask unanimous consent now that we con- 
sider the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would be obliged 
tc rule against the proposition of the Senator. If the Calendar 
was commenced at any time before 2 o’clock, the Chair would 
nold that it was under Rule VIII, with the limitations of debate 
and all that sort of thing, but when it reaches 2 o’clock and the 
Chair lays before the Senate the Calendar of General Orders, the 
Chair would rule then that it is proceeded with under the general 
rule of the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Has the Chair ruled that unanimous con- 
sent can not be given that we proceed under Rule VIII? 

The PRESID£NT pro tempore. Unanimous consent will do 


| anything except amend the Constitution of the United States. 


widow of every consul who may die at his post should not | 


the service of the Government of the United States? Is there | as to how many times a Senator may address himself to the same 


Mr. GALLINGER. Precisely. That is what I thought, Mr. 
President, and for that reason [ now ask unanimous consent that 
we proceed under Rule VIII in the further consideration of the 
Calendar to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator intend to 
have it apply to the pending bi!l? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it apply to everything. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should think so, sir. Iam quite willing 
that this bill should go over. 

I will say in this connection that I this morning introduced a 
bill to make an allowance of $1,500 to the widow of a consul who 
died recently, and who was from my own State. Ido not believe 
in the principle at all, but if this bill is to be paid, I want the 
New Hampshire bill to be paid. 

he PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that the further consideration of 
the Calendar to-day shall be under Rule VIII. Under Rule VIII 
there is a limitation of the time of debate; there is a limitation 
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question; there is also a provision that if objection is made the 


case must go over, unless on motion it is determined by the | 


Senate that it shall be considered. If itis so considered, then the 
ordinary rules prevail and not the provisions of Rule VIII. 
there objection to the request of the Senator from New Hampshire? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill which has been under con- 
sideration go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will go over. 
over, retaining its place. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly; retaining its place. 

CERTIFICATION OF LAND OFFICE RECORDS, 

The bill (S. 372) authorizing the recorder of the General Land 
Office to issue certified copies of patents, records, books, and 
papers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
vides that copies of any patents, records, books, or papers in the 
General Land Office, authenticated by the seal and certified by 
the recorder of such Office, shall be evidence equally with the 
originals thereof, to the same force and effect as when certified 
by the Commissioner of that Office. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the®Senator in charge 
of the bill why it is necessary to dispense with the signature of 
the head of a bureau and simply allow the chief of a division 
practically to certify to official papers? I should like to know 
of some reason for it. Heretofore we have required the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office to certify. Now, here is 
the recorder, a chief of a division in the Land Office, who is to 
certify to papers with the same effect as if the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office had done it. 

Mr. LODGE. The bill requires the certification by the Com- 
missioner. 

No. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
Mr. LODGE. I think it is a mistake in the bill. 
COCKRELL. No; I think not. I think it is just the re- 


Mr. 
verse. 
Mr. LODGE. No; the bill says, in the last line—oh, yes; I see. 
Mr. COCKRELL. It is to do away with the certification by 
the Commissioner. 
Mr. LODGE. The Senator is correct. 


Objection being made, the bill 


Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not think it ought to be agreed to. Let | 


the bill go over. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


Mr. COCKRELL subsequently said: I wish to have the Senate | 


recur to Senate bill 372. 1 requested that it might go over. 


I find that it does not provide for the certification of all papers | 
by this officer, but simply that he shall certify copies of patents | 


which have already been issued and which are in the recorder’s 
office. I find that the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
wants the bill to pass. That being the object of it, I think it 
ought to be passed. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. | 


RESERVOIR RESERVATIONS. 

The bill (S. 122) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
restore to public entry lands embraced in whole or in part within 
segregations for reservoirs was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides that any or all of the lands heretofore in- 
cluded within reservations for reservoir purposes may, in the 


discretion of the Secretary, be thrown open to entry and settle- | 


ment under the land laws as though such reservation had never 
been made. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MINOR COINS. 

The bill (S. 903) providing for the purchase of metal and the 


coinage of minor coins, and the distribution and redemption of | 


said coins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BERRY. 
Island whether the bill affects adversely or in any way the mint 
at New Orleans? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Under the law as it now stands minor coins 
are coined only at the mint in Philadelphia. 
tend the same privileges to the mints at New Orleans, San Fran- 
cisco, and Denver. 

Mr. BERRY. To New Orleans? 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
which they do not now have. 

Mr. BERRY. I did not observe the word there, and I was not 
sure about it. Is it a unanimous report from the Committee on 
Finance? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Finance with 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Is | 


When objection is made, a measure simply goes | 


I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode | 
This proposes to ex- | 


To New Orleans; to give them privileges 


JANUARY 27, 
| amendments. The first amendment of the Committee on Fina 8 
was, to insert after the enacting clause the following: 

That sections 2528 and 3529 of the Revised Statutes be, and the san 
hereby, amended so as to read as follows. a 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next ameridment was, on. page 1, line 6, before the wor 
“*that,”’ to insert ‘‘ Sec. 3528;”’ in line 10, after the word ‘may » 
| to strike out ‘‘direct”’ and insert ‘‘ designate, with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury;’’ in line 11, after the wor 
**transferred,’’ to strike out ‘‘ by the Secretary of the Trea 
and on page 2, line 2, after the words ‘‘San Francisco,” to 
‘* Denver;’’ so as to read: 

Suc. 8528. That for the purchase of metal for the minor coinage anthorizog 
by this act a sum not exceeding $200,000 in lawful money of the Unit 
shall, upon the recommendation of the Director of the Mint and in ; 
as he may designate, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treas; 
transferred to the credit of the superintendents of the mints at Philado|p)) 
| San Francisco, Denver, and New Orleans, at which establishments, wnti! ot): 

erwise provided by law, such coinage shall be carried on, ete. F 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 19, to strike out ‘‘§ 
2’ and insert *‘ Sec. 3529.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 11, to strike out 
‘the following: 


Sec. 3. That sections 29° and 80 of an act entitled “An act revising 


amending the laws relative to the mints, assay offices, and coinage o 
United States,” approved February 12, 1873, are hereby repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the ameni- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF NAPOLEON B. GIDDINGS. 

The bill (S. 56) for the relief of the legal representatives of Na- 
poleon B. Giddings was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
It directs the Secretary of War to cause to be investigated the 
circumstances of the alleged taking from Napoleon B. Giddings, 
in January, 1847, at Santa Fe, N. Mex., and deposit with A. B. 
Dyer, lieutenant of ordnance, United States Army, by order of 
Sterling Price, colonel commanding the army in New Mexico at 
that time, of 140 kegsof gunpowder; andif the powder was never 
returned to Giddings, then theSecretary of the Treasury is anthor- 
ized to cause to be paid to the legal representatives of Giddings 
| the reasonable market value of the powder. - 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
| to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

M. E. SAVILLE. 

The bill (S. 61) for the relief of M. E. Saville was considered as 
| in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of War to 
| cause to be investigated embezzlement of quartermaster and com- 
| missary funds and stores at Fort Gill, Okla., discovered while 
| M. E. Saville, first lieutenant, Tenth Regiment United States In- 
| fantry, was quartermaster and commissary at that post; and if 

upon such examination the Secretary is satisfied that Saville exer- 
| cised due diligence and care in the discharge of his duties he i 


are 


ury ” 


insert 


tates 
ums 








| directed to release and discharge Saville from any further liabilit) 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
| to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SHIPPING BETWEEN UNITED STATES AND PHILIPPINE PORTS. 

The bill (S. 2259) to regulate shipping in trade between ports 
| of the United States and ports or places in the Philippine Archi- 
pelago, between ports or places in the Philippine Archipelago, and 
for other purposes, was announced as the next business in order on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. LODGE. Let the bill go over, Mr. President, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over. 

RUDOLF HERBST. 

The bill (S. 126) for the relief of Rudolf Herbst was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the accounting « 
| of the Treasury to reopen the claim of Rudolf Herbst, as acting 
hospital steward of the United States Army and hospital steward 
| of the First Montana Volunteer Infantry, and allow him the pay, 
| allowances, and extra pay of a hospital steward from August !°, 
| 1898, to the date of the muster out of the First Montana Voln- 
teer Infantry, less the pay, allowances, and extra pay received by 
| him for that period. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

COUNTY OF WHITE PINE, NEV. ; 

The bill (S. 1741) for the relief of the county of White Pine, 
State of Nevada, was considered as in Committee of the W ho!e. 
It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the county of 

White Pine, Nev., $769.67, to reimburse the county for money 
| expended in caring for certain Indians who contracted smallpox 
during the smallpox epidemic from February 26 to July 1, 1901. 





Heers 











The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BUST OF GENERAL LAFAYETTE. 

‘oint resolution (S. R. 21) authorizing the purchase of a 


aang -pust of General Lafayette, executed by David D’Angers, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
appropriate the sum of $2,000 to enable the Joint Committee on 
the Library to purchase from Hawkins K. Jenkins, executor of 


the will of the late Dr. Gabriel F. Manigault, a marble bust of 
General Lafayette, executed by David D’ Angers. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

STATUE OF HENRY WADSWORTH LONGFELLOW. 


The joint resolution (8S. R. 20) authorizing the selection of a 
site and the erection of a —— for a bronze statue in Washing- 
ton, D. C., in honor of the late Henry Wadsworth Longfellow 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes that 
the chairman of the Senate Committee on the Library, the chair- 
man of the House Committee on the Library, and the Secretary 
of War shall be appointed a commission to select a site upon 
property belonging to the United States in the city of Washing- 
ton. other than the Capitol or Library grounds, for the erection 
of a statue in bronze of the late Henry Wadsworth Longfellow, 
to be provided by the Longfellow Memorial Association. 

For the preparation of the site so selected and the erection of a 


pe 


ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 
MARKING OF GETTYSBURG BATTLEFIELD, 
The bill (S. 2697) to amend an act authorizing the Secretary of 


field of Gettysburg, Pa., to commemorate the valorous deeds of 
certain regiments and batteries of the United States Army was 
considered as in Committee or the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SECOND LIEUTENANTS, MARINE CORPS. 


The bill (S. 2114) to fix the rank of certain officers in the Army | 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes that 
any second lieutenant of the United States Marine Corps who may 


have been appointed second lieutenant of artillery since the 2d | 


day of February, 1901, shall, in determining his lineal and rela- 
tive rank, be entitled to the same credit for prior commissioned 
service as a lieutenant of volunteers appointed under the act en- 
titled ‘An act to increase the efficiency of the permanent mili- 
tary establishment of the United States,’’ approved February 2, 
1901, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEONARD L. DIETRICK. 

_The bill (S. 146) for the relief of Leonard L. Dietrick was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs with an amendment, on page 1, line 12, after the word 
“Dietrick,” to strike out ‘ repaid’? and insert ‘‘ accounted for 
and paid; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
Wise appropriated, to Leonard L. Dietrick, late first lieutenant, Thirty-fourth 
Infantry United States Volunteers, the sum of $120, said sum having been 
United States funds stolen from his safe at Penaranda, Nueva Ecija, P. I., at 
some time between December 8, 1900, and December 24, 1900, while he was 

Ung commissary officer; and which sum the said Leonard L. Dietrick ac- 


act 
orleal re r oat paid to the proper officer of the United States from his own 
rate funds, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 


ment was concurred in, 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
COUNTY GOVERNMENT IN HAWAII. 
(S. 2400) to approve act No. 31 of the session of 1903 
gislature of the Territory of Hawaii, approved April 22 


mM, 


The bill 
of the le 
1902 
ment of counties and districts, and the management and control 
of public works and public institutions therein,” was announced 
as the next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. Let the bill go over. 

The PP ESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over. 

REMOVAL OF DERELICTS. 
2262) to provide for the removal or destruction of 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
Poses that the President may detail any public vessel to remove 


The bik Ss. 
derelicts ( 
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lestal upon which to place the statue, etc. , $4,000 is appropriated. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- | 


| Fla., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
War to cause to be erected monuments and markers on the battle- | 





or destroy any derelict from the course of vessels at sea. Any 
public vessel when so detailed shall be under the direction of the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor. 

One hundred and seventy-five thousand dollars is appropriated 


| for the construction, under the direction of the Secretary of Com- 


merce and Labor, of a steam vessel especially fitted for and 
adapted to the purpose of removing or destroying derelicts from 
the course of vessels at sea. e 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LIFE-SAVING STATION AT NOME, ALASKA. 

The bill (S. 2692) to establish a life-saving station at Cape 
Nome, Alaska, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to establish a life-saving station at Cape Nome, Alaska, 
at such point as the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving 
Service may recommend, the life-saving boats and apparatus 
placed there under the authority of the act making appropriations 
for the sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1902, to form a part of the equipment of said 
station. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move to amend the bill by striking out, in 
line 4, before ‘‘ Nome”’ the word ‘‘ Cape.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “‘A bill to establish a life- 
saving station at Nome, Alaska.’’ 

NATIONAL CEMETERY, PENSACOLA, FLA. 

The bill (S. 619) making an appropriation for completing the 
construction of the road to the national cemetery near Pensacola, 
It proposes 
to appropriate $32,000 for the purpose of completing the construc- 


| tion of the roadway from Pensacola, Fla., to the national ceme- 


tery near that city. ‘. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
ELECTRIC LIGHT AT HONOLULU. 

The bill (S. 2401) to approve a special act duly enacted by the 
legislature of the Territory of Hawaii to authorize and provide 
for the manufacture, distribution, and supply of electric light 
and power on the island of Oahu, Territory of Hawaii, was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill goes over. 

REPUBLIC OF PANAMA, 


The resolution, submitted by Mr. Hoar December 10, 1903, re- 


questing the President to communicate to the Senate such facts as 
may bein his possession or in that of any of the Executive Depart- 
ments as will show whether, at the time of the ratification of the 





treaty with the Republic of Panama, that province had success- 
fully established its independence, etc., was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the resolution go over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will go over. 

STATUE OF GEN. JAMES MILLER. 

The bill (S. 1634) for the erection of a statue to the memory of 
Gen. James Miller at Peterboro. N. H., was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to appropriate $5,000 for the 
erection of a statue, in bronze or granite, to the memory of Gen. 
James Miller, the hero of Lundys Lane, at Peterboro, N. H.., 
which sum shall be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of War, or such officer as he may designate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN F, WESTON, 

The bill (S. 2696) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay John F. Weston the sum of $241.60, etc., was 
| considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
| John F. Weston the sum of $241.60, being compensation for loss, 
in 1877, of his professional books and clothing while changing 

station, under orders, from the cantonment on Tongue River, 
| Montana, to Helena, Mont., as captain and commissary of sub- 


, entitled ‘‘An act providing for the organization and govern- | sistence, United States Army. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ORDER BOOK OF GEN. ARTHUR ST. CLAIR, 

The joint resolution (S. R.8) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to negotiate with John T. Dolan, of Portland, Oreg., for purchase 
of original manuscript copy of ‘‘ Order book of Gen. Arthur St. 
Clair,’’ was announced as next in order. 

Mr. LODGE. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The joint resolution goes over, 
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HEIRS OF JOSEPH W. ETHERIDGE AND JOHN M. RICHARDSON, 


The bill (S. 468) for the relief of the widow and children of the 
late Joseph W. Etheridge and the widow of the late John M. Rich- 
ardson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to pay to the widow and children (in equal proportions) of the late 
Joseph W. Etheridge, late superintendent of the sixth life-saving 
district, who died February 15, 1893, from pneumonia, contracted 
by him from exposure in the line of his duty in the Life-Saving 
Service, a sum equal to two years’ pay of a district superintend- 
ent of the Life-Saving Service, and to pay the same amount to the 
widow of the late John M. Richardson, late superintendent of the 
first life-saving district, who died the 13th day of June, 1896, from 
the effects of a trip of inspection through his district, in the line 
of his duty in the Life-Saving Service, made by him while in an 
enfeebled condition, against the advice of his physicians and at 
the cost of his life. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


IDAHO SOLDIERS AND SAILORS’ HOME. 


The bill (S. 250) granting to the State of Idaho 50,000 acres of 
land to aid in the continuation, enlargement, and maintenance of 
the Idaho Soldiers and Sailors’ Home was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It grants 50,000 acres of the unappropri- 
ated nonmineral public lands within the State of Idaho to that 
State, the same to be selected by the proper authorities thereof, to 
aid in the continuation, enlargement, and maintenance of the 
Idaho State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, and such portion as may 
not be necessary for the purpose specified shall be applied to the 
support of such public, benevolent, reformatory, or other educa- 
tional institution as the legislature of the State may designate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN SETTLERS. 


The bill (S. 278) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act for the relief 
of certain settlers on the public lands and to provide for the re- 
payment of certain fees, purchase money, and commissions paid 
on void entries of public lands’’ was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over. 


NATURALIZATION OF PORTO RICANS, 


The bill (S. 2345) to make applicable the provisions of the natu- 
ralization laws of the United States to Porto Rico, and for other 
purposes, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. KEAN. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. CocKRELL (for 
Mr. ForaKER) December 19, 1903, as follows: 


The Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico have had under consid- 
eration the following bill: 


“A bill to make applicable the provisions of the naturalization laws of the 
Uni States to Porto Rico, and for other purposes. 


“ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That all the applicable qrovisions 
of the naturalization laws of the United States shall apply to and held to 
authorize the admission to citizenship of all persons not citizens who owe 
permanent allegiance to the United States, and who may become residents 
of any State or organized Territory of the United States, with the following 
modifications: The applicant shall not be required to renounce allegiance to 
any foreign sovereignty; he make his declaration of intention to become 
a citizen of the United States at least one year prior to his admission; and 
residence within the jurisdiction of the United States, ozng em perma- 
nent allegiance, shall be regarded as residence within the United States 
within the meaning of the five years’ residence clause of the existing law. 

“Sxo. 2. That the provisions of the act approved March 2, 1887, entitled 
‘An act toestablish agricultural experiment stations in connection with the 
colleges established in the several States under the provisions of an act ap- 
proved July 2, 1862, and of the actssupplementary thereto,’ and the provisions 
of the act ears August 30, 1890, being ‘An act to apply a = on of the 
proceeds of the public lands to the more a endowment and support 
of the colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts established 
under the provisions of an act of + approved July 2, 1862,’ be, and the 
game are hereby, extended to Porto Rico. 

“Sec. 3. That the Secretary of War be, and heis hereby, empowered to 
authorize the construction or extension of any wharf, pier, dolphin, boom, 
weir, break water, sea wall, bulkhead, jetty, or other structure on any of the 
lands belongitig to the United States which underlie the harbor areas and 
navigable waters and streams lying in or surrounding the fsland of Porto 
Rico and the islands lying adjacent thereto, and to authorize the filling in or 
dredging of such lands, and to authorize any of theabove obstructions in the 
said harbor areas and navigable watersand streams: Provided, however, That 
the plans for such work be first recommended by the Chief of Engineers.” 

e passage of the measure is recommended. The following brief analysis 
«ee sections of the bill shows the scope and purpose of the pro: legis- 
ion. 

Section 1, authorizing the naturalization of citizens of Porto Rico, was fa- 
vorably reported from the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico at 
the last session in the same form in which it appears in this measure. The 
——— now simply repeats what it said at t time in supportof the pro- 

on, namely: 

“The naturalization laws of the United States now in force contemplate 
the admission to citizenship by naturalization of only aliens who prior to 
naturalization owe all nce to some foreign sovereignty. The inhabitants 
of Porto Rico and the P a. Guam, Tutuila, and other insular posses- 
sions have not been made citizens of the United States. They have, however, 
passed under our jurisdiction, and are under our sovereignty, and owe alle- 
giance to the United States, and do not owe allegiance to anybody else; and 
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still Shey exe neither aliens nor citizens. Not being dliens, they ca; 


1 not } a 


naturalized, and for that reason citizenship is to them impossible; t),cjr ait, 


ation in thatr t is worse, therefore, than that of aliens, Such an anoy, 
lous result was not intended by the legislation that has been enact) aff ~ 
ing the civil and political status of the inbabitants of our recently ao, 

insular ons. The section provides a remedy.” aes 

This section was contained in the bill (H. R."17546) to provide a Delog, 
the House of Re mysentet es of the United States from Porto Ri, . 
passed the Senate March 3, 1903. It failed to become law, howeye, 
son of the lack of time on the part of the House to consider and agrdc 
Senate amendments. 

Section 2 of the bill extends the provisions of the Hatch and Morril} Jays 
so called, to the island of Porto Rico. The effect of this section will hats .. 
title Porto Rico to be paid the sum of $40,000 annually for the support .;, 
college for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts. Eyery oth.» 
ponmeey of the United States, as well as every State in this Union, pow }, 
the benefits of these laws. There is no place where such an educati x 


now ha 
is more needed or where it will be better appreciated. This sectio: = D 








the incorporation of the Hatch law, was also included in the bil! }eye 
aa (H. R. 17546), which passed the Senate at the second sessioy, 
Jon 


Section 3 of the bill is drawn in the interest of improved harbor faci), 
for the island, the necessity for which has been brought to the attention , 
this committee through numerous petitiops, memorials, etc., praying for ¢) 
legislation proposed, received from time to time, the latest being one fro 
the municipal council of the city of Ponce and one from the executive eoyy. 
cil of Porto Rico. The bill H. R. 17546, above referred to as having passe 
the Senate at the second session of the Fifty-seventh Congress contained 
this section also. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to make an inquiry of the Senator 
who reports the bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. It was reported during my absence by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockRELL], but it was reported 
as it states here, for me. 

Mr. SPOONER. I listened to the report or a portion of it. 

Mr. FORAKER. It was reported in that‘way,I suppose, sim- 
ply because I am the chairman of the committee. 

Mr.SPOONER. Does the bill make any change in tlie political 
status of the Porto Ricans? 

Mr. FORAKER. No; it makes no change whatever. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does it provide for a Delegate? 

Mr. FORAKER. It does not. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It provides the machinery for naturaliza- 
tion. 

Mr. FORAKER. It simply provides for their naturalization, 
It is evident from the provisions of the law, and it has been so 
held by the courts, that they are not aliens. It has not been set- 
tled yet that they are not citizens, but the language of the law is 
such as to preclude that idea, as we think, and it has been held 
that in order to become citizens they must be naturalized. Unier 
the law as it now stands they can not be naturalized, because the 
first requirement of the law is that they shall forswear allegiance 
to some foreign potentate or power. They do not owe any such 
allegiance. They owe allegiance only tous. Their condition is 
worse than the condition of the Spaniard who elected to remain 
loyal to Spain and continued to live in Porto Rico, because he can 
become naturalized and the Porto Rican can not. 

Mr. NELSON. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. Has any court decided that the Porto Ricans 
are not citizens of the United States? 

Mr. FORAKER. No; no court has so decided. 

Mr. QUARLES. It was decided that they are not aliens. 

Mr. FORAKER, The Supreme Court has recently decided that 
they are not aliens, and the point made in the report is that they 
are not aliens owing allegiance to some foreign Government or 
power, and for that reason the naturalization laws as they now 
stand do not apply to these people to enable naturalization. 

Mr. SPOONER. Under the operation of this bill do tlicy be 
come naturalized? 

2 “wy FORAKER. Theydonot. They have to become ! 
ized. 

Mr. SPOONER. When they come to this country? 

Mr. FORAKER,. They become naturalized when they com? 
into this country, and not until they come in. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I should like to ask the Senator, on tha 
very point, the meaning of this language: 

And residence within the jurisdiction of the United States, ow 
permanentallegiance, shall be regarded as residence within the Unit: \ 

Mr. FORAKER. That is as to the time when they can be at 
mitted as citizens by the court; but the first provision, as tlie Sel 
ator will see, is that the applicable provisions of the laws vf the 
United States shall apply to these Porto Ricans. They have 
appear before a court of the United States or of some State. | 

. BEVERIDGE. I did not so understand it. [ only notice! 
an apparent conflict between the provision which I read and the 
prior provision. 

Mr. FORAKER. Thatsimply means that when they sha!) have 
resided under our jurisdiction, in Porto Rico or elsewhere, !0' 4 
period of five years, they may when they come into this cv 
showing that fact, be eligible to naturalization. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Wisconsin asked if there w 
anything in this bill that changes the status of these peop'e, ” 


ntry, 
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which the Senator from Ohio, the chairman of the committee, I 
think, replied that there is not. It seems to me the Senator can 
not go quite so faras that. It — to me that it does change 
the status considerably; whether desirable or not is another ques- 
mn. 

Tail like to have that part of the bill read which touches 
the consideration at the moment in the Senator’s mind, about 
where these Porto Ricans must be naturalized and whether a five 
years’ residence in Porto Rico heretofore is adequate to entitle 
them to apply for citizenship. Let that be read. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator from Maine will pardon me, 
before it is read I will say to him that I did not intend to answer 
in the broad way he seems to have understood me. The effect of 
this bill isnot to change the status, but it is to afford to Porto 
Ricans means of changing their status; that is, the effect of the 
pill isto give them some way in which to become naturalized cit- 
izensof the United States. They have no such way now. That 
is the only purpose of it. It is provided in the bill that if they 
have lived five years under the jurisdiction of the United States, 
under the laws of the United States, whether that be in Porto 
Rico or in the Philippines or elsewhere, they shall, when applying 
for naturalization in accordance with the laws now in force, be 
admitted to naturalization. 

Mr. HALE. The clause in lines 6 and 7, perhaps, covers what 
was in my mind, but here is the whole provision: 

That all the applicable provisions of the naturalization laws of the United 
States shall apply to and be held to authorize the admission to citizenship 
of all persons not citizens who owe permanent allegiance to the United 
States— 

That is intended, of course, to cover Porto Rico— 
and whe my become residents of any State or organized Territory of the 
United States. 

That, the Senator would say, excludes Porto Rico from that 

art of it. 
Mr. FORAKER. What I said awhile ago, and repeat, is that 
under the provisions of this law a Porto Rican can not become 
naturalized in Porto Rico, in the courts of Porto Rico; he must 
come here. 

Mr. HALE. The language is— 
and who may become residents of any State or organized Territory. 

That would not include Porto Rico? 

Mr. FORAKER, No. 

Mr. HALE. So that no Porto Rican, after this bill passes, can 
be naturalized unless he becomes a resident of the United States. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And makes his declaration. 

Mr. HALE. Or who may become a resident of any State or 
Territory, just as if he came from Ireland or Italy or Germany. 

Mr. FORAKER. Precisely the same, except that he is allowed 
credit for the time he has lived under our jurisdiction, whether 
that be in Porto Rico—— 

Mr. HALE, Where is that provision? 

The applicant shall not be required to renounce allegiance to any foreign 
soverelgnty— 

That is right— 
he shall make his declaration of intention to become a citizen of the United 
States at least one year prior to hisadmission; and residence within the juris- 
diction of the United States, owing such permanent allegiance, shall be re- 
garded as residence within the United States within the meaning of the five- 
years’ residence clause of the existing law. 

That is, he must count up five years either of residence since 
the passage of the Foraker Act or in the United States. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If a citizen of the Philippines comes over 
here and under the provisions of this proposed act becomes nat- 
uralized and then goes back there, he is no longer a citizen of the 
Philippine Islands, but a citizen of the United States, is he not? 

Mr. FORAKER. He is no longer what? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. He is a citizen of the United States. He 
comes over here and becomes naturalized, and when he goes back 
he goes back as a citizen of the United States like anybody else 
a gC a rom the United States. Would not that be the effect 

Ns Dl 

There are two or three propositions embraced in the bill which 
Present some confusion, at least in my mind. It raises rather an 
anomalous condition of things. 

Mr. LODGE. The bill does not touch the Philippine Islands 


at all, 
Me. BEVERIDGE. It does not? I do not know. 
Mr. LODGE. _It refers only to citizens of Porto Rico, 
Mr. GALLINGER. It does not in the text. 
Mr. FORAKER. It does only in the title. 
Mr. GALLINGER, t is all. 
FORAKER. I donot know but that it would be construed 


Mr. 
to apply to anybody living anywhere under the jurisdiction of the 


United States. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes: 
States, ; 


under the jurisdiction of the United 
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— 


Mr. FORAKER. The point I would make in answer to the 
Senator’s suggestion is, if that be true, what harm can come from 
it? People do not come here in considerable number merely for 
the sake of becoming naturalized and then going back. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I agree with the Senator. I do not know 
that there would be any harm in it, but it will at once occur to 
every Senator that there is at the moment confusion in that state- 
ment and it raises a questionable situation. 

I have no disposition to object, of course, to the consideration 
of the bill, but does it not occur to the Senator that there are two 
or three matters of confusion suggested here by the queries of 
Senators, and thatit might well go over? 

Mr. FORAKER. No; Ido not see any confusion, if the Sena- 
tor will pardon me for saying that. It is probably due to the 
fact that we have given a good deal of study to this subject. We 
had it before our committee at the last session of the last Con- 
gress and the bill was then reported. It was considered in the 
Senate, and the Senate passed unanimously a bill in these exact 
words. There is no change whatever. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of course this bill does apply to the Phil- 
— as well as to Porto Rico. 

r. FORAKER. Ido not think there should be any trouble 
about it. I do not know why—— ; 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me? 

Mr. FORAKER. Inaminute. I donot know why it should 
not apply to a citizen of the Philippines living there, an inha)bit- 
ant there, and owing allegiance to us, owing permanent «!le- 
giance to us asa people. That expression was furnished us 'y 
the State Department. This measure was referred to the St ite 
Department and very carefully considered there. If my mem ry 
does not serve me incorrectly, it originated with the State De- 
partment. They communicated to us in regard to it, saying that 
this trouble constantly arises. The citizens of Porto Rico and 
the citizens of the Philippines also, forI think it would have 
equal application to them, owe us permanent allegiance; and yet 
if they see fit to come here and reside in good faith and for all 
time they never can become naturalized. Their condition is 
worse than the condition of their fellow-citizens who, under the 
terms of the treaty of peace, elected to retain their allegiance to 
Spain. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator will observe-— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under Rule VIII no Senator 
is entitled to speak more than once. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I was going to put a query to the Senator. 
However, I will not insist upon it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido notintend to speak on the bill. I only 
wish to ask the Senator from Ohio whether, in view of its impor- 
tance, it would not be better that it should go over and not be 
considered under the five-minute rule? 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam willing that it shall go over, if Senators 
think they want to discuss it; but it seems to me to be a very 
simple — It appears to me that these Porto Ricans, 
who have been under our jurisdiction and who have been good 
and loyal people, ought to be put on at least as good footing as 
the Spaniard who elected to retain his allegiance to Spain. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Chio 
yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to ask a question of the Senator in 
charge of the bill. Would it not be better to make the island of 
Porto Rico a Territory and thereby solve the question as to 
citizenship? 

Mr. FORAKER. Well, that is a different kind of a question. 
I have not as much objection to that as some of my colleagues in 
the Senate haveexpressed. I think the Porto Ricans havea 01 
government now. I think they have a very fortunate posi:.on 
under the law under which they are living and by which they are 


being governed. I doubt if a Territorial government would be of 
any advantage to them or, at the present time, of any advantace to 
us. But whether they are to have the one or the other, it seems 
to me that at once they ought to be given the right to become 


naturalized citizens of the United States if they so desire. 

Mr. HALE. This will not apply to many people. Very fewof 
those people will come here. 

Mr. FORAKER. Very few. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. They will come over and go back there. 

Mr. FORAKER. If they do go back, they go back as citizens, 
and that will be all the better for us. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I rise simply to observe 
that I think the bill is certainly a very meritorious one. It seers 


to me to be the merest act of justice to give the people of Porto 
Rico citizenship here. Asit is, they are not citizeus of the United 
States, nor are they capable of becomipg citizens. Certainly there 
will be comparatively few of them who will come here; but if 
they do come, they ought t¢ dave the right to become naturalized. 
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Mr. FORAKER. 
ance ought not to put them in a worse situation than is the alien; 


In other words, owing us permanent allegi- 


their state ought not to be worse than that of aliens. 
bill will pass without amendment. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to inquire, through the Chair, 
of the Senator having the bill in charge what is meant by the 
phrase in the last line on page 1, “‘ residence within the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States?’’ Are not those people now within the 
jurisdiction of the United States? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly they are; but the purpose is to 
give them credit for the five years required to entitle them to 
naturalization, although they are living in Porto Rico. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Would they not be within the jurisdiction 
of the United States if they lived in the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly they would. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Then, it seems to me, the question of resi- 
dence is not really material to be expressed in the bill, inasmuch 
as they now reside within the jurisdiction of the United States. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will permit me, under the 
naturalization laws as they now exist, those people must reside 
here within the United States for five years. And the purpose 
of the committee in framing the bill in this case was to let those 
people have credit for the time they have lived under our juris- 
diction, whether here or in Porto Rico, owing us allegiance. 

Mr. HEYPBURN. Is it the intention that they shall live within 
the jurisdiction of the United States for the period named in the 
bill, even though they may have lived within that jurisdiction 
in the island of Porto Rico? 

Mr. FORAKER. When we come to consider whether they 
have been five years residing within the jurisdiction of the United 
States, the purpose of the bill is to give them credit for all the 
time that they have lived under our jurisdiction and have been 


owing us allegiance. 
Do I understand that they will be entitled, 


I hope the 


Mr. HEYBURN. 
upon application for citizenship, to have credit for the time that 
they have resided in Porto Rico since it has been under our 
jurisdiction? 

Mr. FORAKER. They would be entitled to whatever time 
they can show they have lived here or in Porto Rico since the 
island has been under our jurisdiction and subject to our laws. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, so far as I am concerned my 
mind is entirely clear that the bill is a perfectly harmless one. 
The people of Porto Rico are citizens of the United States in that 
general sense that all persons who are subject to our jurisdiction 
are citizens. There are two classes of citizenship. One is a citi- 
zenship by which we understand a man to beavoter. Thatright 
can only be acquired through legislation. But there is another 
citizenship, as to which the word is used in the samé sense as is 
the term “‘ subject’’ in monarchical countries. 

If Senators will examine the reports they will see that the Su- 
preme Court has decided that under our immigration laws the 
people of Porto Rico are not aliens, and I think, under the four- 
teenth amendment, they are clearly citizens of the United States 
in the broad general sense. If Senators will examine the case of 
Governor Boyd, of Nebraska, I think they will find the principles 
laid down in that case which will cover this case. There is such 
a thing as naturalization by the incorporation of one country as a 
part of another country. Where we incorporate a country and 
make it a part of our own we make the people of that country 
citizens of our own. 

Having this view of the case, I regard the bill as perfectly harm- 
less. I have not any doubt at all that if this matter should be 
brought before the court the people of Porto Rico would be deemed 
citizens of the United States in the general sense; not as voters, but 
as citizens in the same sense that the term ‘‘subject’’ is used in 
monarchial countries. 

Mr, FORAKER. That is, the term “citizen’’ in the interna- 
tional sense is equivalent to the term ‘“‘subject”’ in a monarchy, 
where they owe us allegiance and we owe them protection. 

Mr. NELSON, In that sense they are citizens, but in respect 
to the right of suffrage that is a matter regulated wholly by local 


law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is still before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 

. Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think the bill ought to go over, Mr. Presi- 
ent. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ihope not. I want the bill to pass. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator is anxious about it, I will 
withdraw my request. Otherwise I should like to have the bill 
go over, in order that I may have an opportunity to examine it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No objection has been made, 
because no Senator has risen in his place to make an objection. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Chair rule that asking a Senator 
a question is speaking within the rule? 

Mr. FORAKER. No; there is no objection to that. 

‘the PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio [Mr, 
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ce 
ForAKER] has exhausted his five minutes two or three time 
[Laughter. } 

Mr. FORAKER. Very well. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Ohio has himse|f aq. 
— that the bill makes the naturalization laws apply to Porto 

ico. 

Mr. FORAKER. Oh, no; I did not admit that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Ithink the Recorp will soshow; and now 
he admits it does apply to the Philippines. It is a pretty broad 
division. I think that I shall have no objection, so far as I am 
concerned, to the bill; but however much has been said here. it js 
perfectly clear that Senators have had new thoughts sugested 
to them as the discussion of the matter has proceeded. If, how. 
ever, the Senator from Ohio is anxious that the bill shall pass, | 
have no objection. Otherwise I should like the bill to go oyer, 

Mr. LODGE. I have not spoken, I believe, Mr. President, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair recognizes the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the title of the bill is faulty, but 
the bill itself is perfectly correct. There is no misunderstanding 
possible about it. The title simply needs to be made commensu. 
rate with the bill—that is all—and that can be done when that 
stage in the consideration of the billis reached. The bill is not 
from my committee, but I sincerely hope it may pass, as it con. 
tains provisions which I am certain are extremely important to 
the welfare of the people of that island. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will move an amendment to the title at the 
proper time. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

On motion of Mr. FORAKER, the title was amended so as to read: 
**A bill to amend the provisions of the naturalization laws of the 
United States, and for other purposes.”’ 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill has been passed, and I ask that my motion may go over until 
to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
enters a motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill has been 
passed. 

ALABAMA RIVER BRIDGE NEAR MONTGOMERY, ALA. 


The bill (S. 2465) to authorize the Montgomery and Autanuga 
Bridge Company to construct a bridge across the Alabama River 
near the city of Montgomery, Ala., was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 

That the act approved March 3, 1901, entitled ‘An act to authorize the 
Muntgomery and Autauga Bridge Company to construct a bridge across the 
Alabama River near the city of Montgomery, Ala.,” which act has expired 
by limitation, be, and is hereby, revived and reenacted. 

Sec. 2. That section 5 of the said act be amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sxc. 5. That all street-railway companies desiring to use said bri«e shall 
be allowed to do so upon paying a reasonable compensation for such use, and 
all telephone and telegraph companies shall be granted equal rights «nd pri 
ileges in the construction and operation of their lines across said brie: and 
if actual construction of the =e herein authorized shall not be commenced 
within one year and be completed within three years from March 3, 1\\/4, the 
rights and privileges hereby granted shall cease and be determined. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amen(- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, real 
the third time, and passed, 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to revive and 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to authorize the Montgomery and 
Autauga Bridge Company to construct a bridge across the Ala- 
bama River near the city of Montgomery, Ala.’ ”’ 


WYOMING STATE SOLDIERS AND SAILORS’ HOME. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. WARREN, Will the Senator withhold that motion for4 
moment? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will, with pleasure. 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of a small bill, which will leave me under somé 
embarrassment unless it is taken care of. There were two bills, 
identical in import, one referring to the State of Idaho ani the 
other to Wyoming, which were reported from the Committ+e 00 
Public Lands or ordered to be reported atthe sametime. Through 
an error—the Senator who made the report is not now present— 
one was placed on the Calendar far removed from the other. ! 
should like to ask unanimous consent that at this time Senate bill 
921 may be taken up and considered. . 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will yield for that purpose, but givé 
notice that I will renew my motion for an executive session UD- 
mediately after the bill shall have been disposed of. 


Ss OVer, 
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Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S, 921) granting to the State of Wyoming 
=) 000 acres of land to aid in the continuation, enlargement, and 
maint nance of the Wyoming State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It grants 50,000 acres of 
the unappropriated nonmineral public lands within the State of 
Wyoming to that State, to be selected by the proper authorities 
thereof, to aid in the continuation, enlargement, and maintenance 
of the Wyoming State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, but such por- 
tion of the granted lands as may not be found necessary for the 
purpose specified shall be applied to the support of such public, 
benevolent, reformatory, or other educational institution as the 
legislature of the State may designate. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I now renew my motion that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 


To be captains. 
First Lieut. Edward H. Schulz, Corps of Engineers, January 22, 
1904, vice Sanford, promoted. 
First. Lieut. Harry Burgess, Corps of Engineers, January 23, 
1904, vice Chittenden, promoted. 
To be first lieutenants. 
Second Lieut. William G. Caples, Corps of Engineers, January 
22, 1904, vice Schulz, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Henry C. Jewett, Corps of Engineers, January 
23, 1904, vice Burgess, promoted. 
ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT, 
To be colonels. 
Lieut. Col. John E. Greer, Ordnance Department, January 19, 
1904, vice Mordecai, appointed brigadier-general. 
Lieut. Col. John Pitman, Ordnance Department, January 21, 
1904, vice Butler, appointed brigadier-general. 
To be lieutenant-colonels. 
Maj. Daniel M. Taylor, Ordnance Department, January 19, 1904, 


consideration of executive business. After one hour spent in ex- | vice Greer, promoted. 


ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 


50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- | 


day, January 28, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 27, 1904. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

George F. Bartlett, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs 
for the district of New Bedford, in the State of Massachusetts. 
(Reappointment. ) 

James Brady, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Fall River, in the State of Massachusetts. (Reap- 
pointment. ) 

Obed G. Smith, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Nantucket, in the State of Massachusetts. (Reap- 
pointment. ) 

APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

John Linzee Snelling to be appraiser of merchandise in the dis- 
trict of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of Massachusetts, 
vice Alfred W. Brown. (Resigned.) 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES. 
QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 
To be assistant quartermaster-general with the rank of colonel. 

Lieut. Col. George E. Pond, deputy quartermaster-general, 
January 20, 1904, vice Hathaway, appointed brizadier-general. 
To be deputy quartermasters-gencral with the rank of lieutenant- 

colonel, 

Maj. William W. Robinson, jr., quartermaster, January 20, 
1904, vice Pond, promoted. 

_Maj. Medad C, Martin, quartermaster, January 22, 1904, vice 
True, appointed brigadier-general. 
PAY DEPARTMENT. 

_ To be assistant paymaster-general with the rank of colonel. 

Lieut. Col. Charles H. Whipple, deputy paymaster-general, 
January 25, 1904, vice Dodge, appointed Paymaster-General. 

To be deputy paymasters-general with the rank of lieutenant- 
colonel, 

Maj. John C, Muhlenberg, paymaster, January 23, 1904, vice 
Dodge, promoted. 

Maj. George R. Smith, paymaster, January 25, 1904, vice Whip- 
ple, promoted. 

To be paymaster with the rank of major. 

Ca 

Muhlenberg, promoted. 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, 

To be colonel. 
- Lieut. Col. Charles W. Raymond, Corps of Engineers, January 
«3, 1904, viee Mackenzie, appointed Chief of Engineers. 

To be lieutenant-colonels. 

Maj. Charles F. Powell, Corps of Engineers, January 22, 1904, 
Vice Allen, appointed brigadier-general. 


Maj. David A. Lyle, Ordnance Department, January 21, 1904, 
vice Pitman, promoted. 
To be major. 
Capt. J. Walker Benét, Ordnance Department, January 19, 1904, 


| vice Taylor, promoted. 


pt. William G@. Gambrill, paymaster, January 23, 1904, vice 


To be captain. 


First Lieut. Edward P. O’Hern, Ordnance Department, Janu- 
ary 19, 1904, vice Benét, promoted. 
ARTILLERY CORPS. 
To be colonels. 


Lieut. Col. Frank Thorp, Artillery Corps, January 21, 1904, 
vice Taylor, appointed brigadier-general. 
Lieut. Col. Louis V. Caziarc, Artillery Corps, January 23, 1904, 
vice Story, appointed chief of artillery. 
To be lieutenant-colonels. 
Maj. Oliver E. Wood, Artillery Corps, January 21, 1904, vice 
Thorp, promoted. 
Maj. Edward Davis, Artillery Corps, assistant adjutant-general, 
January 23, 1904, vice Caziarc, promoted. 
To be major. > 
Capt. David Price, Artillery Corps, January 21, 1904, vice Wood, 
promoted. 
INFANTRY ARM. 


To be colonels. 


Lieut. Col. George A. Cornish, Twenty-sixth Infantry, January 
20, 1904, vice Haskell, Third Infantry, appointed brigadier- 
general. 

Lieut. Col. Charles A. Williams, United States Infantry, in- 
spector-general, January 23, 1904, vice Kline, Twenty-first Infan- 
try, appointed brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. Marion P. Maus, Twenty-second Infantry, January 
24 1904, vice McCaskey, Twentieth Infantry, appointed brigadier- 
general. 

Lieut. Col. Frederick A. Smith, United States Infantry, in- 
spector-general, January 24, 1904, vice Dougherty, Eighth In- 
fantry, appointed brigadier-general. 

To be lieutenant-colonels. 


Maj. William Paulding, Eighteenth Infantry, January 20, 1904, 
vice Cornish, Twenty-sixth Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. Lorenzo W. Cooke, Twenty-sixth Infantry, January 24, 
1904, vice Maus, Twenty-second Infantry, promoted. 

POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA. 

Lucetta Wood to be postmaster at Point Richmond, in the 
county of Contra Costa and State of California. Office became 
Presidential April 1, 1903. 


IDAHO. 


| John Larson to be postmaster at Hope, in the county of Koote- 
nai and State of Idaho. Office became Presidential January 1, 


1904. 
ILLINOIS. 


Maj. John G, D. Knight, Corps of Engineers, January 23,1904, | Daniel McArthur to be postmaster at Glencoe, in the county of 


Vice Raymond, promoted. 
To be majors. 


Capt. James'C. Sanford, Corps of Engineers, January 22, 1904, 
= Powell, promoted. 

a 
1904, 


vice Knight, promoted. 


Cook and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential April 1, 


| 1903. 
INDIANA. 


| John G. Lowry to be postmaster at Montezuma, in the county 


pt. Hiram M. Chittenden, Corps of Engineers, January 23, | of Parke and State of Indiana. Office became Presidential Jan- 


uary 1, 1904. 
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KANSAS, 


June B. Smith to be postmaster at Cottonwood Falls, in the 
county of Chase and State of Kansas, in place of William Norton, 
resigned. 

MARYLAND. 


Samuel Hambleton to be postmaster at Rising Sun, in the county 
of Cecil and State of Maryland, in place of Samuel Hambleton. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 17, 1904. 

Walton C. Orrell to be postmaster at Centerville, in the county 
of Queen Anrs and State of Maryland, in place of John E. Wil- 
s0n. Incumbent’s commission expired December 19, 1903. 


MINNESOTA. 


Ira C. Richardson to be postmaster at Thief River Falls, in the 
county of Red Lake and State of Minnesota, in place of Ira C. 
Richardson. Incumbent’s commission expired January 23, 1904. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


William B. Martin to be postmaster at Indianola, in the county 
of Sunflower and State of Mississippi, in the place of Minnie M. 
Cox. Incumbent’s commission expired January 25, 1904. 


MISSOURI, 


Samuel R. Durham to be postmaster at Piedmont, in the county 
of Wayne and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential Jan- 
uary 1, 1904. 

Thomas L. Howden to be postmaster at Skidmore, in the county 
of Nodaway and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Frank S. Huckins to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county 
of Grafton and State of New Hampshire, in place of Frank §S. 
Huckins. Incumbent’s commission expires February 2, 1904. 


NEW YORK. 


Delano D. Cottrell to be postmaster at North Cohocton, in the | 


county of Steuben and State of New York, in place of Delano D. 
Cottrell. Incumbent’s commission expires February 2, 1904. 
Charles H. Griftin to be postmaster at Oakfield, in the county 
of Genessee and State of New York, in place of Charles H. Griffin. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 18, 1904. 
Henry P, Wilcox to be postmaster at Cohocton, in the county 


of Steuben and State of New York, in place of Henry P. Wilcox. | 


Incumbent’s commission expires February 2, 1904. 

Peter H. Zimmerman to be postmaster at Wayland, in the 
county of Steuben and State of New York, in place of Peter H. 
Zimmerman. Incumbent’s commission expires February 2, 1904. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


William P. King to be postmaster at Windsor, in the county of 
Bertie and State of North Carolina. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 

OHIO. 

Lee L. Cassady to be postmaster at Dresden, in the county of 
Muskingum and State of Ohio, in place of Lee L. Cassady. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 19, 1903. 

John C. Donglass to be postmaster at College Corner, in the 
county of Butler and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 


John Longstaff to be postmaster at Huron, in the county of | 


Beadle and State of South Dakota, in place of Charles N. Cooper. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 3, 1904. 
Abram E, Van Camp to be postmaster at Highmore, in the 


county of Hyde and State of South Dakota. Office became Presi- | 


dential January 1, 1904. 
TEXAS. 
Charles R. Bone to be 


of Jefferson and State of Texas, in place of Charles R. Bone. 
cumbent’s commission expired January 23, 1904. 


Crockett Campbell to be postmaster at Lufkin, in the county of | 


Angelina and State of Texas, in place of Joshua W. Shotwell. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 23, 1904. 

Frankie Houssels to be postmaster at Childress, in the county 
of Childress and State of Texas, in place of Frankie Houssels. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 23, 1904. 

B. M. Sheldon to be postmaster at Rockport, in the county of 
Aransas and State of Texas. Office became Presidential October 
1, 1903. 

WISCONSIN, 

Dean J. Hotchkiss to be postmaster at Foxlake, in the county of 
Dodge and State of Wisconsin, in place of Moses E. Williams, re- 
signed. 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 27, 1904, 
POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA. 
Charles Valentine to be postmaster at Clayton, in the county of 
Barbour and State of Alabama. , 
DELAWARE. 
Charles C. Tomlinson to be postmaster at Delmar, in the county 
of Sussex and State of Delaware. ; . 
ILLINOIS. 
Joseph H, Hunt to be postmaster at Byron, in the county of 


Ogle and State of Illinois. 
William A. McKnight to be postmaster at Alexis, in the county 
of Warren and State of Illinois. . 


MICHIGAN. 


Frank A. Peavey to be postmaster at Upton Works, in the county 
of St. Clair and State of Michigan. : 


MISSOURI. 


John N. Bishop to be postmaster at Ironton, in the county of 
Iron and State of Missouri. : 
George E. Muns to be postmaster at Montgomery City, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Missouri. 
| William C. Gardner to be postmaster at Billings, in the county 
of Christian and State of Missouri. ; 


OHIO. 


| 
| Harlow N. Aldrich to be postmaster at Elmore, in the county 
| of Ottawa ahd State of Ohio. : 
| TEXAS. 
| John B. Baker to be postmaster at Haskell, in the county of 
| Haskell and State of Texas. 
| David W. Barnhill to be postmaster at Uvalde, in the county of 
| Uvalde and State of Texas. 
William H. Bradley to be postmaster at Groveton, in the county 
of Trinity and State of Texas. 
Wesley J. Clarke to be postmaster at Dalhart, in the county of 
| Dallam and State of Texas. 
David Doole, jr., to be postmaster at Brady, in the county of 
McCulloch and State of Texas. 
Carl E. Ericson to be postmaster at El Campo, in the county of 
| Wharton and State of Texas. 
Alice S. Farmer to be postmaster at De Leon, in the county of 
| Comanche and State of Texas. 
Henry C. Ford to be postmaster at Whitney, in the county of 
| Hill and State of Texas. 
| James Gipson to be postmaster at Coleman, in the county of 
Coleman and State of Texas. 
Andrew J. Harrison to be postmaster at Goldthwaite, in the 
county of Mills and State of Texas. 
C. M. Hughs to be postmaster at Wharton, in the county of 
| Wharton and State of Texas. 
William C. Hurley to be postmaster at Sulphur Springs, in the 
county of Hopkins and State of Texas. 





| 


William H. King to be postmaster at Whitewright, in the county 
| of Grayson and State of Texas. 

Julius Laux to be postmaster at Flatonia, in the county of 
| Fayette and State of Texas. 
| William N. Merritt to be postmaster at Nocona, in the county 


of Montague and State of Texas. 

Orion L. Niccolls to be postmaster at Marfa, in the county of 
Presidio and State of Texas. 

Frank H. Pierce to be postmaster at Laredo, in the county of 
Webb and State of Texas. 

Clarence V. Rattan to be postmaster at Cooper, in the county 
of Delta and State of Texas. 

Isham Russell to be postmaster at Winnsboro, in the county of 
Wood and State of Texas. 

Joel B. Sharpe to be postmaster at Brownsville, in the county 
of Cameron and State of Texas. 

Harper Simpson to be postmaster at Edna, in the county of Jack- 
son and State of Texas. 

John 8. Snook to be postmaster at Caldwell, in tho county of 
Burleson and State of Texas. 

George H. Sparenberg to be postmaster at Big Spring, in the 
county of Howard and State of Texas. 

Charlie B. Starkie to be postmaster at Holland, in the county 
of Bell and State of Texas. 
George F. Taylor to be 

of Rockwall and State of 





stmaster at Royse City, in the county 
exas. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 
James F. Strother to be postmaster at Welch, in the county of 
McDowell and State of West Virginia, 
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WEDNESDAY, January 27, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon, 

prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

3y unanimous consent, the Committee on War Claims was dis- 
charged from consideration of the bill (H. R. 9313) to pay all 
Federal soldiers honorably discharged $2 per day while confined 
in Confederate military prisons thirty days or more; and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| 


1904. 


— 





POSTAL CARS. 


Mr.OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following priv- 

ileged report. 

“The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, requested to 

furnish to the House of Representatives information showing the serial num- 
all postal cars for which the Post-Office Department is paying rental 

in addition to the amount paid for carrying the mails therein, the name of 

the railroad company owning the same, and the time of service of eaeh car 

from date of ori inal construction and first use, together with all changes of 

serial number of car and ownership. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 

The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to which has been re- 
ferred House resolution No, 121, calling upon the Postmaster-General for cer- 
tain information relative to the service performed by railway peneeeee cars, 
has had the same under consideration, and begs to re the same to the 
House, and with the recommendation that as amended the same Se pom. 

Amend as follows: Strike out all of the preamble. Add after the word 
“ownership,” in line9, the following: “ and the condition of said carson June 
30, 1908.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

The amendments were considered, and agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. ‘ 

On motion of Mr. OVERSTREET, a motion to reconsider the last 


yote was laid on the table, 
FLYING-MACHINE EXPERIMENTS AND CONSTRUCTION. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I present the following 
privileged report from the Committee on Appropriations. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to 
furnish the Houseof Representatives at his earliest convenience with a state- 
ment showing the amount of money disbursed by his Department in the pro- 
motion of flying-machine experiments and construction, whether under the 
direction of Prof, 8. P. Langley or otherwise, together with the dates when 
said disbursements were made and funds from which they were drawn. 


The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman from Indiana any motion 
to submit? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I movethe adoption of the report and that 
the resolution lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. That is the first intimation the Chair has had 
of any motion to lay on the table. The gentleman from Indiana 
moves that the report lie on the table, 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman 
to have the resolution again reported. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will again read | 
the resolution. 

The Clerk again reported the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. s the gentleman from Indiana desire to 
have the report read in his time? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. HeMENWAY, from the Committee on Appropriations, submitted the 
following report: 


ber ot 


, The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred House resolu- 
tion No. 160, requesting the Secretary of War to furnish a statement of the 
amount of money disbursed by his Department in the promotion of flying- 
Machiic experiments and construction, together with the dates when said 
~ ursements were made and funds from which they were drawn, report as 

QMLOW 

Inasmuch as the information called for by the resolution is fully set forth 
on page 6 of the Thirteenth Report of the Board of Ordnance and Fortifica- 


tion, ur ler date of October 1, 1903, the committee recommend that the reso- 
lution be laid upon the table. 
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| aside each year for the purpose of these investigations. 


| purpose of investigating flying machines. 





Mr. HEMENWAY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask in my time that 
the law be read and then that the report of the Board of Ordnance 
and Fortification relating to this matter be also read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read as requested. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


BOARD OF ORDNANCE AND FORTIFICATION, 


» enable the Board to make all needful and proper purchases, experi- 
nts, and tests to ascertain, with a view to their utilization by the Govern- 
Ment, the most effective guns, small arms, cartridges, projectiles, fuses, ex- 
piosves, torpedoes, armor plates, and other implements and engines of war, 
— ,vurchase or cause to be manufactured, under authority of the Secre- 
ea se War, such guns, carriages, armor plates, and other war material as 
th ‘y. in the judgment of the Board, be necessary in the proper discharge of 
“ie duty devolved upon it by the act approved September 22, 1888; to pay the 
; f the civilian member of the Board of Ordnance and Fortification 


1 


provi 


‘ed by the act of February 24, 1891, and for the necessary traveling ex- 
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nses of said member when traveling on duty as contemplated in said act; 
or the payment of the necessary expenses of the Board, including a per diem 
allowance to each officer detailed to serve thereon, when employed on duty 
away from his permanent station, of $2.50 a day; and for the test of experi- 
mental guns, carriages, and other devices procured in accordance with the 
recommendation of the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, $100,000, the 
expenditure of which shall be made by the several bureaus of the War De- 
partment heretofore having jurisdiction of the same, or by the Board itself 
as the Secretary of War may direct: Provided, That before any money shall 
be expended in the construction or test of any gun, gun carriage, ammuni- 
tion, or implements under the supervision of the said Board, the Board shall 
be satisfied, after due inquiry, that the Government of the United States has 
a lawful right to use the inventions involved in the construction of such gun, 
gun carriage, ammunition, or implements, or that the construction or test is 
made at the request of a person either having such lawful right or authorized 
to convey the same to the Government. 

That all material purchased under the foregoing provisions of this act 
shall be of American manufacture, except in cases when, in the judgment of 
the Secretary of War, it is to the manifest interest of the United States to 
make purchases in limited quantities abroad, which material shall be ad- 
mitted free of duty. 


The Clerk read the following from the Board of Ordnance and 
Fortification: 

THE LANGLEY AERODROME. 

Early in the year 1898 a board composed of officers of the Army and Navy 
was appointed to examine the models and principles of the aerodrome de- 
vised by Dr. 8. P. Langley, Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, and to 
report whether or not, in its opinion, a large machine of this design could be 
built; and if so, whether it would be of practical valve. 

The report of this board was referred tothe Board of Ordnance and Fortiti- 
cation for action, and Doctor Langley was invited to appear before the 
Board and further explain the proposed construction. 

In view of the great utility of such a device, if a practical success, the 
Board, on November 9, 1898, made an allotment of $25,000 for the construction, 
development, and test of an aerodrome to be made under the direction of 
Doctor Langley, with the understanding that an additional allotment of the 
same amount would be made later. On December 18, 1899, the additional 
allotment of $25,000 was made. 

The construction of the machine was delayed by Doctor Langley’s ina- 
bility to procure a suitable motor, which he was finally obliged to design. 
The aerodrome was completed about July 15, 1908, and its test is in progress. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that this 
report furnishes the information desired by the gentleman who 
introduced the resolution, the Committee on Appropriations 
recommend that the resolution lie on the table. Years ago there 
was great complaint that the citizens of the United States, who 
had some invention that they wanted tested by the Government, 
could not be recognized; that only army officers and those con- 
nected with the Government service had any chance of having 
their inventions tested. Soa new board was created, known as 
the ‘‘ Board of Ordnance and Fortification,’’ and a civilian member 


| ordered to that Board, Congress having in view that this civilian 


member would take care of the rights of the citizen who wanted 
to have matters tested. A hundred thousand dollars has been set 
It is evi- 
$25,000 for the 
Later they set aside 
$25,000 more, the first $25,000 having been expended. That is the 
history of it, and no doubt the Board acted within the law when 
they set aside that money for that investigation. Whether or not 
it was a proper thing to do of course is to be determined by this 
Board of Ordnance and Fortification. But, as all the information 
the Department has in regard to the matter is contained in this 
report, we see né reason why the resolution should not lie on the 


dent from the report that this Board first set aside 


| table. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Does this $50,000 which has been set aside 
from the funds appropriated for ordnance and fortifications rep- 
resent all the expenditure of Government money for this flying- 
machine experiment? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It does. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. There has been no money taken from other 
funds? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I understand not. 
any fund available in the Government. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Now,Iam informed from the Smithsonian 
Institution itself, in an indirect way, that there is an additional 
$23,000 of money which has been drawn from other funds after 
the exhaustion of either the first or second appropriation, and I 
would like to ask the gentleman what objection there can possibly 
be to getting the fullest information on this subject? Thisisa 
problem worse than the problem of Ann’s age, and if it is going 
to cost us $73,000 to construct a mud duck that will not fly 50 feet, 
how much is it going to cost to construct a real flying machine? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I want to say, leaving out any question 
about a mud duck, that the twenty-three or twenty-four thou- 
sand dollars that has been expended in addition to the Govern- 
ment money is money that in no way belongs to the Government. 
It is money that belongs to the Smithsonian Institution. When 
that Institution was founded, Mr. Smithson donated a large sum 
of money, and from time to time since that citizens of the United 
States have donated money to the Smithsonian Institution. That 
money is under the control of the Regents of the Institution. It 


I don’t think there is 
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is not Government money in any sense and the Government has 
no control whatever over that money. Out of that fund, I un- 
derstand, some $23,000, or something in that neighborhood, has 
been expended on this flying machine. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. So that this $23,000 that has been referre 
to is taken from the appropriation for curios? ° 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It is not an appropriation. The gentle- 
man ought to listen to my answer. It is not an appropriation at 
all. The Government hasno control whatever over the money of 
the Smithsonian Institution. It is money that belongs to that In- 
stitution. It is simply private funds that belong to that Institu- 
tion and that are controlled by the Regents of that Institution. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. To whom does that Institution belong? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It istheSmithsonian Institution, aided by 
the Government in many ways, but having a large fund of its 
own, which the Regents control themselves. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It is an institution which belongs to the 
public, is it not? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Oh, no; the Government aids the Smith- 
sonian Institution in many ways. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Is it a private institution? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. They havea large fund that is purely a 
private fund, which has been donated to that institution by pri- 
vate individuals, and that the Government in no way controls 
except that we, I believe, have something to do with the appoint- 
ment of the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. I believe the 
House appoints three, and those three are now Mr. Hirt of Ili- 
nois, Mr. Apams of Pennsylvania, and Mr. Dinsmore of Arkan- 
sas, Members of this body. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I would like to ask the chairman of the 
committee whether a reasonable amount of time will be allowed 
to discuss this resolution under the rules? I should like to make 
a talk on this extravagance. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iwill yield the gentleman five minutes’ 
time, if he desires it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
minutes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iyield tothe gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. Hircucock] for five minutes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. TAWNEY. A parliamentary inguiry. I understand that 
this is a report that the resolution lie on the table. If it is, I 
make the point of order that a motion to lay on the table is not 
debatable. 

The SPEAKER. That motion has not yet been entered. The 
resolution is reported back, and it would require a motion to be 
entered before a point of order would lie. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understood that the report of the committee 
was that the resolution do lie on the table, and that has been 

resented. 

The SPEAKER. The report was read within the time of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HeEMENWAy], no doubt, for the in- 
formation of the House; but the reading of the report does not 
make the motion to lieuponthetable. Now, the gentleman from 
Indiana {[Mr. Hemenway] is recognized for an hour and has 
already addressed the House, and from his time yields tothe gen- 
tleman from Nebraska [Mr. Hircucock] five minutes. When the 
gentleman from Indiana or anybody else having the floor, with 
the right to make a motion to lie upon the table, makes that mo- 
tion, then that motion is not debatable. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to make the 
motion until there can be reasonable debate. The gentleman 
from Nebraska ought to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Hircncock]. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I am unable to understand 
why a legitimate inquiry for information—detailed information— 
should be met by these various committees with an effort to keep 
the information from the House. If there is any possible evil 
which the newcomer in Washington discovers before he discovers 
any other, it is the overwhelming and tremendous extravagance 
of this Government. We are now expending of the people’s 
money over $2,000,000 a day. That is twice as much as was re- 
quired for the Government expenditures twenty years ago. We 
are expending this vast sum of money in a time of absolute 
peace. We are approaching, as the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations [Mr. HemENWwAyY] himself has said, a period 
in which the national finances will be involved in a large deficit. 
And yet any effort, however small, to curb extravagance and in- 
vestigate ridiculous and unwarranted expenditures is met by the 
leaders on the Republican side of this House with an effort to cut 
it off and shield the extravagance. 

I realize, Mr. Speaker, that Professor Langley, Curator of the 
Smithsonian Institution, isalearned man. He is erudite in scien- 


I will ask the gentleman for ten 





| tific matters. He knows a vast amount about extinct a); 
| and stuffed birds. He is at home with the Pterodactyl 0;;,;4) 
stoma, and for such reasons he has a valuable part in the 
of the Institution. But I see no reason, and the taxpayers , 
country can see no reason, Mr. Speaker, why at national ex, 
he should be constituted and established a modern Darius ( ce an 
Certainly the traditional Darius Green met with no more ¢ — 
plete failure in his attempted flight from the New England pay, 
than this modern imitator at national expense has attained. : 

There is a reason, Mr. Speaker, for economy in our » itional 
finances which does not apply to expenditures in this country wi} 
the same force. It is bocause our national revenues are deriy, d 
from the people not in proportion to their ability to pay, not jy 
proportion to the benefits which they derive from this Nationa) 
Government, but practically on the basis of a per capita tax. Tho 
poor man with a family of ten persons pays much more nationa] 
taxation than the wealthy bachelor. Our national laws lay no 
taxes on wealth. The great accumulations of wealth make », 
contributions to our national revenues. 

Our national finances are organized altogether upon the theory 
of taxing the consumer. He bears the burden. Even the income 
tax, passed by a Democratic Congress, was killed by the Supreme 
Court. 

This is the fact. It isa bad system. It puts the burdens of 
government on the people without any regard to their ability to 
pay. This being so, the least we can dois not to squander th; 
money. This vast revenue taken from the people at the rate of 
$2,000,000 a day should be regarded as a trust fund, and th 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriation#ewes it to the peo- 

| ple to see that all these ridiculous fads and foibles, these experi- 


ments and wastes of public money, are checked and stopped. It 
is not the duty of the chairman of that committee, or any other 
chairman, when an inquiry is proposed seeking information as to 
how much is being expended, to interpose objections and obstacles, 


He refers tosome vague and incomplete report which I have never 
seen and which was made last year, but not to this House nor in 
any detail. Thatreport should come to this House, and we should 
know when and how much money was expended in this matter, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I realize that it is not possible to get this 
information if the chairman of the committee refuses to give us 
his aid. I realize my unpopular position in Washington. [| real- 
ize fully that in coming hereas an advocate of economy in national 
affairs I expose myself to attack. As the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads said yesterday, I * incur 
mere notoriety.’”’ I know that a demand for economy is not the 
path to popularity in Washington. 

But I tell you gentlemen on the Republican side that in the 
next campaign, the campaign that we are approaching, you will 
find the Democratic party appealing to the people of the country 
on several vital issues. One of the most important and incontro- 
vertible influences for Democratic success will be the charge that 
you have been running this Government into a degree of extrava- 
gance unheard of in the history of the world. Compared to other 
great nations of the world, you have made ours reckless and 
wasteful. You have squandered the people’s money, and th 
party in power at the present time is charged with full responsi- 
bility. [Loud applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I ask the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HeEmMENWAY] to yield me ten minutes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I wish the gentleman would take his 
time when we come to the urgent deficiency bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. It will not take any more time 
now, and I hope the gentleman will not interpose objection. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I should like to dispose of this maticr and 
get to the urgent deficiency bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I think the gentleman recognizes 
that this is not going to precipitate any considerable debaic. | 
think that my remarks will practically be all there is of «is 
sion. 

Mr.HEMENWAY. Well, [yield ten minutes to the gent!eman. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, evidence is mult 
plying daily to show that every plan proposed for the expen |ifure 
of money, though it be fantastic and extravagant, receives sU)- 
port from some officer, bureau, or department, and we must Ue- 
sign means to restrain impetuosity and curb this lavish w:s'. 
No extravagant scheme should be ventured on by a board or bu 
reau till expressly sanctioned by Congress. 

The chairman of the Committee on the Merchant Marine «1 
Fisheries, Mr. GRosvENoR, of Ohio, in his recent report, sai: 

There is no legitimate expenditure possible within the wide scope 0! D* 


us- 


tional jurisdiction that the American people do not rush lavishly into, °v' 
to the extent of promoting experiments in aerial navigation. 

This, I think, is diplomatic censure of extravagance w/t? 
found, and intenZed for the officers who represent and s: yuld 
stand for the people, and does not imply that the people appr’ elt. 

The gentleman stands afar off and points in the right dire: 0B 
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ret and hits around its edges. He is a prominent actor 
of ; = eeotiiae match and a friend of the proprietors of the show. 
a of the owners are not vigilant, others are sleeping, but he 
he <itates to ring the gong to wake them > I am a little closer 
than my friend, and will try to hit the bull’s-eye if I can. ; 

We should strike directly at that queer scheme of aerial navi- 

stion whereby a scientific promoter, encouraged by executive 
ae if not by Congress, raised the high expectation of. the 
nublic ‘and his demands for money, only to have the venture 
ll fat and the money sunk at the first opportunity to test his 
apparatus. Weshould stay the hand of wasteful adventure and 
strike down such costly bubbles as Langley’s air ships and air 
castles and rescue the innocent public from such dreams. 
“T would do the professor no injustice. I admit his ability and 
power, but I do not concede it in the field of aerial navigation, but 
in the domain of hypnotism, and to that stands asa shining mark 
his ability to get many thousands of dollars from officers not in 
the care of their friends, not under charges, in high official posi- 
tion, or from their subordinates, who should be men of sound busi- 
ness wisdom. Such he influenced in his aerodrome device, so 
visionary that to the ordinary mind it would seem that wisdom 
would have shown its futility. 

Congress must protect itself or be charged with the folly. If 
Congress pass appropriaton bills in general language and execu- 
tive officers pursue this course, there is no protection against any 
Don Quixote extravagances that belong to the realms of fable or 
fiction. 

In the language of the last fortification appropriation bill—and 
it was not broader or more limited than the act of September, 1888, 
creating the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, which spends 
this money—we provided for “investigations, experiments, and 
tests,’ and used the words ‘“‘ other implements and engines of 
war.’ Within these words is the only authority for this reckless 
expenditure. Is Langley’s air ship an “ implement ’’ or “‘ engine 
of war?” Ithink not. Did theexperts thinkso? I would not so 
charge them. A regiment of them would not conquer the Fiji 
Islands, except, perhaps, by scaring their people to death. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Does the gentleman say that an effective 
air ship would not be an instrument of war? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I say that Langley’s air ship is 
not an instrument of war. 

Mr. HEMENWAY, Not Langley’s air ship, but an effective 
air ship. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I am refeérr? .g to this particular 
one. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If they could sail up over the enemy’s 
camp and see what he had there in the way of men and fortifica- 
tions, and ascertain all about him, and still be out of danger 
themselves, that would be an instrument of war that would be 
more valuable and more formidable than any that the world has 
ever yet seen. 


plan was adopted. It was for our soldiers to carry with them 
metal plates, highly polished, or mirrors, and reflect the sun in 
the eyes of the enemy on the firing line. 

I did not at that time know that this Board was investigating 
these subjects, and I responded to him that I had perfect confi- 
dence in the War Department, as he could have. I never heard 
that his matter was a subject of investigation or expense; but I 
make no complaint, not even though there may have been a dis- 
crimination in favor of Langley’s project. 

I have no disposition to criticise Professor Langley or his scien- 
tific theory, except in the manner he scored every other plan of 
aerial navigation. Hewascausticand unsparing. What became 
of the pet hobby of the scientific specialist? He fitted up his ship 
with great secrecy, and withal elaborately and at great expense; 
it was well oiled and polished; in all its appointments it was deli- 
cately balanced; in all its mechanism it was measured to the sci- 
entific scale; it was prepared for flight, resting on terra firma on 
an ark of safety, head forward, and overlooking the Potomac 
River; external force was applied to give it momentum, and it 
started on its flight in the air over the river; it flew 2 or 3 inches 
beyond its base (there is some dispute as to the distance), and 
leaving its ‘firm base it gravitated straight down to the earth in 
the bottom of the river. 

There it lay, a jumble of tangled wreckage; a tangled mass that 
looked like old scrap iron; a mixed assortment of wings and tails 
and fans; a tangled mass of scientific destruction, swept by the 
sleepy tide of the Potomac, resting in its watery grave, a monu- 
ment—to Langley and of administrative folly. This fruit of ‘‘in- 
vestigation. experiments, and tests ’’ of ‘‘implements and engines 
of war’’ did not have the virtue of a flying machine invented cen- 
turies ago. When the promoter of that took his position ona 
promontory over a river and jumped off, flopping his wings, he 
fell into the water, but it was found that the wings that would 
not sustain him in the air saved him from drowning when he 
reached the river. 

Langley’s last and final collapse almost resulted in the death of 
Mr. Manly, and this misfortune was only averted by the vigilant 
newspaper correspondents, who had waited so long in their boats 
for the final test that, according to the press accounts, their 
beards had grown long and shaggy. 

This was the end of the scientific exploration, but the absurd 
development of this impractical theory had been going on for 
years, and was on the Government pay roll, wasting thousands 
of dollars in salary fund and for experimentation. Obstacles, 
failure, and collapse only seemed to sharpen the appetite for more 
money. 

Is it not time for Congressional dissent? The last army fortifi- 
cation bill, following former acts, provided ‘‘that before any 
money shall be expended in the construction or test of * * * 
implements * * * the board shall be satisfied after due in- 
quiry that the Government of the United States has a lawful 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I am sure that the gentleman | right to use the inventions.”’ Did the War Department think 
will never see any such thing done by Langley’s air ship. We | that this was an invention? Charity forbids that thought. 
must stop this or some bureau under the guide of some professor | The published accounts state that all devices claimed as inven- 



































will be projecting a railroad to the moon. tions are not necessarily such; that the Patent Office drew the 
If we do not, who can tell how soon some one will influence | line on a freak invention claimed, and refused a patent to one who 
some Department to test the principle of erecting buildings be- | claimed the priority of right in the scheme of drawing a chalk 
ginning with the roof, with no foundation; who knows how soon | line around a molasses barrel to keep ants from walking up. 
some scientist will be promoting with Government aid a plan to What we are interested in now is, who is responsible for this 
feed spiders on glue and bluebottle flies to make it weave a fab- | folly? Is Congress? Will not some Member having the appro- 
ric of strength and color; who knows but that some dreamer will | priation bill in hand tell us? Can he not make it clear that Con- 
be encouraged to test the efficacy of hermetically sealing up hot | gress never authorized the propagation of such vagaries by show- 
air in bottles in summer to let it loose in cold, inclement weather? | ing that it was a misconstruction or a violent abuse of discretion 
_ We should frame our appropriation bills so that unsuspect- | that caused it? This must be done or Congress stands charged 
ing Government officials susceptible to hypnotic influence of sci- | with the abuse. 
entific dreamers may not beledaway. Give thema Congressional One good will come from investigation and explanation. Itwill 
jolt to awaken them from the spell cast by impractical scientific | open light on how far Congress has been misled, how far miscon- 
enthusiasts, to disenchant them, to the end that the public shall | struction of our acts and appropriations have obtained in this and 
be protected, that the Government pay roll shall not open to | other Departments of the Government. I think we can clear our 
dreamers, and to emphasize that official position is not a ‘‘ private | skirts and show that the offices and bureaus and Departments 
snap,” that the avenues to the Treasury shall not open to scientific | alone are responsible, and we should be swift to apply the remedy. 
explorers or exploiters either of the earth or heavens, except as| Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, the question before the 
the public needs require it, Honse is on the resolution of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
Is the Board of Ordnance and Fortification by its adventures to | Hircncock]. His resolution requests certain information. The 
become known as holding out invitation to those who honestly | Committee on Appropriations report back the resolution with the 
believe that the world owes them a living and who can not make | recommendation that it lie on the table, for the reason that the 
Connection to get it outside of Government shelter? This Board | information requested by him is given in a report which has been 
is a creation of Congress sixteen years old. It has been fed by | read at the Clerk’s desk and given exactly, showing that so much 
blanket appropriations. We are warned to be specific. money has been set aside by the Board of Ordnance and Fortifi- 
W hat became of Langley’s air-ship plan that cost so much | cation for this purpose; that $25,000 was first set aside; that 
ar It was referred to the Board and the public knows the | that sum has been expended; that $25,000 more was set aside, 
esult. and that that sum has been partially expended. 
At the breaking ont of the Spanish war a gentleman wrote to It further develops that from the funds of the Smithsonian In- 
mn — he had an idea that he thought humanitarian and that stitution some $23,000 has beenexpended. Sothat gives the infor- 
uld tend to shorten hostilities. He had great confidence in the | mation that the gentleman from Nebraska sought to secure, and 


ar Department, but he was desirous of securing credit if his ! there is nooccasion for the resolution being sent to any of the 
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Departments of the Government, and no reason why the resolu- 
tion should not lie upon the table, 

Now as to the merits. If you read the records of Congress you 
will find that years ago, between 6 o’clock and 12 o’clock one 
night, when it was said that a telegraph line could be constructed, 
and that we could send messages by wire from here to Baltimore, 
many men in this House got up and laughed at the idea and said 
it was a ridiculous waste of public money to appropriate anything 
for that purpose. Yet the appropriation was made,and we not 
only send telegrams by wire to Baltimore but we can send them 
all over the world. 

When the telephone was proposed they said you could not talk 
from here to some one in New York; yet they are talking to-day 
from New York to Nebraska through the telephone. When in- 
vestigations of this kind are being made we always find gentle- 
men who come here and say these things are impossible. 

The sole question before the House now is to secure the infor- 
mation requested by the gentleman in his resolution. That in- 
formation has been furnished and placed before the House. That 
is all wé are determining on this vote. It is not a question 
whether money ought or ought not to be expended for flying ma- 
chines. That question is not here. 

The sole question is, Has the information requested by the reso- 
lution been furnished? It has been furnished in the report that 
has been read to the House, and there is nothing else to do with 
the resolution but to lay it on the table. Therefore I move, Mr. 
Speaker, that the resolution of the gentleman from Nebraska be 
laid on the table. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. 
tion. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do not care to yield now. The gentle- 
man has had his time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves to lay 
the resolution on the table. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was ordered to lie 
on the table. 


I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 


URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr.S 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the urgent deficiency 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 10954. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr, Tawney in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 10954. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty minutes to 
my colleague on the committee [Mr. BURKETT]. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Chairman, on last evening we all went 
home late to dinner. The Journal, as just read, shows that we 
did not adjourn until 5.47. We remained here, all of us, long 
after the usual hour of adjournment, weary as we were and hungry, 
listening to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WrLLiams], the 
distingui-hed leader of the Democracy of the House and the 
leader of the Democratic party of the United States. 

You upon that side of the aisle were anxious to hear what was 
to be inscribed upon your banner in the coming campaign, anx- 
iously longing that he might drop out some keynote and give to 
you perhaps the paramount issue, as it were, and with it some 
hope for thecampaign before you. We upon thisside of the House 
were anxious to know what excuse there might be for the longer 
existence of the Democratic party. 

I want to say, in beginning, to our Democratic friends that I 
have always had a good deal of deference for a Democrat, indi- 
vidually speaking; I have always believed that a Democrat was 
as honest and as courageous and as patriotic as anybody else. I 
have always conceded to the Democrats, individually, that they 
were just as devoted to humanity, their flag, and their country 
as anybody else; but I have always believed, as I believe to-day, 
and my belief grows stronger every time I hear a speech on that 
side of the House, that the Democratic pees is absolutely wrong 
upon every question of government in this country; and from all 
I can observe there is no hope for anything better from it in the 
future. 

Now, the discussion yesterday suggested to me to make a few 
remarks, and I may say that I had not asked for any time and did 
not expect until last might, in fact, that I should speak. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BouTELL] asked the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, the leader of the Democratic party, the 
direct question: ‘‘Are you or are you not in favor of the free coin- 


~aker, I move that the House re- | 
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age of silver?”’ It should have required but one word to ansyjo; 
The gentleman from Mississippi said he would answer frankjy 
and then he took fourteen minutes and thirty-seven seconds Y, 
time to do it [laughter], and said what will be a column of the 
RecorpD in that ‘‘frank expression”’’ of his ition. And whey 
he got through there was not a man in the House who knew apy, 
better than he did when he began where he stood and wher 
the Democratic party was going to stand on the free coinage os 
silver, and the Recorp will show that there was loud applause o, 
the Democratic side of the House. [Laughter.] 

Now, let me say tothe Democratic party: Do any of you know 
where you stand upon the silver question? Do you know wher, 
you stand upon the revenue question of this country—whether yoy 
are going to be for free trade or for revenue tariff or for a moderata 
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reduction of the present tariff system? I will tell you when you wi) 
answer that question directly—after the convention meets at s. 
Louis on the 6th day of next July. Then we will all know wher, 
the Democratic party will stand so far as this campaign is cop. 
cerned—when you find out whether my distinguished constity. 
| ent from Nebraska is going to lead the hosts of the Democracy 
and control that convention or whether the reorganizers of your 


are going to control and repudiate everything you hays 
for in past campaigns. 

Mr. THAYER. e understand what we are doing now. 

Mr. BURKETT. I undertake to say that there is not a Demo. 
crat in the House who knows whether he is going to talk for free 
silver or for the gold standard after the coming St. Louis conven. 
tion. There is not one of you that knows whether you will talk 
for free trade or for revenue tariff or whether in accord with 
the doctrines of a distinguished gentleman from the State of Mary. 
land, who says, I believe, that the Democratic party only wants 
to revise in a very limited degree the present revenue system. 

Mr. BENNY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from New Jersey? 

Mr. BURKETT. I do. 

Mr. BENNY. Did the Republican party in 1896 know where 
it was going to stand on that question until it was told by Tox 
| PLatt, who told them after the convention was assem bed? 

Mr. BURKETT. I do not know what the gentleman knew 
about what Tom Piatt told the convention of 1896; so far asthe 

| gentleman who is talking is concerned he knew very well where 
he would stand and where the Republican party of Nebraska 
would stand a good many months before the convention of 189. 
[Applause.] I will say to the gentleman that the Republican 
party of Nebraska had crossed that bridge so far as they ani 
| their platform were concerned many weeks ahead of thie sug- 


part 
st 


gested direction of THomas PLatt, of New York, or of any other 
| gentleman. 

Mr. BAKER. Will the gentleman yield to another question’ 

Mr. BURKETT. Yes. 

Mr. BAKER. Do I understand the gentleman to say now that 
the Republican party in the next campaign is going to declare for 

| @ vigorous criminal prosecution of the officials of the trusts which 
have violated the Sherman antitrust law? 

Mr. BURKETT. Iwill say to the gentleman that nobody ever 
doubts, as I will undertake to show before I get through, where 
the Republican party stands at all times on all questions, and let 

| me say further to the gentleman that every law that was ev 
put upon the statute books of the United States for the suppres 
sion of capitalistic greed was placed there by the Republican 
party against the combined opposition of Democracy. [A)plause. 
And further let me say that every single law that has ever ben 
enforced has been enforced by the Republican Administrations of 
this country. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Will the gentleman permit me 4 
question? 

Mr. BURKETT. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I have heard the statement made 
so repeatedly that what is known as the Sherman antitrust law 
is a production of the Republican party that I want to as! the 
gentleman from Nebraska if it is not a fact that in the United 
States Senate, when that issue was pending before that boy, '%° 
distinguished Senator from Wisconsin, Mr. SPooner, declared 
that Senator Vest, of Missouri, had more to do with the framing 
of that act than any other one man in either branch of Concress’ 

Mr. BURKETT. Let me say tothe gentleman now I dv nt 
know what that has got to do with my speech or what that las 

got to do—— 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. The gentleman from Nebraska }8 

| claiming all the credit for the Republican party for antitrust 
| legislation. That’s what it has to do with it. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman—— as 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Nebraska yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri? 
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Mr. BURKETT. I would like to get through with one of these 
a time, 

Mr. ‘ ‘ OHRAN, The gentleman looked so complacent that I 
thought he had got through with the whole earth. 

Mr. BURKETT. Go ahead, then, and ask your question. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Yousay the Nebraska Republicans had solved 
the financial problem and had taken their position in favor of the 

old standard long before the convention—— 3 

Mr. BURKETT. Before the St. Louis convention. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Was that about the time the late President 
McKinley made his famous swing around the circle and made 
silver speeches all over Ohio—— ; : 

Mr. BURKETT. I did not hear him in Ohio, but Major Mc- 
Kinley made no silver speeches in Nebraska. 

Mr. COCHRAN. You only know what took place in Nebraska? 

Mr. BURKETT. Let me say to the gentleman I have read 
every speech of his that the Democratic party circulated in the 
campaign of 1896, and I defy anybody on the Democratic side to 

et up and say that President cKinley ever advocated the un- 
imited free coinage of silver in the sense that the Democratic 
party did in that campaign, or that Blaine did, or any of the 
rest of the list of great statesmen whose speeches you circulated 
in your effort to show that they at some time had stood for free 


men at 


lver. 

wr, COCHRAN. But did they advocate the gold standard 
rior to 1896? 

Mr. BURKETT. There was no particular contest on that sub- 
ject prior to 1896. ; . 

Mr. COCHRAN. Did you ever hear of any political party in 
this country framing a platform declaring in favor of the gold 
standard prior to 1896? 

Mr. BURKETT. Let me say to the gentleman from Missouri 
that that is a question that has been thrust at usa good many 
times. I have heard you upon that side say a good many times | 
that the Republican party was the first party that ever dared to 
advocate the ‘pernicious gold standard.’’ Let me say to the 
gentleman, I thank God it was. 

The Republican party has been the first party that has dared 
to advocate a good many things in this country against the oppo- 
sition of Democracy. The Republican party was the first party 
that ever dared to say 4,000,000 black men should no longer be 
slaves in this country, and that they would goto war, if neces- 
sary, to carry out that position. 

The Republican party was the first party that ever dared to ad- 
vocate cheap postage in this country and free homesteads. They 
were the first who dared to advocate the resumption of specie pay- | 
ment, and we have had them all because the Republican party had | 
the nerve to declare for them. ‘ail dene the line the history of | 


the Republican party shows that it has been the party that has | 
taken the lead in the progress, the development, and the upbuild- 
ing of this country against the opposition of the Democracy of the 


United States. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. COCHRAN. The gentleman has had fourteen minutes and 

thirty-seven seconds, and he has notanswered atall. [Laughter. } | 
ask you the question again: Is it not true that every party, Re- | 
publicans, Democrats, Populists, Greenbackers, Prohibitionists, 
and every political party in this country prior to 1896, had made 
solemn declarations in favor of the coinage of silver? 
_ Mr. BURKETT, The Republican party never, in any platform, 
in any convention, either State or national or county, so far as I 
know, not even in Missouri, advocated the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver. 

Mr. COCHRAN. In 1892 did not the platform adopted at Min- 
heapolls merely becloud the subject and carry the impression that 
it was in favor of it, and did not the orators on the stump claim 
that they were more in favor of silver coinage than the Democrats: 

Mr. BURKETT. So far as the records of the parties go, the 
Republican platform was almost as clear as the platform of the 
Dem cratic party. The gentleman must recognize this, that in 
the campaign of 1892 neither your party nor the Republican party 
made any issue at all upon the money question. You went before 
the country on an entirely different issue. The question was not 
ao ', and perhaps not one man in ten heard the money question 

okKeN OF in 1892. 
as '. COCHRAN. Did not whole State delegations—notably the 

“fornia delegation—go to St. Louis on a special train, bearing 
pa ‘> a pledge of the party to the unlimited coinage of silver and 

Rn BURKETT. That I do not know, for I did not see the 

Mr. COCHRAN. Now, then—— 

Mr. THAYER rose. 
ae BURKETT, Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that there 
Senenie Ga wanting to interrupt me, and they can not determine 


furths vomselves who shall be recognized, I decline to yield 


Mr. THAYER. The question that I want to ask the gentle- 
man, and the question to which I think the country wants an 
answer, is, Do you propose to go back to 1896 for your issues, or 
do you propose to face the conditions of 1904? 

Mr. BURKETT. Let me say to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts that the Republican party never looks backward upon 
any question at any time oron anything. [Applause on Repub- 
lican side.] The Republican party will keep its face to the front. 
It will handle the issues in the campaign of 1904,as it has handled 
them in the past, for the best interests of all the people of the 
whole country. 

Now, let me go on, for I do not know but that my speech may 
be “‘ deflected,”’ to use the term of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi. I will say in response to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts that there is no probability of our discussing 1896 issues this 
year. The Democratic party never stood still that long upon any 
question. You will have to have a different issue than you have 
ever had before if you expect to establish yourselves in the contfi- 
dence of the American people. And Ido not blame the gentle- 
man for wanting to get away from 1896. 

Now, this calls to my mind the fact that every four years, and 
sometimes oftener in the past, our Democratic friends have had to 
change their paramount issue and havea new excuse for existing 
longer as a party. 

We Republicans are never in that unfortunate condition. 
positions and our policies are enduring. 

I remember the first time I ran for Congress, in 1898, the para- 
mount issue of your party out in my district was the McCleary bill. 
I do not know whether any of you had to run up against it or not. 
Probably it was a good bill, for it bore the name of my distin- 
guished colleague and coworker in the committee from Minne- 
sota. I never happened to hear particularly about that bill until 
some gentleman came from the East and declared it was the par- 
amount issue. For sixty days we had to go over the district talk- 
ing about the McCleary bill, and nobody has ever heard of it 
since. In 1896 the paramount issue of the Democratic party was 
‘* the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, 
without the aid or consent of any other nation on earth.’’ There 
is not one of you who can say that as smoothly as I did. 

You have not tried it since 1896, yet in 1896 every Democrat of 
you was authority on 16 to1. You went out of that convention 
in Chicago, every mother’s son of you, and you got a piece of 


Our 


| white metal sixteen times as big as a piece of brass,and you hung 


it on your coat lapel and strutted up and down the streets and 
the lanes of this country swearing you stood for 16 to 1 or bust, 
and every one of you busted. [Laughter on the Republican side. } 

Now, let us go back further, as the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. CocHRAN] said, to 1892. Your paramount issue then was 
free trade. When Garfield was the candidate, it was the force 
bill. When Hayes was the candidate you said if he was elected 
he was going to turn the temples of liberty over into the hands 
of the money changers, or something of that kind. When Grant 
was a candidate it was militarism, and when Lincoln was a can- 
didate it was imperialism. Every four years you have had a new 
paramount issue. 

Now, this is the question that confronts us, and it confronts the 
people, and that embarrasses the Democracy of the country. Why 
1s it that every four years you have not only got to have a para- 
mount issue, a new excuse for nominating candidates, but in no 
two successive campaigns have you ever dared to take the same 
position that you took in the previous campaign upon any question? 

Now let us go back, if the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
COCHRAN] will, to that campaign of 1896 and see why and whither 
comes these divers and sundry paramount issues. When that 
convention met in Chicago in 1896 there was not a Democrat here 
that had any idea that they could nominate a candidate for Presi- 
dent with any hope of electing him. We had had four years of 
Democracy in this country, four years of free trade. We had had 
four years of the hardest times that the American people had ever 
gone through, and I pray God that we will never be called upon 
to go through four more such years as we went through from 1892 
to 1896. When your convention met in 1896 not one of you thought 
it was worth while to nominate a candidate for President. From 
that convention came forth the proposition of the free and unlim- 
ited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 tol,etc. You went before 
the people, and I must say you made considerable stir. 

Now, I am going to make aconfession. I never wonder why 
so many people voted for free silver when I think of the con- 
ditions of those times and the environments. There are three 
things in connection with that campaign of 1896 that, when I 
think of them, I never wonder why so many people voted for free 
silver. When I think of the conditions of those times, when I 
think of the abuse that a man had to go through in 1896 if he advo- 
cated the gold standard, and, further, when I think of the prophe- 
cies and the predictions and the promises that your party made 
in 1896, every single one of which you would be ashamed to make 
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to-day, I do not wonder that so many people were misled in the 
campaign as there were, and let me say right now in the begin- 
ning that of all the speeches that you all made there is not one of 
you that dares stand up on the floor to-day and make the speech 
as you made it in 1896. ° 

There is not one of you who will dare to stand up in this House 
or stand up on a platform before enlightened American citizens 
in all the length and breadth of this land and make the arguments 
and prophecies and promises and predictions that you made in 
1896. Think of the conditions of those times. You remember 
how hard times were. You know of the want and hunger and 
idleness of those four dark years. Iremember that old story that 
had not been used, as campaigners told me, since Buchanan’s 
time, but which was gotten out and used at that time—that old story 
of a man shearing his sheep. I think the story must have come 
from Missouri or from Ohio, because we did not have any sheep 
out our way at that early day. This man said that when he 
thought how low the price of sheep was and how cheap wool was 
he never dared shear a sheep in those Democratic days in the old 
accustomed way, by shearing it from the head toward the tail; 
but he grabbed the sheep by the tail and sheared him toward his 
head, because he was ashamed to look a sheep in the face. 
{Laughter. | 

I remember the great armies of American laboring men all over 
this country that were marching on to Washington. I was not 
here at the time, but I remember the great armies under Kelley 
and Coxey and their captains and colonels and lieutenants that 
gathered from all over this country and marched on to Washing- 
ton. They came from the Rocky Mountains and the Alleghenies, 
from the North and South. They passed through the town I live 
in, as they passed through the towns thatevery one of you lives in. 
They came here to Washington, and some people called them 
hoboes. But they were not. They were loyal, patriotic, and in- 
dustrious American citizens, who with all their brain and all 
their brawn and muscle could not find work enough to do in this 
country to employ their hands with which to furnish the neces- 
saries of life for the wives and children they had sworn to pro- 
tect at home. They came here to Washington. They never 
asked Uncle Sam for a dollar, not one. What was it they asked? 
What was their “peso It was this: 

*“*Uncle Sam, here we are, your children, 3,000,000 of us, idle 
American laboring men, who are walking the streets by day in 
search of work and are following our shadows home at night toa 
crust of bread and a pallet of straw. Here we are, Uncle Sam. 
‘“‘We want you—the United States Government—to undertake 


some great public work; we want you to dig canals, to build | 


highways; we want you to do something or other that will give 
our idle hands employment.”’ 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iyield the gentleman sufficient additional 
time to continue his remarks. 

Mr. BURKETT. Iam sorryI have overrun my time; but it 
was not altogether my fault. 
trol that matter. 

That was the condition that confronted the people at that time— 
in 1896. 

Another thing. Aman could not advocate the gold standard in 
1896 without being abused. It took nerve to be a Republican in 
1896. You could not go down the streets of this town or the dif- 
ferent towns in your districts throughout the length and breadth 
of the land without being abused; without being called a ‘‘ Hanna- 
crat,”’ a “‘ goldbug;’’ without being accused of trying to get your 
feet on the neck of the “‘ poor, helpless people,’”’ as they said, and 
stamp the life right out of them. It took nerve in 1896 to bea 
Republican as was never before required of men in civil affairs. 

One other thing in passing. Ido not know that I have the 
ammunition here to-day for all that I should like to say, but the 
trend that the earlier part of this debate has taken leads me to 
go into this point. You remember that in 1896 you people went 
into the field of prophecy; you prophesied what was going to 
happen. You said that if the people did not vote for the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver terrible things would happen. 
Now, there is not one of you who to-day would stand up before 
an intelligent audience and say those same things over again. 

I have not here all thé matter to which I should like to refer, 
but fortunately [happen to have at hand some memoranda show- 
ing some of the things which were said at that time by your great, 

-erless leader, and I am going to read some of these things. As 
ie read them I want to see whether any of you will stand up and 
affirm that any of the dreadful things that were then predicted to 
happen have occurred in any alarming extent. 

Soon after the campaign of 1896 was over Mr. Bryan wrote a 
book, and he collected together in that book the speeches he had 
made in that hippodrome chase over the country for election to 
the eae: he book has his name on the title page, so we 
may be sure that it is authoritative as to what he said. 


I did not seem to be able to con- | 


and the poor have grown poorer, or not? 
| Mr. BUR 
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T have not that book here. If I had known the turn which ¢}; 
debate would take, I would have brought here the original doc ; 
| ment. But I have here, luckily, some extracts from that publica, 
| tion of Mr. Bryan, and I have the pages noted, so that the qu “4 
tions which I make may readily be verified. I repeat, as { seas 
these predictions, if any of you are ready to say that any of these 
predictions have proved correct, I should be glad to have you stand 
up and sayso. When Mr. Bryan was saying these things in tha 
| campaign, every one of you were repeating them; every one of 
| you insisted that what he said was true; every one of y 
| ready to bow down at his altar and worship. 5 
Among the things which Mr. Bryan said, and which I 
| now particularly to notice, was this: 


OU Wag 


ask you 


If youelect the gold-standard candidate, it will increase the purchagiy 
power of a dollar and make falling prices. oe 
It will increase the debts of the people, lessen ability to pay debts, make 
hard times. ai 
In another speech he said: 


If you elect the 
money changers. 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WI.1ams], in his ro. 
marks yesterday not only continued in that same miserable strain 
of prophecy but he said, if I remember rightly—unfortunately 
for me his speech is not in the RecorD, but if I misquote him he 
will be good enough to say so—he said the Republican party was 
now continuing the process as it had in the past, continuing more 

| and more to starve the people of this country. 

Now, as I heard the gentleman from Mississippi say that, I re- 
membered the statement of Mr. Bryan four years ago—the state- 
ment which he then proclaimed all over this country. Now, 
either it was not true, as Mr. Bryan said, that if the people elected 
the gold-standard candidate they would starve everybody but 
the money changers, or else all the people of this country have be- 
come money changers; for our people, all of them, all classes and 
everywhere, are the slickest, fattest, most prosperous people of 
all the world and of all times. 

Now, I quote from page 485 of this book: 

If you elect the gold-standard candidate it will take the bread out of one 
man’s mouth and put it into another man’s mouth. 

Think of it! What a pathetic thing! A regular surgical op- 
eration! [Laughter.] Doyou wonder that so many people voted 
for Mr. Bryan in 1896, when you recall the predictions and prophe- 
cies which were then made? 

If you elect the gold-standard candidate it will make the rich richer and 
the poor poorer, decrease happiness, increase distress, destroy opportunity 
to work. 
| There is where they almost caught me. I always like to work; 
| and when I read that declaration that if the gold-standard candi- 
| date was elected ‘‘ it would destroy opportunity to work,” I must 
~~ almost caught me. 

ow, I read from page 540: 

If you elect the gold-standard candidate it will encourage hoarding of 
money. 

In other speeches such statements as these were made: The elec- 
| tion of the gold-standard candidates will— 
| Ruin the farmer. 

Injure the wage-earner, 

Reduce employment. 

Discourage enterprise. 

Paralyze industry. 

Bust the savings banks. 

Ruin the depositor. 

Decrease salaries. 

Destroy manufactures. 

Make im ible for husbands and wives to pay mortgages. 

Close public schools. 

— dearer —— 

‘heaper property. 

Harder ees. . 

More crime. 

Yet McKinley was elected, and we adopted the gold standard, 
and not a single prophecy or prediction of our opponents has come 
| true. 4 

Why, I remember within six months after that campaign © mn 
went up out in Nebraska, and our opposition friends still du ied 
that we had any prosperity. Corn went up more, and tlien tie 
Democrats said, ‘‘ Why, certainly corn has gone up, but don t you 
know they have a famine over in Europe somewhere, and tha! - 
what has made corn go up?”’ Then horses went up, and they sv. 
‘That is because horseflesh is used as meat, and it has toun? @ 
new market.” But the people of this country do not eat mu’, 
so mules went up, and kicked the wind ont of their argumen 
Apparently everything in this country went up except [ree sl 
and I might add Cervera’s fleet. a 

Mr. BENNY. Will the gentleman permit a question’ 

Mr. BURKETT. Yes; certainly. «cher 

Mr. BENNY. Do you believe that the rich have grown mie" 


gold-standard candidate, it will starve everybody hut ths 





ver 
yUsy 


KETT. I do not believe it. I believe they have all 
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cher. 1 believe the rich have grown richer and the poor 
‘once richer, too. The whole country has grown richer. 
‘Mr. SCUDDER. In equal Tes tg a 
Mr. BURKETT. The gentleman knows that could not be true. 
They should grow richer in the same ratio, but not in equal 
amounts. The man who starts out with twice the advantage is 
certain to grow rich faster than the other man. 

Now, I want to follow this thing up. Four years later the 
Democratic party met in Kansas City. The people of this coun- 
try understood free trade after the campaign of 1892, They un- 
derstood free silver after the campaign of 1896, and when your 
convention met in Kansas —- you had to have a new issue, a 


new excuse for going before the American people. I will tell 
you why. 
"Ser one of you can remember when you were a boy and your 


mother washed and dressed you and kissed you good-by and 
started you to school, and instead of going to school you went 
fishing or swimming. Then, do you remember that when you 
appeared in school the teacher called you up in front and wanted 
to know why you had been late or absent? Do you remember 
that? You gave her some kind of an excuse, You got caught 
the second morning if you gave the same excuse. So you never 
offered her the same excuse the third morning, after you had 
been caught. The Democratic party in this country got caught 
on free tradein 1892. You got caught on free silver in 1896, and 
just ordinary schoolboy common sense told you to get a new 
excuse. 

Now, when you went into that convention in Kansas City you 
adopted free silver, it is true, but you proceeded from that mo- 
ment absolutely to refuse to say a word = the money ques- 
tion throughout all that campaign. You did adopt free silver, 
but you had to go away out into the Pacific Ocean, two or three 
thousand miles away from home,.to get the deciding vote that 
put that money plank into your platform. Why? Had you 
changed your judgment on it? Had your consciences had an 
awakening in the meantime? Did you know more than you did 
four years ago? That was not the proposition. You had been 
defeated on that issue four years before, and you did not have the 
nerve, so far as the Democratic party on the continent—in the 
United States—was concerned, you did not have the courage, you 
did not have the faith in your convictions of 1896 to put them 
into your platform, and if it had not been for that delegate from 
Hawaii you never would have referred to free silver in 1900 even 
in your platform. \ 

Mr. SCUDDER. Is not that one of the misfortunes of expan- 
sion? 

Mr. BURKETT. Thatmaybetrueto your party. But youdid 
not stop there. I will tell you what your paramount issue was 
then. Your paramount issue was then, as you brought it out 
there, three things, if I remember right: Imperialism, militarism, 
and trusts—triplets of the political family of graveyard walkers, 
imaginary horrors, reared at that time, for what? To cover up 
the egregious blunders of the past, to make the American people 
forget, if it was possible, your false argument on free trade in 
1892, and your ridiculous prophesies on free silver in 1896. 

Mr. SCUDDER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BURKETT. Yes, 

_ Mr. SCUDDER. Does the gentleman contend that the trust 
issue is an imaginary issue at this time? 

Mr. BURKETT. It will be an imaginary issue so far as the 
Democratic party is concerned, I am quite confident of that. It 


always has been imaginary, so far as the Democratic party was | 


concerned, 

Mr. THAYER. And so far as the Republican party has been 
concerned, too. 
Mr. BURKETT, It has not been in the past. 
., Mr. SCUDDER. How much of the appropriation of $500,000 is 
it understood they have expended for executing the laws against 


trusts? 

Mr. BURKETT. I will say to the gentleman that the expendi- 
ture of money is not necessarily a measure of the degree of the en- 
pn eet of the laws so far as the Republican party is con- 

-Tned, 
eee’, SCUDDER. The President asked for it, and said it was 

' lal, 

_ BURKETT. He spent all that was necessary. 

“ fr. SCU DDER. Twenty-five thousand dollars. Does the gen- 
= think that is sufficient to suppress the trusts? 

— CHARLES B. LANDIS. That was $25,000 more than the 
ae perty expended for the same purpose. 

egy BURKETT. Now, I am not going into a trust speech to- 
ay. It has been heretofore handled by those who sat in this 

ther at the time the Democratic party had complete power, and 

*y certainly have shown that the Democratic party can take 
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unto themselves no particular glory for what they did in refer-, 
ence to the trust matter during the time they were in control of 
this Government. So far as the people of this country are con- 
cerned, they have never had any more confidence in your party 
to deal with the trust question successfully than they have upon 
any other question that has come before them to determine. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion? 

Mr. BURKETT, Certainly. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Bryan says that the Democratic Admin- 
istration, the only Democratic Administration we know anything 
about, was the most plutocratic that this Government ever knew 
[laughter and applause on the Republican side], and that the 
party spent a million dollars in the States of New York and New 
Jersey in order to put that plutocratic party into power. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. And got that out of Wall street. 

Mr. BARTLETT, And that was not as plutocratic as the Re- 
publican party. 

Mr. SCUDDER. I was going to say, in answer to the sugges- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that it would seem, 
judging from the applause in the House, that Mr. Bryan has to 
look to the Republican party just now for his support. [Laugh- 
ter on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. BURKETT. I want to take up this discussion where the 
gentleman from Mississippi left it yesterday. 

After the gentleman from Illinois had gone from Missouri clear 
around through Texas and Alabama to the Atlantic Ocean with 
his newspaper clippings, singing as they did the great battle hymn 
of the Republican party, ‘‘ Good times and good cheer and pros- 
perity,’’ the gentleman from Mississippi arose at that point to in- 
terject into the debate what we all expected to be the paramount 
issue of the Democratic party for the coming campaign. But we 
were all disappointed. He only scolded. There is not a man on 
that side of the House but knows that every paper published in 
his district is teeming to-day with statements of the great pros- 
perity that the people are enjoying. 

The people never were so well fed, so well clothed, and so well 
housed as during this series of Republican years. There never 
was a time in the history of this country of such prosperity, and 
those newspapers, as read by the gentleman from Illinois, only 
confirmed what every one of us know, that there has been universal 
prosperity since 1897. Now, let me tell you what is going to be 
the paramount issue in the next campaign. 

Mr. SCUDDER. Is that due entirely to the Republican party 
or has God Almighty had something to do with that prosperity? 

Mr. BURKETT. Now, let me answer that, and also answer 
the question whether or not God Almighty or the Republican 
party is responsible for the boll weevil and for the high price of 
cotton, which has been asked so many times from that side of the 
House during this debate. Let me tell the gentleman from New 
York, and all the rest of you who have asked the question, that I 
have no hesitancy in saying that the Republican party is not only 
responsible for the price of cotton, but we are responsible for the 
fact that the people in New York and all over this country are 
able to buy cotton at 15 cents a pound, a rate that you have to 
sell it for to be profitable when the boll weevil has destroyed 
half of it. We are not responsible for the boll weevil, and we 
are trying to do with the boll weevil exactly what we have been 
trying to do with the Democratic party, the chinch bug, and 
every other pest in this country—we are trying to exterminate it. 
[Laughter on the Republican side. } 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. BURKETT. 
interrupted. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Ido not want to interrupt the gentleman, 
if it is not agreeable to him. 

Mr. BURKETT. I yield to the gentleman always. 

Mr. BARTLETT. You said the Republican party made the 
manufacturers in the East able to buy our cotton at 15 cents a 
pound. Does not the gentleman know it to be a fact that the 
manufacturers in the South buy as much cotton as the manufac- 
turers of the North, and that we sell three-fourths of our cotton 
crop abroad? 

7. een wat _ moog to the gentleman from Geor- 
ia in that particular that he fails to grasp—— 
o. BARTLETT. That is the truth. 

Mr. BURKETT (continuing). He fails to grasp the real posi- 
tion of the Republican party not only upon the proposition of home 
markets, but on foreign marketsas well. We have sold—and the 
on cage are glad to admit it—more goods abroad since Major 
McKinley was made President and the Dingley tariff bill was 

than before in ten times as many years. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman tell this House and the 
country what tariff there is upon raw cotton that is sold, and 


I am trying to make my speech, if Iam not 
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which is the chief product of the South, and how the Dingley 
tariff bill has affected the price of raw cotton—— 

Mr. SCUDDER. And sold in competition with the pauper 
labor of China and Manchuria. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman tell me how much that 
has affected that? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Did I understand the gentleman 
from Georgia to say that three-fourths of that product of the 
South is sold abroad? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do: yes, sir. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Will the gentleman tell me how 
he reconciles that with the Democratic prophecy made when the 
Dingley tariff bill was up that if we that bill it would 
absolutely destroy our foreign markets? [Laughterand applause 
on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not know that anyone ever made such 
statement, as far as cotton is concerned, for itis not protected by 
the tariff. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Will the gentleman answer that 
question? You said we would build a stone wall around America 
and that we could not sell goods abroad any longer. 





Mr. BARTLETT. I do not understand that any such argu- | 


ment was made by anybody. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Now, the gentleman says that 
three-fourths of our product of cotton is sold abroad. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And always has been under all tariffs. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. But they said it would cease if 
the Dingley bill became a law. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Ido not know of any man who made any 
such assertion that I have ever heard of. 

Mr. BURKETT. Now, Mr. Chairman, let me take my time 
and make my speech. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I thought I had the gentleman’s permission. 

Mr. BURKETT. Iam always delighted tohave the gentleman 
from Georgia say almost anything to me he feels like saying, as 
it does him so much good and it does not hurt me. Let me say 
to the gentleman from Georgia that there is a tariff on some sort 
of cotton goods; but that is not the proposition—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. I said raw cotton. 

Mr. BURKETT. The Democratic party has taken the position 
here that because the boll weevil got into the cotton down South 
and made it scarcer by half that cotton has gone upin price. Now, 
tell me how high cotton would have gone in 1894 and 1895 and 
1896? There was no sale for it then at any price; cheap as it was 
then it was a drug upon the market. It would not have gone up 
then under the same circumstances, because there was nobody 
who had any money to buy cotton with in those days. The labor- 
ing men were out of work and business men were out of business. 

The prosperity in the cotton industry has been brought about, 
not by the scarcity of the article increasing the demand, com- 
monly speaking, but through the ability of the people of New 
England and all over the United States to buy that cotton even at 
two or three times as high a price as it was during the free-trade 
times which the gentleman from Georgia is pining to reintroduce 
into this country. That ability to buy is because the people have 
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all been employed on full time and at good wages, and good times | 


and good wages is a Republican product. 


Now, let me get back tomy speech. Here is a question that 


bothers you all: Why is it that every four years you Democrats | 


have to have anew paramount issue? Why is it that the Repub- 


lican party never changes its paramount issue? The same para- | 
mount issue that the Republican party has to-day it had four | 
years ago, it had in 1896, it had when Lincoln was a candidate, 


and Grant was a candidate, and Garfield was a candidate, and 
it has had it all along the line. Now, I might go further and 
say that a Republican never has to change his campaign speech 
because he always has the same doctrine to talk, he always has 
the same goal to attain, the same object to accomplish. 

It is more embarrassing for you upon that side, for every year 
you must have a new issue. You never take a position that you 
can stand by for more than one campaign. On the other hand, 
we Republicans go tramping along the same old road, going in 
the same direction, to do the same thing. And the oldest Repub- 
lican here to-day will bear me out in saying that you are making 
the same kind of speeches that you made forty years ago. 

Mr.SCUDDER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BURKETT. I wish the gentleman would not inject so 
many questions, but I will yield for this one. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BURKETT. I can only yieldtooneatatime. Very well. 

Mr. SCUDDER. The same position to do nothing at all to cut 
off your base of supplies. , 

Mr. BURKETT. I decline to answer that, Mr. Chairman. I 
refer the gentleman to the history of this country for the fifty 


years of Republicanism as an answer as to whether or not we | 


| goods and prosper. 
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have been a do-nothing party. I suggest that the gentleman read 
the history of this country for the last half century. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, I dislike to interrupt the gey, 
tleman very much, for he is making a good speech. Hoe was say. 
ing that the Republican party is advocating the same principle, 
to-day that they have advocated for years and that he can make 
the same speech that he has made all thetime. I would like to 
ask him if they are still, as in the platform of 1888, denouncing 
Grover Cleveland for trying to demonetize silver. [Applause on 
the Democratic side. 

Mr. BURKETT. Oh, Mr. Chairman, we have every hope that 
the Democrats will take care of Grover Cleveland. [Langhter, 
Let me say that while your people every four years have had {) 
change your position and have had to have a new issue, the Rp. 
publican party has never had but one issue, and it will be tho 
same in this campaign. It is the welfare and happiness of the 
American people, the progress and development of the American 
nation. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

It doesn’t make any difference whether free silver shall be acuta 
in the Democratic party at that time, whether free trade shal] he 
acute in the Democratic party or whether the way we are going 
to handle the Philippine Islands shall be acute in the Democratic 
party, or whether Panama shall be acute, the Republican party 
will keep its face constantly to the front and advocate the one 
proposition—to do that thing at all times that will bring the 
greatest happiness to the American people, that will be for the 
welfare and ee of this great American nation. [Applause 
on the Republican side. ] 

- Here is where the people are interested. Let metell my friends 
on the other side that this is what concerns the people of this 
country, and before you enter upon the coming contest, with your 
theories and your hackneyed policies, you would do well first to 
consider how will they affect the welfare and happiness of the 








| American people, the progress and development of the American 


nation. Only a few years ago you went before the country and 
stated that the most important question was the way we were 
going to take care of 5,000,000 people in the Philippine Islands. 
But the people, by the greatest majority we have ever had, in- 
sisted that a more important question to them was the way you 
were going to take care of 77,000,000 people right here in the 
United States. That is the question that comes home to every 
man and will be the paramount issue in the next campaign. 
When a man goes into the ballot booth to cast his vote he will 
say, ‘‘ Which party, which one of these policies, which one of these 
thecries when carried out will be for the highest interest for me 
and for my wife and for those that I have sworn to take care of 
at home?’’ That is the paramount issue of the Republican party, 
always to do that thing which will make light hearts and happy 
faces, good homes and pleasant places. 

As I said before, everybody in this country wants good times. 
We are having good times, and the people want to know how long 
these good times are going to last. Out in eastern Nebraska in 
1896 land was worth about $25 an acre and slow sale at any price. 
To-day you can not buy that land for less than fifty or a hundred 
dollars an aere. The people want to know how long these good 
times are going to continue. The people will want to know what 
assurance you can give them not only that you will continue these 
conditions, but that you will not visit upon them the saue disas- 


ters that you did from 1898 to 1896. Let me tell the gentleman 
from Mississippi the difference between the real conditions ant 
what he appeared to conceive them to be in his argument of yes 
terday. 


Let me tell him how long these good times are going to last, 
whether his party gets into power or whether my party gets 10 
power. I will tell you when the good times will stop—when we 
quit doing business on correct business principles. You Demo- 
crats never did conduct the affairs of this Government 11 1y 
judgment, on any strictly business basis. There are two rules 
for doing business successfully. These two rules, if followed, 
will make individuals successful and will make a nation prosjeT 
ous. In my judgment, you never would comply with them 
the future, as you never have in the past. = 

The first of those rules is “‘ spend less than yourincome.”” Yo" 
have to do it as an individual if you expect to get ahead in tv 
world. It makes no difference whether your income is 10 cen's 
a week or 40 cents a minute, you must spend less than your! 
come if you would get rich. : 

Secondly, if you expect to get on in this world and pro-)¢t “ 
an individual you have to “ sell more than you buy.”” You have 
to doit. You can not buy more than you sell and ever s\ ceed. 
No farmer could sell $600 worth of corn and buy $700 worth 0! 
Just so is it with national affairs, «1 )” 
nation will ever prosper that spends more than its income 0° that 
sells less than it buys. The trouble with the Democratic party 
is you don’t recognize these rules. You spend more than you 
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income and you buy more than 3 sell. Let me tell you what 
vou did during the four years of the Administration of Grover 
Cleveland. 
se aoa here, from the Statistical Abstracts, the receipts and ex- 
enditures of this Government during the four years beginning 
with 1894 and ending in 1897, when the teed came 
into power. Iam not going to read them all, but I will put them | 
in the RecorD, with the permission of the House. Let me say 
that in 1893 we had a surplus of $2,341,674. In 1894 you expended 
¢149 405,759, and your receipts were only $372,802,498. You had 
*Jeficiency of $69,803,261. In 1895, the next year, you had a de- 
ficiency of $42,805,228. In 1896 you had a deficiency of $25,203,246. 
In 1897 you had a deficiency of $18,052,454, Every year you had 
a deficiency in times of profound peace in this country, simply be- 
cause you spent more than your income, 

Mr. MADDOX. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
1im for a moment? 

M r. BURKETT. Well,I should like to have the gentlemen de- | 
fer for a time, for I wish to finish this matter. 

Mr. MADDOX. Will the gentleman just step back now and | 
tell us how much of a surplus Harrison had on hand and how 
much he expended and how he came out, and whether the Repub- 
licans spent more than their income at that time? [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] "When he was inaugurated he had over a 
hundred millions of dollars in the Treasury, and when he turned 
the reins of government over to Mr. Cleveland there was not 
over two millions in the Treasury. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. He paid off two hundred millions of 
bonds in the meantime. 

Mr. PAYNE. He paid off two hundred and sixty-two millions | 
of bonds in the meantime. 

Mr. BURKETT. If you will go back and take the North 
American Review—— 

Mr. MADDOX. Oh, not the North American Review, but just 
take the United States Treasurer’s reports. 

Mr. BURKETT. I hope the gentleman will not get excited. 
We will try to debate this matter in decorum. 

Mr. MADDOX. Iwant you to take the reports of the Treasury. | 

Mr. BURKETT. I think the gentleman will take my answer | 
just as I give it, as long asI control the time. If you will go 
back and read the Forum and the North American Review 

Mr. MADDOX. But let us take the official records, 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Chairman, I wish the Chair would try | 
to keep the gentleman quiet. I am trying to answer all questions | 
with proper decorum and courtesy. 

Mr. MADDOX. Oh. I will withdraw the question if it embar- 
rasses the gentleman at all. [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] | 
Mr. BURKETT, No; it doesnot embarrass me in the slightest. 
Mr. MADDOX. I will say that I indorse entirely the gentle- 
man’s idea of what the Government should doand what an indi- | 
vidual should do, but I want to say to the gentleman that his | 
party has not practiced what he is preaching and that the offi- | 
cial records show it. | 

Mr. BURKETT. Now, let me tell the gentleman there never 
was an hour from the time that the civil war closed, on an aver- 

} 














age, down to the beginning of the Administration of Grover 
Cleveland when the Republican party did not pay off $174,000 of 
the indebtedness of this country—every blessed hour that you 
and I have lived since the civil war. [Applause on the Repub- 
Ti ‘an side.| They paid that indebtedness because they had a spr- 
plus, and they had a surplus only because they did follow those 
rules. If the gentleman will go back six montine previous to the 
time of the election of Grover Cleveland, he will find the North 
American Review and the Forum and the financial journals of | 
th cenntry with this sort of articles in them: ‘‘ What shall we 
Co with the surplus in the United States Treasury?” “ What 
Shall we base bank notes upon when the national debt is paid?” 
That was the problem during all those later years of the Harri- 
son Administration—what was to be done with the enormous sur- 
plus that was accumulating in the Treasury? I do not ask the 
gentleman to take my word, but let him go to the files of the North 
American Review or any of the great magazines of the country 
at that time and see for himself, 
cereree Cleveland was nominated and he was elected, and be- 
ween that time and the 4th of March the income of this country 
Was absolutely shut off, and why? Because businessstopped. The 
pope of this country understood, or thought they did, at least, 
on a onditions under which they could bring goods into this 
I oe soon as Grover Cleveland should be inaugurated and 
i iocratic policies putinto operation,and they absolutely stopped 
chai ae into the country, as the records show. As the im- 
plus d ‘ons were decreased the revenues were decreased, the sur- 
Surpine reased, and in that last year, instead of having an enormous 
cnn US, Just as We had had every year before, in 1893 our income 
‘cut down to within two and a half millions of our expenses. 
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Tt was a close call, I admit, for a Republican Administration, 
but it was asurplus. It was a pretty thin margin toskate on, but, 
sirs, thin as it was, close to the line as it was, it was miles and 
miles better than your sixty-nine millions of deficiency the very 
next year. Let me go on, and I will tell the gentleman something 
else along this line of Democratic incompetency. 

After you had had control of affairs four years you handed 
them back to us, glad to escape the responsibility, and the very 
first thing that the Republican party had to do when it came into 
power after that Democratic Congress and that Democratic Ad- 
ministration was to appropriate in deficiencies, to pay the debts of 
this Government that your party did not have the money to pay, 
to an amount of $347,165,001.82. Not only that, but during those 
four years you went four times to the money markets of the 
world and you borrowed $113,000,.000, specifically to pay running 
expenses, and issued bonds for it. You issued more bonds dur- 
ing that time, but this amount is absolutely traceable to running 
expenses of the Government. In short, you borrowed $113,000,000 
on the bonds of the country and three hundred and forty-seven 
millions on wral account and then left the Treasury empty and 
official salaries unpaid. 

Now, that was the management of the Democratic party during 
the time they had the reins of government in their hands in this 
country. Why should we expect you to do better in the future 
than you have in the past when you adhere to the same old free- 
trade heresy? 

Now let me continue where I left off when interrupted. The 
last year I gave you was 1897, when you Democrats in time of 
peace had a deficiency of more than $18,000,000. The next fiscal 
year, or that of 1898, was the first year under the McKinley Ad- 
ministration. It took us a little while to get our machinery 
started, and then the Spanish war came upon us, and then the 
Philippine war, and they made millions of extra expense. 

The first year of that Administration, or 1898, we had a deficiency 
of thirty-eight millions. In 1899 we spent eighty-nine millions 
more than our income. But there the story changed. In 1900 
our surplus was nineteen millions; in 1901 it was seventy-seven 
millions; in 1902 ninety-one millions, and in 1903 our surplus was 
fifty-four millions. With that stupendous amount of surplus we 
have been paying our debts. We always do. That is also Re- 
publican policy. When the Republican party turned the Govern- 


} ment over into the hands of Democracy in 1893 the public debt, 


ned 


less cash in the Treasury, was exactly $838,969.475.75. When you 
Democrats went out of office in 1897, after four years of peace, 
that public debt was $986,656 ,086.14. 

I happen to have here a Treasury statement for September 1 
last, and that shows the debt to be only $917,752,545. Thus, since 
1897, when we came into power, we have conducted the Spanish 
war and the Philippine war, have paid every cent of the cost, and 
have reduced the national debt $68,903,541.14. We have not done 
it by any legerdemain process, but by following the simple rule 
of business of spending less than our income. 











Receipts and expenditures of the Government from 1392 to 1908. 

| | 
Year. Receipts. | ‘Expenses. | Surplus. | Deficiency. 

i 
18094. ......................| $461, 716,562 | $450, 974,888 | $2,341,674 |. ............ 
citi eiitss <aictinsd aienanbiliiadtie 372,802,498 | 442,605, 750 | -......--..- 51 
a tncatasismetiomaas: insite 390,373,203 | 433,178,426 | ......--.--- 4: 23 
ET eteath tetiancenes aanpasnedaet | 409,475,408 | 434, 678,654 |.......-..-- 25 , 246 
SA. Wein a cocdgmmeanapeimmell | 430,987,168 | 448,490,622 |..........-.. 18, O52, 454 
1908a¢ .....................| 406,388,964 | 632,381,201 |...........- | 88,047,247 
MA cndscnvactesanteienneeel Mane 700, 003, 564 | .......-...-- | 89,111,560 
aE Tiiceenctinc ae lenin ----| 660,595,431 | 590,068,371 | 79,527,060 |.......-..... 
EE doc Son a0 aeeas enseanie 699,316,531 | 621,598,546 | 77,717,985 |........-.... 
RSS. . cick Chcadah ales | 684,526,280 | 663,048,908 | 91,287,377 |............. 


i 560,396,674 | 506,099,007 | 54,207,667 |... _.- et 
| 





@Republican year. » Democratic year. ¢ Spanish and Philippine wars. 


The gentleman from Mississippi, in his remarks last evening, 
said that he thought the free-silver question would be relegated 
to the rear, and he undertook to tell us why. Perhaps his lan- 
guage was stronger than that; I do not wish to risk misquoting 
him by making it any stronger than that, but it implied that he 
is going to tell my distinguished constituent out at Lincoln to“ go 
way back and sit down;”’ that he was going to place him in cold 
storage, so to speak, in this next campaign; that he had decided 
that Mr. Bryan was no longer an inspired promulgator of para- 
mount issues. Let me say to the gentleman that he has not known 
my distinguished constituent as long, nor I believe as well, as I 
have; he has not run up against him as many times as I have. If 
he had known him as I have, he would know that no ukase issued 
by any one man in the Democratic party will ever impress Mr. 
Bryan with the idea that he has passed his day of usefulness or 
that he should abandon his rank in party circles or give up his 
ideas at any time on any proposition. [Laughter.] 
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Neen reece ee ee ence en nena eee ap 


The gentleman from Mississippi said that conditions have 
changed; that gold has been pouring into this country; that the 
accidental discovery of new supplies of gold—and, perhaps, to be 
exact, he mentioned some of the different mines which have been 
discovered, I think he spoke of those mines that have been un- 
covered in Alaska, from which we have brought large quanti- 
ties of gold into the United States, and the new mines that have 
been developed in Colorado. And he reasoned that because new 
mines had been discovered that, therefore, we have more gold in 


this country, and, therefore, the silver question has been rele- | 


gated to the rear. 

I always admit a fact when it is brought to my attention. I 
admit that there have been great gold discoveries out in Cripple 
Creek; tnat large quantities of gold have been and are being mined 
in Alaska; that gold has also come to us from other quarters that 
were not expected. I admit all that. 

But let me tell the gentleman something that he will find out if 
he studies the statistics of this country. For every dollarin gold 
that we have gotten in the way of increase to our circulating me- 
dium out of the gold mines of Cripple Creek and Alaska and all 
the world, for every dollar in gold that has been added to our 
money product on that account we have gotten $10 more in 
gold from foreign nations in the world simply by selling them 
more than we bought and getting the difference incash. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] It is the old story, let me say to 
the gentleman from Mississipp1. 
rules that his father gave him when he was a boy+—to spend less 
than his income, and to sell more than he bought. Ah, go back 
and trace the history of your country in connection with our con- 
sular service. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi rose. 

Mr. BURKETT. 
train of thought, and then I will be glad to yield to the gentle- 
man. Let me tell the gentlemen on that side to go back and study 
the history of their party in connection with our consular service. 
I have heard some of the older Members of the House tell about 
that, and I have gone into it somewhat, and I find that every time 
a proposition has been madein this House to increase the efficiency 
of our consular service, to broaden and extend that magnificent 
system, there has always been a Democrat somewhere ready to 
hop up and obstruct that increase and that upbuilding. 

The Republican party has not only advocated the protection of 
the home markets, but it has also said, ‘‘ We want to go out and 
capture the markets of the world.’’ And since 1897 we have sold 
to foreign nations more than $3,000,000,000 worth more of goods 
than we have bought of these countries, and we have gotten that 
$3.000,000.000 in cash. I read last week of a great ship—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi again rose. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Nebraska yield 
to the gentleman from Mississippi? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
the gentleman is talking about. 

Mr. BURKETT. Not till I get through. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman is getting away 
from the point I want to ask him about. 

Mr. BURKETT. I will go’back to it whenever the gentleman 
suggests his question. 

I read only two or three days ago of a great ship that started 
out of New York with 10,000 tons of American-manufactured 
goods on board. I remember also when it was announced six 
months or a ‘year ago that a ship started out with 8,000 tons 
of American-made farm machinery—reapers, harvesters, binders 
and threshers, wagons, corn planters—all made in this country 
with American money, with American muscle, out of American 
material; and that ship went clear around the world over to 
Russia with that cargo. 

I read the speech of a distinguished gentleman the other day 
who had traveled in Europe, and he said he saw on almost every 
road in Europe engines that were made in the United States. 
What a wonderful fact that is!) What a sermon that is to the 
gospel of Republicanism! How that must thrill the heart of every 
American citizen, to feel that we are sending our products into 
every market on the face of the earth! How have we done it? 
Because we have not been satisfied simply to protect our own 
markets for the things that we produce in this country, but the 
Republican party has gone on with an even greater determination 
into the larger field of conquering foreign markets. It has gone 
out to capture the markets of the world and make them respond 
for the welfare and happiness of the American ple, the prog- 
ress and development of the American nation, [Applause on the 
Republican er 

ow I will yield to the gentleman from Mississip 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, 
to ask the gentleman three questions in one. 

Mr. BURKETT. I hope so, because I am ready to stop. 
becoming somewhat fatigued. 


It is right on the point that 


i. 
[ should like 


Iam 





It is by following the two little | 


I would rather not yield until I finish my | 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am sorry the gentleman a 
not let me ask the questions while he was talking a a . id 
| ticular points. ~ Oat 

Mr. BURKETT. We will get right back to the points, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, I will have to ye 
the statement somewhat. 

Mr. BURKETT. Ask the question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman said that fy 
every dollar that came from the mines of the world to incre : 
the American supply of gold $10 had come from other nation 
| the world. 

Mr. BURKETT. Iestimated it at that; yes. Ihave not fizureq 
it accurately. I made the statement approximately, as the result 
of some figures I got this morning. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I did not suppose the gentle. 
| man intended to do anything more than to approximate it. [ do 
not hold him to an absolutely accurate statement. 

Mr. BURKETT. It is somewhere about that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, I wish toask these three 
| questions 

Mr. BURKETT. All right. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Did not this gold that came 
from the gold mines in other parts of the world come to ns 
chiefly in return for the export of our cotton, wheat, corn, and 
meat, none of which either are or can be protected? That is one 
question. 
| Then I want to ask the gentleman this: Has not the gold sup- 
ply increased not only here but in Great Britain and Germany and 
all over Christendom, and has there not been in consequence of 
that a rise in the scale of world’s prices during the time that he is 
speaking of? That is the second question. 

Then I want to ask him, in the third place, if these engines, 
about which he talks as being sent to all parts of the world and 
| sold in competition there with pauper labor, are not now highly 

protected under the Dingley bill against competition on the part 
of foreigners in the Anierican market? I would like the gentle- 
man to answer those questions. 

Mr. BURKETT. I will say to the gentleman in response to all 
three of them that so far as whether or not each of these articles 
is protected in all forms I do not know that I can tell. I do not 
suppose the gentlemancan. I know ina general way,as he does, 
but do not carry all the schedules in my mind. Practically, how- 
ever, I do not see what difference it makes, so far as the amount 
of what we export is concerned, whether it was protected or not. 
And I might say in response also that the Democratic party has 
always insisted that the protective tariff was bound to destroy all 
our foreign trade. Now, the way that come about at this partic- 
ular point was, I was showing where the money, the great in- 
crease of money, was from. It was $24 per capita when you 
made your speeches in 1896 and said we needed more money. It 
is now $30.48 per capita, as is shown from the report of ihe Sec- 
retary of the Treasury made yesterday. 

Now, you attribute that all to the discovery of mines. We at- 
tribute it, as Republicans, also to the fact that we have increased 
our exports, and that as we have been able to sell more goods to 
foreign countries than we were ever able to sell before, that in 
return we have received more money than ever before. 

Now, let me go on and state one more proposition, and then! 
will be through. I want to see if we can find the real difference 
between the Republican party and the Democratic party. and 

/why your policy does not bring as good times as Republican 
policies do. I mean now the general trend of your policies. I do 
| not refer to details of carrying those policies out. The difference 
as I have always conceived it is this, and I do not know that any- 
body else will agree with me, but the difference is in the way we 
work and the objects that we seek to gain and the class of peop!e 
we seek to benefit. The Republican party always works for the 
benefit of the producer; the Democratic party works for the 
benefit of the consumer. , 

Now, that is the difference between the two parties, in my judg- 
ment,inafew words. The Republican party works for the benett 
of the producer and the Democratic party helps the consumer. 
man must be a producer to be benefited by Republican policy. |t 
does not make any difference whether he produces steam engines 
or ax handles or a bushel of corn or an hour’s work or what it 1s. 
If he is a producer, he is helped when the Republican party 15 12 
power. The Democratic party, on the other hand, gives little 
‘concern to the producer, but seeks to make things cheap for the 
consumer. 

Mr. Chairman, I remember very well the first time that I over 
heard my distinguished constituent, Mr. Bryan, speak 10 the 
campaign for election to Congress in 1892. I remember that he 
carried an old hat, a butcher knife, a bolt of red flannel, and a tip 
pan around with him, and he said that that terrible high prote 
tive tariff wag robbing the people. ; - that 
| He would hold up that bolt of red flannel and.in a manner tha 
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ht tears to the eyes of the people would tell them that by 
brows - of the Republican party that every yard of that flannel 
that went into the poor man’s shirt cost him half a cent a yard 
in it ought to cost him as a result of that terrible McKin- 
ley protective tariff. After getting the people to agonizing over 
their terrible condition he then proposed that if they would elect 
him and Grover Cleveland that they would knock off that half a 
cent a yard and restore it to the poor laboring man. The people 
accepted his proposition. They let him and Grover Cleveland in, 
and within six months they had stolen the whole shirt. [Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Republican side. ] ; 

There was not a laboring man in this country in the four years 
that followed that ever thought of having a flannel shirt. They 
did. not wear flannel shirts in those good old Democratic days. 
Now, I will admit that you believe in making things cheap, and 
Iadmit you do make things cheap, but you do not make them 
easier to get. I remember that when Cleveland was President, in 
1894, 1895, and 1896, horses were cheaper in this country than 
they were ever before or since. That is a question we know of, 
because we produce horses in Nebraska, and they got so cheap 
that we used to can them and send them back East here to you 
people to eat. {Laughter.] Horses were cheaper than ever be- 
fore, but more people went on foot than had ever walked since 
the food. House rent was cheaper than ever before, and there 
were more people without homes than ever before. I admit that 
bread was cheaper than ever before. It got down to 2 or 3 cents 
a loaf, and yet in every town in this country the people had to 
take up collections to buy bread for the laboring men of this coun- 
try who could not provide for their wives and families at home. 

I remember that all these things were cheaper, but let me say 
you did not make any of them easier to get. The Republican 
party helps the producer, and whenever I find a man whois nota 
producer I can not believe he is helped much in Republican times. 
I am frank to admit it. Whenever you see one of those men 
complaining about the times, you can set him down as a nonpro- 
ducer, and usually as a Democrat, too. Whenever you seea man 
sitting on a goods box whittling and spitting and criticising the 
Government, complaining of the times, set him down as a non- 
producer, and usually a Democrat. 

Now, a man came into my office whom I knew very well a year 
or soago, and he began to find fault with the times. He said that 
he could not see that they were any better than they were before, 
and that it was just as hard to live as it ever had been. Now, I 
knew his business; he was a collector. He collected the money 
that his wife made taking in washing. So, when he insisted that 
he could not see any of our good times, I said to him, *‘ Have you 
sold any corn?’ He said, ‘‘ No; I haven’t had any corn to sell.” 
I said, “‘ Have you sold any horses?’ He replied, ‘‘ No; I haven't 
had any to sell.’”’ I then said, ‘‘Have you done any work?’ 
“No,” he replied; ‘‘I am not able to work.”’ 

Now, he had not produced a thing, not a bushel of corn nor 
an hour's work or a thing in the world, and yet he was kick- 
ing at the Republican party because.it did not fan prosperity into 
his face. It never will, because he is not a producer. I remem- 
ber one day last summer a hailstorm came through our county, 
and the next day a friend of mine came in and said, ‘‘ We had a 
hailstorm out our way last night that wiped me off the face of 
the earth. I have not left standing a hill of corn or a spear of 
wheat, Everything that I had hasgone.”” Five minutes of hail- 
storm changed that man from a producer into aconsumer. I 
admit that 30-cent corn did not help him, because he had to buy 
it. Ladmit that high prices did not help my friend, because he 
was a consumer, But it did help every other man in that county 
and State who did produce something. There is more production 
than consumption in thiscountry. Every man expects to produce 
more of something than he consumes. Therefore the Republican 
party helps the larger end of this industrial proposition. 

In concluding let me urge you Democrats to consider the para- 
mount issue Of the Republican party. There may be this or that 
particular thing put to the front, as the exigencies of the times 
may necessitate. I mean that this thing or that thing may be 
acute in the coming campaign, But the Republican party on the 

ariff question, on the money question, on every other question, 
on schedules and ratios, will continue in the future, just as it has 
in past, to press forward to attain the one goal—*‘ the welfare 
and the happiness of the American people, the progress and the 
evelopment of the American nation.”’ [Applause. | 

r, LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CocHRAN]. 
aa COCHRAN, Mr. Chairman, I can do but scant justice to 
Buuren of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 

6 Dee brief time at my disposal. It is true that in 1896 
met Meraae party favored the immediate restoration of bi- 
sae Its newspapers and orators were bitter in their de- 
he ide lon of the gold standard. Some of them may have used 

entical language of-the late President McKinley, who looked 


more thé 


with concern upon the financial policy inaugurated by Grover 
a and denounced it and the gold standard in extravagant 
rms. 

Mr. Cleveland's policy was opposed by a majority of the Demo- 
crats in this Chamber and at the other end of the Capitol. It was 
supported by the Republican press and the Republican member- 
ship of the American Congress. It was denounced by many Re- 
publicans and by nearly all Democrats asa menace to the welfare 
of the country. 

It was distinctly the policy of the great bankers of two conti- 
nents and was inaugurated by Grover Cleveland. In so far as 
a mere instrument may iay claim to a work performed under 
direction of a master, it may be called Mr. Cleveland’s policy. It 
was a policy which no other man holding high position had pre- 
viously espoused, one that emanated from no political party. 

Although the dearest object to a coterie of gentlemen, million- 
aire speculators and stockjobbers, who sirtce 1893 have been the 
advisers of Presidents, it found no outspoken champion holding a 
pe of authority until 1893. Its enforcement, effected as it was 

y the institution of a reign of terror, caused by a shopmade panic, 
brought upon this great continent the desolation of a desert and 
the gloom of the grave, It may be observed in passing that since 
then its real author has been caught, red-handed, in a financial 
scheme of plunder, by which a multitude of small investors have 
been robbed by means as criminal as those resorted to by Canada 
Bill, the notorious king of confidence men, in fleecing his numer- 
ous victims. 

The financial policy of Grover Cleveland, which has become 
the corner stone of the Republican creed, was promoted by J. Pier- 
pont Morgan, who was recently unmasked as a coarse swindler, 
and so sinks from the position of adviser of Presidents and inventor 
of financial legislation to the level of the man with a gold brick 
to sell or the fakir with three cunning little shells at a county 
fair. [Laughter.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, it is pertinent to inquire what answer was 
made by the Republicans to the arguments made by the Demo- 
crats in 1896. Did they say that the gold standard was to be es- 
tablished? No. Did they say that in seven or eight years the addi- 
tion of five or six hundred million dollars in gold to the volume of 
money would cause a rise in prices and better times? Nay, verily. 
They said we didn’t need any more money; that we only needed 
confidence. They said they didn’t want higher prices for the 
products of labor. 

The Republican literature of that period urged the workingmen 
to vote against Bryan as a means of preventing a rise in prices. 
Republican orators told the workingman that by enforcing the 
gold standard the purchasing power of a dollar had been enhanced, 
and that this was a benefit to the wage-earners. They said that 
what was wanted was a dollar of enhanced purchasing power. 
For, said they, this would enable the workingman to obtain more 
for the fruits of his labor. 

Again, I inquire of gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber, 
did you predict that the gold supply of this country would be’ 
recruited to the extent of five or six hundred million cf dollars 
during the ensuing eight years? No. You said there was money 
enough. You insisted that confidence in the ability to secure 
credit and not more money was needed. You ridiculed the con- 
tention of the Democrats that the country needed a larger supply 
of specie. In the teeth of all writers on political economy, you 
ridicaled the quantitative theory of money and insisted that there 
was little or no relation between the volume of money and prices. 

I challenge the gentleman from Nebraska to produce here a 
single Republican speech made at that time in either House of 
Congress which looked forward to the future and predicted or 
suggested an early solution of the financial question, as far as 
coinage was concerned, by a tremendous increase in the output of 
the gold mines. 

Mr. Chairman, some of the gentleman’s figures almost took my 
breath away. It is common for gentlemen to use figures trip- 
pingly—thousands, millions, billions. Why, he said that in a 
few years past we had exported three billions’ worth of produce in 
excess of our imports, and that thereby for every dollar obtained 
from American gold mines we have drawn $10 from abroad. 

Does the gentleman know that the production of American gold 
mines during the past eight years aggregates a sum almost equal 
to that which has been added to our gold supply during the same 
period? 

Mr. Chairman, I am as firmly convinced as I was in 1896 that 
the world needs bimetallism. It is not true—it never will be 
true—that the world’s commerce can be based upon a single me- 
tallic standard with safety to civilization. 

Consult statistics and you will discover that the coinage ques- 
tion has not been finally settled, and you will also be convinced 
that, while it may not excite popular interest now, sooner cr later 
it. will become again a prominent theme of political discussion in 
all parts of the world, While we have been recruiting our specie 
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we have imported over one hundred millions in excess of our ex- 
ports of gold from European countries. It is advisable to take 

. some account of how far they have recruited their supply and what 
has been the effect of ourimports of gold upon business conditions 
abroad. 

Just before Secretary Gage retired from the Treasury Depart- 
ment I requested him to have prepared for me a table showing 
the balances in the public and private depositories of each of the 
great continental powers of Europe, including Russia, on the first 
of the fiscal year of the preceding eight years. In that period, 
remarkable as it may seem, the aggregate addition to the visible 
supply of gold in all these countries, with a population of 
400,000,000, during this period was less than $100,000,000. In- 
stead of gaining, some had suffered a diminution in their stock 
of gC id. 

Russia to-day has over $100,000,000 less gold than she had at the 
beginning of the era of increased gold production. Germany, for 
the seven or eight years, has stood still, neither gaining or losing. 
France increased her supply very little. England added seventy 
millions to her gold supply by loans during the war with the 
Boers. And inall these countries hard times and business depres- 
sions prevailed throughout the period in which their supply of 
specie was diminishing, or at least not increasing appreciably. 

Gentlemen, do not imagine that the people are ready to swallow 
such oratory as we have been listeningto. They know that added 
tofthe product of our mines for seven or eight years there has been 
a steady flow of gold to this country, adding to our money supply 
five or six hundred millions of dollars of specie. not imagine 
that because we are on the tidal wave resulting from this unex- 
pected providential addition to our money supply you can induce 
the country to believe that your campaign of 1896 led up to or 
caused it. 

The Democrats did not expect this large increase in the gold 
supply. No more did the Republicans. The country was in 
despair. The Democrats demanded the coinage of silver, claim- 
ing that more money of redemption was indispensable. The Re- 
publicans demanded more confidence; declared that credit, not 
money, was needed. The Democratic remedy has been applied. 
The Republican remedy could not have restored prosperity. 

The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Brexett] says that Ne- 
braska had adjusted itself to the new creed adopted by the Re- 
publican party for the first time in 1896, months and months before 
the St. Louis convention. Well, if it had, an adjustment must 
have been necessary. At best, this is an admission that until a 
little while before the campaign of 1896 the Republicans in Ne- 
braska, as elsewhere, were out-and-out bimetallists, and if they 
chenged front a little earlier than the rest it mattersnot. Before 
changing front they must have been in agreement with the Demo- 
cratic heretics of °96 and in favor of just what we contended for 
at that time. 

Why, the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] 

,and the distinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepsvurs] as 
late as the short session of 1896-97 stood upon this floor and said 
then that their party was still struggling for bimetallism—that 
they wanted bimetalism—and the gentleman from Ohio [| Mr. 
GROSVENOR] was accused by the gentleman from New York, Mr. 
Quigg, of “‘ reading a man out of the party”’’ because he did not 
believe in bimetallism. 

This would go to show that even after the election in 1897 you 
still adhered to what you knew was a hypocritical makeshift— 
that part of your party platform which pledged you to labor for 
an international agreement for the coinage of silver. Until now 
you have not dared to say to the people that you are for the single 
gold standard. 

Now, what is the truth as to monetary conditions throughout 
the world to-day? Why, historyis simply repeating itself. Gold 
is, for the time being, more abundant than silver. The gold 
mines have become exceedingly productive. Hence, money has 
become more accessible. The supply is becoming larger. As 
long as this continues, prosperity will continue. hen it ceases, 
dry rot will ensue in the business world. Monometallism will be 
responsible for the disaster to mankind. When this continent 
was discovered the world had little silver in circulation. 

It had all gone to the Orient in the course of trade, and gold 
was the money of commerce in western nations. Why? Because 
it was most abundant. The discovery of great deposits and ac- 
cumulations of silver in Mexico and South America resulted in 
the substitution of the more abundant metal. The treasure ships 
of the Spaniard carried to every part of the world vast sums of 
silver, and the channels of commerce were filled with it. 

Here the hammer fell. 
r.COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, can I have two minutes more? 
There does not seem to be anybody here who has charge of the 
time. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, I will yield the gentieman 

two minutes of my time. 
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Mr. COCHRAN. The resrlt was tat fer a lengthened pericd 
silver was almost the only money of commerce throughout th 
world, Almost the whole world was using the Spanish milled 
dollar. Then came the discoveries of gold in 1848, 1849, anq 1859 
in California and Australia, and again the world did business 
with gold. The discovery of the Bonanza mines in 1868 anj 1869 
in Nevada promised another era in which silver would reappear 
Then for the first time in modern history monometallisin wa, 
made effective by hostile legislation. Inevitably the world gy. 
fered disaster by this new departure. It is unnecessary gnq 
would not be desirable, even if I had time, to rehearse thie ey;. 
dences that this new policy visited dry rot upon the business wor), 
everywhere. Business depression, falling prices, insolvency. and 
ruin were at our doors. e demanded more money and the free 
coinage of silver as a meansof supplying it. You said we needed 
a confidence. 

ou would hold us to our contention literally. Then stand by 
your own. How would you like to trade off the great supply of 
money unexpectedly furnished by the gold mines for the * cong. 
dence’ which you said in 1896 was all that was needed? Have we 
any money to spare? Why, notwithstanding the addition of five or 
six hundred millions of specie in the years that have followed your 
assertion that no more was needed, let fifty millions take wings to. 
morrow, leaving your gold supply four or five hundred millions 
greater than it was in 1896, and financial chaos would shake th 
continent. 

You know that we could not export $50,000,000 of the gold sup. 
ply in the coming six months without serious embarrassment ty 
business. What, then, becomes of your doctrine of ** confidence’ 

Is it true that the Republican theory was put in practice after 
the election of Mr. McKinley as President in 1896 there ensned an 
era of renewed confidence, and that renewed confidence has cause | 
higher prices, and with higher prices, consequently, good times? 
No. More money has saved the country from greater losses, 
Your remedy was never applied. It was an impossible remedy. 

You know and I know that the change in the conditions in the 
financial world is not the result of Republican policies. It has 
been brought about, as my friend from Mississippi [Mr. Wi:- 
LIAMS] said yesterday, by two things—by an enormous production 
of gold in the world, and, in so far as we have been especially 
benefited by it, by a large balance of trade in our favor, which has 
enabled us to appropriate the lion’s share of the gold. The farm- 
ers of the West and South have helped most, for, after all, the 
exports of this country have been and ‘ever will be more largely 
composed of agricultural products than anything else. |[Ap- 


——~y, 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Harp- 
WICK] is now entitled to the floor for fifty-eight minutes. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, under date of January 2, 
1904, the secretary of the Union League Club of New York City 
addressed a letter to the various members of the Fifty-cighth 
Congress. ery cag. ford this letter was a copy of the report of 
the committee of the club on political reform, dated April !, 190°, 
and a copy of certain resolutions adopted by the club on Decem- 
ber 10, 1903. 

The resolutions referred to read as follows: 
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Resolved, That the Government be requested to instruct the district attor 
neys in the various States where an illegal suppression of votes is alleged to 
rosecute every case where .here has been a violation of the laws of the 
Jnited States in reference to suffrage, if adequate evidence can be obtained 
to justify a submission of such case to the grand jury. 
esolved, (1) That Congress be requ and be respectfully urged to in- 
vestigate with thoroughness and impartiality the charges of a suppression 
of votes contrary to the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the Const 
tution of the United States; and in every case where such restriction is a¢ 
complished by a limitation of the franchise for any reason the representa 
tion of such State in Congress be reduced; and also to see that the fiftesnt4 
amendment bein no way violated either directly or by subterfuge; and |.) ‘hat 
where the decisions of the courts or the ae pe at elections disclose t! 
that the statutes are inadequate, amendatory acts be passed remed) 
defects disclosed. 





This resolution, referring as it does to what is undoubtedly the 
greatest problem in the domestic life of the Republic, fore 'y 
emphasizes the fact that there is in the present Congress, 
denced by bills and resolutions already introduced by individual 

| Members of the House, a radical, and apparently an irr ncil- 


" 
is ©." 


able, difference of opinion. 
On November 10, 1903, the gentleman from Indiana |r. 
_ CRUMPACKER] offered a resolution providing for the appointment 
| of a committee by this House to investigate the election laws ' 
the several States of the Union, with a view to ascertains 
whether or not any State was violating the provisions 0! tl 
Constitution in reference to suffrage, and if so, to what extent, 
| and with the ulterior purpose of finally imposing upon such “tates 
| a8 may restrict the suffrage the penalty of reduced represe i\(2 uct 
in this House and in the electoral college. 
On November 13, 1903, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 1! K] 
offered a resolution providing that the standing Committee 0 
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Congress should be empowered to investigate the question of the 
denial of the elective franchise, in violation of the Constitution, 
the ulterior purpose of this resolution being identical with that 
of the preceding measure. . 

On November 11, 1903, the gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. WILLIAM W. Kircuin] offered a joint resolution proposing 
the repeal of the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution, and 
on November 16, 1903, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Un- 
perwoond] offered a similar resolution. 

On the last-named day, to wit, November 16, 1903, I had the 
honor of proposing two joint resolutions on this general subject— 
one providing for the repeal of the fifteenth amendment and the 
other providing that all of section 2 of the fourteenth amend- 
ment, save the first sentence thereof, should be repealed. 

While none of these resolutions have yet been reported, and 
none of them may ever emerge, during the present session at 
least, from the caterpillar stage of committeeism into the butter- 
fly life of House existence, yet the fact that they have already 
heen introduced is significant of the difference of opinion to which 
I have already alluded. 

It will be readily observed that these resolutions, all involving the 
same great question, are capable of one general subdivision; those 
of the gentlemen from Ohio and Indiana treating of the Consti- 
tution as it is now written and proposing an investigation of 
jts alleged violation, and the last four resolutions—those intro- 
duced by the gentlemen from North Carolina, Alabama, and my- 
self—dealing with the broader and greater question as to whether 
the Constitution is right or wrong and ought or ought not to be 
changed. 

The first class of these resolutions involves, primarily, the de- 
termination of a great question of fact; the second involvessolely 
the consideration of an even greater question of public policy and 
statesmanship. Although the two questions are closely allied and 
the same great fundamental principles of government underlie 
them both, yet I can not, in the course of the limited time at my 
command to-day, undertake to discuss them both; and being con- 
fined to the discussion of one branch of the matter only, I shall 
discuss the broader and deeper question of right and wrong, 
rather than the narrower and more restricted question as to 
whether or not, in point of fact, there exists in any State of the 
Union such a condition of affairs as requires or justifies the intro- 
duction and passage of the resolutions proposed by the distin- 
guished gentlemen from Indiana and Ohio. 

If on some future oecasion the necessity should arise, I propose 
to submit a few remarks upon those resolutions, but for the pres- 
ent 1 shall pass the specific question involved in them with the 
remark in passing, that if the same tests are applied to all the 
States, it will be discovered that the limitation of the elective 
franchise in various ways has not been confined to the South 
alone, that by Australian ballot laws, of varying provisions, the 
right to vote has been abridged in every State of the Union, ex- 
cept NorthCarolina, SouthCarolina, and Georgia; thatin ten States 
of the Union there are educational or property qualifications for 
voting, or both, and that only six of those States are in the South; 
that in Oregon, California, Idaho,and Nevada Chinese are expressly 
excluded from voting by State constitutions, although they may 
be citizens of the United States; that by the organic law of Idaho 
male citizens of the United States 21 years of age, who have never 
Violated any law are debarred from voting if they believe in or 
tee enance the Mormon religion—whether they are polygamists 
or not, 

Teall the especial attention of the distinguished gentleman from 
Ohio to the fact that there is to-day in the organic law of his 
State, as well as in that of Oregon, an express provision that only 
white men shall yote, and that while it is true that these provi- 
Slons were both adopted before the ratification of the fifteenth 
amy ndment, and are of course unconstitutional because in express 
contict with that amendment, yet they were written in the or- 
ganic law by the votes of the people of those States, and are upon 
the statute books of those States to-day--unrepealed by them— 
Where they stand, ghostly but eloquent witnesses of the Cauca- 
Blanism of their ople. 

I respectfully invite the attention of the distinguished gentle- 
Pe and of the Union League Club to the constitution and laws 
0 the State of Vermont, by which citizens who are of quiet and 
peaceable behavior, and who have the approbation of the board of 
oa authority, shall alone be permitted to vote: the most far- 
S, mth = provision that was ever adopted in any State, North or 
ne in concluding these passing remarks I would respectfully 
mee st to the esteemed Union Leagne Club that it re-refer this 
ta oa to its committee on political reform, with instruc- 
ro investigate laws and conditions in every one of the States, 
sae o> icularly in the States of Maine, Connecticut, Massachu- 

‘, Ohio, Oregon, California, Idaho, Wyoming, Nevada, and 


Vermont, in addition to the Southern States that it has honored 
with its especial and particular attention. 

Subterfuge, indirection, and evasion, always disgusting. would, 
in this presence and on this occasion, be doubly so; on the con- 
trary, candor is the highest compliment courage can pay to intel- 
ligence, and adopting that as my rule of conduct on this occasion, 
I will speak to you candidly and plainly on this question of negro 
suffrage, for that, as we ab tna, is the sole question that lies at 
the bottom of all these resolutions and of all this clamor for the 
enforcement of constitutional provisions. While I intend to he 
candid in the discussion of the matter, yet I do not wish to state 
my arguments and conclusions offensively or bitterly or to voice 
the sentiment of my people in a sectional or partisan manner; 
my object is not to excite sectional prejudice or party bitterness, 
but to allay them; not to offend, but to conciliate; not to denounce 
gentlemen who may not agree with me, but to reason with them: 
but, gentlemen, because I use the language of conciliation, of 
friendship, and of brotherhood, let no man misunderstand my 
motives or mistake my spirit. 

I thank God that we are at peace again and have once more a 
reunited and prosperous country; that the South is back once mere 
in the house of her fathers and is there to stay forever, but I also 
thank Him, sir, that she is not here debased and humiliated and 
ashamed, with sackcloth on her back or with ashes on her head. 
She is here, yielding to no section in love for this splendid nation, 
whose glory is the marvel of the earth, or in loyalty to that flag 
of the Republic whose every star has been brightened by the valor 
of her sons and whose every stripe has been bathed in her noblest 
blood. She is here in a generous, manly spirit, with her great 
heart throbbing with love and patriotism for our cominon coun- 
try and with her every hill and valley sending back an echo of 
that magnanimous spirit that not six years ago prompted our last 
martyred President, the great McKinley. standing in the State 
capitol of my own State and addressing its general assembly, to 
os ~y tribute of love atid respect upon the bier of her immortal 

ead. 

This, then, is the spirit in which she invokes your considera- 
tion of her greatest problem, without bitterness or hate, and yet, 
without truckling or debasement, an equal among equals, claim- 
ing the right to present in candor and in fairness her views upon 
that mighty problem in which is bound up her very existence, and 
demanding that they shall be received with a patriotism that 
scorns sectionalism and with a statesmanship that will not stoop 
to make possible political capital out of the travail of brethren. 

On January 1, 1861, there were only four out of the thirty-cne 
States that then constituted the Union in which negroes were per- 
mitted to vote—namely, the States of Vermont, New Hampshire, 
Massachusetts, and New York. In the first three of these States 
the right existed by virtue of the broad language used in their 
earlier constitutions, and in the last-named State it existed by ex- 
press enactment; but there were at this time in Vermont only 14 
possible negro voters to 87,462 possible white voters; in New Hamp- 
shire, only 149 negroes of voting age to 91,954 whites of voting 
age, and in Massachusetts only 2,502 male negroes of voting age 
to 339,085 whites: and it must be remembered that even at this 
time all voters in Massachusetts were subject to an educational 
qualification. 

In New York negroes were expressly admitted to the suf- 
frage, but there were at this time in that State only 12,989 negroes 
of voting age to 1,027,305 whites. and yet, with even this insig- 
nificant proportion, the laws of New York required of the negro 
voter a property qualification of $250 that it did not exact of the 
white voter—a restriction which probably excluded fully 90 per 
cent of the possible negro voters in New York, as is pointed out 
by Mr. Curtis in his admirable Constitutional History of the 
United States. It will thus be observed that even in these fom 
States the gift was, in three cases out of four, accidental; that in 
every case it was a theoretical rather than a practical gift. and 
that in the case in which it was expressly conferred it was hedged 
about by partial conditions. 

Up to January 1, 1861, while the country had for some years lit- 
erally blazed with antislavery agitation, yet there was no respect- 
able or considerable sentiment anywhere or in any party in favor 
of negro enfranchisement—certainly no political party in its na- 
tional platform had ever espoused it. Mr. Lincoln himself, at 
that time the President-elect—the most illustrious statesman his 
party has ever produced and certainly the one man above _all 
others entitled to speak for it where its platform was silent—had 
denounced the doctrine as a heresy and had proclaimed his em- 
phatic and irrevocable opposition to it on more than one occasion. 

During the year 1861 the people of Missouri amended their con- 
stitution and during this same year the people of West Virginia 
formed a constitution upon which they were finally admitted to 
the Union, but in neither State was the suffrage extended to the 


egro. 
In 1862 Michigan amended her constitution, but again was the 
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*‘colored man and brother ’’ ignored. In 1863 there were no con- 
stitutional changes by the States, but in 1864 new constitutions 
were adopted or old ones amended in Arkansas, Connecticut, 
Kansas, Louisiana, Maryland, Nevada, New York, Rhode Island, 
Pennsylvania, and Virginia, and yet in not one of all this great 
array of States was negro suffrage even hinted at. 

In 1865 constitutional amendments providing for negro suffrage 
were submitted by the legislatures of Connecticut, Colorado, 
Wisconsin, and Minnesota, but when these provisions were sub- 
mitted tq the people in the fall elections of 1865, negro suffrage 
was rejected in each and every one of these States by decisive 
majorities. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Why, they vote now and have been 
voting for years in my State. 

Mr. HARDWICK. What State does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Connecticut. 

Mr. HARDWICK. You have an educational qualification? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. And always have had. 

Mr. HARDWICK. So that at the close of 1865, while the 
emancipation of the negro was an accomplished fact, his enfran- 
chisement was apparently as distant as on the day the war began. 

In tracing the history of the negro suffrage movement, I come 
next to that period in the history of our country known as “‘ re- 
construction,’? memories of which, I hope, are unpleasant to the 
people of every State and section. Certainly the word recalls to 
the entire South, and especially, possibly, to my own State of 
Georgia, the bitterest and saddest period of her history, when her 
cup of humiliation was indeed full and her people drank of the 
very dregs of despair. During its progress her people suffered 
agonies a thousand fold more bitter to a spirited, high-strung 
people than even the untold miseries of war; but with a courage 
that might have been expected of the most homogeneous of all 
the American people they went to work to restore their shattered 
fortunes, and upon the ruins of their old civilization they built 
the South of to-day—that marvelous edifice of material wealth 
and industrial independence that is now challenging the admira- 
tion of the world. 

Painful as are the memories of reconstruction to us all, yet I 
believe the time has at last come when we can discuss some of its 
events without prejudice or bitterness, and in that spirit I shall 
undertake it. 

On December 8, 1863, President Lincoln issued a proclamation 
offering general amnesty to the people of the South and outlining 
his plan of reconstruction, which has been truly termed ‘‘ most 
liberal and humane,’’ but as it was made at a time when the South 
was undefeated in the field and hopeful of the final result of the 
appeal to arms, it had no practical effect and is Pence 
now to show what Mr. Lincoln’s plan was. While Mr. Lincoln 
demanded freedom for the slaves of the South and insisted upon 
their education, he demanded nothing more than these two things, 
and expressly stated that with these modifications when a State 
government was reconstructed “‘ its constitution and laws prior to 
the rebellion’’ should be respected. Nowhere did he expressly 
or impliedly demand or suggest that the right to vote should be 
bestowed upon the negro. 

It has, however, been contended that Mr. Lincoln modified this 
position in the Hahn letter of March 13, 1864, in which he sug- 
gested for the “‘ private consideration ’’ of Hon. Michael Hahn, 
the provisional governor of Louisiana, whether or not the con- 
stitutional convention about to assemble in Louisiana might 
with safety extend the elective franchise to the very intelligent 
negroes, and especially to those who had fought in the Union 
Army. The letter does not indicate that Mr. Lincoln had modi- 
fied his oft-repeated views in opposition to negro suffrage, even 
to the very moderate extent suggested in the letter, although it 
is true that he was considering the modification of them to that 
extent only, and it is significant to note that six weeks after this 
letter, Wendell Phillips, one of the ablest and most earnest ad- 
vocates of negro suffrage, indorsed the movement of the radical 
wing of the Republican party to nominate in 1864 an independent 
Republican candidate against Mr. Lincoln, the alleged cause of 
the schism in the dominant party being what was termed Mr. 
Lincoln’s weak and vacillating war policy and his too mild and 
ineffectual policy of southern reconstruction. 

Mr. Phillips not only indorsed this radical movement, but on 
May 27, 1864, he wrote a letter to Edward Gilbert, esq., of New 
York, which was read before the Fremont Convention, at Cleve- 
land, Ohio, in May, 1864, in which letter Mr. Phillips used this 
among other expressions: 

There is no plan of reconstruction possible within twenty years unless we 
admit the black to citizenship and the ballot and use him with the white as 
the basis of States. * * * Against such recognition Mr. Lincoln stands 
pledged by prejudice and avowal. 

In the next place, in December, 1864, after his overwhelming 
reelection, Mr. Lincoln stated in his annual message to the Thirty- 
eighth Congress that his views on southern reconstruction had 





undergone no change, and those views as will be remembered dig 
not include negro suffrage for the South. : 

It is true that in the last speech of his life, on April 11, 1865 
only a few days before his assassination, Mr. Lincoln publicly 
expressed in somewhat more positive terms the idea he had sy , 
gested for the ‘‘ private consideration’’ of Governor Hahn the 
year before. He said: 

It is also unsatisfactory to some that the elective franchise is not given ¢ 
the colored man. I would myself now prefer that it were conferred op the 
very intelligent, and those who serve our cause as soldiers. 

The phraseology of the great war President is significant. 
classes himself apart, in another class. from those who were “ dis. 
satisfied.” He favored and upheld the Louisiana governmen; 
while those who were “ dissatisfied” Opposed it. He personally 
favored negro suffrage in these exceptional cases he mentioned 
principally no doubt out of gratitude to the negroes who had seryed 
as Union soldiers; and yet he did not abandon his fixed and ap. 
nounced reconstruction policy or even suggest that negro syf- 
frage ought to be forced upon any State, even if such State was 
in the process of reconstruction. 

President Lincoln’s contention was that it was the right of the 
Executive to reconstruct the State governments of the South. 
This doctrine, however, was not agreed to by the Congress, and 
the.result of this difference of opinion was the passage of the 
first Congressional reconstruction act of July 2, 1864. This act 
may fairly be assumed to represent the sentiment of that wing of 
the Republican party that was opposed to Presidential recon. 
struction, and it is therefore particularly worthy of note that in 
this act the elective franchise was limited to ‘‘ white males of 21 
years of age.”’ 

From this act Mr. Lincoln withheld his approval, and it there- 
fore failed to become a law, for which he was roundly abused in 
the Davis and Wade manifesto of August 5, 1864. 

The political effect of this difference between the Congress and 
the President was a political schism in the Republican party, the 
more radical members of that party, who disagreed with the Presi- 
dent’s war policy and reconstruction plan, nominating John C. 
Fremont for President at Cleveland, Ohio, on May 381, 1864, ona 
platform radical enough in all truth, but which, while demand- 
ing equal civil rights for the negro, did not demand the elective 
franchise for him, although that it should do so was expressly 
suggested by Wendell Phillipsandothers. On September 21, 1864, 
Fremont withdrew, and in the election of November, 1864, Mr. 
Lincoln triumphed over the Democratic nominee, Gen. George B. 
McClellan, by a popular majority of more than 400,000 votes and 
by the enormous electoral majority of 191 votes. 

Hon. A. C. Braxton, a distinguished lawyer of Staunton, Va., 
whose able paper, read at the last meeting of the Virginia Bar 
Association, is one of the most valuable contributions to the legal 
and political literature of this great subject, has well suggested 
that the ‘‘ senseless and dastardly assassination of Mr. Lincoln in 
April, 1865, greatly exasperated the Northern people against the 
South, and added to the flames of sectional hatred already burn- 
ing brightly.”’ I fully agree with him. It was a double mis- 
fortune. Mr. Lincoln, although much misunderstood by the 
people of the South at the time, had already given indisputable 
evidences of a patriotism too sincere and of a statesmanship too 
lofty to deal harshly with the stricken people of the South, and 
if he had lived to complete the work of reconstruction that he be- 
gan, his kindly heart and_ magnanimous spirit would have com- 
pletely won the South, while his unswerving hand and unbend- 
ing will would have held steady the helm of the ship of state and 
steered it at a much earlier period into the peaceful waters of 
sectional reconciliation and of patriotic nationalism. 

His successor, President Johnson, attempted to carry out the 
reconstruction policy of his illustrious predecessor; but, altl: gh 
undoubtedly devoted to great constitutional — he was not 
without his faults and weaknesses, and besides was harély placed— 
a Southern man, yet hated at the South because of what was re- 
garded as his apostasy, and hated at the North because he was 
suspected of an undue leaning to the people of the section of bis 
birth. His weaker hand could not guide the tossing ship, and 
Executive reconstruction rapidly gave way to Congressional re 
construction. 

The first evidence of this change was the passage over the 
President’s veto, on June 8, 1867, of a billintroduced in 1865 estab- 
lishing negro suffrage in the District of Columbia. Before ts 
passage provision had been made by Congress for the submission 
of the question to the voters of the District, and the result had 
been that, in one of the largest votes ever cast in the District of 
Columbia, negro suffrage had been overwhelmingly rejected by 
its people, 85 votes being polled for it in Washington City and 
6,521 against it; 1 vote for it in Georgetown and 812 against 1!— 
an ag, te of 36 votes for it and 7,333 against it—and yet, 
spite of this overwhelming expression of the popular will and im 
defiance of every principle of local self-government, the Thirty: 
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inth Congress ordained negro suffrage for the District of Colum- 
wi being actuated by two motives; first, because the leaders of 
the Republican party in that ae felt impelled to make some 
— cession, however trifling, to the growing sentiment in their 
yoo ranks in favor of the general enfranchisement of the negro 
vi. South and in the Territories, and, next, because they 
cihed to make an experiment on a small scale as to the results of 

. system. % 
ay oye had not _— aa and — Tr ge — 
to patiently await the result of the experiment, it is only fair 
ae nie that they would not have inflicted either subsequent 
reconstruction acts upon the people of the South or the four- 
teenth and fifteenth amendments upon the people of the Repub- 
lic, for so unsatisfactory did the experiment of negro suffrage in 
the District of Columbia rove that by the act of February 21, 
1871, a Territorial form o government was given the District, 
and by the act of June 20, 1874, as finally amended by the act of 
1878, the present system of District government was established, 
so that while white manhood suffrage had proven satisfactory in 
the District of Columbia for the sixty-five years intervening be- 
tween 1802 and 1867, impartial manhood suffrage only survived 
four years, that much of the experiment entirely reconciling the 
people of the District to a total deprivation of all voting rights in 
preference to a continued endurance of existing conditions. 

In the meantime the Congress had not been slow in extending 
the experiment of negro suffrage to the Territories of the United 
States and to the States of the South, who, exhausted by the most 
bloody and devastating war that the world had ever witnessed, 
lay helpless and powerless at its feet. ; ee! 

In May, 1866, Congress, again disregarding the same principles 
of local self-government, and acting in the very teeth of a con- 
trary expression from the people of Colorado, not eight months 
old, had peremptorily established negro suffrage in Colorado and 
in all the Territories of the United States. 

In 1866 Nebraska sought admission into the Union, with a con- 
stitution that limited the elective franchise to white males 21 
years of age, adopted by a popular vote, and yet, in February, 
1866, Congress imposed the celebrated ‘‘ fundamental condition”’ 
that Nebraska should be admitted with the understanding that 
she should not limit the elective franchise because of race, color, 
or previous condition of servitude, and that this recognition 
should be made by the legislature of Nebraska in a ‘‘solemn act’’ 
passed for that purpose. It will be observed that the acceptance 
of this condition was not left to the people of Nebraska, who 
could alone make or unmake their constitution, but to its legisla- 
ture, which had no more power under the rules of constitutional 
law to change its constitution than the legislature of Georgia 
would have had to make or amend a constitution for Nebraska. 

On March 2, 1867, Congress passed its celebrated, far-reaching, 
reconstruction act, by which it immediately forced temporary 
negro suffrage upon the people of the South, and ultimately forced 
a ratification of the fourteenth amendment. 

Under the original Constitution of the United States the repre- 
sentation of the States, both in the House of Representatives and 
in the electoral college, was based on population, except that rep- 
resentation was only allowed for three-fifths of the slaves. This 
basis of representation was the result of a compromise between 
the contending forces of the North and South, effected in the 
convention that framed the Constitution. It was considered ad- 
visable, however, that with emancipation there should be a read- 
Justment of the basis of representation, for the practical politi- 
cians of the dominant power viewed with no little alarm the 
prospect that with population as still the basis of representation, 
with every freedman counted the States of the South would gain 
from thirty to forty votes in the electoral college and the House 
of Representatives, and it was feared that this increased southern 
Noth cooperating with the powerful Democratic party of the 
om which had been able to poll 1,800,000 votes in the last 

residential election (1864)—would control the Senate at once 
and would win the Presidency and the House in the election of 1868. 

Inthe West, which had much to gain from such a change, the 
remedy suggested was that Federal representation should be based 
Tha m the number of qualified voters, rather than on population. 
ti 4s was the remedy suggested by the Republican State conven- 
ion of Wisconsin in its platform of September, 1865, which was 

probably the earliest expression of the idea. 
wa n December 5, 1865, Mr. Thaddetts Stevens, of Pennsylvania, 
nent this demand by proposing in the House a resolution to 
tie = the Constitution so that “ representation shall be appor- 
th among the States that may be within the Union according 
a det respective legal voters.” When this question came up 
me esate in January, 1866, Mr. Blaine, of Maine, opposed the 
aaa crabodted in Mr. Stevens’s resolution, citing the cen- 
to dog 8 of 1860 to show that the change from total —— 
and the Ree ation would be manifestly unfair to New England 
© Northern States, who had sent so many of their sons to 





not seriously fear, as they felt that the people of the South would 


the great West, and thereby largely decreased their relative voting 
strength. 

Among the many illustrations that he gave of the injustice that 
would be worked by the change was a comparison between Ver- 
mont and California, which States were substantially equal in 
—— and had the same number of Representatives; but 
California had 207,000 voters to Vermont's 87,000, and under Mr. 
Stevens’s plan would have eight Representatives if Vermont 
should have three. A compromise between these two ideas, ef- 
fected first in the Committee on Reconstruction and afterwards 

erfected in conference between the House and Senate, resulted 

in the fourteenth amendment as it was proposed to the States and 
asit stands to-day. It reads as follows: 
ARTICLE XIV. 

SECTION 1. AR pesnote born or naturalized in the United States and sub- 
ect to the = iction thereof are citizens of the United States and of the 
tate wherein they reside. No State shall make or enforce any law which 

shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the United States: 
nor shall any State deprive any person of life, liberty, or property without 
due process of law; nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal 
protection of the laws. 

SEC. 2. Representatives shall be apportioned among the several States ac- 
cording to their respective numbers, counting the whole number of persons 
in each State, excluding Indians not taxed. But when the right to vote at 
any election for the choice of electors for President and Vice-President of the 
United States, Representatives in Congress, the executive and judicial officers 
of a State, or the members of the legislature thereof is denied to any of the 
male inhabitants of such State, being 21 years of age and citizens of the 
United States, or in any way abridged, except for participation in rebellion 
or other crime, the basis of representation therein shall be reduced in pro- 
portion which the number of such male citizens bears to the whole number 
of male citizens 21 years of age in such State. 

Sections 3 and 4 of the amendment are not pertinent to this 
| discussion, while section 5 simply provides that Congress shall 
| have the power by appropriate legislation to enforce the pro- 

visions of the article. 

The Thirty-ninth Congress finally adopted this amendment on 
June 16, 1866, and sent it out to the several States for their adop- 
tion or rejection. 

It is worthy of note that many of the more radical Republicans 
thought and stated, while the amendment was being discussed, 
particularly in the Senate, that the first section of the amend- 
ment protected political as well as civil rights, this view being 
expressed in the Senate debate by Senators Ross of Kansas and 
Edmunds of Vermont; but in the case of Minor v. Happersett 
(21 Wallace, 162) the Supreme Court held that the right to vote 
was not a ‘*‘ privilege or immunity ’’ within the meaning of this 
section, and in that case and many others has uniformly held 
that this section does not add to the privileges and immunities of 
citizens, but simply prohibits the States from denying or abridg- 
ing existing privileges or immunities. 


The second section of the proposed amendment was considered 


by the Republican leaders as a most happy solution of the difficult 
problem presented in readjusting the basis of representation, for 
by it the New England and Northern States would lose no part of 
their representation or comparative power, as they must necessa- 
rily have done had the voting population been made the basis of 
representation, while under its provisions the Southern States 
could only make the dreaded gains in power in the event they en- 
franchised the negro—a result that thoughtful Republicans did 


not pay so dear a price for increased Federal power, and if they 
did not pay that price, her power could be reduced by a scaled 
reduction, the most far-reaching and effectual that could be con- 
trived. For these reasons this hybrid, mongrel plan, “neither 
fish nor fowl,’’ based neither on population or voting strength, 
but on a crafty combination of both, welded together the control- 
ling elements of the dominant power and was received with glad 
acclaim by the rank and file as ‘* heaven-sent inspiration.’’ 

On June 21, 1866, this amendment was proposed by Congress to 
the States. At this time, in every respect save that of Congres- 
sional representation, the States of the South were back in the 
Union. Presidential reconstruction had been proclaimed and 
recognized in them—the appointment of Federal judges and 
attorneys for them had been confirmed by the Senate, and finally, 
as the crowning act of recognition, this very amendment sub- 
mitted to them by the Congress itself for ratification or rajection. 
At this time there were thirty-six States in the Union. Begin- 
ning with Connecticut on June 30, 1866, eighteen States of the 
North and West and one in the South ratified the amendment 
prior to March 2, 1867. But in the meantime, while the amend- 
ment was pending and before it had either been accepted or re- 
jected, one of those nineteen States—namely, the State of New 
Jersey—withdrew her assent in September, 1868, as did another of 
them—namely, Ohio—in January, 1868. 

During this same period, beginning with Texas on October 13, 
1866,and ending on March 2, 1867 ,the amendment had been rejected 
by ten Southern States and the two border States ef Kentucky 
and Delaware, a total of twelve States voting in the negative. 

Massachusetts, Iowa, California, Nebraska, and Maryland were 
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yet to act upon it, and of those States it was reasonably certain 
that the first four would accept it and the last reject it, as the 
event subsequently proved; which would make twenty-three 
States voting for the amendment and thirteen against it, even if 
the affirmative vote of New Jersey should be allowed to stand un- 
changed. If not,it appeared that the result would be twenty-two 
votes for it and fourteen against it, and as the amendment re- 
quired the assent of three-fourths of the States, or twenty-seven 
affirmative votes, it was apparent that in either event it was 
irretrievably defeated. 

The Thirty-ninth Congress was not to be easily ontdone. The 
situation was desperate, and a desperate remedy was needed. 
The result was the reconstruction act of March 2, 1867, by which 
the eleven Southern States, recognized by the President as recon- 
structed and invited by the Congress itself to vote as sovervign 
States on a solemn proposition to amend the Constitution of the 
Republic, were reduced to the condition of conquered provinces 
and placed under a grinding military rule, simply because they 
would not vote on this amendment as the Congress desired. 

With the history of the gestation that followed we are all too 
familiar. It isa matter of record that the whites of the South 
were largely disfranchised and that the negroes of those States, 
supported and upheld by the military power of the Government, 
sat in solemn—nay, in farcical—judgment on the great amend- 
ment which was the beginning of their enfranchisement, and thus 
by a most marvelous ing voted themselves voters, and 
gave the so-called subsequent “‘ ratification ’’ of the various South- 
ern States to these two war amendments. 

Now that we have arrived at a time when reason has assumed 
her sway and we can consider this question on both sides fairly 
and without prejudice, I will venture the assertion that there is 
no man who is both sane and sensible who will be daring enough 
to controvert the statement once made by Georgia's greatest com- 
moner, the Hon. Alexander H. Stephens, that this amendment, 
and the fifteenth as well, was literally pinned to the National 
Constitution by the bayonets of Federal soldiers. 

The fourteenth amendment did not in any way enfranchise the 
negro. It left in the custody of each State the right that it had 
from the very beginning of the Government, guaranteed to it by 
the Constitution, of regulating for itself the qualifications of its 
electors. For the reason that it did not enfranchise the negro it 
had not been satisfactory to the more radical Republicans of the 
Thirty-ninth Congress in both the Senate and House, and the de- 
bates of that Congress disclose the fact that in the House Mr. 
Shellabarger of Ohio, Mr. Elliott of Massachusetts. Mr. Pike of 
Maine, and Mr. Jenks of Rhode Island all thonght that the 
amendment did not go far enough, and that it ought to prohibit 
the abridgment of tue elective franchise by any State on account 
of race and color. 

Senator Sumner, of Massachusetts, also urged this view in the 
Senate at length and with eloqguente, asserting that the recogni- 
tion by the fourteenth amendment of the right of any State to 
disfranchise any of its citizens was “‘ another compromise of hu- 
man rights.” 

But these protests in the House and Senate were without avail. 
for the practical leaders of the Republican party did not feel 
strong enough in 1866 or 1867 to attempt such a change in the 
Constitution, nor had current political events strengthened their 
courage. 

In October, 1867, the people of Ohio rejected an amendment to 
their constitution proposing negro suffrage by 50,629 majority. 
In November, 1867, Kansas rejected a similar proposition by a 
majority of 8,938 votes, and in the same month Minnesota rejected 
a similar proposition by a majority of 1,298 votes. 

Indeed, it can not be doubted that the people of every State who 
had ever voted on this question seemed i ilably opposed to 
negro suffrage. So great was the storm of opposition to it in the 
North and West, and so afraid were Pe of those sections 
that negro suffrage, which might be g enough for the South, 
might be forced upon them also, that the Republican party was 
forced to make the following pled:ze in its platform of 1868: 
sens poe y every aoe ee ere Se ee pe at = 
and of justice, and must be maintained; while the question of suffrage in all 
the loyal States properly belongs to the people of those States. 

Upon this pledge the Republican sete went to the people and 
carried the country, electing not only a President and Congress, 
but obtaining control of both branches of the legislatures of a 
great majority of the States. 

In February, 1869, Mr. Sumner said in the United States Senate 
that Mr. Thaddeus Stevens had protested against the adoption of 
the platform declaration I have cited above, as a weak, vacillat- 
ing, and unworthy surrender of principle, and in his Twenty Years 
in Congress Mr. Blaine characterized it as “‘ evasive and discredit- 
able.”” How evasive he did not stop to explain. It could only be 
discreditable in the view that it proposed to force upon the South 








something that the North and West were not willing to accept fi 

themselves. It is worthy of comment that none of the criticis,, 
to which I have referred were made publicly until after {}. a 
tion. ws 

The Fortieth Congress met for its last session in December. {99 
It had hardly assembled before the leaders of the dominant pay. 
in both Senate and House, with their campaign speeches hardly 
unmemorized, if I may coin a word, and, with the shouts of vig. 
tory still ringing in their ears, rushed over each other in their 
wild efforts to be the first to violate the solemn pledge of thi, 
party, which had just given them a new lease of national p wee 
and the control of twenty-five State legislatures, by proposing ty 
take from “‘the loyal States to whom it properly belonged” }, 
right to control the suffrage. , " 

Insensible of shame at this barefaced frand, they boldly ap. 
nounced the platform upon which they were successful and yet ro. 
tained the fruits of their perfidy. I challenge the political history 
of any republican government for an example of perfidy so }ojj 
and complete. Afraid to trast the incoming Congress. a!thoayh 
more than two-thirds of each House was Republican, fearful thay 
Senators and Representatives, fresh from the people, might haye 
more regard for the solemn pledges upon which they were elected 
they rushed this suffrage amendment through with indecey 
haste, its final being announced on February 26, 1%. 
just six days before the Congress expired by law. 

Up to 1868, as we have already seen, the people of no State in 
all the Union except New York had ever expressly extended to 
the negro the right to vote, and every State that had ever acted 
on the question had expressly declined to do so except New York. 
and even there the gift was not im ial, agalready shown 

But in 1868 the radical wing of the Republican party took some 
encouragement from the action of Iowa and Minnesota. In {si 
there were in Iowa approximately 1,000 male negroes of voting 
age to 290,000 whites of voting age, and yet on an issue between 
the two parties on the proposition to extend the suffrage impur. 
tially to the negro the Republicans only succeeded in securing 
the ratification of such an amendment by a majority of 22,(, 
less than that given the Republican ticket, and Iowa thus became 
the first State in the Union to voluntarily extend the suffrage on 
impartial terms tothe negro. The only other encouragement was 
from Minnesota, where negro suffrage had already twice been 
rejected by the people, once in 1865 and again in 1867: but in 
1868 the undaunted leaders of the radical Republicans returnel 
to the charge and succeeded in inducing the 110,000 white voters 
of that State to extend the suffrage impartially to the 200 negm 
voters with its borders. 

It can not be contended that the action of any of the Southem 
States, coerced as they all were by the military and legislative 
powers of the Government, was voluntary. So that the two 
States of Iowa and Minnesota are the only States in this Union 
who ever voluntarily extended the elective franchise to the negro 
on impartial terms prior to the ratification of the fifteenth ament- 
ment, and in each of those States, as I have just demonstrated 
there were such an insignificant number of negro voters that the 
question was more of a theoretical than a tical one. 

In 1868 Missouri rejected negro suffrage by 18,000 majority. ani 
during the same year another attempt to enfranchise the neg~ 
in Michigan was defeated by 32,000 majority, although Michigan 
was one of the stanchest of Republican States. 

That in proposing the fifteenth amendment the leaders of t 
Republican party were acting contrary to public sentiment every: 
where was boldly admitted during the debate upon it in the Senate 
by Senator Wilson, of Massachusetts, who said: 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Davis] knows, and I know, that ths 
whole struggle to secure equal rights and equal privileges to all « tizen 
the Uni States has been an un r one; that we have been tere 
to struggle against passion and prejudice, engendered by genera: ions 0! 0? 
pression and wrong; that we have been ed to straggie against cree 
interests and powerful political ee. I say to the Senator from 
Kentucky that the struggle of the last cight years to give freedom fon 
and a half million men who were in slavery, to make them citizens"! “ 
United States, to clothe them with the suffrage, to make them in 4!) Ts\'"* 
equal to the white citizens of the United States, has cost the Key 
party a quarter of a million votes. 

This assertion was approved by Mr. Blaine, who quote: 
Twenty Years in Congress, and he further remarks that 

The Democratic criticisms as to the time and the method of presentiny 
amendment were well aimed and ed practically unanswered for ™ 
simple reason that no adequate or logical response could be mace to t)° 

Why, then,this measure? There were undoubtedly many !™ 
est and earnest men in the Fortieth Congress who believet ® 
thoronghly in the principle at stake that i’ were willing ¥ 
make any political sacri upon its altar. istaken and = 
guided, as I firmly believe this class of men to have }oct,® 
harmful as I know their work was, I can not withhold from the 
that admiration that devotion to principle, even to mistae 
principle, always merits. But it must be remembered that 
real leaders of the Fortieth Congress were nothing if not pra" 
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‘ of the South were hel under military domi- 
=. Toe eee they need be neither feared nor considered. 
The pe ple of the North were so grateful to the Republican party, 

1d as yet so unreconciled to the South, that the leaders of the 
radical wing of the dominant party believed that they could for 

while longer hold the North, even if one of their prescriptions 
b wuld be the nauseating and often-rejected dose of negro suf- 
faa They were wise men. In any event they had a fresh 
jease of power, and they knew that then was the proper time tou 
inaugurate a permanent constitutional plan to take the place of 
the temporary statutory lan of reconstruction, and to deliver 
over the States of the South to the freedmen and their allies “‘in 
fee simple forever,’ and thus insure perpetuation of their political 

On ‘Febrnary 5, 1869, Mr. Sumner, debating the fifteenth amend- 
ment, exclaimed in the Senate: 

[ do not part from the proprieties of this occasion when I show how com- 

Jetely the course I pro; armonizes with the requirements of the polit- 
pletely the couftch I belong. Believing most sincerely that the Republican 
100 a tts object is identical with the country and mankin 
paniag it Toustain these com _ oot ~— I can any - 1 —— 

ancy lose the n remacy. ou ni 
Bey ose tm pod NOt There are 3,000 fellow citizens in that State, ready 
at the call of Congress to take their place at the ballot box. You need them 
also in Pennsylvania, do you not? are at least 15,000 of them in that 
great State waiting for your summons. Wherever you most need them, there 
they are; and be assured that they will all vote for those that stand by them 
in the assertion of equal rights. 

The amendment as finally proposed to the States reads as follows: 

ARTICLE XV. 

Sec. 1. The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied 
or abridged by Tage pat. aa or by any State on account of race, color, 
“Ee * The Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appro- 
priate legislation. : 

On February 26, 1869, the final vote was taken in both Houses. 
The total number of Representatives to which the States actually 
admitted to representation in Congress were entitled was 226. 
There were 8 vacancies, thus reducing the total membership to 
223, two-thirds of which would be 149. The record shows that in 
the House the vote on the passage of the resolution proposing the 
amendment was—yeas 145, nays 44, not voting 35. 

In the Senate there were at the time the vote was taken 66 votes, 
excluding the 8 Senators from the States of V: ia, Mississippi, 
Texas, and Georgia, who had not been admi to the Senate, of 
which two-thirds was 44; yet the vote in the Senate on the passage 
of the resolution proposing the fifteenth amendment was—yeas 
39, nays 13, not voting 14. So that, while the resolution received 
in both Houses two-thirds of the votes actually cast, it did not re- 
= ve two-thirds of the votes of the total membership of either 

ouse, 

Article V of the Constitution provides: 

The Congress, whene ouses necessary, 
shall propose amendments to thie Constitetion ¥. Semin ey 

A comparison of the language used in Article V with similar 
constitutional provisions is not unimportant in order to arrive at 
the real meaning of Article V. 

Article IL, section 2, clause 2, provides that the President— 
shall have power, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to make 
treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators present concur. 

Article I, section 8, clause 6, provides that no person tried 
the Senate as a court of leueieniinacind shall be convicted tthoat 

the concurrence of two-thirds of the members present.” 

It is undoubtedly a grave question as to whether or not, giving 
due weight to these comparisons, the broader lan used in 
Article \ does not require the assent of two-thirds of the total 
membership of each House in proposing a constitutional amend- 
ment, Our Supreme Court has never as yet passed upon that ques- 
tion. Indeed, it has never been presented to it for its adjudication, 
and I know of no court that has even attempted to pass upon it, ex- 
a possibly, the supreme court of Oregon, which in the case of 

ood v. Fitzgerald, 3 Oregon, 579, sustained the fifteenth amend- 
mnt and declared that the clause in the Oregon constitution 
pr viding that no negro, mulatto, or Chinaman be allowed to vote 
the “nconstitutional becanse in conflict with it; but in its opinion 
a : curt refuses to go into the objections suggested by counsel 
Pin the validity of the fifteenth amendment, complaining that 
Staten uote Properly the function of the courts of the United 
sareemiaan’ that in the partisan bitterness and excitement then 
an it would be dangerous for the court to hold the fifteenth 

endment unconstitutional. 

. “pprehend, however, that these reasons will not appear 
bn ughty, and that the opinion of this court will not be sennrded 
is Miko erepoctatiie authority by any court, State or Federal, that 
speaking at greatest principle of judicial ethicsamong English- 
the laws people, that it is the solemn duty of the courts to decide 
decisions ‘shout regard to the popularity or unpopularity of their 
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The amendment was submitted to the people in spite of the pro- 
tests made in the Senate that the resolution proposing it had not 
received the requisite constitutional majority, and was rushed to 
waiting legislatures. In the North and West Republican legisla- 
tors, impressed with that same dream of perpetua! power that had 
so charmed their party colleagues in Congress, hastened to disre- 
gard their instructions from the people and to force negro suffrage 
upon them by ratifying the amendment, and in their unseemly 
haste to enter upon the promised heritage of political power they 
had the effrontery in several States to pass their resolutions of 
ratification upon the receipt of the telegraphic advices from polit- 
ical friends and associates in Washington, without awaiting 
official notification from the Department of State that such a 
resolution was pro tothem or whatitstermswere. ‘Carpet 
baggers,”’ placed in _— by Congressional reconstruction, has 
tened to ratify for the Southern States; and in Virginia, Texas 
and Mississippi, which were still unreconstructed, ratification was 
forced by Congress, such ratification being once again made a 
‘** fundamental condition”’ of readmission, at the suggestion of 
General Butler, of Massachusetts. 

On March 30, 1870, the ratification of the amendment was pro- 
claimed by the Secretary of State, and thus the great drama of 
reconstruction was complete, and there was written in our or- 
ganic law the last of the great war amendments. 

The first of these amendments, the thirteenth, by which slavery 
was abolished, was accepted by the people of all sections, and by 
none more lo and sincerely than the people of the South, as 
the necessary and logical result of the war, but the last two, the 
fourteenth and fifteenth, were adopted, if adopted at all, against 
the will of a majority of all the people in the Union, by trickery 
ee in the North and by force and violence in the 

uth. 

Whatever may have been the purpose of the second section of 
the fourteenth amendment and the fifteenth amendment, yet, 
construing these two sections in pari materia and giving full 
force to the provisions of each, the only fair construction of them 
is that no State may deny or eo right to vote of any citi- 
zen of the United States simply use of race, color, or pre- 
vious condition of servitude; but, with this single exception, a 
State may establish no ne mes for voting that its people 
may ordain—whether that qualification be based on education, on 
the possession of property, or the prepayment of taxes, or upon 
any other basis whatsoever,except race, color, or previous condi- 
tion of servitude—provided that if, in so doing, it shall in any 
way deny or abridge the right to vote of any of its male inhabit- 
ants 21 years of age and citizens of the United States, except for 
participation in rebellion or other crime, then such State is sub- 
ject to the proportionate reduction imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment, if the Congress shall deem it wise and proper to en- 
force that penalty. 

If this be a fair and correct statement of the law, as I believe it 
to be, two corollaries necessarily follow: 

First. That all provisions in State laws, whether constitutional 
or statutory, that disfranchise citizens of the United States be- 
cause of race, color, or previous condition of servitude are void 
ab initio, and have not now, and have never had, any binding 
force in law, and can not ever be made the basis of indictment 
under section 2 of Article XIV. 

Second, With the above limitation, any State may withhold the 
franchise from any of its citizens for any reason that may seem 
good to it, but when, for any reason whatsoever, it shall deny or 
in any way abridge the right to vote of any of its male inhabit- 
ants 21 years of age and citizens of the United States, except for 
rebellion or participation in crime, its representation may be re- 
duced by Congress. 

What condition of affairs do we find within three decades after 
these amendments were adopted? An examination of the laws of 
the various States of the Union will disclose the fact that there is 
not a single State in all this Republic in which the right to vote 
of male inhabitants of such State, 21 years of age and citizens of 
the United States; who are not guilty of rebellion or other crime, 
is not denied or in some way “‘ abridged’’ by one or more of the 
following classes of qualifications: 

1. Educational or property qualifications, or both. 

2. Prepayment of taxes. 

3. Religious belief, or nativity. 

4. Australian ballot laws, requiring varying degrees of intelli- 
gence and education. 

So that, when particular reference is made to the Southern 
States, we answer that if the charge is made that they violate the 
fifteenth amendment, that can not be the basis of indictment 
under the second section of the fourteenth amendment, but it 
must be a question for the courts alone, in which forum our con- 
stitutions and laws have stood every test hitherto imposed upon 
them or likely to be hereafter made. 

If however, you take the other horn of the dilemma and assert 
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that we are subject to the second section of the fourteenth amend- | public opinion sits as the final and supreme earth] 


ment, then I rejoin that every State in the North and West is 
likewise subject to the same penalty, and that if Congress should 
be unwise enough to elect to exercise the discretionary power vested 
in it by section 5 of Article XIV, it will not only be a most seri- 
ous strain of the present cordial relations so happily existing be- 
tween the sections, but it will require a readjustment of the basis 
of representation that will not start at the Potomac and end at 
the Rio Grande, but will stretch from Hatteras to the Golden 
Gate, from Maine to Florida, and will embrace in its majestic 
sweep every State and Territory in the Union, and even our new 
islands of the sea—for Hawaii has an educational qualification 
for voting, and is seeking admission to the Union. 

So that we would implore the valiant Don Quixotes of this body 
not to embark on their windmill-crusade, but rather as honest 
men, who see and know the futility and folly of the law as it is 
written, and are opposed to keeping among the organic provisions 
of our national law one that is impossible of enforcement, to join 
with us in advocating its repeal. 

According to the census reports of 1900, there were in the entire 
Union, at the time the census was taken, almost 9,000,000 negroes, 
constituting nearly 10 per cent of the total population. Of these 
9,000,000 negroes, considerably more than 7,000,000 live in the 
eleven States that once constituted the Southern Confederacy— 
namely, the States of Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Georgia, Florida, Tennessee, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, 
Texas, and Arkansas—where they constituted in the aggregate 
about one-third of the entire population, varying from 58.7 per 
cent of the population in Mississippi to 20.4 per cent in Texas. 

Nearly a million more negroes liye in the four border States of 
Kentucky, Maryland, Missouri, and Pennsylvania, constituting 
13.3 per cent of the population in Kentucky, 19.8 per cent of it in 
Maryland, 5.2 per cent of it in Missouri, and 2.5 per cent of it in 
Pennsylvania. The remainder of them—a little less than a million 
in number—are scattered through the balance of the Union among 
the other thirty States and seven Territories, in numbers varying 
from nearly 100,000 in New York to 134 in Nevada, but not con- 
stituting in the aggregate more than an average of about 2 per 
cent of the total population of these States and Territories. 

In males of voting age the negroes number a little more than 
2,000,000 in the entire Union, which is not quite 10 per cent of 
the total number of males of voting age in the Republic. In the 
eleven Southern States which I have named they number in the 
aggregate of voting age over 1,500,000, varying from 223,000 in 
Georgia to 61,000 in Florida, and constituting in the aggregate 
36 per cent of the entire voting strength of these States, varying 
from 57 per cent in Mississippi to 19 per cent in Texas. 

These enormous figures and percentages can not fail to impress 
any thoughtful man with the magnitude of the problem that 
they suggest and with the colossal interests involved in it. The 
12,000,000 white people of the eleven Southern States named have 
irrevocably, finally, and almost unanimously determined that 
they will prevent, by every constitutional means in their power, 
these people from exercising the elective franchise, and within 
the last few years this determination has crystallized into action, 
and to-day throughout the South the great bulk of them are not 
permitted to vote, being debarred by provisions and qualifications 
varying in the different States—in some by property or educational 
qualifications, in others by requiring the prepayment of taxes 
prior to voting, and in still others by Australian ballot laws that 
require varying degrees of intelligence, while in some of the States 
two or more of these methods are adopted. 

So far as the fifteenth amendment is concerned, it is not believed 
by the great majority of our best-informed lawyers and jurists 
who have given careful thought to the subject that any of these 
provisions violate the fifteenth amendment, and it is undoubtedly 
true that they have so far stood every test of the courts. If they 
do not violate the fifteenth amendment, they can never be held un- 
constitutional by any court, and if they do violate the second 
clause of the fourteenth amendment, the States in question have 
merely subjected themselves to a possible application of the pen- 
alty imposed in that amendment, a penalty almost impossible of 
enforcement, for the reasons I have already suggested, and as I 
believe any Congress will discover that should be unwise and im- 
politic enough to attempt to exercise the discretionary and not 
mandatory power of Article XIV, section 5, by enforcing the pen- 
alty prescribed in the second section of the amendment. 

In this peculiar situation it is not improper that we should ap- 
peal to you to undo the mistakes of the past. Let us repeal laws 
which permit by indirection that which they were intended to pro- 


hibit. Let us return once more to the old constitutional doctrine 
of our fathers, that representation should be based or upon 
ection 


peat, and that each State should regulate it own e 
ws, and in the discussion of these great questions in this high 
tribunal in which the representatives of the whole people ought 
to sit in solemn impartiality, and in that higher court in which 
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m1 
submit our contention that the negro can no longer pose ow 
special ward of the nation or expect partial treatment, but mt 2 
stand or fallon his merit or demerit as a citizen and voter. ™ 

What, then, are the objections to negro suffrage? In the first 
place, the same objection that rs to all hopeless ignorance. og 
pecially when that ignorance is the possession of a people not ao. 
customed to participate in representative government. Whee. 
quainted with its institutions, and uninspired by its traditions — 

Of the more than a million and a half negro males of votinga * 
three-fourths of a million of them can neither read nor write. Of 
Alabama’s 181,000, 55.8 per cent are totally illiterate; of Arkansas’. 
88,000, 40.8 per cent are totally illiterate; of Florida’s 61,000. 35 9 
per cent are totally illiterate; of Georgia’s 223,000, 51.4 per ¢ ent 
are totally illiterate; of Louisiana’s 147,000, 58.7 per cent are t )e 
tally illiterate; of Mississippi’s 198,000, 47.5 per cent are totally 
illiterate; of North Carolina's 127,000, 46.4 per cent are totally 
illiterate; of South Carolina’s 153,000, 50.5 per cent are totally 
illiterate; of Tennessee’s 112,000, 41.4 per cent are totally illiterate. 
of Texas’s 137,000, 87 per cent are totally illiterate, and of Vir. 
ginia’s 146,000, 45 per cent are totally illiterate. 

These figures speak to you more eloquently than any words | 
can utter, and when you remember that the test of literacy ana 
illiteracy, upon which these figures are based, is bare «bility to 
read and write, you can get an inkling as to what the true cop. 
dition of this race in the South is on this subject; and when you 
recall that these are statistics taken after more than thirty years 
of freedom and education, after the States of the South have taxed 
themselves to exhaustion, and millions of money have been poured 
out by generous northern philanthropists, for negro education, 
you will be no longer amazed that the South has at last rid itself 
to a large extent of this black mass of density and ignorance, 
who, in the words of one of the recent governors of my State 
‘‘ neither recognize the sanctity of the ballot or realize the respon- 
sibilities of citizenship.”’ 

But it may be contended that, appalling as is the present illit- 
eracy of the negro, he has made wonderful progress in education, 
considering his comparatively short opportunity, and is every day 
more rapidly and more thoroughly fitting himself for his duties 
as a citizen and voter. I concede the premise that he is reducing 
his illiteracy at a rapid rate, but the conclusion that he is there- 
fore and or fitting himself for his duties and responsibilities 
as a citizen and voter I flatly dispute and believe I can success- 
fully controvert. Let us examine the census reports as to his edu- 
cational pee beginning with 1880, so as to give him a full 
decade of preparation before any test is applied. In 1880 70 per 
cent of all the negroes in the Republic were illiterate. In 1590 
only 56.8 per cent were illiterate, and in 1900 only 44.6 per cent. 
In the eleven Southern States the figures are not greatly different 
from those for the entire nation, the percentage of illiteracy for 
the negro in those States being 77 per cent in 1880, 63 per cent in 
1890, and 49 per cent in 1900. This seems to indicate rapid and 
gratifying oo. It does undoubtedly indicate progress along 
educational lines, but does it follow that with his increased edu- 
cation the negro has in like proportion progressed in the acquirte- 
ment and attainment of those civic and moral qualifications that 
will render him a better citizen and voter? , 

Let us see. Let us look into that question. From 185° to 1” 
his illiteracy in the South had decreased from 77 per cent to 6 
per cent—a marvelous gain, an absolute decrease of 14 per cent 
and a relative decrease of 18 per cent. Yet during this same 
period his criminality increased in more rapid ratio than his illit- 
eracy decreased. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman let 
me ask him a question? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARDWICK. No; not at this time. I will ask the get 
tleman to wait for a moment, and if I have time I vill be very 
glad to answer any question he may propound, I ai not at all 
afraid of the gentleman’s question, but I have a certain ground 
to cover, and then I will take up any question that any gentleman 
may ask and answer it. , 

In 1880 there were in these Southern States 2,480 negro prise! 
ers to the million of negro population. In 1890 there were in th » 
States 3,275 negro prisoners to every 1,000,000 of negro p: ypulation, 
an absolute increase of 31 per cent in criminality, Still his * 
literacy had in this same decade decreased 14 per cent absolute'y 
and 18 per cent relatively. Again in 1880 relative to the whit 
race, and calculating each race upon the basis of population ~ 
duced to equality as between each other, the white constitute, 
27 per cent of the criminal classes of the South and the blacks i 

rcent. Yet in 1890, calculated on this same basis, the white 

ell from 27 per cent to 16 per cent, while the negroes «lvanc® 
from 73 per cent to 84 per cent of the total criminal classes, : 
absolute increase in criminality on this equalized basis 0! oa ‘ 
cent for the negro and a relative increase of 15 per cent. Yet 
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+ not be forgotten that during this same decade the negro 
ST aed his illiteracy 14 per cent absolutely and 18 per cent 
Jlatively. The Census Bureau has not its criminal statistics 
a ‘Jed for the year 1900, but from 1890 to 1900 the last State 
. ra from the eleven Southern States I have named indicate 
that these same figures are ae good in that decade. 

The conclusion is irresistible that the more you educate the 
negro the more criminal he becomes. But it may be urged that 
the negro is unfairly treated in these Southern States; that courts 
and juries are too prone to look seriously on his faults and to con- 
jemn him too hastily and to deal with him too harshly. Let us 
see, Now, if you will take the criminal statistics from the entire 
Union and from the different States of the North and different 
sections of the North and West, you will find that the negro has 
been punished to a very much greater degree—in other words, is 
very much more criminal—in the North and West than he has 
peen in the South. 

Number of negro prisoners to million of negro inhabitants.a 




















1870. | 1880. | 1890, 
United States.......----eccee--eenn eeeeee nee eeeeee eneeee | 1,621 | 2,480 | 8,275 
Reutlteth MANES « <.ocapscdbsusersersascouscscncocecesoses | 1,277 | 2,142| 2,810 
Highest Southern State..-.....--------------------++-+-- | 01,757 | ¢4,000 c4, 673 
Connecticut . . ....- ---000 nnn eee e en een e cece en we ee ence nens 6, 360 4,861 5, 304 
Massachusetts . ...------- + -eeee conn en enne een n ence nn ene nee 9,792 | 5,336 7,213 
New-York - ...... ------ --- 000 eee ene cee ene cee nee nnn nn eeee 6,375 | 7,704 9, 783 
TRONS cc ccce ecocsd ccwsen snatsesods cuseucecccasencesecese| | GOED 5, 415 7,948 
TaAlOD 6 cence cece covasewscesseneccesscnseccccocsssncces 2,581 | 4,683 5, 847 
JOWS . 2. none een enn none enw n wee eee eee nwe ween eencenncee cesses 2,408 2, 896 6,475 
ORIG. cc cices ca veve cvcccendesevpessacseseocesescoccsecesens 1,990 | 8,481 5, 645 
Minnesota ......- --..00 ee recene cen cece cece sees cece ccecce 5,521 | 3,086 6,000 
Michigans ..........-ccvccccescesccccesncece cceececenccesces 8,696 | 7,195 7,474 

10, 274 | 10,235 5, 490 


0 abated pid gttidivds aneses euwnnaus 


«From Eleventh Census, Crime, Pauperism, and Benevolence, part 2, pages 

4 to 10, inclusive. 

bVirginia, 

c Texas, 

Now, what conclusions are you bound to draw from these fig- 
ures? There are two. First, that he has not been treated un- 
fairly in the South; and, second, that in the North and West, 
where he is more educated and less illiterate, he is more criminal. 
Therefore, as I say, you see everywhere the marvelous spectacle 
of increased negro criminality and of decreasing negro illiteracy 
linked together, like Siamese twins, all over this Union. Now, I 
want to ask this question, and I propound it to every thoughtful, 
candid man: If it is true that education will not keep the negro 
from crime, if it is true that decreasing illiteracy does not seem 
to deter him from criminality, by what extraordinary process of 
reasoning is the conclusion arrived at that it will make him a 
better citizen or a better voter? 

_Inthis connection let me call to your attention briefly some 
significant facts and conclusions stated by President Winston, of 
the Agricultural and Mechanical College of North Carolina, in 
an exceedingly able paper on this subject, read, I think, before 
the National Prison Association. The statistics referred to by 
him are from the census of 1890. Professor Winston discovered 
the following facts from these reports: 


1. The colored element is more criminal than any other in our population. 

_ 2. From 1880 to 1890 there was an increase of 33 per cent in the ratio of 
colored criminals to the colored population. In other words, the colored 
population was one-third more criminal in 1890 than in 1880. 

: 3. While 57 per cent of the colored population are illiterate, only 54 per 
cent of colored criminals are illiterate. The colored population that can 
= and write is more criminal than the illiterate. This is not true of any 
other element in the American population, where the illiterate criminals are 
in excess of those who can read and write. 

4. phe ratio of negro criminals and negro paupers is greater in the North- 
a than in the Southern States. * * * The negro is nearly three times as 
—— in the North Atlantic as in the South Atlantic States; over twice as 
q iminal in the North Central as in the South Central, and three and a half 

mes as Criminal in the Western as in the South Atlantic States. 


Mr. WATSON. Is there anything in those statistics to show 
what per cent of the Southern—— 
- HARDWICK. If the gentleman will wait a moment, I 
“= be glad to answer any —- when I get through. 
tet; GROSVENOR. But I will state to the gentleman that his 
ime is not nearly up, 
Mr. HARDWICK. If I can get alittle more time, I will be glad 
° answer these questions, 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield to 
the gentleman from Indiana? 
— HARDWICK. If the gentleman will waive his question 
* moment or two, I will answer it with pleasure later on. I 
prefer to go on now. 
n GROSVENOR. Of course, I do not wish to do anything 
: i : it will disconcert the gentleman. 
a LARDWICK. Not at all; but for the present I prefer to 
proceed in my own way. 
He next objection I urge to negro suffrage is the almost. uni- 
Versal corruptibility-of the negro as a voter. There may be ex- 
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ceptions to the rule, more or less numerous in the North and West, 
and, indeed, a few rare ones in the South, but the rule is that any 
negro, rich or r, educated or uneducated, will sell his vote, his 
chief concern being to obtain the highest possible price for it. I 
have no statistics to demonstrate this truth, but it needs no 
demonstration. It is a matter of common knowledge among the 
people of the South, and I believe this truth is known to people 
everywhere among whom there are any considerable numbers of 
negroes, and while I do not positively know it, and hence do not 
assert it, I surmise very strongly that the gentlemen who have 
controlled the various national Republican conventions since the 
negro became a political factor could, if they would, give eloquent 
evidence in corroboration of it. 

The negro, of course, is not solely to blame for this; indeed, he 
is not even equally to blame with others, for where there is a 
seller there must be a buyer, and the buyer can not surely be held 
blameless for his part in such a transaction. But although it is 
true that the vote buyer ought to be severely punished. it is 
equally true that the vote seller should be forever disfranchised. 
Indeed, the disfranchisement of those voters whom we know do 
sell out is the only effectual cure for this great cancer on the na- 
tional body politic. From the very nature of the transaction, 
from its secrecy, from the penalties attached to it, and from the 
opprobrium incurred by it, it is a transaction rarely susceptible, 
under ordinary circumstances, of proof, and hence the ordinary 
penalties usually provided by law can rarely be enforced. 

I contend that certain truths that I now propose to state are 
axiomatic and undeniable. What are these truths? They are 
these: That the right to vote is not an absolute natural right that 
exists for the benefit of the individual, but a great civil and po- 
litical privilege, conferred or withheld for the benefit of and in 
the interest of society and good government, and that men who 
so little appreciate their votes as to sell them ought to be deprived 
of them forever; and from these propositions I draw the neces- 
sary conclusion, in the light of the South’s unvarying experience 
with the negro vote, that the negro ought to be disfranchised. 

There is another and, if possible, a still more weighty reason 
why I oppose negro suffrage. The natural, indeed the irresisti- 
ble, tendency of political equality is toward social equality. No 
two races have ever yet lived side by side in anything like equal 
numbers on terms of political and social equality without amal- 
gamation. All history proclaims the truth of this doctrine, with- 
out an exception in any age or in any clime. 

Amalgamation being impossible so long as there is a single drop 
of blood in the veins of a single southern white man, it follows 
that there can be neither social nor political equality between the 
races; that so long as they live together there must be the positions 
of superior and inferior, and that the white race will demand and 
take the superior position is beyond controversy. Six thousand 
years of history proclaim his right to it. Superior mental and 
moral force assert it. Justice and equity unite in confirming his 
title to it in this land that his adventurous ancestors discovered 
and conquered from its savage inhabitants, wrested from foreign 
tyranny, and in which they have founded and preserved that 
Government that is to-day the richest, the most powerful, and the 
most glorious on earth. 

And who is the negro that he should dispute this demand? A 
race that never yet founded a government or built a state that 
did not soon lapse into barbarism; a race that never yet made a 
single step toward civilization, except under the fostering care 
and guidance of the white man; a race into whose care was com- 
mitted one of the three great continents, and who has made it 
ever since the remotest times a land of utter darkness, until to- 
day the nations of Europe, in the onward march of irresistible civ- 
ilization, are dividing his heritage, the greatest of the continents, 
among themselves. But why multiply words? It may be thought 
that because I am from the South and intensely southern I 
have an undue amount of race prejudice. I will therefore for the 
moment suspend my own argument and summon to my aid an 
illustrious advocate, one of the most illustrious, living or dead, 
that this country ever produced. Hear his argument, for he pre- 
sents the argument I fain would make to-day, and voices with a 
terseness and strength I can never hope to equal the sentiments 
of my people. 

On October 16, 1854, in a speech at Freeport, Il., Abraham 
Lincoln said: 


What next? Free them [petiesing te the negroes] and make them polit- 
ically and socially our equals? My own feelings will not admit of this, and if 
they would we all know that those of the great mass of the whites will not. 
Whether this feeling accords with justice and sound doctrine is not the sole 

uestion, if indeed it is any part of it. A universal feeling, whether well or 
ill founded, can not be disregarded. 


During this same Freeport speech Mr. Lincoln also said: 


Let it not be said that Iam contending for the establishment of poiitical 
ans comel equality between the whites and blacks. I have already said the 
contrary. 
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that we are subject to the second section of the fourteenth amend- | 
ment, then I rejoin that every State in the North and West is 
likewise subject to the same penalty, and that if Congress should | 
be unwise enough to elect to exercise the discretionary power vested 
in it by section 5 of Article XIV, it will not only be a most seri- 
ous strain of the present cordial relations so happily existing be- 
tween the sections, but it will require a readjustment of the basis 
of representation that will not start at the Potomac and end at 
the Rio Grande, but will stretch from Hatteras to the Golden 
Gate, from Maine to Florida, and will embrace in its majestic 
sweep every State and Territory in the Union, and even our new | 
islands of the sea—for Hawaii has an educational qualification 
for voting, and is seeking admission to the Union. 

So that we would implore the valiant Don Quixotes of this body 
not to embark on their windmillcrusade, but rather as honest 
men, who see and know the futility and folly of the law as it is 
written, and are opposed to keeping among the organic provisions 
of our national law one that is impossible of enforcement, to join 
with us in advocating its repeal. 

According to the census reports of 1900, there were in the entire 
Union, at the time the census was taken, almost 9,000,000 negroes, 
constituting nearly 10 per cent of the total population. Of these 
9,000,000 negroes, considerably more than 7,000,000 live in the 
eleven States that once constituted the Southern Confederacy— 
namely, the States of Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Georgia, Florida, Tennessee, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, 
Texas, and Arkansas—where they constituted in the aggregate 
about one-third of the entire population, varying from 58.7 per 
cent of the population in Mississippi to 20.4 per cent in Texas. 

Nearly a million more negroes liye in the four border States of 
Kentucky, Maryland, Missouri, and Pennsylvania, constituting 
13.3 per cent of the population in Kentucky, 19.8 per cent of it in 
Maryland, 5.2 per cent of it in Missouri, and 2.5 per cent of it in 
Pennsylvania. The remainder of them—a little less than a million 
in number—are scattered through the balance of the Union among | 
the other thirty States and seven Territories, in numbers varying 
from nearly 100,000 in New York to 134 in Nevada, but not con- 
stituting in the aggregate more than an average of about 2 per 
cent of the total population of these States and Territories. 

In males of voting age the negroes number a little more than 
2,000,000 in the entire Union, which is not quite 10 per cent of 
the total number of males of voting age in the Republic. In the 
eleven Southern States which I have named they number in the 
aggregate of voting age over 1,500,000, varying from 223,000 in 
Georgia to 61,000 in Florida, and constituting in the aggregate 
36 per cent of the entire voting strength of these States, varying 
from 57 per cent in Mississippi to 19 per cent in Texas. 

These enormous figures and percentages can not fail to impress 
any thoughtful man with the magnitude of the problem that 
they suggest and with the colossal interests involved in it. The 
12,000,000 white people of the eleven Southern States named have 
irrevocably, ly, and almost unanimously determined that 
they will prevent, by every constitutional means in their power, 
these people from exercising the elective franchise, and within 
the last few years this determination has crystallized into action, 
and to-day throughout the South the great bulk of them are not 
permitted to vote, being debarred by provisions and qualifications 
varying in the different States—in some by property or educational 
qualifications, in others by requiring the prepayment of taxes 
prior to voting, and in still others by Australian ballot laws that 
require varying degrees of intelligence, while in some of the States 
two or more of these methods are adopted. 

So far as the fifteenth amendment is concerned, it is not believed 
by the great majority of our best-informed lawyers and jurists 
who have given careful thought to the subject that any of these 
provisions violate the fifteenth amendment, and it is undoubtedly 
true that they have so far stood every test of the courts. If they 
do not violate the fifteenth amendment, they can never be held un- 
constitutional by any court, and if they do violate the second 
clause of the fourteenth amendment, the States in question have 
merely subjected themselves to a possible —— of the pen- 
alty imposed in that amendment, a penalty almost impossible of 
enforcement, for the reasons I have already suggested, and as I 
believe any Congress will discover tha: should be unwise and im- 
politic enough to attempt to exercise the discretionary and not 
mandatory power of Article XIV, section 5, by enforcing the pen- 
alty prescribed in the second section of the amendment. 

In this peculiar situation it is not improper that we should ap- 
peal to you to undo the mistakes of the por. Let us repeal laws 
which permit by indirection that which they were intended to pro- 
hibit. Let us return once more to the old constitutional doctrine 
of our fathers, that representation should be based solely upon 

pulation, and that each State should regulate it own election 

aws, and in the discussion of these great questions in this high 
tribunal in which the representatives of the whole people ought 
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What, then, are the objections to negro suffrage? In the 
place, the same objection that applies to all hopeless coal “ 
pecially when that ignorance is the possession of a people not “a 
customed to participate in representative government one, 
quainted with its institutions, and uninspired by its traditions, 
Of the more than a million and a half negro males of y; ting ag 
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three-fourths of a million of them can neither read nor write "* 
Alabama’s 181,000, 55.8 per cent are totally illiterate; of Arkansas’. 


88,000, 40.3 per cent are totally illiterate; of Florida’s 61,000, 35 9 
per cent are totally illiterate; of Georgia’s 223,000, 51.4 per ¢ ont 
tally illiterate; of Mississippi's 198,000, 47.5 per cent are tata 
illiterate; of North Carolina’s 127,000, 46.4 per cent are totally 
illiterate; of South Carolina’s 153,000, 50.5 per cent are totally 
illiterate; of Tennessee’s 112,000, 41.4 per cent are totally illiterate: 
of Texas’s 137,000, 87 per cent are totally illiterate, and of Vir. 
ginia’s 146,000, 45 per cent are totally illiterate. 

These figures speak to you more eloquently than any words | 
can utter, and when you remember that the test of literacy and 
illiteracy, upon which these figures are based, is bare «bility to 
read and write, you can get an inkling as to what the true con- 
dition of this race in the South is on this subject; and when you 
recall that these are statistics taken after more than thirty years 
of freedom and education, after the States of the South have faxed 
themselves to exhaustion, and millions of money have been poured 
out by generous northern philanthropists, for negro education, 
you will be no longer amazed that the South has at last rid itself 
to a large extent of this black mass of density and ignorance, 
who, in the words of one of the recent governors of my State 
‘neither recognize the sanctity of the ballot or realize the respon- 
sibilities of citizenship.”’ 

But it may be contended that, appalling as is the present illit- 
eracy of the negro, he has made wonderful progress in education, 


| considering his comparatively short opportunity, and is every day 


more rapidly and more thoroughly fitting himself for his duties 
as a citizen and voter. I concede the premise that he is reducing 
his illiteracy at a rapid rate, but the conclusion that he is there- 
fore and thereby fitting himself for his duties and responsibilities 
as a citizen and voter I flatly dispute and believe I can success- 
fully controvert. Let us examine the census reports as to his edu- 
cational Pe, beginning with 1880, so as to give him a full 
decade of preparation before any test is applied. In 1880 70 per 
cent of all the negroes in the Republic were illiterate. In 1890 
only 56.8 per cent were illiterate, and in 1900 only 44.6 per cent. 
In the eleven Southern States the figures are not greatly different 
from those for the entire nation, the percentage of illiteracy for 
the negro in those States being 77 per cent in 1880, 63 per cent in 
1890, and 49 per cent in 1900. This seems to indicate rapid and 
gratifying a. It does undoubtedly indicate progress along 
educational lines, but does it follow that with his increased edu- 
cation the negro has in like proportion progressed in the acquire- 
ment and attainment of those civic and moral qualifications that 
will render him a better citizen and voter? ; 

Let us see. Let us look into that question. From 1880 to 1890 
his illiteracy in the South had decreased from 77 per cent to 6 
per cent—a marvelous gain, an absolute decrease of 14 per cent 
and a relative decrease of 18 per cent. Yet during this same 
period his criminality increased in more rapid ratio than his illit- 
eracy decreased. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, will the 
me ask him a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARDWICK. No; not at this time. I will ask the gen- 
tleman to wait for a moment, and if I have time I will be very 
glad to answer any question he may propound, I am not at all 
afraid of the gentleman’s question, but I have a certain ground 
to cover, and then I will take up any question that any gentleman 
may ask and answer it. i 

In 1880 there were in these Southern States 2,480 negro prisol 
ers to the million of negro population. In 1890 there were in thes? 
States 3,275 negro prisoners to every 1,000,000 of negro p »pulat er 
an absolute increase of 31 per cent in criminality, Still his 
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literacy had in this same decade decreased 14 per cent abst ately 
and 18 per cent relatively. Again in 1880 relative to the white 
race, and calculating each race upon the basis of population Te 
duced to equality as between each other, the white constitute: 


27 per cent of the criminal classes of the South and the blacks = 
per cent. Yet in 1890, calculated on this same basis, the W ae 
fell from 27 per cent to 16 per cent, while the negroes advance 
from 73 per cent to 84 per cent of the total criminal classes, os 
absolute increase in criminality on this equalized basis of ae ‘ 
cent for the negro and a relative increase of 15 per cent. Ye 
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The conclusion is irresistible that the more you educate the 
negro the more criminal he becomes. But it may be urged that 
the negro is unfairly treated in these Southern States; that courts 
and juries are too prone to look seriously on his faults and to con- 
jemn him too hastily and to deal with him too harshly. Let us 
we, Now, if you will take the criminal statistics from the entire 
Union and from the different States of the North and different 
goctions of the North and West, you will find that the negro has 
been punished to a very much greater degree—in other words, is 
very much more criminal—in the North and West than he has 
peen in the South. 

Number of negro prisoners to million of negro inhabitants.a 














1870. 1880. | 1890, 
United States . ....- ---< ee neee enn nnn cece ee cnn e er rene wwenee | 1,621 2, 480 8,275 
LeRAEERRED nis celeghl Motbjnesdnsevbrieessiuneccsen | 1,277 | 2,142] 2,810 
Highest Southern State......---------------++-----+-++- | 01,757 | ¢4,000 | ¢4,673 
Connecticut .....-.--ceeennccecccen cone nceeee eres cee nnee 6,360 | 4,861 5, 304 
Massachusetts . ...--- ---- 2 ee ene none nee eee nnn e ene e ee eee eee 9,792 | 5,336 7,213 
TeetaNL<:.5k beatings diitheawsecdeeceshebeaild 6,375 | 7,704| 9,788 
THOS . cscocs socvsa entdes Suonbasses neous Sebces socscenves | 4,966 | 5,415 | 7,948 
[ndiana ......---.-- oeeeeeeneeeenecnneecrees cennee cone neee | 2,581 | 4,683 5, 847 
Tae 2c, | cociunnqndenhSeeasinsenmesseseat egennsceaas 2,408 | 2,806 | 6,475 
OMID =. uczkasid cticwseenscepupbhadeneancsstvsesns'ccteqs | 1,990} 8,481} 5,645 
MiRROOED 6 occcec cccseqeccteesesndecsas mebosessconccestes 5,521 | 3,086 6,000 
MichiGOth 2.62... -cecce cecnccccccen socess cece ncceeccocces 8,696 | 7,195 7,474 
——- et ee eee 10,274 | 10,235 | 5,490 


~aFrom Eleventh Census, Crime, Pauperism, and Benevolence, part 2, pages 
4 to 10, inclusive. 

bVirginia. 

cTexas, 

Now, what conclusions are you bound to draw from these fig- 
ures? There are two. First, that he has not been treated un- 
fairly in the South; and, second, that in the North and West, 
where he is more educated and less illiterate, he is more criminal. 
Therefore, as I say, you see everywhere the marvelous spectacle 
of increased negro criminality and of decreasing negro illiteracy 
linked together, like Siamese twins, all over this Union. Now, I 
want to ask this question, and I propound it to every thoughtful, 
candid man: If it is true that education will not keep the negro 
from crime, if it is true that decreasing illiteracy does not seem 
to deter him from criminality, by what extraordinary process of 
reasoning is the conclusion arrived at that it will make him a 
better citizen or a better voter? 

inthis connection let me call to your attention briefly some 
significant facts and conclusions stated by President Winston, of 
the Agricultural and Mechanical College of North Carolina, in 
an exceedingly able paper on this subject, read, I think, before 
the National Prison Association. The statistics referred to by 
him are from the census of 1890. Professor Winston discovered 
the following facts from these reports: 

1. The colored element is more criminal than any other in our population. 

2. From 1880 to 1890 there was an increase of 33} per cent in the ratio of 
colored criminals to the colored population. In other words, the colored 
population was one-third more criminal in 1890 than in 1880. 

4, While 57 per cent of the colored population are illiterate, only 54 per 
- of colored criminals are illiterate. The colored population that can 
read and write is more criminal than the illiterate. This is not true of any 


other element in the American population, where the illiterate criminals are 
mM oh of pen who can read and write. 

oy. gy Ue ratio of negro criminals and negro paupers is greater in the North- 
than in the Southern States. * * * The negro is nearly three times as 
7 minal in the North Atlantic as in the South Atlantic States; over twice as 


Umes as criminal in the Western as in the South Atlantic States. 
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ceptions to the rule, more or less numerous in the North and West, 
and, indeed, a few rare ones in the South, but the rule is that any 
negro, rich or poor, educated or uneducated, will sell his vote, his 
chief concern being to obtain the highest possible price for it. I 
have no statistics to demonstrate this truth, but it needs no 
demonstration. It is a matter of common knowledge among the 
people of the South, and I believe this truth is known to people 
everywhere among whom there are any considerable numbers of 
negroes, and while I do not positively know it, and hence do not 
assert it, I surmise very strongly that the gentlemen who have 
controlled the various national Republican conventions since the 
negro became a political factor could, if they would, give eloquent 
evidence in corroboration of it. 

The negro, of course, is not solely to blame for this; indeed, he 
is not even equally to blame with others, for where there is a 
seller there must be a buyer, and the buyer can not surely be held 
blameless for his part in such a transaction. But although it is 
true that the vote buyer ought to be severely punished. it is 
equally true that the vote seller should be forever disfranchised. 
Indeed, the disfranchisement of those voters whom we know do 
sell out is the only effectual cure for this great cancer on the na- 
tional body politic. From the very nature of the transaction, 
from its secrecy, from the penalties attached to it, and from the 
opprobrium incurred by it, it is a transaction rarely susceptible, 
under ordinary circumstances, of proof, and hence the ordinary 
penalties usually provided by law can rarely be enforced. 

I contend that certain truths that I now propose to state are 
axiomatic and undeniable. What are these truths? They are 
these: That the right to vote is not an absolute natural right that 
exists for the benefit of the individual, but a great civil and po- 
litical privilege, conferred or withheld for the benefit of and in 
the interest of society and good government, and that men who 
so little appreciate their votes as to sell them ought to be deprived 
of them forever; and from these propositions I draw the neces- 
sary conclusion, in the light of the South’s unvarying experience 
with the negro vote, that the negro ought to be disfranchised. 

There is another and, if possible, a still more weighty reason 
why I oppose negro suffrage. The natural, indeed the irresisti- 
ble, tendency of political equality is toward social equality. No 
two races have ever yet lived side by side in anything like equal 
numbers on terms of political and social equality without amal- 
gamation. All history proclaims the truth of this doctrine, with- 
out an exception in any age or in any clime. 

Amalgamation being impossible so long as there is a single drop 
in the veins of a single southern white man, it follows 
that there can be neither social nor political equality between the 
races; that so long as they live together there must be the positions 
of superior and inferior, and that the white race will demand and 
take the superior position is beyond controversy. Six thousand 
years of history proclaim his right to it. Superior mental and 
moral force assert it. Justice and equity unite in confirming his 
title to it in this land that his adventurous ancestors discovered 
and conquered from its savage inhabitants, wrested from foreign 
tyranny, and in which they have founded and preserved that 
Government that is to-day the richest, the most powerful, and the 
most glorious on earth. 

And who is the negro that he should dispute this demand? A 
race that never yet founded a government or built a state that 
did not soon lapse into barbarism; a race that never yet made a 
single step toward civilization, except under the fostering care 
and guidance of the white man; a race into whose care was com- 
mitted one of the three great continents, and who has made it 
ever since the remotest times a land of utter darkness, until to- 
day the nations of Europe, in the onward march of irresistible civ- 
ilization, are dividing his heritage, the greatest of the continents, 


“uninal inthe North Central as in the South Central, and three and a half | among themselves. But why multiply words? It may be thought 


that because I am from the South and intensely southern I 


Mr. WATSON. Is there anything in those statistics to show | have an undue amount of race prejudice. I wiil therefore for the 


What per cent of the Southern —— 


moment suspend my own argument and summon to my aid an 


Mr. HARDWICK. If the gentleman will wait a moment, I | illustrious advocate, one of the most illustrious, living or dead, 


“— be glad to answer any question when I get through. 
ti '. GROSVENOR. But I will state to the gentleman that his 
ime 1s not nearly u 


Mr. HARDWICK. If I 
to answer these sitions can get alittle more time, I will be glad 


The CHAIRMAN, — Doe ia yi 

the gentleman fron ‘Tone — gentleman from Georgia yield to 

for ' HARDWICK. If the gentleman will waive his question 

moment or two, I will answer it with pleasure later on. I 

brefer to go on now. 

wat \GROSVENOR. Of course, I do not wish to do anything 
; ‘BARD neon the gentleman. 

proceed in my owe wa at at all; but for the present I prefer to 
« hext objection I urge to negro suffrage is the almost. uni- 

Versa] Corruptibility-of the negro as a voter. There may be ex- 


that this country ever produced. Hear his argument, for he pre- 
sents the argument I fain would make to-day, and voices with a 
terseness and strength I can never hope to equal the sentiments 
of my people. 

On October 16, 1854, in a speech at Freeport, Il., Abraham 
Lincoln said: 


What next? Free them [referring to the negroes] and make them polit- 
ically and socially our equals? My own feelings will not admit of this, and if 
they would we all know that those of the greaé mass of the whites will not. 
Whether this feeling accords with justice and sound doctrine is not the sole 

uestion, if indeed it is any part of it. A universal feeling, whether well or 
ill founded, can not be disregarded. 


During this same Freeport speech Mr. Lincoln also said: 


Let it not be said that Iam contending for the establishment of poiitical 
ons come! equality between the whites and blacks. I have already said the 
contrary. 
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During the same speech he also used these words: 


Senator Douglas remarked in substance that he had always considered 
this Government made for the white people and not for the negroes. Why, 
in point of fact, I think se, too. 


It will thus be observed that on three separate occasions dur- 
ing this one speech Mr. Lincoln impressed upon the people his 
opposition to social and political equality between the races. 

In 1858 Mr. Lincoln and Judge Douglas engaged in that mem- 
orable contest for the Illinois Senatorship that attracted the.at- 
tention of the nation; memorable because of the magnificent 
abilities of the two mighty gladiators, as well as the tremendous 
issues involved. During this joint diseussion Mr. Lincoln took 
pains on two separate occasions to express and emphasize his 
irrevocable opposition to negro suffrage. 

In the Ottawa discussion, August 21, 1858, Mr. Lincoln said: 


I have no purpose to introduce political and social equality between the 
white and black races. Thereisa physical difference between the two, which 
in my judgment, will probably forbid their ever living together on terms o 
perfect equality, and inasmuch as it becomes a necessity that there must bea 
difference, I, as well as Judge Douglas, am in favor of the race to which I 
belong having the superior position. 


Again, in the Charleston debate, September 18, 1858, Mr. Lincoln 
used these words: 


I will say, then, that I am not, nor ever have been, in favor of bringing 
about the political and social equality of the white and black races; that I 
am not, nor ever have been, in favor of making voters or jurors out of ne- 
groes, or of qualifying them to hold office, or to intermarry with white peo- 
— and I will say in addition to this that there is a physical difference 

tween the white and black races, which will, I believe, forever forbid the 
two races from living together on terms of social and political equality, and 
inasmuch as they can not so live, while they do live together there must be 
the position of on and inferior, and I, as much as any other man, am in 
favor of having the superior position assigned to the white race. 





Who can add to the force, simplicity, and strength of this lan- 
guage? I can not hope to do so; I can only commend it to the 
thoughtful consideration of all the people of the Union, and es- 
pecially would Icommend the words of this great statesman, who 
came out of the great Middle West, to these latter-day statesmen, 
who come to-day out of the great Middle West with lances in 
rest, to take a tilt at the South. 

But it may be asked, what then of the negro; you take from 
him the ballot that was conferred upon him for the preservation 
of his freedom and the protection oF his civil rights—what sub- 
stitute do you propose? 

The answer is simple. His civil rights are forever secured to 
him by section 1 of the fourteenth amendment, and so far as the 
South is concerned I wish to say this, that with his political in- 
feriority established and his social ambition checked he will 
quietly and peaceably assume that inferior position for which na- 
ture and training have fitted him, and so long as he is in their 
midst the people of the South, who understand him better and 
treat him more fairly than any other people on earth, and who 
have for him, in his proper place, a real regard, will see to it that 
his civil rights are safeguarded and protected—those civil rights 
that they have never been di: to deny him since his emanci- 
pation, the right to have a fair and impartial trial in the courts, 
to labor when and where he pleases without abuse or molestation, 
the security of personal liberty, and the rvation of private 
property, as well as assistance to material progress and encour- 
agement to the cultivation of those civic virtues that adorn every 
good citizen, high or low, and whose absence is a reproach to the 
mightiest. 

The objection may be made that this system proposes to tax 


Lt ultimate success of the cause I advocate to-day. 
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I am not without hope, even under ordinary conditions as to 
despair when I recall that not many months have pass: o— ; 
Republican Secretary of War, Mr. Root, addressing thin.” 
Union League Club in New York City, admitted that haar 
ment of negro suffrage had failed and that the country iust oe 
ize its failure and prepare to consider next what new remedy a 
be proposed for existing conditions. 

I can not despair when not many months have elayseq 
the New York Sun, one of the greatest and most inf;, 
pers in the nation, Republican in its politics, but a }) 
pendent 





dy could 


since 
lential pa- 
. aoa : “ave, Inde. 
per, with convictions of its own—and it is not afraid: 
express them—admits the tremendous mistake that w.s 


to 
rade jy 

1869 and 1870, and plainly says that “sooner or later the onal = 
will have to face the question of the repeal of the fifteent) ay ook 
ment, and perhaps the sooner the better for the dignity of the 
instrument, which exhibits as a fundamental principle of the Amor. 
ican system a theory of suffrage impossible of practical app)}ic.. 
tion with safety to the vital interests of the States chiefly eo», 
cerned;’’ when this view of the matter seems to be indorsed }\y 
such widely read journals as Harper’s Weekly, the Public Ledycr 
of Philadelphia, the Providence Journal, and a large number of 
other northern and western papers and magazines; when this 
view is advocated and supported by such well-known sociologists 
as Prof. Leon Prince, Prof. Jerome Dowd, Prof. Goldwin Smith 
Mr. A. R. Colquhoun, Rey. Dr. Parkhurst, and others. 

Well has it been suggested that it is the most brazen of incon. 
sistencies for the National Government to guarantee the suffrage 
to black men in the South while it denies it to brown men in the 
Philippines and to white men in Porto Rico. 

These amendments were adopted at a time when party feeling 
ran high, when sectional bitterness filled the land, when almost 
every family both at the North and the South was mourning some 

| loved one lost in the civil war, and men therefore were not prepared 
to speak or vote calmly and reasonably. They were adopted ata 
time when the leaders of the radical wing of the Republican party 
had the bleeding and prostrate South under foot and the balance: 
of the nation at their beck and call, and, intoxicated with success 
and drunk with power, sought to perpetuate their party in con- 
trol of the National Government, and yet, even under all thes 
circumstances, the adoption of these amendments was accom- 
plished against the express will of the majority of the people of 
the Union by treachery in the North and by force in the South 

If the people of the Union, even in those days when passions 
were hot, were unwilling to revolutionize their constitutional sys- 
tem by taking from the States the right to control this suffrage 
question, can it be ible that now, when the soothing hand of 
time has healed the wounds that were then smarting, when the 
Pee oy of the South have demonstrated once more in blood and 

re their loyalty to the Union and her sons have marched side by 
side with the sons of the North, of the East, and of the West 
against a common foe, the fight against these iniquitous amend 
ments is more hopeless than it was in the days of their adoption 
I must confess I can not so view it. 

The North and East are struggling to-day with mighty suffray 
problems of theirown. The great West has its burdens. Th 
Chinese are swarming to the Pacific slope; every day is bringing 
thoughtful men of all parties, of all sections, and of all States 
closer together in the belief that North, East, West, and Sout! 
must all have protection from the dangers that menace each s- 





him without giving hima voice in the Government. The answer | tion from ignorance and corruption at the polls; that the kind o! 
is that taxation and the right to vote have never been coincident | protection that each Commonwealth requires is varied by many 
in any government, and have never been in thisGovernment. Is | local conditions peculiar to itself, and that for these reasons 
@ negro man better than a white woman? Yet you tax the | there ought to be a return to the old compact of our fathers—t0 
woman who owns property and in only two or three States out | the ancient landmarks of the Republic. [Applause on the Demo 
of forty-five do you permit her to vote. | cratic side. x 





The objection may be made that this system denies the elec- | Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to call the attention of the gent 
tive franchise to the negro, and yet military service may be re- | man from Georgia to a statement he made in regard to th? wor 
quired of him. The answer is that military service and the right | ‘‘ white ’’ in the constitution of the State of Ohio. 


to vote have never gone hand in hand, even in this Government. Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. 
Boys between 18 and 21 years of age are subject to military serv- 
ice, and yet they are not permitted to vote, and men over 45 years 
of age are exempt from military service, and yet they are per- 
mitted to vote. 

More than twenty years ago the Hon. James G. Blaine predicted 
that there could be no further amendment to the national Con- 
stitution, except, possibly, in the event of a “‘ political convul- 
sion.’’ This is probably the true rule, and the probability is that 
there will be no amendment on the suffrage question, unless race 
friction should in the future produce some horrible ‘‘ convulsion ”’ 
that will shake the nation and shock the world. In that event I 
do not doubt that a Caucasianism that will know no North, East, 
West, or South, but will bind all the white people of the Union 


together in bonds of blood and brotherhood, will spring into in- | 
stant life, brush from its path all opposing forces, and sweep these | 


amendments from our Constitution by unanimous vote. 


| Mr. GROSVENOR. I will put it in the form of a question, ! 
the gentleman will permit me. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And of course the gentleman ca) 
it or let my statement go for the answer. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I will answer, if I can and have 
any question that is propounded. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In 1867 the word “ white”’ 
constitution of Ohio, fixing the qualification of the voter. 
been put there in the constitution of 1851. 

Mr. HARDWICK. That is right, sir. Dew 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That constitution was adopted by a 0° 
ocratic convention. In 1867 a constitutional amend nt a 
submitted to the people of Ohio to strike out the word" W hate 
from the constitution. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. 


answet 
the time, 


was in the 


It had 








1904. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


er re . 
Mr. GROSVENOR. The Democratic 
“position in its platform and nomina m 

¥ at The Republican party advocated that proposition and 

B minated President Hayes, then a citizen of Ohio, for weenct 

of the State. The fight was made very bitterly all over the State, 

and the proposition was defeated, although Hayes was elected 
nor by a small majority. Thurman was afterwards elected 

,Unitel States Senate by the legislature, which was Dem- 

vratic, ‘Then came the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution, 

whi rendered it unnecessary to agitate the question of striking 
ont the word “‘ white,” and hence it has stood there ever since. 
is that a correct statement of history, as the gentleman finds it? 

Mr. HARDWICK. It is a correct statement with one excep- 
tion, that in the same year that the white people of the State of 
Ohio elected the Republican candidate for governor, instead of 
«ving a small majority against striking out the word “‘ white” 
they gave a majority of 50,629 against it. [Applause on the 
] ell ocratic side. 
| G GROSVENOR. I did not say anything about the size of 
he majority. 7 a 
, Mfr, HARDWICK. I thought you said a small majority. 

Mr.GROSVENOR, I said Hayes was elected governor by only 
a very small majority—about a thousand. 

Mr. CLARK. Fifteen hundred. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Quite true. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Answering the gentleman’s question, the 
majority against striking out that one word “‘ white,” on the last 
yote ever taken by the people of the State of Ohio, was 50,629. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That was not the last vote ever taken. 

Mr, HARDWICK. On that subject. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Not the lastvote, because they submitted 
a new constitution in 1874. 

Mr. HARDWICK. It did not have anything about that, 
though. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It did not have the word “ white”’ in it. 

Mr. HARDWICK. No; but has not the organic law of your 
State the word “ white”? in it now? Is not that in the Ohio con- 
stitution which is now in force? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We were submitting a constitution then. 

Mr. HARDWICK. It was rejected. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The whole Constitution was rejected. 
That is all. I only wanted to get that much in as to the fact, I 
did not want to disturb the current of your speech—— 

Mr. HARDWICK. Not at all. 

Mr. GROSVENOR (continuing). Which I will say I think is 
= a presentation of a bad cause thatI haveever heard. [Ap- 
muause, 

Mr. HARDWICK, I very much appreciate the, gentleman’s 
compliment. Now, just one other word. Of course the gentle- 
- will claim that the Democrats did it, but as a matter of 
act-—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Oh, no; I do not claim it—— 

Mr. HARDWICK. But about this statement I am now going 
to make, which the gentleman has not heard. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, _I will hear your statement. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Isay I know you will claim that the Dem- 
ocrats did it, because I think it is true that they did it. It isa 
matter of fact that according to the records the State of Ohio, by 
the action of its legislature, attempted to reject or toreconsider— 
— . could not be done—its agreement to the fifteenth 
alliendment, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The fourteenth. I think they rejected 
the fifteenth amendment. 

, Mr. HARDWICK. Yes; and you withdrew your assent to the 
= GROSVENOR. That was Democratic politics. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes; I knew you would say that. I think 

a ee very good politics. 

of the = err Mississippi. It was the will of the people 


ee W ATSON, I should like to ask the gentleman a question 
— HA RDWICK. If I have the time. 

am eee ISON. The gentleman spoke of the criminal classes 
SONS Who eres; and discussed the question whether the per- 
seek 10 committed the crimes were educated or illiterate ne- 
the knARDW ICK. The report published by the president of 
only re “ " re and Mechanical College of North Carolina is the 
cated oe + have been able to find that gives the number of edu- 
find it in 4} ie number of uneducated negro criminals. You will 

lat report. 


Mr. WATSON, : 
Mr. HARDWICK eee State? 


State in it, 
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rty denounced that | tion: The gentleman has stated that increasing education among 
Judge Thurman for | the negroes makes an increasing tendency to crime? 


Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. 

Mr. WATSON. And an increasing number of criminals. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. 

Mr. WATSON. Does the gentleman as a necessary sequitur to 
that statement believe in the discontinuance of all schools for the 
education of the colored people of the South? Does he believe in 
the discontinuance of the institute at Tuscogee, Ala., and does he 
believe in the discontinuance of the publication of all magazines 
and newspapers by and for the colored people? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HARDWICK. If I had time I would like to answer the 
gentleman. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield the gentleman two minutes more. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Iwillanswer the gentleman—certainly not. 
But here is what I do say: The ordinary education of the negro, 
and certainly the higher education of the negro—I mean the col- 
lege education, Greek and Latin, and the higher education—at 
least unfits him for work. It discontents him with conditions. 
It makes him ambitious to do things that he can not do in the 
South or in any other part of this country and to gratify aspira- 
tions that no white people will ever permit him to gratify, and for 
that reason education of that character is not beneficial to him, in 
my humble judgment. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I now yield thirty minutes to the gentle- 
man from Arkansas. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Iask unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the REcorD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Grosvenor having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. PARKINsON, its reading clerk, announced that the 
Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in which the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

S. 588. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilber F. 
Little; 

S. 8452. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Male; 

S. 2237. An act granting an increase of pension to Louise 
Chandler; 

. 386. Anact granting an increase of pension to Homer D. Wells; 
3408. An act granting a pension to Lizzie Breen; 

2596. An act granting a pension to Frances 8. Hopkins; 
3645. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances Hall; 
962. Anact granting an increase of pension to Jennet Thoits; 
3130. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan P. 
wman; 

2965. An act granting a pension to John Herzinger; 

8274. An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie Long; 
. 2215, An act granting a pension to Sallie H. Hoffecker: 

S. 3038. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
Kennedy; 

S. 2688. An act granting an increase of pension to George M. 
Linch; 

S. 2889. An act granting an increase of pension to John Beaird; 

5. 2940. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Liddie; 

S. 2560. An act for the relief of G. G. Martin; 

S. 2177. An act for the relief of Daniel H. Snyder; 

S. 2433. An act to amend the military record of John H. Skin- 
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S. 228. An act for the relief of William H. Hugo; 
ett An act to correct the military record of Samuel F. 

all; 

S. 1330. An act granting a pension to Jerry S. Fish; 

S. 3054. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate M. 
Strange; 

5. 2198. An act granting a pension to Thomas Ivin; 

8. 1597. An act granting a pension to Rosa D. Mayhew; 

S. 1987. An act granting’a pension to Samuel Richards; 

S. 2103. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. 
McVey; 

S. 2024. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 
Cormany; 
. S. 2955. An act granting an increase of pension to John Hogarth 
Lozier; 

S. 3291. An act granting an increase of pension to John Olson 
Bakken, alias John Olson; 

S. 3400. An act to amend the act entitled “An act granting a 


ICK. It gives it for the entire Union and every | pension to Flora Stanton Kalk,” approved February 25, 1899; 


S. 3423. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 


h F Amc 
it. WATSON, Now, I should like to ask this further ques- | Ottey; 
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S. 2441. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank Lee; 

S. 2561. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathias S. 
Friend; 

S. 2289. An act granting a pension to Louisa R. Chitwood; 

S. 2239. An act granting an increase of pension to Theodore E. 
Chatfield; 

S. 2445. An act granting an increase of pension to George M. 
Waters; 

S. 1627. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo R. 
Kibbe: 

S. 1532.. An act granting an increase of pension to Electa Allen; 

S. 846. An act granting an increase of pension to Catharine W. 
Collins; r, 

S. 2557. An act granting a pension to Johniken L. Mynatt; 

S. 2558. An act granting an increase of pension to Sallie H. Kin- 
" caid; 

S. 70. An act granting an increase of pension to John G. Brown; 
. S. 89. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. Mark- 

am; 

. hens An act granting an increase of pension to Charles W. De 
ocher; 

5. 2948. Anact granting an increase of pension to George Hyde; 

S. 2087. An act granting an increase of pension to George Rilea; 

$.312. An act granting an increase of pension to John I’. Oviatt; 
— 317. An act granting an increase of pension to Mortimer 

allett; 

S. 2841. An act granting a pension to Jane Patterson; 

S. 148. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin H. 
Smalley; 

S. 154. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh T. 
Crockett; 

S. 2216. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Reed; 

S. 153. An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Turk; 

S. 156. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet L. 
Ford; 

8. 2217. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
Riggs: 

S. 133. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth B. 
Sarson; 

S. 893. An act granting an increase of pension to William W. | 
Angelo; 

S. 968. An act to grant an honorable discharge from the mili- 
tary service to Robert C. Gregg; 

S. 446. An act granting an honorable discharge to William S. 
Dunn; 

S. 2999. An act granting an increase of pension to Melvina C. 
Buzzell; 

S. 1678. An act granting an increase of pension to Rudolph 
Reinhart; 

S. 900. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. 
Smith; 

. 2429. An act granting an increase of pension to John Dow; 
59. An act for the relief of Charles W. Howard; 
54. An act for the relief of William B. Barnes; 
57. An act for the relief of Laura 8. Gillingwaters; 
58. An act for the relief of James W. Howell; 
62. An act for the relief of Richard C. Silencc; 
63. An act for the relief of Charles Stierlin; 
60. An act for the relief of Gottlieb C. Rose; 
64. An act to correct the military record of William B. 
Thompson; 

S. 746. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the mil- 
itary record of Charles K. Bolster; 

S. 970. An act to authorize the President to revoke the order 
dismissing William T. Godwin, late first lieutenant, Tenth In- 
fantry, United States Army, and to place the said William T. 
Godwin on the retired list with the rank of first lieutenant; 

S. 2688. An act granting an increase of pension to George M. 
Linch; 
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H. R. 1856. Anact granting an increase of pension to Ale xand 
H. Covert; eel 

H. R. 2108. An act granting an increase of pension to He mry D 
Wright; a 

H. R. 5559. An act granting an increase of pension to Josp shit 
C. Chase; wens 

H. R. 3472. An act granting an increase of pension to Marens 
E. Amsden; F 

H. R. 5464. An act granting an increase of pension to Fran. 
M. Northern; wor 

H. R. 6975. An act granting an increase of pension to Georg 
W. Lawson; 

H. R, 2690. An act granting an increase of pension to Thom 
Kelly; 

H. R. 7002. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Rearden; 

H. R. 2139. An act granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Knight; 

H. R. 1908. An act granting an increase of pension to Hary 
D. Barr; 

H. R. 895. An act granting an increase of pension to Marg 
M. Walker; 

H. R. 2472. An act. granting an increase of pension to David F 
| Lewis; 
H. R. 2188. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 





— 


H. R. 6932, An act granting an increase of pension to Harv yR, 

H. R. 2042. An act granting an increase of pension to Alvin B, 
Hubbard; 

H. R. 6830. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
| E. Likes; 
| H.R. 3013. An act granting an increase of pension to John A, 
Mavity; 

H. R. 6619. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
R. Little; 

H. R. 3778. An act granting an increase of pension to Juliaetta 
Rowling; 

H. R, 4916. An act granting an increase of pension to Allen M, 

Pierce; 

H. R. 5043. An act granting a pension to William H. Harrison; 

H. R. 3001. An act granting an increase of pension to Alpheus 
Converse; 

H. R. 4115. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph §. 
Young; 

H. R. 3000. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
| C. Best; 











H. R. 942. An act granting an increase of pension to James F. 
Hardy; 
H. R. 616, An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah §. 


Chrysler; 

H. R. 957. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
Carpenter; 

H. R. 5177. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Clark; | 

H. R. 661. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
E. Meckly; 

H. R. 2155. An act granting an increase of pension to C1 
W. Bechstedt; oe 

H. R. 6004. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Lyon; 
| H. R. 5197. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Brown; 

H. R. 2991, An act granting an increase of pension to Lydia A. 
Topping; 

H. R. 1288. An act granting an increase of pension to Jas 
Stevens; 

H. R. 196. An act granting an increase of pension to (race E. 
Carson; *" 

. R. 4819. An act granting an increase of pension Joh 


S. 2870. An act granting an honorable discharge to John W. Sexton: 


Tiffany; 

S. 820. An act to provide for the construction of a memorial 
bridge across the Potomac River from Washington to the Arling- 

ton estate property; 

S. 1842. An act to provide for compensation for certain em- 
ployees of the Treasury, War, and Navy Departments; 

S. 3873. An act granting a pension to Eliza Williams; 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 5841, An act granting an increase of pension to Abram 
Wilson; 

H. R. 4200. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
H. Sweet; 

H. R. 864. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Moulton; 


H. R. 6441. An act granting an increase of pension to Pete! 
Fillion; ; 

H. R. 3821. An act granting an increase of pension to Hanna! 
Padgett; 

H. R. 5010. An act granting a pension to Mary F. Ha unilton; — 

H. R. 2616. An act granting an increase of pension to |! 0s¢ ph B. 


H. R. 5521. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles > 


H. R. 5246. An act granting an increase of pension to Sebast™? 
B. Elliott; fo 
H. R. 1517. An act granting an increase of pension to (eel 
W. Hutchison; ey Worth: 


H. R. 5005. An act granting an increase of pension 
ington 8, Lock; 
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H.R. 1184, An act granting an increase of pension to William 


F. Longenhagen; : 
i. R. 7370. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 


a: ’. 930. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
¢ ‘kis mn; - o 
uf R. 997, An act granting a pension to Margaret Cotter; 

H. R. 7666. An act granting an increase of pension to Laura F, 
at's. 4726, An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
. Brightman; E B s 
BAR 907. An act granting an increase of pension to De Witt 

C, Parker; . ~ ‘ ; 

H. R. 722. An act granting an increase of pension to Zechariah 

. Stuart; ‘ 4 F 
aT R. 4985. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
T, Miller; and . : : : 

H. R. 990. An act granting an increase of pension to Harrison 
W. Fox. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives is requested: 

H. R. 5176. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
Dutch; : S 

HL R. 6022. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Travis; 

H. R. 6331. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Dickey; 

H. R. 3776. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
I, Judy; ‘ 

H. R. 892. An act granting an increase of pension to Abram 
H. Hunt; 

H. R. 958. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
H. Rogers; 

H. R. 468. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry | 
Christy; and 
H. R. 3903. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

C. Sherman. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. MACON. Mr, Chairman, it is not my purpose in the 
thirty minutes kindly allotted me by the gentleman in charge of | 
this bill to make a political speech. In other words, I do not 
think political aecthees amount to much here. They are made 
upon one side and answered upon the other, and it is virtually a 
throwing backward and forward of something that has no mate- 
rial effect upon this body. Evidently they are made for the pur- 
pose of distribution at home, for the purpose of vote getting | 
there; but as I understand it, the Members who hav» been elected 
to this Congress are here for the purpose of doing business, for 
the purpose of legislating for their country, and as they fulfill 
that measure their works will stand or fall. If they have legis- 
lated in a way that is contrary to the wishes of the people, as I 
understand it, the people, when they have an opportunity to 
express themselves at the polls, will, by their ballots, condemn 
their conduct here and will pay no special attention to any speech 
which has been made for political purposes only. 

But, sir, a few things have been said along political lines that 
I beg the pardon of the committee for alluding to. This morning 
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. aed said the Demo- 
cratic party while in possession of the affairs of the Government 
conducted them in such a manner that it did not have money 
enough to do the business of the country and hence failed as an 
Administration, Sir, I understand from the history of the coun- 
try that when Mr. Cleveland was elected President in 1884, the 
first Democratic President that the country had seen since Mr. 
Buchanan yielded to Abraham Lincoln in 1861, the Treasury of 
the Government was depleted to a point that greatly embar- 
rassed it in the discharge of the duties devolving upon it, and 
that Mr. Cleveland took charge of it in that condition and during 

is four years of service as President of the Union he accumu- 
ated quite a large amount of revenue, called ‘‘ the surplus.”’ I 
o member full well that during the campaign of 1888 the ques- 

tt was often asked, ‘‘What shall we do with the surplus?”’ 

ai t. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand the gentleman 

= 2 that that was the cry at the end of Cleveland’s Adminis- 

= 1on—that he had accumulated a revenue. It was really the 

bag the end of Cleveland’s first Administration. 

Clewa mAs. Yes, that was the cry even before the end of 

offic . and’s first Administration. Mr. Harrison then came into 

oa a Republican President and at a time when the whole 

the Dey was wondering what was to be done with the surplus that 
emocratic President had, by an economical and honest ad- 
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ministration, accumulated within the period of four years. But 
the question as to the disposition of it was settled as soon as it was 
known that Mr. Harrison had been elected. The cry that went 
up was, ‘‘God save the surplus!’ We all remember that. It 
had gone into the hands of the Republican party. Therefore the 
expression so universally heard, ‘‘Godsavethesurplus!’’ During 
the Administration of Mr. Harrison we know that the surplus was 
exhausted and that when he went out of office he had directed 
that plates be prepared with which to print bonds for the purpose 
of getting money to run the affairs of the Government upon, and 
we all know that Mr. Harrison attributed his defeat for a second 
term to the depressed times, the hard conditions of our country, 
and the scarcity of money to do the business of the country upon. 
That was what he was defeated on by Mr. Cleveland in 1892. 

Therefore I say, gentlemen, that the charges made upon the 
other side of the House to the effect that when Democracy was in 
power we wasted the surplus of the country and so administered 
the affairs of the Government that it did not have money enough 
to do the business of the country upon is contrary to the history 
of the country as it existed at the time. 

If I am wrong in my declarations I specifically invite some one 
upon the Republican side to correct me in regard thereto. Mr. 
Cleveland then came into office on March 4, 1893, for a second Ad- 
ministration. He again found the Treasury in a depleted condi- 
tion, with stamps already made for the purpose of issuing bonds 
to be sold to get money to administer the affairs of the Govern- 
ment upon, and that, too, during a period of absolute peace. 

But, sirs, I do not want to dwell upon the subject of politics. 
I am simply repeating some of the arguments offered by the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska this morning, and offering such refutations 
thereto as are warranted by the facts in the case; and, sirs, I now 
repeat that if Iam incorrect in my statements about conditions 
that existed during the periods mentioned, you now and here have 
opportunity to show that I am not stating the facts as shown by 
the records of our country. It is not my purpose to deceive—to 
argue against facts as they existed at the time and as they are ex- 
pressed _ the pages of history. 

I heard the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Bourget] deliver a 
speech on yesterday that I enjoyed from the moment he parted 
his lips until he closed them, and just here I want to say I have 
heard a great many good things come from the Republican side 
of this Congress since I have been a Member of it, and if you will 
pardon me and not consider that I am speaking for personal pur- 
poses, I will say that my estimate of the Members who sit on the 
Republican side of the House has been considerably elevated since 
I have had the pleasure of associating with them. heaintens from 
the Republican side.] I believe, sirs, that you intend to do right, 
and that if you do wrong, in the main, it is because of erroneous 
ideas and faulty judgment. But now and then we find an individ- 
ual Member upon that side who, for ‘‘ Cheap John” political pur- 
poses, makes declarations that are not borne out by the facts, and 
hence it becomes necessary for us who occupy the minority side 
to resist such things in so far as to deny them and to furnish facts 
to refute them, and that far it pleases me to go, but no further. 

As I said, I enjoyed the speech of the gentleman from Illinois 
yesterday, and I especially enjoyed that part of it that referred 
to the great prosperity of Arkansas. Arkansas, in my judgment, 
is one of the greatest States in the matter of natural resources and 
good citizenship that the world has ever known. Sheis only lack- 
ing in development, but the time has come when her superior re- 
sources are being made known everywhere, and men of means and 
sense are flocking to her plains and peaks to take advantage of the 
wonderful opportunities she is unfolding toeager humanity. She 
is beckoning men from every land and every clime to come to her 
rich fields and splendid mines and dwell among her happy people. 
I want to say to the gentleman from Illinois, however, that the 
prosperous condition that he spoke of as existing in Arkansas does 
not result from the high protective tariff of the Republican party. 

I defy him to point to a single community in the State of Af- 
kansas that has been benefited, to the extent that he contends, by 
reason of the Dingley tariff act. Our prosperity has been pro- 
duced by the strong and willing arms of those who hold the plow, 
pick the cotton, husk the corn, and dig deepinto the mines. We 
1ave increased that prosperity by reason of the fact that we have 
an economical people—a people who are willing to struggle and 
to strive in order to benefit their condition—and all they ask in 
this world is that you keep your hands off of them and allow 
them to run the race of life as God Almighty intended them to 
run it, untrammeled by interference from the outside. In regard 
to the question of which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Harp- 
WICK] hee just spoken—the negro question—I will say that if you 
will let Arkansas alone she will take care of the negro question, 
and she will do it without prejudice to the negro. Nobody can 
say here or elsewhere that Arkansas has ever enacted a law that 
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denies the negro an equal right with me in the worship of God, 
the pursuit of happiness, or the acquisition of property. 

Her election law provides that the negro who pays his poll tax 
as I do has the same right to go to the polls and vote that I have, 
and, sirs, the amount paid asa poll tax goes tothe common school 
fund, for the purpose of educating his children along with mine, 
and therefore I say that nothing that has been said upon the floor 
of this House concerning election laws or the negro question can 
possibly be turned upon my great State. Her policy is to do right 
along all lines, and all she asks is, as I said a moment ago, that 
you let her alone and let her administer her own affairs in her 
own way, and she will do it without prejudice to any of the peo- 
ples of the earth. She allows you to proceed in your own way 
about all matters and things that concern your own States and 
is not impudent enough to make suggestions to you or offer inter- 
ference in connection therewith. 

We have had the negro among us all of our days, and you can not 
find a true southern man in that State that will not fight for him 
when he sees that his rights are being imposed upon. When free 
from the infiuences of ‘‘ long-haired men and short-haired women,”’ 
the negro is happy and contented, and they go to their worship or 
their toil with a song upon their lips and a smile upon their faces. 
Let the colored people of Arkansas alone, and they will never rise 
up and complain of the conduct of a truly southern soul. 

Mr. Chairman, I beg pardon for the digression that I have made 
in myspeech. Idid not rise to make a political speech or a speech 
upon the negro question. My purpose is to present a question to 
the House that I consider of much greater consequence, of a much 
higher and more holy character than either of the questions that 
I have just touched upon. I introduced a bill in this Congress, 
the title of which reads as follows: 

To prohibit the granting or issuing of revenue license for the sale or giving 
away of intoxicating liquors, wines, spirits, etc., in amy district or territory 
cf any of the poem States or Territories of the United States of America 
where the sale or giving away of such intoxicating liquors, wines, spirits, 
etc., are prohibited by the laws of said States or Territories. 


Various States in this Union have enacted laws governing the 
question of issuing a license to sell intoxicating liquors. In the 
State of Arkansas, that I speak for directly, it is provided by State 
enactment that where a majority of the voters of a township or 
county express themselves against license none shall be issued in 
said townshipor county. It is provided further that where a ma- 
jority of theadult residents in a given locality petition the county 
court against the issuing of license for the sale of liquors within 
8 miles of a given schoolhouse or church that none shall be issued. 
About one-half of the counties of the State have said by their 
votes that they are opposed to the issuing of a license to sell liq- 
uors in their respective communities. Many of the counties that 
have not so expressed themselves at the polls have within their 
borders churches and schoolhouses, a majority of whose adult at- 
tendants and patrons have signed a petition against the issuing of 
license to sell liquor within the 3-mile territory, and the various 
county courts have entered orders prohibiting the sale thereof in 
accordance therewith. 

If the States are left to themselves they can be very effective in 
the matter of enforcing their local-option laws, but when inter- 
ferred with by the issuing of a national license by the Govern- 
ment to sell liquor in the prohibited territory they have an up- 
hill pull along that line. In morals, when the Government issues 
a license to sell liquors in territory that is prohibited by State 
law it becomes an accessory before the fact to a crime, so to 
speak, because it is a crime against the State whenever a person 
sells liquor contrary to the laws of the State. Therefore, as I see 
it, the Government is to-day an accessory before the fact in 
every community in the United States where it issues a license to 
some one to commit a crime against the laws of a State by selling 
intoxicating liquors in communities where it is specifically de- 
clared by State law that it shall be unlawful tosellthem. Idonot 
believe that it is the desire of the legislators of this great nation 
that our Government shall occupy such an unenviable attitude. 

Ah, but you say, gentlemen, why do these people sell it in defi- 
ance of law—State law? I say, in answer to that, for the — 
reason that they are encouraged to do so by the issuing of a 
license to them by the Government. It is upon the same princi- 
ple that a child will become reckless and uncontrollable and abso- 

utely defy the authorities of communities if it is encouraged to 
do so by a thoughtless parent. The child thinks the parent more 
powerful and of greater consequence than the rest of the world 
combined, and so the “‘ blind-tiger”’ man thinks that when his 
parent government authorizes him to commit certain acts, no | 
matter how much in violation of the law of the community in | 
which he lives, that he is measurably justified in so violating the 
local laws. He feels that the power behind him is greater than | 
that against him, and hence he shuts his eyes to local laws and | 


authorities. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman yield to me 
question? 

Mr. MACON, With pleasure. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman from Arka» 
the special tax on liquor sellers repealed? 

Mr. MACON. No, sir; I would not. 


~ 
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Mr.GROSVENOR. The gentleman would continue the licons, 


then? 


Mr. MACON. I would not continue it in prohibited territory 


where States and Territories prohibited the sale of it. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. But suppose some day the local 

should terminate by the action of the people in that locality 
Mr. MACON. Thenthe Government would be at liberty’ 

the law, to issue a license the very next hour. ; 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Does not the gentleman use the wry 


word when he speaks of a “‘ license?”’ 
Mr. MACON. I understand that anything that gives a | 
the privilege to sell liquor is a license to do so. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. But does it give a person the privileg 
do anything of the kind? It simply taxes him if he does ge] j;. 


but it gives him no authority. 

Mr. MACON. In our State we call it a license. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I know, but the courts have said 
did not authorize him to sell in violation of law. Thy 


Option 


l 


, under 


) 


that it 


gentle. 


man having been a law officer knows that there is no immunity 


for doing a thing under a license if the government that 
the license is incompetent to do so, and that the liquor s 


upon him by the government in any locality where he is 
den by law to sell. 
Mr. MAOON. Not from the penalties of the State law. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. And the United States statute ex; 


provides that the certificate of the fact that he has paid his 


ISSUeS 


not thereby protected by the payment of the special tax imp 5 d 
bid- 


for 
lort 


ressly 


i 


shall not be a license to sell. The receipt itself so reads, and 


is notified when he pays his tax that it is not a license and 
him no authority anywhere. 


tax 


Ply; 
§!Ves 


Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman from Ohio say that the 


courts of the United States will interfere with his sellin 
prohibited territory after it has furnished him with a certi 


Mr. GROSVENOR. They will not interfere with it, no: 


they protect it. 


Mr. MACON. But does not the Government say to hi 


r it 


im 


ta? 
ale; 


r Wi 


m 


terms, ‘‘ We will be hands off; we hand you this certificate / 
much; we are hands off; now go and sell when and wher 


lease? ’’ 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Wherever the Government of the Unit 


States has jurisdiction it will punish aman. It will punis 


in this city and it will punish him in the Territories, and it 
punish him anywhere in the United States if he sells wi 


paying the livense. 


Mr. MACON. That is exactly what I am trying to get 


Congress to do—to provide by law that no license shal! be 
to anyone to sell liquors in prohibited territory, so that 


issu 


Ad 


l 


or a 


as have 


when 


ink. 


they do sell the Government will prosecute them for so doin 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Or tax. 

Mr. MACON. Well, call it tax, if you please. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He commits one crime by selling \ 
having paid the tax. 

Mr. MACON. Yes. 


witl 


Mr.GROSVENOR. Hecommitsanothercrime against another 
there- 
fore, as it has been held over and over again, be twice tried for 4 
AT TILES. 


Mr. MACON. I understand that, and that is just what I lave 


jurisdiction if he violates the law of a State, and he can, 
single act. That is one of the anomalies of our criminal st: 


introduced this bill for—to stop that sort of anomaly. | 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam not complaining of the bil! 


ernment is licensing a man to sell liquor. 
Mr. MACON. I will take that back, if it would please th 
tleman from Ohio. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. It would please me very much. 


Mr. MACON. And say that it is allowing him, by reaso 
the fact that he pays a tax to it, to go into prohibited term! 


and violate State and Territorial laws with the distinct 
standing that he will not be interfered with on the pa 
Government, no matter how vicious and debauching his ! 
becomes. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. The Government does not allow hi 


sell, and the Government notifies him that it is not an all 


to sell. When he pays the money for taxation, the Gover! 


T am 
complaining only of the gentleman's charging that this g-vat Gov- 
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says to the man: * This shall not be an authority to you to‘) Nat 


istinct 


the local statute of a State or city or town.”’ It says soin¢ 





iment 


terms, just exactly as when the government of Arkansas pu’ 4 
’ 1 S tax on your horse it still allows you to run that horse im a 
local influences and becomes a “‘ blind tiger”’ in defiance of local | and you may violate the law of Arkansas by betting on that ho! 


but it gives you a receipt for the tax that you have paid on 


re 
race, 
ae, 


your 
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horse. The State of Arkansas taxes your house, but it does not 
om vou to keep a gambling institution in that house. That is 


the distinction 1 am trying to draw, that the government that 
taxes property or an occupation by no means licenses or counte- 
nances or authorizes the continuation or doing of an act in viola- 
tion of a local statute of the State or municipality, nor yet of the 
United States Government. ah : 

Mr. MACON. In response to what the distinguished gentile- 
man from Ohio has said, I will say that whenever the strong arm 
of this Government issues to anyone a certificate saying that it 
will not interfere with his transactions when he violates a State 
or Territorial law in the business that he is engaged in, such as 
the selling of liquor, then and there it puts an instrument im his 
hands to do a thing that is in violation of local law. In other 
words, | contend most earnestly that such a proceeding is an in- 
ducement to him to engage in an illegitimate business. He feels 
that the Government of the United States is behind him, to the 
extent at least that he has its sanction to engage in the business 
and an assurance from it that it will keep the hands of its officers 

ff of him. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. But the Government has notified the taker 
of that certificate that it will not protect him. 

Mr. MACON. I think I will be able to satisfy the gentleman 
in my argument before I get through, I recognize the fact that 
the Government does not notify him that it will protect him 
against the State law, but it says, “‘ You have my permission to 
sell in defiance of State law.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It does not say anything of the kind, if 
the gentleman will allow me. It utters no word to him except 
that he has paid the money and that the payment of the money 
is not a protection to him against the violation of law. 

Mr. MACON. That is a quibble upon words. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is the receipt for the tax. 

Mr. MACON. Tinsist that it isa quibble upon words, pure 
and simple. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Isa receipt for the tax on your revolver, 
if you have one, an encouragement to you to go and shoot some- 
body with that revolver? 

Mr. MACON, If the Government, for the payment of a tax, 
were to give me a certificate or receipt for the money that justi- 
fied me in its estimation in going and killing people with my re- 
volver, I say to you that, as an ordinary man, I would be much 
more likely to kill people than I would if I had no authorization 
from so great an institution to commit such diabolic offenses. 
Anything theS is sanctioned or condoned by a strong power like 
our Government is an inducement to ordinary mortals to do that 
which they would not otherwise think of doing. 

If the Government of the United States had a law saying that 
unless I paid a special tax I could not carry a pistol, and I was 
more afraid of the courts of the United States than I was of the 
local courts, I would, when the tax was paid and the certificate 
authorizing me to carry it given, be stimulated to a degree to put 
the pistol in my pocket and take my chances with the local courts. 
Upon the same principle, when the Government of the United 
Siates says to its citizens, ‘‘ If you will pay a certain amount of 
money the Government will allow you, so faras it is concerned, 
to engage in the ‘ blind-tiger’ traffic in violation of local law,” 
It 1s necessarily an encouragement to them in their nefarious and 
illicit practice. Again, gentlemen of the House know that every 
man who violates ‘ae in this country would rather violate the 
local than the national law, especially where there is a punish- 
ment fixed for the violation of the law, he not being acorporation 
prince or a trust king, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 
As LT understand his proposition, the officer whose duty it is to 
collect the tax may refuse to give the certificate. 

Mr. MACON. Yes, sir. I not only want him to refuse to give 
the certificate, but I want him to be denied the right to give it to 
anyone and collect money therefor, call it tax money or what you 
will, in prohibited territory. 

_Mr. GROSVENOR. But if the man goes into that kind of ter- 
nitory and sells in violation of the United States statute, then he 
may be punished for it. 

_Mr. MACON. Of course he will be punished for it by the 
hin ite tates courts, if the Government officials have not granted 
vi ' the right by reason of the collection of a tax to go into it and 
mteg the law. I hope the gentleman will allow me to finish my 
eae and if when I have completed it there is anything I 
en aoa _ that he wants to know about the bill I will thank 

My ry ah my attention to it. 
dntchaad — It is not what you “left out” that I am 

Me Mace of, but what you put in. : : 
er 7 ¢ ON. Well, I want to“ put in’’alittlemore. [Laugh- 
miata gentleman has interfered with the thread of my argu- 
pages 6 le extent that I have not been able to connect the links 

“sto make a complete chain. The gentleman from Ohio has 
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taken up so much of my time that I will have to ask the House to 
be patient with me. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. MACON. I understood I was to have thirty minutes. 
TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman has occupied thirty minutes. 
Mr. MACON. I have been interrupted so much that I have not 

had the opportunity to make the speech I would have liked to 
make upon this subject, and I would be glad to have a little more 
time. I want the gentlemen of the House to hear every phase of 
this question, as I believe it is one of great moment and ought to 
appeal to every head and heart in the United States. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield the gentleman ten minutes more. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to abuse the 
men that engage in the “ blind-tiger’’ business or to accuse them 
all of being bad at heart. I have known some of them who would 
travel through sunshine or shadow, through fair weather or 
through storm, inorder to do a good deed; but for some unknow- 
able reason some men will engage in that kind of business. Usu- 
ally they are what are termed ‘* good fellows,’ and are ready to 
divide their last piece of bread with the foot-sore wayfarer. Hence 
there is always some one, and justly so, to say a kind word for 
them as individuals, no matter how much they decry their busi- 
ness. 

Always having adherents in the communities in which they 
live, they feel that if they cam get the sanction of their National 
Government to engage in the illicit sale of liquor they will take 
chances as against the local law. They know that they are to be 
tried by men of their immediate locality, and they think that 
when they face the jury they will see some one on it, perhaps, for 
whom they have performed some personal service and who they 
believe will give them the benefit of any sort of doubt, and it is a 
fact that in many cases, just because the accused is a ‘‘ good fel- 
low,”’ some one will be found on a local jury who will hang it or 
force an acquittal. Or, suppose he is convicted. The offender 
and his friends can go to the governor and appeal to him in a pa- 
thetic way with great hope of success in getting him a pardon. 
These same men know very well that when they are tried 
under the laws of the United States the marshal is not elected 
by them and is under no obligation to them; they know that they 
are tried by persons who come from all over a large district and 
who are not in personal sympathy with them or their local condi- 
tions—for whom they have performed no service of any kind or 
character, and therefore have no reasons to look to them for any 
sort of favor. They also know that when convicted they have 
to go a long, long way to reach the President’s ear, and they 
know, further, that his time is so employed by great questions of 
state that he can not afford to pay any attention to those who 
knock at the White House door seeking pardons for having vio- 
lated the revenue Iaws of the country. The knowledge of such 
facts deters them from engaging in the “ blind-tiger’’ business. 
In other words, they are afraid of the United States courts. 
Under the present practice of the Government these parties often 
defeat justice, even in the United States courts, and laugh about 
it after it is done. 

For instance, they buy a license, or pay a tax,as the gentleman 
from Ohio {Mr. GrosvENoR| would have it called, for three 
months, and they sell the year round under that special privilege. 
When a witness is brought before the grand jury and informs 
upon them and the party that he appears against is indicted and 
brought to trial, the witness is put upon the stand, and during the 
course of the examination he is asked to specifically name the 
time that he bought intoxicating liquors from the accused. He 
may reply that he bought it in July, but is not positive as to the 
time. Then hewill be pressed to know if the purchase might not 
have been made in April, May, or June, or some other time than 
the month of July. He usually has some doubt about whether 
it was in July. as he thought, or at some other time, and in 
that condition he is dismissed. The accused is then put upon 
the stand, and he says that he remembers well that he sold the 
liquor to the prosecuting witness at a specific time, being sure to 
name a time that is covered by his tax receipt, as the gentleman 
from Ohio would call it, and he then exhibits his receipt, showing 
that he has paid the revenue for the quarter beginning with April 
and ending with June. That leaves the matter in such condition 
as that the court would not allow a conviction to stand in his 
case. Hence the prosecution has been a farce, and the accused 
can well afford to go out and laugh. 

Mr. Chairman, I assert with all the seriousness of my nature 
that the enforcement of the local-option laws of this country 
is a mere farce and will be so long as the Government issues 
a tax receipt, certificate, license, or anything else the gentle- 
man from Ohio cares to cail it, that clothes them with immu- 
nity from the Federal courts, no matter how flagrantly they may 
violate the local-option laws of the various States and Territories. 
Pass the kind of law that I now propose and ‘** blind tigers *’ will 
take to the woods, They will ** hunt tall timber,’’ as the old say- 
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ing is. and the social conditions of every community in this fair 
land will be cleared up and made manifestly better by reason 


thereof. The ‘* blind-tiger’’ man does no good for himself, for 
if he persists in his business he usually reaches an untimely grave 
and leaves a homeless and poverty-stricken family behind him. 
He poisons the social atmosphere of every community in which 
he exists. He debauches manhood and makes perjurers of some 
of our best young men, young men waio, if left free from such 
baneful infiuences, would adorn society and fill the high places 
of our country. He causes salty tears to trickle down the wrin- 
kled cheeks of devoted old mothers. He sticks daggers into the 
hearts of loving wives and sisters. He causes children to shiver 
with cold and to suffer with the pangsof hunger. He brings sor- 
row, but no joy. He makescriminals, but no Christians. Hecan 
not thrive in any community where the States or Territories au- 
thorize by license the sale of liquors, and he can not thrive in 
prohibi.ed territory if the Government will take from him the 
authority that it gives him toinvade the sanctity of those commu- 
nities and to violate the sacredness of local laws. He isanenemy 
to himself, his family, and his country, and hence there is no rea- 
son _ I can conceive of for his existence upon the face of the 
earth. 

Iam not talking against the individual, but I want to do and 
gay everything I can against his illegitimate business. This is 
not a Democratic or a Republican question. It is one that con- 
cerns every man alike, whether he be white, black, red, or of 
other complexion. It concerns every mother, wife, sister, and 
babe in the broad land, and no one will have the temerity to say 
that if enacted into law it will not be beneficial to every commu- 
nity within these United States. Theonly argument that I have 
heard against the passage of the bill is that it will cut off a por- 
tion of our revenue. Gentlemen, you have heard of the cry of 
blood money all your lives. In my judgment no money was ever 
stained with redder blood than that which comes to the Treasury 
of the United States through the “ blind-tiger’’ channel. Every 
dollar of it is dyed with the red blood that is wrung from the 
hearts of the women and children of this country, and no matter 
how deep they may sink it in the “ till,”’ the stain will not be re- 
moved, and it can not escape the sound of the heart-rending 
wails that inveigh against it. 

I have taken up too much of your time in talking about this 
matter, I know, and yet I have not said half that I would like to 
say upon the subject. I ask you to investigate every phase of the 
question; to sound the communities in which you live and see 
whether or not it is the wish of your people to have the United 
States Government grant a privilege to persons to sell liquors in 
the various communities contrary to the laws of the State or Ter- 
ritory in which they are situated. If you find that the bill is in 
the interest of humanity; if you believe it is to the interest of 
social conditions and happy homes, I beseech you to pass it, and 
all the people who live in communities where the blind-tiger pest 
now abides will rise up and call you blessed. [Applause. | 

Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to extend my remarks in the REcorD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and the request is granted. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, the time so far taken has 
been about equally divided. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
LIVINGSTON] used ten minutes more time than has been used on 
this side. I am going to ask that the committee rise temporarily, 
so that I may obtain unanimous consent for an extension of time. 
I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. GRosvENoR having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Lacry, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the 
urgent deficiency bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHARLEs B. Lanpts] be given 
time in which to address the Committee of the Whole, and that 
the amount of time occupied by him be granted to the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Livinaston], to distribute as he desires, after 
- gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHARLES B. LANpIs] has con- 
cluded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
asks unanimous consent that an extension of time be given to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cuar.uzs B. Lanpis] to address the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union on the 
pending bill, and that an equal amount of time be given to the 

entleman from Georgia [Mr. LivinasTon], to be disposed of as 
e may see fit. Is there objection? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. And I will ask to add to that the request 
that upon the conclusion of that time the general debate shall 
close. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. And that at the conclusion of 
that length of time the general debate upon the measure sha] b 
closed. Is there objection? a 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Houso ro 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state o- 
- Union for the further consideration of the urgent deficiency 

ill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Lacey in the chair 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. GRosvENor haying 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in Writing 
from the President of the United States was communicated to tha 
House of Representatives by Mr. Bangs, one of his secretarios 
who also informed the House of Representatives that the Prosi. 
dent had approved bills and joint resolutions of the folloy 
titles: 

January 21, 1904: 

H. R. 7278. An act to enable the city of Phoenix, the town of 
Tempe, and the town of Mesa, all in Maricopa County, Ariz... sey. 
erally to issue the bonds of said municipalities for the purpose of 
aiding in the construction of a freighting and wagon road from 
any convenient point in the Salt River Valley to the Salt River 
reservoir dam site in Maricopa County, Ariz. 

January 23, 1904: 

S. 6. An act granting a pension to Cora M. Converse: 

S. 7. Anact granting an increase of pension to Alfred Woodman: 

8. 8. An act granting an increase of pension to Perry Kittredge: 

8. 11. An act granting a pension to John L. Sullivan; 

8.65. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles R. Allen; 

S. 112. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry G, 
Hammond; ; 

S. 172. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth Me- 
Claren; 

S. 338. An act granting an increase of pension to Jane M. Watt; 

S. 839. An act granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer H, 
Richardson; 

S. 367. An act granting an increase of pension to George W, 
Richardson; 

S. 1604. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A, 
Bishop; 

8. 1652. An act granting an increase of pension to Minerva A, 
McMillan; 

S. 1704. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucretia 
Ritchhart; 

8. 1755. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Banks; 

S$. 1756. An act granting an increase of pension to Zebedee M. 
Cushman; 

8.1772. Anactgranting an increase of pension to Louise K. Bard; 

8. 1819. An act granting an increase of pension to Charks P. 
| Skinner; 
| §. 1832. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
| Herron; 

S. 1913. An act granting an increase of pension to Lor 
Harrison; 

8. 1929. An act granting an increase of pension to Georg 
Spahr; 

S. 1952. Anact granting an increase of pension to John Monahan; 

S$. 1984. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi Roberts; 

§. 1985. An act granting an increase of pension to Jonathan Hites; 

S. 2078. An act granting an increase of pension to Hampton ©. 
Watson; 

S. 2125. An act granting an increase of pension to Mercus T. 
Caswell; 

S. 2218. An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda B. 
| Tisdel; and | 
8. 1496. An act supplemental to the act of February 9, 1821, 1- 


— 
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corporating the Columbian College in the District of Columbia, 
and the acts amendatory thereof. 

January 25, 1904: ' 

S. R. 81. Joint resolution authorizing the erection and mainte- 
nance of a monument in memory of the late President, Benjamm 
Harrison, upon land owned by the United States in the city of 
Indianapolis, State of Indiana; 

S. 652. An act making Chester, Pa., a subport of entry: 


S. 465. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to permit = 


and 
Pintsch Compressing Company to lay pipes in certain str 
the city of Washington,’’ approved May 19, 1896. 

January 27, 1904: 

8. R. 82. Joint resolution to fill vacancies in 
gents of the Smithsonian Institution. 


the Board of Re 
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URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. , 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, I have been very 
. erested in the line that this debate has taken, political 
jnits character. Beyond everything else we are a political people. 
The very nature of our institutions makes us such. Political 
‘arties in their birth were coincident with the birth of our Con- 
<titution, and since that instrument was adopted we have always 
nad two great political parties in this country. I sincerely trust 
that the time may never come when there will not be two great 
political parties, the one to keep watch on the other; but if ever 
there was a time that it seemed as though there were really but 
one political party, that time is the present. 

Back on the Wabash, where I live, there was a farmer who em- 
ployed at one time an Irishman fresh from acrossthe water. The 
farmer had come in possession of a water turtle, and he asked 
Pat the next morning after he arrived to go out in the barn lot 
and kill the water turtle. Ido not know whether all Members 
of this body are acquainted with the habits, manners, and cus- 
toms of that creature or not; but it possesses the peculiar ability 
to walk about after its head is cut off. Pat went out and cut off 
the head of the turtle. The farmer in the course of a few hours 
saw the turtle walking around in the barn lot. He said to Pat, 
“T thought I told you to kill that turtle?”’ ‘‘ Yes,”’ said Pat, 
“vou did, and I killed the turtle, and the turtle is dead, but it 
does not realize it.’? [Laughter.] I take it that this is the posi- 
tion of the Democratic party largely to-day. It is dead, but it 
does not realize its condition. But it will realize its condition 
unless some method be adopted by which the *‘ peerless leader ”’ 
from Nebraska can be muzzled and taken off the public platform. 

Mr. Chairman, if there is any one political proposition that has 
been established beyond another in this country in the last ten 
years, it is that the hope of power and the failure to possess power 
are absolutely essential to cohesion in the Democratic party. Suc- 
cess at the polls is absolutely fatal to the Democratic party. 
Those were splendid legions that followed Tilden in 1876; those 
were splendid legions that followed Hancock in 1880; and those 
that followed Cleveland in 1884, 1888, and 1892, Where are they 
now? The success of 1892 scattered them—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Getting together. 

Mr. CHARLESB. LANDIS (continuing). And to-day the Dem- 
ocratic party finds itself in the midst of demoralization and humili- 
ation, without a leader and without a man. I was very much 
impressed by a statement made a short time ago by Mr. William 
C. Whitney, a well-known Democrat, who lives in New York. 


much int 


He said that at the present time the Democratic party was abso- | 


lutely without a measureand withoutaman. By that he did not 
mean that there were not in the various elements that make up 
the Democratic party able men; what he did mean was that there 
was no man who could stand for all the fads and isms repre- 
sented by the various factions of the Democratic party. 


On the other hand, the Republican party is rich in men and it | 
The Republican party has always been rich | 


is rich in measures. 
in men and it has always been rich in measures. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Got any money? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. We always have money under a 


Republican Administration, even down in the distinguished gentle- | 


man’s State. [Applause on the Republican side.] And, speak- 
ing of men, Mr. Chairman, recalls the fact that there have been 
great changes in this body since some of us came here in the Fifty- 
fifth Congress. 

We recall the days of that Congress with pride not unmixed 
with sorrow and can never revert to them with other thah feel- 
ings of reverence, The four men most conspicuous in our party 
and most potential in the affairs of government at that time now 
belong to the ages. William McKinley, our President; Garret 
‘ Hobart, our Vice-President; Thomas B. Reed, our Speaker; 

elson Dingley, our leader. I doubt if four men ever con- 
temporaneously served this Republic who were better fitted to 
perform their parts than were these four men. They had a great 
Work before them. They were to lead in the work of the restora- 


tion of business, which meant the prosperity, the comfort, and the | 


happiness of 70,000,000 
low well ere 
en Wwe laid them away not the slightest stain tarnished the shield 
any one of them. McKinley, Hobart, Reed,and Dingley! Cer- 
ho . y even our political opponents ought to concede some virtue 
at quartet as that and still stand with its face to the future 
vi a opeful, more ambitious, more courageous, more nearly in- 

nei le than ever before. [Applause. } 

Our = & tribute to the reserve strength of the Republican party! 
te — aders go and others step forward to take their places. It 
en thus since the days of Abraham Lincoln, and is true be- 
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they performed their work the world knows, and | 


party which in a few brief months can give to immortality | 
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cause the principles for which these men have stood have been 
grounded in truth and political righteousness. 

A gentleman who addressed this House a few days ago stated 
that he could never understand why the people of this country 
had turned their backs on the Harrison Administration in 1892 
and gone over to the Democratic party and changed the policies 
of the Government. The gentleman’s memory must be exceed- 
ingly short, for were he to go back and call up the incidents of 
that campaign it would all seem perfectly plain to him. 

Benjamin Harrison and his Administration from 1888 to 1892! 
Up to that time there was nothing like it in the history of the 
American Republic; there was more wealth in more homes in 
1892 than there had ever been before; there were more people 
owning their own homes that ever before. Wages were higher 
then than ever before; there were more young men and young 
women going away to college from the country, from the small 
towns, and from the cities than ever before; more carpets were on 
more floors and more pictures were on more walls and more pianos 
were in more parlors than there had ever been at any time in any 
country since the stars sang together on the morning of the crea- 
tion. 

But for some unaccountable reason a majority of the American 
people went to the polls and voted the Democratic ticket. Why 
did they do it? It was because they were deceived and misled; 
they did it, Mr. Chairman, because our friends on the other side 
who led in that campaign falsified and took the people away from 
the truth. I remember distinctly —— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is it not true, my dear sir, that every 
Presidential election has been decided in the last twelve years by 
what is called the ‘‘ independent ”’ or “‘ floating *’ vote in this coun- 
try? Isthat not true? Is it not true of Indiana? Is it not true 
of Illinois? Is it not true of New York State and many other 
States that the independent or “ floating *’ vote controls the State? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. The independent vote controls 
the election in all the States north of Mason and Dixon’s line, but 
I want to say to the distinguished gentleman it does not control 
any votes on the other side of Mason and Dixon’s line. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Doyou make any distinction between that 
independent vote and the regular Republican vote? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Why, there is some distinction; 





yes. 

” Mr. LIVINGSTON. You are asking the question why Mr. 
Harrison was defeated and why Mr. Clevelandigot an overwhelming 
majority and why Mr. McKinley got an overwhelming majority. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Yes. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Was it not from this floating or independ- 
ent vote? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. It was from the independent 
vote which the Democratic leaders misled. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And it is the independent vote you some- 
times lose that would beat you. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. That is true, but I want to say 
to the gentleman that the independent vote does not come from 
his section of the country. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I understand; and it will never come 
from there, as we have no such vote there. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. We will never get it from there 
until we have a minority representation on election boards, 

Mr. BOWIE. You have got them. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS, You appoint them. 

Mr. BOWIE. No, sir. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I would rather have a Democrat 
on anelection board than a Republican appomted by a Democrat. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] Right in line with that—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Let me ask the gentleman, 
Have you election boards in Indiana? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. There is no election board in 
the State of Indiana upon which there is not a minority repre- 
sentation, and upon which the Democratic party does not name 
the Democratic member. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Who appoints them? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. They are selected by the chair- 
men of the two leading political parties. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes; but what officer appoints 
them? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. The clerk. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The clerk is either a Demo- 
crat or a Republican? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. They are appointed the same 
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way down Svuth, and any statement that is made that in Missis- 
sippi, at any rate, the minority representative is not always upon 
a board of that sort, is a very erroneous statement. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, as to the State of Georgia—— 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS I want to say to the gentleman 
from Mississippi that that wasn’t done in the South before the 
colored vote was disfranchised. 

Mr. BOWIE. In Alabama, at the last election, the Republicans 
had an even division; the election board was their own selection. 
That is now a part of the law of the State of Alabama. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. That was after the amendment 
to the Constitution was passed. I was much impressed by an in- 
terview with a gentleman from Tennessee, published in one of 
the local papers a short time ago. He had been up in New York. 
He returned to Washington and was interviewed by a local re- 
porter as to the political outlook generally. He said he was not 
prepared to speak for New England or any Northern State, but 
as far as Tennessee was concerned it did not matter who was 
nominated or upon what sort of a platform he stood , Tennessee 
would give the Democratic party a majority of 30,000. {Laughter 
on the Republican side.] He might as well have said 100,000. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Will the gentleman yield for 
an interruption? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. For a question. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Asthe gentleman from Indi- 
ana is evidently not acquainted with the Southern election boards, 
I wish to remind him that in North Carolina, which we think is a 
fairly Democratic State, the election boards are composed of mem- 
bers of both parties and that the Republican members of these 
boards are appointed under the law upon the recommendation of 
Republican organizations. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. That is since the adoption of the 
grandfather clause. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. No, sir; we have had a law 
similar to that for years and years, and for many years in our 
State a majority of the election officers were hostile to the Demo- 
cratic party, and under such circumstances as these, when the 
majority of the election officers were against us, we have elected 
our candidate by overwhelming majorities. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. | 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I served as a member of an elec- | 
tion committee, and I saw samples of the fair elections in South | 


Carolina, and the gentleman from North Carolina can not change 
my impression. Those elections were conducted by Democrats 
clad in red shirts and armed with shotguns. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I want to say to the gentleman 
that the boards are selected by the chairmen of the two different 


parties in Texas exactly as has been explained by the gentleman | 


from North Carolina. The Republican party has a fair represen- 
tation upon that board selected by their own chairman of that 
State, and I believe Texas is a Democratic State. 

Mr. FINLEY rose. 

Mr. SCUDDER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Oh, I can not yield to all; my 
time is going very rapidly. There is not time for all the States. 


Mr.CURRIER. Mr. Chairman, ifthe gentleman from Indiana | 


will allow me, I want to say that in an election case just heard 
before the House committee it appeared that in one Southern 
State the Republican judges that were appointed were men that 
could not read or write. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In very many of the places 
there are no Republicans that can read or write. [Laughter on 
the Democratic side.] Would you have them cut them out en- 
tirely? 

Mr.PAYNE. Why don’t you let them in under the grandfather 
clause? [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the 
gentleman from Mississippi that if my memory serves me right, 
there were only about eleven hundred and some odd votes in his dis- 
trict altogether at the last election. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
my district? 

Mr. CHARLES B, LANDIS. Yes; in the gentleman’s district. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. y, there wasn’t any Re- 
publican vote. [Laughter.] There wasn’t any opposition to me. 
‘There was no nomination by the other party. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Why? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Because no one was idiot 
enough to imagine that he could be elected in that most intelli- 
gent district of the United States of America, where nobody can 
vote unless he can read and write the English language. [Great 
laughter. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. It would seem, then, from the 
returns that there were only about 1,400 who could read and 
write the English language. [Laughter.] 

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. There the gentleman is mis- 


Does the gentleman mean in 


taken, as usual, for the old familiar Republican reason, t)),+ }), If 
knowledge is so much worse than no knowledge at all, | se 
through a very exciting Democratic primary election just Dior 
to that general election, and if the gentleman would look at tha 
primary returns he would find the vote was a very large one on», 
sidering that the voters are restricted to men who can rea a, J 
write, and that 62 per cent of the population are negroes, and 
that negro population 58 per cent can not read and write: and th, 
balance would rather bribe themselves with $3 a piece not | viele 
than to vote, coupled with the condition of paying a $3 tax, _ 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Who bribes them? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why, they bribe thomselyos 
[Laughter.] I will tell you how. Ey 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I will say to the gentleman from 
Mississippi that I have heard of aman who robbed his own tryy), 
but I have never heard of aman who bribed himself. [Laucht, t] 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, this is a most remarks, 
ble statement, and yet a plain story will enable a gentlemay of 
the intelligence of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cranes B 
| LANDIS] to comprehend it perfectly. The white people of th 
| State of Mississippi, understanding race traits and tendencies, put 
| upon the statute books a poll tax and said that before anybody 
could vote he must have paid that poll tax the February preyiou 
| 


ts, 


to the election. 

Then we went a step further and provided no machinery tp 
collect that tax except from taxable property. I can be mad 
pay it, but a poor nigger without taxable property or a white man 
without it can not be made to pay it. The sheriff can not go and 

| arrest him; he can not take any steps to collect the tax, and the 
only penalty is that if a man does not pay it he can not vote, and 

| Mr. Sambo prefers to bribe himself not to vote. [Applause on 

| the Democratic side. } 

| Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. And the result in Mississippi js 

| Just exactly as it has always been—there was no difference before 
these new qualifications were established. 

| Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, yes; there was. 

| Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. You selected a solid delegation 

then by a no larger vote than you cast now. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, yes; we cast a very much 
| larger vote, and had very exciting elections—sometimes 
yond in excitement any that the gentleman and his colleag 
| hold up in his country. Sometimes we went to the point 
| bloodshed. 


ii 





Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. At the primaries? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; at the general elections; 
| and up to the time of the adoption of the constitution we had Ke- 
| publican nominees, and I will say further that Ihave run against 
two Populists in my time as Populist nominees for Congress, and 
| in those cases the full vote was brought out. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iwill state that Mr. Allen—John Allen; we all 
remember him—used to explain how they did in those days. He 
said that early in the morning they used to fire a gun so the nig- 
gers might know there was going to be an election—simp!y to call 
their attention to it. [Laughter. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. 
much to submit—— 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like my friend to ye: 
mit me to offer him a suggestion by saying that we are at | 
time suffering from the absence of the gentleman from Texas, 
who has had to go home in order to pay his poll tax in order (0 
vote at the next election. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That shows what a g 
zen he is. He would not surrender the sacred functi 


r. Chairman, I would like very 





zenship. 
Mr. MARTIN. Will the gentleman from Indiana yield? _ 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I will yield this one time, but 
no more. 


Mr. MARTIN. I should like, in the interest of infor 
in the time of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cu res b. 
LANDIS] to ask the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wi).14™) 
how many qualified voters there are in his district? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not know how many thr 
are in the district which I now represent. In the Fifth (stnc'. 
which I represented before I was thrown into this new one, ther 
were some 20,000. In this one I have not had them counted «s ye' 

Mr. MARTIN. The Eighth is the district of the gentiem™ 
from Mississippi [Mr. WiLLiams]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is the district I represe™'. 
The Fifth was the district I represented before I was elected ts 
last time, and I have not the figures of the number of qualified 
voters in the a nt district. ini 

Mr. MARTIN. Isee the gentleman is now from the Fight! 
district. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. ; 

Mr. MARTIN. I would ask the gentleman what his best juds- 
ment is as to the number of qualified voters in his district’ 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In this district, which is| Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I know what the Constitution 
nostly composed of black counties, I do not think that there are | says—— 
oo 10,000 qualified electors. The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Indiana [Mr, 
Mr. MARTIN. I notice the number of votes cast in the elec- | CHARLES B. Lanpis] yielded the floor to anyone; and if so, will he 
tion in the district represented by the gentleman from Mississippi | kindly indicate to whom? 
(Mr. WIL 1AMs] at the last election, as given in his biographical oo mamma B.LANDIS. I must decline to yield further to 
‘etch, is 1,433. anybody. 
ee WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And so careless were we about | _The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana declines to 
it that I will say that the gentleman from Mississippi did not | yield further. 
even go to the pollsand vote for himself. There was no opposition. Mr. ROBINSC YN of Indiana. I want to remind the gentleman 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I understand arrangements are | from Indiana that his time is unlimited. 
now being made to so amend your constitution as to elect you | The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana declines to 
for four years. [Laughter.] | — yield. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, no. Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I want to bring the gentleman 
Mr. PAYNE. Was the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. W11- | nearer home—to some matters concerning the fairness of elec- 
ums] saving his $3—is that the reason he did not go to vote? | tions which I am sure he desires to hear. 
Prolonged laughter.) Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I must decline to yield for the 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. ‘‘The gentleman’’ could not | present. 
save his $3, because he had taxable property in the State, and the Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. In the matter of redistricting 
tax could have been made out of that property. It is only the The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana declines to 
poor man, without taxable property, who can save his $3. And | yield. 
the poll tax goes to the support of the public schools—over half | Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. In response to the gentleman 
of it to the education of the negroes. from Mississippi, who said that in Philadelphia they vote by ma- 
Mr. PAYNE. And only the poor man who can not raise the $3 | chinery, I would suggest that it does not seem to be as effective 
can be successfully deprived of his vote. | in Philadelphia as voting by the shotgun down in Mississippi. 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, a short time ago | [Derisive cries on the Democratic side. | 
I had occasion to look over the election returns from Mississippi, And in this connection I want to call attention to the fact that 
and I discovered that the eight Members from that State received | the gentleman from Pennsylvania {|Mr. DauzeL.] had no con- 
about 18,000 votes. That is not half the number of Republican | testant in the recent election, yet there were cast for him 19,000 
voters there were in my district at the last election. In other | votes. General BineHam had no contestant against him, and 
words, in Mississippi you elect your entire delegation there were cast for him 32,000 votes. [Applause on the Repub- 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. My friend from Indiana wants _lican side. } 








to be fair, of course. Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Were there not other officers 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Always. voted for at the same election? 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I know that, because I know The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana declines to 
him well enough to know that, as ‘‘ Uncle Joe Cannon ”’ once said, | yield. The gentleman from Mississippi is not in order. 
“He isas fair as political exigencies admit of.” [Laughter.] | Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Just one more question. 

Now, then, suppose in your district, and in all the other dis- The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has declined to yield. 
tricts of the State of Indiana, there were no Democratic nominees Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman has not de- 
running against any of the Republican candidates for Congress; | clined to yield. I am asking him now. 
and suppose that had been going on for three terms- | Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I must decline to yield, Mr. 

Mr. CHARLES B, LANDIS. That is a supposition contrary | Chairman. 
to reality. Mr. LIVINGSTON. You did have a gubernatorial election. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Suppose it, however; we can | Why don’t you admit it? 
suppose anything. Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. There were other officers 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. In Mississippi! [Laughter. ] voted for at the same time, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Especially men with so bril-| Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I regret, Mr. Chairman, that 
liant an imagination in regard to facts as that possessed by my | this discussion has been drawn intothis particular line. [Laugh- 
friend from Indiana, [Laughter. ] | ter.] I had intended simply addressing myself to the reason why 

Now, suppose that to have been the case; how many voters do | the people of this country abandoned Republicanism in 1892, and 
you think would have turned out in your Congressional district | went over to Democracy. That was my intention at the time I 
to vote for you asa perfunctory act when they had already nomi- | was interrupted. The reason why the people of this country did 
nated you? | so in 1892 was because they were misled, because they were de- 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. That is absolutely an unsuppos- | ceived. 
able case in my district. You remember how political orators went through the country 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Suppose, furthermore, thatthe | in that campaign and succeeded in impressing upon the people as 
law provided, as [doubt not it does in your State, that the names | a fact the fiction that they were being robbed; that they were be- 
of the persons to be voted for must be upon the ticket two weeks, | ing oppressed by the mill bosses and the factory lords, and that 
or some other specified time, before the election; and suppose that | the heel of the plutocrat was upon their necks; that the rich were 
the period of two weeks before the election had arrived and partly | growing richer and the poor were growing poorer. I remember 
expired and no other nominations had been made, that the name | hearing a prominent Member of this House who spoke in Indiana 
of nobody else had been put upon the ticket, even by petition, | in that campaign going over a rigmarole that was very popular 
and nobody elsecould possibly be voted for under the law. How | in 1892. p 





‘ » . } . : ° 
many voters does the gentleman suppose would have turned out | He would pick out some poorly dressed man in the audience and 
and vi ted for him when there was no possibility whatever of his | say to him: ‘John, do you know that you are being robbed? Do 
being defeated? | you know that you are being victimized by the mill bosses and 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. That is not a supposable case. | factory lords? Do you know that you are taxed from the day you 
Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. May I be allowed to answer the | are born until the hour you die?”’ me 
suggestion of the gentleman from Mississippi? ‘*Why,”’ he would say, ‘“‘ John, you arise in the morning by 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I must insist that my time shall | turning down a coverlid that is taxed 60 per cent. You put your 
not be all occupied by other gentlemen. feet out on a carpet that is taxed 90 per cent. You put on a hat 
Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I will say to the gentleman | that is taxed 100 per cent. You put ona pair of pantaloons that 
from Mississippi that in my district there was no nomination | is taxed 300 per cent; a pair of suspenders that is taxed 40 per 
made by the Democrats, yet 45,000 votes were cast. | cent. You lift a latch onthe door that is taxed 80 per cent; wash 
Mr. W ILLIAMS of Mississippi. Ah, but in Philadelphia they | your face in a basin that is taxed 90 per cent, and then go in and 
vote by machinery, [Laughter and applause on the Democratic | sit down at the breakfast table and eat your poor, God-forsaken 
gc breakfast with a knife and fork taxed 666} per cent.”’ 
Me SAMS of Pennsylvania. No; we donot—— _ He would repeat that until that man would think, after he had 
— \ ILLIAMS of Mississippi. You havea labor-saving device. | heard it all, that it would cost him from $150 to $200 to get ready 
air. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. We do not have to disfranchise | for breakfast every morning. [Laughter. ] 
aay wo whom the Constitution of the United States has granted Hired peddlers were sent out by the national Democratic com- 
— wi in order to elect our candidates. mittee, who went through Indiana offering tin cups for sale at a 
one ia of Mississippi. Nor do we; nor have we ever | dollar apiece, and every time the housewife would shake her head 
etter Is and anybody who says that we have undertakes to be a | and marvel at the price, the hired peddler would shake his head 
Seite than the judges of the Supreme Court of the United | and say, ‘‘ Well, it is high, but it is ali on account of the infamous 
ates, . McKinley bill.”’ And in some parts of Indiana they sent men 
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through the country peddling gourd seed, offering it for nothing, 
and saying to the farmer, ‘‘ They have robbed you of your tin cup 
and your tin pail, but thank God they can not take from you the 
gourds of your fathers.”’ [Laughter. ] 

That is the way you did it in 1892,and you won. Grover Cleve- 
land was elected. You secured control of both branches of this 
Government, and I contend that that was the greatest mistake 
the Democratic party ever made. They found themselves facing 
the people of this country in the midst of a domestic prosperity 
never before equalled. They were pledged to improve it. Capi- 
tal was employed; they promised to employ it better. Wages 
were high; they promised to make them higher. Labor! There 
was not an idle man in the United States of America unless he 
was idle from choice; and you are acquainted with the result. 
Scarce three months passed until the idle men commenced roam- 
ing over the country. 

Bankruptcy became an epidemic. Idleness got to be a profes- 
sion, and hard-times festivals became popular social functions. 
You did that, gentlemen. You brought about that condition of 
affairs—you prophets, you promisers, youarraigners. You packed 
the side tracks of the railroads of this country with empty cars. 
You sent the price of corn so low it was burned as fuel. The 
farmer fed 30-cent wheat to 2-cent hogs, and horses were not 
worth wintering, and sheep shivered and died on the range be- 
cause they were not worth sheltering, and as many as 100 idle 
— were found on single trains roaming this country in search 
of work. 

At the end of four years everybody in the United States admitted 
that everything was wrong and that it was simply a question as 
to the best policy to bring us back where we were when Benjamin 
Harrison was President of the United States. Our friends on the 
other side said that the panacea was free silver. They said we 


did not have enough money with which to carry on the business | 
of the country. We must have had very little money, because we | 


did not have any business. They said that the only way to get 
more money was to have free silver; that the only way to get good 
times was through the ratio of 16 to 1. 

The Republican party said, ‘‘ The money is all right. We have 
enough money. The trouble is with this policy of tariff for reve- 
nue only, or free trade. If we can elect a President and a Con- 
gress that will kill the free-trade Wilson bill and reenthrone the 
policy of protection, prosperity will return.”’ 


The two parties went before the country, one headed by Mr. | 


Bryan and the other by Mr. McKinley. In November the verdict 
was rendered, and by an overwhelming majority the people of 


this country declared in favor of sound money and a protective | 


tariff, and elected William McKinley President of the United 
States. 

I say is there anybody in the sound of my voice who voted 

for William McKinley that has ever regretted it? 
If such there be, go mark him well; 
For him no minstrel rapture will ever swell. 

And you knew that times would get better. You gentlemen 
on the other side of the aisle expected it. I remember walking 
down the street of the little town in which I live the second morn- 
ing after the election, and a well-known Democrat said to me, 
** You have elected your President.’’ Isaid,‘‘ Yes.’’ ‘* You have 
secured control of both branches of Congress.’’ ‘‘ Yes.’’ ‘* Weil,”’ 
said he, ‘‘ where is your ae eng { Laughter. } 

They expected us to set the national hen in the evening and 
serve the Democrats with fried chicken out of the same nest the 
very next morning. [Laughter.] A special session of Congress 
wascalled. You remember just as soon as we met they asked us, 
‘‘ Where is your prosperity?’’ Then the Dingley bill passed the 
House, and they kept asking us, ‘‘ Where is your prosperity?”’ I 
remember that after the bill went over to the Senate and came 
back here to receive the approbation of this body they would come 
up tous and ask, ‘‘ Have you seen the General?’”’ We would ask, 
‘**General who?’’ And then they would say, ‘‘ General Prosper- 
ity,’ and then they would laugh; they would laugh until their 
sides would ache; but it was no trouble for their sides to ache, 
because their stomachs had been empty forfouryears. nneiatne. | 

Then the bill passed through conference and became a law, an 
after that bill became law did any Republican ever hear any 
Democrat in this land who would ask, ‘‘ Have you seen the Gen- 
eral?’’ The way had been prepared for the General to come, and 
straightway he came. Avenues for prosperity had opened, and 
prosperity came. And it did not come solely from New England 
and Pennsylvania, which have frequently been said to be the sole 
beneficiaries of a protective tariff. 

It came from the South, whose States, from the Carolinas to the 
broad fields of Texas, have been pouring into the world’s commerce 
an annual contribution worthy of a mighty empire.. It came from 


the far West: from Kansas.and Nebraska.and their sister States 
with their black soil; from those States that wear mountains on 
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their bosoms—mountains grim in their ruggedness and hanght 

in their wealth of hidden ore. It came from California. fy, in 
Oregon,from Washington. It came from the broad sweep of the 
Mississippi Valley, whose farms and whose cities, whose so}! and 
whose wealth, and whose people and whose progress are at onea 
the marvel and the hope of American civilization, embodying 
they do the spirit, the ambition, and the conservatism that are 
the surest guaranty of the growth and stability of the Republic 

From everywhere it ca.se, showering its blessings on the chi]. 
dren of men. And this prosperity will stay, if Democrats wij] 
simply keep their hands off. It would go to pieces to-morrow j¢ 
there should be absolute evidence that Democratic ascendency 
were assured within the next twelve months. Business would ba 
blighted, confidence would become a coward, and we would find 
ourselves where our fathers found themselves under the Admin. 
istrations of Martin Van Buren and James Buchanan, and where 
we found ourselves under the last Administration of Grover 
Cleveland. [Applause. ]} 

But the American people will not repeat the mistake of 1899, 
The present generation will not soon forget those four years, 

The Republican party came into power in 1897. A special ses- 
sion of Congress was called, and the Republican party proceeded 
to keep its promises and redeem its pledges. The first thing wa 
did was to take a club and kill that free-trade Gorman-Wilson 
tariff bill. Then the next thing we did was to pass a bankruptcy 
law—a general bankruptcy law. Such a law is as essential after 
a Democratic Administration as a hospital corps is with an army 
that fights battles. [Laughter.] ; 

Then after that we passed a law establishing the gold standard, 
and while we were doing all these things we were giving attention 
to Spain. That war was fought, Cuba was freed, Port Rico was 
taken, Hawaii annexed, and the Philippine Islands taken care of, 
and to-day the American people stand and challenge the world on 
the record that the Republican party hasmade. We will gointo 
the next campaign and we will fight that battle on this record; 
| and, Mr, Chairman, I am not afraid of the result. 

To-day, under the Republican party, the country is still moving 
forward. Busy men have employment; happiness is in the home. 
We imported from abroad last year more than a billion dollars’ 
| worth—several millions of dollars more than ever before. We 
| sent abroad last year in the neighborhood of $1,400,000,000 worth— 
| millions of dollars more than ever before. 

We sold abroad in the neighborhood of $350,000,000 more than 
we bought abroad. Our domestic trade amounted to $30,000,000,- 
060. We can scarcely find figures in which to express it, but our 
| friends on the other side of the Chamber say they are going to 
| make the next campaign by contrasting the conditions under Mr. 
| Roosevelt’s Administration with conditions under Mr. McKinley's 
Administration. 

No; no! We will fight this next campaign on the conditions 
| existing under the McKinley and Roosevelt Administrations as 
contrasted with the conditions existing under the-last Cleveland 
Administration. [Applause on the Republican side.] You can 
not get away from it. 

I was very much impressed with the speech made by my friend 
| from Illinois yesterday, in which he called attention to the pros- 
| perity that marked the South—a great and natural prosperity. 
| It was doubtless astonishing to a number of the Members on the 
| other side of this Chamber-—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Not at all. 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. ThenI can not understand why 
| you continue to vote the Democratic ticket. I have made up my 
— that my friend from Georgia can not be surprised by any- 
thing—— 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. It is because those States under Demo- 
| cratic administration are prosperous, and we continue to vote that 
ticket for that reason. 
Mr.CHARLES B.LANDIS. Thatisridiculous. That country 
on the other side of Mason and Dixon’s line—those States—i- 
| creased in population, since 1880, 50 per cent and in wealth 200 per 


cent. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is native population, not foreign. 
The increase is native population. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Think of it! In 1880 you pro- 
duced 6,000,000 tons of bituminous coal. Last year you produced 
60,000,000 tons. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The Secretary of Agriculture stated a few 
days ago, in a public speech, that it was not the Republican party 
or the Democratic party, but the farmers who had saved the 
country. What do you say to that? : 

Mr. CHARLES B: LANDIS. Well, I will not take issue with 
the Secretary of Agriculture on that question. One thing | will 

| contend for, and that is that the Democratic party has never sive 





it, and if the farmers have saved it they have saved it under Ke- 


publican policies, 








ait 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Notinthe South. | 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. | The prosperity brought about by 

r policies. Its blessings are visited upon you as well as upon us. 
In other words, we have saved you from yourselves. You are 
porous in the South in spite of your political bigotry. [Ap- 
ee on the Republican side.] Another thing, Mr. Chairman, 
with reference to the South. There has been poured into the 
South during the last five years for cotton and its products alone 
»9 652,000,000. 

“hr, LIVINGSTON. Our cotton crop amounted last year to 
“1.000.000. 

‘I; CHARLES B. LANDIS. Yes, your cotton and cotton 
products amounted to $900,000,000. a 

Eight hundred and_sevent -three million dollars more for 
southern cotton than during the revious five years, that $873,- 
000,000 representing more than the capital of all the national 
panks in the United States. You consumed during this last year 
more cotton by a million pounds than all the mills of New Eng- 
land, Six million additional spindles came to you during the last 
twelve years; only 1,800,000 went to Great Britain, and New Eng- 
land increased only 2,000,000, You had 40 cotton-seed oil mills in 
1880. To-day you have 700, 

‘Tn 1880 you had in the South 20,000 miles of railway. To-day 
you have 60,000 miles. In 1880 your lumber products amounted 
to $39,000,000, To-day it is $188,000,000. The total output of pig 
iron in the South to-day is four times the total output of the 
United States in 1860. Since 1890 the number of your national 
banks has increased from 521 to 928, and the deposits have more 
than doubled—have increased from $126,000,000 to $318,000,000. 

Mr. BOWIE. Why not come down, then, and visit us? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Now, Mr. Chairman, these sta- 
tistics refute the Democratic contention for sixty years past; 
these statistics are enough to make John C. Calhoun, Bob Toombs, 
and Jefferson Davis turn over in their caskets. In New Orleans 
every time there is a meeting of the board of trade it is almost 
like a Fourth of July celebration—felicitations are passed around. 
New Orleans has regained her lost prestige under the policies of 
the Republican party, and Galveston has risen until it is the third 
export and import city in the United States. 

Fifty-three lines of steamships head out from Galveston. I saw 
the other day there had been 882 industrial establishments located 
along the Southern Railroad during the last year; 30 cotton mills 
are in course of construction along the line of that road. 

From the Southern Farm Magazine I get the information that 
during the last ten years 75,000 northern farmers have settled be- 
tween New Orleans and Corpus Christi. 

This southern industrial farming has brought under cultivation 
8,000,000 acres of southern farm land. Eight hundred thousand 
acres of this land are devoted to the cultivation of rice, for which 
a large area of the South has recently been discovered to be par- 
ticularly adapted. I received a letter the other day stating that 
1,000 home seekers had visited the rice-growing district of Loui- 
siana in a single week, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iavant to say to the gentleman that our 
stocks have all doubled = by the natural increase. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LA DIS. That natural increase did not 
characterize that section of the country under the last Cleveland 
Administration. [Applause.] Your cotton was a drug on the 
market. North and south, east and west, prosperity has been 
general, and nowhere has it been as great as in the Southern 
States. Your railroad bonds during the last year have paid a 
greater dividend than bonds of any railroads in the United States. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Up to a few years ago the price of cotton 
was fixed in Liverpool and Wall street. For the last two years 
we have fixed it in the city of New Orleans, and have got double 
for our cotton what we ever did before. We intend to make the 
— hereafter in New Orleans and not in Liverpool or Wall 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Why didn’t you do it under the 

mocratic Administration? [Laughter and applause on the Re- 
publican side, 

Mr. LIV INGSTON. We happened to have but little Demo- 
cratic Administration; it did not last long. Out of forty-two 
— you charge us with eight years of Democratic Administra- 
gag four years of Republican Administration in between 
‘He eight, and then you undertake to compare that with forty 
— of Republican hold upon this country, and ask us why we 

aven't done what you did. My dear man, you know that is an 
unfair comparison. [Laughter. 
fret CHARLES B. rane DIS. Now, Mr. Chairman, my friend 

in Mississippi, in a speech delivered on the floor of the House 
4 short time ago, used these words: 


Yon will reme 
Which I read, ——— that 


Harrison himself said in a newspaper interview 
of power and Clevel 


ve never seen denied, that the reason he was thrown out 
and was elected was because of the unprecedented hard 
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times and suffering for which the people of the South and West, without 
due reason, held his Administration responsible. 


Mr. Chairman, I would say that General Harrison, while he 
was President of the United States, did not make it a business to 
go on record in newspaper interviews. If he had anything to say 
he said it in his state papers. And it happens that he spoke to 
this Congress a short time after the election of 1892, and this is 
what he said, as contrasted with the words put in his mouth by 
my friend from Mississippi. I quote from his annual message of 
December 6, 1892: 


In submitting my annual message to Congress I have great satisfaction in 
being able to say that the general conditions omeeeg the commercial and 
industrial interests of the United States are in the highest degree favorable. 
A comparison of the existing conditions with those of the most-favored pe- 
riod in the pew | of the country will, I believe, show that so high a degree 
of prosperity and so general a diffusion of the comforts of life were never 
before enjoyed by our ple. 

The total wealth of the country in 1860 was $16,159,616,068. In 1890 it 
amounted to $62,610,000,000an increase of 287 percent. * * * Therehasnever 
been a time in our history when work was so abundant or when wages were 
as high, whether measured by the currency in which they are paid or by 
their power tosupply the necessaries and comfortsof life. It is true that the 
market prices of cotton and wheat have been low. It isone of the unfavor- 
able incidents of agriculture that the farmer can not produce upon orders. 

He must sow and reapin ignoranceof the aggregate production of the year, 
and is peculiarly subject to the depreciation which follows overproduction. 
But while the fact I have stated is true as to thecrops mentioned, the general 
average of ee has been such as give to agriculture a fair participation in 
the oe prosperity. * * * 

I believe that the protective system, which has now for something more 
than thirty years continuously prevailed in our legislation, has been a mighty 
instrument for the development of our national wealth and a most powerful 
agency in protecting the homes of our workingmen from the invasion of want. 
+ It is not my purpose to renew here the argument in favor of a pro- 
tective tariff. 

The result of the recent election must be accepted as having introduced a 
new policy. We must assume that the present tariff, constructed upon the 
lines of protection, is to be repealed and that there is to be substituted for it 
a tariff law constructed solely with reference to revenue; that no duty is to 
be higher because the increase will keep open an American mill or keep up 
the wages of an American workman, but that in every case such a rate of 
duty is to be imposed as will bring to the Treasury of the United States the 
largest returns of revenue. 

he contention has not been between schedules, but between principles, 
and it would be offensive to suggest that the prevailing party will not carry 
into legislation the principles advocated by it and the pledges given to the 

eople. * * * I recommend that the whole subject of tariff revision be 
fett tothe incoming Congress. * * * Those who have advocated a protect- 
ive tariff can well afford t@’have their disastrous forecasts of a change of 
policy disappointed. 

If a system of customs duties can be framed that will set the idle wheels 
and looms of Europe in motion and crowd our warehouses with foreign-made 
goods and at the same time keep our own mills busy; that will give us an in- 
creased participation in the ‘‘markets of the world” of greater value than 
the home market we surrender; that will give increased work to foreign 
workmen upon products to be consumed by our people without diminishing 
the amount of work to be done here; that will enable the American manu- 
facturer to pay his workmen from 50 to 100 per cent more in wages than is 
paid in the foreign mill, and yet to compete in our market and in foreign 
markets with the foreign producer; that will further reduce the cost of arti- 
cles of wear and food without reducing the wages of those who produce them; 
that can be celebrated, after its effects have been realized, as its expectation 
has been in European as well as in American cities, the authors and pro- 
moters of it will be entitled to the highest praise, 

We have had in our history several experiences of the contrasted effects of 
a revenue and of a protective tariff, but this generation has not felt them, 
and the experience of one generation is not highly instructive to the next. 
The friends of the protective system, with undiminished confidence in the 
principles they have advocated, will await the results of the new experiment. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What is the date of that mes- 
sage? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. December 6, 1892; that was his 
last message to Congress. 

I want to place that in answer to the words placed in his mouth 
from a late newspaper interview by my friend from Mississippi. 
I want to call attention to another thing at this time. In an ad- 
dress delivered before this House ashort time ago my friend from 
Mississippi elucidated from a Southern standpoint the protection 
proposition, in the course of which he said: 


That brings me, Mr. Chairman, to my favorite banana theory. There is 
in the United States, I suppose, 100 acres of land where bananas can be grown 
in the open air, and yet I could, were I the legislating body of this country, 
or were I the Czar with absolute power and disposed to make the people pay 
the price for it, create a ‘great American banana industry.” I could puta 
tax of $1 apiece on bananas which are now selling in the streets three fora 
nickel, and inside of five years I could, with a good custom-house service, 
have created and exploited a vast banana industry. 

It istrue thata great many people who formerly ate bananas could not 
buy any bananas at all, and some people would have to buy fewer bananas; 
but it is also true that a great many people, who are plutocrats and aristo- 
crats, would eat them because the common people—dagoes, Jerseymen, and 
Mississippians—could not. [Laughter and applause. ] 

If I continued that system of taxation in existence for twenty years. at 
the end of that time there would have come to the front a new generation 
that ‘knew not Joseph’ nor cheap bananas; and the moment sensible peo- 

le came into power with the idea of revising the banana schedule these gen- 

lemen who “knew not — and had gone into the American banana 
business and perhaps formed a banana trust would come to the committee 
room of the National Legislature, knocking upon the doors all the time, and 
giving utterance to cries of unutterable woe: 

“Are you going to strike down the great American banana industry? Are 
a going to reduce the duty from a dollar apiece on bananas to 80 cents? 

e can’t stand it. It will ruinus. Are you going to make the people en- 
gaged in banana raising goto the soup houses? Are you going to discriminate 
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in favor of pauper tropical sunshine against self-respecting American hot- 
house laborers?*’ [Laughter on the Democratic side. | 

Let us stop a moment and follow the banana theory a little further, be- 
cause Iam fond of bananas. [{Laughter.] What would have been the result 
of establishing that industry? Merely this, that you would have deflected a 
certain amount of American capital and,a certain amount of American labor 
engaged in the general hothouse industry into a different channel of hot- 
house proceedings, and instead of having their hothouses for the purpose 
they have them now they would have converted them into banana nurser- 
ies, and the consumers would be paying a dollar a piece, or perhaps § cents 
a piece, for bananas, because the protected interest would have to undersell 
somewhat the foreign markets. 

After fifteen or twenty years “home competition” would have reduced 
the price of bananas in the American market to, let us say, 40 cents apiece, 
and then Republican orators and politicians would say privately, in newspa- 
pers, and on the stump, and within these walls, with due solemnity and with- 
out a mutual smile: **Lo,and behold! Seehow a protective tariff has reduced 
the price of bananas from 9) cents apiece in 1 to 40 cents apiece in 1965— 
nearly 3) per cent decrease in price to the consumer! Protection did it!” 

Yes! A reduction from superlative extortion to comparative extortion! 

But in all this picture keep in mind one thing: While protectionism lasted 
bananas would never reach three for a nickel, because if they did, that pub- 
lic enemy—tropical sunshine—would be master. 

* * * Now, my friends, I have given you the whole definition and an 
etestion of the manner of working of the protective tariff wherever it is 
needed. 


I would like to know if that is the sort of protection illustra- 
tion my friend from Mississippi uses in his biennial campaign. If 
that is a sample, I do not wonder that there were only eleven 
hundred and some odd votes cast in his Congressional district at 
the last election, because I say, if there ever was an unfair illus- 
tration, it is the favorite banana theory of the gentleman from 
Mississippi. 

As a matter of fact, the gentleman can not point to a single ar- 
ticle manufactured in this country on which there isa protective 
tariff that is not cheaper to-day than it was the day the protective 
tariff was placed on the article, and he establishes the reverse by 
his illustration. 

I have here an illustration that I desire to submit in contrast 
with the gentleman’s “‘ favorite banana theory,’’ illustrating, as 
it does so well, the practical workings of the protective tariff. 

In 1883 there were no wire nails produced in this country. 
They were then selling at $6 a keg. - We manufactured that year 
50,000 kegs, when a tariff of $4 a keg was placed upon wire nails. 
In 1884 we manufactured 75,000 kegs, and the price dropped to $5 
a keg. In 1885 we manufactured 200,000 kegs, and the price 
dropped to $4 a keg, which was exactly the tariff duty. In 1886 
we manufactured 500,000 kegs, and the price dropped to $3.40 a 
keg. In 1887 we manufactured 700,000 kegs, and the price dropped 
to $3.30 a keg. In 1888 we manufactured 2,000,000 kegs, and the 

rice dropped to $2.60 a keg. In 1889 we made over 2,500,000 

egs, and the price dropped to $2.10 a keg. And all this time the 
duty was $4 per keg. The average price in 1902, the latest avail- 
able report, was $2.15. 

That is the way the Republican policy of protection works. 
does not work the banana way. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] And it has worked this way with reference to steel rails, 
and with reference to tin, and with reference to every other 
manufactured article produced in this country upon which there 
isa protective tariff. [Applause. ] 

Those within the sound of my voice will rerember how, in 
1890, when it was proposed to put a tariff on tin plate, some one 
in this House arose and said that he would take a contract to eat 
all the tin plate manufactured in this country during the next ten 
years. 

Well, the Democratic stomach is equal to almost anything, but 
it was not equal to that proposition, because we are manufactur- 
ing almost a billion pounds of tin plate in this country every 
year, and the price of tin plate within three years after the tariff 
was placed upon it was lower than tin plate had ever been before 
in the United States. That is the way it works with all these 
articles. And that is not in harmony with this banana illustra- 
tion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Would the gentleman from 
Indiana mind continuing those figures in regard to wire nails 
down to the present? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Yes; I will give the gentleman 
those figures. They will be in my remarks. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Would the gentleman mind 
reading them now? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Well, I do not care to repeat 
my speech at this time. Time is short, and I do not feel that I 
should go over it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
limited time, I will say. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I will give them to the gentle- 
man at the conclusion of my remarks. 

Mr. BENNY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. No; I would like to very much, 
but I have not the time now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 


It 


I will give the gentleman un- 


| under Theodore Roosevelt that was followed under William 


~ s, 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. And the triumphs that folloy,) 
in the wake of the restoration of the tariff in the increase o¢ ,,.. 
wealth here at home are paralleled by the triumphs that haye ¢,) 
lowed in every other avenue in which the Republican party hha, 
exerted itself since 1897. — 

The Spanish war came on, and I contend now, Mr. (hairma, 
that the brightest page that has been written by the Repubjioar 
party in the last seven years has been written with refer, tan 
those questions that followed our war with Spain. Tha; war 
lasted only ninety days, but the problems that came with jt a) 
with us to-day, and they will remain with us until our chijdy 
are in their graves. 

You remember, how after that war came to an end, our friey, 
on the other side of the Chamber insisted that Cuba should jy. 
mediately be given her freedom and independence. The may j, 
the White House said no, they are not ready. You said, « Tes 
have lied to Cuba; you do not intend to give Cuba her indepeng. 
ence.” We said, ‘‘She is not ready for it; we want time to pps. 
pare her for her independence.”’ ' 

We brought a carload of school-teachers from Cuba and edy. 
cated them. We sent scores of Americans down there to teach 
them the principles of self-government. We went down thers 
and cleaned her cities and townsand putin sewerage systems, an] 
on the 20th of May a year ago Columbia presented Cuba with , 
pure white parchment of human freedom, and she has been ablety 
take care of that freedom and is happy and independent to-day. 
Had we done as you wanted us to do, yellow fever would be thriy- 
ing in Cuba to-day. Revolution would follow revolution, as jn 
Central America, South America, Santo Domingo, and other 
Spanish-American republics until we would have been inyolyed 
with other nations of the world. 

Not a twelvemonth in the forty years last past when the people 
of the Southern States have not been anxious almost to the point 
of hysteria over the threat of the spread of yellow fever, ani yet 
during the last three years there has not been a single case of yel- 
low fever in all Cuba, Why? We remained there long enough 
to destroy the germs. 

Take Porto Rico. Well-informed gentlemen from the island of 
Porto Rico state that prior to cur occupation of that island : 
pox had infested parts of it for three hundred years. (ne of the 
first things we did when we went there was to take 900 (00 people 
and vaccinate every one of them, and for the last four years ther 
has not been a single case of smallpox in all Porto Rico. 

Over in the Philippine Islands when our soldiers went over 
there it was prophesied that it would take an army of 1()0,(00 men 
twenty years to establish conditions in those islands so that there 
would be peace and order and good government. 

Those islands have been pacified; law and order have been estab- 
lished, and the army has been reduced to 18,000 men. We have 
spent vast sums on their docks; we have spent millions on their 
roads; 15,000 people are working to-day on one road leading up 
into the mountains from Manila. We have established libraries; 
we sent a ship loaded with 1,000 school teachers over there to 
light the torch. Last month 100 Filipino boys came to this 
ee to be educated. They will go back to educate their tel 

OWS. 

We have started normal schools over there. We have orga 
ized trade schools, and we have reorganized their courts 
cordance with the dictates of Anglo-Saxon justice. We ! 
given them religious liberty. We have given the farmers of te 
Philippines primers, translated into their own language, so that 
they may intelligently cultivate the soil. They have homes now 
in place of huts over in the Philippine Islands. Those islindsar 
blossoming as arose. And every dollar expended comes from the 
revenues of those islands. 

Have we done right? If we have not, then civilization 15 4 
fraud, enlightenment is a lie, and the Christian chure» is a hited 
sepulcher. Cuba, Porto Rico, and the Philippine Island 
condition to-day speak volumes for the constructive policy ® 
ability of the Republican party. We have given the nations“ 
the earth new ideas relative to the control of colonial governmen's: 

Where did the Administration of Theodore Rooseve!t ! ) and 
that of William McKinley end? No one could tell. One mers | 
into the other naturally; the same policy has been carried 0 
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Kinley. And that is the reason Iam for Theodore Rooseyve"' 
our next nominee for President of the United States. 

And, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that I am not on 
who lay claim to being the original Roosevelt man. Y: 
antagonized Mr. Roosevelt and the theories he then es) 
accused him in my own newspaper. It came to be a h 
me to say hard things against him. I questioned his honesty. | 
said in my own newspaper that he was a sham reformer and b 
pretender. But, Mr. Chairman, I have changed my mind w" 
reference to Theodore Roosevelt. 


as 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. You have got on the band wagon. 
Laughter on the Democratic side] 

‘ir, CHARLES B, LANDIS. No, sir; but if I have, I am rid- 
a wagon that the gentleman’s degree of good judgment 
eA not enable him to select a seat in. [Applause on the Re- 
w blicat ,side.] There is not any such thing as a band wagon in 
Oe Dem eratic party. s ; “ P 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is no pie wagon in our party either. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] ; 

“Mr, CHARLES B, LANDIS. I take that with a good deal of 
nestion, noting the avidity with which the gentleman welcomes 
the candidacy of a tine rich man from New York City. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have a candidate for President, and I 
hope the party will nominate him. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Grover Cleveland? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No, sir; Judge Parker, of New York. 

Mr, CHARLES B. LANDIS. Will the gentleman kindly give 
me his post-office address? [Laughter and applause on the Re- 
publican side. } Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman 
what the first name of his candidate is? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is the gentleman a lawyer? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I trast not. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If he were, he would know that Judge 
Parker isthe chief justice of the greatest court, next to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, in the world. I refer to the court of 
appeals of the State of New York. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. He is secure in his place, and he 
had better remain where he is. 

No, Mr. Chairman, neither patronage nor selfish policy led me 
to change my mind with reference to Theodore Roosevelt. He 
won me, as he won millions of other of his countrymen, by his 
zeal, by his forcefulness, by his patriotism. 

I began to appreciate how I had misjudged him when I saw 
him, in the face of threatening war, infuse into one of the great 
departments of this Government, stagnant with the monotonous 
routine and dry rot of a third of a century, the red blood of ac- 
tivity and timely preparation. I realized what an erroneous esti- 


mate I had placed upon him when I saw the announcement that | 


he had decided to resign a place of honor and responsibility and 
power, which insured conspicuous performance in the very thea- 
ter of war, to raise a regiment to lead to the front. 

t seemed to me this was the supremest test, for it involved good- 
bye, if not farewell, to little children and their mother. Later I 
knew how fearfully I had wronged him when, with my colleagues 
on the floor of this House, I read bulletins which told how he. at 
the head of his regiment, under a blistering sky, the target for a 
hundred sharpshooters, had given a modern exhibition of that 
courage, that daring, that heroic valor which for more than one 
hundred years had compelled all nations to subscribe to the ver- 


dict that the American volunteer soldier is the greatest soldier in | 


the world. 
We are told that he mixed up in the Northern Securities affair. 


Yes; he did. With hundreds of thousands of his countrymen he | 
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realized that conservatism had lost its head and that capital had | 
gone mad. He invoked the law passed by this Congress and he | 


called a stop on combination and speculation that was running 


wild in the Republic. That law was passed by this Congress at | 


the earnest solicitation of the American people. 

One of the richest men in New York told me that the country 
would never know what a service Theodore Roosevelt had ren- 
dered when he started the machinery of that litigation. He stated 
that had matters been permitted to go on unchecked we would 
have had a panic that would have been without parallel in the 
h Story of American financial devastation. The men who are 
criticising him most severely now are those whom he saved from 
the consequences of their own rapacious folly. 

We are told that he injected himself into the anthracite coal 
— _He did. And who is there who will say that he erred? 

Mr. BAKER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CHARLES B, LANDIS. No, sir. 

= t. BAKER. Has he taken any steps to prosecute—— 
mt. . ( HARLES B, LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, I decline to yield 
poe ue ib As I was Saying when interrupted, in that anthracite 
o ; ap xe the President saw passion and greed facing each other, 
me - and uncompromising, and he said to them: ‘‘ Come, let us 
oa, oe He brought about a settlement of that strike, 
ie — it without sacrificing, in any manner, the dignity of 
e, e moat not forget the situation as it existed then. Millions 
and t ep © were without fuel. Disease was claiming its victims 
aa oa of death was in many a cottage. Right here in the 
wee Thin aBton people were burning their furniture to keep 
of coal r: tion Capitol building was running on twenty-four hours 
pt it ‘ons, and we knew not at what hour we would have to 

“pend business, Men who were known as conservative citizens 


| 
| 
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all over the Union were heading delegations which would stop 
trains loaded with coal and confiscate the cargo. 

Do you not think it was time for some one to spea®? A coward 
in the White House would have remained silent. But there was 
a brave man in the White House, and he acted, and that strike 
was settled, and the nation was saved from a series of riots that 
might have ripened intoa revolution. His conduct in the North- 
ern Securities case and in the anthracite coal situation elevated 
him in the confidence and esteem of the American people, and his 
course in the Panama achievement has placed him so securely in 
the affections of his countrymen as to protect him absolutely from 
the plotting of Democracy and assure his vindication next 
November. 

Theodore Roosevelt will occupy a unique place in our history. 
Admittedly he has won the greatest victory that it is possible to 
win in this Republic, a victory over ease, a victory over leisure. 
It is not difficult for a poor boy to climb and conquer in this Re- 
public—that is the rule; that is the natural thing. Ask those cap- 
tains of industry, who from places of power and responsibility 
issue their orders, whence came the original inspiration that rip- 
ened into their success, and they will point to the days when 
want and adversity forced the industry that won the victory. 

That one who is born in the lap of luxury has the real struggle 
to make in this country to win for himself a name. It issomuch 
easier to fight poverty than riches, for riches wears the shield of 
leisure, and leisure is such a gentle foe. Its bonds of imprison- 
ment are silken bonds. It caresses and lulls and soothes intoa 
contentment and complacency that is at once sweet and fatal. 

That youth who can despise ease, which has come asa gratuity; 
who can place the proper stamp on luxury, which is the gift of 
others; who can mock at every invitation to idleness, which is the 
chief patrimony of the rich, and who can go ont into the world 
with a clear head, an honest heart, and a passion for toil and 
achievement and win the laurels of success—sir,I lift my hat 
to such a man and am willing that his name shall be inscribed on 
the portals of Columbia’s proudest temple. 

I claim that by every standard fixed by fair and honest men 
Theodore Roosevelt has made a great President. A tragedy placed 
him in the White House. He went there while bells were tolling 
and at a time when grief had washed politicsaway. Sorrow con- 
secrated his oath, and, turning from that sepulcher in northern 
Ohio, a nation in tears gave him its confidence. Responsibility 
and power did not dwarf him; they made him broad and great. 
He has faced unflinchingly every critical situation. He has solved 
every difficult problem. 

The people believe in him; the people trust him. The people 
associate his life and work with the life and work of that good 


| man whom he succeeded, and when the Republican party meets 


in national convention next June it will make his Administration 
its platform. It will inscribe his name upon its banner, and then 
the ranks will close up and the Republican party will march to 
another glorious victory. [Prolonged applause on the Repub- 
lican side. } 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I believe that under the 
arrangement made in the House I have the same length of time 
that the gentleman from Indiana has occupied. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia has one hour 
and seventeen minutes. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to ask the other side of the House 
to submit to an adjournment now, as that one hourand seventeen 
minutes will keep us here entirely too long this evening. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. TAwNeEY, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 10954, the 
urgent deficiency bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 588. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilber F. 
Little—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2237. An act granting an increase of pension to Louise 
Chandler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 886. An act granting an increase of pension to Homer D. 
Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2596. An act granting a pension to Frances S. Hopkins—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

8. 3645. An act granting anincrease of pension to Francis Hall— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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S. 962. An act granting an increase of pension to Jennet Thoits— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2215. An act granting a pension to Sallie H. Hoffecker—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3038. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2688. An act granting an increase of pension to George M. 
Linch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2889. An act granting an increase of pension to John Beaird— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2940. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Liddie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2560. An act for the relief of G. G. Martin—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

S. 2177. An act for the relief of Daniel H. Snyder—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

S. 2433. An act to amend the military record of John H. Skin- 
ner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 228. An act for the relief of William H. Hugo—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

S. 2357. An act to correct the military record of Samuel F. 
Hall—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 1330. An act granting a pension to JerryS. Fish—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3054. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate M. 
Strange—to the Committee on Pensions. 


S. 2198. An act granting a pension to Thomas Irvin—to the Com- | 


mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1937. An act granting a pension to Samuel Richards—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2103. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. Mc- 
Vey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2924. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 
Cormany—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2955. Anact granting an increase of pension to John Hogarth 
Lozier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3291. An act granting an increase of pension to John Olson 
Bakken, alias John Olson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

S. 3423. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
Ottey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2441. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank Lee— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2561. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathias S. 
Friend—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 2289. An act granting a pension to Louisa R. Chitwood—to | 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 2239. An act granting an increase of pension to Theodore E. 
Chatfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 2445. An act granting an increase of pension to George M. | 


Wates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1627. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo R. 
Kibbe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1532. An act granting an increase of pension to Electa Allen— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 846. An act granting an increase of pension to Catharine W. 
Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

S. 2557. An act granting a pension to Johniken L. Mynatt—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2558. An act granting an increase of pension to Sallie H. Kin- 
caid—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S.70. Anact granting an increase of pension to John G. Brown— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 89. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. Mark- 
ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 693. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
De Rocher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2948. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Hyde—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 2087. An act granting an increase of pension to George | 


Rilea—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 312. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Oviatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 317. An act granting an increase of pension to Mortimer 
Hallett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2841. An act granting a pension to Jane Patterson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 148. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin H. 
Smalley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 154. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh T. 
Crockett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2216. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 158. An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Turk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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8. 156. An act granting an increase of pension to H 


: . . arrie 
Ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. tL, 


S. 2217. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry ¢ 
Riggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _er 
S. 893. An act granting an increase of pension to William W 
Angelo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 968. An act to grant an honorable discharge from tho mili 
tary service to Robert C. Gregg—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 
S. 446. An act granting an honorable discharge to William g 
Dunn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. - 
S. 2999. An act granting ‘an increase of pension to Melyina C 
Buzzell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. , 
S. 1678. An act granting an increase of pension to Rud 
Reinhart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 900. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel y 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ‘ 

S. 2429. An act granting an increase of pension to John Dow— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 59. An act for the relief of Charles W. Howard—to the Cop. 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

S. 54. An act for the relief of William B. Barnes—to the Com. 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

S. 57. An act for the relief of Laura S. Gillingwaters—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

8. 58. An act for the relief of James W. Howell—to the Con. 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

S. 62. An act for the relief of Richard C. Silence—to the Con. 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

S. 68. An act for the relief of Charles Stierlin—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

S. 60. An act for the relief of Gottlieb C. Rose—to the Commit. 
tee on Military Affairs. 

S. 64. An act to correct the military record of William B. 
Thompson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 746. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the mil- 
re record of Charles K. Bolster—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

S. 970. An act to authorize the President to revoke the order 


| dismissing William T. Godwin, late first lieutenant, Tenth In- 
| fantry, United States Army, and to place the said William T. 


Godwin on the retired list with the rank of first lieutenant—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 2870. An act granting an honorable discharge to Juhn W, 
Tiffany—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 2995. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin B. 
Lufkin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1842. An act to provide for compensation for certain em- 
ployees of the Treasury, War, and Navy Departments—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

S. 820. An act to provide for the construction of a memorial 
bridge across the Potomac River from Washington to the Arling- 


| ton estate property—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
| Commerce. 





ALASKA SALMON COMMISSION, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor submitting a preliminary report of the Alaska Salmon Commis 
sion, : in accordance with the instructions in my letter of Novell: 
ber 8, 1902. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Waite House, January 27, 1904. 


The message and accompanying documents were ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 


SIOUX INDIANS IN SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. BURKE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that upon 
the disposition of the bill now before the House, namely, the ur 
gent deficiency bill, the bill (H. R. 10418) to ratify and amend a2 
agreement with the Sioux Indians of the Rosebud Reservation, 2 
South Dakota, be made the special order and that it continue © 
be the special order until disposed of, this order not to interfere 
with revenue or appropriation bills, or bills upon the Private ¢ . 
endar, or with any business that is privileged under the rules, a0 
that the bill be considered in the House. — 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. This, I understand, is 4 bill to 
open up the reservation in South Dakota. 

Mr. BURKE. It is. \ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota 4 § 
unanimous consent that the bill H. R. 10418 be considered in the 
House immediately after the completion of the urgent deficiency 












. main a continuing order, not to interfere with rev- 
bil, and © wropriation bills, the Private Calendar, private busi- 
oss, or other privileged matters. Is there objection? [After a 
pause. The Chair hears none. 


ASSISTANT CLERKS TO THE COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 
Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following privileged 


“—<S SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 141. 


Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to appoint an assistant clerk to said committee, who 
shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House at the rate of $6 per 
day during the remainder of the present session. 


enue or 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


as follows: 


In lines 2and 8strike out the words ‘“‘an assistant clerk” and insert the 
words “two assistant clerks.” ; C 
In line 5, after the word “day,” insert the word “each. 


Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, I will say by way of explanation 
of this resolution that it was considered in our committee this 
morning, and that the resolution is to authorize the employment 
of these clerks during the balance of the present session only, and 
it does not continue them at the next session of the present term. 
These two clerks were shown to the committee to be needed for 
facilitating the business in the House. It was found that the en- 
rolled bills are being delayed, and there was considerable com- 
plaint on the part of the Senate regarding the matter. Itis for 
these reasons solely that these additional clerks are required— 

urely and solely for the purpose of facilitating the business of the 
fous. It is the custom of the House at the long session to em- 
ploy additional clerks for this work from time to time, as the 
work grows greater and as the session advances. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What committee is that? 

Mr. GRAFF. The Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Do Iunderstand the gentleman to say that 
it was considered this morning in the committee? 

Mr.GRAFF. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I had no notice of any meeting to-day. 


was called, and that a page was sent around, and it was supposed 
that he saw all the members of the committee that it was possi- 
ble for him to see, and if he did not notify the gentleman, it was 
because he was not accessible at that time. 
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reading; and being engrossed, it was read the third time, and 
| passed. 
Mr. GRAFF. I will say that the meeting of the committee | 


| 


Mr. BARTLETT. I was accessible at all times after the House 


met. I had no notice that the committee was to meet. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Were any of the minority members of 
the committee present? 

Mr.GRAFF. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, This is reported unanimously? 

Mr.GRAFF. Yes, sir. Mr. Emericu of Illinois was present. 

Mr. BARTLETT, I want to say this: The committee was to 
meet on yesterday, and I was present at the time the committee 
was called to meet and there was no one there. The chairman of 
the committee was unwell or sick. 

Mr.GRAFF. That was true. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I inquired whether there would be a com- 
mittee meeting to-day, or any regular time, and I was informed 
by the clerk there would be none. I received no notice of this 
meeting, and therefore I am unable to give the House, so far as I 
am concerned, any information about the resolution. 

Mr. GRAFF, I will say to the gentleman that I had the same 
experience yesterday. I had received a written notice of a meet- 
ing on yesterday, and I was then informed that the chairman was 
sick, and afterwards, this morning, I received notice of the meet- 
ing of the committee orally. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I received no such notice myself, and was 
not present for that reason. 

Mr. GRAFF. I understand it was before the gentleman came 
to the Capitol this morning. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What is it, Mr. Speaker? 


ee SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ate +AINES of Tennessee, I would like toask the gentleman 


Pn GRAFF. The resolution is to authorize two assistant 
cilit 8 for the Committee on Enrolled Bills, for the purpose of fa- 
a the business of the House. The committee took the 
_ ter up for the reason that there was an immediate exigency 
or the employment of these people. 


How many people? 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, 
Two. 
Tennessee. For whom—for what committee? 


Mr. GRAFF, 
Mr, GAINES of 





} 


i 


bill? 





Mr. GRAFF. Assistant clerks to the Committee on Enroiled 


Bills. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ments. 


The question was taken; and the amendments were agreed to, 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS TOMBIGBEE RIVER BETWEEN CLARKE AND CHOCTAW 


COUNTIES, ALA. 
Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 


present consideration of two bridge bills, 


The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 7287) to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama Railroad 


Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Tombigbee River 
between the counties of Clarke and Choctaw, Ala., in section 7, township 9, 
range 1 west of St. Stephens meridian. 


The bill was read at length. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS WARRIOR RIVER IN TUSCALOOSA COUNTY, ALA. 
Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I have another bill similar to 


that on the Tombigbee. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7288) to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama Railroad Com- 


pany to construct and maintain a bridge across the Warrior River in Tusca- 


oosa County, Ala., in section 3, township 21 south, range 9 west of Hunts- 


ville meridian. 


The bill was read at length. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


and agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
MILLER, indefinitely, on account of important business. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, the Committee on Military Affairs was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 8038) 
to provide for the improvement in breeding of horses for general- 
purpose uses, and to enable the United States to procure better 
remounts for the cavalry and artillery service, and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 
33 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 
o’clock noon, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response 
to the inquiry of the House, a statement as to the horses and car- 
riages maintained at public expense for use of officials in his De- 
a the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
7 A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, submitting a report of 
the cost of the battle ships Connecticut and Louisiana to Septem- 
ber 30, 19083—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a re- 
port from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in relation to pur- 
chases during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1903, made in open 
market and otherwise, for necessaries for Indians—to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Interior Department, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia submitting an estimate of appropriation for public 
schools—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, public bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1344) to quiet certain land 
titles in the State of Mississippi, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 599); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LITTLE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10136) authorizing bail 
in criminal cases upon appeal in the courts of Indian Territory, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. rod which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19) establish- 
ing a United States court at Marietta, Ind. T., reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by report (No. 608); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8699) to amend section 
5409 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a:report (No. 604); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1558) to grant to the 
State of Minnesota certain vacant lands in said State for forestry 
purposes, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 605); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 








REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 


livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole | 


House, as follows: 
Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3895) for the relief of | 
the trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Straw Plains, Tenn., | 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report | 


(No. 560); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5603) granting 
an increase of pension to William C. MeCormick, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 561); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9064) granting 
an increase of pension to Edwin Tidd, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 562); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7444) granting a 
pension to Washington Dutcher, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 563); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the’ House (H. R. 8231) granting an increase of pension to 
John Gangwisch, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 564); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7737) granting an 
increase of pension to Howard McGuire, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 565); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred to the bill of the Senate (S. 2544) granting an 
increase of pension to Albert T. Severance, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 566); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7992) granting a 
pension to Isadore F. Chamberlin. reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 567); which said bill and re- 

rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


i 
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which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7805) grantin 

increase of pension to William N. Hall, reported the same Gan 
amendment, accompanied by a rt (No. 568); which said be 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. il 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensio 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7083) grantis s 
an increase of pension to Albert P. Jackson, reported the sane 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 589); which - 
bill and report were referred tothe Private Calendar, - 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to wh. 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8124) granting g 
sion to Elizabeth Hatfield, reported the same with amening 
accompanied by a report (No. 570); which said bill and repo,; 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 0 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions ti 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8733) grantin, 
an increase of pension to Benjamin F, McGraw, reported ths 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 571); whic) 
said bill and report were referred tothe Private Calendar, 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7063) granting 
pension to Ellen F. Lynch, reported the same with amendmen 
accompanied by a report (No. 572); which said bill and repor 
were referred to the Private Calendar. " 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Inyalij 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R 
4179) granting an increase of pension to Martha C. Kuhn. ». 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 
a ); which said bill and report were referred to the Private (i. 
endar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5149) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Erwin, reported the same with. 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 574); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4119) granting 


an increase of pension to William Mercer, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 575); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4466) granting sa 
pension to William R. B: ton, reported the same with amend. 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 576); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6038) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin George, reported the same without amendment, ac- 


| companied by a report (No. 577); which said bill and report were 


referred to the Private Calend:»r. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3670) gran 
an increase of pension to Benjamin F. Barrett, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 578); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5479) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Anderson. reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 579); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (IH. R. 4!) 
granting an increase of pension to Nicholas Schwemler, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5%’); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cale 


r. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5868) granting 
an increase of pension to William Simmons, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 581); whichs 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pet 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (I. B. 3\"') 
granting an increase of pension to William H. Vickers, report 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No 
a which said bill and report were referred to the Private (& 
endar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, © 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4642) grantns 
an increase of pension to William L. Wheeler, reported the sm 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 58>); Wi 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. _ 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pension’, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4702) sr 
ing an increase of pension to John T. Collins, reported the same 


tng 


id 
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‘ ndment, accompanied by a report (No. 584); which said 
op — were woul to the Private Calendar. _ 

— GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

a. was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4314) granting an 
Wii'vse of pension tod. F, Slade, reported the same with amend- 
- ee mpanied by a report (No. 585); which said bill and re- 
ae referred to the Private Calendar. 

My SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
p,cjons, to Which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5006) 
anting a pension to Sarah Ulshafer, reported the same with 
Pendent, accompanied by a report (No. 586); which said bill | 
a report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

“Mr, GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
hich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 789) granting an 
increase of pension to Eli Lachman, reported the same with 
oa ndment, accompanied by a report (No. 587); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. — 
Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1287) granting | 
an increase of pension to Cyrus B. Dopp. reported the same with | 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 588); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
* Mr, CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9778) granting | 
a pension to Lauriston W. Adkins, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 589); which said bill and re- 
sort were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9835) to pension Maggie 
E. Fitzpatrick, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 590); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10706) granting 
an increase of pension to Alfred J. West, reported the same with | 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 591); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 783) granting an 
increase of pension to Nicholas Reinhart, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 592); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2572) 
granting an increase of pension to George W. Steffey, reported 





a 


the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 593); | 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- | 


dar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9421) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas P, Marshall, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 594); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9695) 
granting an increase of pension to Frank M. Spears, reported the 


same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 595); which | 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
Which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10192) granting 


a pension to Martha Mullins, ym the same without amend- | 


ment, accompanied by a report (No. 596); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

_Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8022) 
granting an increase of pension to Hiram Flint, reported the same 
With amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 597); which said 
" and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
i an ALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
bo ¥ hich Was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2416) granting an 
oa “ase OF pension to Mary Joanna Adams, reported the same with- 
hil] vy udment, accompanied by a report (No. 598); which said 
il and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


os 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


p Under clause 2, Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
Mr, HEA Jaid on the table, as follows: 

Which a {ENWAY, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 

ing disbure referred the House resolution (H. Res. 160) concern- ’ 

constrnet “sements on account of flying-machine experiments and 

port (No. es: Teported the same, accompanied by an adverse re- 


beste he 4 which said resolution and report were ordered to 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII. committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 


| upon referred as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5822) granting an increase of pension to Eveline V. 
Ferguson—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6056) granting an increase of pension to Blanche 
L. Chunn—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6756) granting a pension to John Hughes—Com- 


| mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. 7411) granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
Caldwell—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9735) granting an increase of pension to Harry 
Bachrach—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9313) to pay all Federal soldiers honorably dis- 
charged $2 per day while confined in Confederate military prisons 
thirty days or more—Committee on War Claims discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5682) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
B. Hunt—Committeeon Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 11199) granting pensions 


| to certain soldiers and sailors who served in the war of the rebel- 


lion and their widows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 11200) to provide for the re- 
tirement of enlisted men of the Marine Corps and Army—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R..11201) to provide for the purchase 
of an additional site for the enlargement of the Federal building 
at Duluth, in the State of Minnesota—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 11202) to remove 
restrictions on the sale of certain lands in the Creek Nation, Ind. T., 
to be used for town-site purposes—to the Committee on Indian 
| Affairs. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 11203) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Navy, in his discretion, to contract for sub- 
marine boats at a cost not to exceed $1,000,000—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 11204) to ratify and confirm 
a lease made by the Seneca Nation of New York Indians to John 
Quilter—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 11205) to establish 
probate courts in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes— 
| to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 11206) to provide for the im- 
provement of certain waterways on the north sideof Long Island, 
in the State of New York, opening into Long Island Sound—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 11207) to provide for the improvement of 
| certain waterways in New York State on the southern shore and 
| the eastern end of Long Island—to the Committee on Rivers and 
| Harbors. 
| By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 11208) for the erec- 
| tion of a public building at Oneonta, N. Y.—to the Committee on 
| Public Buildings and Grounds. 
| By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 11209) to 
| repeal the act providing for the sale of timber and stone lands, 

the desert-land act, and the commutation provision of the home- 
stead act—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 11210) to increase 
the limit of cost of the United States post-office at Kingston, 
N. Y.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 11211) providing for the 
marking and the protection of the battlefield known as ‘‘ Dade’s 
massacre,”’ in Sumter County, Fla., and for the erection of a 
monument thereon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BELL of California: A bill (H. R. 11212) amending sec- 
tion 4747 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 11213) to extend the privilege 

| of imme Jiate transportation of dutiable merchandise to various 


ie Te eS 


~ 


eee 


Ppa 
~ 


es 


seen warm ~ 
eee eer: SEIT ra ve ae 


Sy Eanes 


Ser 


oa es ss 








1296 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 27, 





subports in the customs collection district of Puget Sound, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 11214) to amend and construe 
existing pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 11215) to ratify and amend 
an agreement with the Indians located upon the Grande Ronde 
Reservation, in the State of Oregon, and to make an appropria- 
= to carry the same into effect—to the Committee on Indian 

airs. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 90) for 
the erection of a monument to the memory of Dorothea Lynde 
Dix—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 91) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing 
that Congress shall not be permitted to pass any private bill 
where general laws relating to the same subject-matter are then 
in force—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 92) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States prescribing the judicial 
power to be exercised by courts of the United States in certain 
cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 93) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States providing for the election 
of certain judges of the United States courts and district attor- 
neys by the people of the several States, and for the tenure of office 
of certain judges—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 36) 
authorizing and directing the Secretary of War to cause a survey 
= be made of Charlotte Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
= following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 11216) to correct the military 
record of Joshua L. Sawyer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 11217) appropriating $550 to 

y for medical services rendered to Thomas Finley while arrest- 
ing two United States Army deserters—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 11218) setting aside a certain 
island in Bartlett Lake, Minnesota, as a park and forest reserve— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 11219) for the relief of 
Joseph McGuigan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 11220) granting an in- 


ES 


<ALL 


By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 11235) for the relief 
E. McCormick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 11236) ¢ 
increase of pension to George Wininger—to the Con 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11237) opens, 
an increase of pension to Robert W. Keen—to the Committe... 
Invalid Pensions. ite 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11238) granting an increase of pension ¢ 
Julius C. Aitken—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions  — ” 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 11239) granting an increag, »¢ 
pension to Ezra W. Merrill—to the Committee on Invalid pe, 
sions. rs 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 11240) to pay claim of Sanu. 
O. Randall, administrator of the personalestate of Richard Ry)y) 
Randall, deceased—to the Committee on Claims, — 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 11241) granting a pension 4 
Myrtle Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, Pre 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11242) granting a medal to George y 
Churchill—to the Committee on Military Affairs, ne 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 11243) epays. 
ing a pension to Laura 8. Ware—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 11244) to remove the fina. 
ings of a court-martial by which Charles Held was discharge 
from the military service of the United States—to the Committes 
on Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 11245) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. Mize—to the Committee on Invalid Pep. 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11246) granting a pension to S. A. Burges 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11247) granting an increase of pension to 
William Gilmore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11248) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Likins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11249) granting an increase of pension to 
Simeon D. Chelf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11250) granting an increase of pension to 
J. W. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11251) granting an increase of pension to 
David Essick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11252) granting an increase of pension to 
Archie P. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11253) granting an increase of pension to Joel 
F. Terry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 11254) for the relief of An- 
thony McAndrews—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 11255) granting an increase of 


neta, 
of Clarisgg 


ranting ay 
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crease of pension to P. McCort—to the Committee on Invalid | pension to Catherine L. Benteen—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11221) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11222) granting an increase of pension to 
Orville E. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11223) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11224) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of James E. Dickerson and grant him an honor- 
able discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 11225) granting a pension to 
George W. Webb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 11226) granting a pension to 
Socrates Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 11227 
granting an increase of pension to George W. Walls—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 11228) granting an increase of 
pension to Edson K. Chapell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 11229) granting a pension 
to Francis M. Good—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 11230) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Levi Thompson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11231) granting a pension to Samuel Kin- 
caid—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 11232) nting 
. pension to Josiah B. Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11233) for the relief of Benjamin T. Hooper 
and Marcellus Aaron—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 11234) granting an increase of 

nsion to Frederick Shanabrough—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions, 


Pensions. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 11256) for the relief of the es 
tate of D. L. Pritchard, deceased, late of Camden County, N.C.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 11257) granting an in 
crease of pension to Andrew H. Hazlett—to the Committee 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11258) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11259) granting a pension to George W. Ste2- 
nett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 11260) granting 
a pension to Alberti Ross—to the Committee on Invali 1 Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 11261) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to correct the military record of I. N. Nance- 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 11262) grant 
ing a pension to John Hegarty—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 11263) for the reli f of the 
heirs of John Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11264) for the relief of James L, Carpent!- 
to the Committee on War Claims. a 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11265) granting an increase of pension © 
Wilder D. he Br the Committee on Invalid Pensions. — 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11266) granting a pension to Jane Van W°y- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i a 
By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 11267) for the relief o! ®° 

representatives of William P. Custis—to the Committee 
ar Claims. — 
By Mr. WYNN: A bill (H. R. 11268) to reimburse the ay 
county of San Francisco, State of California, for money pa’ : 
said city and county to Adolph L. Rehfeld upon a judgment tis 
covered by him against said city and county for damages % ™ 


le: 
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property inflicted by soldiers of the United States Army—to the 


: itte Claims. : 
—-a bill ( H. R. 11269) granting a pension to Frank Klein— 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of Antietam Post, No. 64, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Parsons, Kans., praying for national 
aid for a cemetery for interment of former soldiers—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. : 

‘Also, memorial of National Convocation of Prayer convened at 
Baltimore, in favor of legislation to prevent nullification of State 
liquor laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

‘Also, memorial of Williams Post, No. 25, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Watseka, Ill., in favor of a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 7 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolution of George G. 
Meade Post, No. 1, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of 
Pennsylvania, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

3vy Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of Tower Grove Lodge, No. 429, 
of St. Louis. Mo., Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, in favor of 
pills H. R. 7041 and 89—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Anheuser-Busch Brewing Association, in 
favor of the bill providing for bonds in appealed criminal cases in 
Indian Territory—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Typographical Union No. 80, of Kansas City, 
Mo., in favor of an eight-hour law and anti-injunction bill—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Missouri State Federation of Labor, in favor 
of an eight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of Lieutenant 
Josiah White Post, No. 45; Brandywine Post, No. 54, and Post 
No. 255, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsyl- 
vania, in favor of service-pension bill—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, petition of East Whiteland Presbyterian Church, of Fra- 
zer, Pa., for closing Lewis and Clark Exposition on Sunday—to 
the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. CLARK: Petition of C. B. Faulconer and 64 others, of 
Montgomery City, Mo., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Resolution of William T. 
Campbell Post, No. 875, Grand Army of the Republic, Depart- 
ment of Pennsylvania, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the 
Committtee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ By Mr. CURTIS: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 5880, grant- 
ing a pension to Dennis Dunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns, 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Farragut Post, No. 602, 
Chicago, Tll., and Major W. G. Lowry Post, No. 548, Department 
of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a serv- 
ice-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid pensions. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Resolution of the Manufacturers and Pro- 


ducers’ Association of California, relative to the American mer- | 


a marine—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
yisneries, 


Also, resolution of the Manufacturers and Producers’ Associa- 


tion of California, relative to the metric system of weights and | 


measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
Also, resolution of the Manufacturers and Producers’ Associa- 


tion of California, relative to the reorganization of the consular | 


service—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Board of Trade of Kern County, Cal., 
relative to a trail up Mount Whitney—to the Committee on Mili- 
"y, ih DAY 

y Mr. DAYTON: Paper to accompany bill granting a pension 
to George W. Webb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
‘ 3y Mr. FITZGERALD: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 11153, 
—s relief of Mary Leary—to the Committee on Claims. 
@ By Mr. FRENCH: Resolution of E. D. Baker Post, No. 6, 

rand Army of the Republic, of Hailey, Idaho, in favor of a 
- ic + a bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Gre, / a FULLER: Resolution of McCulloch Post, No. 475, 
. A tmy of the Republic, of Earlville, Il., in favor of a serv- 

a ension bill- —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

i for resolution of Retail Merchants’ Association of Ottawa, 
ow = avor of passage of McCumber-Hepburn pure-food bill—to 

. ommittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

So, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Quincy, Il., 
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in favor of the reorganization of the consular service—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. } 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Petition of Joseph Loth & Co., of New 
York, in favor of the passage of the Brownlow good-roads bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of Baltimore, relative to the improvement of the main ship 
channel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Letters of Gas Engine and Power Com- 
pany and Charles L. Seaburg & Co., in opposition to bill H. R. 
7033—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Resolution of the National Good Roads 
Association, relative to the Lewis and Clark Exposition—to the 
Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of the Lake Torpedo 
Boat Company, relative to the construction of submarine boats— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Petition of Soldiers’ Patriotic 
Alliance of the United States, in favor of establishing a museum 
of war at Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: Petition of R. A. Wommack 
and 29 others, of Winston-Salem, N. C., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of residents of Winston-Salem, N. C., relative to 
the interstate liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KLINE: Resolution of E. B. Young Post, No. 87, De- 
partment of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 236, of Read- 
ing, Pa., favoring the passage of bill H. R. 6, relative to amend- 
ing section 3394 of the Revised Statutes, relating to tobacco—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolution of the Everett Chamber of Com- 
merce, in favor of an appropriation for Tulalip Reservation—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Farragut Post, No. 602, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Chicago, Ill., in favor of a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Resolutions of Major Jenkins Post, No. 99, 
of Hanover; Corporal Skelly Post, No. 9, of Gettysburg, and 
General John Sedgwick Post, No. 37, of York, Pa., Grand Army 
of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Papers to accompany claim of Edward C. 
Brogan, administrator—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of the Christian Civic League 
of Farmington, Me., for the passage of a bill to prevent nullifica- 
tion of State liquor laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of the Christian Civic League of Farmington, 
Me., for the passage of a bill to forbid the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in all Government buildings—to the Committee on Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of Prof. Harold S. Boardman and other officers 
of the University of Maine, for protection of the California big 
trees—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petitions of Frank O. Marten and others, in favor of the 
| McCumber and Hepburn-Dolliver bills, and of citizens of Crafton- 
ville, Cal., in favor of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the National Society, Daughters of the 
American Revolution, of Milwaukee, Wis.,in favor of bill H. R. 
4699, to prevent the desecration of the national flag—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Pueblo (Colo.) Citizens’ Alliance, favoring 
the passage of bills H. R. 89 and 8136—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Petition of Commissioners of Pilotage 
and Chamber of Commerce of Savannah, Ga., against passage of 
bill S. 2260—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
| merce. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Resolutions of Enterprise Harbor, 
No. 2, A. A. of M. and P. of S. B., relative to maintaining en- 
trance to harbor of refuge at Cape May, N. J.—to the Cominittee 
| on Rivers and Harbors. 
| By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolutions of Alexander 
| Wilkins Post, No. 9, of Mankato, Minn., and James Clabaugh 

Post, No. 54, of Winnebago ‘City, Minn., Grand Army of the Re- 
public, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolutions of the Manufacturers and 
| Producers’ Association of California, relative to the reorganization 
of the consular service—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. — 

Also, resolution of the Manufacturers and Producers’ Associa- 
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tion of California, relative to the merchant marine—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of Manufacturers and Producers’ Association 
of California, relative to the metric system—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. NEVIN: Resolutions of Caleb Marker Post, No. 646, of 
New Paris, Ohio; Al. Mason Post, No. 598, of Miamisburg, Ohio; 
Hiram Strong Post, No. 79, of Dayton, Ohio; Harrison Whight 
Post, No. 497, of Gratis, Ohio; Reese Mitchell Post, No. 361, of 
Camden, Ohio; Veteran Post No. 5, of National Military Home, 
Ohio; Wetzel-Compton Post, No. 96, of Hamilton, Ohio; Duster 
Post, No. 446, cf Dayton, Ohio, and The Old Guard Post, No. 23, 
of Dayton, Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of the 
passage of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. - 

By Mr. PORTER: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 10925, di- 
recting the issue of a check in lieu of lost check drawn in favor 
of the Pittsburg Shear, Knife, and Machine Company—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of La Due & Carmer, 
of Auburn, Ind., in favor of increasing powers of the Interstate 


Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and For- | 


eign Commerce. 


By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of the Buffalo Lumber Exchange, | 


in favor of enlarging powersof the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Resolution of Champlain Post, 


No. 29, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Michigan, | 


— favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: Petitions of John C. Thomas and 30 others, 
Rev. C. T. House and 16 others, William E. Curley and 24 others, 


H. C. Risner and 20 others, John W. Dorsey and 20 others, and | 


Delmer W. Lander and 20 others, all of Baltimore, Md., in favor 
of the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Providence (R. I.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, relative to the completion of the Point Judith harbor of 
refuge—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Resolutions of James Mayes 
Post, No. 480, of Mount Erie, [il., and Z. B. Lee Post, No. 692, of 
Orchardville, 01.,Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a serv- 
ice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: Petition of J. B. McGregor and 37 others, 
of Pennsboro, W. Va., in favor of the passage of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 28, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E>pwarp Everett HALE. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 


ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Burrows, and by unanimous | 


consent. the further reading was dispensed with. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved. 
JUDGMENTS IN INDIAN DEPREDATION CASES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 25th instant, a list of all judgments rendered 
by the Court of Claims in Indian depredation cases since Decem- 
ber 5, 1903; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS OF HYGIENE AND DEMOGRAPHY, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of State, requesting authority to 
extend to the Twelfth International Congress of Hygiene and 
Demography a formal invitation to hold the thirteenth congress 
at the city of Washington in 1909; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 7287) to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama 
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Tombigbee River between the counties of Clarke and Choctaw, 
Ala., in section 7, township 9, range 1 west of St. Stephen’s me- 
ridian; and 


| of West Rutland, Vt., and a petition of Jarvis Post, No. +”, \’ 


A bill (H. R. 7288) to authorize the Mobile and West Alabam 
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge acy, on the 
Black Warrior River, in Tuscaloosa County, Ala.. in section » 


township 21 south, range 9 west of Huntsville meridian. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. CULLOM presented — of R. B. Hays Post, No. {09 
| of Plano; of Veteran Post, No. 49, of Elgin; of Streator Pos: x, 
68, of Streator, and of General W. B. Hazen Post, No. 7, of Chicago, 
all of the Department of Illinois, Grand Army of the Repy})j;,.’ 
in the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of a» « vying. 
| pension law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a memorial of sundry ¢itjycy, 
of North Dakota, remonstrating against the passage 6f the «,. 
called parcels-post bill; which was referred to the Committee ,», 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. y 

Mr. PENROSE presented a memorial of sundry citizens o¢ 
Reading, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of the so-caljo) 
eight-hour bill; which was referred to the Committee on Educa. 
tion and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Reading, Pa. 
remonstrating “ gainst the passage of the so-called anti-in junction 
| bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He alsoy ented a petition of the Board of Trade of Philadel. 
hia, Pa., praying for the ratification of the treaty between the 
Jnited States and the Republic of Panama; which was referred 

to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of Colonel Ulric Dahlgren Post, No 
| 14, of Philadelphia; of Lieutenant William A. Bruner Post, No. 335. 
of Sunbury; of Perkins Post, No. 202, of Athens; of Post No. 145, of 
Richland Center; of Post No. 114, of Philadelphia: of Brand, 
wine Post, No. 54, of Coatesville; of George Smith Post, No. 79 
of Conshohocken; of Lieutenant James M. Lysle Post. No, 123, of 
| Allegheny; of Robert Oldham Post, No. 527, of South Bethlehem: 
| of General D. B. Birney Post, No. 68, of Philadelphia; of Lafayett 
| Post, No. 217, of Easton; of General Phil Kearney Post, No. i, of 
| Philadelphia; of Colonel James Cameron Post, No. 185, of Dalma- 
| tia; of Larimer Post, No. 179, of Clearfield, and of Hiram Warner 
| Post, No. 594, of Wilcox, all of the Department of Pennsylvania, 
| Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Pennsylvania, pray- 
| ing for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were r- 
| ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of Jacob Maynard Post, No. 377, of 
| Mehoopany; of Captain John Whitney Post, No. 868, of Lacey- 
| ville; of J. W. Reynolds Post, No. 98, of Tunkhannock; of Captain 
E. J. Rice Post, No. 211, of Factoryville, and of Captain R 
Freas Post, No. 323, of Beaumont, all of the Department of Penn- 


ection 3, 





sylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Pennsy!- 
vania, praying for the enactment of legislation granting pensions 
to certain officers and men in the Army and Navy of jhe United 


States when 50 years of age and over, and increasing widows’ pe! 
sions to $12 per month; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented petitions of the Hawthorne Club, of 
Wyoming; of the Ladies’ Missionary Society of Wyoming. and 
of the Home Missionary Society of Wyoming, all in the State of 
Iowa, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
| which were referred to the Committee on Privilegesand Elections. 
| Healso presented petitions of Lenox Post, No. 316, of Lenox; 
| of Richmond Post, No. 280, of Richmond; of Pitzer Post, No.5), 
of Winterset; of Mulligan Post, No, 102, of Sheffield; of J. ©. 
Sumners Post, No. 296, of Shellsburg; of S. 8. Dillman Post. \: 
345, of Toledo; of Captain Alex Dowd Post, No. 875, of Lowa: o! 
Rice Post, No. 283, of Conway: of Weldon Post, No. 426, 0f Wel- 
don; of Eaton Post, No. 86, of Woodbine; of Colonel Mii!s Post. ‘oe 
45,of Adel: of Maxwell Post, No. i4.of Stuart; of Charles Payne Post, 
No. 141, of Iowa Falls; of Robert F. Lowe Post, No, 167, of Sigour- 
ney; of Post No. 367, of Fairbank; of A. M. Taylor Post, \o. |» 
| of Wapello; of John B, Hancox Post, No. 314, of Belle Plaine: 
Albert Winchels Post, No. 827, of Lyons, and of P. M. Cor! 
Post, No. 98, of Vinton, all of the Department of Iowa, (rs 
Army of the Republic, in the State of Iowa, praying for t 
actment of a service-pension law; which were referred | 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Minnesota Societ! 
Sons of the American Revolution, praying for the enact! 
legislation to prevent the desecration of the American flux: \ 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

He also presented a petition of George N. Morgan Post, No. 4 
Department of Minnesota, Grand Army of the Republic, 0! Min- 
neapolis. Minn., praying for the enactment of a service-|* 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 2% 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of John T. Sennott Pos 
| No. 12, Department of Vermont, Grand Army of the Rep”) 
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sartment of Vermont, Grand Army of the Republic, of Spring- 
field, Vt., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAY presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
Cotton Exchange of Savannah, Ga., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission; Which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 

‘Yommerce. 
: Hi - so presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Bruns- 
wick, Ga., praying that an appropriation be made for deepenin 
the inner harbor and outer bar at that place; which was referre 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Bruns- 
wick, Ga., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the construction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic 
and Pacific oceans; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
ae BEVERIDGE presented a petition of Local Post No. 86, 
Department of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, of Jeffer- 
sonville, Ind., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the First 
Methodist Church of Brazil, of the congregation of the Christian 
Church of Brazil, and of the congregation of the First Baptist 
Church of Brazil, all in the State of Indiana, praying for an in- 
vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrep 
Syoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a memorial of J. S. Farrell & Co., 
of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called eight-hour bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the memorial of Risch & Heller and sundry 
other citizens of Vincennes, Ind., remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the so-called parcels-post bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of R. J. Hall and sundry other 
citizens of Craftonville, Cal., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liguors; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also ] 


sionary Society of the First Methodist Episcopal Church, of the 
Woman's Home Missionary Society of the First Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, of the Irving Circle. and of the National Reading 
Club, all of Terre Haute; of the Missionary Society of the Indiana 
Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, and of the congre- 
gation of the Methodist Episcopal Church, all of New Paris, and 
of William Ball and sundry other citizens of Logansport, all in 
the State of Indiana, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Rerep Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the executive council of the 
Board of Trade of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for the appointment of a commission to 
iguire into the condition of the American merchant marine; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the New York Zoological Society, 
of New York City, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 


viding for the protection of the Calaveras grove of big trees in | 
California; which was referred to the Committee on Forest Res- | 


ervations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of Stafford Castle, No. 26, Knights 
of the Golden Eagle, of Manahawkin, N. J., and a petition of the 
Congregation of the University Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Los Angeles, Cal., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Rxep Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 


PAYMENT OF DAMAGES FOR PERSONAL INJURY. 


ee WARREN, I present a letter from the Secretary of the 
ee nd accompanying papers, that I ask to have printed as a 
oe “taneous document and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


bill = ith reference to a bill referred to that Department, which 
aes ided for the payment of damages for personal injury. 


41 
AS the 


= © committee is besought continually for information as to 
eens ‘tude of the committee and the Department, I move that 
se papers be printed as a document. 
Lhe motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr IT ND “TN 

was + ae a fom the ¢ omimittee on Commerce, to whom 

navigation in Del: vill (8. 2172) for establishing further aids to 

OR: and thea th ware Bay and River, reported adversely there- 
; An the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


resented petitions of the Woman’s Missionary Society | 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of the Woman’s Foreign Mis- | 
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He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was re- 
ferred, submitted a report accompanied by a bill (S. 3905) to es- 
tablish aids to navigation in Delaware Bay and River; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2818) permitting the building of a dam across 
the Mississippi River at or near the village of Sauk Rapids, Benton 
County, Minn., reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1734) to provide for the 
modification of the project for the improvement of the harbor of 
New Haven, Conn., reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (8.2936) for the establishment of a depot for 
the engineer of the ninth light-house district at or near the city 
of Milwaukee, Wis., reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 9308) permitting the building of a dam 
across the Mississippi River between the counties of Wright and 
Sherburne, in the State of Minnesota, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3580) to provide for the construction of a light-house and 
buoy tender for the inspector of the eleventh light-house district, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom .was referred the bill (S. 2860) to further amend an act to 
amend an act approved January 21, 1903, entitled ‘‘An act to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide for the use of timber 
and stone for domestic and industrial purposes in the Indian Ter- 
ritory,’ approved June 6, 1900,’ reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3621) for the relief of Rufus Neal, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BARD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the memorial of the Northern California Indian As- 
sociation, praying that lands be allotted to the landless Indians 
of the northern part of the State of California, moved that it be 
printed as a document; which was agreed to. 





D’ANGERS’S BUST OF WASHINGTON, 


Mr. CULLOM. Ireport from the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations a joint resolution, for which I ask present consideration. 
The joint resolution (S. R. 36) accepting a reproduction of the 


| bust of Washington from certain citizens of the Republic of 


France, and tendering the thanks of Congress to the donors 
therefor, was read the first time by its title, and the second time 
at length, as follows: 


Whereas Count de Rochambeau, Marquis de Lafayette, Marquis de Grasse, 
Mr. Henry Jouin, and other citizens of France have tendered to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States a reproduction of the bust of Washington by 
David d’'Angers, which was destroyed in the fire at the Capitol in 1851, to be 
placed in the Capitol of the United States: Therefore, 

Resolved, etc., That said gift is hereby accepted in the name of the people 
of the United States, and the thanks of Congress are tendered to the donors 
therefor. 

Src. 2. That the Joint Committee on the Library are hereby instructed to 
make arrangements for the formal presentation of said g to Cr mn 
a day to be hereafter fixed by said committee, and that said committee shall 
cause said bust to be placed inan appropriate and conspicuous place in the 
Capitol building. 

Src. 3. That the Secretary of State be directed to transmit acopy of this 
joint resolution to the donors, through the Government of the French Re- 
public. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I havea letter from the Secretary of State, also 
one from M. Jusserand, the ambassador from France, one from our 
ambassador at Paris, and some other papers connected with this 
question. I think I ought to ask that the Senate print them as a 
Santana, so that there may be some record of this gift. On 
examination I find that when the original bust was accepted by 
this Government there seems to be no record of it in the Library 
or anywhere else. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent for the printing of certain letters and papers 
touching this matter which he sends to the desk. The Chair hears 
no objection, and the order is made. 


gift ngress 
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HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the reso- 
lution submitted by Mr. Proctor on the 26th instant, reported it 
without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry be, and it is 
hereby, authorized to employ a stenographer to report hearings on bills com- 
ing before said committee, the expense thereof to be paid from the contin- 


gas fund of the Senate, and that the committee be authorized to have said 
earings printed. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3906) granting an increase of pension to James H. V. 
Voldo, alias James H. Venier (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 3907) granting an increase of pension to Charles S. 
Keniston; 

A bill (S. 3908) granting an increase of pension to Hugh M. 
Stevenson (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 3909) granting a pension to Angeline Allen (with ac- 
companying papers). 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 3910) directing the issue of a check in lieu of a lost 
check drawn in favor of the Pittsburg Shear, Knife and Machine 
Company, now the Heppenstall Forge and Knife Company, of 
Pittsburg, Pa.; and 

A bill (8. 3911) for the relief of Mary Cairney. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 3912) to authorize the Presi- 
dent of the United States to appoint John Gibbon captain and 
quartermaster in the Army; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3913) to equalize the pay of*retired 
officers of the line, Engineer, Medical, and Pay Corps of the Navy 
with officers of corresponding rank on the retired list of the Army; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 3914) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John W. Branch; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 3915) granting an increase 
of pension to Benjamin F. Bollinger; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 3916) to fix the salary 
of the collector of customs at Portsmouth, N. H.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3917) to define the term “ regis- 
tered nurse’’ and to provide for the registration of nurses in the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3918) granting a pension to Abbie 
A. Straw; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LATIMER introduced a bill (S. 3919) granting a pension 
to Florence E. Foster; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 3920) conferring jurisdic- 
tion on the Court of Claims to try, adjudicate, and determine 
certain claims for compensation for carrying the mails and pay 
for the discontinuance of postal service; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3921) to authorize the Secretary of 
War to cause to be investigated and to provide for the payment 
of all claims for the use and occupation of church and school 
buildings and grounds for Government purposes by the United 
States military authorities during the late war, and all claims 
for damages resulting from the appropriation to Government use 
of any of the furnishings or materials in said class of buildings; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (S. 3922) for the relief of the 
estate of D. L. Pritchard, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 3923) for the extension of 
Wyoming avenue, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 3924) for survey and estimate 
of cost of deepening Brunswick (Ga.) inner harbor and outer bar; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
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erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commi 
Claims: 
A bill (S. 3925) for the relief of T. Alonzo Walker and Augusta 
C. Todd; = 
A bill (S. 3926) for the relief of James Goodwin (with an accop. 
panying paper); and 
A bill (S. 3927) for the relief of the estates of Celeste Be] 
Tanner and Lemuel Tanner, deceased (with an accom I 


ttee on 


anger 
vanying 


aper). 
Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 3928) to provide ay 
American register for the steam yacht Waturus; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce 

Mr. SCOTT introdueed a bill (S. 3929) for the relief of the es. 
tate of H. F. Cocke, deceased; which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3930) to provide for the payment 
of a bounty to District of Columbia Volunteers; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 3931) to acquire certain 
ground in Hall and Elvan’s subdivision of Meridian Hill for a Goy. 
ernment reservation; which was read twice by its fitle, and ro. 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 3932) to esta. 
lish a light and fog signal at or near Black Ledge, New London 
Harbor, entrance to New London Harbor, Long Island Sound. 
Connecticut; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a joint regolution (S. R. 37) 
providing for the editions to be printed of the annual and special 
reports of the Librarian of Congress; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. PROCTOR submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $135,000 for the enlargement of the post at Willetts Point, 
Long Island, New York, intended to be proposed by him to the 
army appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BURROWS submitted an amendment proposing to in- 
crease the salary of the first assistant in the Senate document 
room from $1,800 to $2,100, and to increase the salaries of two 
assistants in the Senate document room from $1,400 to $1,800, 
intended to be proposed by him to the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington (for Mr. ANKENY) submitted an 
amendment proposing to appropriate $50,000 for the construction 
of bachelor officers’ quarters, storehouse for officers’ and troop 
property when ordered to distant stations, and for reconstruction 
and necessary repairs to present officers’ quarters and barracks 
at Fort Walla Walla, Wash., intended to be proposed by Mr. 
ANKENY to the army appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be, and the same is h rn by, 
authorized to employ during the Fifty-eighth areas a stenographer — 
time to time as may be necessary, to report such hearings as may be had by 
the committee or its subcommittees in connection with any matter 1 
may be before the committee, and to have the same printed for its us 
it may sit during the sessions of the Senate or during the periods o! 
journment; that it may summon such witnesses as may be necessary we 
sear before the committee, and that any expense in connection with te 

oregoing shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Sen:.te. 


A. C. HAWLEY. 


Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he is hereby, directed to place 
upon the messenger roll the name of A. C. Hawley, at an annual salary 


$1,440, to be paid from the contingent fund until otherwise provided for, 2° 


having been dropped through the reorganization of the committees. 
JOURNAL OF CONFEDERATE STATES CONGRESS. 


Mr. FORAKER submitted the following resolution; which wa 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


tad ¢ 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, dire sted t 

transmit to the Senate a copy of the Journal of the Provisional and the? the 

and Second Congresses of the Confederate States of America, now 12 ™ 
custody of the War Department. 


ABSTRACT OF TWELFTH CENSUS. 


Mr. QUARLES. I submit a concurrent resolution 
unanimous consent for its present consideration. 





and ask 








1904. 


The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 


be printe i 


and bound 30,000 coptes of the Abstract of the Twelfth Census, 
=) for the use of the Senate, ,800 for the use of the House, and 17,700 to be 
Sistributed by the Director of the Census. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is inclined to think 
that the resolution ought to go to the Committee on Printing, as 
the cost will be more than $500. : 

Mr. QUARLES. Very well, let it go to the committee. ; 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The concurrent resolution will 
be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

PROCEEDINGS OF NEW PANAMA CANAL COMPANY. 


Mr. MORGAN. I present the official proceedings of the New 
Panama Canal Company at its meeting in Paris—its ordinary 
meeting, it is styled here in French—on the 30th day of December, 
1903, accompanied by a report of the council of administration of 
that company and also of the commissionaires or auditors. 

The document isin French. Itis authentic. I have attempted 
to have it translated at the Library and also at the Bureau of 
American Republics, but without success, unless I would pay 
money for it. I ask that the paper be printed as a document for 
the use of the Senate, and that the Secretary of the Senate be in- 
structed to have it translated into English. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
asks that the paper which he sends to the desk be printed as a 
Senate document, and that the Secretary be instructed to have it 

ranslated. 
Mr. CULLOM. MayI inquire of the Senator whatitis? I did 
not hear his remarks. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is the official proceedings of the New Pan- 
ama Canal Company at Paris on the 30th day of December last. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Alabama? The Chair hears none, and 
the order is made. 


STATUES OF CHARLES CARROLL AND JOHN HANSON, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Senate providing for the printing of 16,500 copies of 
the proceedings in Congress upon the acceptance of the statues of 
Charles Carroll of Carrollton and John Hanson, presented by the 
State of Maryland, which were, in line 7, to strike out ‘‘ five’’ and 
—— ‘“‘three;’? and in line 8 to strike out ‘“‘ten’’ and insert 
“ twelve.” 

Mr. McCOMAS. In the absence of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Printing, I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives and request a con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

_ By unanimous consent, the President pro temp»re was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
mien New York, Mr, McComas, and Mr. GoRMAN were ap- 
pointed, 

TREATIES, LAWS, ETC., RELATING TO INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Senate providing for the printing of 3,000 copies of 
Senate Document No, 452, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session, of 
the ‘ Treaties, Laws, Executive Orders, etc., Relating to Indian 
Affairs,” which was, in line 14, after the words ‘‘ one thousand,”’ 
to insert ‘‘ five hundred.” 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate agree to the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was equal: to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce: 
ee bill (H. R. 7287) to authorize the Mobile and West Ala- 
baa Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
- 8s the Tombigbee River between the counties of Clarke and 
Jhoctaw, Ala., in section 7, township 9, range 1 west of St. 
Stephens meridian; and 
a H. R. 7288) to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama 
Bin i. . Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
oe X arrior River, in Tuscaloosa County, Ala., in section 8, 

Wnship 21 south, range 9 west of Huntsville meridian. 

‘ ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 
Ree from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
— aa its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
oe iad signed the following enrolled bills, and they were 

A bit signed by the President pro tempore: 

+ ul (H.R. 661) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 


» Meckly; 


A bill (H.R.7 
. Stuart: 


*2) granting an increase of pension to Zechariah 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1301 


A bill (H.R.864) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Moulton; 

A bill (H. R. 907) granting an increase of pension to De Witt 
C. Parker, alias Clinton J. Parker; 

A bill (H.R. 930) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M: Parkison; 
ae (H. R. 942) granting an increase of pension to James F, 

ardy; 

A bill (H. R. 957) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
Carpenter; 

A bill (H. R. 990) granting an increase of pension to Harrison 


. Fox; 

A bill (H. R. 1184) granting an increase of pension to William 
F, Longenhagen; 

A bill (H. R. 1288) granting an increase of pension to Jason 
Stevens; 

A bill (H. R. 1517) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Hutchison; 

A bill (H. R. 1856) granting an increase of pension to Alexan- 
der H. Covert; 

A bill (H. R. 2042) granting an increase of pension to Alvin B. 
Hubbard; 

A bill (H. R. 2108) granting an increase of pension to Henry D. 
Wright; 

A bill (H. R. 2155) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Bechstedt; 

A bill (H. R. 2188) granting an increase of pension to Richard 


‘A bill (Hi. R. 2472) granting an increase of pension to David F. 


A bill (H. R. 2616) granting an increase of pension to Joseph K. 
Welt; 
A bill (H. R. 2690) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


y; 
A bill (H. R. 2991) granting an increase of pension to Lydia A. 
Topping; 

A bill (H. R. 3000) granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Best; 

A bill (H. R. 3001) granting an increase of pension to Alpheus 
Converse; 

A bill (H. R. 3013) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Mavity: 

A bill (H. R. 3472) granting an increase of pension to Marcus 
E, Amsden; 

A bill (H. R. 3743) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
E. Foley; 

A bill (H. R. 3778) granting an increase of pension to Juliaetta 
Rowling; 

A bill (H. R. 3821) granting an increase of pension to Hannah 
Padgett, now Riley; 

A bill (H. R. 4115) granting an increase of pension to Joseph S. 
Young; 

A bill (H. R. 4319) granting an increase of pension to John Sex- 


Nn; 

A bill (H. R. 4726) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
B. Brightman; 

A bill (H. R. 4935) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
T. Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 5005) granting an increase of pension to Worth- 
ington S. Lock; 

A bill (H. R. 5177) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 5197) granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 5246) granting an increase of pension to Sebastian 
B. Elliott; 

A bill (H. R. 5521) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
S. Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 5719) granting an increase of pension to Forbes 
Homiston; 

A bill (H. R. 6004) granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Lyon; 

A bill (H. R. 6441) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Fillion; 

A bill (H. R. 6619) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
R. Little; 

A bill (H. R. 6830) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
E. Likes: 

A bill (H. R. 6975) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Lawson; 

A bill (H. R. 7002) granting an increase of pension to James S. 
Rearden; 

A bill (H. R. 7370) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Ivory; and 
ae bill (H. R. 7666) gratiting an increase of pension to Laura F. 

ine. 
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STATUE OF KOSCIUSKO. cally the only difference between them is that in the bil] | pre 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follow- sented after the word *‘ telegraph ”’ the words “ oil and gas ipe” 

ing message from the President of the United States; which was | Were inserted. oe I understand this bill it reenacts section 3 

read, referred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be | 2"4 puts in all the provisions that were in section 3, just as they 
printed: were in the bill. So practically it is only inserting those worg; 

io Ge Mindell Miininntt Uiietihibbatin However, I have no objection to its lying over. I have the origi. 
nal act and all the other acts. I happened to look . 


I herewith lay before the Congress a letter from the Polish organizations | 7“"|* “ 7 at this bill, 
of the United States, and the report thereon from Col. Thomas W. Symons, | finding that it was on the same subject. I have not had time to 
eens of _— Buildings and ne om 9 aeenee- read the two, but so far as I have been able to discover the Se 
mendation of Colonel Symons | advise tha 16 very patriotic offer o 1e re ital nodal . s : ace : Ae ONL 
Polish organizations be accepted, and that instead of the statue of Pulaski differen: ein the world is that this bill reenacts the old law. go that 
(which, in the judgment of his Polish compatriots should be an equestrian | it will be an independent law. we 
> = which it is now ee to. a in pone. me 4 = — Mr. STEWART. There is no objection to the bill going : 
side of Pennsylvania avenue, between Thirteenth an ourteenth streets), | sf anw @ . : : = & OV 
there be a pedest rian statue of Kosciusko accepted by the Government, to if any Senator wishes to look atitfurther. I think that it had be 


be placed on one of the four corners of Lafayette Square. Thess four cor- ter lie over, because if the one already reported answers th 


at 
[- 
r- 


ners would thus ultimately be occupied by statues of Lafayette, Rocham- | pose it can be called up and passed. There is no objectior 4 Ste 
beau, Von Steuben, and Kosciusko, all of whom — ay Se which ying over to see whether it does . a 
saw the birth of the Republic rendered service which can never be forgotten oo “ a sai a " 

by our people. p ° Mr. COCKRELL. I do not object. Section 3 of the act of 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. March 8, 1901, is the section that is practically reenacted py thy 
bill. The bill I introduced is Senate bill 2302, and it is on the 
Calendar now. It just vided for the insertion after the word 
** telegraph ” of the words “ oil and gas pipe; ’’ so that it would read 
‘telegraph, oil and gas pipe lines.” This bill puts those words 
in and reenacts the provision. There ought to & & provision in 
aie and gg peer of Course. 
; 1€ Ss ro tempore. there objection to the pres- 
The Secretary read as follows: ent consideration of bre bill? Jection to the pr 
en, There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
Washington, January 27, 1904. tee of the Whole. 
My DEAR SiR: Replying to Senate's resolution of January 25, 1904, I beg to Mr. COCKRELL. I move as an amendment, “that Congress 
advise, William D. Crum was appointed collector at the port of Charleston, | reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act.’’ 
8S. C., March 20, 1908, and a temporary commission issued. Mr. Crum quali- Mr. STEWART. Letit come in asa separate section 


fied by executing bond for $50,000 and took oath of office March 30, 1908. , ; 
Mr. Crum was again appointed December 7, 1903, and has given bond in the The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri will be stated. 


sum of $50,000 and took the oath of office on January 9, 1904. There has been no | 
third appointmentand no fourth appointment. Thesame information is con- The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill.as 
| a new section: 


Wuire Hovssg, January 28, 1901. 

Nore.—The papers accompanied a similar message to the House of Repre- 

sentatives. 

W. D, CRUM. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- | 

ate a communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, which | 
will be read: 


tained in a letter to Hon. B. R. TILLMAN, under date of January 8, 1904, and 
which appears in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of ay > 1904. a 

The resolution also asks: ‘Is Mr. Crum now in office; and if so, under what Zo : . ae oii 
authority of law?’ William D. Crum is de facto collector at the port of Suc. —. Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act 
Charleston, 8. C. Marco he panes his position — authority o sowie The amendment was agreed to. 

determinable not by the executive department of the Government, but by . zs * ie eee 
the judiciary, and by that only. He is not receiving pay, because of the pro- The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


visions of section 1761. ment was concurred in. 
Very truly, yours, ue The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
» . SHAW. . : 
Hon. WiuttaM P. Frye, _ the third time, and passed. 
President pro tempore United States Senate. RELATIONS WITH NEW GRANADA OR COLOMBIA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will lie The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
on the table and be printed. Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will 


PIPE LINE THROUGH INDIAN LANDS. be stated. 
Mr. STEWART. Iam directed by the Committee on Indian | The SECRETARY. Senate resolution 102, by Mr. New1anps, re- 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3317) authorizing the questing the President to negotiate a new treaty with the United 


Secretary of the Interior to grant right of way for pipe lines | States of Colombia, providing for the cession of all rights that 
through Indian lands, to report it favorably without amendment. | they may claim to have = the Isthmus of Panama. aaa 
There can not be any objection to the bill. It proposes. to lay | Mr. CULLOM. I move that the resolution be referred to tl 
pipe lines which will do nobody any harm. There are parties | Committee on Foreign Relations. 
who are ready to do the work and are waiting to go ahead with | The motion was agreed to. 
it. I me Ca eens ae - bill be put upon its passage. HYGIENIC CONDITIONS, ETC,, ON ISTHMUS OF PANAM 
Mr. ALLISON. at is the bill? Rae hofens the 
Mr. STEWART. It allows the Secretary of the Interior toau- ae mi «sce aN pr ng Seer tays betore | 
thorize pipe lines to convey oil and gas through Indian lands in the | The SECRETARY. Senate resolutic yn 109. by Mr. MorGAN, direct: 
Indian Territory. dene ; eee 7 cian thefore the Commit 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada | a ee re ee en a Merrill 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill Teague, shall be referred to the Committee on Public Health and 
just reported by him. It will be read. National Quarantine. 1 
The Secretary read the bill. | Mr. HOPKINS. I suggest that the Committee on Interoc’a! 
Mr. ALLISON. How long is the easement to continue under | Ganais has jurisdiction of the subject-matter of t! 
- —_ For all time? I think it ought to be pretty well regu- | [¢ acreeable to the Senator from Alabama, I should | 
ated. z 


a ii , the resolution lie over until the chairman of that con 
ate tee Junk sige lees eatenpaans wit ast Soany- junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna], is present. may 


. that he will not share in my views, but I wish to have suc! a! 
Mr. ALLISON. Ido not know. Some one else might want to | tain as will be agreeable to the chairman of the committe 
put pipe lines there. 


Mr. STEWART. There is no exclusive right given by the bill. ae peng eae eee eee bo that course, 
Mr. SPOONER. Is there a reservation in it? Is the right re- | The PRESIDENT pro tem ore. The Senator from Alabama 
served to Congress to amend the act? — . 1. It 


= r : in . . asks that the resolution shall lie on the table subject | 
. ee ART. Idonotthinkthereis. Thereshould be such will remain on the table without predjudice. It holds its form 


Mr. ALLISON. There is no limitation on the power of the Sec- | a 





retary of the Interior. CORRESPONDENCE RELATIVE TO PANAMA TREATY. 
Mr. STEWART. Let that be put in the bill. | The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before thes’ 
Mr. SPOONER. Reserving the right to alter and amend. ate a resolution, which will be stated. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I have just looked at the bill. I had occa- | TheSecrerary. Senate resolution 110, by Mr. Mor: direc 
sion to examine it a little more fully a few days ago, as I had in- | ing the Secretary of State to send to the Senate a copy 0! 4 © 
troduced a bill which is now pending on the Calendar reported | patch or letter dated January 22, 1904, relating to the witharaw®™ 
favorably. That bill proposed to insert “ oil and pipe lines’’ in | 


: | or abandonment of ali amendments to the Hay-Varilla treaty ie 
section 3 of the Indian appropriation act, which I have hereon| Mr. MORGAN. I am informed that that paper will be lav 
my desk. . 


< | fore the Senate in executive session, and being under that en- 
r. STEWART. I have no objection to the bill going over. | gagement, I withdraw the resolution. |r 
Mr. COCKRELL. I havecompared that bill with this. Practi- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is withdraw™ 





1904. 


pIPLOMATIC CORRESPONDENCE RELATIVE TO PANAMA, ETC. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the Calendar under Rule VIII. . A 

Mr, CULBERSON. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that resolution 104 ought to be laid before the Senate now. If | 
not, 1 ask that it be done. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The trouble is that some reso- 
Jutions have been laid on the table subject to call, and others have 
peen laid on thetable under the rule. This resolution was laid on | 
the table subject to call. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I call it up at this time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution which will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. Senate resolution 104, by Mr. CULBERSON, 
requesting the President to inform the Senate whether all corre- 
spondence, etc., between the Department of State and the legation 
of the United States at Bogota, has been sent to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing | 

) the resolution. 

Mtr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I do not agree, so far as I am | 
concerned, to the resolution as it now stands. In the first place, 
the resolution goes back fifty or sixty years probably, if it is the 
purpose to go back as far as the canal question has been before 
the country, and there is no evidence that it does not. If the 
resolution passes, I desire that it shall be amended so as to fix a 
date behind which the Department may not have to investigate, 
because we would not get an answer within two months unless 
we furnished them clerks. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, in answer to the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Illinois, I will state that it is not the | 
purpose of the resolution, of course, to go beyond the correspond- 
ence in reference to the Hay-Herran treaty. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then let the resolution say so. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then say so. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It does,I think, say so in effect, without | 
using that expression. 


10, the words ** beginning with March, 1903,’’ be inserted. That 


is the date of the ratification of the Hay-Herran treaty by the | 


Senate. Then I would also suggest—— 
Mr. CULBERSON. What is the suggestion of the Senator 


from Illinois? 


Mr. CULLOM,. That the resolution shall be so amended as to | 


limit it to March, 1903, which is the date of the ratification of the 
Hay-Herran treaty by the Senate. 

Mr. CULBERSON,. I understand there isa great deal of corre- 
spondence on this general subject leading up to the negotiation 
of the treaty, and we ought not to be bound by the date of the 
ratification by the Senate. 


about. If you fix the date I state you certainly will get every- 
thing that anyone has any special interestin in connection with the 
subject. If the Senator wants an answer at some time it seems 
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to me that it is in the interest of a prompt answer that the De- | 
partment shall not be required to go back so far as the resolution | 


would seem to require. 


Mr. CULBERSON., I have stated that the resolution is not in- | 


tended to go back beyond the negotiations leading up to the Hay- 


Herran treaty. With that understanding, I have no objection to | 
any amendment that will make that purpose clearer than the | 


resolutic m now does. 
Mr. CULLOM. I think the words “‘ beginning with March 17, 


1903,’ which is the date of ratification here, should be inserted, | 
| perhaps, that I should devote to an examination of this question; 


and the question had not been discussed much, if at all, except 
between the Secretary of State and the minister or chargé | 
affaires, who is here, 


tween the Secretary of State and the representative of Colombia, 
leading to the negotiation of the Hay-Herran treaty. We think 
there are other papers relating to the same subject which have | 
hot yet been sent; and what we desire is to have the correspond- 
ence sent here covering the negotiation of this treaty up to the | 
ume of its ratification by the Senate on the 22d of January, 1903, | 
and any subsequent correspondence leading to its attempted rati- | 
fication by the Republic of Colombia. The suggestion of the Sen- | 
ator from Iinois will not accomplish that purpose. 
Mr. CULLOM. What I desire is that the resolution shall be 
—_ das that when it is adopted—if it shall be adopted—there 
a , © some point of time beyond which the Department shall | 
M lave to go in order to furnish the documents. 
=. : : ULBERSON, We are willing, Mr. President, that it may | 
ee ack beyond June 28, 1902—the date on which the President 
_ ved the Spooner Act—if that will be satisfactory. 
as r. CULLOM. Iam willing for that, but I want some date 
Y which the Department can be governed. 
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Mr. CULBERSON. I will modify the resolution by inserting 

— the word “‘canal,’’ in line 5, the words “since June 28, 
902.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be so 
modified. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to that modification. All 
I want is to get the information sent in here at some time or other, 
and give the Department a chance to know what they have got 
to furnish. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the 
resolution as modified? 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam not willing to agree to the resolution as 
it now stands. I propose to amend by adding at the end of the 
resolution the words **if not in his judgment incompatible with 
the public interest;’’ and I insist on that amendment being 
adopted. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask that the Secretary will now read the 
resolution as I have modified it and as it would stand if the amend- 
ment suggested by the Senator from Illinois should be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the Senate whether 
all the correspondence and notes between the Department of State and the 
legation of the United States at Bogota, and between either of these and the 
Government of Colombia for the construction of an isthmian canal since June 
28, 1902, and all the correspondence and notes between the United States and 
any of its officials or representatives or the Government of Panama, con- 
cerning the separation of Panama from Colombia, have been sent to the 


| Senate and, if not, that he be requested to send the remaining correspond- 


ence and notes to the Senate in executive session, if not in his judgment in- 


| compatible with the public interest. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amend- 


| ment submitted by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom}. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to 
enter into a discussion of the general subject of the Panama ques- 


| tion, but to confine myself strictly to the pending resolution, and 
Mr. CULLOM. I suggest that after the word “‘ notes,”’ in line | 


particularly to the amendment offered by the Senator from Ilinois. 

The resolution is not intended to call, and does not call, for any 
personal correspondence on the part of any official of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, nor does it seek any information of an 


| extraneous character. It is confined distinctly and expressly to a 


request to send to the Senate official correspondence, and official 
correspondence only, relating to the negotiation and subsequent 
conduct of the Hay-Herran treaty and the incidents connected 
with Panama. 

Mr. President, as an original proposition, I do not believe that 
it can be successfully refuted that the Senate is entitled to this 
correspondence. The President is not authorized by the Consti- 


| tution to negotiate a treaty wholly by himself, but treaties must 
Mr. CULLOM. It is the Hay-Herran treaty that I am talking | 


be negotiated by the President with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, and certainly, Mr. President, the Senate is entitled 
to all the official information which the President has in his pos- 
session upon which its judgment and advice is asked to the ratifi- 
cation of a treaty. Certainly the President can not retain in his 
possession matters of an official character included in correspond- 
ence between himself and the other contracting government 
which would lead him to negotiate a treaty which he is entitled 
to withhold from the Senate upon which it shall pass its judg- 
ment as to whether it shall advise and consent to sich a treaty. 

Not only is that true as an original proposition, Mr. President, 
but. as I understand it, this resolution accords with precedents 
on the subject: and the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Illinois ought not to be adopted. I have not devoted all the time, 


but, so far as I have been able to discover from diligent inquiry 


| and search among the precedents of our Government, and so far 
_Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, a great deal of correspond- | 
ence has already been sent to the Senate, as I understand it, be- 


as others have been able to ascertain who have investigated this 
matter for me, no resolution has ever been adopted by the Senate, 
particularly when any point was made upon it, that when the 
Senate was asking for information relating to the negotiation of 
a treaty to be submitted to it in confidence by the President, it 
should be left to his judgment and discretion whether that infor- 
mation should be sent here. 

This resolution does not ask the President to send this informa- 
tion in open session; it does not ask him to send this correspond- 
ence for the purpose of publication; but it expressly requests him 
to send it to the Senate in executive session, with all the secrecy 
and with all the confidence those terms at least ought to import 


| in this body. 


While I will not, Mr. President, undertake to recite at length 
the precedents on this subject, I do ask leave to call attention to 
certain transactions in our history which bear strongiy upon this 
proposition. 

In the message of President Washington March 30, 1796, sent 
to the House of Representatives, he declined to send information 
requested by the House upon the distinct ground that the treaty 


pete 4 ies 


et okra 








1304 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





YQ 
i) 
7 


J ANUARY 





which he was then discussing was not one in which the concur- 


rence of the House of Representatives was required, or upon which | President to communicate information in confidence to the Sen 
the House of Representatives was entitled, under the Constitu- | for the purpose of considering a treaty in which it has ever been 


| 


| 


TNR 
ate, has any resolution ever been adopted by the Senate asking the 
ate 


tion, to express an opinion, indicating most clearly the opinion of | left to his judgment and discretion as to whether that informa- 


President Washington that, if it had been a request from the 
Senate for this information pending the ratification of a treaty, 
the information would have been sent. 

In a message of President Polk, dated January 12, 1848, answer- 
ing a resolution of the House of Representatives, President Polk 
quotes from this message of President Washington in 1796, in- 
sisting under the rule laid down there and for the reason given 
there, that the House of Representatives was not entitled to the 
information, but clearly indicating in the argument that, if the 
request had been made by the Senate, the information would 
have been sent. In a message of President Polk, dated February 
29, 1849, he uses this language: 


_ In compliance with the resolution of the Senate passed in “executive ses- 
sion’’on yesterday, requesting the President “to communicate to the Senate, 
in confidence, the entire correspondence between Mr. Trist and the Mexican 
commissioners from the time of his arrival in Mexico until the time of the 
negotiation of the treaty submitted to the Senate, and also the entire corre- 
spondence between Mr. Trist and the Secretary of State in relation to his 
negotiations with the Mexican commissioners, also all the correspondence 
between General Scott and the Government and between General Scott and 
Mr. Trist since the arrival of Mr. Trist in Mexico which may be in the yon 
a of the Government,” I transmit herewith the correspondence called 

or. 


Mr. President, that was a resolution which passed, it is true, in 
executive session, calling upon the President to submit to the 
Senate, in confidence, the correspondence in question; but I take 
it that there is no special force in the fact that the information 
was called for while the Senate was sitting in executive session 
rather than in open session, because the information was to be 
sent to the Senate in confidence, as called for in the resolution 
now under consideration. 

In another message of President Polk to the Senate February 
9, 1849, this appears: 

In compliance with the resolution of the Senate of the 6th instant, request- 
ing the President to cause to be laid before that body, in ‘“executiveor open 
session, in his discretion, any instructions given to Ambrose H. Sevier and 
Nathan Clifford, commissioned as ministers plenipotentiary on the part of 
the United States to the Government of Mexico, or to either of said minis- 
ters, prior to the ratification by the Government of Mexico of the treaty of 
peace between the United States and that Republic,” and certain corre- 
spondence and other papers specified in the said resolution, I communicate 
herewith a report from the Secretary of State, together with copies of the 
documents called for. 


Mr. SPOONER. Was that a Senate resolution? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes; a Senate resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will not the Senator read the resolution? 
Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly. It is as follows: 


Requesting the President to cause to be laid before that body, in “executive 


or open session, in his discretion, any instructions given to Ambrose H. Sevier | 


and Nathan Clifford,” etc. 


In that resolution of the Senate the President was requested to 
give the information to the Senate either in open session or in 
secret session. as his judgment might dictate. 


Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- | 


tion only for information? 
Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly. 


tion shall be sent, and it occurs to us that it ought not to be dong 
in this case. j 

The information isimportant, no doubt. We have information— 
we have direct information—that some documents and some ofii- 
cial correspondence which have passed between our Government 
and the officials of Colombia bearing upon this general question 
have not been sent to the Senate heretofore in communications 
of a voluntary character made by the President, and we ask that 
it be done now, in order that we may have the full information 
here when we are called upon to advise and consent to the ratifi- 
cation of this treaty. . 

Mr. CULLOM. I want to assure the Senator, whether those 
words are in or out, that if the resolution shall be passed, he wil] 
get all the information there is in the Department which is perti- 
nent to the general subject. 

The thing which I am inclined to complain of is that there is, 
on the part of some Senators, a disposition or want of confidence 
that the President of the United States is willing to give informa- 
tion that is in possession of the executive department, that there- 
fore there is something behind, and that the Senate ought to 
pass a resolution directing and insisting upon the President fur- 
nishing further information, which certain Senators seem to think 
is lying back in some secret corner. 

Mr. President, it is a very common thing for the Senate of the 
United States in executive session and in legislative session to pass 
resolutions referring to treaties with the words inserted, ‘if in 
the judgment of the President it be not incompatible with the 
public interest to furnish the information;’’ and when I insist 
upon those words going into this resolution, I want the Senator 
from Texas and everybody else to understand that I am just as 
anxious as anyone can be that every single particle of information 
that is inthe Department which is pertinent to the subject shall 
be furnished by the President, and I have no more doubt that it 
will be done than I have that I stand here in the presence of this 
Senate. 

Now, I want to call the attention of the Senate for a moment to 
the very first resolution which my eye lights upon, that has been 
passed by this body only recently, and during the life of the late 
distinguished Senator Sherman: 

Resolved, That the President is requested, if it is not in his opinion incom- 
»vatible with the public interest, to send to the Senate all the correspondence 
»etween the United States and Great Britain, and other papers relating to 

the treaty of arbitration now pending in the Senate. 

This resolution calling for information which was adopted in 
executive session, was introduced by the late Senator Sherman, 
and it was answered. I do not know what the answer was, for I 
have not had time to look it up. 

That is one resolution, and I believe the Senator from Texas 
intimated to me the other day that if I could find one such reso- 
lution he would be very much gratified if I would show it to him. 
I did not happen to have the time to do the latter, but there is 


| the resolution. 


Mr. SPOONER. Was that resolution introduced in legisla- | 


tive session or in executive session? 

Mr. CULBERSON. It appears to have been introduced in 
legislative session. At least, the contrary does not appear, and I 
take it it was introduced in legislative session of the Senate. I 
should not think, however, that that would be of any special con- 
sequence; but if that is a matter of any particular importance, I 
presume the one I am now about to read will answer the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not make any suggestion. 
information. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I think the question was suggestive. 

On March 8, 1848, President Polk sent a short message to the 
Senate, as follows: 


In answer to the resolution of the Senate of this date, requesting the Presi- 
dent to communicate to that body “confidentially, any additional dispatches 
which may have been received from Mr. Trist, and especially those which 
are promised by him in his letter to Mr. Buchanan of the 2d of February last, 
if the same have been received,” I have to state that all the dispatches which 
have been received from Mr. Trist have been heretofore communicated to 
the Senate. 


Mr. President, that is a resolution in perfect consonance with 
the one which is being considered by the Senate at this time. It 


was passed in open session, and the information was requested to 
be sent to the Senate confidentially, as isthe information requested 
to be sent to the Senate in confidence or in executive session in the 
resolution we are now considering. 

I therefore submit that in no case, safar as I have been able to 
discover, either by examination myself or through the aid of others, 
particularly when the question is called to the attention of the Sen- 


I asked for | 





Mr. CULBERSON. What is the date of the resolution? 

Mr. CULLOM. The date is 1897, only a few years ago. and the 
resolution was introduced in this body by the late Senator Sherman. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Has the Senator a copy of the resolution? 

Mr. CULLOM. Here is the thing itself, I had it copied from 
the Journal of the Senate. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I did not understand from the reading 
whether or not the resolution was adopted in executive session. 

Mr. CULLOM. Here is another. I do not know whether this 
resolution refers to a treaty, but I have taken the pains, Mr. Presi- 
dent, by the aid of my clerk, to go over the records and see w.\ethet 
anything could be found on this subject generally. I donot know, 
as I said, whether this resolution has reference to a treaty or not, 
but I will read it: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the 
public interest, to inform the Senate whether Great Britain or any other 
nation has protested pone or objected to the making of the treaty with the 
Republic of Cuba which is now before the Senate, and if any such protest of 
objection has been made, the character thereof. 

That resolution, which was introduced by the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER], wasagreed to. It does not refer directly 
to inquiries as to what the President did about the matter, but 
asked for other information. 

Mr. LODGE. May I ask the Senator if these are executive 
resolutions? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; executive resolutions. 

Mr. LODGE. Taken from the Executive Journals of the Sen- 
ate? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; they are taken from the Journals of the 
executive sessions of the Senate. And I wish to say that anyt ng 
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which was introduced in legislative session would not appear in 
the Journals of the executive sessions of the Senate. Pea 

Mr, COCKRELL. I want to ask the Senator if any point is 

ade that this resolution is not in executive session? It does not 
— any difference, it seems to me, whether such a resolution is 
Se in executive session or not if it asks that the information 
he sent to the Senate in executive session. , 

Mr.CULLOM. Thatistrue. I think, myself, however, while 
I make no point upon it, it would have been more apt and ap- 
propriate, as the resolution asks for an answer in executive ses- 
sion, that the resolution should have been introduced in executive 
. Mr, CLAY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Illinois yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido. : 

Mr, CLAY. Isit not true that the Senate is a part of the treaty- 
making power, and participates with the Executive in making 
treaties, and that the Executive can not make a treaty without 
the consent of the Senate? 

Mr. CULLOM. Most assuredly. 

Mr. CLAY. Then, is it not true that the Senate in executive 
session would be entitled to all the information the President 
himself had, and all that aided him in making the treaty—every 
fact and circumstance connected with it—especially if we desired 
it in executive session? 

Mr. CULLOM. Everybody knows that the Constitution makes 
the Senate a part of the treaty-making power. 

There is no purpose on the part of the President to withhold 
information, but I take it that he does—though I do not know 
whether he does or not—insist that the usual courtesy which has 
been extended to other Presidents shall be extended to him. He 
will furnish every scrap of information that is in possession of the 
executive department, but I insist that the words I have sug- 
gested shall go into the resolution as the usual expression of later 
days when calling upon the President for information. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Suppose the President does not. 

Mr. CULLOM, Then we can deal with the subject when that 
time comes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But as part of the treaty-making power it 
seems to me we have to guard against the precedent of a surren- 
der of the right, even in calling for these things, of demanding 
them rather than begging for them. No one wants to treat the 
President with any discourtesy; there is not the slightest inten- 
tion to cast any imputation upon his honesty or his loyalty or his 
truthfulness or anything of that sort, but it is merely to give no- 
tice that certain papers are wanted, and that we,as part of the 
treaty-making power, have a right to those things. It is not any 
discourtesy to let the President understand that we have the 
right and to let him understand that we understand our rights. 

_Mr.CULLOM. The President of the United States has the 
right—and I insist upon it—to refuse or to comply, as he sees 
proper, whether you put the words in the resolution or not. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Does the Senator say that the President has 
— to refuse to send papers of this sort to the Senate in execu- 

vé session? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do say so. 

_ Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator of course has a right to his opin- 

‘on; but Ishould be very sorry to see the Senate of the United 

— surrender one of its prerogatives and constitutional rights 
anybody at any time or anywhere. 

Mr. HALE. Let me make a suggestion. 


vault PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 


Mr. CULLOM. Yes, sir. 


oe DALE. I wish to ask the Senator if he does not recall, as 
— nators will recall, the circumstances taking place here 
be f n, “pon nominations which must be confirmed by the Senate 
nena commissions issue, the Senate under the leadership of the 
the ‘veteran Senator from Vermont, Mr. Edmunds, insisted that 
the se had a right, as a a of the appointing eee to ask 
relati - ent, and to compel him if need be, to send in all papers 
fou to nominations and the reason for the nominations, or 
oa : > ry - in case of a nomination in place of a removal? Some 
land decli here for days waging that contest. President Cleve- 
nes ar eet and stated aqeseely that he could not and would 
Chambe = the Senate such papers; and we on this side of the 
the then. soked out of the controversy upon the resumption, 
and that 2 s a wee a a5 ean underlying in the President, 
fee could not compel him. 
= = . SRELD. May I ask the Senator a question? 
‘SALE. If the Senator will wait a moment, I will yield. 


a I have yielded to the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
ALE]. 

Mr. HALE. Now, in these cases—and that is the practical 
view of it, though there is great force in the contention of the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] that upon a treaty the Sen- 
ate should receive all possible information in the hands of the 
President—the universal courtesy has always obtained of grant- 
ing the discretionary power to the President in the requests which 
are made by the Senate. I never knewit otherwise. It is no use 
in talking about the difficulty of crossing a stream until you 
reach it. 

There never was, and never will be, a President who will de- 
cline upon a treaty to send to the Senate, a part of the treaty- 
making power, information upon the subject, unless it happens 
to be of that intricate and subtle kind that ought not to be com- 
municated to anybody, and we shall never find a President de- 
clining to answer, if we send the customary message, including 
the courtesy that has always obtained, and the answer will sat- 
isfy us. If it does not, then we can deal with that situation; but 
we need not anticipate such a case by leaving out of the resolu- 
tion the customary phrase. 

I am sorry the Senator from Texas, who is a conservative man 
in his instincts, wants to violate the precedents. Iam sorry that 
he has precipitated this question upon the Senate now, when there 
really never will be any occasion, when the answer is returned, 
for us to complain. 

If there is we can deal with it; I do not know just how, but we 
can then express ourselves and can exhaust whatever power there 
is in the Senate. But I should hope that it would not be insisted 
upon now. Let us wait and see if the President in any way will 
even take the ground that President Cleveland did, that he would 
not send to the Senate certain information he had. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Maine yield for a 


/question? 


Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Did not the demand there go beyond asking 
for papers relating to appointments and call for those relating to 
removals? 

Mr.HALE. The Senator from Missouri probably did not notice 
it. but I said in my remarks that it involved the question not only 
of an appointment, but of removal, where an appointment was 
based upon a removal, and the President declined. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iremember the discussion very distinctly 

Mr. HALE. As the Senator knows, we were here for weeks 
on it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iremember distinctly that I was very much 
opposed to the course of the President, and that the then Senator 
from Tennessee, Mr. Harris, and I both protested to the Presi- 
dent against refusing to send in the papers relating to appoint- 
ments. We did not think the Senate had any right to ask in re- 
gard to removals. 

Mr. HALE. And the President maintained his attitude. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He substantially maintained it, and yet, I 
understand, finally sent in all the papers relating to appointments, 
but not those relating to removals. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ofcourse. He would have done it anyway. 

Mr. HALE. And the Senate abandoned its contention—aban- 
doned its resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I donot think it might be considered an 
abandonment. There were only two or three speeches made on 
the Democratic side sustaining the President in his position. I 
know that. Finally the majority then, as now, acted upon all the 
nominations and were satisfied with the papers that he sent and 
did not call for additional ones. 

Mr. HALE. ‘Times change and we change with them,”’ and 
it is worth while to remember that as issues shift one side takes 
a position to-day and the other side the same position to-morrow; 
and it ought to be a monition to us not to be very forward in seek- 
ing to innovate in these cases. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Maine to the fact that there were three resolutions—— 

Mr. CULLOM.: Mr. President—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. I believe I have the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ilinois 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam inclined to yield to anybody who wants 
to 


speak. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois has 
the floor, and he yielded to the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Maine to the fact that there were three resolutions, embod- 
ied all in one paper, bearing upon the general question discussed 
at that time. One of the resolutions, the last one, is the one to 
which the Senator refers, and my recollection is that the two 
former resolutions were adopted while the latter one was rejected. 
Mr. TILLMAN, Will the Senator from Illinois yield to me? 
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yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 
Mr. CULLOM. Briefly. 
Mr. TILLMAN. 
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different points of view, and as the Senator from Maine intimated | 


a moment ago as to the whirligig of time and the ups and downs | . 


of politics change majorities we might swap positions very easily. 
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aaa ' — 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ilinois | France relative to the pending extradition treaty between the two ¢, 
ments, and any information in his possession relative to such treat.’ 
since it was first submitted to the Senate. 7 actined 
It seems to me we are contending here from | ,, | have my hands full of references to such resolutions, many of 
: them exactly like that. ey 
Mr. COCKRELL. Have you the resolution which wag yoc.; 
in 1886 calling on President Cleveland for information ajox, 


But there is a principle involved here which was not involved in 
the Cleveland case. A treaty is alawof theland. An appoint- 
ment is not a law of the land. It is not binding upon anybody. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, yes; it is. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senate agrees to an appointment, the 
appointee becomes a part of the machinery of government, it is 
true, but somebody else could take his place very readily, and it 
would not make any difference. 

If Senators on the other side are merely contending for courtesy 
to the President, without the Senate surrendering any of its rights, 
I do not think any man on this side would hesitate for a moment 
to pay the President all proper courtesy and respect. But the 
whole question, as it appears to me, is whether or not in the mat- 
ter of a treaty the Senate should ever consent to the view that it 
is within the discretion of the President to refuse information 
which would throw light on the treaty and enable Senators to pass 
upon it intelligently. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I think there is a principle in- 
volved in the insertion of those words, because the President of 
the United States is the head of one branch of the Government, 
and he has a right to his view of his duty under the Constitution 
as well as we have. But I say that in fact the resolution will be 
answered fully and completely and as truthfully as any executive 
officer ever answered a resolution in his life and as truthfully as 
anybody can answer anything. y 

Mr. HALE. And everybody will be satisfied. 

Mr.CULLOM. And everybody will be satisfied, as the Senator 
from Maine says. This is an effort, apparently, on the part of 
some of our friends togetanadvantage. After they had caucused 
on this matter, if I may be allowed to say so, for a week or two, 
this was the result. Mr. President, there never was a President 
in the White House in the history of the Government who would 
be further from prevaricating upon any question, whether it af- 
fected him or otherwise, than the present President of the United 
panes, But I did not rise to discuss the resolution at very great 
length. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I do not think I ought to allow the oppor- 
tunity to pass without suggesting to the Senator that the infer- 
ence he would seem to draw from the introduction of this resolu- 
lution in its present form is entirely unjustified. 

Mr. CULLOM. I withdraw any suggestion of that sort which 
I may have made. 

Mr. CULBERSON. There is no indication that in presenting 
this resolution there is any hope on the part of anybody to catch 
the President in an untruth, or anything of the kind. The reso- 
lution simply purposes, Mr. President, what it imports on its face, 
that if there is any other official correspondence on this subject —— 

Mr. CULLOM. If there is, you will get it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That the President is requested to sent it. 
The President has never said in any message to this body that 
he has sent all the correspondence, and as soon as he says, if he 
does, that he has sent all the correspondence on the subject, of 
course everybody on this side of the Chamber as well as on the 
other will accept his statement as entirely correct. 

Mr. CULLOM. I was proceeding to give instances as to what 
we had done heretofore, so as to show to the Senator and all Sen- 
ators that the insertion of the words which I suggested should be 
put in the resolution is the most common thing to be done when 
we are asking the President for information. For instance, I 
read a resolution introduced by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Har] who has just been speaking: 

Resolved, That the President be, and hereby is, requested, if not in his 
judgment incompatible with the public interest, to send to the Senate all 
official correspondence not heretofore communicated with the British Gov- 
ernment since October, 1891, relative to the Bering Sea controversy. 

[Agreed to March 25, 1892.] 

Those words were in that resolution. The resolution was 
adopted, and I have no doubt, thongh I did not follow it far 
—_ to speak with certainty, that the resolution was answered 
fully. 

Again, on June 21,1893, Mr. Vilas—this was during the Admin- 
istration of Mr. Cleveland—offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested, if in his 


opinion compatible with the public interests, to furnish to the Senate the 
correspondence between the Department of State and the Government of 


offices? 

Mr. CULLOM. No; I do not think I have it. 

Mr. LODGE. That was an executive resolution. 

Mr. CULLOM. It was an executive resolution? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from j1\j,, 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? mai 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I should like to ask the Senator whether), 
the research which has been made of precedents any resolutio, 
has been found that does not leave to the President (is retionary 

wer? ; 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; there have been such resolutions, | yw; 
read such a one, which I believe I have in my hand at this momen; 
The following resolution was submitted in executive session Jay. 
uary 9, 1844: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to lay before the Senate eons 
dentially, the Senate being in executive session, a copy of any instructions 
which may have been given by the Executive to the American minister iy 
England on the subject of the title to and occupation of the Terntory «' 
Oregon since the 4th of March, 1841; also a copy of any correspondence which 
may have passed between this Government and that of Great Britain in rely. 
tion to that subject since that time. 

It turned out, I believe, that the President declined to comply 
with the resolution. There was a resolution in which there was 
no incompatibility phrase and yet the President declined to ap. 
swer it. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will the Senator state the time when that 
resolution was adopted? 

Mr. CULLOM. In 1844, 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. 1844? 

Mr. CULLOM. January 9, 1844. 

Mr. MALLORY. Does the Senator know why the President 
declined? 

Mr. CULLOM. I have not had time to run down the questio 

Mr. MALLORY. It was not because he construed the absence 
of the incompatibility clause as a discourtesy to him or anything 
of that kind? 

Mr. CULLOM. 
the reason. 

Mr. MALLORY. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have not had time to look up the reason i: 
any case. But in the time I had I ran over, with the help of m) 
clerks, the journalswf the executive sessions to see just tly 
what had taken place in dealing with such resolutior 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to suggest to the Senator from | 
that he is now reading from the proceedings in execu 

Mr. GORMAN. It has all been made public since ‘ 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think those proceedings 
made public, although I do not know. I merely ca 
to it. 

Mr. GORMAN. They have all beeh made public. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are all public? I would like to snow 
whether that is the fact. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the point the Senator from |! 
is well taken as to some of these resolutions, althous) | 
occur to me at the moment. 

Mr. ALLISON. The resolution of 1844 undoubie 
made public. 

Mr. LODGE. They have been made public down t 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. Down to 1890 and not since; and there ave! 
resolutions read dated 1897. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes. The first one I read ought 
been read. It did not occur to me at the moment, howeveT. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They have all been made public up to 

Mr. CULLOM. Senator Weller, on June 19, 185°, subt 
the following resolution, which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be request 
the Senaie, if not incompatible with the public interest, whet! ny | 
sitions have been made by the King of the Sandwich Islands to cede" 
vey the sovereignty of said islands to the United States, and, |! “® "") 
municate to the Senate all official information in his posses 
said subject. 

On June 26 the President replied that he had taken the! 
into consideration, ‘‘ But the conclusion which I have at 


I have not had time to look up the question o! 
I think not. 


touching 


reque st 
iyed ab 
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is that the public interest would not be promoted, but, on the 
‘ontrary, might, under circumstances of possible occurrence, be 
aa ely endangered if it were now to be complied with.” 
” The President answered that frankly and stated the reason why 
he was not disposed to comply with it, and so would any other 
Presid nt if there was anything which he could not, in his judg- 
ment, lay before the Senate either in executive session or in leg- 
islative session. This was in executive session. 
“Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President — ii. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 
* Mr. CULLOM. _ Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There was no treaty pending to which that 

lated? 
" Me CULLOM. Does the Senator refer tothe Weller resolution? 
No: I think there was not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There was no action of the Executive pend- 
ing for consideration at the time when the request for informa- 

‘on was refused. 
oor CULLOM. ‘* Whether any propositions have been made 
by the King of the Sandwich Islands to cede or convey any por- 
tion of the territory of said islands to the United States; and if so, 
to communicate to the Senate,’’ etc., I do not know. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But there was no treaty pending—— 

Mr. CULLOM. No treaty was pending. 

Mr. COCKRELL. About which the Senate had any right to 
call upon him for correspondence. 

Mr. CULLOM. He declined to answer, and gave the reasons 
why. 

Mr. CULBERSON. And very properly. It had not been con- 
summated. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. Mason, on June 25, 1852, introduced the 
following resolution, which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to inform | 


the Senate, if not in his opinion incompatible with the public interest, 
whether any convention or compact been entered into on the part of the 
United States and Great Britain whereby the two Governments jointly rec- 
ommend or advise Nicaragua and the Mosquito Indians on matters affecting 
their several and respective boundaries, etc. 


That comes as near a treaty as you could possibly come and not 
actually be making one in terms. 
President Fillmore declined to furnish the information, stating: 


that it would not comport with the public interests to communicate it under 
existing circumstances, 


Mr. COCKRELL. The treaty had not been negotiated. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not know whether it had or not. 
were dealing with the Mosquito Indians of Nicaragua. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Nothing was completed. 

Mr.CULLOM. Nothing wascompleted, and he declined to give 
any further information at that time. 

Now, here is one from the late Senator Bayard. 

The following resolution was submitted by Mr. Bayard on 
omens 16, 1856, was agreed to, and the President complied 
With it: 
. Resol 
it be not is 


the Secretary of State and Edward Howell, while the latter was acting as 
ia the to a in relation to the estates of decedent American citizens 
16 Island of Cuba. 


of th l, That the Secretary lay the said resolution before the President 
4 the United States, 


They 


i, That the President be requested to communicate to the Senate, if 


th 
desire to say in perfect frankness that Webster introduced the 
resol 


formation that I have found. Of course in the early history of 
the Goy ernment, when meager records were kept, it is difficult to 
get full information, but Webster seems to have been the first 
man to introduce those words into such resolutions in executive 


a calling upon the President for information of whatever 


Mr. 
luti: 
the inf 


ao ormation he is calling for; and I assure him that if we pass 


= “swer it within a reasonable period, he will get a full and 
mplete answer in a very few days. 

— . at care to say anything more. 

the bie iMAN, Mr. President, I feel that I ought to assure 

mittee or * from Nllinois (Mr. CuLLom], chairman of the Com- 

Texas | u oreign Relations, in addition to what the Senator from 

tect '. CULBERSON], the author of this resolution, has said, 

80 tar a8 I know—and I think I know that much—there has 





‘compatible with the public interest, the correspondence between | 


| time, I will say a word on that subject. 


not been, there is not now, and there is not likely to be at any 
time a disposition on this side of the Chamber, in framing com- 
munications to the President of the United States, to couch them 
otherwise than in the most respectful language,and that the matter 
of the resolution itself shall be such that it can not be tortured 
into a desire to reflect upon the President of the United States. 
We have too much respect for that office. That, however, will 
not and ought not to prevent us from criticising the acts of the 
President of the United States with frankness, but always within 


| proper bounds. 


In the matter of the resolution whichis pending, I am quite cer- 
tain that the words ‘“‘ within the discretion of the President’’ 
were left out purposely and properly. I know the records show 
that the action of this body has been in both forms. The Presi- 
dent of the United States has frequently been requested to send 
to this body all the information that he might have in the Depert- 
ments when a treaty was pending in the Senate. Itis true that 
in later years, I think in nearly every case, the words ‘‘ within 
his discretion ’’ or ‘‘ if not incompatible with the public interest”’ 
have been inserted. In every case the President has responded 
frankly, sometimes telling the Senate he has furnished all the cor- 


| respondence and all the information. 


In some cases, in one great case particularly, the President of 
the United States said it would not do, in the then condition, to 
furnish the Senate with all the information, but that the Senate 
and each Senator who was compelled to deal with the question 


| should have the information at the Department, and that he 


would furnish every facility for them to see the original documents. 
But, Mr. President, there has never been any hesitation on the 
part of the Senate, under any Administration, in requesting every 
single item of information within the possession of the President 
or of the Secretary of State. 

During President Polk’s Administration Mr. Webster offered and 
had passed a resolution in this body while the treaty with Mexico 
was pending and while the armies were facing each other, only 
divided by ariver. At that time the question of further conflict 


| was pending, and the statement had been made in the public press, 


through the attacks upon Mr. Polk’s Administration, that methods 
were used to bring about a result, and that for that purpose 


| $3,000,000 had been placed in the hands of an agent of the Gov- 


ernment, the secret service of the United States. No more deli- 
cate position could be occupied by a President than President 


| Polk occupied at that time, and yet Mr. Webster in this body 
Any information which may be in the possession of the Executive on these | 
subjects shall in due time be laid before the Senate, but it is apprehended | 


offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to inform 
the Senate of the terms of the authority given to Nathaniel P. Trist to draw 
for the $3,000,000 authorized by the act of the 2d of March, 1847. 

President Polk did not refuse to furnish it to the Senate. The 
treaty was pending, as this treaty is pending now, and the call 
was made for the specific document. The reply came, and came 
in confidence, It does not appear in any document printed by 
the Senate. 

Again, as the Senator from Illinois has referred to a resolution 
requesting the President of the United States to send to the Senate 
all the correspondence relating to the great controversy with Great 
Britain as to the northern boundary, which threatened war at any 
He sent in not only the 
suggestions as to the treaty that was proposed to be made, but, the 
Senate of the United States in 1846 having asked for specific in- 
formation as to the correspondence with Mr. McLane, the agent 


| or minister of the United States, in his reply, which will be found 


Now, I will not take up the time of the Senate in running over | 
ese resolutions longer, because there are so many of them. I | 


‘ution calling upon the President in executive:session for in- | 


ractda : ‘ i | ! 
President, I think the Senator having charge of this reso- | only because they were necessary to explain the answers given to them by 


1 ought to allow it to pass with those words in it, if he wants | 


‘at Way, limiting it in point of time so that the Government | 


| 


in the Presidents’ Messages and Documents, between 1841 and 
1849, on page 455, he said: 

. WASHINGTON, July 21, 1846. 
To the Senate of the United States: 


I herewith transmit, in compliance with the request of the Senate in their 


sce ph ; | resolution of the 17th of June, 1846, a report of the Secretary of State, toget) 
Words “if not incompatible with the public interest ”’ in the first | 


with a copy of all ‘‘the dispatches and instructions relative to the Ore 
treaty * forwarded to our minister—Mr. McLane—*“ not heretofore comn . 
cated to the Senate,” including a statement of the propositions for the ad- 
justment of the Oregon question previously made and rejected by the re- 
spective Governments. is statement was furnished to Mr. McLane before 
his departure from the country, and is dated on the 12th July, 1845, the day 
on which the note was addressed by the Secretary of State to Mr. Pakenham 
offering tosettle the controversy by the forty-ninth parallel of latitude, which 
was rejected by that minister on the 20th July following. 

The Senate will perceive that extracts from but two of Mr. McLane’s “ dis- 
patches and communications to this Government” are transmitted, and these 


the Secretary of State. 

These dispatches are both numerous and voluminons, and from their con- 
fidential character their publication it is believed would be highly prejudicial 
to the public interests. 

Public considerations alone have induced me to withhold the dispatches of 
Mr. McLane addressed to the Secretary of State. Iconcur with the Secretary 
of State in the views presented in his report herewith transmitted, against 
the publication of these dispatches. 

Mr. McLane has performed his whole duty to his country, and I am not 
only willing, but anxious, that every Senator who may desire it shall have an 
opportunity of perusing these dispatches at the Department of State. The 
Secretary of State has been instructed toafford every facility for this purpose. 

JAMES K. POLK. 


But that was while the matter was pending between this Gov- 
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ernment and another great nation, when the premature publica- 
tion might produce disastrous results. 

In this case we are dealing with a small and insignificant coun- 
try compared to ours, where the transaction, so far as the execu- 
tive branch is concerned, is at an end; where there can be no docu- 
ment the publication of which would disturb the peace of the two 
countries. It is only the light we desire—all the information re- 
lating to a transaction that has passed from the hands of the Presi- 
dent and has come to us. 

Mr. LODGE. MayIasktheSenator from Maryland a question? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. DoI understand the Senator to say that when 
we ratify the treaty the matter is at an end? 

Mr. GORMAN. I mean to say that so far as concerns the 
negotiations leading up to the point where tho treaty has been 
completed by the executive branch and has been transmitted to 





us—— 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator, of course, is aware that the treaty 
is not completed. 

Mr. GORMAN. I am aware of that, and it can not be com- 
pleted until it has been acted upon by this body. 

Mr. LODGE, I mean after it is acted upon by this body it is 
not complete. 

Mr. GORMAN. And it ought not to be acted upon here until 
we have every single item of information that the President had 
when he negotiated it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose Senators on the other side are de- 
sirous of obtaining information to be used in executive session in 
the consideration of the treaty? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LODGE. And they desire information upon all matters 
pertaining to it? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And not upon negotiations of a difficult and 
delicate character, perhaps, which are now going on between some 
of these governments in regard to matters which have grown up 
since the treaty was negotiated. If that is their purpose, I sug- 
gest that an amendment or modification be made in the resolu- 
tion, so that the correspondence called for shall be such as was 
exchanged prior to the negotiation of or has reference to the 
treaty now pending. 

I think the Senator from Maryland himself would hardly feel 
like asking the President of the United States, who is charged 
with this work of carrying on diplomatic negotiations, to send 
here information in regard to what is now being done, if any- 
thing, as to matters between Colombia and the United States 
or between Panama and Colombia. I trust that that is not the 
purpose of this resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not think the Senator from Rhode Island 
could put such a construction upon the resolution, Certainly it 
is not the intention. 

I was not aware that other negotiations are pending. I hope, 
for the honor of the country, that they are, and that we may find 
some way out of it, so that every Senator, no matter whether on 
this or the other side, may feel and know that by sound judg- 
ment a wise public policy may be inaugurated which will bring 
back to us the good feeling of the people south of us on this con- 
tinent. This is the first public intimation I have had that such 
a thought may have entered the minds of another branch of this 
Government. 

No, Mr. President, I answer the Senator from Rhode Island 
frankly and say to him that if the President of the United States 
and his Secretary of State should say to the Senate of the United 
States in response to this resolution, as did President Polk to his 
great Secretary of State, there are communications in connection 
with this matter that ought not to be made public, but that Sen- 
ators shall have every facility for informing themselves, we would 
all be content. It is due to him and due to his office, I beg Sen- 
ators on the other side to understand perfectly, that while there 
is intense feeling it is not a feeling of hostility to the President 
of the United States himself, but there is intense feeling that this 
matter is beyond party lines, and while the motive, as stated by 
the President himself in his message, has been to advance civiliza- 
tion and commerce, the manner of doing it, the methods which 
have been employed, in the judgment of many of us put in jeop- 
ardy, if they do not entirely destroy, the work that has been begun 
for so many years and which has been followed by Republican as 
well as by Democratic statesmen. 

It being the great purpose of our Government to promote com- 
mercial prosperity on honorable terms, in view of the great vol- 
ume of trade that should come to us, greater from the states on 
the American continent than all that you are struggling for in 
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the Orient, it is the wise policy of the Government to att 


those people to us, not by the Monroe doctrine, by which 
were to protect them from foreign power, but to bring them : 


the closest possible commercial relations. And hence we have 
had commissions and congresses, and there has been a railroad 
constructed down the backbone from the farthest limit of , 
northern possessions, to the end that that trade might be br, mght 
tous. Look at the trade we have gained because of the Amer. 
ican money that has entered into the construction of internal 
improvements in Mexico which have brought that great nation 
closer to us, and thereby our prosperity has been greatly jp. 
creased, ’ 

What we desire is a policy of fair and honorable dealing, g 
policy which will bring them to us instead of taking their trade 
toGermany. Thatcountry, systematically and with great force 
by planting its pa upon the territory south of us, and by the 
inauguration of lines of transportation and banking facilities, js 
absorbing the commerce which belongs to us and which our pres. 
ent course is driving away. 

That is the motive which prompts us, when you treat it alone 
from the commercial en but more than that we fee] ge. 
riously and earnestly that the method of doing it is a blot upon 
our diplomatic relations which will never be wiped out. 

That is the idea which has suggested all these inquiries, and] 
beg the Senator in charge of the great Committee on Foreign Re. 
lations not to beso sensitive. The President’s honor will be taken 
care of, and the President’s rights are perfectly guarded. There 
is no disposition to reflect upon him by any inquiry. 

But we are bound, Mr. President, to guard the perfect right of 
the Senate of the United States. You and I aré a part of this 
treaty-making power. The claim that any fact connected with 
the transactions shall be suppressed from you and me ought not 
to have a single advocate for a moment in this body. 

Look at the documents sent here by President McKinley in the 
Fifty-sixth Congress, at the second session, in relation to the 
treaty, in the negotiation of which you, Mr. President [ Mr. Frye 
in the chair], bore a conspicuous part as well as in its considera- 
tion here. ot aline in regard to that treaty, so far as is known, 
was kept from the Senate, and documents of the most confidential 
character were sent without hesitation. Asking the President 
for them by the Senate was not a reflection upon him. He was 
too well versed in the conduct of the affairs of the nation to hesi- 
tate fora moment. He knew, as the present President knows, 
that it was not unusual for this body to advise the President'pend- 
ing negotiations, and that a resolution or an intimation thata 
course should be pursued was always followed by the President. 

In the treaty-making power this is the first time, I think, where 
a majority being with the President have hesitated to give the 
information. It is proper to assume that all that has been done 
is honorable, is fair, and would not reflect upon the honor of the 
Government from the view point of the Executive. Then why 
be so sensitive? Why hesitate about the passage of any one of 
these resolutions? Will you force the treaty through before you 


give the information to us? I scarcely think, Mr, President, that 
the most intense partisan, the Senator most anxious simply to 
ratify the acts at the other end of the Avenue, will go quite s0 
far. No Senator on this floor can point to a single proposition in 


the shape of a resolution that is not proper in itself, in every letter 
of it, and if, when they have been offered, a suggestion has been 
made on the other side that the phraseology should be changed, 
as in the case of the resolution I offered, the suggestion was 
promptly accepted. ; 

I insist there is nothing in this resolution that is not in con- 
formity with precedent, and when we have followed so distin- 
guished a statesman as Mr. Webster, surely my friend from Illi 
nois can not object. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, this resolution is understood 
to represent ‘‘collective wisdom ”’ of the other side. 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘The best thought.” L 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘The best thought” of the other side of the 
Senate. I do not adopt the suggestion made by the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. ey , that there could have been in its introduc- 
tion in the open and legislative session of the Senate any ulterct 
purpose, because I know how absolutely guileless the Senatt 


from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] and the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
CULBERSON] are in all matters which could by any possibility 
even have a political aspect. I hope it will not be offensive, how- 


ever, for me to say that after the speech of the Senator from Mary- 
land I have a suspicion that this resolution, drawn as it was = 
introduced in legislative session, has already partly subser\ ed the 
purpose which led to its introduction in this form. 
Of course the Senators, I suppose, assumed that some one 0? 
this side of the Chamber would probably, as has been the custom, 
seek to insert in the resolution the amendment which has open 
moved by the Senator from Illinois, qualifying the resoltion . 
as to leave it, as it would be probably without it, to the Presiden 
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to determine whether the public interest would be subserved by 
withholding any document or correspondence. From that might 
be derived the inference, not of course for any partisan purpose, 
[ would not suggest that for the world, that the Republican Sen- 

wou 2 . 
tor behind which something which ought to be published was to 

. kept private. 
es PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
will suspend while the Chair lays before the Senate the Calendar 
of General Orders. .. 7 

The SecreTARY. Order of Business No. 18, Senate bill 887. 

Mr. LODGE. I hope the Senator from Wisconsin will be 
allowed to proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks unanimous consent that the Senator from Wisconsin 

ay proceed. ‘ 

“i. ALDRICH. Iask that the resolution may be considered 
as being before the Senate until it is disposed of. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; let us get it out of the way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Is- 
land asks unanimous consent that the resolution may proceed, Is 
there objection? 

Mr. LODGE. Until disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Until disposed of. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Until disposed of, making it the unfinished 
business. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthereobjection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Maryland made a very 
eloquent protest in connection with the amendment proposed here 
and by way ofargument againstit. Hesaid, ‘‘ Whyshall anything 
beconcealed which the Senate and the public ought to have?’’ Does 
the Senator think that the purpose of concealment is necessarily 
or naturally involved in making the language of this resolution 
in harmony with the custom of the Senate? The other day a res- 
olution was introduced here calling for certain papers, the report 
of a special agent of the Treasury Department, confidential in its 
nature. The Senate incorporated in it, “if, in the judgmgnt of 
the President, not incompatible with the public interest.’’ 

Mr. GORMAN, There was a special reason. 

Mr. SPOONER, There was a special reason because it was con- 
fidential, because papers like the reports of the secret-service 
agents and many other documents which are in the archives of 
the Government are in their nature confidential, and because it 
is obvious to everyone that it might be detrimental to the public 
interest that they should be given to the public. 

I suggest to the Senator from Maryland that this area here [in- 
dicating the aisle] never has divided the members of the Senate 
on any lines of national honor or of Senatorial honor, and that 
there is noone in this Chamber who may properly arrogate to 
himself the claim that some of the Senate care more for national 
honor than others. Weare all as sensitive upon that subject, I 
take it, without regard to party, as any member of this body can 
be. But all that will be discussed later. 

Now, Mr. President, I protest that the better practice, notwith- 
standing the precedents which have been referred to—and dili- 
gent search has produced but few and most of them of long ago— 


is that resolutions relating to executive or confidential business | 
should be introduced in executive session. Since I have been a | 
member of this body that has been the rule, although now and | 


then there has been a departure from it. 

This resolution recognizes the fact that there may be in the 
documents called for, and doubtless will be, papers which should 
not, in the interest of the Government, be given to the world, be- 
cause the Senate, acting in a legislative capacity, is asking the 
President of the United States to send to the Senate, acting in an 
entirely different capacity, certain papers in the confidence of the 
executive session, 
aoe easily conceive of a situation in which it would be impos- 
81 ve to argue in the open session properly in antagonism to the 
eee such a resolution. The chairman of the Committee 
= ‘oreign Relations might know that in a correspondence there 
wal ee to another government which, if given to the 
bee os) Would be offensive. He could not so state in the open 
wee are many reasons, Mr, President, why the practice of 
oa years should be adhered to in confining executive business 

. le executive session of the Senate. 
Senate’ i know of no papers which have not been sent to the 
owen ; a is anything to be concealed about this business, 
is no ae 78 of it. Lam speaking upon the theory that there 
send to tLe Se paper which the President will not be willing to 
wr onary nate in executive session. But that is for him to 
oe hegotiation of treaties is a function conferred by the Con- 
on entirely upon the President, The Senate is not a partic- 


1d not pass this resolution without putting into it a shel- | 








ipant in that function. He may negotiate treaties through such 
agencies as he may choose. It may be done through the minster 
or ambassador, or whoever it may be, resident at the court of the 
country with which the treaty isto be made. Itmay be doneupon 
oral negotiation; it may be done by the Secretary of State here at 
home in conversation with the representative of a foreign power. 

The President, in the very nature of things, in negotiating 
treaties of vital consequence to the country, must have the utmost 
liberty of frankness in the instructions, the arguments, the 
strategy which he desires the agent whose service heis employing 
to pursue; and I am not willing toadmit that the Senate, even in 
executive session, may command the -President to lay before it 
all the negotiations, the letters of instruction, the correspondence, 
the conversations, the motives which led to this move or that, to 
this argument or that, when the treaty is laid before the Senate 
for consideration. 

I do not know how it may have been, but I assume that in the 
old days Senators to whom papers were sent in confidence or who 
listened in executive session to frank speech under the seal of 
secrecy always maintained inviolable the faith. 

Mr. President, Iseea resolution here introduced January 5, 1899, 
I think in legislative session, by the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar}: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States, so far as in his judg- 
ment not inconsistent with the public interest, be requested to communicate 
to the Senate all instructions given by him to the commissioners for nego- 
tiating the pending treaty with Spain, and all correspondence between the 
Executive or the Department of State with such commissioners, and all re- 
ports made by them to him or to the Department. 

I do not know whether the resolution was adopted or not. 

Mr. LODGE. It was adopted. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido remember that the correspondence, the 
protocols, were sent by the President to the Senate in executive 
session. 

Mr. LODGE. And not printed. 

Mr. SPOONER. No, notprinted; but after the treaty had been 
ratified and when the time came to legislate as to certain phases 
of the matter, they were made public by the Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. Not all of them, I think, if the Senator will per- 
mit me. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the Senator is right. 

Mr. BERRY. I think some of them were never made public. 

Mr. SPOONER. I thinkthe Senator may be right about it. 

Mr. LODGE. Some of them were not made public. 

Mr. SPOONER. Someof them were not made public. I re- 
member now one item in that correspondence which it would not 
have been in the interest of this country to have made public, 
although entirely proper and wise to be used by this Government. 

Now, Mr. President, our relation to the President in legislative 
session we all understand. He is not the servant of Congress. 
He is not the servant of the Senate. It is not for the Senate to 
direct him or command him except within certain lines of legis- 
lation, within his oath to see that the laws are faithfully executed; 
and although we are a part of the treaty-making power. he is still 
the head, under the Constitution, of a coordinate and independent 
branch of this Government. He is not subject to the command 
of the Senate in executive session. 

It is perfectly proper for the President, in executive session or 
in responding to a resolution adopted in executive session, to declare 
that he withholds certain papers because in his judgment the 
public interest requires it. No one disputes that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator mean in regard to treaties, 
too? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, I mean in regard to treaties. I think it 
is true as to treaties especially. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator forget that two-thirds of 
the Senate can pass a law over his veto and make him obey it? 

Mr. SPOONER. If I forgot that I ought to go home. I do not 
forget. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But the Senator is arguing apparently, to my 
mind, an absurdity. We have as much power in our sphere as 
the President. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ah! That is just what I say; no more. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No more. But as one part of the treaty- 
making body he can not keep secret from the other part of it any 
of the facts connected with that treaty and then have them all 
equal. 

Mr. SPOONER. He can. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, of course, he can; but the Senate ought 
not to permit it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, we will debate that in executive session. 
IT am talking about one thing, and the Senator is talking about 
another. He was talking about our legislative power to veto 
under the Constitution. That is an entirely different subject. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will pardon me, I though we 
were discussing the relative powers of the executive and legisla- 
tive branches of the Government, we being a part of the latter, 
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in confidence the correspondence relating to the treaty of isi 
far as it related to a canal, and it distinctly mentions'a cana) 
Mr. CULBERSON. I invite the Senator's attention now +, 








The Senator seemed about to surrender to the Executive every- 
thing under certain circumstances; which is a contention I can 
not agree to at all. 





Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. about the resolution. 

Mr. BERRY. If a treaty can only be made by the President Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 
and the Senate, and the President has possession of documents The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ww; 
and papers bearing on the question as to whether that treaty | consin yield to the Senator from South Carolina? _ 
ought to have been made or ought to be ratified, will the Senator Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 
say why the President ought not to send to the Senate, in execu- Mr. TILLMAN. I call the Senator’s attention to the | 
tive session, every paper—I do not mean for publication—which | the pending treaty is made with the successor of Colombia a4 
bears on the question as to whether or not that treaty should or | that the President himself in his message has taken the pois; 
should not be ratified? | that whether we made a treaty in regard to the canal wi 

Mr. SPOONER. Who is to be the judge as to whether or not | Granada, or Colombia, or Panama made no difference. 1}; « : 
a paper or document bears on the question? that the question of the honor of the Government is inyolyed 1 

Mr. BERRY. The Senate, which calls for it, thinks that it | acknowledge that is as dear to the Senator from Wisconsin ; 
does bear upon it. Ido not know how we could make it more | to me or anyone else on this side. Weare not the only ; 
specific. Wecan make the request that the papers be furnished, | of the honor of the United States, and we do not clair 1 


a 
Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit me to fact that any such construction as that was expressly dis ia 
ask him a question? | by the mover of the resolution. ita 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis-; Mr. SPOONER. Iam not talking about the mental] operas... 
consin yield to the Senator from Arkansas? | or the oral disclaimer of the Senator from Texas, I ay) alkine 
| 





and I can not see how it can be compatible with the public inter- But I want to call the Senator's attention to the fact that this 
est that the President should withhold from the Senate, in execu- | whole subject relates to a canal; that the question of the h jnesty 
tivesession, any matter that bears upon the question asto whether | or dishonesty, the honor or dishonor of this Government in rel;- 
or not a treaty shall be ratified. tion to this.canal transaction is under distussion, and that. there. 
Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President fore, any correspondence which relates to a canal or a treaty 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- | about a canal with either of these three entities—New Granada 
consin yield to the Senator from Mississippi? Colombia, or Panama—might properly be brought in as a part of 
Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. this document. Of course, nobody wants to go back 4 the treat 
Mr. McLAURIN. Iwas just going tomake the suggestion that | of 1846. We are dealing immediately with the two treaties. . 
he who has to pass upon the question would be the judge of | of which has been rejected and one of which is now pe: r: 
whether the document and the evidence would be material and | one negotiated with an actual government, and the other nee 
relevant to the question under consideration. tiated with—well, I suppose, the de facto government, thoug! 
Mr. SPOONER. Oh, this question is an abstraction anyway. | question as to how it became so is under discussion. 
No President ever refused to send to the Senate, I take it.or ever | I ask the Senator's attention in that phase of the subject as to 
will, when the Senate is considering a treaty, all information that | whether or not his contention that the correspondence leading 
would afford aid to the Senate in determining one way or another | to the Hay-Herran treaty is legitimately a part of the documents 
as to its action; and I say that the Senate in executive session, in | which might be considered in dealing with the success f Co- 
my judgment, has no right to demand of the President, if it is, for | lombia or the present status? That is rather along question. but 
any reason, against his judgment,every phase and chapter of the | I imitate my friend sometimes in doing alittle mor# than asking a 
negotiations which led to the signing of the treaty; but we can | question. 
take care of that later. Mr. SPOONER. It is along question, Mr. President, and. in 
As to this resolution, I wish to say further—and I wish to hurry, | my humble judgment, it has no more to do with the matter that 
because another Senator desires to be heard—I have myself no | I am immediately discussing than ‘‘ the flowers that bloom in the 
doubt that all the papers which the President has will come to | spring.” [Langhter.] 
the Senate. I have no doubt whatever of that. I am simply! Mr. TILLMAN. [expected that. 
contending for a principle, for an attitude which I think should Mr. SPOONER. But I am anxious to get through. I intend 
be maintained steadfastly by the Senate toward the head of a co- | to vote, not only now, but always while I am a member of this 
ordinate and independent vranch of the Government. body, no matter who is President—because it is in the interest o 
But this resolution is broader than any argument made in sup- | the country, and it is respectful and decent to any President—{o 
port of it maintains. It is not simply a resolution calling upon | the proposition or amendment which shall leave it to the discre- 
the President to send to the Senate all correspondence which led | tion of the President to withhold any papers which, in hi 
to the negotiation of the treaty which is now pending before the | ment, ought not to be made public. 
Senate and which the Senate is called upon to ratify or reject, but I shall do it on principle; I shall do it because I think it is wi 
it also calls upon the President to send to the Senate correspond- | that it should be done; and I shall do it also in the full be! 
ence which the Senate did not call for when the treaty to which | that in response to a resolution so worded there will not be a 
it refers was pending before the Senate and acted upon by the | scrap of paper which refers to this subject or to the Hay-Herran 
Senate. I refer to the correspondence which led up to the sign- | treaty which will not be promptly communicated to the Senate 
ing of the Hay-Herran treaty. We had almost unlimited debate | by the President. 
upon that treaty. It was ratified by the Senate. | That is all I wish to say. a 
Tt did not occur to any Senator at that time that the President Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the famous message in which 


should be called upon, in order to enable the Senate to discharge | Washington refused to send papers relating to the Jay ti 
intelligently its duty in acting upon that treaty, to lay before the | the House of Representatives, although they had b 
Senate all the correspondence or any of the correspondence which furnished to the Senate, relates, as is well known, chi 
pertained to the negotiation. That treaty is dead, Mr. President. | power of the House to demand such documents, which Wasuins- 
It died at Bogota; and now the President is asked to send to the | ton absolutely denied. I do not think there is any case in which 
Senate correspondence which led to a treaty which has never be- the demand for papers relating to a treaty has led toa dis; De- 
come the law of the land tween the Executive and the Senate. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— But, Mr. President, I think there is a distinction to be drawn, 

Mr. SPOONER. And which Senators did not ask for, as I in the first place, between what we may lawfully ask for and what 
recollect. while that treaty was pending- we can not lawfully ask for. I donot think, for ex: 








The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- though the case has been much contested in the past—that te 
consin yield to the Senator from Texas? Senate has any right to ask the President to give his ™ ns 10 

Mr. SPOONER. In order that they may use it in acting upon removing an officer from the public service. I think that }s 
another treaty made with a different government. clearly beyond the right of the Senate. 

Now, I yield to the Senator from Texas. I do not consider that the Senate—to take another exat 3 


Mr. CULBERSON. I call the Senator's attention to the fact | any right to ask the President to submit to it the «1 
that the amendment to which he refers was put into the resolu- which led him to receive a foreign minister or an ambas 


tion in the form suggested by the Senator from Dlinois [Mr. | cause the right of receiving a foreign minister or an ami))assa! P 
CULLOM]. is vested in the President exclusively by the Constitution. “= 
Mr. SPOONER. Very well; what change does that make? the other hand, I think the Senate may lawfully call for pap*"s 


That simply relieves the President from sending to the Senate all which will cast light upon an appointment to office, and [ t! 


the correspondence that ever existed in the history of this Gov- the Senate may lawfully call, on the same principle, or“ 
ernment between this Government and Colombia in regard to a | papers relating toa treaty. But the fact that we may /4™ _ 
canal. That would call upon the President to send to the Senate | call for papers does not deprive the President of the right to Ww 


4 


ny 
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hi 1d papers l 


wrest, ‘ ue » . . 
“aa irew Jackson stated this distinction, I think, very well in 
sor The Senate sent a resolution asking for certain papers in 


ard to the removal of Gideon Fitz, late surveyor-general south 
re. State of Tennessee. The President said: 

— of those calls forinformation made upon me by the Senate 

7 idgment, either related to the subjects exclusively belong- 

e department, or otherwise encroached on the constitu- 

‘ 30 Executive. Without conceding the right of the Senate to 

hoy of these requests, I have yet, for the various reasons heretofore 

ral replies, deemed it expedient to comply with several 

It y, however, my solemn conviction that I ought no longer, 

a = tive nor in any degree, to yield to these unconstitutional de- 

Th, tinued repetition imposes on me asthe representative and 


al tl 


h hav 


+most any further encroachment on the rights of the Executive. 


nd he says: 
ne a compliance with so much of the resolution of the Sen- 


Then at th 


T+ 
it 


erefore G 
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‘» either case, if he thinks it is for the best public in- | language of command unless you can enforce your command, 


and there is no power that can enable us to enforce our command 
against any President of the United States in a case like this. 
Even if we were to pass it unanimously, we should be quite help- 
less unless the House of Representatives happened to agree with us. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that to indulge in the language 
of command, which I do not think we have any right to indulge 
in, legally speaking, and at the same time to indulge in a wanton 
discourtesy, which the almost uniform practice of this body 
utterly discountenances, would be a very great and grave mis- 
take. 

Mr. President, I have no doubt that this resolution is wholly 


| destitute of any party significance, because the Senator from 


‘he American people the painful but imperious duty of resisting | 


Maryland [Mr. Gorman] has told us so. The only thing that 


| made me suspect for a moment that the resolution could have 


pies of the charges, if any,”’ in relation to Mr. Fitz, and in | 


yor enone u listinctly understood as neither affirming nor denying that 
: arges were made; but as the Senate may lawfully call upon the 
P ; r information properly appertaining to nominations submitted | 
i I have honor, in this respect, to reply that I have none to give 


‘ ee in th ase of the person nominated as successor to Mr, Fitz. 

Drawing the distinction which I have attempted to make. 

Vr. ALDRICH. Would it interrupt the Senator if I should 
read from another Democratic authority, if the Senator is 
thro h quoting from Jackson? 

\r. LODGE. Iwas going to read further from Jackson. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is another Democratic authority from 
which I should like to read. 

Mr. LODGE. I was going to show how he interpreted the 

ht of the Senate to call for papers relating to an appointment. 
he was asked for his reasons for appointing certain gen- 
tors of the Bank of the United States. He said: 

l disclaim all pretension of right on the part of the President officially to 
nguire into or call in question the reasons of the Senate for rejecting any 

ution whatsoever. As the President is not responsible to them for the 
nduce him to make a nomination, so they are not responsible 
f t 3 which induce them to reject it. In these respects each 
endent of the other and both responsible to their respective constitu- 
ss the attitude in which certain vital interests of the coun- 
y the rejection of the gentlemen now renominated require 
mmunicate my views of the consequences which must 
w this act of the Senate if it be not reconsidered. 


Then, on June 18, 18384, he was asked for a paper relating to the 
nomination—not to the removal, but to the nomination—of the 
ninister to Great Britain; and it is very interesting to see how he 
interpreted his powers in a case of that kind, where he admitted 
that the Senate might lawfully call for papers. He said: 

[have this day received a resolution of the 12th instant requesting me to 
communicate to the Senate a copy of the first official communication which 


KiV to 








WAS Ina drew Stevenson of theintention of the President to nominate 
him as a minister plenipotentiary and envoy extraordinary to th) United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland and his answer thereto. 

Asa compliance with this resolution might be deemed an admission of 


the rig to call upon the President for confidential corr 
cription, I consider it proper on this occasion to remark 
cknowledge such a right. 

rom these extracts it will be seen that the opinions of Presi- 
dent Jackson were very definite, and that not only where he 
thoaght the Senate could not lawfully call for papers, but where 
he thought they had a lawful right to demand them, in both 
cases he was quite ready to refuse them. I now yield to the Sen- 


t of the Senate 


sf +} 


ator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. ALDRI( ‘H. Mr. President—— 

t ‘it, LODGE. I yield to the Senator. I have just a word more 
Mr. ALDRICH. If it will not interrupt the Senator—— 


i LODGE. It does not interrupt me at all. 
aherhen I should like to read a statement. made by 
- saad mae ratic authority, whose party standing is perhaps 
Presidey ess in doubt. I will read an extract from a message of 
resident Cleveland, sent to the Senate in March, 1886. He said: 


bony duests and demands which by the score have for nearly threo months 


. 





; oo a the different departments of the Government, whatever 
Senate to sit tea ave but one complexion. They assume the right of the 
Executive fanetee — apoR the exercise of my exclusive discretion and 
whom I have or which I am solely responsible to the people from 


hd defen oy. ately received the sacred trust of office. My oath to support 
» ‘He Constitution, my duty to the people who have chosen me to 


t} 7 ? : . : . 

the ea. 8,08 their great office and not to relinquish them, and my 
mnity and vieor — agistracy, which I must preserve unimpaired in all its 
Mr. ] D ‘gor, compel me to refuse compliance with these demands, 
MY. LODGE 


Mr. President, I think the statement just read 
Jeon tom Rhode island sustains the view of President 
] only want to SAV 
matter, This is a. 
papers, and the 
hold them 


GO 80, 


} 
NV The Senator f 


a single word more in conclusion about this 


@ case where we can lawfully call for certain 


‘the President can as lawfully, in my judgment, with- 
if he thinks 


TOPOS 


I do n 


it is for the public interest that he should 


Ttis j ed in this resolution to adopt the language of 


command, 


| any political object was the extreme nobility and purity of the 


motives which the Senator set forward. They seemed to me al- 
most superhuman, they were so lofty and so good. 

I only wish to say further that, inasmuch as the Senator from 
Maryland referred to our being sensitive about all these resolu- 


| tions, there is not one of them which this side would not be de- 


lighted to vote upon at any moment. We should be very glad to 
dispose of them all at the earliest possible day. Our only source 
of complaint in this whole matter is that we are not allowed to 
vote on anything, not even on these resolutions. If we could be 
permitted to vote on them, they at least could be disposed of. 
Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I am not especially concerned 


| about this resolution or the particular action which may be taken 


ot think it is ever a good thing to adopt the | 


under it by the President, because I feel quite sure, from the 
statements which have been made by Senators, that a full re- 
sponse is going to be made by the President whatever may be the 
language of the resolution. But, Mr. President, the positions 
taken by honorable Senators here to-day upon the question which 
is involved make this a very important matter, and I am un- 
willing, under the statements which have been made by Senators 
as to their views of the rights of the President and the rights of 
the Senate, that the occasion should pass without my putting upon 
record, not simply what I may think upon it, but what has here- 
tofore been uttered in this Chamber by learned and distinguished 
Senators, the weight of whose opinion I am sure will not be dis- 
regarded by those of us who now occupy places which they then 
so greatly honored and distinguished. 

I am the more induced not to permit this occasion to pass from 
the fact that on yesterday we had a reply from the executive de- 
partment, in response to a resolution sent by the Senate directing 
one of the officers of one of the Departments to communicate cer- 
tain information to this Senate, and in that reply, sent by the 
President of the United States, we were shortly informed that. 
in his opinion, it was not compatible with the public interest that 
the Senate of the United States should have the information 
which was sought. 

The debate which has been had here to-day raises clearly this 
issue: Is it within the province of the President of the United 
States in his discretion, his sole judgment, to communicate t 
Congress what may be desired of information within any of the 
Departments, or equally within his discretion and at his will to 
withhold the same? That it is thus within the powers of the 
President is the bold avowal, as I understand it, of Senators on 
the other side of the Chamber. 

It has just been reiterated by the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LopGe] and previously stated by the Senator from Mlinois 
| Mr. CULLOM] and other Senators that while it was within the 


| power of the Senate and the province of the Senate to call for any 


information which it might desire it was equally within the power 
and the province of the President of the United States, in his 
judgment, to say that it was not compatible with the public inter- 
est that the Senate should have the information. That, the Sen- 
ate will note, brings clearly the point in issue, which is this: Whil 
it is the right of the Senate to make the request, in whose judg- 
inent shall rest the determination of the question whether or not 


a 


the information desired shall be communicated to the Senate? 
Shall it rest in the judgment of the President or shall it rest in 
the judgment of the Senate? That is the clear-cut question. The 


Senator from Wisconsin smiles, because I know his mind runs 
back to what I am now about to cite to the Senate. 

Mr. President, there was once a great debate in this Senate on 
that question, and I think that when we come to sift it there 
could be no more serious question propounded to the Senate of 
the United States than that, because in its determination may rest, 
and would rest, questions of the gravest import; and if deter- 
mined in favor of the right of the President to withhold at his 
discretion, the consequences which would flow from such a de- 
termination and from action thereunder it is difficult to overesti- 
mate. The question is fundamental in its nature and scope. 

I felicitate myself and the country that in that great debate— 
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for it was a great debate, a debate participated in by Senators 
whose superiors, considered collectively, never sat in this Cham- 
ber since the foundation of the Government—I felicitate myself 
and the country upon the fact that in that great debate the Re- 
publican Senators took the position, and maintained it, that it was 
a matter for the determination of the Senate as to the information 
which it required, and that the President had no right to reply 
that he was the judge of that question. 

Senators have read here to-day utterances of Deraocratic Pres- 
idents. I pin my faitl» to the utterance of no mau when it is in 
derogation of the rights and the prerogatives of the Senate, be he 
of my party or against it. Iam free to say two things—that I 
utterly disapprove of the contention of the Democratic Presidents 
whose utterances have been read here, who assumed to themselves 
the right to determine whether certain information should be 
given to the Senate upon its demand; and the other thing, which 
I am more than glad to say, is that in that great debate, in which 
the Republicans were upon one side in this Chamber and the Dem- 
ocrats upon the other side—not only do I concede it now, but I 
have conceded it heretofore in reference to this debate—the Repub- 
licans were in my opinion right and the Democrats were wrong 
as to the question of constitutional power. 

It was a very narrow line of division between Democratic and 
Republican Senators in that debate. Upon both sides it was con- 
ceded that wherever the matter out of which the call proceeded 
rested confessedly within the jurisdiction of the Senate the Sen; 
ate had the right to call for the papers and for themselves to de- 
termine whether or not they should be called for. On the side of 
the Republicans it was contended that when the question was in 
dispute whether or not the subject-matter was within the juris- 
diction of the Senate it was then a question for the determination 
of the Senate. The Democrats, on the other hand, contended 
that in that case it was for the Executive to say whether or not 
it was within the jurisdiction of the Senate or without their 
jurisdiction. 

That was the narrow line of division, and I am frank to say— 
and I have said so heretofore in the Senate—that the Republicans 
were then right in their contention. They went to the utmost 
limit, Mr. President, in the assertion of the power of the Senate 
not only to call for whatever was within the jurisdiction of the 
Senate, but to determine what was the jurisdiction of the Senate, 
and to deny to the President the right to assume that a certain 
demand was as to a matter outside the jurisdiction of the Senate. 

Now, in passing I will call the attention of the learned Senator 
from Wisconsin to the fact, in view of his suggestion that ques- 
tions of this kind should always originate in resolutions adopted 
or offered, if you please, in executive session, that the resolution 
out of which that great debate grew was one which related to 
executive business, and that it was offered in open session by 
the Judiciary Committee, then a Republican committee, headed 
by the Hon. George F. Edmunds. And that distinguished com- 
mittee on the Republican side was composed of these Members: 
George F. Edmunds, John J. Ingalls,S. J. R. McMillan, GzorGE 
F. Hoar, James F. Wilson, and William M. Evarts. 

Am I justified, after reading that list of names, in the state- 
ment which I made that there were men then here whose supe- 
riors collectively considered never sat in this Chamber? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Who signed the minority report? 

Mr. BACON. I have not the minority report before me, but I 
can state it pretty well from memory—Mr. Pugh, of Alabama; 
Mr. Vest, of Missouri, and two others whose names I do not now 
recall. 

Mr. SPOONER. George, of Mississippi. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; George, of Mississippi, if you please. I 
— he was undoubtedly one of them. Their names are not 

ere. 

This document which I hold in my hand contains the report of 
the majority. There was a minority report filed. But I want to 
call the attention of Senators to the fact that even as to the 
minority there was no possible dispute or contention denying to 
the Senate the right to call peremptorily for anything which re- 
lated to a matter within the jurisdiction of the Senate, and, even 
according to their contention, this report now called for would be 
a legitimate call, and one not vested in the discretion of the 
President to refuse to furnish, because it relates to atreaty, which 
is a matter distinctly within the jurisdiction of the Senate. 

In that particular case Senators, some of whom are now here 
and who were then here, will remember that the issue grew out 
of the fact that the President of the United States sent in a cer- 
tain nomination for appointment to an office,and the question 
was raised as to whether or not there was legitimately a vacancy, 
in the fact that the President had removed the party who had 
theretofore held the office, and the Senate wanted to know the 
cause for which he had removed him. That was the contention 
upon which the debate rose. 
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Mr. SPOONER. That whole debate was predicated Jaros. 
the tenure-of-office act. ted largely 

Mr. BACON. I understand that; there is no doubt 
fact. But that fact in no manner affected the merits of the gy. 
tion of constitutional power which was involved between th, 
President and the Senate. thy 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Georgia al] 
call his attention to a fact? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The pending resolution has no reference what 
ever in terms to the pending treaty. ” 

Mr. BACON. Well. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The resolution does not ask for 
spondence or notes relative to the treaty in any form. 

Mr. BACON, Iwill not stop to discuss that, because, as I state 
in the beginning, my purpose in rising is not so much as to any 
particular interest in this particular resolution, but because of ty 
position taken by Senators here, which I am unwilling shall pass 
unchallenged; and I wish tochallenge it, not upon the strength 
of my convictions or my arguments, but upon the most elaborate 
and learned arguments that were made here by Republican Seng. 
tors, then members of this body. : 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to 
ask him a question for information, not for debate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Depew in the chair), Doss 
the Senator from Georgia yield to the Senator from Wisconsiy’ 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Do I understand the Senator is contending 
that in no case the President is to be the judge of what informa. 
tion he or the executive department of the Government will send 
to either House? 

Mr. BACON. If the learned Senator will allow me to preter. 
mit an immediate answer to that question, I will endeavor, befors 
I conclude, to answer the Senator in his own language which he 
has uttered in this Chamber, That will be the most satisfactory 
reply, I presume, that I can make to him. : 

r. SPOONER, I would rather have your opinion than my 


about that 


OW Ine to 


any corre. 


own. 

Mr. BACON. Iwillendeavor to express it before I get through, 
if my physical condition permits. 

There was sent to the Senate on that occasion a most elaborate 
report, signed by all the Republican members of the Judiciary 
Committee of the Senate, whose names I have already read to the 
Senate, headed by the Hon. George F. Edmunds, as chairman, 
The report is too long to be read now, but I will ask, if I may be 
excused, because I am not in the most robust physical condition 
at present, the Secretary to read on pages 4 and 5 where itis 
marked in this report. I will say to the Senate that it is Senate 
Report 135, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. I would prefer 
to read it myself, but under the circumstances I will ask the Secre- 
tary to read it. I hope it may have the attention of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The important question, then, is whether it is within the cor 
competence of either House of Congress to have access to the oll 
and documents in the various public offices of the United States created by 
laws enacted by themselves. It may be fully admitted that except in respe 
of the Department of the Treasury there is no statute which commands the 





head of any Department to transmit to either House of Congress on iis ce 
mand any information whatever concerning the administration of h 
partment, but the committee believes it to be clear that from the very» 






of the powers intrusted by the Constitution to the two Houses of Congrs 
it is a necessary incident that either House must have at all times the neh 
to know all that officially exists or takes place in any of the Departmens® 
the Government. 


So perfectly was this proposition understood before and at the time of 
formation of the Constitution that the Continental Congress, before the a 
tion of the present Constitution, in establishing a department of fo 
fairs and providing for a principal officer thereof, thought i: fit toe 
all books, records, and other papers in that office should be op»n tot 
tion of any Member of Congress, provided that no copy should be 
matters of secret nature without special leave of Congress. /' WS 
thought necessary to enact that the Congress itself should be entitled! 

»sroduction and inspection of such papers, for that right was supposed“ 
ist in the very nature of things, and when, under the Constitution, t! dey wi 
ment came to be created, although the provision that each individual *" 
ber of Congress should have access to the papers was omitted (evic' 
reasons that can now be quite well understood), it was not thought 0 
that an affirmative provision should be inserted, giving to the Hi ane 
gress the right to know the contents of the public papers and recores ©" 
ae offices of the country whose laws and whose offices they were 
n creating. 

















It is believed that there is no instance of civilized governments ae 
bodies representative of the people or of States in which the right 60 
power of those representative bodies to obtain in one form or another 





to 


—— information as to every paper and transaction in any of the‘ , 
epartments thereof does not exist, even though such papers might ne 
what is ordinarily an executive function, if that function impinged upon! 
duty of function of the representative bodies. tiation exist if 
A qualification of this general right may under our Constitut! mn Ore 
case of calls by the House of Representatives for papers relating toy, 
etc., under consideration and ner: et disposed of by the Presidenter ‘seat’ 
The committee feels authorized to state, after a somewhat care!w' 


+ 
V 
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at within the foregoing limits there is scarcely in the history of this Gov- 
tee ‘nt until now any instance of a refusal by a head of a Department, or 
— f the President himself, to communicate official facts and information, 
ever onished from private and unofficial papers, motions, views, reasons, 

i inions, to either House of Congress when unconditionally demanded. 

a aH the early journals of the Senate show great numbers of instances of 
piece sns to the heads of Departments, as of course, to furnish papers and 
dire -ta upon all sorts of affairs, both legislative and executive. 
Te ne instances of requests to the President and commands to the heads of 
Department 3 by each House of Congress from those days until now for 

ayers and information on every conceivable subject of public affairs are 
ee ct innumerable, for it appears to have been thought by all the Presi- 
yen who have carried on the Government now for almost a century that, 
von in respect of requests to them, an independent and coordinate branch 
of the Gov ernment, they were under a constitutional duty and obligation to 
furnish to either House the papers called for, unless, as has happened in very 
rare instances, when the request was coupled with an appeal to the discre- 
tion of the President in peaper. of the danger of publicity, to send the papers 
if, in his judgment, it shou d not be incompatible with the public welfare. 
“yen in times of the highest party excitement and stress, as in 1826 and 
1844. it did not seem to occur to the Chief Executive of the United States that 
it was possible that any official facts or information existing, either in the 
Departments created by law or within its own possession, could, save as be- 
fore stated, be withheld from either of the Houses of Congress, although such 
facts or information sometimes involved very intricate and delicate matters 
of foreign affairs as well as sometimes the ‘history and conduct of officers 
connected with the administration of affairs. 


as disting 


Mr. BACON. That is as strong a statement, I think, as could 
be made upon the question, and I desire to repeat in this connec- 
tion, as Senators have asked who were the Senators who signed 
the minority report, evidently thereby intending to place in op- 
position to the utterances in this report the opinions of such emi- 
nent men as George, and Pugh, and Vest, and others whose names 
I do not now recall—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will give the Senators the names. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. 

Mr. MITCHELL. James L. Pugh, Richard Coke, George G. 
Vest, and Howell E. Jackson. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; Jackson, afterwards judge of the Supreme 
Court. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Afterwards judge of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. BACON. As their names are invoked, I repeat the state- 
ment, amply verified by inspection of their report, that they most 
fully and completely recognize the right of the Senate to call for 
any paper or document, peremptorily and not within the discre- 
tion of the President to refuse, which related to a matter within 
the jurisdiction of the Senate. The only question made between 
the minority report and the majority report was whether or not 
the discretion was in the President to say that it was not in the 
jurisdiction of the Senate, or whether the Senate must determine 
for itself whether it was in the jurisdiction of the Senate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

Mr. BACON, Will the Senator from Indiana pardon me fora 
moment? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. The Republicans contended that the question as 
to whether or not a matter was within the jurisdiction of the 





Senate was for the determination of the Senate. The Democrats | 


coutended, on the other hand, that the question whether the mat- 
ter was within the jurisdiction of the Senate or without the juris- 
diction of the Senate was a matter for the determination of the 


President. That was the narrow line of division between them, | 


and I will read, when I reply to whatever the Senator from In- 
a { s BEVERIDGE]} may desire to say, from the minority report 
0 that effect. 

_ Mr. BEVERIDGE. Theclose of theextract which the Senator 
just had read I understood incorporated the provision concerning 
compatibility with the public interest. Do I understand the 
Senator to say that that committee’s report supported the propo- 
sition that the Senate had the right, as of right, to ask for any 


papers, whether or no the sending of them was compatible with the | 


public interest? 

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir; Ido. I mean to say this: That in the 
report and the debate from which I am going to read—and I am 
glad the Senator will be present to hear it read 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will, if I can be. 

Mr.BACON. The position is distinctly taken that the question 
as to whether or not it is a matter proper for Congress to ask for 
or for the Senate to ask for is a matter for the Senate to deter- 
mine, and not a matter for the President. 

‘ Mr. BEVERIDGE. Would it interrupt the course of the Sena- 
ors argument if at this particular point I suggested a question 
or two? If so, I will defer them. 





Mr. BACON, I will endeavor to answer them now, unless I | 


hea going to answer them in the course of my argument. I will 
5 the question, however. 

2 a BEV ERIDGE. I will ask the Senator whether it is his 
Pinion that the President ought in any case to send papers to the 


ne fe sending of which is not compatible with the public 


XXXVIII—3 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 










Mr. BACON. The reply which I will make now, although I 
intended to advert to it later, is this: It is not to be assumed that 
the Senate of the United States, whenever its attention is called, 

| with proper reasons given, in response to an inquiry, that there 
would be objection to the communication, would insist upon it. 
But to recognize the proposition that the President must deter- 
mine it and simply end the matter by the reply that it is incom- 
patible with the public interest to communicate the desired infor- 
mation is to yield the whole question and give the whole power 
to the President. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BACON. And, if the Senator will permit me, the debate 
from which I am going to read is one in which that was the dis- 
tinct proposition negatived by George F. Edmunds, Groran F. 
Hoar, William M. Evarts, Mr. Logan, the distinguished Senator 
from Wisconsin now present, and others. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I shall not ask the Senator any further 
questions, because I want to listen to his argument, but I call his 
attention now, so that perhaps he may elucidate the point, to this 
fact: The proposition he has now arrived at and the dilemma into 
which it seems to me the Senator is drifting is that it is a ques- 
tion for the Senate to judge and not for the President to judge 
whether or not papers asked for are compatible with the public 
interest, and if that proposition be admitted it sends all papers 
of every kind to the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And therefore destroysin advance the ques- 
tion of their compatibility or incompatibility with the public in- 
terest. 

Mr. BACON. Absolutely. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then the question does not exist. 

Mr. BACON. In other words, the power is in the Senate to see 
any paper which it may determine it should see, if it relates toa 
matter which 

Mr. BEVERIDGE rose. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will pardon me. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. If it relates to a matter of which the Senate has 
properly jurisdiction. The practical operation of it is not that 
there shall be any exposure of papers which the public interest 
might not justify the exposure of, but that in a proper way the 
matter will be brought to its attention, and the assumption being 
that when reasons are given to the Senate it will not insist upon 
it. But the President himself can not shut the door to any De- 
partment and say that the Senate, or the House either, shall not 
have access to any paper which relates toa governmental matter. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I stated in the be- 
ginning that I was going to base the contention I made here not 
upon what I personally would say, but upon the elaborate argu- 
ments in a previous debate. I can only read a part of them, and 
I commend to the Senator the careful reading of the entire debate, 
because it is a most able and instructive one by men among the 
ablest who ever satin this Chamber. Therefore I proceed with 
the reading of what learned Senators on that occasion said in this 
Chamber. 

I will begin with what my learned and distinguished friend, the 
Senator from Wisconsin. said on that occasion. because he bore 
no insignificant part in that debate among the Titans, and there 
is no word uttered by the learned and distinguished Senator in 
that debate which he should wish to retract and no word uttered 
by him of which he should not now be proud; and, I will say 
further, no word uttered by him—I am speaking now as to argu- 
ments; Ido not mean as to any personal references which may 
have been indulged in—of which I do not personally approve and 
to which approvai I have not heretofore given utterance in this 
Chamber when a similar question was under debate. 

Mr. President, in the beginning I desire, in order that what the 
Senator has said to-day semifacetiously as to the ingenuousness 
and candor of Senators on this side of the Chamber, may be rec- 
ognized as having been uttered by him in the utmost seriousness, 
to ask that we may be accorded on this occasion the same credit 
for sincerity which he claimed for himself upon that occasion, 
That was a time when there was a Democrat in the White House 
and when there was a Republican majority in this Chamber, and 
in the outset the learned and distinguished Senator from Wiscon- 
sin used the language I will quote from the seventeenth volume 
of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, part 3, Forty-ninth Congress, first 
session, page 2487. The Senator from Wisconsin said—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. The present Senator from Wisconsin—the sit- 
ting Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BACON. The present very learned, able, and distinguished 
Senator whom we all so delight to honor; and as we admire and 
delight to honor both of the Senators from Wisconsin, I will say 
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the senior Senator from Wisconsin. 
Way: 

I make no attempt to disguise the fact, or to apologize for it, that the for- 
tunes of the Republican party are very dear to abent that I wish that party, 
here and elsewhere, to reap every fair partisan advantage which may be 
taken from the blunders and from the shortcomings, if any such thereare or 
shall be, of this Administration. But I trust I donot forget, and shall not for- 
get, that I am a Senator of the United States as well as a Republican, and 
that as a Senator my first duty always is to the people, and that I have no 
right to take action here to subserve a party interest which would be harm- 
ful to the interests of the people. 


Therefore the very learned and able argument of the distin- 
guished Senator upon that occasion is not in any manner to be 
imputed tc him as one influenced by a desire for partisan advan- 
tage, but as an argument delivered by him then, as now, recog- 
nized as one of the foremost constitutional lawyers of the United 


He began his speech in this 


States, and therefore, delivered under such circumstances, the | 


more entitled to consideration and approval by those who now 
nave occasion to advert toit. The pariicular thing I had in mind 
in reading that is to ask that we also in the present debate may be 
acquitted of partisan purposes. 

The Senator from Wisconsin proceeded to say: 

I deny for myself, and I have authority to deny for every Senator upon 
this side of the Chamber, the statement so often made on the other side that 
we desire, or are willing, to harass, hamper, or embarrass the President in 
the proper exercise of Executive functions. 

Will Senators accord to us at this time such equality of sincerity 
of purpose as that which was then claimed for himself by the 
honorable and distinguished Senator from Wisconsin? 

Such a motive would be unworthy and should not be so lightly imputed. 

I commend the language to the Senators on the other side, not 
to the Senator from Wisconsin, because he has not imputed, in so 
far as I have heard, but others have. 

The principle involved in this controversy— 

And it is this principle and the gradual recognition of the 
gravity of it that cause me to address the Senate at this time— 

The principle involved in this controversy to my mind is far above the 
question as to who shall hold the offices in the country. 

Mr. President, with that very high platform erected by the 
Senator and with himself thus voluntarily placed upon it, he ad- 
dressed himself to the argument of this great constitutional ques- 
tion, because while it may seem to be a comparatively slight mat- 
ter, so far as the pending resolution is concerned, it is a great 
constitutional question whether or not any officer of the Govern- 
ment, be he President or a subordinate, has a right to shut the 
doors in the face of Congress as to any information desired by it 
in the discharge of its duties. In the practical workings of the 
departments of this Government and in the proper and efficient 
performance of duties by Congress and in the exercise of the legiti- 
mate powers of Congress there can be no greater constitutional 
question than that; and once conceded as a power belonging to 
the Executive, there is no limitation to the extent to which that 
power can be carried and exercised. 

Now, the Senator from Wisconsin knows I can not read the 
whole of his speech. I wish I could. I will say that it would 
not be necessary that I should myself say another word if I could, 
in support of my contention, read the whole of it. In the course 
of it he uses this language: 


Look at the bald case as it stands before the Senate and before the people, 
unaided by the message which the President sent upon the same subject and 
which is in some sense an additional statement of fact. The Senate calls for 
certain papers, filed within a given period in a public department, touching 
the management of a public office. An executive officer of the United States, 
recognizing the fact that the papers are in his custody, not denying fora 
moment their existence, says to the Senate, by direction of the President, 
that “it is not considered that the public interest will be promoted by a com- 


pliance with said resolution and the transmission of the papers and docu- | 


ments therein mentioned to the Senate in executive session.” 


Mr. President, I will suspend the reading parts of the Senator’s 
speech for a moment for the purpose of reading the resolution 
which was reported by the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, 
and also reading the reply which was sent by the executive de- 
partment to the Senate, in order that the Senate may have dis- 
tinctly the issue before it which was made. On January 25, 1886, 
the Judiciary Committee reported to the Senate the following 
resolution for its adoption. Now, here is the resolution: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be, and he hereby 
is, directed to transmit to the Senate copies of all documents and papers that 
have been filed in the Department of Justice since the lst day of January, 
A. D. 1885— 

And not theretofore— 
in relation to the management and conduct of the office of district attorney 
of the United States of the southern district of Alabama. 

That being called for because of the fact that the President had 
sent in the name as a nominee to fill an office and had removed 
the district attorney, and the Senate desired to know whether or 
not he had removed him for good cause before they would pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the nomination. Therefore they 
called for all the papers which had been there for a year before 
the occurrence, and on the following day that resolution was 














| the Senate, by direction of the President, that “ it is not consider 


ee 


| adopted, to wit, on the 26th day of January. On the Ist day of 


February thereafter the Senate received the following comm) 


: . ini- 
cation in response thereto: 
DEPARTMENT OF Justic; 
January 23. 
It seems that was the date of the communication, and the docy. 


ment was received here on the Ist day of February, 
DEPARTMENT OF Justicy 
January 
The President pro tempore of the Senate of the United States: 
I acknowledge the receipt of a resolution of the Senate adopted on the 4) 
instant in executive session, as follows: 
“Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be. ana }, 
hereby is, directed to transmit to the Senate copies of all docume: 


“pers that have been filed in the Department of Justice since th; 


January, A. D. 1885, in relation to the management and conduct ‘ 
of district attorney of the United States of the southern district of Ala} 


It thus quotes the resolution and then proceeds: 

In response to the said resolution the President of the United Stat 

This is not the reply of the Attorney-General. He is sp 
for the President of the United States— ; 


In response to the said resolution the President of the United States dip, 
me to say that the papers which were in this Department relating to th 
ness of John D. Burnett, recently nominated to said office, having 
ready sent tothe Judiciary Committee of the Senate, and the papers*ind 
ments which are mentioned in the said resolution, and still remaining 
custody of this Department, having exclusive reference to the suspens 
the President of George M. Duskin, the late incumbent of the office 
attorney of the United States for the southern district of Alabama 
considered that the public interest will be promoted by a compliance > with said 
resolution and the transmission of the papers and documents ther 
tioned to the Senate in executive session. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


ID 


A.B. GARLAND 
Attorn ‘ 
Now, Mr. President, there was the square issue made, not by 
the Attorney-General but by the President of the United States, 
that in his judgment the public interest would not be promoted 
by having the Attorney-General comply with the resolution. In 
other words, the President of the United States assumed to judge 
and did judge, that it was not incumbent upon him to compl) 
with the demand of the Senate, and the square issue made byt! 
majority of the Senate, in which I say now and I have said here- 
tofore I think they were right, was this: Shall the President have 
a right to judge whether or not it is to the public interest that 
the Senate shall have the papers, or shall the Senate judge, 


shall the President have the right under that judgment exer. 
cised by him, to close the door of the Department of Justice or of 


any other Department and say to the Senate, ‘‘ In my judgment 
you have no right to enter and to know what is here?”’ 

Mr. President, I am tempted to proceed with that line of 
ment, but I will not, because I started to read the arg 
the Senator from Wisconsin, which is far superior to anyt)ii! 
can say. I repeat the last sentence which I read in order to have 
the connection of the Senator’s speech: 

An executive officer— 

— is the speech of the Senator from Wisconsin from \ 
read— 


An executive officer of the United States, recognizing the fact that the 
papers are in his custody, not denying for a moment their existe: st 


argu- 


TY) 


public interest will be promoted by a compliance with said resolution and 
the transmission of the papers and documents therein mentioned t , 
ate in executive session.” 


Quoting the reply. Then the Senator proceeds: 


Is it to be admitted that a Cabinet officer, even by direction of the Presi- 
dent, shall be at liberty to refuse to transmit any papers to the Se! in ex 
ecutive session unless satisfied that the purpose for which the Senate desires 
them is one which in his opinion is wise and proper? Is it to be assumed by 


| an executive officer or by the President that because a nomination is pending 


in the Senate of a person to fill an office that the Senate may not in executive 
session lawfully call for the papers filed ina Department touching the col- 
duct of that office? 

If Burnett had been confirmed and Duskin had been thereby remov 
could the Senate be denied the production of the papers mentio n the 
resolution? Even though called for in executive session, who will s tend! 
Does the fact that the nomination was pending change the character of | 
ee or the Senate’s power to demand and its right to receive and insp 
them? 

If George M. Duskin were still in office, discharging the duties and fun 
tions of the position, and the Senate in open session or in executi\ son 
should pass this resolution calling for those papers, would the Attorney) -(«! 
eral or would the President hesitate for one moment to transmit th: Sup 


pose the House of Representatives had passed the resolution inst f th 
Senate, upon what theory could the Attorney-General, either of | wh m0 
tion or upon the direction of the President, refuse to transmit the: - 

It has always been supposed that either the House of Represc! Qs OF 


the Senate had plenary power to investizate the Departments, had 
authority to examine the Cabinet officers, even to bring them )b 
committee, with all papers in the office which would tend to show | ma 
tion, and the manner in which it had been conducted. It may be (one 
order to expose corruption; it may be done in order to uncover ¢ ts in 
the organization of a Department; it may be done in order that ' 
obtain the information essential to the application of a corrective yy 1°* 
legislation. Such power in great fullness must of necessity exist, to eee 
cised under varied conditions and circumstances and with many ‘differen 
purposes. 
Is this not the attitude? The President, not denying tnat ther 

circumstances under which either the House or the Senate would be + 


may be 


ntitled 
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ae 
ana to demand them and compel their production, assumes that 

2 ooh t arated £0F a purpose which in his judgment is not within the juris- 

; ction of the Senate. 

The Scnate will mark that the Senator comes directly to the 


issue as to Whether or not the President has the right to assume 


that. 


a 


vy purpose within the power of the Senate it can direct under any 

‘3 the Attorney-General, or any other Cabinet officer, to trans- 
( senate papers touching the conduct of a particular office, then it 
: | to the orderly conduct of the Government that the executive offi- 
; id assume that the papers are desired for a legitimate purpose. Or 
; me to this, that the Senate or the House demanding the production 
. owe which either may rightfully demand for some purpose, must go 
v 





aam to the Department door, bound to disclose, first, to the 
 »ney-(eneral or the President, the precise purpose for which the papers 
iacired, under penalty of not receiving them at all? 

sw would it look, in response to a resolution adopted by the Senate ask- 
; t the Attorney-General or the Secretary of the Interior transmit to 
+). Senate papers like these, in their very nature official, relating to the trans- 












; nof the public business, for the President to transmit to the Senate a 
on vgeof this nature: “If you desire these papers you must first indicate 
to me the purpose for which you desire them, and if after having disclosed 
that purpose I think they are within your urisdiction, and that the purpose 
to be subserved is @ legitimate purpose, I shall transmit them; otherwise 


not! 
The Senator asks how it would do for the President to transmit 

such a message as that, and he continues: 

‘ould that be in effect any different from this response of the Attorney- 

Would it not be humiliating? Would it be anything less thana 


vernment? Would it do anything less than enable the President 
vl States to shut out at his will the —_ of investigation from 
£ 








all the public offices? Must the Senate, must the House—because if he may 
require the performance of that precedent condition of the Senate he may of 
the House—tirst advise him of the purpose and submit to his judgment as to 
whether it is a legitimate one? 

‘The resolution interprets itself, and relates upon its face to papers which 
no man can deny are in their nature public. The President by a message, as 


to the propriety of which I have nothing to say, tells us, not that there are no 
eneh papers on the files, but that there were other papers filed during that 
period which he considers private and confidential papers. 


| shall spend little time in discussing the question in theabstract as to what 
constitute private and confidential papers in distinction from public papers 
to which the Senate or House has the right of inspection. I concede, of 





rs, that there may be addressed to the President, and doubtless are, many 
pers which are confidential. 


No one questions that; but I deny that papers addressed to a head of a De- 
partment or to the President of the United States touching the conduct of an 
officer of such a character that they may be properly acted upon by either 
the head of the Department or the President, proper to be placed on the files 
of the Department, relating to the transaction of the people's business in one 

f the people’s offices, can by any magic become the private and confidential 


and secret papers of the President himself. 


Now, Mr. President, it is true that there the distinct question 
was as to whether Congress or the Senate should judge whether 
its motive was a legitimate one or whether the President should 
judge whether it was a legitimate one. But it matters not as to 


what question is raised, under the argument and under the rea- | 


soning of the argument, whenever there is any objection on the 
part of the President as to the disclosure of information which is 
desired, the question is one to be determined by the Senate and not 
by the President, because if the President can in the one case say, 
In my opinion you have no right to have this information,’’ he 
can say it in all cases, and it is within the power of the President 
of the United States, in his discretion and for any reason deemed 
by him to be sufficient, to absolutely shut up and hermetically 
seal every door of every Department of the Government. 

The Senator continues, and I am sorry to have to omit any of it, 
because it is all strong and directly to the point. On the same 








page from which I last read—and I call the attention of my learned | 


friend 
Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator kindly give me the page? 
_ Mr. BACON. Yes, sir; I have given it already, and I will give 
it again. Page 2488, March 18, 1886. The Senator said as the 
conclusion of that branch of his argument: 
Con Revert now the proposition that the Senate has a right to obtain of a 
. vo upon demand, and of the President upon request, such infor- 


hable it to act intelligently upon the question as to whether it 
and consent to a proposed removal. 


ae nd yet it is songht to differentiate such a power from the 
ver power of the Senate as to whether or not it has, in the lan- 





mation to 
Will advise 


euage of the learned Senator, the right to obtain from the Presi- | 


= ms upon request, information to enable it to act intelligently 
soem the question as to whether or not it would advise and con- 
the An ratification of a treaty. If he can differentiate as to 
.,.. two it will be but another evidence of the versatility and abil- 
ity of the distinguished Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 


aa : PRESIDENT pro tempore. Doesthe Senator from Georgia 
ao m7 )N. I yield to the Senator. 

that the hi sMAN, _I wish to suggest to the Senator from Georgia 

it recalls story which he has been reading is so interesting that 
Race old fable about the bull and the ox. 

mind. but . )N. I will say to the Senator that I have had that in 

harratin. wot being a happy raconteur I did not venture upon its 

ation, I will allow him to go ahead. 





Mr. TILLMAN. It appears to be very clearly proven that if a 
Democratic President gets up a tree the Democratic dogs bark at 
all intruders, and when a Republican President gets up a tree it 
is the same old thing; and we appear to occupy positions on con- 


| stitutional questions of this character according to the exigencies 


and necessities of our parties. 

Our friends on the other side undoubtedly voted for the con- 
tention of the Senator from Wisconsin. Then it would be unrea- 
sonable for us to expect them to vote that way now. Would it 
not? In other words, consistency is a jewel. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator takes issue with me on any point 
I shall be happy to hear from him. If he is on my side, let me 
go on. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was trying to illuminate the question. I 


| could not do it as well as the Senator from Georgia or the Sen- 
| ator from Wisconsin; but I was trying to ease my friend from 


Wisconsin out of the unpleasant attitude of being on both sides 
of this question. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I had not finished what I pro- 
pose to read from the speech of my distinguished friend. Iresume 
at the particular place where I was reading when the Senator 
from South Carolina interrupted me. 

I hope I may be allowed, in order that the connection may be 
kept, to read that sentence over again, because the next sentence 
directly relates to it. I read again that sentence from the Sena- 
tor’s speech: 

T assert now the proposition that the Senate hasa right to obtain of a Cab- 
inet officer upon demand, and of the President upon request, such informa- 
tion to enable it to act intelligently upon the question as to whether it will 
advise and consent to a proposed remoyal. 

The Senate will mark that that is not qualified. It is aright to 
have it,when requested, not conditionally; and the Senator, in full 
recognition of the fact that that was his meaning, turns to the 
Democratic Senators and asks this question, referring to the ut- 
terance which he has just made: 

The Senators on the other side will not, I think, charge that the issue, so 
far as Iam concerned, is not broad enough. 

The Senator states it in as emphatic languageas his great com- 
mand of language would permit him, and then emphasizes it by 
turning to his opponents and challenging them to his statement, 
that it is as broad as it can be made, and that nobody can find 
fault with it by reason of its failure to be broad enough. 

In other words, Mr. President, the Senator lays down, as broadly 
as his language will permit him, the proposition that as to any- 
thing which relates to the business of the Senate and within the 
jurisdiction of the Senate the Senate has the right to have it on 
a request addressed to the President, not a qualified right; and 
he emphasizes it by the statement that no one can find fault with 
that statement on the ground that it is not broad enough; and if 
anybody had challenged him to make it still broader, if he had 
had it in his power he would have done so, because it was his in- 
tention to make it as broad as language would permit. 

The Senator then goes on as a lawyer and says this: 

Is the proposition sound in law? 

That is the great question here to-day. 


Is the proposition sound in law? I want no other principle of law to cuide 
me toa conclusion in favor of the right of the Senate to the information upon 
that theory than is found in the report submitted by the minority of the 
committee and the message which the President has seen fit to transmit. I 
call the attention of the Senate to the statement of the law in the report sub- 
mitted by the minority of the Judiciary Committee. It is very guarded and 
very advisedly made, and is sufficiently broad and accurate for the purposes 


| for which I desire to use it. 


Then the Senator proceeds to quote from the minority report: 
“The minority admit ’’— 

Reading now from the minority report— 

“The minority admit, once for all, that any and every public document, 


| paper, or record *— 


The Senator from Wisconsin then reading that report interjects 
this language: 


Note this, if you please— . 
“on the files of any Department, or in the possession of the President, relat- 
ing toany subject whatever over which either House of Congress has any 
grant of power, jurisdiction, or control under the Constitution, is subject to 
the call or inspection of either House for use in the exercise of its constitu- 
tional powers and jurisdiction.” 


There spoke Pugh, and George, and Jackson, and Vest, and 
Coke. Continuing to read from the minority report: 


“Tt is on this clearly defined and well-founded constitutional principle that, 
wherever any power is lodged by the Constitution, all incidents follow such 
power that are necessary and proper to enable the custodian of it to carry it 
into execution. Whether the power is granted to Congress, or either House, 
or to the President, or any Department or officer of the Government, or to 
the President by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, the princi- 
ple is as fundamental as the Constitution itself that all the necessary inci- 
dents of such grants accompany the grants and belong to and can be exer- 
cised by the custodians of such powers, jointly or severally, as they may be 
vested by the Constitution. 

“It is on the application and enforcement of this unquestioned rule of con- 
struction that either House of Congress has the right inherent in the power 
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itself to direct the head of any Department or request the President to trans- 
mit any information in the knowledge of either—” 


Then the Senator from Wisconsin again interjects the words: 


Note that— 

“or any public or official papers or documents, or their contents, on the files 
or in the keeping of either, provided such papers or documents relate to sub- 
jects, matters, or things in the consideration of which the House making the 
cail can use such information, papers, or documents in the exercise of any 
right, power, jurisdiction, or privilege granted to Congress, or either House, 
or to the President by and with the advice and consent of the Senate.” 

That is the end of the part of the minority report which was then 
read in that speech by the distinguished Senator from Wisconsin, 
and then he resumed. The Senator from Wisconsin said: 

Here, in a lawyer-like way, and in a bold way as lawyers ought to state 
their case, the minority, without shuffling or technicality, place the question 
upon this proposition: If the Senate of the United States has any jurisdiction 
over the subject-matter to which papers relate, or to which information in 
the hands of a Department officer or in the hands of the President relates, 
then they say unqualifiedly, and it would seem to be unmistakable law, the 
Senate has a right to the inspection of such documents and a right to elicit 
such information. The President, placing it upon a little different ground, 
recognizes the same principle, and in doing this he only follows the example 
of Washington in somewhat the same language upon the same subject, and 
of every Executive from Washington down, thus— 


Quoting now from Mr. Cleveland— 


“To the end that the service may be improved, the Senate is invited to the 
fullest scrutiny of the persons submitted to them for public office, in recogni- 
tion of the constitutional power of that body to advise and consent to their 
appointment. I shall continue, as I have thus far done, to furnish, at the re- 
quest of the confirming body, all the information I possess touching the fit- 
ness of the nominees placed before them for their action, both when they are 
proposed to fill vacancies and to take the place of suspended officials.” 


After reading that the Senator from Wisconsin said: 


Why? Because under the Constitution the Senate is a factor in the act 
constituting, on the whole, theappointment of the officer: because, in the lan- 
guage of the minority of the committee, the Senate, under the Constitution, 
has jurisdiction over “ the subject-matter.” 


Mr. President, as I say, I regret very much that I can not read 
the whole speech of the Senator; but on a subsequent occasion, 
on the 19th of March, the next day, as will be found on page 2529 
of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, the Senator from Wisconsin, ina 
discussion of the same resolution, uses this language: 

Possessing, therefore, the right to call for papers and information from 
the executive a Bry of the Government necessary to enable the Senate 
to discharge with fidelity and intelligence its duty under the law in the mat- 
ter of removals, it can not forego that right when in its opinion its exercise 
is necessary. 

There is the distinct issue made, and there is the distinct propo- 
sition so clearly announced by the Senator from Wisconsin. In 
other words, it can not submit to the statement of the President 
of the United States that, in his judgment, it is not a matter for 
the Senate but a matter for him to determine; that the Senate 
‘can not forego the exercise of this right;”’ that it will not admit 
and can not acknowledge the right of the President to say that it 
is not entitled to the papers; but that the Senate will insist upon 
and maintain its rights. That is the language, or rather the sub- 
stance, the meaning, of the language of the Senator from Wis- 
consin, 

He continues: 

It can not suffer, by its acquiescence, the principle as to papers, now 

asserted by the executive department, to grow into precedent. is nota 
question of etiquette, nor is it a question of politics. It is very far above 
either. 
The Senate has no right to trench upon the prerogative or powers of the 
Executive. The maintenance, sacred and ‘inviolate, of the prerogatives of 
the three great coordinate departments of the system under which we live, 
as the fathers framed it, is essential to the permanency and success of our 
Government. Neither should be permitted to trench upon the other, and 
neither may permit any impairment, through aggression or concession, of 
its constitutional faculties and prerogatives. 

By which the Senator certainly meant to say that one of the 
prerogatives of the Senate was to determine for itself what papers 
it required, and that it would not forego or surrender that pre- 
rogative to the Executive. 

The Senator from Wisconsin continued: 

The Senate can not yield the principle that in any case or under any cir- 
cumstances the files of the Departments, evidencing the conduct of public 
offices, shall be secret from the inspection, or that any paper or letter bear- 
ing upon the conduct of a public office, placed upon the files of pay agers. 
ment, or in custody of any executive officer, and whick ought to placed 
upon the file of any Department, can, at the will of anybody, even though it 
be the President, become personal and subject to removal or destruction. 


Mr. President, the language of the Senator there was directed 
to the particular subject-matter under consideration, but the rea- 
soning and the language will embrace all matters in an Executive 
Department, and asserts, as the prerogative of the Senate, and also 
of the House of Representatives—not the Senate exclusively, ex- 
cept as to matters within its exclusive or peculiar jurisdiction— 
asserts the right of either House of Congress in a matter in which 
it has jurisdiction to enter into any executive office; to see any- 
thing that is in it; to ask no man’s permission to do so, and to re- 
ceive from no man a denial. 

Mr. President, I am glad this question hascome up. I sat here 


—, 


yesterday and heard the message from the executive dep 
responding to a resolution introduced by the Senator f 


artment 


. hy rom Tep. 
nessee [Mr. aa calling for certain information, iy which 


the Senate was told that, in the opinion of the Executive it we 
not a proper matter to be sent to the Senate. ° ” 

Mr. KEAN. Has the Senator from Georgia read the message 
of the President of the United States? —— 

Mr. BACON. I only heard it read. 

Mr. KEAN. If the Senator would read the letter of the Seer. 
tary of the Treasury accompanying the message, I think he would 
find a very good reason given for the declination to furnish the 
information. , 

Mr. BACON. I do not care what the reason is, 

Mr. KEAN. It isa very good one. 

Mr. BACON. If the request by the Senate was not qualifieg 
and was made in the discretion of the Department or of the Presi’ 
dent, it matters not what the reason is which is assigned for ro. 
fusal. The reason can properly be conveyed to the Senate before 
final action is taken upon the demand of the Senate. If there js 
a good reason, it is perfectly proper that; the President should geng 
to the Senate a communication in confidence, that for such and 
such reasons he asks that the demand shall not be insisted zpop, 
Can anybody doubt that, if any proper reason is given in such g 
case, the Senate will not respect a suggestion of that kind? 

But to refuse is to deny; it matters not whether it be fora good 
or a bad reason, the power to refuse is the thing; and if the Pres. 
dent has the power to refuse, he has the power to refuse for a bad 
reason as well as for a good one; and when he refuses, it matters 
not what is the reason, good or bad, he has, in my opinion. violated 
the law and invaded one of the highest prerogatives of Congress, 
which is to know everything that relates to this Government— 
everything; and if there was another word that was more compre- 
hensive than that, I would use it. So it matters not, Mr, Presi- 
dent, whether the reason be good or bad. If there was a good 
reason why the information should not be given to the Senate, the 
proper course would have been, through the proper officer, to have 
communicated to the Senate that such a demand had been made, 
and then—— 

Mr. KEAN. But, Mr. President, that is just what the President 
did; and if the Senator from Georgia will read what the President 
says, he will find it out. 

r. BACON. But the Senator didnot hearme through. Isay 
that the proper action to take was to communicate in a proper 
way to the Senate that such a demand had been made, and to 
say that for such and such reasons, whatever they may be, in the 
opinion of the President it would be unwise to furnish the in- 
formation, and to ask the Senate not to insist upon it; but when 
he assumes that, in his judgment, that reason is sufficient, and 
refuses without more, it matters not whether it is good or bad, 
sufficient or insufficient, he can control it. So I say, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that if you admit his right in his judgment, upon what he 
may consider to be a good reason, to shut the door of a Depart- 
ment, the power is unlimited to shut that door upon any judgment 
or any reason which he may deem to be sufficient. 

Mr. President, that is the exact point that was involved in the 
great debate of 1886 in this Chamber; that was the exact point at 
issue, and the only point at issue. It was maintained with great 
power and ability, and I think with conclusiveness of argument 
on the part of the Republicans, that the President did not have 
that right; and in the language of the Senator from Wisconsit, 
which I have read, it was vigorously contended that it was the 
high prerogative of the Senate and that the Senate would not 
forego it at the behest of any man, be he even the President. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator a question’ 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does the Senator from Georgia draw any 
distinction between the two cases: In one case where papers are 
called for bearing upon the question of the removal of a man 
from office and, in the other case, where papers are called for 2 
connection with the consideration of a treaty? 

Mr. BACON. None whatever, because the principle is 2bs- 
lutely the same. ed bg 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then the Senator does not agree with the 
position taken by President Cleveland. ’ 

Mr. BACON. I certainly do not, andI am unqualified in agree 
ing with what was said on that occasion by distinguished Reps 
licans in the debate. 

Mr. MITCHELL. One otherquestion. The Senator has stated 
that that was the only question discussed at that time. [her 
was another questica, and a still more important one in my judg: 
ment, which was reported by the Judiciary Committee, «discuss? 
at length, and passed upon, and that was what action should be 
taken in the event of the Senate of the United States calling up" 
the President of the United States to send papers to the Senate— 
for instance, it may have been in the consideration of an appoint 
ment—and the President refused to send the papers. The poo 
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tion of the Republican party at that time was that it was the duty 

f the Senate to stop business, to refuse to consider appointments, 
pe there was quite an extensive controversy over that matter. 
Now, I want to ask the Senator from Georgia: Suppose the Presi- 
dent is called upon for papers and declines to submit them, what 
is the remedy? ; 

Mr. BACON. There is none. ‘ 

Mr. MITCHELL. Isthere any remedy except by impeachment? 

Mr. BACON. None whatever; nor is there any remedy for any 
dereliction of duty by the President save only that. But that does 
not answer the question; that does not meet my proposition at all. 
Mr.GALLINGER,. Mr. President, the Senator, I think through 
inadvertence, has twice said within the last few minutes that the 
Senate had made a demand on the President. The Senate always 
requests the President. ; 

Mr. BACON. In this case I will state to the Senator that I am 
not incorrect in the use of language, for the reason that I was 
discussing a resolution which had been adopted by the Senate, 
which was a direction to the Attorney-General, and which was 
replied to by the Attorney-General in the name of the President, 
so that it was a demand in that case. But in all of the debate to 
which I have referred all the Senators spoke of it as a right to 
demand or direct a subordinate officer, and a right to receive in- 
formation on a request to the President, and a right which they 
would not forego. 

Mr. GALLINGER. What has puzzled me somewhat as a lay- 
man is to differentiate between the demand upon a Cabinet officer 
and a request made to the President. It has seemed to me that 
the fact that we request the President carries with it the pre- 
sumption that he may decline to accede to our request. . 

Mr. BACON. Not atall. The Senator will pardon me if I re- 

ly in the language of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] 
in that regard. 

I should like to quote him as to all these matters, and I will 
return to what I have already read, in order that I may reply, 
in much more felicitous language than I can command, to the 
inquiry of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 
The Senator from Wisconsin had been discussing what is the right 
of the Senate; and he said it is the right of the Senate to receive 
this information upon the request of any officer, even if it be the 
President. 

Now, if it is right, of course it is nota matter subject to quali- 
fication; it is a right which the Senator saysit ‘‘ can not forego’’— 
using that language. I will now read again the last sentence 
which I read from the speech of the Senator from Wisconsin: 

The Senate can not yield the principle that in any case or under any cir- 
cumstances— 

That is certainly pretty broad language— 

The Senate can not yield the principle that in any case or under any cir- 
cumstances the files of the Departments, evidencing the conduct of public 
offices, shail be secret from the inspection, or that aur paper or letter bear- 
ing upon the conduct of a public office, placed upon the files of ony Supers. 
ment, or in custody of any executive officer, and which ought to placed 
upon the files of any Department, can, at the will of anybody, even though it 
be the President, become personal and subject to removal or destruction. 

Or subject evidently, according to the context, to the refusal of 
the President to communicate it to Congress. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, that is cer- 
tainly very strong and direct language; and if we are to accept 
that as the correct doctrine, then I apprehend that the phrase- 
ology that we request the President, ‘if not incompatible with 
the public interest,’ is a mere matter of courtesy. Is it? 

Mr. BACON. Not altogether so. There are many instances 
where the Senate has used that language because they did not 
think it of vital importance that they should obtain the informa- 
tion; but I think, as a matter of courtesy, it should always be in- 
troduced except in a case of extreme urgency. 

I do not know that the Senator from New Hampshire heard 
what I said in the outset of my remarks, that I am not discussing 
this question so much with reference to this particular resolution, 

cause I have no doubt that, under the assurances already given, 
the President will furnish us with all that is required, but that the 
announcement had been made on the other side of the Chamber 
to-day that as to whether or not the President should respond to 
any request the Senate might make of him was a matter within his 
discretion, and I cited the Senate to the fact that on yesterday, in 
Tesponse to a resolution previously sent by the Senate directing 
one of the officers or the head of one of the Departments to send 
certain information here, we had had a communication from the 
a remaens that, in his judgment, it was a matter which ought not 

be communicated to the Senate. . 
ar I Just said in replying to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
ae it matters not whether the reason which the President 
me —e @ good one or a bad one, if he has got the right to exer- 
that judgment as to whether itis good or bad, and to act upon 
se a when a direction is thus given by the Senate to the 
of a Department, then he has the right unqualifiedly in every 





case to say ‘‘no’’ to any request that may be made for the com- 
munication of any information needed by the Senate. Thatis the 
proposition which I make, and which I say has been so ably main- 
tained, not by me, but by the distinguished Republican Senators 
whose names I read. I donot think the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire was in the Chamber at the time, but I mentioned the names 
of George F. Edmunds, GrorGe F. Hoar, William M. Evarts, 
John J. Ingalls, and Samuel J. R. McMillan, of Minnesota. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator, if he will permit 
me, that I have been listening with great interest to his very able 
address, but I was unavoidably called from the Chamber in the 
transaction of public business and did miss a portion of his 
speech, which I regret. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. BACON. I should like to proceed with my remarks, but I 


ield. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iwanttosuggest to the Senator from Georgia, 
who has illuminated this subject co fully, an inquiry along this 
line: Whether there is not a difference between a request for in- 
formation conveyed in the usual courteous language—‘‘ if in his 
judgment not incompatible,’’ etc.—calling for relatively unim- 
portant information, and a resolution calling for information of 
much moment. Might there not be some things which the Presi- 
dent would feel warranted in sending to us to gointo the Recorp 
or to become public property, and some which he would not feel 
warranted in sending to us unless it was in the nature of a secret 
communication, which would be for our information alone? 

Does the Senator not differentiate in that particular? Then, if 
in the judgment of the Senate it was still desirable and necessary 
that it should have the information, I agree with him entirely—it 
would have the right to demand that it be sent in con‘idence. 
But does not the Senator differentiate between the ordinary 
courteous resolution of inquiry on matters that are not of very 
serious moment and those that are vital? 

Mr. BACON. I endeavored to suggest that same idea in re- 
sponse to the inquiry of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Now, let me illustrate the orderly way in which this can be 
done and ought to be done. I will illustrate it by an occurrence 
during the Spanish war. I introduced a resolution directing the 
then Secretary of War, the present junior Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. ALGER], tocommunicate to the Senate certain information— 
I have forgotten now exactly what it was—relative to the defenses 
of the southern coast, where people were apprehensive that they 
were not prepared to meet the onset which they anticipated. 
That resolution was sent to the Secretary of War. 

If the proceeding for which the Senators on the other side now 
contend had been adopted the Secretary of War would have gone 
to Mr. McKinley, and Mr. McKinley would have sent in a mes- 
sage saying that in his opinion it was incompatible with the 
public interests that that information should be given. That 
would have been a good reason, but still it would have been an 
infringement of the prerogatives of the Senate. Instead of that, 
the proper course was taken. The Secretary of War sent for the 
chairman of the Military Committee of the Senate, General 
HAWLEY, and communicated to General HAWLEY the facts which 
in his opinion would make it improvident and unwise to commu- 
nicate that information to the Senate, even in executive session, 
because it might get to the enemy. 

General HAWLEY came to me and explained what the Secretary 
had said. I recognized at once that his reason was a good one; 
and as soon as the Senate met I myself moved that the Senate 
withdraw the request, andit was withdrawn. Can anybody doubt 
that in any case where there is a good reason for it a similar 
course would not be taken? 

But, Mr. President, while that course is practicable and works 
no harm, whenever you once set up as a law the right of the Presi- 
dent to say peremptorily, ‘‘I will not give the information,’’ you 
give him the right in all cases and under all circumstances to 
close the door to the inquiries of the Senate; because if he has the 
power in one case, he has it in all, and the question of its exercise 
is a question solely in his discretion. 

Mr. President, I had no expectation when I rose of occupying 
so much of the time of the Senate, because I really did not feel 
physically able to do so, but I want to read a little more of the 
debate from which I have been quoting. 

While the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] made an 
argument in that case which is not surpassed in its ability and 
soundness by that made by any other Senator, arguments upon 
the same line were made by others of the distinguished men whose 
names I have mentioned and by some others whom I have not 
mentioned. 

I will read now what Mr. Logan, then a member of the Senate 
from Illinois, said. He may not have been as distinguished a 
lawyer as some others whose names I have mentioned, but still I 
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think he enjoyed the confidence of the people as a man of strong 


mentality and as a lawyer of ability. Said Mr. Logan, then a 
Senator from Illinois—and I read from page 2799 of the same vol- 
ume from which I have been reading: 

If the people through their representatives can not have access to the 
records of the country, on the general theory that they are the source of 
power, when such records or documents are requested to aid in the perform- 
ance of a duty incambent upon them in their coordinate capacity, where is 
such a theory to carry us if it is followed up? 

And that is the important inquiry. 

We have been told for years by our opponents that the concentration of 
power was one of our objects; that our theories as well as the character of 
our legislation proved this to be the design of our party— 


Referring to the Republican party— 
that this had been increasing and growing from year to year; that the power 
of the Government was being placed in the hands of the few; that the people 
were being stripped of their power day by day. 

I should like for any Senator to tell me— 

I hope Senators will listen to this language— 

I should like for any Senator to tell me what greater concentration of 


power has been shown during the existence of this Government than the at- | 


tempt made by the President of the United States to take into his own hands 
the right to allow or not the people of this country through their repre- 


sentatives to examine public records, documents, and papers as he sees | 


P oper. Suppose the man guilty of fraud; suppose he has been guilty of em- 
»ezzlement; supposes he is charged with any offense; will the President of the 
United States say. when we send for the papers to examine into the conduct 
of his office to see how it has been managed because he has suspended this 
man, the Congress of the United States shall not examine the papers? 

Will you say that? Suppose the Senate of the United States organizesa 
committee of investigation to-day and calls upon the President of the 
United States, the Attorney-General, the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
Postmaster-General, or any other head of a Department, for papers in con- 
nection with the case either for or against the man acoused, will it be said 
that the Senate of the United States can not have those papers? If so, why 
refused? Would it be on the ground that they are private documents’ Is 
that the ground? 


But, Mr. President, the same argument might be used as to 
any other information which Congress might need in the conduct 
of its business. There is no argument which could be used in 
favor of the right of the Senate to see any paper connected with 
the question of an office where the incumbent was under investi- 
gation, or where inquiry was to be made concerning him, which 
does not apply with equal force and conclusiveness as to any other 
subject-matter relating to the Government about which Congress 
asks information, and there is no reason why the President should 


be clothed with a power to shut the door for one purpose which | 


would not give him an equal power, if he saw fit to exercise it, 


for another purpose, and it may be either in the same Department | 


or another Department of the Government. 

I will read further from Senator Logan. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What page? 

Mr. BACON. Page 2799 of the same volume: 

If this theory is to be carried out— 

That is, the right of the President to deny access to any paper or 
any document or any information in one of the Departments— 

If this theory is to becarried out, the head of a Department might suppress 
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| the matters there deposite 


papers that would convict his friends; he might suppress papers that would | 


convict criminals; he might suppress papers that would convict himself if he 
be corrupt enough, and this merely upon the ground that they were private 

apers and could not be given out. Suppose papers charging men with vio- 
fac ms of law, charging them with robbery, with theft, with murder, with 
arson, no matter what crime, came to the Secretary of the Treasury as a let- 
ter directed to him making these charges, because the letter is written to him 
and not officially, but is filed with the papers in the archives of the Govern- 
ment, when the Senate calls on him for those papers he says, “It is a private 
letter. I shall notgive it to the Senate or the Congress of the United States,” 
though on the files. 

Would not that be covering up crime under the guise of private papers on 
the ground that they will not deliver documents to the Congress of the United 
States that might involve in criminal proceedings some individual who hap- 
pens to be an official of the Government and friend of the Secretary? 


Of course, Mr. President, the same illustration can be used as 
to any other information which Congress may desire as to any 
subject-matter about which it wishes information in the disharge 
of its great and high duty. 

There are numbers of other quotations I might make, but I will 
read from Mr. Evarts, a great constitutional lawyer. This is to 
be found on page 2742 of the same volume. I will not read the 
whole of it. I should like to do so, but I will only read the most 

rtinent part. 


That great lawyer, Mr. President, comes down to this distinct | 


question, and it is a great question in the case, as in the case of | from them those that are suitable for the inspection of the ! 


the difference between the Senate and the President upon the 
oo of the communication of information to the Senate. In 
that case of difference who is to determine it, the Senate or the 
President? That is the question which was in that great debate, 
and one upon which that eminent man made these utterances 
which I am now to read: 

It is said in the first place— 

That is, by the opponents— 


It is said in the first place, and thus the proposition of the committee is 
sought to be avoided, that the papers called for can by no means touch any 
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matter subject to the public action of the Senate. Let us look a moment at 
that proposition. Who is to determine in the first place that on a topic wh; h 


the Senate has to do with it has a right to the inspection and use of - ' 
the Departments, but it has no such right when the Senate can no 





5 in 


touch or deal with any subject-matter to which those papers relat W me 
is to determine in the first instance that the Senate may or may not explora 
and make use of papers that are on file? Certainly the Senate is the jude .» 

‘S Aa 


that. 

What does he mean? The question at issue was whethior tho 
Senate was the judge when the President desired that informa. 
tion should not be given or whether the President was in that 
case the judge; and Mr. Evarts says: 

Certainly the Senate is the judge of that. 

The Senate, as acomponent part of the legislature represented in ( 
is not of limited jurisdiction. It is not confined to this or that topi at 
ever touches, in the language of one of the clauses of the Constitution. tho 
common defense and the general welfare belongs to the two Houses of (\, 
gress. When, therefore, either House under its responsibilities and uy 
the determination of a constitutional majority of yotes on any su} 
either of these Houses undertakes itself to deal with public document 
papers in the Departments, it deals with what belongs to the Governny 
the United States for use by the Congress of the United States, and upon jis 
judgment of what its duties, its faculties, and its proposed actions relate ; 


Mr. President, could language be more explicit and more com- 
prehensive than that? I repeat it. He says thatit acts— 
upon its judgment of what its duties, it8 faculties, and its proposed actions 
relate to. 

In other words. it does not act upon what the President may 
think its duties, its faculties, and its powers may be, but thatthe 
Senate is the one to judge what are its faculties, it duties, and its 
powers, and that all these documents are not the documents of 
the President of the United States, but of the Government of the 
United States, and the Senate was entitled to the inspection of 
each and all, and thatit is for it to determine whether the in- 
spection of any paper or the getting of any information is in av- 
cordance with the proper discharge of its duties under its fa: 
and under its powers. 

Thus spoke the great lawyer, and I rest upon him and not upon 
what I may feebly say: 

And now for the first time is it found that a preliminary question arises, 
when the Houses of Congress, one or both of them, have asked for papers on 
file, that there is a preliminary judgment to be exercised and to be final, and 
to be under the unlimited range of discretion and of personal judgment 
the President, whether or not these papers that are described and exist as 


the files or on deposit in the Departments are on the face of them pi) 
belong to the uses and for the purposes of the duty of the Houses of C 


He announces that as a great and startling proposition, and it 
isa greatand startling proposition, and dark will be the day when- 
ever it comes to be recognized as the law of this land that the 
President of the United States is vested with power to say what 
papers or what information Congress shall have, and that if the 
reason, in his judgment, is sufficient he can close the door to that 
information and say ‘‘ no” to the demand of Congress. 

The learned Senator and great lawyer, Mr. Evarts, continues: 


Where is this preliminary line to be drawn? Who isto be patient 1 
it? Whois to look in the face the two Houses of Congress in tie illimita 
range of their duty, dealing in the matters of the Departments, dealing 

dand there preserved for the Government for its 

uses, for action in reference to the Government, and for no other purpose 
whatever? 

Who is at liberty to sift and cull out of these papers thus deposited, : 
be accorded this prejudgment of the action of the two Houses of Congress’ 
Who is to be this arbiter between the Government and the Congr 
termine what shall be given and what shall be withheld? 

I should like to find votes cast here on the other side of this alley upon t 
preliminary question. 


I will say to the Senator that if I had been here undoubtedly | 
would have voted with the Republicans on that issue; an‘ 
President, I desire to say, so far as it has been within my po' 
I have always contended for the prerogatives of the Senate. The 
first speech I ever made in this Chamber upon that subject w 
taking issue with a Democratic President when, in my opinion, !'s 
action invaded the prerogatives of the Senate. I will read tu 
sentence again: 


I should like to find votes cast here on the other side of this alley uporthat 
preliminary question. 


He proceeds: 


Give us the premises of the powers of the two Houses of Cong! 
the Constitution that are not disputed here—I mean the genera 
rive us the constitution of the Departments; give us the arrang: 
aw regunaing the action of these Departments; give us the fa 
papers we seek for are in the possession of the Department of Just 
Attorney-General can lay his hand upon them, and then after tha! 4 
emptory instruction of the President can follow out these —- sits a 

ouses 

conceded that it is not thus to be arbitrarily, thus capriciously, thu 
fully discharged by the President in this preliminary authority; | 
agreed that he means to send to the two Houses all that are useful a! “ol 
nent to every public use, how do you by that proposition but advance 
most monstrous doctrine under the Constitution— 


Listen to this, Senators!— 


advance the most monstrous doctrine under the Constitution that t ‘ 
dent is the judge of what the duty of the two Houses of Congress reicu> © 
and the further question of what the papers would have to say and [9 580" 
and to decide whether they were or were not important and interest1ne 
the two Houses of Congress on the very matters that the Congress has @ 
thority over. 


‘ulties 
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I could continue those quotations to a very great extent, but I 
have read enough to show what was the attitude of the Repub- 
lican party upon that question and what was the constitutional 
«ww of these great lawyers who then ornamented this Chamber. 


view 0! 7 

[ do not feel that I cam add to it. : ; 

But, Mr. President, there is one matter that this question closely 
relates to, and that is the power of the Executive and the unlim- 
ited power which such a concession would make to him. 

“Now, as illustrative of that, I want to say that that learned 
coterie of Senators who made the report of the committee, signed | 
by them individually—George F. Edmunds, John J. Ingalls, Wil- 
liam M. Evarts, GEORGE F. Hoar, S. J. R. McMillan, and James 
F. Wilson—were so impressed with the fact that it was the claim 


of a power which would be most dangerous to the institutions of 
this Government, that if conceded there was no limit to be set to 
the Executive power—so impressed were they with that that they 
not only made this most elaborate and able and luminous report. 
but they set out as an exhibit the report made to the House of 
Representatives in the Twenty-seventh Congress, when a similar 
que tion Was Up. 3 . . 
it is called Appendix B. House Report 945, Twenty-seventh 
Congress, second session. That related to the removal from 
office of Henry H. Sylvester. 

I myself would not as an illustration of the danger of Executive 
power now bring this report to the attention of the Senate asa 


warning against the encroachments of Executive power, because, | 


while I might considerit pertinent, I recognize that if I did so, it 
might be construed as an extreme action on my part and my mo- 


tive might be misconstrued into an intention to give ovense to 


the Executive. 


, . 
That purpose I not only disclaim, but say that I would not even | 
venture to have it read, but that it is the report of these eminent | 


tepublicans when they were resisting the claim of power by a 


Democratic President, and in which they were so impressed with | 
the dangers to this Government in the absorption of all power by | 


the Executive that they solemnly set out, as a partof their re- 
port, this report made to the House of Representatives in the 
Twenty-seventh Congress. 

I will not burden the Recorp with reading all of it, but Iam 
going to read, not as applicable, I distinctly say, not by inference, 
but emphatically, in any manner to the present Executive, but 


simply as the utterance of these great and conservative Repub- | 
licans as to the danger of unlimited power when wielded by the | 


Executive. 

Mr. President, it is a long report, and the whole of it is decid- 
edly interesting, quoting Mr. Webster and others on that sub- 
ject, but I will read simply an extract from page 17, and I will 
state that it is in this same document, Report 135, Forty-ninth 
Congress. I will read an extract on page 17, in which is quoted 


an extract from a report made by Mr. Benton to\the Senate of | 


the United States embracing in part this subject—the question 
of the absorption of power by the Executive. 
what I have said to-day is in no manner personal. 

I have no special interest in this particular resolution, and if 


the matter had been limited to this particular resolution I would | 


not have uttered a word, and all that I say is in upholding to the 
extent of my feeble power the prerogative of the Senate and the 


House and the denial of the night of the Executive, I care not | 


whether he be a Democrat or a Republican, to say “‘ No,’’ per- 
emptorily and finally, to any demand which may be made upon 
him by either House of Congress for information as to any mat- 
ter properly within their jurisdiction and to be used in the dis- 
charge of their duty. 

_ Vow, with that disclaimer of course I can not be misunderstood 
in reading this extract. It is simply upon the general question, 
and in my opinion relates 


okt 1 ‘“6 Mr. Benton made a report to the Senate, embracing, in part, this 
we tna ought to be carefully read by every American. In that paper 
ve ind this powerful passage: 


Now I quote from the report of Mr. Benton: 


rp 


State King of England is‘ the fountain of honor; the President of the United 


eral ay ame patronage. He presides over theentire system of Fed- 
of the ivan, nt n ~ jobs, and contracts. He has power over the ‘support’ 
them. Hacinee a ho administer the system. He makes and unmakes 
dismics +} 2088 from the circle of his friends and supporters, and may 
them as often a upon all the principles of human actions, he will dismiss 
“There nua they disappoint his expectations. 
the qtere may be exceptions, but the truth of the general rule is proved by 
constitutional ¢ The intended check and control of the Senate, without new 
penetrate this mga e ! provisions, will cease to operate. Patronage will 
power, and ena ee due its capacity of resistance, chain it to the car of 
With than witme the President to rule as easily and much more securely 
Tet 8 ithout the nominal check of the 


f the Preside : Senate. 
resp waite a the nt himself was the officer of the people, elected by them and 
all power in his heey ere, Would be less danger from this concentration of 
8s they $ hands; but it is the business of statesmen to act upon things 


the ie and not as they would wish them to be. We must look fcrward 


when the public revenue will be doubled "— 








And I repeat that | 


’ as much to the danger to this Govern- | 
ment when one party is in power as when the other is in power: | 
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| This was in 1826, and of course that proportion has been very 
| largely exceeded— 





‘*when the civil and military officers of the Government will be quadrupled; 
when its influence over individuals will be multiplied to an indefinite extent; 
when the nomination of the President can carry any man through the Senate, 
and his recommendation can carry any measure through the two Houses of 
Congress; when the principle of public action will be open and avowed—the 
President wants my vote, and I want his patronage: I will vote as he wishes, 
and he will give me the office I wish for. What will this be but the govern- 
ment of one man? And what is the government of one man but a nionarchy? 

‘**Names are nothing. The nature of a thing is in its substance, and the 
name soon accommodates itself to the substance. Those who make the Presi- 
| dent must support him. Their political fate becomes identified, and they 
must stand or fall together. Right or wrong, they must support him, etc.” 

Then this report goes on to say: 

All this was prophecy then. It is now history. 


Mr. President, I must apologize to the Senate, for I recognize 
that it is due it for having occupied so much of its time; but I 
agree with what was said by the Senator from Wisconsin in the 
former debate, that it is a most serious and grave qnesticn, one, 
according as it may be finally determined, very fundamental and 
far-reaching in its consequences, and for these reasons I have 
ventured, while taking some part of the time in my own argument, 
to call the attention of the Senate and the country somewhat at 
length to the arguments of the distinguished Republican Senators 
whose speeches [ have read in part out of the RECORD. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Bacon] has addressed so much of his observations to me 
and to what I have said 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator from Wisconsin will pardon 
me for correcting him. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. I have not directed any of my arguments to him. 
T simply used what he had said on a former occasion as presenting 
the argument more strongly than I could. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to make a brief reply to the Senator 
from Georgia. 

The statesman of the old day who prophesied that this would 
get to be a one-man Government made a prophecy which has not 

| been fulfilled and which, I think, never will be fulfilled. I have 
no fear of any Executive encroachment upon the Senate or the 
House. So faras my knowledge of public affairs goes, the Execu- 
tive has always, with perhaps here and there an exception, treated 
Congress, and each branch of Congress, with respect and courtesy. 

If there has been at any time any want of courtesy in—I will 
not say by, but in—one branch of the Government toward 
another, it has been in the Congress toward the President, not in 
any utterance of the President concerning Congress or any of its 
Members. 
| Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon me? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator uses the words ‘‘the President.’’ 
I do not know whether he refers to any particular President. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I refer to any President. 

Mr. BACON. I want to say, and I call the Senate to witness, 
that what I have had to say has been in no sense personal—— 
| Mr. SPOONER. I know that. 

Mr. BACON. Asto any President. 

| Mr. SPOONER. I never knew the Senator from Georgia 
| utter a discourteous word of any President, or of anybody. 
did not have the slightest reference to him. 

Mr. BACON. But others who did not hear all I have said 
might construe the Senator’s words as implying that he thought 
T had. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not have the slightest reference to the 
Senator from Georgia. 

I have heard in the Senate within a week obs-rvations about 
the President of the United States and hissupposed personal char- 
acteristics which if uttered by the President of the United States 
as to any member of this body would be resented from one end of 
the country to the other. No President in his official acts is en- 
titled to immunity from criticism. He is entitled to respectful 
criticism, and in the Senate. more than anywhere else on earth, 
because under the Constitution of the United States this is the 
body which in the last analysis tries Presidents, and sits in judg- 
ment upon them and their right to continue in office. 

So I do not hesitate to say (and I have had the same feeling as 
to remarks which in the past I have heard here about the Su- 
preme Court of the United States) that in the Senate no word 
ought to be uttered in spirit or manner which could be personal 
or offensive either to the tribunal which sits in the Capitol or to 
whomever happens, for the time being, to discharge the duties of 
President. 

Now, the Senator from Georgia has read elaborately from a 
speech which I had the honor to make when I first entered this 
body many years ago. I have not read it for fifteen years. 

Mr. BACON. Iam sure the Senator can not improve on it. 

Mr. SPOONER, The ‘enator is always complimentary to me, 





to 
I 








1320 





Mr. BACON. And justly so. 


Mr. SPOONER. I thank him for that; but I notice that when 
he reads some speech of mine which he thinks is inconsistent with 
some other speech or position which I am taking he emphasizes 
quite as much as he compliments. Thatis his right. I thought 
that speech, when I made it, was the best speech I ever could make. 

I am surprised on listening to it to discover that it was as good 
as it seems to me now to be. Nor doI find anything in it, save 
one thing, which is inconsistent, in my judgment, with the atti- 
tude which I take to-day. I should be very sorry if in all the 
years which have passed since then I had not learned some things 
about the law and about the usages and necessities of government. 

That debate was predieated upon the tenure-of-office act, by 
which Congress had undertaken to limit the President’s power of 
removal from office. I think I stated in that speech the opinion 
that that act was not constitutional. At any rate, it had always 
been a subject of doubt. It provided that the President might 
suspend a man from office, but the officeholder was to continue 
in office where his term was fixed until the Senate had made of 
that suspension a removal by confirming the nomination of a suc- 
cessor. 

I can not now lookat the speech, but from some things which the 
Senator read and inaccord with my recollection, I criticised the ac- 
tion of the Attorney-General in declining to furnish the informa- 
tion because we did not wish it for use in the discharge of a con- 
stitutional duty, but wished it for some other purpose. That I 
took to be insulting. I have not changed my mind at all about 
that. If the Senate has a right in its legislative capacity or in 
any capacity to information, it is not for the President to say 
whether it is wanted for a legitimate purpose or what he deems 
an illegitimate purpose. 

The proposition I made there, and enforced, of the power of 
either House of Congress to investigate the Departments and to 
call for information, for letters, papers of all descriptions, for 
everything tending to disclose the conduct of the Government, I 
do not altogether agree to now; but as a general proposition I 
insist upon it to-day as strongly as I did then. 

I always have regarded that controversy with Mr. Cleveland as 
not only a fruitless one, but one hardly worthy the great struggle 
which was made over it. 

I am not willing to say to-day, as language I used in that speech 
would seem to indicate I thought then, that upon every request the 
President is bound to furnish in the first instance a specific an- 
swer; that he is obliged to send to the Senate any document from 
the Interior Department, the Treasury Department, the Depart- 
ment of Justice, or the War Department which Congress, or 
either House of Congress, may see fit to call for. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Or from his own correspondence. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will get tothat. I think there are excep- 
tions to that rule. I think if the House or the Senate should 
adopt a resolution calling upon the President to transmit the re- 
ports of the secret service of the Treasury Department, the Presi- 
dent would be in the highest degree subject to criticism if he 
transmitted them. 

Mr. BACON, Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. In such a case which does the Senstor think 
would be the proper attitude for the President to occupy and the 
proper course for him to pursue, to send a peremptory refusal to 
Congress—or to the Senate rather, I should say—or that he should 
address to it a communication setting forth reasons why it ought 
not to make the request? 

Mr. SPOONER. I thank the Senator from Georgia for his 
question, for it brings me to an observation which I wish to make. 
The President first, let me say, ought not to transmit it. It would 
not be in the public interest that he should comply with that re- 

uest. They are detectives. They are exploring the country to 

iscover frauds upon the Treasury, upon the Government, coun- 
terfeiting, forgeries, conspiracies against the life of the President 
in more cases than one. 

Upon their reports and their investigations depend, perhaps, 
life—certainly great financial loss and certainly the apprehension 
and conviction of criminals. There is not a man, woman, or 
child in the United States who would not say that documents of 
the kind indicated are confidential and that the public interest 
— ony standpoint requires that they should remain confi- 

ential. 

Now, what is the decent thing to do? Where Congress desires 
information which in its nature may be confidential, should it bea 
request or a demand that it be furnished, putting the President in 
the attitude in reply of a peremptory refusal, putting him where 
it may be said of him that he has defied the Congress, or is it the 
polite and the fair position that the Senate or the House should 
recognize the character of the document, should recognize the 
fact that it is confidential in its nature, and that a public interest 
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might or might not be injured by a refusal to transmit it. and t 
incorporate in the resolution the qualification, ‘if in his inde. 
ment not incompatible with the public interest?’’ . 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. Ientirely agree with the Senator. I think th, 
latter is the proper course. 

Mr. SPOONER, That is all we have been contending foy 
this resolution. 

Mr. BACON, Oh, no; I beg pardon. 
resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam. 

Mr. BACON. Iam discussing the general statement made by 
the Senator and others, the question as to whether or not infor. 
mation required by Congress shall be the ultimate decision of the 
President or of Congress. 

Mr. SPOONER. We have not got to that. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a moment—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. I distinctly stated—I do not know whether th» 
Senator was in his seat at the time I made the statement or not— 
that I thought in all cases except in a case of great urgency it jg 
entirely proper to put the language in, and that it is only where 
Congress should come to the conclusion that it is of paramount 
importance and peremptory in its nature that it should not put in 
the qualification. 

I think that in nine hundred and ninety-nine cases out of g 
thousand that language should be used; and I think that wher. 
ever the language is not used it is perfectly consistent with pro- 
priety and a proper respect to the Senate that the President should 
communicate to the Senate respectfullytie fact that in his opinion 
it ought not to be communicated, and give his reasons; and it is 
not to be assumed for a moment that under such circumstances 
the Senate would ever insist. 

But I am simply on the abstract question which was discussed 
in the great debate in 1886, as to whether the President has the 
final power to say to Congress, whenever it calls for a paper or for 
information, ‘‘ I will not give it, because in my judgment it ought 
not to be given.”’ 

Mr. SPOONER. We never got to the final question in that 
transaction, nor have we approached it now as to this transaction, 
I am attempting to reply-—— 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. If my friend will allow me, for I do not wish 
to take any time to-morrow—— 

Mr. CULBERSON. I simply want to ask the Senator one 
question. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator has been illustrating with the 
subject of secret service, men clothed by the different Depart- 
ments with duties to execute the law of the United States. By 
the Constitution of the United States it is made the duty of the 
President to see that the laws are faithfully executed. Neither 
House of Congress is associated with him in that requirement. 
On the contrary—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I thought the Senator wanted to ask mea 
question. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will ask it. On the contrary, in the 
matter at hand, the President and the Senate are clothed with 
the duty which we are seeking to perform, and I ask the Senator 
if there is not a broad and well-defined distinction between the 
right of the Senate to inquire into the execution of the law by the 
President, and to inquire into the correspondence between him 
and foreign governments with respect to our joint duty to make 
treaties? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, Mr. President, there isa distinction, but 
the distinction is not in the line which the Senator attempts 
draw it,in my judgment. I think that asa rule as to che Depart- 
ments, which Congress creates and which Congress can abolish, 
and which are administered under laws enacted by Congress, 2 
nine hundred and ninety-nine out of a thousand cases we should 
do what we have done. We should, when we wish information, 
direct the head of the Department to send it. I think it is in teW 
cases, relatively, that this qualification should be inserted. 

The Senator from Georgia criticises the President for thet 
sponse to the resolution of a day or two ago as if it invaded some 
prerogative of the Senate. My friend had not read the message 
which embodies the resolution sent to the President, nor, I think, 
had he read the reply. And that brings me back to the distine- 
tion which I was attempting to make and the qualification whic , 
experience leads me to make in the remarks which I made man) 
years ago on this subject. 7 : 

This was known by the Senate, and the point was raised here, 
to bea confidential communication. as a rule, for which tlic Sena 
was asking, and there was included in the resolution these ate 
“If not in his opinion incompatible with the public interest 


a8 to 


T am not discussing this 








1904. 








inform the Senate so andso. The Secretary of the Treasury writes 
letter to the President giving the reasons why in his opinion that 

- ort should not be made public, and the President adopts it. 

“—. BACON. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. Inever do a wrong but what I am ready to cor- 

ect it. 1 did not notice that that provision was in the resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. I said you did not notice it. 

Mr. BACON. Isimply heard it read from the desk. 

Mr. SPOONER. I said you did not notice it. 

Mr. BACON. I thought it did not contain that provision and 
that it was addressed to one of the heads of Department. Is it not? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. . : 

Mr. BACON. I think the resolution was changed after it was 
introduced. Am I not correct in that? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. _ 

Mr. KEAN. The resolution was changed. 

Mr. BACON. I was not familiar with that fact. I heard the 
resolution as it was introduced, and it was addressed to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will permit me—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. I recognize the fact that in this particular in- 
stance the response of the,President was entirely proper. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very good. Now—— 

Mr. BACON. Iam speaking of the general proposition. If it 
had been otherwise, the Senator will contend it would be proper 
in the absence of that language. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Georgia admits my con- 
tention by his interruption. I knew he must do so. I did not 
impute to him any willingness at all to be unjust to the Presi- 
dent. He admits my contention, Mr. President, that where the 
paper for which the Senate desires to make request is in its na- 
ture a confidential paper, and if it is left by the resolution to the 
judgment of the President as to whether it can with due regard 
tothe public interest be made public, and he withholds it upon 
the ground that the public interest would be injured by publicity, 
he is respectful to the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. Nobody has ever contended otherwise. 

Mr. SPOONER. If, on the other hand, that is omitted from 

the resolution and the President, with the same opinion as to the 
public interest, sends back a message that in his judgment the 
public interest requires that it should not be made public, he 
would be liable to the criticism which the Senator from Georgia, 
in ignorance of the true character of this resolution, passed upon 
this very message. 
_ That is one reason why I have thought that the Senate always, 
in legislative session and in executive session, in requesting the 
President by resolution to send to this body a paper in its nature 
confidential, should insert in it this qualification, so as thereby 
to protect the President, whatever his politics may be, from criti- 
cism as to having sharply closed the door without reason to an 
inquiry of this body. 

Mr.GORMAN,. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit me 
to interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr.SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr.GORMAN. Does the Senator from Wisconsin hold that 
under the act organizing the Treasury Department, where Con- 
gress has reserved the exclusive power, without passing through 
the office of the Executive, the same rule applies to that Depart- 
ment which he is now arguing as to other Departments and as to 
the President himself? 

Mr, SP JONER, ‘The Treasury Department? 

Mr.GORMAN. Yes, the Treasury Department. 

Mr.SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr.GORMAN. Under the act organizing that Department 
We have distinctly and broadly provided — 

SPOONER, That they shall report to Congress. 

Mr. GORMAN, The right to bring the Secretary of the Treas- 
be, direct before either House of Congress. Does the Senator 

link that this rule should apply to that Department? 
ann SPOONER. Does the Senator contend that we have not 
Senet to bring any of the Secretaries, except the Secretary of 
State, within certain limits—— 

=. GORMAN. No. 

“ Goma zee our gomanitioes to answer questions? 

Ar SIORER, Nov po do 

that ¢ SCEMAR - The Senator will remember, as well as I do, 

semean iat ene was made regarding the one who holds the 

and required’ — at he was made directly amenable to Congress 
port directly to this body. 


Mr. SPOC INER. Oh ew 
Mr. GORMAN, _— is his annual report? 
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Mr. SPOONER. He reports to Congress; but what has that to 
do, if I may ask, with deference to the Senator from Maryland, 
with the question which I am discussing? He is an administra- 
tive officer. He is executing the laws of the United States which 
relate to the Treasury, and he has to do with a great many trans- 
actions which in the interest of the public are secret, and as to 
which the public interest would be destroyed if he were obliged 
upon the demand of either House to transmit them to Congress, 

Mr. GORMAN. It never has been held so. 

Mr. SPOONER. It always ought tobeheldso. In other words, 
Mr. President, I maintain only this, that where the nature of the 
communication or the report which is called for is confidential, 
inherently confidential, the President, who under the Constitution 
is charged with the general administration of the law, who selects 
his Cabinet officers, who is held responsible for the manner in 
which they discharge their duties, ought to have an opportunity, 
in response to a demand from Congress, without being subject to 
animadversion as contemning a prerogative of either House, to 
say in reply, in my judgment, ‘‘ this is not compatible with the 
public interest.’’ That is all there is to it. 

I will take the War Department, which the Senator from Georgia 
referred to a while ago. Suppose we had reason to apprehend 
trouble with some foreign government, and we passed a resolu- 
tion directing the Secretary of War to inform the Senate, or the 
House, if it passed such a resolution, how much ammunition the 
Government of the United States had in store and how much could 
from day to day be supplied; would not the President of the 
United States, be justified, if, in his judgment—and he would 
know better, for it is his business to conduct our foreign relations, 
and his alone under the Constitution; he would know better than 
either House of Congress could know whether that information 
given to the public would not be detrimental to the public inter- 
ests—in declining to furnish, because to make it public would, in 
his judgment, be incompatible with the public interest? 

Suppose he were called upon to inform the Senate or the House 
in a public way as to the condition of our coast defenses, would 
not the same observation be true as to that? Suppose the Secre- 
tary of the Navy were called upon to inform the world of the loca- 
tion of every ship in our fleet. All I say about that is, not that 
Congress may not properly ask for the information, but it is that 
the President, in his judgment—and he must be the judge, pri- 
marily, at least—has the power to say from his larger knowledge 
of the situation: ‘‘It is, in my opinion, incompatible with the 
public interests that this information be given to the world.”’ 

Now, tell me whether in such case it is not the polite, the fair, 
and the decent thing to put that qualification in the resolution, in 
order that the President may, without criticism, just or unjust, 
in compliance with the resolution itself, say: ‘‘ It is, in my judg- 
ment, incompatible with the public interests.”’ 

Take the Department of Justice, which is charged with all the 
lawsuits in the United States. In the speech from which the Sen- 
ator from Georgia quoted I spoke too broadly, in my judgment, 
I know it now better than I knewit before, for I know more about 
the Government. 

Could we, although we created the Department and we may 
abolish it by law if we choose todo so, drag out from the Depart- 
ment of Justice all the papers, reports, and documents which the 
Senate or the House of Representatives might wish to inspect? 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, the question of 
policy is one thing and the question of right is another. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam talking, Mr. President, about the ques. 
tion of decency. 

Mr. BACON. Ah, that is all very well; but that does not an- 
swer the argument, Mr. President, and the Senator knows that 
as well as anyone. 

Mr. SPOONER. I know this, Mr. President, that the Presi- 
dent of the United States who was asked by either House of Con- 
gress to make public papers which, under his oath and from his 
better knowledge, he knew would injure those public interests 
would be unfit for his place if he did not decline to do so. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator think that the President ought 
to peremptorily decline? 

Mr. SPOONER. Ah 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I hope he will let 
me ask my question. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator think the President ought to 
peremptorily decline, or ought he not to communicate to the House 
asking for the information his reasons why the request should not 
be preferred or insisted upon? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think he ought to be put in a position where 
he is not obliged to peremptorily decline. I think Congress ought 
to recognize the fact that the public interests may be served only 
by his declining and so word its resolution as that he may do his 
duty without having the word ‘“‘ peremptorily’’ applied to him. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Doesthe Senator think that the President can 
legitimately or properly or decently claim that he has the public 
welfare more at heart than has the Senate when he communicates 
with us in secret? 

Mr. SPOONER. No, sir; I do not claim that any branch of 
the Government has the public welfare more at heart than an- 
other branch of the Government. But Ido claim this; that so 
far as the duties of the President are concerned, he knows more 
about the public interests within his domain than the other 
branches of the Government may know as to those things that 
are confidential. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, then—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Heknows better, Mr. President, what are the 
conditions of our foreign relations than the world may know. 
One reason why the Confederation was found to be weak was 
that the Congress was the organ of communication with for- 
eign governments. One reason, Mr. President, that the sole con- 
duct of our foreign relations, when the Constitution was adopted, 
was placed in the President was that it should be deposited in 
one source because of the secrecy and the quickness of action 
which might be necessary in order to subserve the public interests. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. We might just as well say, Mr. President, if 
we called upon the President when war was approaching to re- 
port to Congress what his plans of campaign were or when the war 
should be declared, that he would not be justified in declining to 
transmit such information. I donot favor any more than does 
the Senator from Georgia the relinquishment by this body of one, 
however small it may be, of its prerogatives. 

I do not think that any Department of the Government should 
be permitted in anywise to invade another—judicial, legislative, 
or executive—but I do repudiate the notion that there may not 
be in the conduct of public affairs transactions and information 
which, for the safety of the country—and that was the purpose of 
the Constitution—may not be kept close in the mind of the Ex- 


ecutive. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope my friend will permit me to get 
Eee. However, I do not know how I can refuse to yield to 

im. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I was trying to bring the Sen- 
ator, if I could, to the question at issue—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I have been getting there. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TILLMAN. And that is, the right of the Executive to deny 
to the Senate, which is the coordinate branch of the treaty-mak- 
ing power, information which will enable it to determine whether 
or not it will ratify his action as Executive in having negotiated 
aireaty. That is the point, and that is the only point here. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is not the point. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Andallof this high-flown—I donot want to use 


any offensive word, but the Senator is so eloquent, is so earnest, 


is so adroit, and can so persuade us as to ‘‘ make the worse appear | 


the better reason,”’’ that I like to get him back to the ground 

= SPOONER. I wish I could only persuade you once ina 
while. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Whenever you are right you can persuade 
me without the least trouble. 

Mr. SPOONER. No, Mr. President, the Senator does not state 
the point that is at issue in this debate. It is not a question of 
what the Senate has the right to demand of the President. 





The point in debate is this: What form shall a resolution take in | 
the Senate which calls upon the President for information inher- | 


ently confidential? That is the point. 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will pardon me for saying 
that has not been the point which I discussed. 

Mr. SPOONE®. It has not been. I agree to that. 

Mr. BACON. It has not been. I expressly disclaimed that I 
had sole reference to this particular resolution. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 


dent's integrity of purpose or his patriotism. We merely want 
certain facts. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not belittling or insulting the Presi- 
dent of the United States by defending his patriotism or his in- 
tegrity. He needs no defense as to either. That is not the ques- 


tion. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Then the question is whether we on this side 
have endeavored to treat him with discourtesy. 


That | 
is not the point in debate, although we have been debating it. | 


If the Senator will permit me, I want to say | 
that I myself have expressly disclaimed, not only for myself, but | 
for all of us on this side of the Chamber, any purpose or intention | 
to insinuate or to do anything which would reflect on the Presi- | 


Mr. SPOONER. Iam not talking about you. 
about the general proposition. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam talking about the resolution which was 
presented from this side, on which we are asking the acto, of 
the Senate, which calls for certain information in regar( hi 

| treaty—that and nothingmore. If I understand the Sena, 


I am talking 


to this 


Yr Ire 


Wisconsin, he contends that there is a discourtesy here, Wy» Hig. 

claim it; we deny it. 
Mr. SPOONER. I did not contend that. This is an abhstra, 

tion. That is the truth about it. - 
My proposition is this: It is not made simply to this matter for 


this resolution ought not to have been here, in my judginent in 
the open Senate, it is made upon the principle—and it is intended ¢, 
be addressed to this Senate not only as to this resolution. }y+ 
to all similar resolutions emanating from the Senate—that tho 
proper form of resolution is that to which we have adhered 
long as I have knownanything about the Senate, to ask the Pros. 
dent, if not in his judgment incompatible with the public intey. 
ests, to send such papers to the Senate. vs 

There never has been a President in the White House who has 
been more frank, Mr. President, more utterly free from conceal. 
ment of public matters, than the present occupant of the Presi. 
dential mansion—not one—and I have no more doubt than I haye 
of my existence that the President will send, however the reso}y. 
tion may be worded, every shred of paper which the resolution 
calls for. I know of nothing that need be concealed; I want 
nothing concealed, and it is safe to say that the President has 
nothing which he desires to have concealed. It is only what is 
the proper attitude as to such matters for the Senate to take, not 
simply as to this President, but as to all Presidents 

Now, Mr. President, I want to go just one step further and I 
shall finish. I think there is a distinction between the State 
Department in respect of its relation to the Senate and the other 
Departments of the Government. That Department was not 
required to report to Congress. The Secretary of State has been 
called, I think, in one opinion of the Supreme Court, ** the right 
hand of the President.”’ 

There are undoubtedly matters in that Department which the 
Senate has a right to call for; but when the Senator from Georgia 
claims, if he does claim it, that the Senate has a right to call for 

| and to inspect all the documents at all times in the State Depart- 
| ment, I think he makes a proposition which can not be sustained; 
| I think he makesa proposition, Mr. President, which wou!d nullify 
| the clear purpose of the original act of Congress creating that 
| Department and would defeat the proper execution of a power 
| which, by the Constitution, is conferred upon the President alone. 
I suppose it can not be denied that under the Constitution the 
| conduct of our foreign relations is solely in the Executive. The 
| Supreme Court has repeatedly so decided. It is apparent from 
| the minutes of debates in the Constitutional Convention. and | 
| have never heard it disputed until recently. The President is 
| given the power to negotiate treaties. Suppose you repeal the 
law creating the State Department. l 


to 
ut ag 





You do not minimize at all, 
nor can you, the power of the President to conduct our foreign 
| relations—his power to negotiate treaties. 

He can not make a treaty without the intervention of the Sen- 
| ate; but his negotiation of it, as to the manner of it, as to the 
, form of it, as to the agency by which it shall be carried on, 's 
absolutely, under the Constitution, his prerogative, with which 
neither the Senate nor the House of Representatives nor the Con- 
| gress has anything whatever to do or in relation to which it as 

anything to say. 

Mr. CULBERSON, 
| me for a question? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLInGer in the chair), 
| Does the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from Texas: 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. When the Senator states that t! 
dent negotiates treaties, if he means to confine it to the | 
of the Government, well and good.. If he means to say, 
that the Constitution expressly clothes the President 
such power, I think, upon reflection, he will not insist upo " 
because the only phrase in the Constitution upon this subject» 
this 

Mr. SPOONER. I know what the Constitution says. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Still, I should like to get it in the Recon). 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. 

Mr. CULBERSON. “ He [the President] shall have | 
| and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to make t 
Mr. SPOONER. Yes: I know that. rere 

Mr. CULBERSON. And of course the Senator, I do not 


the 


Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 


Pre g}- 
i i ) 


weverl, 
vith any 


- 





5. 


lieve, will insist that there is any special authority given in ae 
| Constitution clothing the President with power to negotiate '™ 





ties. It is the practice of the Government, and the correct pm™ 
tice. tion of 
Mr. SPOONER. Oh, Mr. President, it is not the pracuee™ 
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oe ee ™ 


the Government. The President does not exercise that power by 
+} ance of Congress. He does not exercise that power by 
os a scriptive right; neither is it to be spelled out of the Con- 
dation. It is there. : 
r Who is to negotiate a treaty? 
treaty under the Constitution? 
dent may, 
make treat 
made bs and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 

y negotiate 1b: : y 

a ya in part, the King negotiates treaties. 
“Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— _ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
for the early practice and custom of the President to confer openly 
with the Senate as to the making of treaties? 

Mr. SPOONER. 
openly?” 


Mr. CULBERSON. 


ffe1 


‘eg. but a treaty has to be negotiated before it can be 


I mean conferring personally with the 


it was ever entered into or ratified. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
yractice, and it never Was open. 

Mr. LODGE. It never happened but once. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
consulted the Senate privately, not openly, as tosome treaty which 
he proposed to make, 

Mr. LODGE. A treaty with an Indian tribe. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not remember. Perhaps it was with an 
Indian tribe. He was not compelled to do that. I suppose Presi- 
dent Roosevelt could come down here, consult with us, and take 
our advice in advance if he chose to do so, but it would be only 
advisory. 
a treaty on entirely different lines. 
ratification of the treaty. The Senator from Texas [Mr, CuLBER- 
son] shakes his head, 

Mr. BACON rose. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not mean the Senator from Georgia. - 

Mr. BACON. But I shook my head, I refer to the Senator 
using the word ‘‘ make’’ when he should have said ‘‘ negotiate.’’ 

Mr. SPOONER. I said that would not make a treaty; that 
would not preclude the necessity that the Senate, after the treaty 
was negotiated, should help the President make it by ratifying it. 


But there is only that one instance in the history of the coun- | 


try. Is it pretended here by any lawyer in this body that it is 
not the sole function of the President to negotiate treaties? The 
other Departments execute laws which we pass; they owe their 
creation to Congress, and their duties are defined by Congress. 
The President’s power to negotiate treaties comes from the power 
to which we owe our existence—the Constitution. We can not 
confer added power in that respect upon him by law, nor can any 
law enacted by Congress impair in the slightest degree his con- 
stitutional power in respect of treaties. 
“uppose you abolished the State Department and there was no 
longer & Secretary of State. The President could still as com- 
pictely as now, although not as conveniently, negotiate treaties. 
to-day he can bring the ambassador from Great Britain into the 
W hite House and negotiate a treaty with him. Could the Senate 
call upon him for the conversation or the memoranda upon which 
—_ . I mean would the Senate have a right to do so? It 
vuld request 16, 
‘ pe = uM were & treaty of alliance, if you please, which in- 
oie te ue relation of both Governments to the world, so that to 
Will oe ity would be fatal to the interests of this Republic. 
h ben en ee here that the Senate would have the right— 
oo taeda ve : 1e right to request; but would they have a right 
rab das resident would be violating his duty or invading the 
Alt of the Senate if he refused to accede to its request? 
oui no a or oe from which the Senator from Georgia 
in hia cas ne he Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] has said 
mish tenn applied to the Departments of this Government 
5i\ be admitted for the sake of argument, and still it be true, 


Mr. President. ¢ 
Corned. the oe that, so far as the negotiation of treaties is con- 
A 


the 


may ask tt hy pene mind you, of treaties is concerned—we 
treaty. or = President to send us all information pertinent to the 
ation of it ” aa would aid the Senate in an intelligent consider- 


that all hi, put that we have a right to demand of the President 
negotiations ebeiaen that every step in the progress of the 
ing no disre. shall be sent to the Senate without his right, involv- 
Ot pres, sect to the Senate, to decline to send it to us, I am 
Prepared to admit, , 
Now, Mr. President, after all, we all want to do the right thing. 
ant these papers. I want to see the resolution put in 

I expect the President to send in everything. 


Senators w 
the usual form, 


Can the Senate negotiate a | 
The Constitution says the Presi- | 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 


Who is | 


In the old country, from which we took our in- | 


T want to ask the Senator how he accounts | 


What does the Senator mean by “confer | 
| any other for reasons which he thinks are good he shall be sub- 


Once, Mr. President, Washington, I think, | 


He would be entitled to entirely disregard it and make | 
Such action would not be a | 





The Senator from Texas said that in no paper yet had the Presi- 
dent stated he had sent all of the papers. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I think he has not. 

Mr.SPOONER. Isuppose,in answer to this resolution, worded 
as such resolutions ought to be, the President will say that he has 
sent all the papers, or he will say that he has withheld some, be- 
cause, in his opinion, the public interest requires it. I do not an- 
ticipate anything of that kind, but suppose there were. I am not 
speaking about this particular transaction; I am speaking upon 

hat subject generally. 

IT am sorry to have taken the time of the Senate. I speak ear- 
nestly about the matter. I want the dignity of the Senate main- 
tained; I want the relations between the Senate and the President 
to be what the Constitution intended and what the public in- 
terest requires. 

The only difference between us is not in the result—it is not 
only for this case, either—but it is as to what is the proper course, 
whether we shall pass this resolution in the form introduced here, 
so that if the President should withhold any paper in this case or 


| ject to animadversion and criticism to the statement that, ‘‘Ah, 
Senate in the Senate Chamber about the terms of a treaty before | thit : ! 
| not, accomplishing the same result, put in this qualification, so 


Well, Mr. President, it hardly grew into a | 


there is something here that is mysterious,’’ or whether we should 


that whatever his answer may be nobody can say that it is any- 


| thing but courteous to the Senate. 





ener ET 


That is all there is to it; and the other talk, the debate of my 
friend from Georgia and a part of mine, is an abstraction. Ifthe 
President of the United States in a case where we have a right to 
obtain information should refuse to accord it, and the Senate 
should still demand it and he should still refuse, giving no reason 
for it, we could not enforce it. No President will ever do that, I 
think, and our intercourse with the President as to these matters 
ought to be such as to minimize all possibility of feeling or friction. 

If I know my heart, and I think I do, what I feel and think 
upon this subject does not apply simply to a Republican Presi- 
dent, but to any man who shall occupy that chair. While I have 
a place in the Senate I shall vote, where the document called for 
is in its nature confidential, to include in the resolution this quali- 
fication. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, it is getting late and I desire 
to discuss this resolution briefly. If it isthe desire of the Senator 
who has charge of the matter-— 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator from Mississippi desire to 
make a long speech? 

Mr. McLAURIN. I should like to make a speech—— 

Mr. CULLOM. It is only half past 5. 

Mr. McLAURIN. It will take some time, and I should prefer 
to go on to-morrow. 

Mr. CULLOM. I had expected to get a vote on the resolution 
to-night, and I should like very much to do so. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Mississippi can discuss this 
subject later. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There are plenty of other resolutions. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator can make his speech on almost 
any of the resolutions, if he wants to speak generally on the sub- 
ject of the treaty. 

Mr. SPOONER. Or on this subject. 

Mr. CULLOM. Or on this subject. 

Mr. McLAURIN. No, sir; I want to address myself to the 
pending resolution. I supposed this would be about the adjourn- 
ing hour and that the discussion would not go on until to-morrow. 
However, if it is the desire of the Senate that I shall go on with 
what I have to say, I can say it now. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like-very much if the Senator could 
do so, unless he desires to speak longer than he ordinarily does. 
It isonly half past 5. The time is coming, I think, when we ought 
to sit longer each day than we have been doing heretofore. We 
have been in session now nearly three months, and we are making 
very little progress. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I prefer to speak to-morrow on the resolu- 
tion, but if the Senator or the Senate insists, I will go on now with 
what little I have to say. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to dispose of this resolution this 
evening. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Mississippi that 
there are a series of resolutions upon the President’s table in re- 
lation to this and lateral matters. If it is the desire of the Senate 
to secure information, if there is any correspondence to be sent, 
this resolution ought to be passed now, in order that, if there is 
any such correspondence, it may be used in connection with the 
treaty. I understand it is the desire of the Senator from Texas 
that the information shall be secured for use in connection with 
the treaty. Therefore let us pass the resolution, and if the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi wants to make a speech on the canal question 
or any collateral questicn—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Or upon this question. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Or upon this question, he can just as well | if I intended to make a speech, and I told him that I pre 


make it to-morrow. 


Mr. McLAURIN. After this resolution shall have been | although I may have misunderstood him, that he wo, 


adopted? 

Mr. ALDRICH. After this resolution shall have been dis- 
posed of, as he can to-night. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I confess I am a littleastonished that what is 
the common custom of the Senate it is proposed shall be denied 
to the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I hopethe Senator from South Carolina will 
not make any appeal on my behalf. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ido not think the importance of this matter 
justifies the adoption of drastic measures and the driving of 
things. It is not courteous. I hope we will have an executive 
session now or an adjournment, I have never known anything 
to be gained here by undertaking to drive anybody. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from South Carolina regards 
~ request as an effort to drive anybody, he is very much mis- 
taken. 

Mr. TILLMAN. LIhope the Senate will do what we have al- 
ways done, and allow the Senator from Mississippi to go on to- 
morrow, as he wants to do. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I assure the Senate—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I appeal to Senators to gratify the great de- 
sire on the part of the Senator from Texas and other Senators on 
the other side to secure information by letting this resolution pass 
at once, and then if later the Senator from Mississippi desires to 
speak upon this subject he can do so. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But the Senator from Mississippi has ex- 
ressly declared that he does not want to go on to-night and that 
e does not want to speak on a resolution that has passed the Sen- 

ate and gone. I do not think, with all due deference to the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, that it is courteous—— 

Mr. CULLOM. Allow me to make a suggestion. 

Mr. CULBERSON. [I rise for the purpose of calling the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Rhode Island to the fact that the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi expressly stated he desires to debate this 
particular resolution. 

Mr. CULLOM. What I was going to suggest is that if no 


other Senator desires to speak on this resolution, let us agree that | 


after the Senator from Mississippi makes his speech to-morrow 
we shall vote upon it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatis a good suggestion. 

Mr. CULLOM. I donot feel like pressing him into service this 
evening. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Suppose somebody else wants to continue the 
discussion of it to-morrow. We do not propose to hammer this 
wind bag, so to speak, just for amusement. We want informa- 
tion. I do not think we ought to be forced to shut off any other 
Senator who may feel interested enough to take it up. 

Mr. CULLOM. If this is nothing but a wind bag, we ought 
not to spend months on it. We have listened to debate on this 
question all day to-day and part of yesterday, and it seems to me 
that a little resolution like this, calling upon the President for 
information which all of you seem so much to desire; and I do 
myself, should be disposed of. I want to see the resolution an- 
swered. Let us not spend a month on this little resolution. If 
the Senator from Mississippi desires to speak to-morrow morning, 
let us allow him to do so, and then vote upon the resolution. I 
ask unanimous consent that that shall be done. . 

Mr. CULBERSON. I suggest to the Senator from Illinois that 
there are very few Senators present—at least a large number are 
absent—and there might be hesitancy in agreeing or refusing to 
agree to a request for unanimous consent under the circum- 
stances. Itismy judgment that in all probability no one will de- 
sire to speak on the resolution to-morrow except the Senator from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not want to cut him off. I ask unani- 
mous consent that we may vote on the resolution to-morrow after 
the Senator from Mississippi shall have spoken. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I would have to object to that request on the 
general proposition that it is not fair to Senators to undertake co 
get a unanimous-consent agreement on a matter of this kind. We 
all agree to the request for unanimous consent that we shall vote 
to-morrow. I do not want to speak and I do not know of any- 
body else who wants to speak, but I am opposed to this kind of 
proceeding. That is all. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Just one word in explanation of my desire 
to wait until to-morrow mornin 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi 
has the floor. 


Mr. McLAURIN. The Senator from Illinois kindly asked me 





nes 


ferred to 
understood, 
ld, Upon 
© Session 


speak to-morrow, as the time was getting late, 


my getting the floor, make a motion to go into executiy 
or adjourn, and give me an opportunity to take the floor to 

row morning after the morning business was transacted mk 
on with what I have to say. For that reason I had digy; 

from my mind the line of thought I intended to pursue and _ 
ferred not to go on, though I can proceed nowif it is the dose " 
the Senate that I shall do so. ae 

Mr. ALLISON. Nobody wants the Senator to do that. 

Mr. CULLOM, I am not asking that the Senator gs) 
to-night. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that the resolution be taken y at 
half after 12 o’clock to-morrow and proceeded with, and we wil 
dispose of it to-morrow readily enough. 

Mr. CULLOM. Suppose we say “dispose of it before 3 
o’clock”’ or ‘‘ at 3 o’clock?’”’ 

Mr. BACON, I am sure there will be no trouble in disposing 


1 go 


all 20 on 


of it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let us say5 o’clock. I want to get something 
done here and not be talking all the time. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. We will dispose of it to-morrow, andj] 
think we will adjourn before 5 o’clock. 

Mr. McLAURIN, I have no desire to speak longer than fiftes, 
or twenty minutes. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no idea the Senator from Mississippi js 
going to make a long speech. 

Mr. McLAURIN. No. 

Mr. CULLOM. He is not in the habit of doing that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We will dispose of the resolution to-morroy, 

Mr. CULLOM. I agree to that. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Is it understood that I have the floor? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the understanding, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I understand the unanimous-con- 
sent agreement is that we are to vote on the resolution to-morrow? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be put by the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that no such 
request has been put by the Chair. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then I now ask unanimous consent that we 
may vote on the resolution to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina asks unanimous consent that a vote shall be taken on the pend: 
ing resolution to-morrow. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 43 minutes p.m.) 


| the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, January 29, 14, 
| at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 28, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupey, D. D. ; 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CONVICT-LABOR CONTRACTS FOR THE ARMY. 


Mr. VAN DUZER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman mst: 

Mr. VAN DUZER. [rise for the purpose of offering a res 
lution for present consideration. ae 

The SPEAKER. Is theresolutiona privileged one? The Cie 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, req rested 2 


. ’ . aing whether 
furnish to this House at hisearliest conveniencea statement showing whet 


or .ot and to what extent and for what articles any officer or employer’ 


} 
t of pur 


the War Department, with authority to enter into any contract ni 
the Government of the United States, has entered into any contrac’ 
chas® for any article, whatsoever nature or kind, to be used by Wea 
service, manufactured or made by contract labor. ' 
The SPEAKER. The resolution is not a privileged res see 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, there is so much confusion that 
can not hear what he says. ; nave the 
The SPEAKER. What does the gentleman desire—to have 
resolution considered now or referred? | . 
Mr. VAN DUZER. I desire to have it considered now. Jution 
Mr. PAYNE. I make the point of order that the ne = 
should go to committee. I object to its present consideration. 







The SPEAKER. Objection is made to its present consider “e 
Mr.VAN DUZER. Mr Speaker, I have another res' — is 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman can withdraw the rese 
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esires and inten it under the rule nm it would go 
, 1d receive proper assignment. 

= en DUZER. I ioe on Mr. Speaker, to introduce 
‘other resolution on the same line. : 

a The SPEAKER. Well, the gentleman can not take the time 

of the House unless he has a question of privilege. ; 
Mr. VAN DUZER. Well, Mr. Speaker, certainly if there is 

objection the matter will go over. I simply desired to have the 

resolution introduced, and if there is objection made of course 

" oo ORAKER. The rules provide how memorials and reso- 

Intions shall be introduced, and there is no trouble about the 

proper reference of them under the rules. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—CONNELL V. HOWELL. 


Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Elections No. 8, I wish to announce that the contested-elec- 
tion case of Connell v, Howell will be called up for consideration 
one week from next Tuesday, February 9. ; 

Mr. McLAIN. I would like to ask the gentleman in reference 
to the time to be allowed for debate. Do we agree on that now 
or do we agree upon it when the case is called up? 

Mr. DRISCOLL, I presume we will agree as to time when the 
case is called up. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


if he d 


that the time for general debate on the urgent deficiency bill be | 


extended until 5 o’clock to-day, provided that if there is no one 
desiring to speak we can commence the reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent that general debate may be closed upon the deficiency 
appropriation bill at 5 o’clock to-day, provided that if no one de- 
sires to discuss it then the reading of the bill under the five-minute 
rule shall begin, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, to-morrow is the day for the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. Ido not want to get in the way of this 
bill, and Task unanimous consent that the Committee on War 
Claims may have next Tuesday in place of to-morrow, so that 
this bill can be finished. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvaniaasks unan- 
imous consent that Tuesday next, in lieu of Friday, be devoted to 
private business under the rules. Is there objection? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I wish the gentleman would 
add to his request, ‘‘ provided it does not interfere with privileged 
matters.”’ 

TheSPEAKER,. Asthe Chair understands it, if consentis given 
it places Tuesday next precisely in the same position as Friday 
next—that is, in lieu of Friday, with no more rights than the pri- 
vate bills would have on Friday. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. [Ihave no objection, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania? [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears 
ae Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from 

ndiana? 

There was no objection. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
= Union for the further consideration of the urgent deficiency 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, with Mr, Tawney in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 


tion of House bill 10954, the urgent deficiency bill, and the gen- 
tleman from Georgia is recognized. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I now yield twenty minutes | 


to the gentleman from New Jerse iNY 
rarer \ y (Mr. Benny]. 

ate — NY. Mr. Chairman, a few daysago I had occasion to 
tn ta : : floor of this House _that if the old Pharisee who used 
that o- on the street corner in Jerusalem and thank his Maker 
Cheater ee like other men should suddenly come into this 
would ; —_ listen. to three ordinary Republican speeches, he 
the lat le his face in shame, and admit that in comparison with 
Testa t-day Republican saints here he, in the old days in 
ter.) To knew a — nothing about his business. [Laugh- 
aon - want to say that I understand the old fellow in Jerusa- 
that he dia drinking man, and if that be the fact I am very glad 

fore 1 satin rt come in here yesterday, or the afternoon of the day 
out of ti cause if he had I am afraid that he would have gone 
Eades ee and straightway drank himself to death. 


listened yesterday afternoon to two speeches, and to one on 


Whole House on the state of the Union for the further considera- | 
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the afternoon of the day before, and it seems to me that the three 
of them, taken together, show this: Egotism grown so that it is 
now at least hysteria, and very nearly insanity; claims of power 
in and credit to the Republican party approaching blasphemy; 
and braggadocio altogether foolish. I wondered after the last of 
the three speeches was made last night if there was anything 
good in the United States of America that the Republican party 
did not claim credit for, or anything bad that they did not blame 
the Democratic party for or lay to Almighty God. 

I listened with a good deal of interest to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. BouTELL] on day before yesterday, and when read- 

| ing from his speech I noticed this: He says that the Democrats, 
in the election of 1896 and 1900, groveled before a silver image 
and wore out the knees of their intellectual trousers. 

Mr. Chairman, if there can not be better order in the House 
than there is, may I have unanimous consent to sing the rest of 
mine instead of speaking it? [Laughter. | 

Mr. PALMER. All right, sing it. 

Mr. BENNY. I’msucha powerfully poor singer that I have not 
the heart to inflict myself in that way upon even my friend the 

enemy. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s point is well taken. The 
| committee will be in order, and gentlemen in the aisles will take 
their seats. 

Mr. BENNY. That was an interesting speech the gentleman 
| made; so pathetic it brought tears to our eyes,and so humorous that 
it filled the House with laughter, not only on your side, but on ours, 
| andso harsh on the last Democratic candidate that it raised the re- 

sentment of every Democratinthe Chamber. Iam sorry hespoiled 
| a speech otherwise good by abusing the man who was our stand- 
ard bearer in the last two campaigns. But Ido not think that 
Mr. Bryan need feel in any way hurt; he isin goodcompany. It 
so happens that every man who amounted to anything in the 
United States was abused, and two men who were abused more 
than any others in the country were the two who stand first and 

second in United States history—George Washington, number one, 
| and Abraham Lincoln, number two. 





In the company of those men, in the abuse that he.is receiving 
| from the other side, Mr. Bryan may feel quite comfortable, and I 


| would like to call the attention of the gentlemen on the other side 
| who like to throw things at Mr. Bryan to this fact: A year ago 

I attended an annual banquet of the board of trade in the city of 
| Newark, in my State. and at that banquet Senator DoLLIVER made 
'agreat speech. Whilethe Senator was talking at the banquet he 

mentioned the name of Mr. Bryan. That brought from the rear 
| of the hall a hiss. Senator DOLLIVER stopped short, and his face 
grew white and thenred. He pictured then and there Mr. Bryan 
as one of the foremost men of the United States, and he wound 
up his remarks by saying that there lived in the United States to- 
day no man who had right or license to hiss at the name of Wil- 
| liam Jennings Bryan. 

I commend the speech of Senator DOLLIVER to the careful at- 
tention of those gentlemen on the other side who are perhaps 
not so great in the country as is the Senator, with the hope that 
they will profit by it. There seems to be a great deal of joy ex- 
pressed in these speeches because of the alleged fact that the 
Democratic party is in bad shape. Let me suggest to my friends 
' over there that it is the Republican party that is to-day sick. It 
is the Republican party that needs a doctor, and you have not 
been able as yet to get Doctor HANNA to say a word that is going 
to help you. Let me also suggest that when the election is over 
next fall perhaps the gentlemen who have been so loud in their 
announcements that the Republican party is sure to win may be 
disappointed; and if it turns out, as we hope it will, that the next 
election will bea Republican burial, I hope you will have engraved 
on the side of the tombstone this inscription: 

‘* Here lies the Republican party, once the party of Abraham 
' Lincoln, but long since strayed away from his teachings: the 
party that helped to abolish black slavery, but a few years later 
became itself the slave of the great American trusts, 

‘** Let it Rest in Peace. 

‘Immediate cause of death, these policies: 

‘©1901, Let Well Enough Alone. 

**1902, Keep on Letting Well Enough Alone, 

** 1903, Stand Pat. 

**1904, We Hold the Ace. 

“Pp, §.—If that reporter had not written ‘ace’ when I said 
‘edge,’’ we would have been all right.— Hanna. 

*P, P,S.—Hanna does not know the game. If he had said 
‘age,’ and not ‘ ace’ or ‘edge,’ we would have been hunky-dory.— 
{Laughter. } 

But I want tosay, Mr. Chairman, that in the campaigns of 1896 
| and 1900 I supported Mr. Bryan. I do not know what kind of an 
instrument the gentleman from Illinois |Mr. BouTELL] would 
say I played on, perhaps a 2-cent tooter; I can not tell. But no 
man who supported that candidate in those two campaigns need 


| GROSVENOR.”’ 
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feel any shame about it or feel uncomfortable about it. Hewas 
perfectly right in supporting him. I want to ask why it is that 
men on the other side take so much time and get so much fun out 
of abusing the man. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Bur- 
KETT] yesterday said that the Democratic party to-day did not 
know where it stood on silver. Isn’t it a fact that when the Re- 
publican convention of 1896 assembled the intention then and 
there of the majority of those delegates was to put in their plat- 
form the same declaration as to the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver that the Democratic platform contained? 

Was it not only because of the argnment of the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Parr], who told the members of that conven- 
tion that Wall street and the moneyed interests of the land would 
be against the Republican party if they adopted that declaration, 
that the Republican party turned to the other side and adopted 
the gold plank instead of the silver plank? And isn’t it a fact 
that from the day of his birth until this day Mr. Bryan has al- 
ways been absolutely honest, and haven’t you admitted it? 
you not go over his life as with a fine-tooth comb and find him 
absolutely blameless? Hasn’t he been just as courageous and per- 
haps more so than any candidate you have ever had? 

Why, you brag and blow here about the great courage of the 
man who is now President of the United States. The man who 
is a courageous man is the man who dares to doright. The man 
who shoots a lion or a Spaniard in the back does not necessarily 
have to be courageous, and I want to ask you if the man who is 
now President of the United States dares to-day to do what he 
thinks is right, as Mr. Bryan has always dared to do what he be- 
lieves to be right? 

Mr. Bryan believed, with the leaders of your party, with Mc- 
Kinley, with Blaine, with Sherman, and every man who has 
amounted to anything in your party in the last twenty-five years, 
that the free and unlimited coinage of silver was right. I always 
had my doubts about it. I believed then and now about as Theo- 
dore Roosevelt did when he wrote in the Forum for January, 1897, 
these words: 

There is no doubt whatever that a nation is profoundly affected by the 
character of its currency, but there seems to be equally little doubt that the 
currency is only one, and by no means the most important, among a hundred 
causes which profoundly affect it. The United States has been on a gold 
basis and on a silver basis; it has been on a paper basis, and on a basis of 
what might be called the scraps and odds and ends of the currency of a dozen 
other nations, but it has kept on developing along the same lines no matter 
what its currency has been. 

He believes to-day that he is right. Hasn’t he a right to believe 
that? Isn’t he entitled to the same credit for his belief that you 
have now for your belief? At one time you believed that free 
silver was right. Now you believe that you were wrong in that 
and that gold is right. Did not Mr. Bryan show his courage in 
1900, when the Democratic convention was assembled, and it was 
presented in this way to Mr. Bryan by Mr. Hill and the other 
leaders of the party: ‘‘If you, Mr. Bryan, will adopt in your plat- 
form a gold plank and let go of the silver, the election is at your 
mercy—the Presidency is yours.’’ What was his answer? Was 
it not the same that Clay gave years ago: ‘‘I would rather be 
right than be President.’’ Did he then give way for policy’s sake 
and adopt something he did not believe in and let go something 
he believed in as he believes in his religion? 

What does Mr. Roosevelt do? Does he dare to come forward 
and do what he believes to be right? I give Mr. Roosevelt the 
credit of believing in his heart that the trusts area menace to the 
prosperity of this country, and that they ought to be controlled 
in some way. I believe that if he dared he would take that stand. 
I believe that were it not for the sake of policy, were it not for the 
fear that he would not be nominated and elected, he would do 
that. But he has before him to-day the hope of a second term. 
That is a thing he can not lose sight of. He wants to be elected 


President of the United States; he wants to occupy that position, | 


Did | 
| of money from the purpose for which it was originally appy 
| ated—viz, the prosecution of the trusts—and to scatter that mon 


| applause on the Democratic side.] That is an old 





not by accident or by the act of God, but by the election of the | 


people, and he knows if he is to succeed he must have for his 


party the backing of Wall street and the money interests of this | 


country, and therefore he does not dare to do right. 

Let me call attention to the President’s message in order to 
prove that proposition. He had an appropriation of half a million 
of dollars last year to assist the legal department of the Government 
in prosecuting the trusts. The Administration had that money 
at its command. It could hire all the extra help it wanted; there 
was no halt about it; there was no limit to what might be done 
with that money; it was theirs to do with what they pleased. 
What have they done? They tell us now that they have spent some 
$25,000; but where it has been spent, for what purpose, what 


effect it has had, no one can find out, with the aid even of a mi- | 


croscope. 
Now, do you think—does the gentleman from Illinois, or the 
gentleman from Nebraska, or the gentleman from Indiana who 


spoke yesterday—does any one of those gentlemen, or all of them, | 


think that Mr. Roosevelt intends this year to prosecute the trusts 





| when he went there and asked Senator Quay and his 0 


aie, 
or begin todo so? That half million of dollars might hyo ¢. mn: 
to a quart of good cream that the doctor had ordered ¢o bean 
by the nurse to the patient. And this is how Mr. Rooseyaly 
ing for the nation, now ill by reason of the exactions of the troe. 
is goingtousehiscream. He is going todump into it two or thre. 
gallons of water to help out the quality of the cream. aad 

Listen to his statement of affairs. Here is his messave of 4: 
year, and on page 8, after reciting the fact that in his} ; 
message he had asked for this money, which was 
by Congress, he goes on to say: 

I now recommend, as a matter of the utmost importance an 
extension of the purposes of this appropriation, so that it n 
under the direction of the Attorney-General, and until used 
forcement of the laws of the United States in general and « 
civiland criminal laws relating to public lands and the laws rela eet 
crimes and offenses and the subject of naturalization. co 

Now, do you mean to say that President Rooseyel| 
use a half million of dollars to prosecute the trusts 
asked you in this message to permit him to divert thi 


given to hin 


he hag 
sum 


nr. 
I 


all over the United States in the enforcement of all the ral 


laws of the country. ihe 

Mr. THAYER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a momen 

Mr. BENNY. Certainly. 

Mr. THAYER. Can the gentleman tell me how it hanpens 
that the Administration, after securing the assistance of additional 
prosecuting attorneys, indicted Driggs, a Democrat, in New 
York, under a statute on which they could convict him and prose. 
cuted DirTRIcH under a statute on which they knew they could 
not convict? Can the gentleman explain how that bh» pened? 

Mr. BENNY. Certainly. They wanted to eatch the Demo- 
crat and they wanted to miss the Republican. [Laughter and 


xpedient; 
they do it right along; they do it to-day, and they always will. 
They preach in season and out of season about the great refor: 
they are going to inaugurate. They are going to stop the use 
carriages in the city of Washington by various office: 
partments, but do they do a thing toward stopping the President 
of the United States using free trains all over the country by the 
favor of the railroad companies, amounting, I am told, on his 
great west:rn trip to at least $65,000? Oh, yes; they are going! 
stop some Assistant Secretary down here from using a carriage at 
the public expense, but the President of the United States may still 
go on using free trains at the expense of the railroad companies. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, they undertake to tell us why Mr. Bryan 
was defeated in 1896 and in 1900. They say that it was the aroused 
public sentiment that smote the silver image, etc. Let me tell 
you why Mr. Bryan was beaten in 1896 and 1900. He was bx 
by the worst use of money that was ever resorted to ina 
paign. He was beaten by the meanest kind of coerci 
timidation that was ever witnessed. During those campaigns in 
going along by railroad in any of the States of the Union you 
could see displayed on the side of manufacturing estal)lishments 
placards with such proclamations as this: ‘‘ If Mr. Bryan iselected 
this factory will shut down.’’ The mill owners, or whoever eise 
put up those placards, knew when they placed them there t 
they were absolutely false, that they had nointention of shut 
down those mills. The object was to coerce men to voie t 
way. And do we not know that all over the United States straw 
votes were taken in the mills and the factories to find out betore- 
hand how the employees were going to vote? And the Lord's pity 
wag necessary to save the man that they found indica! s 
preference for William Jennings Byran over their ¢ 
the other side. 

And then they tell you that another reason why the Demo 
should be “‘ licked out of their boots”’ in the next campaigns 
cause Bryan’s prophecies were all wrong. I have not st at ace’ 
of faith in a prophet from either side. Some of Mr. biyans 
prophecies may have been wrong. One of them was not. 
prophecy he made—and that was called to the attention 
House yesterday by some gentleman on the other s 
case of the success of the Republican ticket in 156 a 
the wealth of the country would be concentrated in t! 
a few, has been absolutely carried out, and to-day, 
all the statistics, all of the wealth of the country 1s 1! 
of a few men, and when the board of directors o! 
States Steel Corporation sit down in conference the twenty" " 
men there present own one-twelfth of the wealth of © { - ‘te 
States. That prophecy was not wrong. Any prophecy he™ 
was not any further wrong than the prophecy that 
Piatt, of New York, made to the Republican conven: 


of the De 


n andi 








the hands 
the United 


. 
three 


PHomas C. 

n in 1909, 
her friends 
there “‘ for God’s sake’’ to take Theodore Roosevelt © . 1 ae 
York politics by making him Vice-President of the Unite: heey 
Did they take him out of New York politics? That prof 
went wrong, too. 





1904. 


tnd then they tell us on the other side, Mr. Chairman, that 
os ve increased 12 per cent during the Republican Adminis- 
red + the cost of living has actually gonedown. Now, 


ton and th 7 
-l- that there ever Was @ more erroneous statement 


tratl 








ti, not Thi! 

don’ ie floor than that same one. The gentleman from 
= . (Mr. BOUTELL] was very careful when speaking not to 
Mh any figures on the cost of living. Let me give you some 
er oc from Dun’s Review, which I suppose every man here will 
os have some weight at least. 

athe soures, based upon quotations of 350 articles, with due 


relative importance of each, are as follows: 











allowance for the 

E ; Jan. 1,| July 1,!Jan.1,| May 1, | July 1,| Oct. 1, | Jan. 1, 
1890. | 1807. | 1900. | 1902. | 1903. | 1903, | 1904. 

: - ee eee eT Bee 
4 $13,765 |$10,587 $13,254 | $19,954 |$17,473 \$16,696 |_......- 
m " 7.620 | 7,529) 7,258) 10,968 | 9,269 | 8,830 |........ 
snd garden 12,675 | 8,714 | 18,702 | 14, 737 | 13,083 | 12,609 |........ 
hwy 9,935 | 7,887 | 9,200) 8,742) 9,186 | 9,172 |........ 
ta 14,845 | 13,808 | 17,484 | 15,527 | 17,136 | 16,816 |........ 
oe 16,240 | 11,642 | 18,085 | 15, 702 | 16,544 | 16,366 |... 
Sate negae 15,111 | 12,286 | 16,312 | 16,654 | 16,765 | 16,890 |------ = 
Total 99, 191 | 72,455 | 95,205 | 102,239 | 99,456 | 97,878 $100, 142 





ii . 
hicher in 1900 than in 1890, and 81 per cent greater in 1900 than 


Distt 


in 1807; 41 per cent more in 1902 than in 1897, and 34.4 per cent 


These figures indicate that the cost of living was 6 per cent | 
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ganizations, and not by reason of anything which has been done 
for their benefit by the Republican party? 

Mr. BENNY. I will answer that question for the gentleman. 
In answer, Mr. Chairman, to the gentleman’s question, I desire 
to say this: I firmly believe that, except in a very few instances, 
just enough to be the exceptions that prove the rule, no laboring 
man ever had his wages increased except as the result of united 
action of his fellows and himself in a union for their mutual ad- 
vantage. The organization of labor into unions has increased the 
wages of all these men. 

Mr. JAMES. Is it not further true if it were not for these or- 
ganizations that the monopolies and trusts that have been created 





| and fostered by the Republican party would have crushed the 


wages of the laboring men far below what they are now? 

Mr. BENNY. It would have been so exactly; and I will give 
you for that the statement of Vice-President Warren of the Cen- 
tral Railroad Company of New Jersey. He was vice-president a 
few years ago. Iwas inthe New Jersey legislature at the time 
when the railroad men of the State of New Jersey had a bill in 
that body similar to a bill which I am told was before Congress, 
and which was side tracked, for the purpose of compelling the 
railroad companies of the State to properly safeguard the passen- 
gers and employees on their railroads. The delegation from the 
union went over to see Vice-President Warren and ascertain what 


| he was going to do about it, and this was his answer: ‘* You fel- 
| lowsare getting too fresh. You always want something; if itisn’t 


more on October 1, 1903, than on July 1, 1897, and about 39 per | 


cent greater on the first day of this year than on the 1st day of 
July. 1897; 89 per cent increase in the cost of living and 12 per 
cent increase, taking the figures of gentlemen on the other side, 
in wages; and yet they say every laboring man in the country 
and every citizen of the land onght to be thankful that the Re- 
p iblican party has done so much for the laboring man. 


There was one thing, Mr. Chairman, that I did like in the | 


speech of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BouTeL.],and that 
was his statement that he did give some credit to Almighty God 
forthe prosperity which he claims exists in the country. He 
was the first Republican that I ever heard on this floor admit 
that: but even he did not dare tell this House what percentage 
he claimed of the prosperity of the country was due to the Repub- 
lican party and. what percentage was due to the goodness of the 
Almighty. I assume that the percentage he was going to credit 
to the Almighty was so small that he was ashamed to state it. 
And then the gentleman from Illinois looked around the room 
and demanded of some Democrat to contradict his statement that 
the country was prosperous. Well, I wonder, Mr. Chairman, 
what condition any man here would expect the United States to 
bein, Would not our country under natural conditions be ex- 
pected to be prosperous? Does the gentleman marvel that the 
United States is prosperous? Why, they remind me a good ‘leal 
of the log of a ship that came into New York some timeago. The 
captain one day during the voyage was on watch, and he wrote 
in the log, ‘‘ Mate drunk to-day.’”’ The mate did not like it very 
well,and the next day when he was on watch he wrote in the log, 
~ Captain sober to-day.”’ 
and declares that the United States is prosperous, as though it 
Was an unusual thing. ~ 
_Why, if you on the other side would let us alone—would not by 
108 laws on the one hand help a certain few people at the ex- 
pense of many others, and by your failure on the other hand to 
a ~and would not divert the prosperity into certain channels 
= eae from the prosperity into a few pockets, the coun- 
sit eA) fr dad ‘prosperous. [Applause on the Democratic 
the 2 Mere . 'y ecanse of that kind of work on your side that 
marvel thet Ver.in any other condition; and yet to-day you 
pect anythine om prosperous, as though it was natural to ex- 
Bete mors g else in our country. ; I expect it always to be in 
ne ad m and it always will be if you will only give it a fair 
sources of iy - country and the people in it develop the re- 
their way in “ ae — land in the world, and go along on 
inde ree from your miserable manipulations. 
reelection that annowaios that President Roosevelt is so sure of 
sense in the ods oo he no use bothering at all; that there is no 
Well, let ine es on putting up a candidate. eae 
think that is so nse to you gentlemen on the other side if you 
ence does it mak . are you making all this fuss? What differ- 
quiet? Y . Je : yway,. why not keep 
who whe = -_ of the boy going through the graveyard, 
Wanted to whistle 7 7 of his lungs all the time, not because he 
1. Thatiswhv 2 u ‘Just for the purpose of keeping his courage 
'y youtalk soloud on the other side now. [Laugh- 


Mr. JAMRS ¥ 
time om {ES. Is it 


not t ‘ i i 
only able to t true that these laboring men at this 


a raise in pay, then it is some improvement on the road. Now, 
let me tell you something. Inside of four years from now there 
will only be half a dozen railroad companies in this country, and 
inside of ten years from that time there will only be one. Then 
we will have you fellows by the short hair, where we ought to 
have had youlongago.’’ That meant simply this: When all rail- 
roads are combined and owned by one company, that company 
with its great power would crush out the unions and have them 
at its mercy; but the time will never come when a company 
embracing all the railroads of the country can get the better of a 
union comprising all the men in its employ. The monopolies 
would do away with labor unions, and when you do away with 
the labor unions you will have no American labor, just a lot of 
white slaves to take the place of the black slaves. 

Mr. BAKER. Does the gentleman forget that the policy of 
protection, as announced by its advocates, is for the purpose, the 


| primary purpose, of enabling the manufacturers of this country, 


So the Republican party comes here | 


| 
| 


| get low. 


‘oree the laws of the land designed to give all men an even | 


protected by the tariff, to pay high wages? 

Mr. BENNY. I know that is the ‘‘ announced”’ object of the 
tariff, but they do not do it, and let me show you how that works 
on the poor innocents. Here is a knife that I bought in New 
York at Christmas time for $3.25. Ican buy the same identical 
kind of a knife, imported from Germany, down in the room be- 
low here-—in the stationery room—for $1.86. I wanted to find out 
how it was that I could buy it there for $1.86 when I had to pay 
$3.25 for it in New York, and the answer was, ‘‘ Uncle Sam does 
not have to pay any tariff.” 

Of course the object, as given to us by gentlemen on the other 
side, is to raise the wages of the employee. But it does not do 
that. The employee gets his wages raised when his union is 
strong and when the finances of the union are in good shape, and 
are lowered just as quickly as his union gets weak or the finances 
[Loud applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BENNY. I would like to get about ten minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis notin the power of the Chair to give 
the gentleman more time. 

Mr. BENNY. Is the gentleman in charge of the bill on the 
Democratic side on the floor? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iyield ten minutes more tothe gentle- 
man. : 

Mr. BENNY. The gentleman from Nebraska madea statement 
yesterday that every four years the Democrats have a new para- 
mount issue, and that they do not dare to have the same issue that 
they stood on in any previous campaign. Let me ask the gentle- 
man from Nebraska if there is not a different issue every day in 
this House? Is there not a different issue in every war? The is- 
sue in the war of 1776 was different from the issue in that of 1812, 
and by the war of 1846 another issue was decided, and again an 
entirely different one in the civil war, and a new one again in the 
war with Spain. There is nothing at all about that difference. 
Do not different issues come up? Different questions come up to- 
day from the issues that came up four years, eight years, or twelve 
years ago. 

There will always be different issues, and let me suggest that 
you on your side can not say what the issues are to be, nor can 
we on this side reply that we will give you some other issue. 
The issues of any campaign are the questions which are most pro- 
foundly affecting the people at the time of the campaign, and this 


keep up their wages by reason of their or- ' time you are going to have, perhaps, a different issue than you 
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ever had before, because the situation is more acute. 
out to us here, day after day. the tremendous business done in the 
United States, both in imports and exports. 

You are as proud of the fact as we are that the United States 
now has raised itself to the position of number one among the 


You point 


nations in the amount of its exports. 
situation. But let me ask you this, who is getting the benefit of 
it? Do the laboring men who produce these things get it? Do the 
ordinary citizens receive it, or does it nearly all go into the pockets 
of a few men who have control, not only of the railroad lines of 
the country, but every great industry in the land? And there is 
another question in that connection that is going to come up in 
the next campaign. You can not keep it down. Neither could 
we if we wanted to do so. 

This is the question: Are the railroad companies of the United 
States going to be permitted to go on as they have been doing for 
years past in their miserable freight discrimination, driving out 
of business one lot of men to make millionaires out of some others, 
favoring the Standard Oil Company and concerns of that kind, 
discriminating in favor of one set of men at the expense of other 
men who want to do business in opposition? You can no more 
dodge that issue in the next campaign than you can conduct your 
canvass in a flying machine. We are going to present that tothe 
people of the land. Do you think you can escape discussing that 
as an issue by shouting ** Hurrah for prosperity?’’ 

And, in connection with that, the people of the country are ask- 
ing to-day why the railroad companies in their freight discrimi- 
nations are not hauled up by the President or by the legal depart- 
ment of the Government. hy is it not done? The answer 
which most of our people get is this: That the railroad companies 
‘grease the ways’’ as they go. You get hurtanywhere by a rail- 
road car or 4 trolley car, and you proceed to compel the company 
operating it to give damages for your injuries. The first thing 
you are apt to find is a judge on the bench with a pass from that 
company or some other company in his pocket. The man who 
serves the papers in the case often has a pass also, and some of 
the jurymen, perhaps, have passes in their pockets. Then how 
are you going to get equal and exact justice there? 

The subsidizing of men in official station by railroad, telephone, 
telegraph, and other companies is now almost a national scandal, 
and you on the other side can not escape consideration of that 
when it is before the people by shouting ‘* Down with free silver!”’ 

Now, the point is made on the other side that in 1896 there were 
3,000,000 men out of work. Do you not know that the man who 
makes up the statistics for this Administration and who favors it 
in every way he can, Mr. Carroll D. Wright, has said that there 
are a million men out of work now, and the number is increasing 
daily. The country right now is one-third as badly off, as far as 
the laboring men are concerned, as in the very worst time under 
President Cleveland. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Jersey yield? 

Mr. BENNY. Certainly; I am always glad to do so. 

Mr. LACEY. Did I understand the gentleman to claim that 
material in the way of stationery for the House is bought abroad 
and imported free of duty and sold to the Members free of duty? 

Mr. BENNY. That is what I am told. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman is certainly misinformed about 
that. Nosucharrangement has ever been made, and it is a propo- 
sition impossible on its face. The fact is we buy at wholesale and 
give the Members the benefit of the wholesale prices; but the goods 
are bought here, not abroad, and duties are paid on them if they 
are of foreign manufacture. 

Mr. BENNY. I will say in answer that the knife I have here 
is a foreign-made knife. I priced it downstairs in the stationery 
room and was told that they could sell the same knife for $1.86, 
for the reason, as they said, that Uncle Sam did not pay duty. I 
want to say further that Ido not think the United States Gov- 
ernment, or whoever buys the material for the stationery room, 
buys one one-hundredth part as many knives as does the firm of 
John Curley in New York, where I bought this knife, one of the 
greatest cutlery concerns in the United States, if not the largest 
one. 

Mr. BAKER. Does not the gentleman know that the foreigner 
pays the tax? 

Mr. BENNY. Oh, no; I do not know that. Now,I would like 
to ask the gentleman from Iowa if he thinks there could be a dif- 
ference of $1.39 between the price of a knife in New York and the 
knife here if the tariff did not enter into it? 

Mr. LACEY. Evidently the gentleman must have helped to 

y the rent of the store in New York when he bought his knife. 
i expenses of operation there are a good deal more, and per- 
haps the retail rates are higher. ; 

Mr. BENNY. Well, if the gentleman thinks that is a sufficient 
answer I am satisfied. ; 

Mr. LACEY. I want to say this: Of course if you buy at retail 


We are delighted with that 


you pay more than you would at wholesale, and if yoy buy ; 

ew York you perhaps pay more at retail than in other a 
New York is not the cheapest place in the United States : _ 
goods at retail. © Duy 

Mr. BENNY. One other question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let me say to the gentleman that jp », 
gard to the purchase of articles in the stationery room | oo 
taken the pains to inquire, and they say that they not only now 
imported an article free, but that they never said that they aid. 
On the contrary, the knives which the gentleman refers to = j 
which they sell to Members I am told are all bought of an Amer 
can trader who imports them. Now, I want to say to the g, a. 
man from New Jersey that we are to-day selling a great many 
more _— and cutlery abroad than we are importing fy, 
abroad. m 

Mr. BENNY. That may be. Let me say to the gentlomay 
from Ohio that I never said that the knife was bought abrogg 
It was made abroad and imported from abroad. The knife that I 
hold in my hand was bought in New York, but it was maj: 
abroad, and the same knife you can buy downstairs for $1.94 js 
made in the same place on the other side of the ocean, — ' 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But the gentleman gave as a reason tha 
the price of the knife was so low in the stationery room was that 
Uncle Sam did not have to pay any duty. 

Mr. BENNY. AllI said wasthat I was told so. I donot know 
what Uncle Sam does; what I know is what the man told me, | 
was told that I could buy it cheaper downstairs, and when | 
asked how much I could buy a duplicate for he said $1.86. | said. 
‘*Why?’’ and he said, ‘‘ Because Uncle Sam does not have to pay 
any duty.”’ . 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Who said that? 

Mr. BENNY. Idonot know his name; I do not know the name 
of any man down there. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is not this what the gentleman said, that 
** Uncle Sam charges no profit?”’ 

Mr. BENNY. No; there was nothing said about Uncle Sam's 
profit. That is a good suggestion; the gentleman is an ingenious 
lawyer, and that is well put in. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. lam ingenious enough to say that when 
a young man makes a statement that I know is not true I would 
like to relieve him from the responsibility of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New Jer 
sey has expired. 

Mr. BENNY. Will the gentleman yield me two more minutes’ 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will provided the gentleman will not 
give it away to the other side. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BENNY. Well, I think they need it. 
not go away, General, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh,no; the gentleman need not worry; | 
am not going away. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey is out of 
order in addressing a Member in that way. 

Mr. BENNY. Iam sorry, Mr. Chairman, if I was out of order; 
but I saw that the gentleman from Ohio was going away, aud! 
did not know any other way to stop him. If I was out of order 
in calling him “ General,’’ I will withdraw it. Now, what I want 
to know is if the gentleman from Ohio means that | said anything 
that I knew was not true? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly not; I think the gentleman was 
misled. 

Mr. BENNY. Does the gentleman not believe the statemett 
was made to me downstairs? > 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why, the word of the gentleman 1s uw 
questionably to be taken. aa 

Mr. BENNY. Thankyou. The gentleman is delightful. Nov 
Mr. Chairman, as I can not close in two minutes, | will ask that 
I may have permission to extend my remarks in the REC RD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey «% 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Ri&cokd. * 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BENNY. The gentlemen on the other side aver that 
were more pianos, more carpets, more pictures in more any te 
the United States last year than ever before—because of te Wi" 
ley tariff. I answer there were more babies born in this — 
last year and more deaths, too, than ever before. Is the tt ‘ 
lican party responsible for the deaths and entitled to the creat" 
the babies? — 

Said the gentleman from Indiana: Just look at the 1 —_ 4 
the production of nails in this country during the 5 = site has 
prosperity we havecontributed. Year after year the quan a stop 
increased tremendously and the price has fallen. When Wer 
to consider that an American workman turns out tw enty 

: ° ‘ on the oth 
times as many nails per day as does the workman ber of 
side of the ocean, it is not to be wondered at that the ee 
kegs produced yearly hasincreased. This, of course, !s' pie ? 
to improved machinery and better methods here. Dut’ 


rom 


[Laughter.] Do 


there 
n 
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the American nail makers’ wages go up to keep pace with the in- 
eased yroduction? ; 
ie are told that the bravery of Mr. Roosevelt is so great 


that all men should vote for him; that he ‘‘ reached in’”’ and set- 
tled the coal strike that threatened disaster to the land. When 
\Mr, Baer, of ‘‘divine-right”’ notoriety, visited the President at 


the White House and roundly insulted him and told him to mind 
ess and keep his hands out of the railroad and coal 


is own bus! 

mana ; affairs, why didn’t he handle that president as Andrew 
Jackson did the United States Bank president who threatened 
him? Jackson's reply was, ** By the Eternal, if you do, I’ll hang 
you to yonder branch.”” Why didn’t our President immediately 
cause proceedings, civil and criminal, to be taken against Mr. 
Racr for violation of the laws of the nation? 

Mr. Chairman, your party can yell ‘‘ Down with free silver!”’ 
and “Away with Bryan!”’ till it gets blue in the face without in 


the least altering the situation next November. You can notcry 
“Stop thief !”’ and have the people in the réle of the policeman run 
away on a false trail. You can dodge and squirm all you please, 
put you must return again and again to these questions which the 
people insist shall be discussed and disposed of in this year of 
orace 1904, Viz: 
“7 What of your stewardship? How have you exercised the re- 
sponsibilities of power placed with you seven years ago? 

29, Wherein is your candidate better or worse than he on the 
Democratic ticket? 

8, What of the trusts? 


f 
I 
] 


Are they to go on eating up the people 


and the fat of the land? 
|, Whatof railroad freight discriminations and their effect upon 
our business men? 


home as cheap as the foreigner may purchase them abroad and 
may obtain the necessaries of life at a much lower figure? 

6, Why have the wages of our workingmen been increased (your 
own Republican figures) only 12 per cent under this great pros- 
perity you claim, while the cost of the workingmen’s living has 
increased from 30 to 40 per cent? 

And to these and other questions you must give answer, and that 
direct. 

Mr. BEDE. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to make any 
remarks at this time or to occupy the attention of Congress at 
this session. I am altogether too modest to think that the coun- 
try needs my counsel, but some of my friends have insisted that 
the world has been waiting too long to hear from me and that I 
should speak at this time. [Laughter.] 

First, in reply—and all the reply I shall make—to the gentle- 

man from New Jersey [Mr. BeNNy] is to pledge him that if he 
will get the Democrats to stop abusing Grover Cleve and I will 
induce the Republicans to stop abusing Bryan. They are both 
working for the interest of the Republican party and we can 
afford to make that promise. 
_ I wish now formally to invite the Democratic party through 
its leaders in Congress to disband. .I have been studying the in- 
terests of that grand organization for a long time. I find that as 
the factions of that party are lined up now neither can have a 
two-thirds vote in the next convention, and that therefore they 
can not nominate a candidate, and that the only safety for them 
1s to disband and to come into the Republican ranks—to come in 
with the party that is doing things. Then at the end of four 
years they can go back without any rules, for if there is anything 
that ought to be unruled it is the Democratic party. 

Thus they will get rid of their two-thirds rule by dissolution 
and can nominate a Presidential candidate in 1908, but to-day they 
are so torn with factions that they could not nominate a candi- 
date if they went into a convention. Therefore, in their own in- 
terests, I ask them to come into our party, for they believe in every- 
thing that we believein. Isee Democrats looking in my face now 
who believe in the gold standard, who believe in expansion, who 
believe in the Panama Canal, who believe in everything that the 

‘epublican party is doing. Yet because of their environment or 
association or inheritance they are still voting the Democratic 
ticket, and they know not why. 

Therefore, I repeat, I invite them to come into the Republican 
party and share in the blessings that we are scattering broadcast 
over the whole land. Ithink that more than 50 per cent of the 

Jemocrats in Minnesota believe in Theodore Roosevelt. I believe 
that the next election in Minnesota will give him at least 100,000 
—— and many of the votes cast for him will be Democratic 
—e that if the Democrats should nominate Mr. Cleveland, 
Mr. B FORMAN, OF some man representing that faction that even 
Wien himself would cast his vote for Theodore Roosevelt. 

'Y Rot, then, come in and make it an era of good feeling? These 
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| we wiped it out. 
| threw salt on his whiskers and caught him and brought him into 
| the Republican ranks. 
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eras of good feeling, like panics, come and go at certain periods, 
and as we have not had one for about eighty vears, I think it is 
the Democratic party’s turn to come in with us this time and 
make another such an era, and also make my prophecies come 
true. Then, after another four years, they can segregate them- 
selves, if they see fit, and organize their party anew. 

I realize that we need two political parties in a great republic, 
and for that reason I am not here to say one word in censure of 
a man because he is a Democrat. If we were all Republicans or 
all Democrats to-day we would soon separate, because one element 
would be radical and the other conservative. And so it is quite 
the same thing to me if you call one mana ‘‘ Republican ”’ and an- 
other a ‘‘ Democrat,’ as it would if you called one man a ‘*c¢ 
servative’’ and the other a “ radical,” though they belong to the 
same party. 

Therefore, there is no quarrel between us, and as I have been 
teaching the doctrine of good will throughout the West I have 
come here now to teach it to you gentlemen on the other side. I 
wish to say that the only opposition I have heard to President 
Roosevelt 1s that which comes from a little bunch of Populists 
down in Wall street. [Laughter.] By Populists I mean people 
who deal in fiat. We contended against fiat in the West until 
We went out when we saw a Populist and 


N- 


[Lanughter. | 

We have wiped out Populism in the West, and it will soon be 
determined that this little bunch of Populists in Wall street can 
not dictate the nomination of either party. We have put 100 


| cents in every dollar of our money, and it is now time for them to 
| put 100 cents of assets behind every dollar of the securities they 

5, How about a proper modification of the tariff and the passage | 
of laws so that our people may buy their own manufactures at | 


are selling to the people. These men, I think, may be properly 
designated as pontoon patriots, who float their little paper ven- 
tures on unmeandered and boundless waters to nameless ports, 


| and they may as well know now as at any other time that they 


can not defeat the renomination of Theodore Roosevelt next June. 

They are making an effort to-day to create a sentiment through- 
out the West and make the people there believe that there is such 
opposition here that he will be defeated if renominated. They 
are trying to get an echo from the West, but the echo refuses to 
come back, and so the West will do its duty and the East will do 
its duty, and he will be triumphantly reelected. Therefore, I 


| invite the Democrats, who are hopeless in this campaign, to come 


in and join us and make it unanimous, and make this campaign 
one grand sweet song throughout a happy land. 

Mr. Bryan asks, ‘‘ Why do you want to reorganize? What are 
you going to do when you get reorganized?’ It is quite clear 
that neither one faction nor the other is going to win, and thus 
you will be torn with dissensions until you resolve to dissolve. 
It is a great deal better just to disband at once and come in and 
be a part of us. You will be far better off when you get through 
with the campaign if you will come in and vote the Republican 
ticket this year. You will get rid of all the isms that have been 
distracting your party so long. You have Johnsonism down in 
Ohio, though they got pretty well rid of that this year. and the 
only way to get rid of it is to do as the Ohio folks did last Novem- 
ber, and do it plenty. 

As you have done with Johnsonism in Ohio so you should do 
with Bryanism and all these other ‘‘isms’’ throughout the whole 
country, and when you have wiped them all out you can start in 
on the old basis, for we need the Democratic party in our busi- 
ness. Noman ever made a harness without a hame strap and a 
hold-back strap. You need a breeching on your harness, espe- 
cially when you are going down hill, and, as some cruel wit has 
said, the country is nearly always going down hill when you 
Democrats are in power. But we want you to reorganize on 
old lines and get together again, for nothing tends more to the 
safety of the country than to have two strong parties contend- 
ing for supremacy. 

And let me ask, Who is the leader of the Democracy to-day? No 
one on the other side of the House can tell. Thereis no recog- 
nized leader of that party. The distinguished gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS], I admit, leads, and ably leads, his 
party in Congress. But his modesty as well as his geography pre- 
vents him from grasping the seats of the mighty and becoming a 
candidate for the Presidency at this time. So there is no leader; 
and because there is no recognized leader and you are rent in fac- 
tions we urge you tocome to us in your grief and let us solve your 
problems for you and bind up your wounds. 

We have heard a great deal from pessimistic speakers on this 
floor about some organizations of wealth. No man, whether Re- 


publican or Democrat, believes in monopolies. But what are 
these great aggregations of wealth that we have to-day? What 


are they doing? Are they destroying the country, or are they add- 
ing to its happiness? Could you do the manufacturing business of 
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the world to-day without these aggregations? Why, sir, fifty.or a 
hundred years ago manufacturing was a simple thing. 

At every crossroads was a shoemaker who made boots and shoes 
for the neighborhood; at the same crossroads was the blacksmith 
and the wagon maker who made the wagons and the farm imple- 
ments for that community. They had no railroads then, and but 
little water transportation. 
little communities. each working for itself. 
is changed. You have reached out. 


The country was divided up into | 
But now the world | 
The old firm of Jones & | 


Smith, or whatever it may have been, is not able to-day to do the | 


business of the world. 
of wealth which are conducting the great manufactures to-day. 
you would cut off all our foreign trade, because then we could 
not compete with the other nations of the earth. 

I was in a great shoe factory up in New York State the other 
day. More thana hundred different people, aided by as many 
different machines, were each doing some little part of the work. 
No one was making a whole shoe. The old shoemaker, it is true, 
has been thrown out of employment and is perhaps not so happy 
as he was, for he may have been too old to learn a new trade. 
But shall the world stop while some fellow is learning how to 
“catch on?’’ Shall we not rather help him to “‘ catch on”’ else- 


If you should cut down the aggregations | 
| hard times in ninety days. 


where while we go on building up these centers of wealth that | 


are engaged in manufacturing, not alone for our own people, but 
for all the nations of the earth? Does any man believe that you 
could have the great locomotive that to-day aids in the transpor- 
tation of the world if there were not millions of dollars some- 
where engaged in the manufacture of that wonderful machine. 
Can you go back to the conditions of fifty years ago and still 
have the blessings that you enjoy now? 
$100 at a country crossroads was sufficient capital for the little 
manufacturing establishment. But now the same implements 
and many more—the fruits of American genius—are made at less 
cost on an infinitely larger scale, which requires a vast capital 
under a single roof with thousands of men. If you are going to 
have the civilization that we enjoy to-day, you must have aggre- 


| certain. 


Why, sir, at that time | 


gations of wealth conducting the manufactures of our country. | 


Fifty years ago there was none of the modern machinery that 
is used on the farm to-day. The cotton compresser was unknown 
at that time. You could not have that great machine if you had 
not large capital somewhere manufacturing it. The great farm 
implements that we use in the North were not known then be- 
cause American genius had notinvented them. But to-day they 
are k»own and are needed. If you cut off these aggregations of 
wealth and destroy them by means of the drastic legislation that 
I have heard suggested, you would do away with all the progress 
that has been identified with the past generation. 

We have heard a great deal during the last few years—and I 
am not going back of 1896—on this silver question. In the cam- 
paign of 1896 a great many people told us that wheat and silver 
went together. They have not been going together very much 
since. 1 doubt very much whether they are going together any- 
where. 

Certain things have happened in the world that have affected 
both wheat and silver, things that had no necessary connection 
with each other. When we built the Pacific railroads through 
the Rocky Mountains we reduced the cost of producing silver and 
forever knocked out the previous ratio between the two metals. 





If you are ever going to get ‘‘ sixteen to one’’ again, which Mr. | 


Bryan asks to have reaffirmed in your platform, you will have to 
withdraw the railroads from the Rocky Mountains and repeal a 
generation of civilization. Whenever you do that you can have 
the old conditions, but not until then. 

Why do I say that? Because 80 per cent of all the gold pro- 
duced in the world requires no smelting—only 15 or 20 per cent 
requires smelting, and transportation has not seriously affected 
that question. 
and therefore transportation has affected it. You have destroyed 
the ratio by the progress of civilization, and you can not get it 
back unless you give up the civilization you now enjoy. 

About the same time you were building those railroads which 
have crossed the continent and reduced the cost of producing sil- 
ver they were doing something over in Africa. They dug a 
canal—the Suez Canal down in Africa—that brought the Indian 
wheat fields 4,000 miles nearer to the markets of the world. The 
product of India was dumped upon the markets of Liverpool and 
thus brought into competition with the products of Minnesota. 

Those two facts—the building of railroads in America and the 
building of canals in Africa—had a bearing upon the ratio be- 


But all the silver produced does require smelting, | 


ee es 
the old South in the next generation will have a progress that; 
has never dreamed of. If we continue along the lines wo . . 
followed in the last generation the South will be the greates cee 
ficiary of Republican policies in the generation to come. Wi, 
then, should you not accept my invitation to disband anq hei 
this good work on? ? 

A great many people think, as some of our friends on the » 
site side would have us believe, that the rich men ; 
money of the world. Let me merely suggest that the poor y a 
own the money and the rich men own the collateral, and that r 
you can frighten the poor men of the United States you can make 
Ninety per cent of all the }y 
men in the country are doing business on credit. They haya, 
money, but they owe it. The poor man draws his wave 
puts them in a bank, and he owns the money and it is hj 

I was in the city of Cleveland last fall, and I found tha: 
single savings bank had $46,000,000 in deposits; $46,100,000 in g 
single city in a single savings bank, and not the money of the 
rich, but the money of the toilers of that metropolis of Ohio. ¢ 
it is all over our broad land. In every city you find in the ha) 
the hoards of the poor, and not the hoards of the rich. And jy 
ninety days, by disturbing the confidence of the poor and making 
them withdraw and hide their cash, you can bring a taste of the 
hard times that you had in 1893 and 1894 and 1895. 

And let me sayin passing that it does not make so much differ. 
ence whether the tariff is high or low as it does whether it is si 
ble. Stability makes business secure and the wages of the poor 
Tariff agitation for a year or two in a political can. 
paign, another agitation for a year or so .before ‘ 
and takes action, disturbs business beyond ail descr 
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t1On, anc it 
seems to me that if the two political parties are wise in the fuinre 
they will never make a national campaign on a question that is 
so closely connected with the business interests of the country 
I believe the Republican party itself is wise enough to see y 


corrections are neeled and to make them without avitati 
with the full approval of the American people. 

It may be that the people of my State in a little time will ask 
for some modification. There are some good people in Minnes ta 
to-day who think that Canadian wheat ought to come ‘ 
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lots’’ on its way to Europe. They feel that the tariff of 25 cents 
on wheat does not bring anything to our Treasury, and it keeps 
a great deal of business out of Minneapolis and Duluth. There 
is a great deal of that feeling in the Northand West. Whether it 


will assert itself so formidably that it will ask action of the Re- 
publican party or not I can not surely say, but I believe it will 
do so very forcibly and very soon. 

Because of our delay the Canadian people have builded within 
the last few years elevators with a capacity of 20,000,000 bushels 
on the north shoreof Lake Superior, and are taking grain to Liver- 
pool through Canadian territory that would naturally pass through 
our ports, and by the cost of transportation and the handling and 
insurance would leave millions of dollars among our peop!e. 

Let me say also that the State of Minnesota is changing 
wheat growing to diversified farming. To-day we have more 
than 800 creameries within our State, and in another generation 
unless through our agricultural experiments we ci! 
yield 6f wheat from 15 to 25 bushels per acre, we shal! cease 
be a wheat-producing State. We hope to increase t)at averasy' 
yield, but if we do not wheat will pass away from Minnesota 4 
its principal product, for we can make more money at somet! 
else, and in another generation it will be a State of civersiiied 
farming; and if we shut out Canadian wheat the great flouring 
center that you have known at Minneapolis will have juss 
forever. 

In a very few years her mills will need the harde1 
Canada to mix with the softer wheats grown farther 
are going to make that a great flour-manufacturing ¢™ 
let it have the supremacy that it has held for a genera! a 
handling of a hundred million bushels of Canadian wheat wou" 


raise the 


ter an 


n ine 


| mean at least $15,000,000 for the railroads; it would mean ™ 


tween gold and silver and between wheat and silver that was not | 


calculated on in the campaigns recently passed. A little study of 
history will tell you what it was that disturbed the ratio, and 
point out the only way that you can bring it back. 

I have said that most of the Democrats were in favor of the 


Panama Canal, and I believe that with the digging of that canal | grinding Canadian wheat in bond to ship the bran an 
and the development of waterways in the Southern States that | other refuse out of the country. This is impracticable, 
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more in the other industries that would be built up by the sice® 
the great grain business in Minneapolis and Duluth, an’. It 
subject worthy the serious consideration of the Republican pa!) 
for the Canadian product will soon exceed those figures 


But I am not here to start an agitation upon the qusti mn. I 
feel that the tariff should not be a campaign issue; that 1's o : 
now Wiha 


be an issue among the party leaders; that they should know’ 
is wisest and best for our country, and doit without long agen 
and the disturbance of the business interests of our peo)''° 


I do not know what the leaders think about that because I have 
not consulted with them, but I believe that they will heat mn - 
the West upon that question, and when they do hear I think the 
will yield to the reasonable demands of our people. 1) ye 
at least, correct the present law, which requires our ™ aa she 

1 all th 
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e by-products for feed for our stock in the West. 


.s we need the 


sid cs ough of this for the present. 
Bu reat many Democrats—and I see some facing me that I think 
ay ion] of —are afraid of what is going to happen in this 
+e try. Let me assure them that nothing is going to happen 
aoa rious very soon, I want to congratulate the Democratic 
> vty iigelf on some improve ments that it has made. I was glad 
; «nd when I entered Congress for the first time this year that 
the D mocrats of Ohio had ‘made a vast improvement in exchang- | 
“a9 the hon rable Mr. Lentz for Judge BADGER of that State. 
fLangl er.] That seems to me one of the greatest improvements | 
their party has mat le within my ener 
— creat many Democrats are afraid that we are going to have 
an empire hers They are = to try to make that one of the | 
issues of the ni oni campaign. They tried to make it one before. 
Mr. Bryan said, in his speec h in New York the day before yester- 
day, that he greatly regretted the people did not take to that issue, 
and he will strive to keep that as a party issue. But, gentlemen, 
we have been getting rid of empires everajnce we were a Govern- 
ment. One by one we have driven them off the continent. 

You remem b x that we had a dispute with the King of England 
for a few years, and he let go of this part of the world and went 
away. 2 en we are soon to celebrate the purchase of Louisiana 
Territory from the first consul and soon-to-be Emperor of 
France. "We got rid of his dominion upon thiscontinent. It has 


been the policy of our people that they do not want an empire 

here. We bongs Florida, and got rid of more empire. We took 
a slice of Mexico, and got California and all that terri- 

ry vt ) the we aes and gr vdually got rid of the Spanish Em- 

re, Th nm we continued by purchas sing Alaska from Russia, 

nd got rid of another empire. 

And gain, one across the Pacific, we saw Queen Lil 


r 


T 
tor 
pl 
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on het thr ne, We told her to ‘‘ come off,’’ and we took her lit- 
tle country in ‘and have given liberty to her people. So, one by 
one, we have bee n getting rid of empires, and we are not going to 
make one of our country. Why, when our Government was 
formed our fathers hardly dared to leave the selection of Presi- 
dent, Senators, and Representatives to the people. For many 
years the Congressmen fixed the nominations for President. The 
people would not permit that to-day. 

In all our history w e have been steadily tending toward a gov- 
ernment immediately in the hands of the people. Out in the 


State of Minnesota we are coming, through our educational sys- 
tem of uplifting the common people, to the point that they under- 
stand quite as well as you or I what is the best interests of this 
country. Weare now beginning there what I think our southern 
brethren should begin soon— the consolidation of the country 
schools. We are taking half a dozen eountry districts and unit- 
ing them into graded schools, and we shall soon be teaching agri- 
culture in them also. 

Th ¢ man who teaches a graded school in the country can have 
his little farm by the side of the schoolhouse, and agric ulture can 


be ta ight while he is teaching the literary branches. And soon 
It will be possible for every boy and girl in Minnesota to secure a 
grade | schooleducation without leaving the parental roof. When 
this system is adopted by the whole country, North and South, 
East and West , you will find there will be no danger of making an 
em ei ade ir country, and every Democratic fear will be allayed. 
: But instead of making an empire we shall set, as we have ever 
BEL, 


an example to the other peoples of the earth in the building z 
of republics. I know that some object even to that. Gentle- 
men on the other side have said that the President acted a little 


too quickly on the Isthmus, in doing what eve rybody wanted 


a and incidentally giving aid and comfort to a Republic. 
pe . Te is not i Democrat on this floor who, if he had the 
a oa e, would not give that vote for the approval of the 
a Chae reaty and the building of the canal. The only objec- 
aa er hes ard raised to it was that by digging a canal 
Very seri 2 a sb; le two oceans into a combine, but that is nota 

Ir 18 Objection, [ Laughter. ] 
mae a nd ~ at itis pretty hard work for a Democrat to leave his 
the Ry ai ‘extending this formal invitation to him to come into 
is for hi m os 403 party and be one of us, I know how hard it 
Minnesota in 0 7 There is a little railroad down in southern 
few miles net in represented by one of my colleagues, a 
destination vith a daily mixed train that always gets to its 

ition too late for a connection. 
A |; ady who w as 


conductor the riding on this train one day complained to the 
many impor ro . the train was going too slow, and, finally, after 
rer nt or ta nition, asserted that she could walk faster than the 
did not mh ¢ The conductor retorted by asking her why she 
eT people res ae walk, and she said that she would do so, but 
aughtor nd not be looking for her until the train got in. 
emocrata = applause.} So I realize how hard it is for the 
ws tO get out and walk faster than their party is going, 
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as nobody will be looking for them; but nevertheless I extend the 
invitation in the kindliest spirit and with no feeling of hate. 

I was indeed a little sorry that we could not have leaders in 
this House upon the different sides both from one section of the 
country. In my reading of history I remember — a gentleman 
s been p tied against a gentleman from 


| the North, and my only regret is that the lend on the Republi- 


can side and the leader on the Democratic side were not both 
from the North or both from the South, that we might wipe out 


| these old sectional differences and forget them for evermore. 


Sometimes, unfortunately, the mere fact that the leaders live in 
these sections arrays the people behind them against each other, 
and I would gladly remove even this seeming hostility 

And now, in spite of all the pessimistic speeches we ; ive heard, 
I wish to suggest that the wor naj is getting better and brighter all 
the time. The conditions which existed a generation ago would 
not be tolerable now. You are raising more cotton in the South 
than you did with slave labor before the war, and you do not want 
to go back to that. The conditions in the South are happier to- 
day than ever before. 

We-heard some debate upon that yesterday, and w hile there 
may be some difference of opinion, I think if we throw all parti- 
sanship aside everyone will admit that the South is h: sppie rand 
more prosperous and her joy fires burning brighter to-day than 
ever before under any condition or under any party. 

Surely the North is more prosperous than it was ever before; 
the volume of our manufactures is greater, our consumption at 
home is greater, our exports one are greater than they we 


aA 


ever before, and the people are happier because everybody is 
prosperous, thus bringing stmt Sw of condition, and the real 
secret of happiness is, in my judgment, this equalit v of all ‘the 
people; and one of the reasons why the people of the North are a 
little happier than the people of the South is that there is more 


feeling of equality between all the people and less distinction, due, 
perhaps, to a more universal prosperiiy, and you can never have 
true happiness except where there is that feeling of equality 
toward the fellows with whom you associate. 

This feeling of equality is the sweetest happiness, and through 
the prosperity that we have experienced in the last six or eight 
years we have lifted up the laboring man until he has sufficient 
means to be on an equality with all of his fellows, even with his 
employer, and 

Mr. SCUDDER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 





The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BEDE. Certainly. 


Mr. SCUDDER. I would like to ask the gentleman whether 
that feeling of equality could possibly prevail where the races 
are different? 

Mr. BEDE. I could not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. SCUDDER. I would like to ask the gentleman whether 
that feeling of equality to which he has made reference is pos- 
sible where the races are different? I ask whether it could, in 
his opinion? 

Mr. BEDE. Well, I would hardly try to settle the race prob- 
lem here to-day. 

Mr.SCUDDER. I thoughtthe gentleman was tonching upon it. 


Mr. BEDE. No, no; Idid not. While my words might seem 
to refer to that, I did not mean to doso. I realize the § 1 has 
certain troubles of herown. We know that pecuiiar institutions 
make peculiar burdens. Fora few hundred years a certain part 
of our country had a peculiar institution that has brought its own 
peculiar burdens which they of that section must needs bear. «I 


for my part will never add one feather weight to the burden which 


is resting upon them. [Applause on the Democratic side.} And 
I have only invited you into the Republican party that we might 


help you to solve that proble rest. 
on the Republican side. | 

I think I have been in every Southern 
many Southern people. I know they are good people; and if the y 
were not, I would not invite them into the Republican party. 
The very fact that I invite them is an assurance that I believe 
they are the right kind of folks. 

Mr. THAYER. Our good friend has been inviting the Demo- 


m along with all the [Applause 


State. Ihave meta great 


crats to join the Republican party. I want to ask himif he is led 
to that desire from fear that a large part of the Republicans will 
vote against the stagnant party, the “stand pat’’ party, in the 


next Presidential election and come over with the 
Democratic party? 

Mr. BEDE. I would ask the gent 
whom he is going to nominate? 
side. | 

Mr. SCUDDER. Thatis going to be decided by the Democratic 
convention. 

Mr. THAYER. Ishould be pleased to answer the gentleman 
if I had the power in my hands to nominate, but in the Demo- 


progre ssive 


leman from Massachusetts 
{Laughter on the Republican 
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cratic party we have no bosses; we have no one man who nomi- 
nates the President. 

Mr. BEDE. Mr. Chairman, I liveina State in which they nomi- 
nate Congressmen by primaries, where all the people have a vote 
as to who shall be Con?ressman. 
section of the Democratic party in New York where Congressmen 
are sent to Washington by appointment. [Laughter on the Re- 
publican side.] I understand there are certain others of this 
House that would try to exclude a great many people from the 
right of suffrage. I never heard of a Republican introducing a 
bill to repeal the thirteenth, fourteenth, or fifteenth amendment, 

Now, lam not going to say whether these amendments were 
right or wrong when they were passed. I am merely going to 
say to you that we elected a President that was taken away from 
us in 1865, and we might have done differently or have done the 


party believes that evenif mistakes have been made the best way 
to right them is to go ahead and not to back up. 

As I have already intimated, it is far from my heart to say one 
word that would be a burden to gentlemen from the Southern 
States. I know we have had a great many people in Minnesota 
from the South, not alone from Southern States like Virginia— 
my predecessor in this House was from that State. We have had 
good friends from Missouri, too. We had friends from Missouri 
who came up there and introduced the Missouri system of finance. 
[Laughter. ] 

They.distributed money on horseback, and we kept them there 
for twenty-five years. [Renewed laughter.] We do not let any 
Missourians get away when they come to us with malice afore- 
thought. We have a sort of hospitality and try to keep them 
there, and try to reciprocate the kindness that we know would 
be extended to us in that great Commonwealth, one of the best 
and one of the most abused States in the Union. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. BEDE. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What did you do with the mayor 
of one of your great cities in Minnesota? Is he in for twenty-five 
years or for life? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BEDE. He is not in yet, and I hope he is innocent. He 
was recently a Democrat and had been a Republican only for six 
et when he was convicted. [Laughter on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That shows whata good man does 
when he gets into bad company. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BEDE. We hadn’t had time to reform him. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. "Will the gentleman yield ina 
good-natured way? 

Mr. BEDE. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. How much advantage has the 
gentleman over this mayor that he refers to? 

Mr. BEDE. Let me say to the gentleman, and to this side of 
the House as well, that the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. HEPBURN, 
received my first vote in the campaign of 1880. I want to admit 
frankly, and you will see it in my biography in the Directory, 
that I voted the Democratic ticket a few times, and I know how 
hard it is. [Laughter.] My first vote and my last vote were 
Republican, but in the meantime I voted the Democratic ticket, 
and it is necessarily the mean time when you do a thing like that. 
{Great laughter. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Instead of that being a mean 
time for the gentleman, wasn’t it a tolerably good time? Wasn’t 
he United States marshal during that time? 

Mr. BEDE. Iwas United States marshal fora very few months.. 
I served during the war of the strikes in 1894, and then resigned, 
a thing which proves that I was nota real Democrat. [Laughter 
and applause on the Republican side. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have been saying a great many things. 
I came here with no set talk to make, and had not intended to 
take up the time of the House. But let me add that the Demo- 
cratic party has been reaching out for the Populist vote of the 
West, while often ridiculing the Populists, and yet they speak, as 
the gentleman recently did speak on this floor, of our abusing Mr. 
Bryan. I readin a Democratic paper in St. Louis not many years 
ago of a Populist convention, and that paper described the Popu- 
lists as ‘‘an aimless and useless caterwampus of nincompoopic 
gabsquirts and rapscallions.”” [Laughter.] 

We have never said anything so mean against anybody that we 
have been trying to get into our party, and I shall not say any- 
thing so mean against any gentleman on that side of the House 
or any man that you may seek to nominate as a Presidential can- 
didate for your party. I know Mr. Bryan personally and well, 
and have the highest regard for him. I believe that heis sin- 
cere, and all the more dangerous because he is sincere. I know 
Mr. Cleveland fairly well. I think he is one of the great men of 
the country. 


I believe that ultimately his Administration will be looked upon | Rome on a modern railroad train—made in America, 





| do as much? 
I understand there is a certain | 


; 2 | cradle and a sickle. 
same thing in a better way had he lived; but the Republican | 











| to shine for the farmers up there and does help a little }y; 


| cies that help the sunshine. 
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as one of the best in our history, though it is one that the Dum, 
crats themselves now abuse the most. Now, if I am willir a 
forgive both Mr. Cleveland and Mr. Bryan, will you ieee aa 
[Laughter on the Republican side.] I wan 4: 

to be an era of good feeling. I want you to love one anos 
to love us, and stop sitting up nights hating each other jy, . 
own party. Wedo notdo that out in Minnesota. To be en». . 
have pretty long daysin the summer, and the sun sits yp » 


& to 
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prosperity, I admit; but it is due largely to the Repub! 


{Laughter. ] 

Besides, we have got improved machinery out there, T romom 
ber distinctly as a boy on the Western Reserve in Ohio that thu. 
used to cut their grain with a scythe and with an old-fashioya3 

We do not do that now. You can | 
anything to a farmer in Minnesota that he can not sit doy 
{Laughter.] Things are coming our way. 

I saw a farmer in the district of the chairman of th’s com; 
tee [Mr. TAWNEY], in the southern portion of Minnesota, a year 
so ago, who was out cultivating his corn along the roadsije aya 
one of the rural mail carriers, on a route the gentleman froyy Win. 
nesota had had established, came along and handed the farmer his 
morning paper and his letters as he was cultivating hiscrop, jt, 
had an umbrella or a sort of canopy over his cultivator. a j 
went along reading his newspaper and cultivating his mind, 
he was cultivating the soil, and that is why you get that sort 
gentleman from thatsortof a district. (Laughter andapy) 

I am only asking you Democrats to be full-fledged Ameri 
just tocome in out of the wet while you wait, and be like us, | 
in the West I saw a few years ago a little party of gentlem 
talking of their different nationalities, for we have cyeryt! 
there, and among the gentlemen was a Scotchman, an Englis 
man, a German, an Italian, and finally they came to one fe! 
who said that he was a Norwegian, but that he had been “: 
tralized.’’ [Prolonged laughter. ] 

I am willing you should be Democrats if you will just be “ neu. 
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tralized,’”’ just be full-fledged Americans and belong to the whole 
country. Once upon a time I know there was a little difference 
between the North and the South, and then every relative I had on 
earth over 18 years of age wasin the Union Army. My good old 


father is sleeping over here in Arlington to-day, but that does not 
make me hate any man that comes from the South. 

The statute of limitations has run on that business, so far as! 
am concerned, and I am willing to take you into full fellowship 
just to let you disband and get rid of your two-thirds rule, andin 
four years come out and elect for President the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. WILL1AMs],if you can. I want to find some way 
to promote him. [Laughter and applause.] And the world is 
not so bad as it has been pictured by some of those boys who were 
talking recently. When they have lived longer they will see things 
differently. 

I used to think sometimes myself that things were not just right, 
and I have not the slightest doubt now that I could run this 
try better than it ever was run, but there are a lot of you fellows 
who will not let me have my own way, so I have to compromise 
with about 80,000,000 people, and it is pretty hard to lead the 
country exactly right when one is compromising with so many. 
But there will be no danger tothe country while I am here inom 
gress. I won’t let anything happen on this side. [Applaus:aué 
laughter. } 

Sothrow away your fears and throwaway all those old socia.1s° 
doctrines that you can not put in practice here. We have #0 
to run the Government, and to do so we must have five or 
hundred millions of dollars a year, or else wecan not go down sont 
and scoop out the rivers thatare too shallow and bank up thos? 


that aretoo deep. We are doing everything that you want 0s" 
do, and we can not do it without an abundant revenue, and wie 
you are putting on that’abundant revenue let us put if on wie” 
it will do the American laborer the most good. [Applause on™ 
Republican side. ] = a 

The world in a sense is smaller than it ever was. Didyou*™ 


stop to think of that? I see a gentleman here from Lou 
Now, when the battle of New Orleans was fought down 10 * 
State in 1815 peace had been declared for two weeks in Hari’; 
and the world had not heard of it this side of the A‘! mn, 
we could have gone on killing Englishmen for a couple of mou\ 
before the news got here. It does not travel that way 20. 


in lis 


In 1898, when Dewey lined up his ships for battle 1 we 
harbor, I am told that fact traversed 20,000 miles, over conn” 
and under seas, and was ticked into the White House ® - 
Washington in just thirty-five minutes. The world mon’ 
is getting smaller, and we are getting closer together, 2m" " 

| country is becoming a world power with interests co! a aes 
|mankind. Just at the close of the Spanish war a fricn¢ Paris 1 
who was rather opposed to expansion, was going !T a i Ww 


‘ 
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, industrial system, by the way, and shipped across 
and on that train he fell in with General Garibaldi, 
ntleman he thought was a Scotchman at first by his 
and in talking over American affairs and our vic- 
li asked what America was going to do now. 

did not know. He was pretty modest, as every 
American was before the Spanish war. But General Garibaldi 
said “You have become a world power, whether you will or 
a + gaid he, ‘* There is not a meeting of a cabinet in a capi- 
tal of Europe but the first question asked on any subject that 
srises is, What will the United States of America say about it? 
‘hy do business unless they know what our opinion is. 
The thought of America is to-day dictating the political thought 
of theworld. Wehave lifted our standard higher than any other 
nation, and we are teaching other nations how to lift theirs. 


_— 


Republicat 
the ocean 
of Italy, @ & 
conv ysation 
tory Garibal 
My friend 


¢ 


They can not 


[ Applause. | 

R We oa ted a Republic here; and Mexico followed; and the States 
of Central and South America followed Mexico. Then we threw 
the Monroe doctrine around them; and Monroe was a pretty good 
Democrat. And as we had ‘‘an era of good feeling ’’ under Mon- 
yor, why can you not come in now and make ‘‘an era of good 
feeling’ under Roosevelt? Just make it unanimous this year for 
once! [Laughter.] You have not done anything so remarkable 
orsignificant inalong while. It will rid youof all your bitterness 
and save you a lot of medicine. 

Get all this vinegar out of you. Come in, and we shall have 
the jolliest time in this Congress that you ever knew. And then 
four years from now you can segregate yourselves and select a 
leader that isa leader. Let us not have any dispute over the sil- 
yer or gold standard, because that question is academic. The 
world has moved along. The gold standard is here to stay, 
whether Mr. Bryan wills it or not. 

Just come in and be good natured about it. Do not make any 
more of these bitter speeches. It does not pay. They may read 
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fused to be helped. Now, go to your friends and tell them to pass 
that treaty. Tell them to let the work begin, to let Republican 
progress march on, and it will be for the uplifting of your States 
more than it will for mine. The South has more at stake in the 
Panama Canal than any other part of the Union. The city of 
New York, the city of Baltimore, and a few Atlantic coast towns 
are the only ones that have any great interest in it, and we are 

ress of 
the nation, and incidentally for the uplifting of the commerce of 
the South. 


I look for that time when New Orleans will be one of the great 


| cities of our continent, perhaps the greatest exporter upon our 


continent. I look for Mobile to have a marvelous growth. and 
the building of that canal and the development of the Mississippi 


| may reach in its blessings to St. Louis, and perhaps through the 


well down in the South, just as some bitter speeches on our side | 


may read well in the North. But they will not read well after a 
while. They may be ‘‘a good enough Morgan for the campaign,”’ 
but that is not the kind of stuff to educate young America on. 


It seems to me that the interests of this country are too great to | 


permit us to give up our time to these petty wrangles, and I look 
rward with impatient joy to that good time coming when all 
ese little whirlpools of earthly hate shall be lost in the great 
wean of God’s love. There are other points that I would like to 
raise, but I see my time has been exhausted. 

Mr. HEMENWAY, Go ahead, you can have all the time you 
want. 

Mr. BEDE. 


Thank you. I would like to suggest to this House, 


| bocco, and did a lot of things. 


not alone to one side of it, that the Monroe doctrine to which I | 


have referred is just as big as the United States Navy, and no 


bigger. [Applause on the Republican side.] If you should 
destroy our Navy to-day you would have no Monroe doctrine to- 
morrow. If you build up the Navy you extend the Monroe doc- 
tmne, and you can do as you will with it. 

[ believe that the p icy of this nation, if we are to be a great 
hation among the others of the world, is to have such a Navy as 
will enforce those laws that we have laid down, or else withdraw 
the law and not pretend toitsenforcement. I am not pretending 
tosay how much this House or any House shall spend for that pur- 
pose; but I am here to say that the people of the West stand for 

hat thought: that they are willing you should do whatever is 
reasonable to help to make this the greatest nation in the world, 
as we think our State is the best, if not the greatest, in this Union. 

I may be excused if I tell some of my friends here that we have 
a school fund of $15,000,000 in our State that we use in the man- 


drainage canal even to Chicago itself. And when all these plans 
for progress have been carried out the South will then approve of 
Republican policies, and it might just as well come in and vote 
for them now. [Laughter. | 

Oh, we have heard some very pessimistic talk from the other 


side, but the world is not very bad after all. I have heard fel- 
lows find fault before. I met a friend of mine once who was 
kicking very hard. He had just came out of a saloon. He told 


me he had been buying some lining for his underclothes. 
[Laughter.] Why, he said: 

That his horse went dead and his mule went lame, 

And he lost six cows in a poker game; 

Then a hurricane came on a summer day 

And blew the house where he lived away; 

And an earthquake came when that was gone 

And swallowed the land that the house stood on. 

Then the tax collector, he came ‘round, 

And charged him up with the hole in the ground. 

{Laughter. ] 

He thought that was carrying the single tax a little too far. 
{[Laughter.| But if you could analyze his case, and analyze the 
case of all complainers and kickers, you would find that out of a 
hundred of them at least ninety ought to go out and kick them- 
selves. They do not improve the opportunities they have, the 
opportunities that lie at their doors. 

I have had occasion to go out in my State to induce the farmers 
to build creameries. It is sometimes the hardest thing in the 
world to induce people to do the thing that is for their own inter- 
est. I have gone into little places in the backwoods where they 
kept two or three cows, and set the milk on a shelf in the living 
room, where they discussed Democratic politics and chewed to- 
And when they brought their 
butter into town you could taste every member of the family, 
[Great laughter. } 

They did not meet halfway the opportunities that they had. 
That is the complaint I have against you Democrats over there. 
You have now an opportunity and a cordial invitation to vote the 
Republican ticket, and you refuse. You have an opportunity to 


| upbuild the South and make it as prosperous as Pennsylvania and 


iacture of citizens; $15,000,000 with which we are buying the | 


bonds of other States, 
would that eve 
the ed 
great Commonwealth. 
vant : 1s di wn there, and must needs have it. 
night he a were lighter than they are, and that your progress 
mn aes but I urge again that the next quarter century 
it has k I _ an policies will give to the South more progress than 
~~ sown in the last hundred years. 
of on tee tee by a civil war; you have had the burden 
away. and aa = a oo to uplift. One generation has passed 
want to build th only now coming into your inheritance. 
at the ; 
oe oe oo of the Capitol is holding it back. Why not pass 
that cans] it oi oe work begun? When we first talked of 
get to Europe: . "5 ~ built so that the Pacific coast States could 
going to dis ti om the Senate has been talking, and now we are 
& the canal so that the Atlantic States and the South 
t. The world has turned around while the 
alking about these things. [Laughter. ] 
een trying to help you for a long time, but you re- 


invested in a permanent school fund. I 
ry State of the South had as simple a problem in 


Can get to the ( rient. 
Senate has been t 
€ have } 


ueation of its youth, black and white, as we have in our 
I know that you have the double stand- | 
I would that | 


We | 
ld the Panama Canal to help you, and yet your party | 


Ohio, and you decline to do so. I sincerely hope that in another 
generation there will be more spindles in the Southern States than 
in all the rest of the world. I want to see every waterfall in 
Dixie turning spindles and giving employment to blacks and whites 
alike. [Loud applause. ] 

I want to see you so prosperous that you will indorse what I am 
saying now. [Laughter.] Why, when I hear one of those Dem- 
ocratic speeches it reminds me of an incident that occurred once 
in a little western town where a‘ Mr. Day’’ was wedded to a 
‘*Miss Week,”’ and a great many people regretted the loss of 
time. [Laughter.] But a country editor who had a penchant 
for poetry removed all sorrow, if he did not dry every eye. with 
the lines: 

A Week is lost; a Day is gained, but why should we complain, 
For soon there will be Days enough to make the Week again. 

[Great laughter. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
man? 

Mr. BEDE. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. On behalf of the history of lit- 
erature, I would like to have it go into the Recorp that George 
D. Prentice was the author of those immortal lines. 

Mr. BEDE. I am glad to pay any tribute to the memory of 
George D. Prentice, and may every Democrat be as happy as he. 
I know that the Democratic party needs a good deal of my advice. 
|Laughter.| I have given it a great deal in my own State when 
I belonged to it [laughter] and when I did not. And I think I 
can speak more convincingly, as I can more impartially, than if 
I did not know the burden of its song. 

It is hard for the Southern people to vote the Democratic 
ticket and at the same time to believe in the gold standard; to 
believe in the Monroe doctrine that we are carrying out; to be- 
lieve in the Panama Canal; to believe in our expansion policy in 


May I interrupt the gentle- 
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the Philippines, and to believe in protection, as many of them do. 
I have talked with business men in New Orleans and in Mobile who 
believe on all these questions as I do, but when it comes to elec- 
tion they do not vote asIdo. This, I think, is due to their envi- 
ronment, and I am willing to go down there and help them to 
change things. I would that the South might enjoy every bless- 
ing kiown to the people of my State. You, gentlemen, are bear- 
ing your own peculiar burdens, and it is perhaps not practical 
for the Federal Government to do anything to aid you in this. 
That progress is most secure which we achieve for ourselves. 





But I do feel, as one of our writers has said, that ‘ he serves his | 
and it 


99 


country best who joins the tide that bears her nobly on, 
is the Republican party that bears it on to-day. Without bitter- 
ness, without upbraiding, without condemning you for the past, 
or blighting your hopes for the future, I merely ask you to come 
in to the enlarged blessing that we so richly enjoy and avoid the 
useless expense of a campaign this year. |Laughter,] 

You can not elect anything. [|Laughter.] It is no use trying 
that. There are a few people, as I said in New York, who want a 
President that will let them ‘*‘ do”’’ folks, but we insist upon a Presi- 
dent that will let us do things. 
President and are willing you should share in the triumph. We 
are going to carry the Eastern States, as we have always done. 
Weare going to carry the West, because we can not help it. The 
election there will ‘ie nothing but a supplementary census. 
{Laughter.] That Bureau, you know, has become permanent 
now. So there is no use of all the expense and worry and trouble 
on your part without any results, and therefore I close as I began. 
by extending to you this sincere and formal invitation to disband 
and come into our ranks. 

I do not wish to say one word that would give you sorrow. I 
feel that the stars and bars of the old Confederacy, justly pre- 
served as the fondest heirloom of a proud and gallant people, to 
be kissed and caressed by loving generations yet unborn, became 
a thousand times more sweet when, as an emblem of earthly 
power, baptized in flame and embalmed in pathetic story, it was 
furled forever. 

And now another and more beautiful flag floats over every foot 
of our broad land and over a myriad islands of the sea. Begin- 


Weare going to get our kind of a | 
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| the South has been whispered for years into the 
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Oa 
the magnificent and glorious deeds of their noble sons. and Iw 
dered if there was a patriotic American who could read th: a 
scriptions and not feel a proud inspiration that it was 4 spl > 
tribute to American courage. 

I believe in that sentiment, and I say now to the distingyiy, 
gentleman from Illinois that the ‘‘story”’ of the prospe site 
hearts of th. 
watchful, patient, and long-suffering people of th: Somth be 
given to them a gladness, courage, and hope that they have»... 
realized before. Mr. Chairman, I am not going to diseyss 4 
hackneyed and worn subject of the race problem, save ag Jovi), 
connected with the industrial.growth of the South. [ jel: 
even now that too much has been said on that subject of a , 
tional partisan character. ‘‘ Let us alone”’ jin the South, andy 
far as the logic of our industrial progress and improvement a) 
development is concerned we will settle peaceably, quietly. thy 
great question. I hope there is no gentleman on eit}e, side of 
this Chamber who feels otherwise than that this question, ¢)jxj 
the ‘“‘negro problem,” ought to be settled peaceably, quietly, yy) 
with due regard to the material interests of tiie South anj the 
peace of the country at large. That which I will mention first joa) 
me to believe that the progress, development, and growing jnjys. 
trial interests of the South is fast settling that question. 

Noman doubts the fact that when the negro becomesa very sal] 
minority in the South and white people take his place in the wo 
shops, the mines, and the cultivation of the lands, that that is4|igy 
step in the direction of settling the so-called “negro prob] y, 
Now, what are the factsabout this? Whatisit that has contri 





€ndid 


uls 


> Never 


oer 
Pm iCALly 


'an important part to this wonderful prosperity, present and fp. 


ture, in the South? Iam glad, Mr. Chairman, yes, 1 rejoice, 
be able tostand here and say that in my humble opinion thes 
to-day stands upon the threshold of a greater growth and 
perity than the most favored section of the world has eve 
ized. We feel it in the atmosphere. We see it in the w 


| equaled opportunities and advantages that the South hold 


the world for profitable investment. The attention of the) 


| country—yes, even of the world—is fixed on our section. 1) 


ning with thirteen feeble colonies, it has extended its domain to | 


forty-five great and powerful States, and Old Glory grows brighter 
and brighter in the sweet radiance of its own gathering stars. 
{[Applause. ] 
We invite you to share its blessings with us in the fullest 
measure, and to— 
Stand by the flag, all doubts and dangers scorning; 
Believe, with courage firm and faith sublime, 


That it shall float until the eternal morning 
Pales in its glories all the lights of time. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Grosvenor having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message, in writing, 
from the President of the United States was communicated to 
the House of Representatives by Mr. BARNES, one of his secre- 
taries. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty minutes to 
the gentleman from Alabama | Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I shall claim 
the attention of the committee but a few minutes, and that on a 
certain line of thought. Iam unwilling, Mr. Chairman, for the 
opportunity to pass and fail to put on record the facts and the 
incidents connected with the prosperity of the South that made 
it possible for the distirfguished gentleman from Illinois | Mr. 
BouTELL] to tell the beautiful tale, as he poetically names it, 
**The story of the South.”” Mr. Chairman, I concur in every 
word that the gentleman from Illinois said relative to the pros- 


in our own hands. 
| quiet solution of it than any other section of the Uiion. 1 


perity of the South, taken, though, as he said it was, and made | 


up by the work of the “scissors and the paste pot.’’ I believe, 
Mr. Chairman, that this prosperity had better be told by the facts 
and incidents that come from the growth of the great manufac- 
turing, agricultural, mineral, and timber interests of the South. 


| significant fact? 


means immigration will follow, and has now set in. 
points to commercial supremacy. The first significant fact that 
I call the attention of the committee to is this: (io to the las 
census, and what startling fact do you find there’? There wer 
24,500,000 acres of tillable land in the South that was culti 
in the twelve months preceding the publication of the census 
How was it cultivated? Who did it? It speaks more than wl 


All of t 


umes can tell of the wonderful changes that are going on in out 
industrial interests in the South. 


Out of that 24,500,000 acres of 
tillable cotton land, white men cultivated and raised cotton 0 
14,000,000 acres of it; 5,000,000 were cultivated by what wer 
known as “‘ managers’’ whoemployed negro labor. [s not thata 
Is it not more than a whisper in the ear ast 
progressand development of the South, a wholesome change! 
condition, and a certain solution of this vexed question o! 
problem? The idea and theory that worthy, good, intel! 


| respectable white people will not and can not cultivate and! 


ition and approval of every patriotic man, North and 
tention and roval of y patriot n, North a 


cotton and that negro labor alone can make cotton cultivation 4 
success is forever exploded. The South is tired and 
the continued agitation of domestic questions ca! 
tended to disturb the friendly relations between the white }' 
of the South and the negro. We welcome this movements 
piciously commenced to have white people cultivate the! 
ing lands of the South. We say this in nospirit of 

It is a change the significance of which ought to attract! 


wearl 
\ 

let } 

Li a 


And, as suggested just now, we of the South have that ques! 
We are more interested in the peacea 


connection I will take occasion to read a few clippings frome 
and influential northern newspapers that indicates wuat the" 
of public opinion in the North is in this great matter. 1t 
how public opinion is working on it. Iread from the Phila? 


7 


Record, a conservative, able, and leading newspaj'. |" 


| in the great ‘“‘ city of brotherly love ’—Philadelph 


| than a great leading newspaper. 


I say I believe that those facts can better be told and understood | 


by referring to these matters than taken from editorials in news- 
papers. No man on this floor responds more cheerfully and more 
cordially than I do to the liberal, noble, and patriotic sentiments 
that the accomplished gentleman so sincerely uttered when he 
said that he was glad to know that the bitterness and acrimony 
that were produced years ago by our great civil conflict had passed 
away. That sentiment finds a hearty response with the people of 
the South. I stood not many months since upon that bloodiest 
battlefield of the South—the battlefield of Chickamauga—and I 
read there the beautiful and patriotic inscriptions that the differ- 


ent States of the North and South had made, commemorative of | subject with northern people is that distance gave ¢ 


yf the 


catches more quickly and thoroughly the sentiment 0! 
Listen: 

The move in Maryland to disfranchise negroes, followin "D0! 
chisement in Virginia, is not without peril to the people o! 
as a result of it, there shall be a further African invasion ‘ 
heavy negro vote is already a political misfortune, contri! 6 
toward the continuance of misgovernment. It is also an U 
that the safety of life and property has been put at gre me nsec 
southern and eastern counties of Pennsylvania by the drift 


| undesirable negro element. It is quite possible that in the neat! alves 


peopie of this State may be obliged to take measures to pr un 
against further African intrusion. hadi 
: . ) Oo prow 
That is ominous, yet how true! ‘‘ Take measures a 1 di 
themselves against African intrusion,” says the } ay this 
not say in any spirit of levity that the trouble here: hantmedt 
TIC hi U - 








The question is drawing near to them now; and when 
+ does they Will solve it in the best way for the interests of them- 
yo mt +)eir families, and their States, just like the South is doing 


selves, th 


way: then. should the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. LAnpIs] 


complain so lustily, as he did in his remarks on the floor yester- 
day, about the constitutions of the different States in the South 
in seeking to protect themselves from that very element of citi- 


tothe negro. 


gens of which the Record says, ‘‘ Our heavy negro vote is already a 
litical misfortune, contributing potentially toward the continu- 
a. of misgovernment.’’ Learn first to pluck the beam from 


your own eye, and then you can see more clearly to pluck the 


mote out of your brother’s eyes. I say this in the kindliest spirit. 
This is a question that we ought to discuss free from partisanship 
or prejudice. : , 

Now I will read another paragraph. I admit, Mr. Chairman, 
that the people of the South owe a debt of gratitude to the negro 


that we can never fully repay until the last old antebellum negro 
in the South has disappeared. We feel that and recognize it. 
Here is another item from the Pittsburg Dispatch. This, too, is 
a powerful public organ in shaping public opinion and in reflect- 
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ing it 

The vast majority of the negroes, especially those raised in the North, are | 
law-at » aud honest; but it does.seem when, whether through lack of 
t : for some other deficiency, a negro goes wrong his temperament 
le intoa recklessness and flagrancy of crime that has few parallels, and 
gl sa reversion to savagery. Ye emancipated the negroes over a gen- 





but we are confronted with the question whether as a nation 
re careful enough to provide them with the moral education necessary 
serve them from relapse into ignorance of all moral laws. 


rae 


“ His temperament leads him into a recklessness and flagrancy 
of crime that has few parallels,”’ etc. 
Why, Mr. Chairman, what severer criticism could I make on 


the negro than that? I refer to it simply to show that there is a 
drift of public opinion on this subject that will soon relegate the 
negro question to the shades of the rear. 

rhese are the sentiments coming from the leading newspapers 


of the North, and my judgment is that to-day we recognize that 
the conservative public sentiment of the North stands strongly 
disposed to let this question alone, and let the South solve its own 
problem for itself. They realize that they have in the North a 
problem tosettle far greater than the South has in the settlement 
of the negro problem. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. With pleasure. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I would like to ask whether in the opinion of 
the gentleman the tide of European immigration that almost 
llows great prosperity in any section of the land will 
not naturally tend to the South, and perhaps, as we all hope, in a 
few years settle this question naturally? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I say that it not only tends 
to go there, but it is actually going there now; and I am here to- 
(ay speaking more as an immigration agent for the South than in 
any other capacity. I believe that when the white people com- 
mence to raise cotton and explode the old idea that nobody but a 
hegro can raise it—that when that takes place the negroes will 
necessarily be scattered throughout the whole country and immi- 
gration will come bountifully into the South. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman yield to 


alWavs I 


» 
4ul 


aa. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Certainly, =. 
_ “tr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. There is an immigration com- 
ing into the South, but it is coming mainly from the Middle West 
and the Northwestern States. In Louisiana there has been some 
uunigration of Italians, mainly from middle Italy. They have 
ade certain parts of Louisiana in the sugar belt bloom like a 


r se garden, cultivating the very ditches and banks, and getting | 
7 i more out of the land for everybody, as well as for them- | 


ves, than the incompetent negro population has ever been able 
to do, _We do not apprehend very much from the European im- 
migration generally. We expect that other immigration agents 
ca ~ nt toa frighten them off with statements about the 
from a wun ‘But we are getting a magnificent class of men 
ae Michigan, W isconsin, Illinois, Indiana, and Ohio, and 

se men, I am glad to say, within two or three years after they 


a there, whether Democrats or Republicans, are Southerners to 
e ba 


O14] . 
— her n States to-day. 
laces BOK CELL. May we not hope to encourage the European 
mmigration? : 

Mr. RIC . 
patri sai ‘HARDSON of Alabama. So that we get honest, good. 
Whereve, intelligent citizens for our country, let them come from 


t they may, I will tell you the fact, Mr. Chairman, in 


referey a . . . . ~ . 

eas : oy (Oe white men cultivating 14,500,000 of tillable 
Sata oe 2 outh, has been to drive the negro to the cities and 
underst iG there to become vagrants and criminals. No man will 


and me as including all negroes in that class. It would 


vone, and more ultra than are our own people in the | 
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be untrue and unjust for me todo so. We have a large number 
of worthy, intelligent, respectable negroes who spurn and con- 
demn the vagrant and criminal class of their own race and do not 
associate with them. This class of negroes are respected by all 
the people of the South. 

It is for that reason that the South has taken such a strenuous 
position on the subject of vagrants being allowed to vote. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, does not the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. RICHARDSON] believe that the holding of a large per 
cent of the population in the position of serfs rather than of cit!- 
zens drives away, in point of fact, the intelligence and valuabie 
emigration from Europe? Is it not a fact that the discriminati: n 
by law against the citizenship of the colored man is one of the 
strong obstacles in the way of the coming to the South of the im- 
migration that has been coming to this country that is valuable— 
the German, and especially the Scandinavian? Now, one other 
thing. These people who are going from Ohio and Michigan and 





| so forth into the South are going there, are they not, simply to de- 


velop your resources with their money; and is it not a fact that 
the population coming from these States, which the gentleman 
has enumerated, into the Southern States, are going there by reason 
of the purchase of timber, as in the State of Arkansas. and of 
many things—timber, coal, and iron—as in the State of Alabama, 
and all that? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Oh, no: not at all. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Do they not go as laborers for the north- 
ern capitalists who are developing that country? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. They come there, the great 
majority of them, for the purpose of buying small farms and cu!- 
tivating them themselves. Thatis preeminently the case in tie 
Tennessee Valley, that I have the honor to represent on the fioor of 
this House; and not only that, but these men that come there 
from Ohio and from North and South Dakota and from other 


| Northern States, almost to a man of the number that were there, 


voted for the new constitution of Alabama which disfrancuises, 


| as you say, the negro, 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. RICHARDSON] will excuse me, in further answer to 
the question of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosvENoR], | 
would state that there are whole towns of these people. They ure 
forming colonies, like, for instance, Hammond, La., and Rich- 
land, Miss., and several others; and that the people go there to 
live, not merely to invest capital. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Yes: they are forming colo- 
nies in some of the counties in my district. They have a mag- 
nificent colony in Cullman, in the district just below me, and 
that is taking place all over that section of the South. They are 
purchasing farms, and our own native white population are buy- 
ing and cultivating small farms. 

Mr. WILEY of Alabama. If the gentleman will excuse me, I 
would like to make a statement. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Certainly. 

Mr. WILEY of Alabama. I want to say that in my district, in 
Baldwin County, there is a large colony of gentlemen, compose 
almost exclusively of people from Ohio and Illinois. They s 
that the atmosphere of that county is very similar to that of Cal- 
ifornia. They have small farms, and they constitute one of the 
best parts and a splendid part of our citizenship, and we welcome 
them to our borders. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ifthe gentleman will allow me.I want to 
say that I ask these questions only for information. I have no 
opinion on the subject. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Certainly; and if Ican answer 
any questions I will do so cheerfully. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ihave been answered, and I am delighted, 
and it is the most hopeful lifting of the curtain that I have ex- 
perienced in many days. Just let that immigration go on. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. And it settles the race ques- 
tion—just what we say it willdo. Let usalone. Do not criticise 
us when you are complaining and stand in dread of the same class 
of people invading the State of Pennsylvania and other Northern 
States. Thatis what I contend for, and nothing more than that. 
I say that I would hate to find a man upon the floor of the House 
of Representatives of the American Congress who wants the 
race question settled otherwise than peaceably and without sec- 
tional friction. TaketheSouth to-day. Whatsection of this Union 
is more interested in the maintenance of law and order than that 
section? We are just budding into a growth and prosperity that 
challenges the admiration and wonder of the world. Why is it. 
then, that people think we want disturbance and conflict? Let 
us alone and we will settle the question and settle it to the strength 
and glory of the American Union. [Applause. | 

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman to 
yield just one more time. I dislike very much to interrupt him. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Not at all; Iam glad to be 
interrupted by the gentleman. 
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Mr. BOUTELL. I want to revert just one moment to some- | It is just such facts as these that will enable the North to yy 


thing that seemed to be intimated in the remark made by the gen- | 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wiriu1aMs], that there was some | 
sinister opposition in some way to European immigration into the 
South. Now, we all know that immigration, if unrestrained, 
flows along isothermal lines. I would like to have both sides of | 
this House join hands to-day in sending word to the people of 
northern Italy and southern Germany and southern France that 
they will find no better spot on earth, with climate similar to their 
own, to go to than the Southern States of this Republic. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I think that to be the truth. 

Mr. BOUTELL. And if there is any factor that is preventing 
that sort of immigration—if there is any influence at work to | 
discourage it—I should like to have it disclosed here on the floor 
of the House that an end may be put to it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. What we need is vigorous | 
action against anything that would operate in that way as a dis- 
couragement. I believe that the sentiments expressed by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. BouTELL] are the genuine sentiments 
of his heart; that he believes that whenever white men take the 
place of the negro and the negroes are scattered in minorities 
throughout the Union it will make a settlement of the negro prob- 
lem, and make it in a proper way. We do not object to that 
disposition. It will help matters powerfully for the Northern 
States to take some of our negro population. The subject will 
then be understood. More opposed to a wholesale colonization 
of the negroes of the South. ® 

Now I go one step further in reference to the beautiful ‘*‘ story ”’ 
that my friend from Illinois so splendidly and in such chaste and 
beautiful words related on the floor of the House the day before 
yesterday—a story to which I listened with a great deal of interest. 

Let us look and see what the South is really doing. Itis amar- 
vel to a man who will study it; it creates the profoundest surprise 
when he takes hold of the question and presents it to his mind in 
a comparative manner. I have taken occasion, in the short time 
that I have had to look into this matter, to hunt up some of the 
facts. Of course, I can only refer in a limited way to statistics. 
In considering this question no fair-minded man will pretend to | 
deny that the South only got on its feet, was only in a position to | 
do something for itself about the year 1880—I will not go back, be- | 
cause it would look as if I was seeking political purposes; I will | 
not go back tocompare Democratic administration in Alabama | 
or any other Souhtern State with Republican administration after | 
the war and during reconstruction. Is there a man on the floor | 
of this House on either side who would say for a moment that the 
South to-day would be realizing this prosperity and hoping for a | 
continuance and increase in the future if negro votes controlled | 
in any of the Southern States? Not a man in the South would in- 
vest a dollar in either of those States; not a dollar from the North 
would be invested there. 
vative. patriotic, and intelligent, are administering the laws of 
those States is what has brought about our improved condition | 
and guarantees and insures an unlimited prosperity in the early 
future. 

Twenty years ago the South manufactured in her mills but little 
more than 10 per cent of the cotton that she raised. What does 
she do now? 


cent of the cotton that she raises. What does that mean? 


does it signify? Nothing hostile, nothing unkind, nothing un- 
friendly. The northern man, like the southern man, is seeking 
his bestadvantage and opportunity to realize upon the money that 
he invests. We have the climate, we have opportunities and ad- 
vantages superior to the North for the manufacture of our cotton. 
Thatisall that it means. Listen tothis. It tells the story better 
than the gentleman from Illinois can tell it and far better than I 
can, I take it from the Manufacturers’ Record: 


In industrial interests the progress of the South has been even more strik- 
ing. In 1880 that section had $257,244,561 invested in manufacturing; by 1900 
this had increased to $1,153.202,368, a gain of $895,757,804, or 348 per cent. For 
the same period the capital invested in manufacturing in the whole country 
had increased from $2,790,272,606 to $9,891,486,500, equal to a gain of 252 per 
cent. The value of the products of southern factories advanced from $457,- 
454.777 in 1880 to $1,463,643,177 in 1900, a gain of $1,006,188,400, or 219 per cent. | 
During the same period the value of the products of manufacture for the 
whole country increased only 142 per cent. In 1880 the South had $21,976,000 
invested in cotton manufacturing, with 180 mills having 667,000 spindles; this 
industry now counts more than 750 mills with a total of 7,500,000 spindles and 
a capital of about $175,000,000. 

In 1891 the consumption of cotton in northern mills was 2,027,362 bales and 
in southern mills 604,661 bales. In 1902 the consumption in northern mills 
was 2,050,174 bales, practically the same as in 1891, and in southern mills 
1,937,891 bales, or three times as much as in 1891. The increase in capital in- 
vested in cotton manufacturing interests in the United States was from 
$208,000,000 in 1880 to $460,000,000 in 1900, a gain of 120 per cent. For the same 

veriod the increase in the South was 413 per cent. Since 1900 the increase has 
pen so rapid in the South that this difference has been still more marked. 
In 1880 the South made 397,000 tons of pigiron. In 1902 it made over 3,000,000 | 
tons. From a production of 6,000,000 tons of coal in 1880 the South’s output 
advanced to over 60,000,000 tons in 1902. Thelumberindustry increased from 
6,625 establishments in 1880, with a capital of $23,546,076, to 14,062 establish- 
ments, with a capital of $181,702,526, in 1900. 


| lation, not in recognition of anything that is unbecoming to us 


The fact that the white people, conser- | 


In that short space of time in the life of our Repub- | 
lic, she to-day manufactures in her own mills more than 50 per | 
What | 


— 


understand the South. That is what we need. These are the 
facts that will break down the walls of sectional feeling and yj. 

| understanding. vi 
Take the town where I have the pleasure to live and a few vears 
since we had but one cotton mill. To-day there are nine. * 6, 


of those, the largest of the South, established by capital from Loy. 
ell, Mass., will, when it completes its plant, bring there, as ha 
been conservatively estimated, a population of 14,000 people 7 
just received the news this morning that the tenth factory wast, 
be erected there, at Huntsville, Ala. Home capital is inyos | 
there also in large amounts. All the mills are doing wel) and 
prospering. 

Just before I left home an estimate was made of the annnal 
value of the products of the cotton mills at that place. What do 
you_suppose it was? Four million seven hundred and fifty (hoy. 
sand dollars. Do you think that people who are prosperous jy 
that way want to be disturbed in their ordinary life transactions 
and business by arousing the population on some inflamma)je 
project and destroying the peace and quietude that capital 4 


| mands wherever it is interested? 


Why, Mr. Chairman, we have more reason or inducement in 
the South to observe the law and do what is right—to observe tho 
statutes of the Government and follow a wise business and prudent 
public policy—than any other section of this Union. Not in humil- 
men of honor and courage, but to advance our own interests, to 
advance our pecuniary welfare; and in doing that we shall find 
you let us alone, a solution of this vexatious problem about the 
negro. We shall find it peacefully and quietly settled. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us go a little further. What is the 
South doing in addition in regard to this cotton question? W) 
sir, there are 110,000,000 spindles in the world, and the Sou 
States furnish 75 percent of the cotton that runs those 110,000). 
spindle s. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
further time? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
cient? 

Mr. RICHARDSON 
than that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
time is left to our side? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Powers of Massachusetts in 
One hundred and eleven minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Very well; I yield fifteen mi 
utes more to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Ricna 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, I am much obliged to the 
gentleman. 

As I was about to say, of those 110,000,000 spindles, the S 
to-day has 8,500,000. Does any man think we are going to fold 
our arms, sit still, and use no further energy to advance the prog: 
ress which has begun? Do you think that the men who have put 
their money in these enterprises will sit supinely down and fold 
their arms? No, sir. 

We stand to-day on the threshold of the most remarkable pros- 


Does the gentleman desire 


Yes, sir. 

Will five minutes be s 
of Alabama. I should like longer t 
Mr. Chairman, how 1 


tha chair 
vLilt i ‘ 


| perity of any, even the most favored, parts of the world. It will 
| be only a few years—mark my words—when the South will man- 
ufacture in itsown mills every bale of cotton that is raised there. 


Why, that time is coming. We feel it in our veins. The south 
ern people are encouraged. They feel hopeful, and they know 
that they are going to prosper. When that takes place whats 
going to be the result? The Southconsumes in her own mills the 
cotton that is produced in her own fields. The world will be ce 
manding then not less than 15,000,000 bales of cotton for the sup- 
ply, because the demand for cotton goods and cotton 1s increas 
ing throughout the world. What wealth it will bring to \. 
When that day comes these white laborers that I aim talking about 
that will occupy or cultivate nearly the entire acreage of te 
South will be the men who will build up the cotton crop to 15,010.09 
of bales a year. I believe that with the price fixed at 1) cen's4 
pound—and I do not believe it is going to fall below that for y« 
to come—Texas itself would produce probably 5,000,000 or 0.0% 
000 bales of cotton regardless of the boll weevil, and we hope 
exterminate him. 
Now, let us go a little further in these facts, because, as Is uid, 
I am here to-day in the nature of an immigration agent for Uv 
South. I believe as a practical common-sense matter that the » 
lution of this question that has vexed us so long lies in the occ 
pation and cultivation of lands of the South mostly by white peoP™ 
Mr. BAKER. May I ask the gentleman a question: 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Certainly. 
Mr. BAKER. The gentleman has announced that he 


ing as an immigration agent for the South. 


iTS 


is spe ak- 








1904. 





Mr.RICHARDSON of Alabama, Oh, yes; figuratively speaking. 

Mr. BAKER. _I understand. ] ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I am not paid for it, except 
oe a Congressman, and that is not hardly pay enough. 
" Mr. BAKER. mark 
ductory. Will the gentleman let me put this question? Supposing 
that instead of the present laws which obtain in'the South as well 
as in the North on the question of taxation you had a system of 
taxation which placed all the burden upon the value of land—that 
wbemeeine of every kind, all forms of personal property, would 
that not result in such an enormous influx of population into your 
cection of the country that not only would the immigration from 
Enrope all go there, but you would practically denude the North- 
an States? 
“i. RICHARDSON of Alabama. My answer to the gentle- 
n from New York is that I believe a single tax on land " = 
Ap- 


South would destroy the farm interests in that country. 
sause, 

‘ir a KER. Let meask one other question. Does the gentle- 
man say it would destroy the farming industry—that is, it would 
destroy the land—or does he say it would destroy the farming in- 
dustry because it would destroy the farming of farmers? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. _I say it because it would put 
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Oh, well, I merely made that remark as intro- | 
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that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. LANprs] made on the dif- 
ferent constitutions of the Southern States regulating suffrage, 
| I have this to say, that when the representation of the Southern 
| States is reduced on the floor-of this House the same law will cut 
deep and hard into several Northern States. Ihave not the time, 
Mr. Chairman, to call attention to the limitations on the right of 
| suffrage in several Northern States. 
The South is ready for the investigation and comparison. 


We 


| think in Alabama, as other Sonthern States think, that we have 


i according to its value—and relieved from taxation all im- | 
| the right of suffrage without discrimination. 


such a burden upon the farmers of that country that it would take | 


allthe profit out of farming and make them pay the whole taxes 
ractically. 


Mr. BAKER. 


the right, when we are conditioned as we are, to regulate and limit 
I think when the 
conservative people of the North read the constitution of Alabama 
on the question of suffrage they are bound to say that it is a fair 
and goodlaw. Much misrepresentation has been made by design- 
ing persons to the North on this subject. Ihere give the provi- 
sions of the Alabama constitution on the question of suffrage: 


ARTICLE VIII. 


SUFFRAGE AND ELECTIONS. 


177. Every male citizen of this State who is a citizen of the United States, 
and every male resident of foreign birth who, before the ratification of this 





constitution, shall have legally declared his intention to become a citizen of 
the United States, 21 years old or upward, not laboring under any of the 
disabilities named in this article, ood possessing the qualifications required 
by it, shall be an elector, and shall be entitled to vote at any election by the 


people: Provided, That all foreigners who have legally declared their inten- 


| tion to become citizens of the United States shall, if they fail to become citi- 


If the single tax were put in operation, I want | 


to say to the gentleman from Alabama that where the farmers of | 


his State are now paying $100 in taxes they would not have to 
pay $20. How the removal of four-fifths of the taxes they are 
now paying is going to ruin the farmers of the South is beyond 
my comprehension. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I have given what I believe 
to be the correct answer to the gentleman's question. 

Mr. BAKER. And I have made a substantially correct state- 


ment as to the operation of the single tax, so far as it would affect 
I g 


the farmer. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 
further, and I must do it hurriedly. 
307,000 tons of pig iron. In 1902 the South made over 300,000,000 
tonsof pigiron. In 1880 thecoaloutput of the South was 6,000,000 
tons; in 1902 it was over 60,000,000 tons of coal, 11,000,000 tons of 
which came from the Birmingham district of Alabama, and the 
total was 20,000,000 tons more than the whole United States pro- 
duced in 1880. That tells the tale of southern prosperity. God 
Almighty placed that coal in the ground, but it takes energy and 
money and industry to develop it. 

Let us look at another fact. I am here to say that enterprising 
railroads have been of as much benefit to the development of the 
South as anything else. Let us take the four great States of the 
North and the South and compare them as to the increase of rail- 
road mileage in the last decade. What is it? Take New York, 


Now, I want to go one step | 
In 1880 the South made | 


zens thereof at the time they are entitled to become such, cease to have the 
right to vote untilthey become such citizens. 

178. To entitle a person to vote at any election by the people, he shall have 
resided in the State at least two years, in the county one year, and in the pre- 
cinct or ward three months immediately preceding the election at which he 
offers to vote, and he shall have been duly registered as an elector, and shall 
have paid on or before the Ist day of February next preceding the date of 
the election at which he offers to vote, all poll taxes due from him for the 
year 1901,and for each subsequent year: Provided, That any elector wha 
within three months next preceding the date of the election at which he 
offers to vote has removed from one precinct or ward to another precinct or 
ward in the same county, incorporated town, or city shall have the right to 
vote in the precinct or ward from which he has soremoved, if he would have 
been entitled to vote in such precinct or ward but for such removal. 

79. All elections by the people shall be by ballot, and all elections by per- 
sons in a representative capacity shall be viva voce. 

180. The f lowing male citizens of this State who are citizens of the United 
States and every male resident of foreign birth who, before the ratification 
of this constitution, shall have legally declared his intention to become a citi- 
zen of the United States, and who shall not have had an opportunity to per- 
fect his citizenship prior to the 20th day of December, 1902, 21 years oid or up- 
| ward, who, if them place of residence shall remain unchanged, will have at 
| the date of the next general election the qualifications as to residence pre- 

scribed in section 178 of this constitution, and who are not disqualified under 
section 182 of this constitution, shall, upon application, be entitled to register 
| as electors prior to the 20th day of December, 1902, namely 
First. All who have honorably served in the land or 
United States in the war of 1812, or in the war with Mex 









val forces of the 
‘0, OY In any war 





| with the Indians, or in the war between the States, or in the war with Spain, 


or who honorably served in the land or naval forces of the Conf 
States, or of the State of Alabama in the war between the States; or, 

Second. The lawful descendants of persons who honorably served in the 
land or naval forces of the United States in the war of the American Revolu- 


ederate 


1S: 


| tion, or in the war of 1812, or in the war with Mexico,0r in any war with the 


Connecticut, New Jersey, and Massachusetts and compare them | 


with Alabama, Georgia, North Carolina, and Arkansas. Men do 
not build railroads for pleasure or for fun. They build them for 


: : ; 
the purpose of making money. They build them to certain ob- | 


jective points where they know there is something to be found 
and something that will pay them for the expenditure of money 
in what they develop out of the ground and in the growth of cities 
and towns along its line. ; 
Alabama, which has only about one-fourth of the population of 
ew York, increased her railroad mileage one-half more than the 
sreat State of New York did in the last ten years. That isa fact 
that is shown by the statistics. What else? Arkansas has in- 
creased her railrs ad mileage two and a half times more than Con- 
— - teorgia has increased her railroad | mileage twice as 
an - Massachusetts. North Carolina has increased its rail- 
that on ; ss and a half times more than New Jersey. Is not 
do oan — i — of the growth and prosperity of the South? I 
intel i : e understood as saying that we are equal in our 
heeaen 0 the North and Central Western States. But I say 
acts and figures, which I hope to be allowed to elaborate in 


sn row give a hint as to what the commercial strength and 
! Tin the 


in the near future, 


will It tells a tale of growth and development. 
ill lot now extend the comparison any further for fear that my 
L ee - might be misconstrued. 
Ve the : 

3 cant Pp — the great trouble that we are talking about here 
. Cn on 1e 
lapers, abo s : : 
ae whe ut the negroes, will find a happy and peaceful solution 

‘ very development. Ican not, Mr. Chairman, extend my 


Temarks by refer 3 
8 by referene y with 
eb e to the development and growth of our agri 


the other j 


now, | provements of the South. 
+ i referred in the beginning of my remarks to the criticisms 


industrial interests of this country the South will be | 
a 


floor and about which so much is said in the | 


| United States in the English language, and who are physically un: 


Indians, or in the war between the States, or in the land or naval forces of 
the Confederate States, or of the State of Alabama in the war between the 
States; or, 

Third. All persons who are of good character and who understand the 
duties and obligations of citizenship undera republican form of government. 

18!. After the Ist day of January, 1908, the following persons, and no others, 
who, if their place of residence shall remain unchanged, will have, at the 
date of the next general election, the qualifications as toresidence prescribed 
in section 178 of this article shall be qualified to register as electors 
vided, They shall not be disqualified under section 182 of this constitution: 

First. Those who can read and write any article of the Constitution of the 
ible ta 


ro- 


| work; and those who can read and write any article of the Constitution of 


the United States in the English language, and who have worked or 


been 


| regularly engaged in some lawful employment, business or occupation, 


trade or calling for the greater part of the twelve months next preceding the 
time they offer to register; and those who are unable to read and write, if 
such inability is due solely to physical disability; or, 

Second. The owner in good faith in his own right, or the husband of a wo- 
man whois the owner in good faith in her own right, of 40 acres of land situate 
in this State. upon which they reside; or the owner in good faith in his own 
right, or the husband of any woman who is the owner in good faith in her 
own right, of real estate situate in this State assessed for taxation at the 
value of $300 or more; or the owner in good faith in his own right, or the hus- 
band of a woman who is the owner in good faith in her own right, of personal 
property in this State assessed for taxation at $300 or more: Provided, That the 
taxes due upon such real or personal property for the year next preceding 


| the year in which he offers to register shall have been paid, unless the assess- 


| ment shall have been legally contested and is undetermined. 


182. The following persons shall be disqualified both from registering and 
from voting, namely: 


All idiots and insane persons; those who shall by reason of conviction of 
crime be disqualified from voting at the time of the ratification of this con- 
stitution; those who shall be convicted of treason, murder, arson, embezzle- 


ment, malfeasance in office, larceny, receiving stolen property, obtaining 


yeoperty or money under false pretenses, perjury, subornation of perjury, 
robbery, assault with intent to rob, burglary, forgery, bribery, assault and 

battery on the wife, bigamy, living in adultery, sodomy, incest, rape, mis- 
cegenation, crime against nature, or any crime punishable by imprisonment 


terests, but this industry has kept pace fairly well with | 
We are getting along well | 


in the penitentiary, or of any infamous crime or crime involving moral tur- 
pitude; also, any person who shall be convicted as a vagrant or tramp, or of 
selling or offering to sell his vote or the vote of another, or of making or 
offering to make false return in any election by the people or in any primary 
election to procure the nomination or election of any person to any office. or 
of suborning any witness or registrar to secure the registration of any per- 
son as an elector, 
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There is one thing else that I desire to call attention to and ex- 


press my views upon. I have often said that I do not believe that 
Congressmen were paid enough; and I heard a distinguished gen- 
tleman from Maine, whom I do not see on the floor now, not long 


since make a very truthful remark. He said when he was at | 


home he could touch a bell and one or two bell boys would answer 
it; but here, in his representative capacity of Congressman, they 
touch the bell, and he had to answer; showing the trouble and the 
difficulties and the burdens that we labor under as Congressmen. 
The question of mileage is what I refer to. While I say that I 
do not believe that we are as well paid as probably we ought to be, 
I believed that the Federal judges were not paid enough, and un- 
der the act of the last Congress I voted to increase their pay, but I 
do not want to touch or take anything connected with money 
that has about it the taint of suspicion. Now, Iam governed in 
my opinion, as every other lawyer will be, according to his own 
construction of the statute. I would not have mentioned it, be- 
cause I never would have known of it if it had not been brought 
up on the floor of the House. I only give it as my own opinion, 
upon my own responsibility, to guide no other Member of the 
House; my responsibility is only to my constituents, who, I think, 
would give me full credit for honesty in any vote I would cast 
here. Section 17 of the Statutes at Large of the United States, 
Thirty-ninth Congress, volume 14, page 323, reads as follows: 


Src. 17. And be it further enacted, That the compensation of each Senator, 
Representative, and Delegate in Congress shall be $5,000 per annum, to be 
computed from the first day of the present Congress, and in addition thereto 
mileage at the rate of 20 cents per mile, to be estimated by the nearest route 
usually traveled in going to and returning from each regular session. 


Now, I admit, Mr. Chairman, that I lay great stress upon the | 


word *regular.’’ I understand that it has been done in the extra 
session called by President McKinley, as well as in the extra 
session called by President Cleveland. Those sessions adjourned 
before the regular session commenced. Where the Constitution 
says that at least one term of Congress shall meet each year, the 
implication is very strong, as a matter of course, that another ses- 
sion can meet, and when it meets and adjourns before the regu- 
lar session shall commence the Members would be entitled to mile- 
age. But when they meet, as we did on the 9th day of November, 


and glide quietly and softly out of that, without any line of de- | 
marcation or distinction, into the ‘‘ regular’’ session, in my hum- | 


ble view, I do not believe that Iam entitled to the mileage provided 
for in the urgent deficiency bill. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Certainly. 


Mr. MOON of Tennessee. There are two methods of meeting | 


by Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Yes. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Both are fixed by the Constitution. 
The Constitution provides that Congress shall meet on the first 
Monday of December. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Yes. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Then there is another provision of 
the Constitution providing that on extraordinary occasions the 
President may convene Congress. Now, both of these methods 
of meeting are by virtue of the Constitution itself. How can we 
constrve any session of Congress called by the President in pur- 
suance of that constitutional power, or meeting itself in pursuance 
of the Constitution, anything but a regular session? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I admit that there is a hazy 
line right along there, and the fact that controls the matter, in 
my opinion, is that we did not meet. It was a continuous session. 
We did not adjourn. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I ask the privilege of extend- 
ing my remarks in the Recorp. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I will ask that the gentleman have 
five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time is under the control of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I think twominutes more will 


be sufficient to complete the inquiry, and I yield the gentleman | 


two minutes more. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I was cut off in my answer, 
I believe that there is a hazy line right along that, and under the 
ordinary construction of statutes there is a doubt existing, and I 
propose under this condition of circumstances to solve that doubt 
against myself and in favor of my constituents. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. While I fully agree with the gentle- 
man that, under the present conditions existing in reference to this 
question, this Congress weuld be wise in not voting the mileage, 
I have not the slightest doubt that these sessions of Congress are 
regular and by law technically we have the right to make the 
appropriation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 
law for us to get that mileage? 


Then you believe it is the 
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i, 
Mr. MOON of Tenneseee. I believe we would be ent'tled ; 
technically under the law, but under existing conditions | 4 . 
it would be unwise for us to vote it, and I would rathe; fenenn 
than pass the allowance under those conditions. we 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I do not intend, Mr, (,; 
man, to take money that I would have to accept technically _ 


Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I do not either. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I want to get it ahs, lutely 
legally, but Iam not criticising anybody's views or opinions q 
have as much respect for the gentleman’s opinion of law ac o,. 
man on the floor of the House, but I am giving my own 
tion of it. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I have not any doubt abont tha: 
but there are gentlemen who think we are entitled to this as ; 
matter of law, of right,andof morals. I agree with those gent), 
men that we have the right to take this mileage under the Jay 
that we have the right to take it morally. But it is a deljess, 
question to vote money to ourselves. I think, under the exiy 
circumstances, that in the interest of economy and to avoid ¢), 
suspicion of wrong, that it is best to resolve the doubts and 
equities in favor of our constituents and not vote for the milea 
I am simply disagreeing with the gentleman's legal reasoning. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I frankly say to my frie; 
from Tennessee that if I believed that I hada right to it jegajly | 
| should vote for it. , 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, 
Mr. LAMAR of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I have listened wit 
| considerable interest and with profound attention to the diseus. 
sions on this floor for the past three months, and especially did] 
listen with interest to the gentlemen this morning on the other 
| side of the House. But they need not worry about the decaden 
of the Democratic party; neither need they worry theiselves wit) 
invitations to us to come over and join their ranks. The death) 0! 
the Democratic party was predicted a century ago: Federalism 
was to dispatch it, but Federalism died and was buried with the 
| elder Adams, 

After that the Whig party, perhaps the purist and best oppo- 
| nent the Democratic party ever had, was its decreed executioner 
but the Whig party did not survive its great leader, Henry Ci: 
For a century the Democratic party in this land has been the 
| champion of individual liberty and personal rights and has stood 
| as a bulwark between the aggressions of concentrated wealth and 
| power and the rights of the people, and when those 
which the gentleman espouses and that party of which he prow! 
boasts have been relegated to oblivion and are only remembered 
among the reminiscences of what once had an existence the Dem- 
ocratic party will still live. Democracy contains within itself the 
indestructible elements of perpetuity, and so long as free gover 
| ment and free institutions live the Democratic party will 
tinue to exist. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

I did not intend to and would not have referred to this but for 


a8 any 


( onstru 


all 





PINCH Les 





the fact that the gentleman from Minnesota appeared so much 
troubled over our impending political dissolution, and the invi 
tion so many times repeated by him for us to disband and join 
| the Republicans. 
| You ridicule us because we exercise individual opinior 


cause the Democracy is made up of men who choose to think fr 
themselves; because no one Man among us can usurp to hinese!! 
the power and authority in advance of a convention of tlie }» 
representing all our party to name a candidate for the Pres 

or to make a platform in all its details. The Democratic pa 

| not the subservient tool of any one man or coterie of men. + 

| I.say to the gentleman now that out of this conflict of 1niviwt 

| opinions and clash of ideas of independent manhood thie 
wisdom and the intelligence of the Democratic party \ 
struct a platform and nominate a man which will be! . 
vember lead him to change his ideas as to the decadvive 0 U 
Democratic party. 

I have listened attentively to the discussions and de! tes 
House, and have been much interested; but the reasom ny an’ 
employed by the gentlemen on the other side of the Chaine! 
failed to make clear to me the exact position they occ} 
strenuously insist that the sacred schedules of the prese! 
must not be interfered with; that any modification 
rates would imperil the prospects, and perhaps the ce, 0 
many of our industrial concerns; would close the furnaces. s” 
down our factories, stop the wheels of our mills, and rng ti!" 
train of concomitant misfortunes all the evils their! om 
can conceive or their rhetoric describe; and especially t!\) 
would result in throwing outof employment or reduce tiv We 
of the poor laborer. for whom they manifest such apparent" 
cern. When any reduction or modification of duties on the NY") 
saries of life is mentioned, they prate much of ** competion 
| the pauper labor of Europe,” and tell us such a condit = 

ruin us, and that our manufactories are unable to meet suc! oe 
' petition. I quote here from an article from the American Econ 


1 
tell Us 


jon wows 
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25, 1908, the organof the American Protective | ‘‘ keep on letting well enough alone” on the simple proposition 


mist of December 2 oon eee | 

Tariff League, in reply to an editorial in the Springfield Repub- 

lican. The editorial is as follows: 
protectionism of a reasonably moderate sort, oereee to a country situated 


ours has been during a century past, may be said to have demonstrated its 
right t respectful consideration in any opposing school of thought. 


The reply to that from the Economist is this: 


Really we should like to know what “protectionism of a reasonably mod- | 
ot” is. Such statements as the above appear frequently in our Zree- 


te sort’ 
aol ‘ournals that profess to know what they are talking about, and yet how 
empty ‘wa guch assertions. There can be no such thing as ** moderate” pro- 


tection any more than there is such a thing as partly locking the door. If 
the door is not sufficiently bolted to keep out the intruder, it is not locked at 

iL If an industry in the United States needs a 50 per cent duty to gvercome 
to inequality of wages between those given the American workingmen and 
the foreign competitor, then a duty of 49 per cent is not protection at all, nor | 
would a duty of 51 per cent or more be any higher protection. 


And this is the burden of the argument of the other side on this 
floor, that without protection, solely for protection’s sake, with- 
out reference to any consideration of the revenues of the Govern- | 
ment, our industrial system could not stand; that it can not, | 
unaided by legislation, unsheltered by prohibitive tariff, with- 
stand the food of cheap goods from foreign factories with which | 
our markets would be overwhelmed, and we are told they are 
“too wise to revise the tariff on the eve of a Presidential election,” 
and that they are ** standing pat,’’ and that they ‘** hold the ace,” 
whatever those terms May mean. 

Some time since, during the debate on the Cuban bil’, I was sur- 
prised at some of the admissions made by the distinguished gentle- | 
man from New York [Mr. Payne], the leader of the majority on 
this floor. Ever since I canremember Republicans have been try- 
ing to teach the people in my State, first, that *‘ the tariff is not a tax 
at all,’ and, secondly, that ‘‘if it is a tax, the foreigner pays it,”’ 
and to intimate that itis a tax, which the consumer must and 
does pay, would there be considered by all good Republicans the | 
rankest kind of heresy, and for a Republican to admit it, treason | 
even of a worse sort than the ‘‘ lowa idea.”’ 

Yet the distinguished gentleman from New York said in the 
course of the debate, to which I have referred—alluding to the 
tariff on sugar, ‘‘and so itis we put the rate of duty higher on 
sugar than was absolutely necessary, because we could get this 
splendid revenue from the sugar duty; a revenue that came from 
the people of the United States, who used it in their households.’’ 
Verily, it is then true, as we have so long contended, that the 
consumers of this country pay, in the increased cost to them, the 
duty on the almost innumerable articles of daily necessity and | 
consumption, and which in most instances does not go to the | 


Government to enhance its revenue, but into the coffers of some 
trust to enable it to declare a larger dividend onits watered stuck, 
while at the same time reducing the wages of its employees. 
You admit that the increased cost, by reason of the tariff, on 
reapers and mowers, and plows, and hoes, and rakes, and har- | 
ness, and wagons; on wire and nails, and sewing machines, and 
cutlery; on shoes and clothing, and china and stone ware, and on 
the thousands of articles of necessity which enter into the millions | 
of homes throughout this land, is paid by the consumers, and 
that this species of toll—for it is a toll—is collected from all, for 
all use and consume some of these articles; is taken from the 
earnings of one class, by virtue of this species of legislation, and 
given to another class. 
Our Republican friends are remarkable for the modesty of 
their claims. The ConGRESSIONAL Recorp is full of figures and 
statistical tables and comparisons of the present condition of the 
country as contrasted with that of ten, twenty, and thirty years 
ago. If they find more people here now, it is due to the Dingley 
law. If they find more mines and farms and factories and raii- 
roads than we had two or three decades back, it is, according to 
their Logic, due to protection. If a beneficent Providence has 
Sent the sunshine and showers and seasons to bless the industry | 
of our farmers with good crops, they sing praises to the Dingley | 
bill and not to the Almighty. If our population has increased 
~ multiplied, they, by some system of reasoning satisfactory, 
moe te $e, to themselves, give credit to the Republican party and 
It to that blessed class of American women who prefer rearing 
children toleading a poodle dog by astring. [Applause.] Neither 


Petey and demand, nor failure of crops, nor foreign wars, nor 
ies a they reason, have any effect on prices. If mules raise 


To ° on account of foreign vars, blessed is the Dingley law. 
; ‘tem it is the source from which all blessings flow. 
; mee Lan statement issued by the Treasury Department 
State _ 4 : Sew average circulation per capita for the United 
er capita _ i. ee 18 given at $30.38. And because the average 
oe a ation is greater than at some period in the past, 
deen — is more wealth in the nation to-day than there was 
the waeaien be ae to lose sight of its distribution, lose sight of 
‘alta of w iether the peop'e who produce that wealth re- 
‘er Just share of it, but are told we must “‘ stand pat” and ' 


‘that because the country as a whole is increasing in wealth we 
must assume that the laws are just and equitable and need no 
alteration or modification.’’ No one denies that the country is 
increasing in population, in wealth, and in power, but the vice in 
this line of reasoning lies in averaging the wealth. 

By the same system of reasoning it can be demonstrated that a 
pauper and a multimillionaire, on an ‘‘ average,’’ are both million- 
aires, but the one is several times a millionaire, while the other 
has nothing. The trouble is it is only an imaginary average, and 
it requires quite a stretch of the imaginative facuities, even of a 
Republican, to imagine the equitable distribution among the peo- 
ple who produce it and from whose pockets it has been extorted 
of the millions and billions of dollars owned and controlled by 
these tariff-fostered and tariff-sheltered trusts and which go into 


| the average of the wealth of the country. These *‘ average ”’ cir- 
| culation statistics and ‘‘ average’’ property statistics are perhaps 


all right as ** averages’’ on paper; but the truth is the wealth has 
been diverted by class legislation from those who produced it to 
the favored class, many of whom “toil not, neither do they spin, 


| yet Solomon in all his glory was not arrayed like one of these.”’ 


Their modesty is remarkable. If the price of an article is in- 
creased—under their logic—it is the Dingley law; if wages are 
higher there is no possible explanation or reason to be given for 
it than the protective system. A year ago, when stocks and se- 
curities were high, all this prosperity was the outgrowth of Re- 
publican policies: but when the bubble bursts—when stocks go 
down, when wages are cut, and men are thrown out of employ- 


| ment—then we are gravely told that the Dingley law has nothing 


to do with it. 

I desire here to read an editorial from the Springfield Repub- 
lican, and a reply from that same paper to which I referred a 
moment ago; the American Economist. The Springtield Repub- 
lican says this: 


Mr. HANNA stood up before the Republican national.committee yesterday 
and repeated his familiar injunction to ‘stand pat.” All that is necessary to 
bring about the continued success of the Republican party, he declared, “is 
to stand pat upon the principles and policies of that party.” 

When Mr. HANNA repeats his well-worn injunction, he is fairly exposed 
to some answering questions coming up from the people. Are the 100,000and 
more cotton workers whose wages have been cut asked to stand pat on the 
reduction’ Is the steel industry to stand pat on the collapse, which is ad- 
mitted to be one of the worst ever experienced? Are the commercial inter- 
ests to stand pat on such reaction from prosperity as is reflected in the heavy 
record of business failures shown for two or three months past? Is the coun- 
try to stand pat on the shrinkage in the market value of securities, which, 
according to the Secretary of the Treasury, equals the cost of four years of 
destructive war? 


Replying to that editorial, the Economist has this to say: 


What, we should like to know, has the Dingley law got to do with the price 


| of cotton, which is the sole cause of the reduction of wages of the thousands 


of cotton workers in New England? What, we should like to know, has the 
Dingiey law to do with the labor troubles aggravated by such men as Sam 
Parks, which has resulted in idleness of a hundred thousand men and the 
cessation of building and construction, having so great an effect upon the 
consumption of iron and steel products? What, we should like to know, has 


the Dingley law to do with the leveling of quotations of industrial and rail- 
road securities caused by abnormal inflation of vaiuesand the great watering 
of stocks? 


Here the great champion of protection, the most ultra “ stand- 
patter,’ the organ of the tariff league, the paper that strenuously 
opposed the Cuban reciprocity bill as a breach in the protective 


| fortifications, the ne plus ultra of protection, informs us that the 


Dingley law has nothing to do with the price of cotton, nothing 
to do with the reduction in wages of the thousands of cotton 
workers in the mills of New England, nothing to do with the con- 
ditions which have resulted in idleness of a hundred thousand 
men, nothing to do with the consumption of iron and steel prod- 
ucts, nothing to do with the decline of industrial and railroad 
securities. Had the opposite’ occurred our friends would have 
loudly proclaimed that their policies and laws caused it all. 

We have been trying for years to combat this theory—that ‘‘ the 
tariff is not a tax,’’ and ** the foreigner pays it,’’ and that it costs 
the consumer nothing, and have toiled hard and long and pa- 
tiently to convince people otherwise on many occasions; and now 
it is rather gratifying to hear the distinguished gentleman admit 
it. That statement, that the tariff is a tax, which the consumer 
pays, coming from the distinguished leader of the other side ad- 
mits a fact which Republicans have denied and Democrats as- 
serted for so long ‘‘that the memory of man runneth not to the 
contrary.’’ This interesting admission condenses the whole pro- 
tective theory into the simple doctrine of taxation of all the con- 
sumers for the benefit of a few protected interests. But without 
conceding the soundness of this doctrine, even if protection were 
necessary for the profitable employment of our mills and fac- 
tories, let us examine the admitted facts, and ascertain if, with- 
out the tariff, or at least with a material modification of many of 
its schedules, they could not still operate at a profit, and if the 
shelter it affords by preventing competition does not enable them 
to practice extortion upon the great body of American consumers. 
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I quote here from pages 15, 16, 17, and 18 of the last Republican 
campaign text-book: 


AMERICAN INVASION OF EUROPE—THE UNITED STATES COMPETING 
EUROPEAN MANUFACTURERS IN THEIR HOME MARKETS. 


In the last two years there has been much agitation in Austria and other 
continental countries of Europe against “the American peril’? and “the 
American danger.’ This agitation was due to the American invasion of 
European markets with American manufactures as well as American pro- 
duce. 

Heretofore our sales have been made up almost wholly of food stuffs and 
raw material. Europe wasthe workshop. Butthat haschanged, and we find, 
year after year, an astonishing increase in our exports of manufactured arti 
cles, an increase that in the last two or three years reached totals which give 
ample basis for the popular talk of invasion of the European industrial fields. 
Our exports of manufactured articles in the decade prior to 1897 averaged 
$165,000,000 annually. In 189 our sales of manufactured articles to foreign 
customers jumped to $290,000,000, the next year to $339,000,000, the next to 
$434.000,000. 

Imports decline.—These figures, showing a steady invasion by our manu- 
facturers of foreign industrial fields, have a natural corollary. As exports 
of manufactures increased our imports of the handiwork of foreign shops 
showed an even more rapid decline. Our manufactures were not only invad- 
ing the foreigner’s own markets, meeting him at his threshold witha new 
competition, but they were taking away frou. him his greatest market—the 
United States. We have in the last dozen years been manufacturing for our- 
cto vast amount of goods such as we have been accustomed to buy 
abroad. 

One can turn from the contemplation of these great totals to an examina- 
tion of the records made in recent years by individual industries and find, in 





WITH 


detail, facts upon which to base a belief that the United States has acquired | 


or is acquiring supremacy in the world’s markets. So many industries have 
been sending rapidly increasing contributions to swell the rising tide of our 
foreign commerce that it is difficult to tell any detailed story of American 
commercial expansion without making it read like a trade catalogue. 

The increase in our exports of manufactured articles can, in the main, be 
traced to advances made in the manufacture of iron and steel and to the dis- 
play of inventivé talent in the making of machinery. The development of 
our grasp on the world’s markets for articles manufactured from iron and 
steel has been no surprise to those who early recognized the position of 
America in respect to the raw materials from which those articles are pro- 
duced. America unquestionably possesses advantages in respect to her iron 
ore and coal mines far superior to those of any other country and, based 
solely upon that superiority, has already become the greatest producer of 
iron andl ateel in the world. 

American locomotives in Europe.—American locomotives running on 
American rails now whistle past the Pyramids and across the long Siberian 
steppes. They carry the Hindoo pilgrims from all parts of their Empire to the 
sacred waters of the Ganges. Three years ago there was but one American 


locomotive in the United Kingdom; to-day there is not a railroad of impor- | 


tance there on which trains are not being pulled by American engines. 


The 
American locomotive has successfully invaded France. 


The Manchurian 


Railway, which is the beginning of oriental railway building, bought all its | 
American bridges span rivers | 


rails and rolling stock in the United States. 
on every continent. American cranes are swinging over many foreign moles. 
Wherever there are extensive harvests there may be found American ma- 
chinery to gather the grain. In every market of the world tools can have 
no better recommendation than the mark, ‘‘ Made in America.” 

American windmills are working east of the Jordan and in the land of 
Bashan. Phonographs are making a conquest of all tongues. The chrys- 
anthemum banner of Japan floats from the palace of the Mikado on a flag- 
staff cut from a Washington forest, as does the banner of St. George from 
Winsdor Castle. 
newspapers, and our cash registers keep accounts for scores of nations. 
America makes sewing machines for the world. Our bicycles are standards 
of excellence every where. 

Our typewriters.—Our typewriters are winning their way wherever a 
written language is used. Inall kinds of electrical appliances we have be- 
come the foremost producers. In many European cities American dynamos 
light streets and operate railways. Much ofthe machinery that is to electrif; 
London tram lines is now being built in Pittsburg. The American shoe has 
captured the favor of all Europe, and the foreign makers are hastening to 
import our machinery that they may compete with our makers. In the Far 
East, in the capital of Korea, the hermit nation, there was recently inaugu- 
rated, with music and fiying banners, an electric railway, built of American 
materials by a San Francisco engineer, and now is operated by American 
motormen. 

One might go on without end, telling in detail the story of American in- 


dustrial growth and commercial expansion. In the list of our triumphs we | 
would find that American exports have not been confined to specialties nor | 


limited as to markets. We have been successfully meeting competition 
everywhere. America hassent coal to Newcastle,cotton to Manchester, cut- 
lery to Sheffield, potatoes to Ireland, champagnes to France, watches to 
Switzerland, and “ Rhine wine” to Germany. 


This statement also was used almost verbatim by the gentle- 


man from Ohio [Mr. Dick] in a speech found in the ConGREs- | 


SIONAL RecorD of December 16, 1903. On December 20, 1903, an 
article appeared in the St. Louis Republic, written by the corre- 
spondent of that paper from Sydney, Australia—I think Mr. Frank 
+. Carpenter—and I desire to copy that article in my remarks at 
this point, 
[Special correspondence of the Sunday Republic.] 
WASHINGTON, December 18, 1908. 
The prospect is that the United States will push their foreign trade dur- 
ing the coming year as never before. 
The home market is almost glutted, and if our factories are to keep busy 
they must make goods for the world outside. 
have described the markets of Europe,where our trade amounts to about 
a billion dollars a year, and I have also written of our invasion of South 
America. s 
In this letter I will point out our possibilities on the other side of the globe. 
In the first place, take Australasia. 
x * * * * ‘ * 
Sydney has already 500,000 people, and it grows like the bean stalk up 
which little Jack climbed to fight the giants. es £435 Fe 
Sydney stands about third among the great British cities in trade. | 
It is only exceeded by London and Liverpool, and it does more business 
than Havre, the chief port of France. y 
Several American firms have houses in Sydney and transship our goods 
from there to all parts of Australia. 
But what do we sell away down there below the equator? 


The American typesetting machines are used by foreign | 
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| A recent shipment of one of the big San Francisco steamers inc }naq d 
tons of sewing machines, 1,0/) tons of fencing wire, 400 tons of rol] p a "9 
80,000 cases and 1,500 barrels of kerosene. ‘per, and 
There were also rifles, guns, and revolvers, tons of Philad Iphia } 


mowers, Chicago reapers, wagons knocked down, coffee mills, and aj] sr: wa 
| patent medicines, 7 ne of 
Another cargo arrived about the same time, bringing 24 locomotives ¢» 

Wilmington, Del.; 700 tons of paper, and 4,000 tons of other maj aon 


goods. ; tured 
This last shipment weighed 10,000 tons and was valued at $1,000. 
About two years ago I traveled over the greater part of eastern | 
I found our reapers and mowers for sale in every town and was + 
the Australians liked our farm tools. 
So far only the heavy agricultural machinery is being properly pyshea 
The McCormicks, the Deerings, and others of our implement fi ae 
Australia as carefully as they do their home territory, and they h; 
for every inch ot the ground with the Canadian and Europea 





Nevertheless, they have the bulk of the business and make a good pposs 
The same should be the case with the lighter farm tools. a ae 
All sorts of farm implements, plows, hoes, forks, and rakes might } ila 
| in ~ il quantities, as well as every class of American goods made nd 
| steel. 
Our carpenter tools are popular. Seven-tenths of all the sawsused in that 
part of the world come from the United States, and the American ax = 


sidered the best in the market. 
Among the biggest purchasers of Australasia are the colonial and my 
—— governments. ' 
They control the railroads and buy in quantity for both the electyi 
the steam roads, so that our steel trust drummers can make big sale: 
know how to work the officials. Asit is now, American engines are used 
many of the lines, and some tracks are laid with American rails 

There area few Pullman cars and other kinds of American r g st 
Australasia has now about 13,000 miles of tracks and the governments ap 
pushing the roads in different directions to develop the country. 


Only the other day the gentleman on the other side from Con. 
necticut [Mr. HILL], in a burst of eloquence on this floor, told ug 
that— 


as & 


Two years ago I stood on the deck of a Japanese liner in the harbor of 
Viadivostok, Siberia. In the hold of that ship were 700 tons of America) 
cultural implements that had come across the Pacific Ocean \ 4 
ne the use of the peasants of Siberia. They came under the Dingley tariff 

aw. 
Right across the other side of the harbor was an English tramp ship loaded 
with American steel rails from Pennsylvania, that had been shipped t ) 
| be used by the Siberian Railroad, and shipped there under the Ding wif 
bill 


That day I went ashore, and at night, at the hotel in Viadivost I was 
| introduced to a gentleman who told me that he represented the Baldwin L 
comotive Works, of Philadelphia, and had just finished a contr: h 
he had put into operation on the Siberian Railroad 150 Baldwin lo 
shipped there under the Dingley tariff bill. 

The next day I rode 500 miles up to the Amur River over Am: in steel 
rails shipped there under the Dingley tariff bill. The day fol! t 
aboard the steamer to goup the Amur River 1,500 miles. It wasas 
and had in tow two steel barges, both made in Pittsburg, Pa., sent the 
12,000 miles. to the other side of the world—and shipped there under the | 
ley tariff bill. 





The first night out we wrecked one of these barges and the freight had to 

| be unloaded. There were all sorts of American products in that go of 

| freight. Ten thousand miles from here, gentlemen, in the little > 1 vil 
lage of Gorbitza, consisting of a dozen log houses, in a little store: 8 
by 10, we bought packages of candy wrapped up in paper on which w ted 
the picture of William McKinley to popularize that candy am: f 
ants of Siberia, all shipped there under the Dingiey tariff bill. A Ay 
across Asia my journey on the cars was made safe and pleasant by the \ 
inghouse air brake, made in Pittsburg, Pa.,and shipped over the ) 


Ding'ey tariff bill. The finest stores in Europe—in Vienna, in Berlin, 
and in London—are those which are selling American shoes shipped 
under the Dingley tariff bill. 


In a colloquy on this floor, I think between the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. BENNY] and the gentleman from ©! Mr. 
GROSVENOR], @ newspaper item from the New York American 
was read. It is as follows: 

BEruin, Novenly 

The Frankfurten Zeitung’s Constantinople correspondent says t 


vania Steel Company has been awarded the contract for 20,000 toi aa 
rails for the Mecca Railway, in competition with the Krupps and 
other German and Belgian establishments. The price is $22.88 per to! ‘Ie 
rut. The price of steel rails in the United States is $28 per ton, Wilcu is Te 


| highest average price in ten years. s 
| The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor], replying to 4 
statement of the gentleman from New Jersey [ Mr. Benny) 11 tis 
| connection, said that it was the first time he had ever »earca 
Democrat solicitous about railroads in the purchase of sti T 
| which reply was applauded on the Republican side. 
Ah, gentleman, that statement may serve as a temp 
sion of the question. It may be all right as repartee, out 1 
not satisfy the voters of this country. They know that they} 
for this increased cost in increased freight and passen 


rary eva- 


} tes 
it 


| Railroads are not benevolent or charitable institutions, and wi" 
it costs more toconstruct, repair, and operate railroads, they 2 o 
vi 


| of necessity, and do, charge the people more who use them. : 
| tell us one moment that the industries of the country can nh 


exist without protection, and boast in the next that" They at 
meeting competition everywhere.’’ You say in one sentence ti 
imported free-trade goods would close our mills and throw 0! 


laborers out of employment, and in the next tell us these sane 
manufacturers are shipping their goods everywhere, }@y'!s 
freights, and selling them in open competition with the produc’ 


of the world. 1 by 


The soil of South Africa, Australia, and Japan is tu ; 
American plows, shipped there under the Dingley law. 
‘after paying the freight, in competition with the trace 


of the 











1904. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 1341 


qo nee eee ee eee aD 


world. Yet the American, over whose field perhaps floats the 
emoke from the very factory making those plows, must pay 20 per 
cent, or one-fifth, more, not to the Government, but to the imple- 
ment trust, for the plow he follows. The clatter of American 
harvesters shipped there, you tell us, under the Dingley law, and 
sold, after paying freights, in competition with the world, may 
pe heard in Europe and in Asia and wherever there are harvests 
to gather. Yet the Missouri or Illinois or Iowa farmer who buys 
a mower or reaper or binder must pay 20 per cent, or one-fifth, 
more into the till of the “‘ international harvester ’’ trust. 

The hum of the American sewing machine may be heard along 
the banks of the Bosporus, the Danube, and the Rhine, andis found 
in the palace of the oriental, shipped there and sold in open com- 
petition with the trade of the world. Yet the poor American 
seamstress who lives under the very shadow of the factory where 
they are made must, when she buys a machine, if she is so fortu- 
nate as to be able to own one, pay a higher price than is paid by 
the German peasant on the banks of the Rhine. 

You boast that locomotives made in Philadelphia draw the 
crowned heads of royalty over European hills, and that the 
echoes from the silent solitudes of the Siberian desert are awak- 
ened by the shrill whistle of the American engine, running over 
American steel rails, shipped there from Pittsburg and sold 
for $5 less per ton than they are sold in America to build roads to 
carry the grain and live stock of America’s farmers to market 
on; that these American manufacturers are building railways 
and bridges for the oriental potentates cheaper and better and 
quicker than anybody else on earth can do it; and yet you say 
these same manufacturers can not exist in competition with Eu- 
ropean manufacturers and that the American who consumes 
their products must be taxed for their benefit. 

You tell us ‘American shoes have captured the favor of Eu- 
rope, and the foreign makers are hastening to import our ma- 
chinery that they may compete with our makers;’’ that ‘‘ the finest 
stores in Vienna, in Paris, in Berlin, and in London are those 
which are selling American shoes, shipped there under the Ding- 
ley law,” and yet the American shoe manufacturers must, by 
legislation, be permitted to extort from the earnings of the Amer- 
ican purchaser of shoes from 25 per cent to 45 per cent increase in 
cost to protect these same manufacturers from competition with 
the European shoe manufacturers, and the very man who drives 
a peg or stitches a seam in the shoe in the factory where they 
are made must contribute his share of this bonus, or tribute, to 
the shoe trust, under this unholy schedule. Such are the bless- 
ings of protection. ‘ 

“ Weare shipping cutlery to Sheffield,’’ yet the American house- 
wife must pay from 40 to 60 per cent more for her table cutlery— 
her knives and forks—her dishes, her china and glass 1nd earthen 
ware, that the tariff barons may enjoy the beneficient results of 
protection, You say, in your campaign book, and I assume it 
was prepared after deliberation and with consideration, and you 
ratify and confirm it on the floor of this House, ‘Jn the list of 
our triumphs we would find that American exports have not been 
confined to specialties nor limited as to markets. We have been 
successfully meeting competition everywhere.’’ If you can pay 
the freight 10,000 miles and meet competition there, why ¢an’t 
you do it here, with such incidental protection as a strictly rev- 
enue tariff would afford, when the burden of the item of freight 
rates would be lifted from you and added to the selling price of 
that competitor who can’t meet your prices on his own ground. 
If he can’t meet your prices when you pay the freight, how un- 
der heaven can he undersell you when he pays the freight? 

I want to insert at this point a table showing domestic and for- 
eign prices on a number of articles: 


Export and home prices. 





een 
| | 
; Per cent 
Article and description. Quantity Export ice. | iffer- 
= P quoted. price. oe — 
Acetylene-gy o | 
Colt, 10 eht. RE, | SREE nna — $55.00 | " 
Ammunition caps: 
meena... ee Tee 1.08 1.49 43 
ooo fre, 82 long, | 1,000........ 6.48 9.00 | 40 
Ue 8. | 
Rim fire, 22 long __. 1,000 6 3. 00 
agibtimed shells, Se short 2] 1000.22 “i 1.53 12 
rt pees Snow Flake | Dozen....-- 4.50 5.40 | 2 
allon cans), 
Card Mean nnn Pound ..... 2 oy 
Chucks’ MRD ..udawames Ra ncuabo 55.00 70.00 a a 
“ane Standard linen iniscres ise 8.09 4.90 | 58 
“kinner’s ind. lathe, F, | Bach ....... 15. 86 24.00 61 
tic nln ate ee 
Jnion Mfg. Qo, 
ew jaws, No. ~ # sets... —_ ee " 
aches, 


Export and home prices—Continued. 














i ngs i Per cent 
Article and description. Certed. —— Home price. ~ ffer- 
| ©. 
i 

Coffee and spice mills,En- | Each -...... $40 and 2 | 25 to 30 per | 20 

terprise. per cent. cent. 

a pay Enterprise |........ a $8. 82 $11.00 2% 

No. 46. 

Harness snaps, Covert’s: 
“Trojan” loop, 1+ inches| Gross ...... 2.40 23 35 
“Derby” I I cians entices cedlons 1.68 2. 24 33 
“Yankee” roller, 1} |.............. 1.00 1.37 | 37 

inches, XC breast 
strap. 1 

i nn ccientiaesiii 100 pounds -| 2.00 to 2.50 8.973; 58 to 98 

Meat choppers: 

Enterprise No.5 .......- | ee 1 1.04 | 39 
Enterprise No. 10 .......]....- a 1.14 1.56 37 
Enterprise No. 22 -- | 1.51 2.08 | ¢ 

Enterprise No. 32 .. Scactn 2.25 3. 12 38 

Nails, cut—20d. to 60d .......} 100 pounds - 1.80 2.05 13 

Nails, wire—Base price-.-....|-...- BOs cnwcd 1.30 2.05 | 58 

Oil-well supplies@...........].......-...... Nia iiotnelamdenseneliicntetecsnios eseicnsiall <ieotaiasetateones 

Pianos— 

SO, ae ER < cnadnn 800.00 875. 00 25 
| ees fe rains 275.00 825. 00 18 

Playing cards: 

DN I inl cain cence rn accel usmeinssindinawl-sndawinenue 
Card Co. | 
I i Si vtblrtinsidee Gross ......| 12. 35 | 25. 65 108 

Powder: 

Duck, in canister, pound! Pound -.-.- 374 45 | 20 

Duck, in 25-pound kegs. .|.....do -..... | 243 32 30 

Indian rifle, in 25-pound |---.. i ianson 114 16 37 
kegs, FFFg, etc. 

Spemerenn, in 25-pound |-.-..- i iciatantied -374 48 | 27 
cogs. | | 

Seeders, raisin and grape, |.-........---..- #0 and 5 | %toWMper 30 

Enterprise. percent. | cent. 
Rakes, malleable iron | 
shanks: 
MN i suvis-cciur cx dhdeiatenasbitsir) Dozen ...... 1.18 1.50 27 
IIIT cntssnnniiiaedaatachiivaieimesl maint __ ae 1. 2 1.60 25 
inci cancnieicensicauniiacieeniitied a caine 1.39 1.%5 26 
LES, TEESE WR ccasitaseed 1.50 | 1.85 B 

Sad irons, BB, in cases...... Per pound -.|2#to3cents.| 3} to4cents. 25 

Sausage stuffers, Enterprise}.............. $40 and 2 $25to$25and | 20 

per cent. | 7jper cent. | 

Saws, Disston & Sons: 

Band— 
24 inch, gauge 18 _...| Foot........ «21 34 62 
10 inch, gauge 18 ....|....- a 1.25 1.54 23 
Butchers’— 
No. 7, 24 inches...... Dozen.....- 8.50 10. 22 20 
Hand— 
No. 12, 24 inches._.../..... icsesca 14. & 18. 04 22 
No. 16, 24 inches. -....|.....do-...... 11.97 14. 57 2 
No. 107, 24 inches....|.....do...... 10. 88 2.30 13 

Sewing machines: 

Domestic No. 1....-.-..... Hach ....... 13. 25 20.00 59 
Domestic No. 4 or 9.....]....- ima 17.48 25.00 | 43 

Shovels: 

Barter, socket strap....| Dozen-....-. 5.83 to 6.52 | 7.50 to 8.40 29 

Rowland, plain back ---.}....- | SE 5.12 to 5.83 | 6.75 to 7.00 29 

Thomas, cast-steel back |...-- Pa ihaekiecs 4.19 to 4.95 | 5.40 to 6.30 | 29 
straps. | ; 

Tin plates, Bessemer -......| 100 pounds -|__ 8.19 | 4.19 31 

Typewriters, Remington | Each -..-.-..-.. 55. 00 to 65. 00 100.00 | 54 to & 

and others. 

Wire, barb: 
as 100 pounds - 2.25 2.90 | 29 
Painted or varnished-.-.-}....- as 1.86 2.60 | 40 

Wire, plain fencing.-.....-.-. ea anc 1.374 2.00 45 

Wire, plain galvanized: 

COS BO ©... nn ncccscee 100 pounds - 1.54 2.70 %5 
Gauge 10 to 12........... Dancin racine 1. 62 2.97 83 
Ee ieiinsgute Debate Wlainsns 1.76 3.10 76 
Gauge 13 to 14........... Daten PRG canes 1.81 3.37 85 
ees | an See BD itrnlainie 2.08 3.78 81 
GT cidnncodndddqnddbanens ee 2. 46 4.05 | 65 
I 66k cies acnnominticinaltinasen 2.63 | 4.22 | 64 
Rubber insulated -.....- a i nes 
Steel armor, for cables .| Pound -..-.. 3.75 4.15 | il 

Wire rope: , anil 

Galvanized, 2} inches | 100 feet...--. 8.12 9.70 211 
circumference. | o 
2. 60 261 


linch circumference - ho a ~%2 


aCheaper in Russia than in United States. 

b25 per cent off for export. 
In exp!anation of a few items in the above table it may be said that some 
of the Am>rican prices are taken from the Iron Age of May 22, 1902. Not all 
of the prices quoted are for May, but all or nearly all are for the year 1902, 
and there is every reason for supposing that similar prices and differences 
existed in May. : 7 : 

The export prices on heavy steel goods, like rails, billets, structural mate- 
rials, etc., are not contained in the table, partly for the reason that exact 
prices are not known and partly for the reason that the present home de- 
mand in these lines is such that our manufacturers are not just now bidding 
for export business. They are, however, filling orders at prices from 20 per 
cent to 40 per cent below home pricesand are undoubtedly securing some new 
orders, especially in bridge material. It should be remembered that the 
pools and price agreements on rails, billets, sheets, plates, structural work, 
etc., are not in force on export goods, and our manufacturers usually com- 
pete freely in foreign countries. The blessings of competition are still en- 
joyed by foreigners even when dealing with protected manufacturers. _ 

Facts in regard to the export prices of lead were given in the Oil. Paint, 
and Drug Reporter of December 30,1901, and in the testimony of Mr. John 
M. Peters before the Ways and Means Committee on April 2, 1902. 


Figures and schedules are to most people very dry reading. My 
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Jeliberate 
deliberat 

deceptive methods by which this system of legalized extortion is 
carried on that it has been tolerated thislong. No man knows or 


can tell at the end of the year the precise amount he has been | 


forced to pay by reason of it in increased cost to him of the arti- 
cles he purchased during the year, and it would require a vast 
amount of study and labor to find this out. Onsome things there 
is a specific duty, on some an ad valorem, on others both, and on 
others a graduated rate, 
article. 

The Spanish war revenue tax suggested a thought to me. If 
under the revenue laws articles were priced at what the cost 
would be without the tariff, and then the purchaser had to buy a 
revenue stamp representing the increased cost by reason of the 
duty; if 
his fencing wire, his nails, his harness, his shoes, his clothing 
and his furniture at what they would cost him if there were no 
duty, and then were forced each time he made a purchase to ex- 
pend from one-third to one-half more for a revenue stamp to 
paste on the article; if the good housewife could buy her cutlery, 
her china, and household necessities for what they would cost 
less the duty 
nue stamp representing the tariff duty, each knowing when they 
did it that this add led cost for the stamp did not reach the Gov- 
ernment Treasury ‘but went into the maw of some tariff-nurtured 
trust; if this or any other system existed by which the people 
would fully know just when, how often, and how much was being 
extorted from them that the manufac turing parasites might fat- 
ten at thei expense, there would not be but one election the 
after until the whole pernicious system of legalized robbery would 
be revised and reconstructed along the lines of a stric tly revenue 
basi is 

You talk about the laborer and the workingman, and even while 
you are talking thousands are being thrown out of employment, 
and the cost of living, as shown 1 
of this year, has increased since January 1, 1897, more than 30 per 
cent. Here is that statement in detail: 

PRICES PROPORTIONED TO CONSUMPTION, 
{Dun’s Index Number from Dun’s Review.] 


following t 
ve for the relative nets e of each. 
are taken, including whisky and tobacco, and in each case the 
by the annual per capita consumption, which precludes 
any one c mmodi ty having more than its proper weight in the aggregate 

or example, the pric e of a bushel of wheat is multiplied by 5.55, represent- 
ing the annual per capita consumption of 4 bushels for food, and the remain- 
der as allowance for seed. The price per pound of coffee is taken 9 times, 
of cheese 2.3, of chemicals only fractions of an ounce in some cases 
wide al uctuations in the price of an article little used do not materially affe: 
the index, but changes in the great staples have a large influence in advane- 
ing or depressing the total. 

For convenience of comparison and economy of space the pricesare grouped 
in seven classes: Breadstuffs include many quotations of wheat, corn, oats, 


In the 
due allowan 
essaries of lift 
price is multiplied 


Quotations of all the nec 


judgment is that it is only because of the insidious and 


varying on different classes of the same | 
, | Nov ember 1- 


the farmer could buy his plow, his mower, his reaper, | 


, and then had to expend one-third more for a reve- | 


1y Dun’s Review for January 9 | 


table the course of prices of commodities is shown with | 


Thus, 


| August 1. 
| September 1.../ 


| June 1 


July 1 
August 
Se pte 

Oc 


mbe ri... 
tober 1. 


December 1 .. 


1900. 


| January 1 
February 1-..-..} 


PERPGR'B csvnces 
rt § eee 
June 1 

July od 
August 1 
Septe mber 1.. 
October 1. 
November 1. 
December 1 .- 


1901. 
January 1 
February 1.... 
March 1 


May 1. 
June 1 
July 1... 
August 1 

September 1 -. 
October 1 

November 1... 
December 1 ... 


1902. 
January 1... 
February 1.. 
March 1 


| August 1 


September 1 .. 
©) ‘tober 1 
November 1... 
December 1. 


1903. 
January 1 


February 1....| 


March 1 


June 1 
July 1...... 





Bread- 


stuffs. 
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| Dairy 


Meats.| and 
gara 


10. 
. 936 


746 
2. 782 


SIDR HH nA 


~ 


702 


930 


CP OP Oh OF OP OO a9 
me et BODE OO 


901 


roo 
Oe 


CON NO 


Sos 
ee 


. 983 
3.181 
. 080 
3. 261 


8 
3. 164 
S 


5.675 


248 
34 
. 611 
. 882 


roe 





ee 


> So Oo 


11. 708 | 
974 | 


9 
1. 005 | 
1. 663 | 
l 
2 


5SO | 
B19 | 
604 | 


409 | 


251 | 
231 | 
383 | 
887 | 


5. 556 | 
3. 866 | 
3. 898 | 
3.519 | 


8.009 | 


G22 | 


J ANU 


Other Cloth- | 


food. ing. 


| 
| 


9.183 
9.157 
9. 086 
9. 165 
9.069 | 
9. 060 
. 076 | 


| 


. 200 | 
.401 | 
. Bag 
9. 349 
341 


oo 
» Ow 


. 482 

618 

9. 650 
9. 808 | 

. 640 


2 2 +2 +7 <3 +g 


| 


. 938 | 


}. 268 


5. 504 | 
3. 406 | 


5. 543 

793 
. 136 
.177 


. 137 


Metals. 


M 


la 


rye, b arley, beans,and pease; meats include live hogs, beef, sheep, and many 

provisions, lard, tallow, etc.; dairy and garden products embrace eggs, vege ~ | 

tables, ‘fruits, milk, butter, cheese, etc.; other food includes fish, liquors, con- 3. 617 

diments, sugar, rice, tobucco, etc.; clothing covers the raw material of each 6. 348 . 

industry, and many quotations of woolen, cotton, silk, and rubber goods, as | ' 

well as hides, leather, boots, and shoes; metals include various quotations of | 1904. - | l 
7.102} 8. 15. 9. 653 


October 1 
| November 1... 
December 1 ... 


). 816 
3. 680 
5, 822 


5. 696 | 





pig iron and L parti all y manufactured and finished produc ts, as we ll as the | January 1 7.316 


minor metals, tin, lead, copper aie anne east. ene pe eee miscellaneous : 7 
clude m any grade s of hard and soft lumber, lath, brick, lime, glass, turpen- : , 
— hemp, linseed oil, paints, fertilizers, and drugs. The third decimal is ween proneseaes include many quotations of wheat, 2 
given foraccuracy of comparis oe thus, $101.587 representing $101.58andseyen- | 8 ley, tom Ti = on oe aaa ~ nog, & 
tenths of acent. This figure does not purport to show the exact average an- | M@Dy prov isions, lard, tallow, etc.; dairy and garden products 
nual cost of living on January 1, 1902, because wholesale prices are taken and | Vegetables, and fruits; other foods include fish, liquors, con: 
all luxuries omitted. Its economic value is in showing ae percentage of ad- | Tice » tobi Lcco, & te.; c lothing includes the raw material of each 
vance or decline from month to month. many quotations of woolen, cotton, and other textile go 
leather, boots and shoes; metals include various quotations of 
partially manufactured and finished products, as well as m 
and petroleum. The miscellaneous class embraces many grad 
soft lumber, lath, brick, lime, glass, turpentine, hemp, li: 
fertilizers, and drugs. 


goods, ¢ 


In the following table the latest index-number figures are com- 
pared with e sarli er rec cords: 
f ‘ - | Miscel- 

oth- . 
and | ‘ — Metals. lane- 
garden = | ous. 


Dairy Other 


food. Total 


In the way of decreasing the amount of living and 
the amount of work, protection has proven a succ‘ 

{ men desire as much living for as little work as possibl: 
a . ‘ the greatest possible amount of work and the lea 
| : ; 2.407 | 13.014 | 12. 39% f " ° k | 
|g 987 | 13 11. 642 amount of living. We do not live that we may work, 

that we may live. You grow almost pathetic about « 
1893, and almost shed tears as you talk of Coxey’s ar! 
scribe “‘ the fire dying out in the furnaces,” and “ wh 
toturn,’’ and ‘‘ the empty dinner pail,’’ and the genera! 
which prevailed; but you fail to remember that every 
statute books when that panic came, and when it w¢ 
Republican law. We had the McKinley tariff law and 
man financial law. 

You are ‘standing pat.” You say, representing tl 
ment: ‘‘I do not need and do not want this additior 
but I will lay the tax so that you, the selected and fav 
may collect it. Ido not need to tax the consumer 
but I will hold while you tax him.”’ 

Every tax, in mathematical language, is a quantity : 

a minus sign. Yet you are standing pat on the theory | 
tax ourselves into prosperity; that it is the duty of an ' 


Ts . 
Meats. 


July 1 dow) 

1898 
January | 
February 1-..--} 
March 1 


August I 
September 
October 1...... 
November 1...) 
December I -. -| 


FF Ay ny oy 9 9 oH Hk 


OP OP Gb GP 0 Ge GP 0 GO oP GP Ge 
fet bes ff fe dtd fd fe 
DO DO BS WW DW Wd WI d9 


1899. 
January | 
February 1.--- 
March 1 
Aprill 


80. 

81. 

84. 

84. 200 
84.529 * 


853 | 11.888 | 
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1 enbservient peasantry and artisan class to pay the taxes and 

pao the other part of the political and industrial and economic 

ris ‘re: that the lower class should pay upward and the upper 
‘ks bless downward, 

me were right in 1896, and we were right in 1900. We were 

asking for more money with which to dothe business of the coun- 


try. and the 


from an unforeseen and unexpected source has only vindicated the 


principles for which we then contended and to which we still 


adhere 

” Th centleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hit] boasts that in the 
district which he represents there are more maraufacturing indus- 
who sit at he table of the Ways and Means Committee of this 
Hou We. at least some of us, proudly say to him that we rep- 
resent more than any other one class that class of American citi- 
zens upon whom all other classes are dependent; that great class 
who constitute about one-half the population of this country; 
that class the fruits of whose industry have given to us those mag- 
nificent balances of trade of which you boast and brought to the 
country from abroad the greater part of that wealth the enjoy- 


ment of much of which is denied them by your unjust exactions | 


that your favored class may fatten; that class who more than all 
others sustain the country in peace and are its bravest defenders 
in time of danger: that great class of brawny, vigorous American 
farmers in whose humble homes and around whose firesides honor 
and patriotism and all the virtues which make up the best type of 
American citizenship find their abode. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side 

Mr. WILLIA MS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I wish the 

entleman on the other side would consume some time. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I understood a few 
moments ago that there was spare time on this side of the House, 
and I thought that I would take advantage of it. I desire to dis- 
cuss very briefly the financial proposition embraced in the article 
prepared by the honorable gentleman from Mississippi | Mr. W1L- 
LIAMs| and published in Everybody’s Magazine. I wish I were 
better prepared to discuss it and had known that I was going to 
speak. Thearticle is headed, ‘*‘ What Democracy now stands for.”’ 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In that connection—— 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Of course I assume that the gen- 
tleman is not responsible for that heading. 

. Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Iam not responsible for the 
leacing, 

Mr. HILLof Connecticut. Nor fortheintroductory paragraph, 
which states that it is an authoritative statement. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I did not assume that, because I | 


know the gentleman too well to suppose for a moment that he 
would put a heading of that kind above an article of which he 
was the author; but for the statements in the article the gentle- 
man 1s responsible. I desire to read so much of that article as 
relates to the probable future views of the Democratic party in 
the opinion of the leader of the minority. 


The article reads as follows: 
Thi same old principle of Democratic equality, or approximate equality 
of b it ar dof burden, ought to show that the Democratic party could not 
very well stand in finance for the Aldrich bill or the Fowler bill—certainly 
= ‘or any proposition looking toward the giving out for circulation of 
rovernment-guaranteed currency upon the deposit of the bonds of private 


corporations 


i i ae an 2 of the credit of a few selected, and therefore favored, bond- 
suing Corporations, 
Tf th tmeans anything, gentlemen, it means that the Demo- 
cratic party in the future is to be absolutely opposed to the 
ae oual-banking system. Iam not overstating that, am I? 
a r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I should think you are over- 
ae ita great deal, if you are confining yourself to the con- 
— ion of those words in my article. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut (reading) : 
ae principle, when applied to the present system of Government de- 
Ment one onal banks would teach, or ought to teach, that the Govern- 
teach that. t _ V irtually to lend its money free—would teach, or ought to 
ayenes aie _ rn 
travagant Gov 


] 
al 


‘ond the needs of an economical or even of the present ex- 
eueaieeee ment, that seems a present necessity in order not to starve 
Upon coma NG Industry by lack of cash), then the deposits ought to be made 
cheat’ and infallit : whereby there could be secured, first, undoubted, gilt- 
secondly, in such bart urity for the return of the age deposited, and, 

tive bid, offer a ae as, having given that security, 8 
Nor is there ar he he eae the highest rate of interest. ; s 
Secured in ann any emocratic reason why Government deposits, amply 
Some such way as I have indicated, should be confined to national 


nks ¢ l y . » . 
‘one, it being apparent that the security which ought to be deposited 


= the Governmen 
raults wor . ‘ ‘ — 2 . 
pendent Ot ees 8 above indicated, a self-sufficing security, totally inde- 
Talking abr —_ 8 future solvency or insolvency. 
struction i the pom Sitaries and their security, except the miraculous con- 
la, whereby the +, : : 
‘lomliedy the pledge of the United States to “guarantee the sovereignty 


Sovereignty by preventing ( 


quite olombia from enforcing it, there is 


he subsequent additions to our stock of metallic money | 


ein all the districts of all the Democratic Members | 


, thus making the Government a partner in the affairs and in | 


nent money is to be deposited in banks at all (and with | 


t vaults in return for the money deposited in the bank | 
‘sident.and his Administration of the treaty with Colom- | 


So marvelous as the construction which the Secretary of the | 


Treasury gave to section 5153 of the Revised Statutes. The language of that 
section is this— 


And this is what I would wish to call to the attention of both 


| sides of the House, the language of this statute as I read it. and 


the construction which the gentleman from Mississippi himself 
has put upon it and upon the action of the Secretary of the 
Treasury— 

*“ The Secretary of the Treasury shall require the associations thus desig- 

nated” (meaning the depositaries) “to give satisfactory security by the de- 

osit of United States bonds and otherwise * * *.” Tho Secretary of the 
Treasury simply and calmly scratched out the word “and” and inserted the 
word “or” in lieu thereof. 

The language of that statute is this: 

aoe Secretary of the Treasury shall require the associations thus desig- 
nateaq— 

Meaning the depositaries— 
to givesatisfactory security by the deposit of United States bonds and other- 
wise. 

The gentleman says the Secretary of the Treasury simply, 
calmly scratched out the word ‘‘and”’ and inserted the word 
‘‘or’’ in lieu thereof. 

I take the ground, gentlemen, there is absolutely no difference 
in the meaning of the statute as it is and its meaning as revised 
by the gentleman from Mississippi in criticising the action of the 
Secretary of the Treasury in the change of the word ** and”’ and 
‘or,’ if it had been so changed, as it was not, and as this article 
would seem toimply. But if it had been, it would have made no 
difference whatever in the power conferred upon the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

Now I go further. I hold in my hand the report of the Treas- 


| urer of the United States for the present year, just issued, and I 


call the_attention of the gentleman from Mississippi to the fact 
that the policy and action of the Secretary of the Treasury to-day 
are in accord with Democratic policy from 1784 down to now; that 
there has not been a minute, except from 1846 to 1860, when this 
policy has not been pursued in precisely the same way that it now 
is; that again and again in the early history of the Government 
and under Democratic administration investigations were made, 
reports were made by select committees of Congress and by tlie 
Secretary of the Treasury himself, and invariably that action was 
sustained and continued for fifty years under Democratic admin- 
istration. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman contend 


| that it was under that statute? 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That statute did not exist. It was 


| done before this law was enacted. Let me call the attention of 


the gentleman to the Treasurer’s report, on page 20, where it 
commences with the history of the transactions of the Treasury. 


| It shows that down to 1836 all of the money of the Government 
| was deposited in banks and no interest paid upon it, and all under 


Democratic Administrations, and all without interest; and that is 
the true policy under which the Treasury of the United States 
should beconducted. I find that the transfer of deposits by Presi- 
dent Jackson was only from one bank to other banks, and that 


| his ‘‘ pet banks’’ troubled him exactly the same under a Demo- 


cratic Administration as they are liable to give trouble under Re- 
publican Administrations. 

Mr. SMiTH of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentleman 


| if it is not a fact that President Harrison condemned this practice 


in one of his annual messages to Congress? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. And every business man will con- 
demn a practice by which the money of the peopie of the United 
States is taken from them, if taken unnecessarily and placed out 
at interest and put up at auction, as proposed by the leader of 


| the Democratic minority upon the floor of this House. 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. But does the gentleman deny that 
President Harrison condemned the policy of placing the money 
of the United States in the banks without compensation? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Very likely he might have done so. 
I do not know whether he did or not. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. But he did do so, 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It has been the practice since the 


bould, by competi. | beginning of the Government down to now; andif the gentleman 
% 2 } 


will turn to the report of the Treasurer of the United States, at 


| page 140, he will find a statement showing for every year from 


the beginning of the Government the amount of money that has 
been held in the Treasury and the amount of money which was 


| found in the public depositories; he will find that clear down to 


1836 there was none held in the Treasury of the United States, 
but that it was all in banks, as States, cities, and corporations 


rer Y hold it to-day, and as we ought to do now, keeping the money in 
over the transisthmian strip was construed to mean a promise ve : ne : 


circulation rather than withdrawing it. He will find that from 
1836 to 1846 it was divided, partly between the banks and partly 


4B 
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CON 


in the Treasury, and during this d 
charge. From 1846 to 1860 he 


cade an occasional — rest 
will find it allin the Treasury of 
the om d States, and from 1860 he will find it partly in the} banks 
and partly in the Treasury. 
iow then, pers nally L belis 
tanks, al not withdrawn fr 
used and not locked uy 
I en it would ib 


ve it ought to be all put in the 
ym circulation, so that it might be 
up. 

wise 


nrea 


to change the law and permit that to 
be done. But I. any man to find any real distincti: 
tween the tatute it is to-day with the word ‘‘and”’ in it and 
the statute as it would be with the word “‘ or ’’ in it, which seems 
to be 1 me whi he gentleman from Mississippi has laid at 
he d Ss 4 treasury. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
ntry has a leader on the Democratic 
riticise but is glad to suggest 
: yward in the policy of the Dem 
yhen as a minority party they are willing to beco 
party, or at least make suggestions as to legis! 
» not at a loss to-day to] know just exactly what t o 
rty would do, if it had the power, with regar dt 
ntleman states his unwillingness 


of the country. The ; 
mply with the terms of , A lrich bill and has introduced 
tai ive -s and had referred to the Ways 
:mittee a bill of his own as an alternative proposi- 


hall mn be- 


» the Honse of Represer 
1d Means Co 


on. WILLIAMS of Mi: 
sition to the Aldrich bill. 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 


sissippi. Notas an alternative 
Well, as a su bstitute pr 


: s, and I asi the , 


oposition 
gentleman what 


for the present condition of thing 
i 


. 
< ne pu 


rpo 
r. WIL L AMS of Mis 
one of the evil 
that isall. It does not 
and currency measure at all. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It was certainly introduced for 
some purpose. Now, what is the purpose and object of this bill’ 
That once in three months the surplus funds of the United States 
should be put up at auction to the highest bidder, either to be 
placed on call or to be placed on time. I deprecate, either on the 

tepublican or Democratic side, any policy looking to such a dan- 
gerous use of the Government funds. I deprecated the introduc- 
tion of the Aldrich bill into Congress for that reason. I was 
opposed to it. Our funds are now secured by United States 
bonds. <A proposition was introduced at the last session of Con- 
gress to have them secured by miscellaneous securities. 

Now, I want to show you the retrograde steps ‘we hay 
since that came in. 
be secured by State bonds which had not defau!ted on their inter- 


4 
t — 
Q 

a’ 


{ ssippi. It is simply to strike down 
and not one of the least—that is now existing, 
pretend to be a comprehensive banki: 


> taken 


of certain cities of a hundred thousand population. 


pened? Certain gentlemen roce up and stated that the bonds of 


their cities were just as good as if they had a hundred thousand ! 
An- | 
**T livein a city where the popula- | 


population, and down went the limit of population to 50,000. 
other gentleman rose and said: 
tion is only 15,000, but our bonds are absolutely good, as good as 
those of the city of New York,” and down went the limit again. 
Down went the limit on railroad bonds. 


end if the door is once opened. And that is not all. I see avery 
distinguished gentleman sitting here right before me whose ac- 
quaintance I enjoy and appreciate, yet in this session of Congress 
he has introduced a bill by which he proposes to permit th« 
United States to make an absolute investment of its surplus 
money in miscellaneous bonds, county bonds, State bonds. etc., 
to be bought and sold in the markets. 
ury on Wall street; think of it. Thatisnotall. In another end 
of the Capitol we have got a bill for the use of these same miscel- 
laneous bonds to secure national-bank circulation, and that is the 

way we have gone since that original proposition of the Aldrich 
bill was introduced. There is where we have gone and there is 
the 
tion is still more dangerous than anything I have seen. 

Now, could it be accomplished? No. It is absolutely impossi- 
ble, with safety to the country. And if anything was accom 
plished it would be wholly in the opposite direction from that 
which the distinguished gentleman expected. Now, why? The 
Aldrich bill possessed the same imperfections that this bill 
does. That had been carefully examined — objected to here, but 
one day a telegram came from Chicago—a ‘‘ round robin,” signed 
by the officers of every bank in the city- -protesting against its 
passage. Why? Because the effect of it, gentlemen, would have 
been exactly the same as this would produc e, name reg to strip 
every Government deposit from'every country bank throughout 
the United States and concentrate them in Wail street; and I do 
not believe that is what the gentleman from Mississippi intends. 
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| figure this propositi 


Under that bill Government de ouiin could | 
| ference between your bill and 
est, the bonds of certain dividend- -paying railroads, and the bonds | 
What hap- | 


| bond. 
| the greatest in the lowest rate of interest market. Ther 
Then it came to county bonds, and nobody knows where it will | 


| Let me show 
The United States Treas- 


tendency; and, gentlemen, I must confess that this proposi- | 


JANI 





Now, let me demonstrate it. In making a proj 
kind he overlooks one thing—that it becomes ne 
in bonds for security. I will show you what the 
under the terms of this bill if the plan of the 
an pi wa ried out. und r the present 
necessary to buy $100,000 of 2 per cent bonds in or 
arity, at 105}, the pric e at which they st; 
this, in a community where the market rate for m 
cent, would take $105,500, with an annual loss of int 
when that purchase was made. 

Now, you would get back from that $2,000 int 
bonds, so that as far as you have now gone you y 
pocket $4,330. To buy your 2 P er cent 
tion of the country you have g 
vest it ata 2 per cent rate, 7 
pr ncipal and an equal rate on the 
pledge your bonds with the Government and 
$100,000. If no reserve was required you woul 
loan and you would receive from that as inter 
ducting what was lost annually in the bond inv 
be making by the transaction $1,670 profit on you 
about a 2 per cent community. 

You must bear in mind that there is but on: 
in the United ites, and that is Wall Str 
call. There is only one. How would the Wall 
He would buy a 2 per cer 
per cent money and would lose only $110 beca 
ve a, and would oe $2,000 interest on hi 

yuently he would be $1,890 ahead. So that tl 
it country bank could Taibo with a 2 per cent | 
serve, would be 1.67 _ cent, and the Wall sti 
2 per cent market could bid 1.89 per cent. 

Now, figure that out in the same way with the 1 
and you will find that a6 per cent banker in the 
only bid at the auction which you would hold on 
months seventy-seven one hundredths of 1 per 
Wall street banker, with a required reserve of 25] 
of 15 per cent, with a 2 per cent money market 
and he could strip the whole country of these d 
them all in Wall street. 

Now, how does this bill differ from the Aldrich 
respect, that the Aldrich bill made a minimum li 


3 Cal 


the se 


bonds in a ( 
to take 6 per cent 1 
1 have lost 4 per 
premium. The 


sO 


yn? 


| Secretary without receiving bids could put out th: 
| per cent, A 
| provided for any amount the Treasurer could loan and 
t above 14 pertent,and you put it up at 


and you make no minimum at all. Th: 


rate of inter 
amounts not exceeding the capital of a bank. Th 
the Aldrich bill. 
work absolutely in the same way and tothe same en: 
the country banks of the United States and cent 
in Wall street. Therefore it was. not strange {| 
speculator and broker in the United States looked 
delizht and gleeful anticipations to the passage of t 
Now, take a miscellaneous bond. I know g 
apt to think that this could not be so with a 4 or 5 


There is a profit in it unquestionably, but 


rentien 


parent fallacy there; but yet, when you come to fig" 
find it is absoluetly so, because you starton the prop 


| higher your rate of interest the more you have got t 


bond purchased for security, and that loss must 


| from the interest received from loaning the Govern 


The higher the rate of premium, the more still ) 
you how that works out on a miscel 
Take, for instance, Columbus, Ohio, and compare 
and 2 per cent rates: 

Investment in a Columbus, Ohio, bond at 1104 
cent interest, $110,750; at 6 per cent annual inter 
deduct coupons, $4.000, gain; net loss, $2,645. D 
per cent margin required by the Secretary on miscel! 
875, 000; less 15 per cent reserve, $11,250; net | 
$63.7! 750: at 6 per cent interest, $3,825; net gain 
$1,180, 

The same deposit on the same bond, with ar 

cent required instead of 15 er cent, would show, i 
interest rate, a net profit of $2,910. 

Now, who could afford to m: nake the highest bid? 
banker or the Wall street one? 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentlen 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. ( ‘ertainly. : 

Mr. PRINCE. I think in the gentleman’s rema! 
to a bill that I had introduced, wanting to inv¢ 


| millions of the one hundred and sixty-eight mil! 


hey 
nu 


ns m W 


1 
Lh 
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national dep sitories, for which the Government is getting no 
interest. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. PRINCE. The Secretary of the Treasury placed that 
money in the hands of the national depositories, did he not? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes. — 

Mr. PRINCE. Now, let me read, if you please, for a moment, 
what the Secretary of War has done with reference to money that 
has come into his hands as a result of the sale of the Philippine 
ertificates. 
vr HILL of Connecticut. I understand, and I will state now 
that the case is not a parallel one at all, That is money which 
the Philippine Islands have got to keep as a gold reserve to main- 
tain the parity of their silver currency. They must keep it. It 
ermanent fund, subject only to drafts in case there is a de- 
The parallel does not exist at all between that 
case and our condition. We ought not to have a surplus in the 
hanks of the United States. I am free tosay that ladmitit. But 
if we are to have it, and so long as it continues, it ought to be 


isa pen 
mand for gold. 


there on business principles, ready to be drawn on at sight, not | 


loaned out, for eovernments borrow, but do not lend. 

Mr. PRINCE. ‘th 
read it. It is on page 15 of the report of the Chief of the Bureau 
of Insular Affairs. It is as follows: 


The 3,000 $1,000 certificates were sent to New York by two representatives 
of this Bureau to save the large cost of expressage, and on May 1, as prom- 

|. they were turned over by the Guaranty Trust Company of New York, 

ilar depository for Philippine funds in New York, to the successful bid- 
ders, who deposited therefor with said insular depository $3,075,390. If this 
amount could have remained at the agreed rate of interest, 3} per cent on 
daily balances, there would have been a profit of $63,028.65 on this issue at the 
if the year 

Proposals to bidders under date of July 9, 1903, and similar to the first pro- 
posals, gave the 
her 1. 1908. and that bids would be opened in this Bureau in the presence of 

iders on August 25, 1908, at which time it was found thatthe bid of Harvey 
Fisk & Sons, of New York, $102.24 per $100 for the entire issue, was the most 
advantageous, and the award was made accordingly. The Guaranty Trust 
Company, of New York, had previously agreed to give the same rate of 
interest on daily balances—3} per cent—on the proceeds of this second sale. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion, whether he believes it is the function of government to take 
money from the people by taxation and then to loan it out to them 
at interest? 

Mr. PRINCE. I do not. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 
principle of the whole thing. 

Mr. PRINCE. But let me suggest to the gentleman that we 


have to-day one hundred and sixty-odd millions of dollars with | 


which we can not pay the bonded indebtedness for some twenty- 
three or twenty-five years to come. We tried within the last 
year to purchase the face value of some sixteen millions of bonds 
and we had to pay for them something like twenty-two millions. 
In other words, we paid a premium of 374 per cent. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 


SUVS, 


I simply repeat again that it is not the function of the 


Government to take money from the people by taxation and loan | 


it out at interest. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is it the function of the Gov- 


frnment to take the money away from the people and then give | 


it to them, or, rather, lend it to capitalists without interest? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It is the function of government to 
collect money by taxation, for its expenses. The effect of your 
prop sition, and of all of these kindred propositions, whether they 
a 
ard until finally we will get back to where we were in the tale 
recited so efficiently some time ago by the gentleman from Illi- 
hols |r, BoureLi], when the United States Government took 
“ < y and divided it up among the States pro rata. 

} . 
Ueman this question: The gentleman says it is not a part of the 
suuetion of government to lend its money at interest on call. 

“a HILL of Connecticut. Notto. — 
contin ee AMS of Mississippi. But he admits it is quite ex- 
ional sive its money away on call, Now, then, as I under- 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut 
of the kind, : 

» Wy . es 
cee Missiasipg!. The gentleman admits that 

Mr. HILL of Core = ve excusable, 
m & basines. .. omne etic ut. Ladmit that the present system is 
take his sarnluaane Just exactly as the gentleman himself would 
check. and = ould ea and deposit it in a bank subject to his own 

Mr. WILL] Mat op - it out at interest. 
further. T waad caf an i sameatone. Let me go ahead a moment 
terest on call is ita ‘he gentleman if money deposited at in- 

, just as much subject to the gentleman's 


XXXVITI— 85 


( 


Just let the gentleman answer this, after I have ! 


nformation that the certificates would be dated Septem- | 


Well, that is the fundamental | 


I admit all that the gentleman | 


» Rannhiins . aoe : 
‘epablican or Democratic in source, will be to lower the stand- | 


WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, I want to ask the gen- | 


Of course I do not admit anything | 


check, or, in this particular case, to the Government’s check, as 
money given away on call or deposited without interest on call? 

Mr, HILL of Connecticut. Perhaps so. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Are the deposits on call not 
subject to exactly the same power to check whenever you please, 
whether at interest or not? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Unquestionably, in theory. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, one further question. 
The Government has now, I believe, about $150,000,000, in round 
numbers, deposited in the national banks. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. One hundred and sixty-five million 
| dollars, I believe. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, then, we are about to 
build a Panama canal; we can pay for it by checking upon those 
banks. Suppose the United States Government should to-morrow 
want to check out that $165,000,000 all at once for some purpose. 
I ask the gentleman whether it would not produce a panic in this 
country? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think it would; and that would 
be precisely the result which would be accomplished under the 
| terms of the bill if you shifted those deposits once in three 
months to the highest bidder. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It being true, then, that if we 
| should check for the whole of those deposits, now bearing no in- 
terest, it would produce a panic in this country, it must be true 
| also that the Government can not practically check for that 
amount to-morrow if it is wise as a Government; it must be true 
| also that it will not do so: and then it must be true also that 
this is a sort of permanent loan; and if it is, why should not the 
Government receive whatever rate of interest the money is worth 
to the parties who have the use of it and are using it? 

And if that be true, why is it not Republican and Democratic 
doctrine that this way of doing business should not be confined 
to the national banks, or to banks of any sort for that matter, 
provided the man who borrows those deposits has absolutely self- 
sufficing and independent securities, putting it beyond the perad- 
| venture of doubt that he will pay the principal? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Ithank the gentleman for that sug- 
gestion, for it only shows the downward course we would be pur- 
suing if this policy should be followed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the Treasury should become a one-man bank to 
loan out the funds of the Government, he alone under the statutes 
being the judge of the collateral. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, will the gentlemen tell 
me a single evil about this system—and there are evils about it, I 
admit, evils necessary to extravagant government which over- 
taxes the people, because there ought not in a good government 
be any surplus at all, except a working margin, and that surplus 
ought to be in the subtreasuries of the Government—I am meet- 
ing a condition, not trying to establish a new order of things 
will the gentleman point out a single evil that could come about 
from depositing this money on call in banks on interest that does 
not exist where you deposit that money on call in the banks with- 
out interest? 

Mr. HILLof Connecticut. I have been trying to explain to the 
| gentleman that under the present law, with Government security— 
and I am willing totake no other: I am willing to accept no other 
than Government bonds as security for Government money—it is 
impossible to doit, unless you concentrate all your deposits in a 
2 per cent money market, and there is but one such in the United 
States—Wall street. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not wish to take too 
much of the gentleman's time. But the question I have asked 
and the question I should like the gentleman to answer is this: 
Under a system of keeping Government money outside the vaults 
of the Government, in banks, on interest, where could there be a 
single evil that would not also exist under a system of keeping 
the Government money outside the vaults of the Government, in 
banks, without interest? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think the difference is in the 
method. As I said before, there is not a bank in the United 
States, even one with only $25,000 capital, that is not required by 
the statutes to have a board of at least five directors to c 
and advise with its president. Any man familiar with banking 
business knows that the most vicious thing in the whole banking 
system is what is called a ‘* one-man bank *’—where the president 
does the whole business, makes the loans and certifies them, with- 
out the advice of the board. The almost inevitable end of such 
practice is ruin. . 

Now, by this process of loaning out Government funds on pro- 
miscuous securities, you are making the Treasury of the United 
States a one-man bank, with the largest fund of any bank in the 
| world, to be loaned out on promiscuous security at the discretion 
(of one man. I say it is absolutely vicious. Rather than adopt 





sult 
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ae 
such a system I would abandon any interest for a century; and | remarks of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Harpwicx Pe 


ees |. Thi 
no man can deny the correctness of this principle. morning, however, my attention was called to what he statag wit “y 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. One other question. How is | reference to the constitution and laws of Vermont tone} Ling {] 
the present system of leaving it to the discretion of the Secretary | question of suffrage. I read from his remarks: j 
of the Treasury to select the banks to serve as Government deposi- I respectfully invite the attention of the distinguished , 
tories, without interest,to be any less a ‘‘ one-man’’ banking scheme | the Union League Club to the constitution and laws of the Siate, 
than a system which would leave him to select—not in his dis- | by which citizens who are of quiet and peaceable behavior, ; 
43 } t ac jing to their bids—tl . insti : approbation of the board of civil authorities, shall alone be yx 
cretion, but according to their bids—the persons or institutions | the most far-reaching provision that was ever adopted in any 
who should receive these deposits on interest? South. 
‘ Mr. qd of ¢ anes - ~ Why, emn’ a ye reason that Mr. Chairman, the original constitution of the State of Vor 
er. - prescribed the security and that it shall be Gov- | was adopted in 1777. Its framework was the constitys; 
ernment bonds. Pennsylvania of 1776. However, in this particula 
z 4 . go ae aie . eo as ee ; Sj . r they d 
Mr. WILLIAMS oa But this bill does not change | agree. Pennsylvania placed her suffrage provisions upon ta; 
the ee ee ee rT e y law. On the contrary, it leaves the ing; Vermont based her suffrage upon manhood only ae 
security just as it 1s to-day. mented by an oath, which we designate as the ‘* free: ath” 
: > ae on *4 sa. ry Be .. . eeman’s oath, 
ms Mr. ta of ee _—_ I oon it; but I have ag d to tell | which is taken by the “ first voter.”” Now, that there m; vy bet 
, oe , £ © « € "Me , >< i 
ae gentleman a half a dozen times that it is financially impossi- misunderstanding or ‘ misapprehension hereafter as to the: 
ble to bring abcnt the result that he expects, for the result of his | eet 
a att ——— of eg peounenee at in the Recorp. They are very brief. I read first from the “Doo. 
a AMS of Mississippi. That is another question. laration of rights of the inhabitants of the State of Vermon: 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut (continuing). Would be to strip the | chapter 1: 
whole country of the deposits and would not result as he expects 
it would. becaus ArT. 8. That all elections ought to be free and without 
it would, because— Mae a : 7 that all freemen, having a sufficient, evident common 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman disagrees with | attachment to, the community have a right to elect offi 
me there, but that is another question. That is not what I am | imto office, agreeably to the regulations made in this constit 
on now. The thing IT am on now is, will you tell the House now,| Inow read the plan or frame of government, cha 
if the Secretary of the Treasury had to dispose of the deposits in | 21; and this was the provision of 1777: 
banks under a law requiring him to give the deposits to the banks SxEc. 21. Every man of the full age of 21 years, having 1 
which with equal security—being the security now required by | for the space of one whole year next before the elect: 
law—should bid the highest interest, why that would be any | and isofa Te es peaceable behavior and will take t! 
more open to the charge of being a one-man-bank scheme than | RES, Se Se geeree wom wae Bvev ame er © EFCC 
the present system, whereby the Secretary of the Treasury, with- | Then follows the freeman’s oath: 
out any guiding law, within his own discretion, selects banks | You solemnly swear (or affirm) that whenever you gi 
wherever he chooses and leaves the money without interest? | frage touching any matter ee a iy re Ver 
‘ - ° . . “ve + ‘ wets. | 80 as in your conscience you sha Juc ge wl most conduce t 
The ¢ HAIRMAN . The time of the &¢ ntieman from Connec ul the same, as established by the constitution, without fear or 
cut has expired. 


. 2 . act) 9. 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I understood I had forty-five min- | Then comes section 42: 
utes. Sec. 42. The declaration of the political rights and pr 
n ‘\T NY » > » fva mi - wamaini itants of this State is hereby declared to be a part of the « 
The C HAIRMAN. There are only five minute Sr maining to Commonwealth and ought not to be violated on any pret: 
that side of the House, and the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. a . 
HEMENWAY) said he wanted five minutes These are the provisions only in the constitution 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. How much time has this side of the | ftom _the law, the statute of Vermont, fixing tli 
House? qualifications of voters: 


The CHAIRMAN. That side of the House has fifty-nine min- | 8c, 60. Citizens of the United States and persons w! 
utes zens of this State by virtue of the constitution or laws a: 


» State, citizens thereof. 
Mr. HILL of Connecticué. Do I understand that I have the | ae at ieee cide diem 21 years of age or more, | 
courtesy of the gentleman to proceed? Dol have ¢ any more time? | State one year next prececing a general election, shal! | 
The CHAIRMAN. Not on the Republican side, ey hy Sh kg ta 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- | tive or justices of the peace at such election unless he resi: 
man be allowed ten minutes. months next preceding the election in the town in which 
The CHAIRMAN. The House by unanimous consent has fixed | te day of the election. 
the time at which this debate is to close. Now, the election officers under our law are th 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I will pursue this | peace and the selectmen and the town clerks of tiv 
line at some other time. There are some few things in regard to | and in the cities they are the mayor and alderme! 
it that I would like to bring to the attention of the House, but I | the peace. Our town officers are elected annua! 
= oa advantage of some other occasion. of the peace are elected biennially. The question 
HEMENWAY. Ihave but five minutes remaining, and I | politics, to be elected a justice of the peace or a s 
yie a ‘that to the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Haskins]. enters into the election at all. 
Mr. HITT. Will the gentleman move that the committee rise Now, so far as the approbation of the board o! 
for a moment? to a claimed voter taking the freeman’s oath is 
On motion of Mr. Hemenway, the committee rose; and the | inquiry is simply confined to the question of citize 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Tawney, Chairman of | andage. The provision of the statute in this res] 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- | against fraudulent registration and voting by po 
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill | never taken the freeman’s oath, and who are kn 
H. R. 10954, the urgent deficiency bill, and had come to no reso- | voters.”’ ' 
lution thereon. | The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman ! 
DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. | Mr. WILLIAMSof Mississippi. I yield one minu 


: : ae - man from Georgia to read the Vermont law. 
Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported a Mr. HARDWICK. Section 66 of the Vermont law 


bill (H. R. 11287) making appropriations for the diplomatic and ‘ 
: ; ; 1894, reads: 
consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905; which i ae 
rs ae » » 6 , , a 0 person sha ” admitted to take the freeman's 09 
was read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying re- | 73 PS intil he has obtained the aperetation of the bos 
ort, ordered to be printed and referred to the Committee of the | of the town in which he resides. 


Vhole House on the state of the Union. EA ; eer senian 
Mr. WILLIAMSof Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve one I stated yesterday. [Loud ap| 


all points of order on the bill. AQW d : 47] allow m 

The SPEAKER. All points of order are reserved. Mz, WILLIAMS of Mictecignl He has onl} 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, that has expired. 

On motion of Mr. Hemenway, the House again resolved itself Mr. HASKINS. He has only occupied half a 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union Mr. HARDWICK. I aim willing. 
for the further consideration of the urgent deficiency appropria- Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. His minute hi: 
tion bill, with Mr. TAWNEYy in the chair. if it has not, we must go on. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mr. HEMENWAY. _I think in view of the fact piel 
Vermont [Mr. Haskins]. The CHAIRMAN. The minute has not expired. | ue 

Mr. HASKINS. Mr. Chairman, owing to the fact that yester-| Mr. HASKINS. For forty years [have beenone oi Ur'™ |, 
day I was engaged in committee 1 was not present during the | officers in my town, and I never heard the question as to ¢" 
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albea 
olitics or as to his good behavior raised whenever he had offered 
y register or to present his vote. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I have made a statement about the law 
and not about the practice. ' 

Mr. HASKINS. That is the practice. : 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I will not have 
time nor do I desire to reply to the gentleman from Connecticut 
inextenso. After I shall have used five minutes, please ‘‘ call me 
down.” Now, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut does not understand the difference between the word ‘‘ and” 
and the word ‘or’ in the construction of a statute is totally be- 
yond my comprehension. 

* Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That may be. 3 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, what would the differ- 
ence be as to these words when putin this statute: “‘ The Secretary 
of the Treasury shall require the associations thus designated to 
give satisfactory security by the deposit of United States bonds 


in part the security has got to be in United States bonds, and 
with that out, and if the statute should read, with the ‘‘ security 
by the deposit of United States bonds ‘or’ otherwise,’’ that 
would mean that no part of it would be required to be in bonds 
of the United Stats. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Could it be all-‘United States bonds; 
under your construction of the language could it be United States 
yonds? 
; Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It could be all or part, either 
one: it could not possibly be all of anything else and no United 
States bonds. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has attempted 
laboriously to prove, through some arrangement of figures which 
Icould not follow in my head, that in a country where money 
lends for 8 per cent the people could not afford to bid as much for 
United States deposits as in a country where money loans for 3 
yer cent—— 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. My five minutes will not al- 
low me to yield. And the only thing I caught when you were 


explaining it was this, that you said that a man would have to sac- | 
rifice § per cent money in the purchase of United States bonds, | 


but you forgot that after the man had sacrificed 8 per cent 
money in the purchase of United States bonds upon which he 
would draw 2 or 3 per cent, then he would begin to use the money, 
and use it in an 8 per cent money market. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly, I agree with you. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi (continuing). And that is ab- | 
solutely what the gentleman did not mention, or at least failed to | 


mention—— 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Will the gentleman yield-—— 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No, I can not. Now, the | 
gentleman says that I would have a “‘ public auction ’’ take place | 


“once in three months” for people to bid for United States de- 


posits. Well, under the  wigy system, you have a public auc- | 
tion * once in three months *’ for people to bid to the Secretary of | 
the Treasury to be given United States deposits, because I have | 


(noted in the bill the language of the present statute when I say 


that “it is hereby made the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury | 


on the ist day of July, on the Ist day of October, on the 1st day 
o: January, and on the Ist day of April of each year’ to do cer- 
tain things, namely, to deposit the money on interest in a certain 
luanner, 

F he present law is that it shall be deposited at those times in 
he (is 
right 


1'. a" over this broad country, and to give that immense amount 
®: they which they could use in either a 4 per cent or a 6 per 
Cut cr an 8 per cent market without their paying a cent. The 
‘rd “auction” means nothing; the law now simply gives an 
‘uchon” once in three months under the present system with- 
ous any body having to pay anything except compliments, flattery, 
: ‘den races, and perhaps promises to the powers that be, whereas 
i... Uty system they would have to pay some cash, 
tat forgets when he makes that comparison, too, 
ena . : . ruling of the Secretary of the Treasury, where he 
hak te ee out the word “and” and puts in the word “or, 
hen ae security would not have to be confined to United States 
siver ee than now. The bill provides that the security 
Biven shall be the same security as is now required by law, and 


OL 


ines vt JS Subject to the same regulations and construction | 


uM "the present Administration. 
word? Th; . . = 
sions hat rule that provided there should be a margin of 25 
+d puts the financial transaction on the same basis as Gov- 
ical calac)en Cent bonds, and consequently makes my mathemat- 
uM, ulations exactly correct 
Mr. WT ‘ a ees 
a wed, LLTAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, the mathemat- 
‘ can convince me that a man who can use money at 8 


Pand’ otherwise?”? It means, with the word “and” there, that | 


retion of the Secretary of the Treasury with a perfect | 
) select his personal or political friends, if he chooses to do 


'. HILL of Connecticut. Will the gentleman pardon just a | 
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per cent can not pay as much to get money as the man who can 
not use it at over 3 per cent will never bediscovered. The mathe- 
matics can not be found that can convince me of that proposition. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, United States banks throughout this coun- 
try deposit their reserve upin New York banksand the New York 
banks pay 2 per cent for it. Why can not the United States Gov- 
ernment be paid 2 per cent? 
Now, I am a good-natured fellow, and instead of making that 
a public bid and giving it to the highest bidder, I think it wou'd 
be an improvement over the present plan if you would require 
them to pay, say, 2 per cent, and make it fixed. But let the Gov- 
ernment cease gratuitously to favor certain banks over others. ‘To 
put out to highest bidder among banks, State and national, first fur- 
nishing absolutely self-sufficing security for repayment, would be 
better. Why? Because that would carry the money to those 
parts of the country which need it most for productive enterprises 
and home development, and not to the great centers where small 
interest prevails and where it is used chiefly for speculative pur- 
| poses on ’change. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. WILEY]. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Hepsurn having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, | 
| Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate hac 
| passed bills and joint resolution of the following titles; in which 
| the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested: 
S. 421. An act for the relief of W. J. Kountz; 
8. 372. An actauthorizing the recorder of the General Land Of- 
fice to issue certified copies of patents, records, books, and papers; 
S. 250. An act granting to the State of Idaho 50,000 acres of land 
| to aid in the continuation, enlargement, and maintenance of the 
| Idaho State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home; 

S. 146. An act for the relief of Leonard L. Deitrick; 

S. 126. An act for the relief of Rudolf Herbst; 

§. 122. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
restore to public entry lands embraced in whole or in part withiu 
segregations for reservoirs; 

5S. 61. An act for the relief of M. E. Saville; 

S. 56. An act for the relief of the legal representatives of Na- 
poleon B. Giddings; 

S. 619. Anact making an appropriation for completing the con- 
struction of the road to the national cemetery near Pensacola, Fia.; 

S. 468. An act for the relief of the widow and children of tlie 
late Joseph W. Etheridge and the widow of the late John M. 
Richardson; 

S. R. 21. Joint resolution authorizing the purchase of a marble 
bust of General Lafayette, executed by David d’ Angers; 

S. R. 20. Joint resolution authorizing the selection of a site and 
the erection of a pedestal for a bronze statue in Washington, D. C., 
in honor of the late Henry Wadsworth Longfellow; 

S. 2697. An act to amend an act authorizing the Secretary of 
War to cause to be erected monuments and markers on the bat- 
tlefield of Gettysburg, Pa., to commemorate the valorous deeds 
of certain regiments and batteries of the United States Army: 

S. 2696. An act authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay John F. Weston the sum of $241.60, and so forth: 

S. 2692. An act to establish a life-saving station at Nome, Alas‘:a; 

S. 2465. An act to revive and amend an act entitled **An act 
to authorize the Montgomery and Autauga Bridge Company to 
construct a bridge across the Alabama River near the city of 
Montgomery, Ala.; 

S. 2262. An act to provide for the removal or destruction of 
derelicts; 

S. 2114. An act to fix the rank of certain officers in the Army; 

S. 1741. An act for the relief of the county of White Pine, 
State of Nevada; 

S. 1634. An act for the erection of a statue to the memory of 
Gen. James Miller at Peterboro, N. H.; 

S. 921. An act granting to the State of Wyoming 50.000 acres 
of land to aid in the continuation, enlargement, and maintenance 
of the Wyoming State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home; 

S. 903. An act providing for the purchase of metal and the coin- 
age of minor coins, and the distribution and redemption of said 
coins; and 

S. 792. Anact to aid in the erection of a monument or memoria! 
at Point Pleasant, W. Va., to commemorate the battle of the Revo- 
lution fought at that point between the colonial troops and Indians, 
October 10, 1774. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 





The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. WILEY of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, at an early day of 
| the present session I had the honor to introduce into this House a 
| bill (H. R. 10429) for the erection of a monument, in the city of 
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Washington, to the memory of Jeremiah O’Brien, upon which 
shall be inscribed the words: 
Erected to the memory of 
The heroic Irish-American, 
Jeremiah O’Brien, 
Who captured and sank 
In the first sea fight of 
The Revolutionary War 
The British schooner Margaretta. 

Cr mmodore John Barry has justly been characterized as the 
father of the American Navy. 
similar bill has already been introduced in this House, authoriz- 
ing the erection of a monument, at our beautiful national capi- 
tal, to keep fresh in our remembrances the illustrious services he 
rendered his country, both in peace and in war, and to make 
luminous and glorious the growth and development of the Ameri- 
can Navy, in the rapid march of the most marvelous century that 
ever chronicled the brilliant achievements of the human race. 
All honor to his memory! 

But while we are rendering a just tribute to the man whose 
genius and brains created our Navy, let us not forget to do honor 
to another patriot, Jeremiah O’Brien, who fought the first naval 
battle in our contest for freedom and struggle for independence 
from = British Crown, nor fail to perpetuate the virtues and the 
valor of the thirty- five brave, free, and independent men who, 
under his leadership, did a deed so grand and enduring as to excite 
the wonder and challenge the admiration of the civilized world. 
History does not record the name of a hero who has excelled in 
dauntless courage and in unconquerable patriotism the immortal 
Irish-American sailor of whom I speak. 

These intrepid men from sawmill and shipyard have glorified 


our nation’s flag and ornamented the brightest page of the annals | 
in which are inscribed the brilliz —_ events that have transpired | 


during the past one hundred years in this ‘‘ Union of our fathers 


and sires.’’ 


her gates. But not so in the memorable month of May, 1775. 
= hen the tocsin of war was heard on her streets and excitement 

ran high in every household. A wondrous change hi . come over 
the spirits of her inhabitants and hangs above the face of the 
mighty waters. The sweet flowers of hope and faith are climb- 
ing and blooming over the ruined and deserted cannon, which 
once belched forth the fires of carnage and death in the first sea 
fight of the Revolutionary war. 

The story runs like this: 

The news of the battle of Lexington reached Machias early one 
Sunday morning. It was the 10th of May, 
there was an armed Government schooner in front of the town 
waiting to convoy a couple of lumber-loaded sloops to Halifax 

The young men of the little village, fired by the story of the 
deeds of their kinsmen, gathered and plotted to lend their mite to 
the cause: but what could be done? The guns of the schooner 
covered the town; there were other guns in the little old block- 
house, and there were a few muskets; but the village authorities 
were Tories, and all the gunpowder was locked fast in the maga- 
zine beyond their reach. There was powder in Jonesboro, 10 
miles away: but no man dared go to get it for fear of being missed. 


And so it happened that Mary Chandler, a young girl of 17, | 


slipped quietly from the little meetinghouse during the sermon, 
walked over the rough trail to Jonesboro, and that night carried 


on her shoulders 25 pounds of powder back through the woods to | 


Machias. 

This blockading craft was His Majesty’s schooner Margaretta, 
manned with a crew recruited from the hardy seafarers of Nova 
Scotia, and full of the brawn and muscle and grit which had con- 
tributed so essentially to make true the boast, ‘* Britannia rules the 
waves 

Vhen the shadows of evening came down upon both land and 

a the commander of the Margaretta, asa precautionary measure 
and in order to guard against a possible covert attack at night, 
moved the schooner down the river to the bs uy a few miles away, 
where he thought he would be in a safe position to hold the re- 
bellious village in his relentless grip; but no sooner was he out of 
sight than Jeremiah O’Brien, himself a lumberman, a gentleman 
of judgment and discretion, of cool nerve and indomitable will, 
** born to command,’’ organized at once for offensive warfare. 

His force consisted of thirty-five picked men, selected from 
among the shipbuilders and sailors of Machias. Full of 
and ardor, young in years, keen of eye, strong of limb, and com- 
pact of body: brave and generous, every soul of them, with the 
health of salt air in their cheeks and the love of country in their 
hearts; ‘‘disdaining fortune,’’ buoyant in hope, and proud in 
their own self-esteem; each a veritable Hotspur, putting on the 
‘*dauntless spirit of resolution,’’ impatient of wrong and weary 
of oppression; daring to do all that mortal man could do to re- 
dress their grievances, this Spartan band, under the skillful gen- 
eralship of the gallant O’Brien, rushed, as it were, from the very 
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| one of the lumber-laden sloops and equipped her for batt]e 


I am pleased to be advised that a | 


The white anal of peace has descended upon the | 
village of Machias, in the State of Maine, and now abides within | 


1775, and just then | 





mettle | 
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| summit of the mount of defiance and quickly seized and yy, loaded 


>» all. 
and 
lh er had 


ing her with the old guns dragged from the blockhouse. 
stowing away in her hull the powder which Mary Chand 
brought to them through the mazes of a thick fi rest. 
Sailing into the bay as the rays of the early morning light gijq,] 
the eastern sky, ‘‘ dire was the clang’’ as the two cr: ifts ran - j 
alongside one another and exchanged dreadful broadside ght, 


| Soon the schooner’s foresail rattled to the deck and all w aS Over 


with her, for closing in upon her and holding her fast 
O’Brien, at the head of his thirty-five ‘ ‘Down Easters,’ ‘b varie ed 

captured, and sank her. Thus we perceive that this insignjfieant 
little sloop was the babe which has grown into the full nropor 
tions of the white fleet of our superb Navy. The splendid eoyp. 
age which O’Brien and his men, true and tried, exhibited on thig 
memorable occasion gave our Navy, strange to relate, its firs 
start. It isnowthe magnificent arm of the greatest Governmens 
the world ever saw—a navy power, invincible upon all the naviga. 
ble waters of the globe, engaged everywhere and at all time sin the 
laudable endeavor to protect our citizens at home and abroad. } 
conserve the public peace, to defend popular rights and pres 
constitutional liberty. 

There is something that irresistibly touches our noblest sensi. 
bilities in the heroism of duty fearlessly performed—a heroisy 
which is willing to sacrifice self in a righteous cause, even thor 
the atonement can not make it victorious. In this instance. sy. 
cess crowned the efforts of our hero, Jeremiah O’Brien, He 
counted it a crime ‘‘ no tear could ere efface, to purchase safety 
with compliance base.’’ He was , 

In his honor impregnable, 
In his simplicity sublime. 

In him was truth and nobleness—man’s 
tenderness. He was tried in the furnace and proved tru 
was ** weighed in the balance”’ and not found wanting. 
been ‘‘ declared sterling by the general consent of man! 

If there be one country upon the map of nations whic! 
lenges our sympathy more than all the rest that country is Ire- 
land. This lovely island, rising from the bosom of her ow 


Jere mah 


I 


igh 


s fidelity with w 


1 
| beautiful waters, staggering under a governmental policy which 
| brought poverty and gloom to the people, was for many long and 


| dreary years neither c she ered by the songs of her native bards 


stirred by the eloquence of her impassioned orators. The blig 
ing hand of English tyranny had laid her low, stripped her of her 
verdure, and she stood forth like a lone waste in a flowery land, 
but, thank God, the daybreak of the sun of freedom fr m oppress 
sion, of liberty of thought, of speech, and of religious and p 
action for the downtrodden children of Erin is beginning 
pear in the east and to flood with light of gold the earth a 
and seas. 

Prosperity is at last coming to their homes. 
and a drawer of water’’ 


**A hewer 
on his own soil, the Irishman, 


| every sun and in every clime, outside of his own countr 


ever and wherever the door of hope and opportunity has 
closed against him, has demonstrated a genius for work 
patience in the conquest of details, a loyalty to principle. ‘ 
tion to truth and love of country which have forged him to t 
very forefront in every profession, vocation, 
calling in life. 

Jeremiah O’Brien was an Irishman by birth, but an At 
by adoption. 

The lrish-American Citizen, what shall I say of him? 
the *‘ old flag’ and faithful to the country of his ado] 
to his friends, generous in nature, magnanimous in dis} 
liberal in his views, and public spirited always, he 
preeminently qualified for self-governing citizensl 
quently sets us an example of industry, economy, and mera! 
influence of which is felt as a potential factor in the inte! 
thrift, and law-abiding qualities which characterize tl 
nities in which he lives. 

With loving impulse we gladly spend large sums of m 
year to year out of a national fund raised by comm 
to protect and beautify the graves of those who died 
of the Union. ‘We make liberal appropriations in ord 
by some enduring structure the particular spots wh 
soldiers and sailors fought and fell for their country’s sk 

We are wont to erect monuments to those whose careers 
illustrated courage, fortitude, patriotism, self-sacrific« 
ity to principle; to those who have become renown d in t 
lic service; to those who have been benefactors to th 
race; to those whose endeavors in the arts and sciences 


occupath 


| and learning have exalted them among the nations « f t 


We have built magnificent cemeteries at Vicksburg, Chatta” 
Gettysburg, Nashville, Murfreesboro, Culpeper Court 7 


' 


1] 
l 
’ 


Manassas, Arlington, Winchester, and on a score of other Hes” 


‘ sto 0 
These silent cities of the dead are surrounded by cost!) 


amentet 
fences, adorned with trees and parks, and everywhere orname 
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_— 
with headstones of marble or monuments of granite to point out 
the last resting places or to mark the green graves of those who 
nal 1e perilous edge of battle.”’ 
ton is a city of monuments; and it is meet that these 
<hould arrest our gaze in every park and common, on 
ry street, along every highway, and in every public ground of 
a nation’s capital. Father Ryan expressed words as sweet as 
celestial fra ts or the breath of flowers from 
penned these radiant lines: 


* died on t! 


Washing 
memorials 


Yes, give me the land of the wreck and the tomb; 
There’s grandeur in graves, there's glory in gloom; 
For out of the gloom future brightness is born, 

‘As after the night looms the sunrise of morn. 


But it may be asked, Why should I from the far South feel such 
t ina New England patriot as to be prompted to intro- 
duce a measure in this Chamber looking to the erection of a mon- 
ument to his memory? The answer is easy. The only real liber- 
ator is Truth, and she makes none free save those who strive to 
break their own fetters. ; 

Heroism derives its courage from the motive which prompts 
men to display courage and fortitude. ‘‘ Know ye the truth; for 
the truth will make ye free.’”’ The fratricidal war between the 
two sections of our common country is over. Our swords have 
heen broken into plowshares and our spears into pruning hooks. 
The North and the South alike will hold their dead in tender 
memory forever. The South is proud of the men who wore the 
eray, charging up the frowning heights of Gettysburg, on Look- 
out Mountain, on the banks of the Potomac, in the gloom of the 
Wilderness, on the fiery trail from Dalton to Atlanta, on the roll- 


an interes 


ing Rappahannock, on the red hills of Georgia, and in the valleys | 
The North very justly feels a like | 


of Virginia and Tennessee, 
pride in the fortitude and valor of the men who wore the blue. 
Onevery battle plain, from the mountains to the sea, monuments 


more enduring than brass have been erected to preserve the fame | 


and to tell posterity the glorious deeds of her patriotic dead. Lee 


and Grant, Jackson and Thomas, Stuart and Hancock, on both | 
sides generals of unblemished character, belong to no section, but | 


to the whole country. They ‘‘ are immortal names that were not 
born to die,’’ and their fame is the common heritage of us all. 
The surviving veterans of the South returned to their homes to 


begin anew the battle of life. They understood the situation, and | 


accepted it in good faith; and majestic as they were in war, they 
were grander and more glorious still in the busy pursuits of peace. 
We are loyal citizens of the nation. 
rived wisdom and drawn inspiration. 
it now is, we intend to stand. Let that book of the organic law 


be read by the people never too often, as the book of the laws of | 


Moses was brought forth and explained to the children of Israel 
in Jerusalem near the shrines of their ancient altars. 

The adversities of the South have stirred her manhood, stimu- 
lated her energies, and prepared her to work out for herself and 
posterity a far greater and more fruitful progress than she ever 
attained when the tide of her fortune ran at its flood. Her 
stricken fields have ripened once more and her gardens are send- 
ing out the fragrance of their flowers. ‘* The violets still bloom 
in the depths of her valleys,” while the stars sit, each upon his 
“ruby throne,” and watch with sleepless eye a golden land of 


beauty and sunshine, from which even in the disruption of south- | 


ern institutions the old romance has never departed. 

We are banded together, as never before, in the common bonds 
of union, loyalty, fraternal love, and civilliberty. Sectional lines 
have been obliterated. After a third of a century of peace and 
Prosperity we are all kneeling side by side at the altar of a re- 
united faith. We have but one flag in the skies. 
tunes of Dixie and 
national air, 

The dagger of Spain was unsheathed. 
and infirmit 
midst of the 


Yankee Doodle have blended together into one 


Innocence, helpless age, 
y were falling beneath its perfidious blows. In the 
geance, ‘Sree of the Maine the heavens cried aloud for ven- 
Siieee hey: ae and the sons of the men who had faced each 
tonch. fichti oe : — in battle’s stern array now felt the elbow 
aaa wena ing as oe under ** the Stars and Stripes *’ to free 
the same nr Phe 1e barbarity of a merciless despotism. Wearing 
Dewey and Schle whether on land or sea, Lawton and Wheeler, 
under the fold . At Bagley and € apron, now living and dead, 
Ther tees ania Old Glory fought for God and humanity. 
in the temple ; a their names upon the loftiest entablatures 
and add et ‘ant chey will live forever in song and story, 
Let ns build th, ’ 1e glory of the nation which gave them birth. 
provides for it ‘ ee which the bill under consideration 
ican valor and di ‘a commemorate the glory achieved by Amer- 
and tongues, be t tonor to one ** whose remembrance will, to ears 
Wi » be theme and hearing ever.”’ {| Applause. } 

sLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I now yield 


Mr. 
thirty minutes 
ty minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Riper}. 


2aradise when he | 


From the past we have de- 
By the Constitution, as | 


The melodious 
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Mr. RIDER. Mr. Chairman, since the beginning of this ses- 
sion of Congress, to the delight and entertainment of its Members, 
we have heard discussions concerning Canadian reciprocity, good 
roads, currency, the tariff, the race question, and, indeed, a ré- 
sumé of the civil war by one of the distinguished Members on the 
other side has been offered for our consideration and edification. 
The Republican Members have put forth the claim that the pres- 
ent prosperity of these United States is due solely and entirely to 
the Dingley tariff, and the more deeply religious Members on the 
Democratic side have had the temerity to say that Almighty God 
had something to do with the present prosperous condition of this 
great land of ours. [Laughter.] 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few words in relation to 
the construction of the canals of this country. 
While there has been much discussion concerning the violation 
of the treaty rights, the amity of nations, the policy of the Govern- 
ment, and international law concerning the recognition of the new 
Republic of Panama, it is nevertheless true that the recognition 
of this Republic has brought us to a point where we can realize 
the hope and ambition of the United States for many years and 
unite the East and the West as they have never been united be- 
fore. The canal is now an assured fact, and will be constructed 
along the route already selected by Congress. It is too late to 
discuss the practicability or feasibility of any other route. The 
present Administration may be subjected to severe criticism in 
| recognizing the new Republic of Panama. But to him who rises 
above all partisan ties and looks to the welfare and benefit of this 
great nation it is, ‘*My country—may she ever be right; but 
right or wrong, my country!”’ 
For four hundred years men have dreamed of piercing this wall, 
thus saving one-third the distance in circumnavigating the globe. 
It was in 1551 that theSpanish historian, Gomara, urged on Philip 
| II the importance of piercing this Isthmus, and two hundred years 
| ago one of the most celebrated freebooters said: *‘ The spoils of 
Granada I count for naught beside the knowledge of the great 
Lake Nicaragua and the route between the north and south seas, 
which depend upon it.’’ In 1805 Nelson attempted to gain pos- 
session of this route by aid of a land force, but was prevented by 
the power of the Spanish. At the time that the question was dis- 
| cussed of the cession of Louisiana to the United States by France 
| Decrés replied to Napoleon that ‘*if the Isthmus of Panama is cut 
through some day it will occasion an immense revolution in navi- 
gation, so that a voyage around the world will be easier than the 
longest cruise to-day. Louisiana will be on the line of this new 
route, and its possession will be of inestimable value. Don't give 
it up.”’ 
The subject of this interoceanic canal is of world-wide impor- 
tance. Many nations have interested themselves in it; many men 
have given themselves to the study of it; many volumes have 
been written on it; many lives have been sacrificed to it, and 
| many millions of gold have been spent on it. Over no portion of 
the earth’s surface has the engineer’s level been so repeatedly 
run, and now what ages have waited for the new century is about 
to witness. What the genius of Columbus failed to find that of 
modern science is about to create. It is beyond the range of pos- 
sibilities to follow the important results—geographical, commer- 
cial, and political—from this New-World condition. The cutting 
of the new isthmian canal will be the most important event since 
the discovery of Australasia, and will reduce the size of the earth 
at the equator by one-third. No other ship canal ever con- 
structed—not even the Suez—can compare with it in economy in 
sailing distances. 
From London to Canton the Suez saves 3,300 miles, and to Bom- 
bay 4,325 miles, while the Panama Canal will save from 5,000 
to 6,000 miles for most ships sailing through it; between London 
and San Francisco it saves nearly 7,200 miles; between New York 
| and San Francisco, 10,080 miles. President Hayes said: **An in- 
teroceanic canal will essentially change the geographical relation 

| between the Atlantic and Pacific coasts of the United States, and 
between the United States and the rest of the world.”’ This canal 
will project the Pacific coast into the heart of the continent and 
make it possible to steam from Pittsburg to Hongkong and from 
OmahatoSydney. The Mississippi Valley. with its 1,244,000 square 
miles of area,is considerably larger than the whole of central Eu- 
rope. On account of its magnitude, its inexhaustible fertility, its 
great variety of production, the energy of its people, its 5,000 miles 
of waterways navigable for steamers, and southerly flow of its 
great artery,it is commercially and politically the most important 
valley in the world, and its connection with the most important 
ocean of the future is a great geographical change of the first im- 
portance. Seagoing vessels will soon be passing from Chicago and 
Duluth down the Mississippi to the Pacific. 

In 1825 Henry Clay, then Secretary of State, said: ‘‘ The exe- 
cution of this work will form a great epoch of the affairs of the 
whole world.”’ From New York to San Francisco by way of 

‘ Cape Horn it is 14,840 miles; by way of the Panama Canal it will 
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be only 4,760 miles, a saving of over 10,000 miles and over fifty 
days’ time by freight steamers between those two points, with a 
corresponding economy to other points on the two coasts. 


ing saving of value of repairs, insurance on vessels 
of interest on investment, wages and provisions, and 
third cost in saving of transportation; but its saving 
commerce is by no means all. It will create a vast amount of 
new commerce. It is impossible, commercially speaking, to trans- 
port freight of any sort beyond a point where the cost of trans- 


and cargo, 
also a two- 


portation exceeds the value of the cargo toa point where it is | 


brought. 
ARTICLES OF COMMERCE. 
The canal, therefore, by reducing the distance increases the 
number of articles of commerce. The exports from the Pacific 
coast are for the most part raw material and will not bear long 
carriage—for example, lumber, in which the far Northwest is so 
rich, and the supply of the Eastern States being practically ex- 
hausted. Cuba has attempted to import Pacific coast lumber, 
but found it too expensive. As soon as the canal is cut lumber 
for building purposes will become an exceedingly important ar- 
ticle of commerce between the two coasts. It is estimated by 
lumbermen that the opening of the canal will add $2 to every 
thousand feet of lumber standing around Puget Sound. 
ests of Washington alone contain 175,000,000,000 feet of uncut 
yellow and red fir. 


. 


LUMBER. 
The estimate referred to being a reasonable one, the value of the 
forests of Washington alone will be enhanced about $350,000,000. 
The supply in Oregon, British Columbia, and Alaska is much 
greater. W.H. Seward said of this region: ‘‘ It seems destined 
to become a shipyard of supply for all nations.”’ 
WHEAT. 
When the limit for transportation of wheat from the Pacific 
coast is reduced twenty-five days’ steaming, it will become a mer- 
cantile transaction with daily assured profits. 


trade, it is as much a gamble as any hazardous game of chance. 
Distances on the Pacific coast around Cape Horn are somewhat 


all this will be changed. 
seven hundred to thirty-five hundred miles in favor of New York, 
which, with our facilities for manufacture, will give us the market 
of that coast. 

Distances via the Panama Canal. 


| To New | To Liver- 


From— pool. 


San Francisco 
Acapulco 
Mazatlan 
Guayaquil 
Callao - 


THE SOUTHERN STATES. 

The Southern States will have a much greater advantage, as 
New Orleans is 713 miles nearer than New York to the canal, 
and the almost inexhaustible coal mines of Alabama, so easily 
worked, can be landed on shipboard at Mobile at $1.25 a ton. 

COAL. 

Attention is called to the fact that there is but very little coal, 
and that of inferior quality, on the Pacific coast, and steamers 
passing through this canal will require 2,000,000 tons per annum, 
and that will be furnished by Alabama. 

PIG IRON, 
In Alabama and Tennessee pig iron is produced more cheaply 


than anywhere else, and in all the markets of the Pacific iron | 


will be in increasing demand for many years to come. 
COTTON. 

Japan, the greatest manufacturing nation in the Far East, im- 
ported some $55,000,000 worth of raw cotton during the past year, 
and in the same year China imported cotton goods valued at 
$80,000,000. 
cotton at the river and gulf docks and sail direct to the Orient, 
which will enable us to successfully compete with Indian cotton. 

FOOD. 

Statistics show that with 5 per cent of the world’s population 
we produce 32 per cent of the world’s food. The Mississippi Val- 
ley is our great granary, and the new waterway will connect it 
with more than half the population of the globe. Thus the Pan- 
ama Canal will give the Pacific coast access to the European mar- 


| kets, and our Atlantic and Gulf coasts access to the Agj 
| kets. 
Where | 
two-thirds of the time and distance is saved, there is a correspond- | 


to existing | 
| speaking, is now an English ocean, 


The for- | 
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New York is 150 miles farther than Liverpool ‘Yon ( _ 
Horn. This fact, of course, makes Liverpool 150 miles nearer the 
New York to all the ports on the eastern shore of the Pacig. 
Liverpool is as much nearer to all points on the west Pacis, 
coast as Liverpool is nearer than New York to Gibraltar, y _ 
is about 2,000 miles; that is to say, that the Pacific, commer, ialle 
The effect of cutting throu 

the Panama Canal will be to bring New York 2,748 miles near 
than Liverpool to its eastern entrance. ee 
The advantage to the commerce of New York City via the Pap. 
ama Canal over that of Liverpool via the Suez Canal is best ijn. 


| trated by the following table of distances: 





To New 
| York, 


From— ToL vi - 


Shanghai 
Yokohama 
Manila 


—$$_—__. 


The Panama Canal is the gateway to the Pacific, and opens uy n 


| 500,000,000 of people, whose imports last year were approximately 
| one billion and a half of dollars. 
| will increase indefinitely and the United States will command, 
| greater part of it. 


The commerce of the Pacifi 


The Hon. Archibald Colquhoun, an engineer and traveler, iy 
speaking of the canal wrote that— 
It will render greater service to the New World than the Suez does 





At the present | 
time, with a voyage of four or five months around the Horn, taken | 
in relation as to the possible rise and fall of prices which make | 


| completed in the earliest possible time. 
greater to New York than to Liverpool, and the rich trader of the | 
west coast of Central and South America chiefly goes to Great | 
Britain and Germany, but with the opening of the isthmian canal | 
The distance will be then from twenty- | 


Old, it will bring Japan, north China, Australasia, and a part of Malaysia 
nearer to the Atlantic cities of the United States than they are now to Eng 
land. It will give an immense impulse to the United States manufacturers 


especially cotton and iron, and will greatly stimulate the shipbuilding iy: 


dustry and develop the naval power of the United States. Finally, I bx 
it will, taken in connection with the vast changes occurring in the Far | 
bring about the most severe rivalry to the commercial supremacy of E: 
land which she has ever yet encountered. 

Our entrance into competition for the world’s markets, access 
to those markets, makes it imperative that this canal should be 
With the United States, 
washed by two great oceans, directly connected by this water- 
way, the nation will be midway between the markets of th 
world. 


POLITICAL BEARING. 

The political effect, obvious of the construction of this canal, 
will be in uniting our coast lines and bringing the most remote 
portions of our territory into closer relations. Mr. Colquhou 
says: 

It will bind together the remote sections of that country, assi: 


| diverse interests,and go far toward solving many difficult pr 


make the United States still more united. 





When the canal is cut ocean steamships can load | 


President Hayes said in one of his messages: 


“A part of the coast line of the United States,” and a portio: 
shall be vitally concerned. The United States Government 
and protect it. The canal must be ours, and we must hav: 
enough to protect it. By closing it, a foreign power with a sing! 
‘cleave our two coasts 10,000 miles asunder. 

In the utilization of the mobile defenses of the United States 


Says Commodore George W. Melville, of the Navy 
there is no waterway which approaches the isthmian canal. Without it tl 
fleet of one coast is unavailable to the other: with it every naval gun! 
be turned upon the foe, whether he shall come from the east or the west 
The building of this canal will bring the western coast of Sout 
America, which has for a long time seemed very much out of ti 
world, into closer relation with the eastern coast of North Amer 
ica. The principal ports on the western coast of South Americ 
will be from sixteen hundred to seventeen hundred miles neat 
to New York than San Francisco. These regions of Sont!i Americ 
have rich undeveloped natural resources and a sparse populate! 
but they will be brought by the canal into close relation with ™ 
_ richest and most densely populated portions of the United States 
A large part of the superfluous and rapidly increasing capt’ 
the latter country will find opportunity there. The isthme’ 
canal will give to the West Indies acommercial importance W"" 
| will involve great political consequences. For hundreds ol yea 
| these islands were a source of the tropical products. and dun e 
| the Napoleonic wars furnished Great Britain with one-half 0! be 
commerce; but misrule, vicious and tyrannical, and other ca 
have paralyzed their industries and depleted their commen” 
until now it is insignificant. The canal will focus the comme 
of the world in the Caribbean Sea. Toward it flow three si" 
rivers, the Hudson, the Mississippi, and the Amazon, ani @* « “A 
taries to the canal they will pour their commerce through thi 
| sea, whose islands will become ports of call. 
Capt. A. T. Mahan says: 


In the cluster of island fortresses of the Caribbean is one of *! 
centers of the whols body of European civilization; and I ref! 
pelago as the very domains of the sea power, if evera region cou! 


¢ nerve 


grea 
to the arce 


ad be called 80. 
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mansoni 


He continues: 


rontrol of ritime region is insured primarily by a navy, secondly by 
nerd bof chosen and spaced one ors another, upon which one the 


position and from which it can exert its strength. 


navy rests 
‘It is important, therefore, in this respect that we should con- 
sider the extension of our possessions in the Caribbean Sea, pro- 
vided they come to us by righteous means. If through an ex- 
ression of the majority of the people of Cuba that the island 
should come to be a part of our nation in the future in its rela- 
tion to the construction of the canal, it will prove of incalcul- 
able benefit to us. But let that new Republic be bound to us 
only by the strongest of bonds—the ties of obligation, respect, and 
ove. 

= INLAND CANALS. 

Bearing a direct relationship with the construction of the Pan- 
ama Canal there is the improvement and extension of the inland 
waterwaysof this greatnation. Inland waterways tend tocheapen 
the cost of carriage and to develop industry, and ought to empha- 
size strongly the economic importance of inland navigation. hey 
cheapen the rate of transportation not only for the products of the 
farmer, but to the manufacturer as well. Since 1882 there have 
been biennial appropriations made for improving our inland water- 
wavs. As this is a matter of such vital importance to the people, 
this policy should be changed and annual appropriations made. 
These water routes have to a large extent made possible the de- 
velopment of our iron industries. The richest iron regions of the 
United States, those of northern Michigan and Wisconsin, are 
nearly 1,000 miles distant from the great coal fields of Pennsyl- 
vania, but with a waterway connecting them, on which freight 
rates are a little over 1 mill a ton-mile, the two mining regions are 
brought closer together. 

The distribution and consumption of coal, both for manufactur- 
ing and boating purposes, have been largely increased on account 
of inland transportation through the Ohio River and the Great 
Lakes. The improvement and extension of the water routes of the 
Great Lakes, the Mississippi’ River system, the Missouri, the con- 
struction of the ship canal between the Mississippi River and Lake 
Michigan, of a lake ship canal from Pittsburg to Lake Erie, of a 
lake ship canal to St. Paul and Minneapolis, will tend to further 
distribute coal at a cheaper rate and greatly widen the present 
marketable limits. The inland waterways are likewise of great 
importance tothe consumer and producer of lumber in the United 
States. Thus far railroads have been able to transport east from 
Washington only high-grade shingles to the Mississippi Valley. 
Farther inland, waterways enable home industries to compete 
more easily with foreign producers, not only by decreased cost of 
transportation on articles destined for export, but also by making 
raw material cheaper. The development of the inland navigation 
of the United States will assist us in maintaining a high standard 
of life in competition with Europe. 


THE FLORIDA CANAL, 


In this connection I desire to call the attention of the House to 
4 measure—House bill 9487, now in the hands of the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors—providing for a survey or surveys to be 
mace to determine the feasibility of a canal between the waters 
of the St. Johns River and the Gulf of Mexico. The construction 
of this canal is not only of vital importance to the State of Flor- 
ida, but to the nation at large as well. It means the lessening of 
“stance for freight traffic by coasting and steam vessels between 
all points on the eastern coast and those on the Gulf and Pacific 
by over 600 miles. To the shipping interests it would mean a 
Saving of two days in point of time, 600 tons of coal for steamers, 
lessening freight rates; to the shipper the decrease in both freight 
and insurance rates, and quicker delivery. Seventy-five per cent 
x - manufacturing interests shipping their goods to Pensacola, 
f 7 ile, New Orleans, and Galveston at present do not insure, 
or the reason that the insurance exceeds the freight rates. 
ae oe consumer the construction of the canal means a lessen- 
of Ne ‘he cost. One line of steamers operating between the ports 
= ew York, New Orleans, and Galveston during the year 1903 
nen ed 18,0 0.000 tons of freight. The importance of this meas- 
tion, well be understood when this is taken into considera- 
sites ‘very southern city, as well as all the ports along the east- 
sauna tn = the United States, should be vitally concerned in 
Siterenn = matter. The wreck coast of the United States for 
dead oo the southerly part of Florida and the tortuous 
heen Ce the Florida Keys. No private or corporate interests 
‘a Th permitted to interfere with the passage of such a meas- 
Johns ae of the canal suggested would be through the St. 
side. The t, Doctors Lake, and the Waccassie River on the Gulf 
fact te t . Cost of construction is comparatively small when the 
phates re n ne consideration that valuable deposits of phos- 
noone ~~ are salable as fertilizer, are to be found along the 
bosed line, and also that the lands are heavily timbered. This 
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is one of the many projects of a similar nature which should re- 
ceive the attention of the National Legislature. 
THE WATERWAYS IN AND ABOUT NEW YORK CITY. 

The improvement of the waterways in and about New York 
City, the commercial center of the country, means to a great 
degree enhancing the peony of the entire nation. The com- 
merce of New York, as given by the Bureau of Statistics, De- 
partment of Commerce and Labor, show imports, $574,066,854; 
all other ports in the United States, $409,507,602; aggregate ex- 
ports, New York, $558,388,935; all others, $889,625,613. This ex- 
pressed in tons, foreign commerce, New York, 17,398,058; coast- 
ing trade, 20,000,000; making a total of 37,564,108 tons. The cus- 
toms revenue in the city of New York is 65.01 per cent of the 
total collected in the United States. The improvement of the 
Harlem River Ship Canal and the Harlem River and Bronx 
Kills to the deep waters of the Sound and the ocean mean much 
toward increasing the commerce of the metropolis. 

Not only these improvements, but the measure, House bill 9486, 
providing for a survey or surveys to be made to determine the 
feasibility of a canal between Flushing Bay and Newtown Creek, 
county of Queens, State of New York, has an important bearing 
on the development of the various channels in and about New 
York. The fabulous sums expended in blowing out Hell Gate in 
order to open up a channel for passing vessels have not as yet 
achieved the object sought, and the money spent at Hell Gate 
would have been more than sufficient to construct the Newtown 
Creek and Flushing Bay Canal, and provide a broad and clear 
channel for vessels from the East River and the Sound. All Long 
Island and the East River section would be immensely benefited 
by this canal, and it is for this reason that it possesses a national 
character and that Congress may rightly and properly authorize 
an expenditure for its construction. 

New York is the greatest seaboard terminus and port for inter- 
national trade for the world, and any project which gives in- 
creased value to this port materially benefits every section of the 
United States. This canal is a scheme which originated with 
DeWitt Clinton, who saw in the future that the trend of popula- 
tion in this great center of the western world would be toward 
what are now known as the boroughs of the Bronx and Queens, 
and that the food supply and material for the well-being of the 
people would necessarily be delivered at a cheaper rate by the con- 
struction of such awaterway. The cost of this work is compara- 
tively small, as the Geological Survey shows an alluvial soil along 
the entire route and that no blasting will be required. 

Enormous sums have been expended by the United States Gov- 
ernment in dredging Newtown Creek in the endeavor to main- 
tain an 18-foot channel for a distance of about 23 miles. With 
every recurring tide, débris and refuse are deposited and the 
channel becomes rapidly shallower, and it is now estimated that 
the work done by the Department of War, and declared practi- 
cally completed by that Department, June 30, 1903, has failed of 
its object to such an extent that the channel is only 14 feet at the 
present time. There is no stream of its size in the United States 
where such a quantity of freight is handled as in Newtown Creek. 
The estimated amount is in excess of 3,000,000 tons annually and 
consists mainly of coal, building materials, oils, and chemicals. 

The construction of this canal would mean the constant flush- 
ing of the creek and the maintenance of a channel of proper depth 
with little or no cost to the United States Government, and at the 
same time would greatly enhance the value of the commerce of 
New York City. 

The project proposed is analogous to that of the canal or water- 
way across Keweenaw Point from Keweenaw Bay to Lake Supe- 
rior. This canal was purchased by the United States September 
19, 1890, and deepened from 13 feet to 20 feet at an outlay of $1,- 
243,996.56 up to June 30, 1902. During the season of navigation 
in 1901, 2,114,385 net tons of freight were carried through this 
canal, valued at $57,876,480. This waterway, uniting Portage 
Lake and Lake Superior, is under Government control. The in- 
creasing congestion of traffic on the East River, causing an in- 
crease in loss by collision and accidents occurring from crowding 
of the waterway, will ultimately compel the deepening and exten- 
sion of every outlet, including the Newtown Creek. The damage 
done by the sinking of a vessel or two every week or so in the 
course of a short time amounts to far more than the total expense 
necessary to construct this canal and to make and maintain this 
channel. A farsighted policy would, therefore, dictate steps 
which would prevent a recurrence of such losses to commerce. 

While considering this particularly interesting subject, I desire 
to call the attention of the House to the fact that, despite the 
statement that has recently been made that ‘the United States 
Government is not in the canal-building business,’’ the following 
canals are directly maintained or were constructed by the United 
States Government, and the gross amount of tonnage compares 
in no wise to that which would pass through the canals mentioned 
in the preceding parts of this address. 
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Gor _rnment-built canals, 
Length, | Tonnage. 


Name. 
| 


een Tre I, I i ieee centensscces 

Cascades. Oregon 

Duluth (Duluth-Superior) -..-.-- ei 

Illinois and Mississippi Canal (Illinois) 

Keweenaw Point, Mich. RES ET 2, 

Louisville and Portland, Mosquito Creek, South | 2 miles ....... 
Carolina. 

Seattle, Wash nedlivetitlesieanen dabianabe 

St. Marys Falls Canal (Michigan) 


8 miles -. 
3,462 feet 
| 


210, 264 
12, 973, 37: 


114, 385 
847,710 
210, 565 
34, 674, 437 


13 miles ...... 
| 


All of these projects are worthy of the most careful and earnest 
consideration of the National Government. The improvement of | 
our waterways is a matter of the gravest concern, not only to the 
producers, but to the consumers as well. It means a lessening of | 
the cost of marketing products and cheapening prices. In the 
words of the Cullom Commission: 

The manufacturing destiny of our country points unerringly tothe eman- | 
cipation of the waters as its next great work, a fitting sequel to the emanci- 
pation of the slave,a destiny not of war, but of benificence and peace to 
which the heart of the nation turns as spontaneously and resistlessly as the 
waters of its great river flow to the Gulf. 


Already in every part of the world the commercial supremacy 
of the United States is being recognized, and every effort which | 
is made on the part of the National Government to increase its 
commerce without artificial means tends toward the well-being | 
of the entire people. The building of canals—the Panama Canal, 
the Florida Canal, improving the Harlem Ship Canal and the 
Bronx. Kills Canal, the Newtown Creek and Flushing Bay Canal, 
the construction of a canal south of Cape Cod, of a canal connect- 
ing the waters of the Delaware River with the Chesapeake Bay, | 
the improvement and extension of all our great inland water- 
ways—means much to our people in that they act as a check on 
the greed of corporate interests in railways, lessen the cost of 
freight, and be of great and lasting benefit. 

Signs of the times indicate that this nation is about to play a 
part which it has never taken before in the life of the people of | 
the entire world, and thatits usefulness will be greater and greater. 
Every effort tending toward furthering the interests of the people | 
will increase the power of the nation. Through its commerce, 
not by force of arms, there will be carried to the nations of the 
world a message of liberty and freedom that will prove an incen- | 
tive toward a higher and better world life. Our flag will then | 
represent in government what the cross of Christ represents in | 
religion—all that is highest and noblest and best. [Applause. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, does any gen- 
tleman on that side desire to consume any time now? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana | Mr. HeMen- | 
WAY] has consumed all of his time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then I yield such time as re- 
mains to this side to the gentleman from New York [ Mr. BakEr]. 
I believe it is fourteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 

3AKER] is recognized for fourteen minutes. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, a few days ago, on one of the 
three occasions when gentlemen from the great State of Ohio an- 
nihilated the present speaker, in response to the second of those 
speeches, that of Judge GOEBEL, of Cincinnati, I made an im- 
promptu statement, because my reply to the gentleman’s remarks 
was offhand and entirely unpremeditated. I said then that in the 
city of Cincinnati, governed by George B. Cox, that impeccable | 
gentleman who has been so highly extolled three times upon this 
floor during the last few weeks, that in that city and under his 
administration—because he is the real mayor despite all the lauda- 
tion on this floor of Mr. Fleischmann—that there were sixty-four 
men registered from one room in which sixty-four men could not 
stand erect. 

It appears that I have overstated the case, and as I have no de- | 
sire to place the matter in any other light than is warranted by | 
the facts, because we are always told when these charges are 
made that it is an attack upon the fair fame of Cincinnati. You 
never must say anything about corruption; you never must say | 
anything about wrong; you never must say anything about mis- | 
government; you must not discuss the question of illegal or 
fraudulent registration, because if you do the fair fame of that 
city has been attacked. 

It appears from the statement that [hold in my hand that so far 
from sixty-four men being registered from 13 Gano alley, as I then 
said, there were forty-five men registered on the first registration | 
day in last October. Investigation reveals the fact that 13 Gano 
alley consists of two rooms, one 14 feet square and the other some- 
what smaller. The only pieces of furniture in these two rooms 
were two chairs without any backs and an old cannon stove. So | 
that even under the correction of the statement made here, it is ' 
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19,710 | 


1,473 | 


| tober, 1897, and the other on May 29, 1899, in which in a 


man who is well known here as a correspondent of one of ¢ly 
| Cincinnati papers, in which he describes in very lucid language 


| among other officers, candidates for attorney-general were to be 


| and told him it was all right—he would be nominated. 
| the advice of those friends and did not again call upon Cox, show- 
| ing, as Cox says, ‘* that he was willing to ignore me.”’ 


| imous consent toinsert the matter named in the REcoRD, 


J ANUAR) 28, 


es 
probable it was true when I said it was not possible for sj 
men to stand erect in that room, 

Now, Mr, Chairman, I have no desire to take up the { 
the House. It is of no interest, I am sure, to my R; 
friends, for they will ignore it; but Ishall ask unanimous eo... 
to insert as a part of my remarks a letter from Mr. Benton g ( ~ 
penheimer, of that city, a statement by him about the illega] regis. 
tering in Cincinnati and the great difficulty that has been placed 
in the way of the men who attempted to purge the registpa; 
lists by the boards of election in Cincinnati, composed of | 


xty-four 


ime of 
publican 


str 


L¢ 
at 


| licans and so-called Democrats. 


[also ask permission to insert two speeches delivered by th 
gentleman from Cincinnati [Mr. GoEBEL], one on the 12th of Op. 


+ 
Cdl l« 


ing language as any man could use he denounced George B. ( ox 
then, as now, the boss of the Republican city of Cincinnati. 

I also wish to incorporate in my remarks part of an article 
which appeared in Frank Leslie’s Monthly, written by a 


’ 
gi 


the power of this private gentleman, George B. Cox, who ry 
the city of Cincinnati. For illustration: He asked him a question 
on one occasion as to what reason he ascribed his success, He 
replied: ‘‘I use my own judgment as to the class of candidates 
most acceptable to the people.” 

George B. Cox thus asserts that he determines who shall be 
candidates upon the Republican ticket in the city of Cincinnati, 
A little later on a State convention is held, and from this report. 
nominated. Mr, Daugherty was to bea candidate, and this gent 
man says to Mr. Cox, ** How many votes are you going to give 
Daugherty?’’ ‘‘ Not any,’’ says Mr. Cox ina gruff voice. Tho 
gentleman says he protested against that and told Mr. Cox 
‘* Daugherty and I are friends and I wanted to have a vote casi 
for him.’’ Another gentleman said he was in the same cond 
tion of mind. Mr. Cox then said, ‘‘ I will give him eight votes.” 


| This governor of the city of Cincinnati to these assembled yen- 


tlemen said, ‘‘ I will give him eight votes.’’ Without consulting 
any of the members, without consulting any of the men who had 
seats in that convention from Cincinnati, he gave eight votes to 
Daugherty. 

A gentleman, Mr. Bellamy Storer, was once a Member of this 
House. He desired to be renominated by the Republican party 
and Mr. Cox’s statement as to this is also given. He was asked 
this question: ‘‘ Why did you turn out Mr. Bellamy Storer?” 
‘* Bellamy Storer served two terms,’’ says Mr. Cox. ‘After his 


| firstcampaign he gave me no credit whatever for his nomination. 


Then he gives some details unnecessary to repeat. He then 
says Mr. Storer came to him and explained, and he told Storer, 
‘** No matter what differences there are between you and me. it 


| the custom to give a Congressman a second term and [| shail n 


depart from that custom.”’ 

That's George B. Cox, the boss of the Republican party 
party that boasts of being the party of Abraham Lincoln. Al! 
right. Mr. Storer goesaway. Mr. Cox complained that he (Store! 


| had presided over the State convention, but did not come to ste 


Mr. Storer’s friends saw him berore the convent 
re 


him (Cox). 


W hat lid 
George B. Cox do? He then sent to Charles P. Taft and asked 
him to accept the nomination, and next day he was nominated by 
acclamation. That is the act of the real governor of th: 
Republican city of Cincinnati. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask permission to insert these in the Rec 

Mr. PALMER. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York a ™ nan- 
objection? 

Mr. PALMER. I object. ae 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I give notice right here and 10 
that hereafter there will be no unanimous consents for eXtensio® 
of remarks in the Recorp. [Applause. | 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I rais' 
of order against the objection that the gentleman did not 
by rising in his seat. ' 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman insists on that port 
order the Chair will have to sustain it. The gentleman did 2 
rise and address the Chair. 

Mr. BAKER. Is my time used up, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time has notexpired. The gentleman 
has seven minutes remaining. The Chair willagain put the reque’ 
of the gentleman from New York. The gentleman from New } ork 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recon ae 
inserting the matter to which he has referred, Is there objecto™ 

Mr. PALMER, I object. 
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i 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania objects. 
Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gen- 

tem ‘n from Missouri [Mr. LAMAR] neglected before he sat down 

i ask permission to extend his remarks in the Recorp, I wish 

is ask unanimous consent that he may have that leave. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unan- 
smous consent that the gentleman from Missouri may have leave 
to extend his remarks in the Record. Is there objection? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I wish to ask that permission for all gen- 
tlemen, who have addressed the House on this bill. 

Mr, HEMENWAY. Within what time? 

Mr, LIVINGSTON. About five days. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 


Georgia that it is notthe rule to grant general leave to those who | 


nave addressed the House to extend their remarks in the Recor. 
The rule is to recognize individual requests. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. ! 
since I have been in the Hous —for twelve or fourteen years. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to say to the gentleman 
that that is never done in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Very well; I withdraw the request. 

The CHAIRMAN. As a matter of fact, under the rule it is 
questionable whether the Committee of the Whole has power to 
rant unanimous consent for extensions by individual Members. 
~ Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I now renew my request. 

TheCHAIRMAN. 'Thegentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Lamar] be 
permitted to extend his remarks in the Recorp. _Is there objec- 
tion? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none, and it isso ordered. 

Mr. BAKER. 


I may be allowed to extend my remarks in the RECORD, so as to 
include a portion of the article I have not read? 
The CHAIRMAN. Inanswer tothe gentleman from New York 


the Chair will state that it will not be in order for him to move | 


that he be permitted to extend his remarks in the REcorD, as 
requested. 

Mr. BAKER. Then I ask unanimous consent that I be per- 
mitted to extend my remarks in the REcoRD. 

Mr. PALMER. My objection was to putting in two speeches 
made by somebody or other and a magazinearticle. That is what 
Lobjected to. Idid not object to the gentleman extending his 
own remarks in the RECORD, 

The CHAIRMAN. The request for unanimous consent has 
— made before the committee twice, and objection has been 
made, 

Mr. BAKER. I have no desire to incorporate this article in my 
remarks, but simply to incorporate two paragraphs which I did 
not inflict upon the House. Thatisall, 1 commenced the article 
about four-fifths of the way through. 

TheCHAIRMAN,. The gentleman from New York has yielded 
the floor and is not in order unless speaking on some other subject. 
Mr. HEMENWAY, I move that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana moves that 
the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. TawNEY, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, reported that the committee had 
had under consideration the bill H, R. 10954, the urgent deficiency 
bill, and had come to no resolution thereon, 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 
at act for the relief of M. E. Saville—to the Committee 

5. 56. An act for the relief of the legal representatives of Na- 
Pole a 3. Giddings—to the Committee on War Claims. 
den 2 act making appropriation for completing the con- 
oa oS = road to the national cemetery near Pensacola, 

S aan . ommittee on Military Affairs. P 
Joumh wy ao t for the relief of the widow and children of the late 
enc 2 ut 1eridge and the widow of the late John M. Richard- 

© the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


S. 9 ° : Aer 
tone Joint resolution authorizing the purchase of a marble 
MSU OF Gre 


eral Lafayette, executed by David D’Angers—to the | 


Committee on the Library. 


5 DOR a 
derelicte pact, provide for the removal or destruction of 
8. RB. 20. Soi . ommittee on Interstate and Foreign C ommerce, 
the esti = resolution authorizing the selection of a site and 
D.C. ia: leone ee for a bronze statue in Washington, 
Committee on a He late Henry Wadsworth Longfellow—to the 

8.2697. Anact aerary: 
War to aan - act to amend an act authorizing the Secretary of 
‘use to be erected monuments and markers on the bat- 


1 beg to say that it has been done ever | 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to ask, as a parlia- | 
mentary inquiry, Whether it will be in order for me to move that | 
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tlefield of Gettysburg, Pa., to commemorate the valorous deeds 
of certain regiments and batteries of the United States Army— 
| to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
8. 2696. An act authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay John F, Weston the sum of $241.60, ete.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 
} 


S. 2692. An act to establish a life-saving station at Nome, 
Alaska—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

S. 2465. An act torevive and amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
authorize the Montgomery and Autauga Bridge Company to con- 
struct a bridge across the Alabama River near the city of Mont- 
gomery, Ala.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

S. 2114. An act to fix the rank of certain officers in the Army— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

S. 1741. An act for the relief of the county of White Pine, 
State of Nevada—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 1634. An act for the erection of a statue to the memory of 
Gen. James Miller at Peterboro, N. H.—to the Committee on 
| the Library. 

S. 921. An act granting to the State of Wyoming 50.000 acres 
of land to aid in the continuation, enlargement, and maintenance 
of the Wyoming State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home—to the Com- 
| mittee on the Public Lands. 

S. 903. An act providing for the purchase of metal and the 
coinage of minor coins, and the distribution and redemption of 
| said coins—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

8S. 792. An act toaid in the erection of a monument or memorial 
at Point Pleasant, W. Va., to commemorate the battle of the Revo- 
lution fought at that point between the colonial troops and In- 
dians October 10, 1774—to the Committee on the Library. 

S. 421. An act for tne relief of W. J. Kountz—to the Committee 
on Claims, 

S. 372. An act authorizing the recorder of the General Land 
Office to issue certified copies of patents, records, books, and 

papers—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
| §. 250. An act grauting to the State of Idaho 50,000 acres of 
land to aid in the continuation, enla1 gement, and maintenance of 
the Idaho State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 
S. 146. An act for the relief of Leonard L. Dietrick—to the 
_ Committee on Claims. 
S. 126. An act for the relief of Rudolf Herbst—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 
$. 122. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to re- 
store to public entry lands embraced in whole or in part within 
segregations for reservoirs—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 





ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
| the following titles: when the Speaker signed the same: 
H. R, 4115. An act granting an increase of pension to JosephS, 
Young; 
H. R. 3472. 
E. Amsden; 
H. R. 2991. 
Topping: 
H. R. 3001. 
Converse: 
H. R. 5719. 
Homiston; 
H. R. 6830. An act granting an increase 
E. Likes; ‘ 
H. R. 4726. An act graxnting an increase 
B. Brightman; 
H. R. 1288. An act granting an increase of pension to Jason Ste- 
vyens; 
H. R. 907. An act granting an increase of pension to De Witt 
C. Parker, alias Clinton J. Parker: 
H. R. 1184. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
F. Longenhagen: 
| H.R. 990. An act granting an increase of pension to Harrison 
W. Fox; 
| H.R. 7666. An act granting an increase of pension to Laura F, 
Hine: 
; 
H. R. 37 
E. Foley: 
H. R. 942. An act granting an increase of pension to James F, 
Hardy; 
H. R. 957. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
Carpenter; 
H. R. 1517. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
| W. Hutchison: 
H. R. 5246. An act granting an increase of pension to Sebastian 
B. Elliott; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Marcus 


An act granting an increase of pension to Lydia A. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Alpheus 


An act granting an increase of pension to Forbes 
of pension to Charles 


of pension to Samvel 


43. An act granting .an increase of pension to Charles 
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H. R. 
Ivory; 

H. R. 2188. An 
L. Cook; 
H. R. 2155. An 
W. Bechstedt; 
H. R. 3000. 
C. Best; 

H. R. 4935. 
T. Miller; 

H. R. 5197. 
C. Brown; 

H. R. 2472. 
Lewis; 

H. R. 661. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
E. Meckly; 

H. R. 2108, An act 
Wright; 

H. R. 3778. 
Rowling: 

H. R. 864. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert | 
Moulton: 

H. R. 3821. An act 
Padgett, now Riley: 

H. R. 1856. An act 
der H. Covert; 

H. R. 5521. An act 
S. Clark: 

H. R. 3013. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Mavity; 

H. R. 722. An act granting an increase of pension to Zechariah 
B. Stuart; 

H. R. 6975. An 

An 


~o~ 


ivi 


0. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 


act granting an increase of pension to Richard 


act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to Edward | 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to David F. 


granting an increase of pension to Henry D. | 


An act granting an increase of pension to Juliaetta 


granting an increase of pension to Hannah 
granting an increase of pension to Alexan- 


granting an increase of pension to Charles 


act granting an increase of pension George W. 
Lawson; 

H. R. 2042. 
Hubbard: 

H. R. 2690. 
Kelly; 

H. R. 6441. 
Fillion; 

H. R. 2616. 
K. Welt: 

H. R. 5005. An act granting 
ington S. Lock: 

H. R. 7002. An act granting 
S. Rearden; 

H. R. 5177. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Clark; 

H.R.4319. An act granting an increase of pension to John Sexton: 

H. R. 930. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M. Parkison; 

H. R. 6619, An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
R. Little; 

H. R. 4200. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton H. 
Sweet: 

H. R. 1908. An act granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
D. Barr; 

H. R. 5841. An act granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
Wilson; 

H. R. 6932. An act granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
R. King: 

H. R. 9292. An act in relation to business streets in the District 
of Columbia; 

H. R. 5559. An act granting an increase of pension to Josephine 
C, Chase; 

H. R. 196. An act granting a pension to Grace E. Carson; 

H. R. 2139. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Kight; 

H. R. 616. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah §. 
Chrysler; 

H. R. 895, An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
M. Walker; 

H. R. 2424. An act granting a pension to Emma Butler; 

H. R. 5464. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
M. Northern; 

H. R. 

H. R. 5010. An 

H, R. 5048. An 

H. R. 4916. An 
Pierce; and 

H. R. 7849. An act to authorize the county of Poinsett, in the 
State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge across the St. Francis 
River at or near the town of Marked Tree, in said county and State. 

The SPEAKER also announced his signature to enrolled bill | 
of the following title: 


act granting an increase of pension to Alvin B. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


an increase of pension to Worth- 


an increase of pension to James 


act granting a pension to Mary F. Hamilton; 


act granting an increase of pension to Allen M. 
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227. An act granting a pension to Margaret Cotter; 


act granting a pension to William H. Harrison; | 


public printing and binding and distribution of public q 


ments.”’ 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the followine 
from the President of the United States; which was 
ferred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to }) 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I herewith lay before the Congressa letter from the Polish orgs 


the United States and the report thereon from Col. Thomas W.s 
intendent of public buildings and grounds. In view of the re 


J ANUARY 28, 


— 


L0CT- 


Message 
read, re. 
printed: 


of Colonel Symons, I advise that the very patriotic offer of the Po)jch , 


zations be accepted, and that instead of the statue of Pulaski (whj 
| judgmentof his Polish compatriots, should be an equestrian stat 
| itis now proposed to place in reservation 33, on the north sic 


vania avenue, between Thirteenth and Fourteenth streets) ther 
trian statue of Kosciusko accepted by the Government, to be ; 
of the four corners of Lafayette square. 


lic rendered service which can never be forgotten by our peop): 
THEODORE Roo 
WHITE Hovsg, January 28, 1904. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. WEEMS was given leave to wit 


from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the | 
the case of William Welsh, Fifty-seventh Congress, no 
report having been made thereon. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was grant 
CusHMAN for three days, on account of important busin 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the | 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 0'cl 


. These four corners would th 
mately be occupied by statues of Lafayette, Rochambeau, Von Steu) 
| Kosciusko, all of whom in the stormy days which saw the birth of ¢! 


Nn, and 


SEVELT, 


hd 
LLDGTaw 


pam rs 7 


t 
adverse 


d to Mr. 


Ss 


Louse d ) 


CK and 


minutes p.m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 120° 


noon, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and 1 
tollows: 
A letter from the Secretary of War, submitting a rey 


expenditures of recent appropriations for construction, equi 


and maintenance of buildings at military posts and sta 
the conduct of post exchange, school, library, amusemen 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to b 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitti1 
of a communication from the Secretary of War subn 
estimate of appropriation for a highway bridge acros: 


tomac—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered t 


printed. 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitti) 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy sul 


commn 


CU a 


yt on the 


‘ ‘ 


nriy 
Vail 
te 


tty 


the 


} 
‘ 


revised estimate of appropriation for naval station at ©! 


P. I.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ord 
printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 4 
of a communication from the Civil Service Commission s 
ting an estimate of appropriation for traveling expenses 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, submit! 
relating to the claim of the Mitsui Bussan Kaisha, « 


corporation—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered t 


printed, 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitti 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of exami: 
survey of Willamette River opposite Albany, Oreg. 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be print 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of State, transn. 
inclosures, a recommendation that authority be given | 
International Congress of Hygiene and Demography) 
Washington in 1909—to the Committee on Foreign A 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILL 


RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of t 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars there 
follows: . 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the Judiciar) 


~ 


. to whiel 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9648) to amend th 


section of an act providing that the circuit court of 4)" 


the fifth judicial circuit of the United States shall hold 
one term of said court annually in the city of Montgom: 
State of Alabama, approved January 30, 1903, reporte: 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 60" 


said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


1 
1 + 


at is 


rv. 1 the 


he sale 


* wii 


S. 2121. An act to amend an act entitled “‘An act providing for' Mr, PEARRE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to hich 
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was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8335) to amend an act 
ntitled ‘An act to determine the sessions of the circuit and dis- 
trict courts of the United States for the eastern district of Wis- 
“onsin,”’ approved March 31, 1892, chapter 28, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 609); which 
said bill and reps ort were referred to the House Calendar, . 
"Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10142) authorizing the 
examination as a witness of the husband or wife of the defendant 
in criminal cases, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 610); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. FA \ 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9331) to ex- 
tend the time for completion of the East Washington Heights 
Traction Railroad Company, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 611); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H, R. 2871) to incorporate the Mutual Investment Fire Insurance 
Company of the District of Columbia, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 612); which said, bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar, , 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10669) 
to regulate the issue of licenses for Turkish, Russian, or medi- 
cated baths in the District of Columbia, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 613); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 10417) to prevent cruelty to certain animals in the District 
of Columbia, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 614); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar, 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8686) to amend section 895 of the Code of Law for the District of 
Columbia, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by areport (No. 615); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 10421) to provide for 
the removal of snow and ice from the sidewalks of the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 616); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affa'rs, to which 


was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 82) to | 


extend the invitation of Congress to the Interparliamentary Union, 
and making an appropriation for the entertainment of its mem- 
bers, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 619); which said joint resolution and report were re- 


ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | 


Union, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND | 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the | 


following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
arora to - Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
UNSC, aS TOLLOWS: é 
Mr. ( ‘ALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 895) granting an 
lncrease of pension to Charles Disbrow, reported the same with- 
bill amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 607); which said 
t and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
é aa EL W, SMITH, from the Committee on the District 
4344 wumbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
eee the relief of Vincenzo Gerardi, of Washington, D. C., 
“ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 


oo $ which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clanea 9 af a “ . . 
of a <a ~ of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
iim titles were introduced and severally referred as 


By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 11270) to provide for the 


para ion o 

4 is il} ’ $f i i 

rn il and ee forth— to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Y Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 11271) to amend section 2513, 


ad Ment of the United States—to the Committee on Ways 


f adam on the Ohio River at the head of the falls at | 


By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 11272) for the erection of a 
monumental statue in the city of Washington D. C., to Rear-Ad- 
miral John A. Dahlgren—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 11273) to amend the home- 
stead laws as to certain unappropriated lands in Nebraska—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 11274) to establish four per- 
manent military camp grounds in the States of Texas, Wisconsin, 
Pennsylvania, and California—to the Committee on Military Af- 
airs. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 11275) for opening Thirteenth 
street, and so forth—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11276) for opening Fourteenth street—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BENNY: A bill (H. R. 11277) to extend the lien for 
mariners’ wages to the masters of vessels—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 11278) appropriating $1,200,000 to 
the Negro Development and Exposition Company of the United 
States of America—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 11279) to legalize and per- 
mit the maintenance of certain dams in and bridges over the St. 
Joseph River in the States of Indiana and Michigan—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 11280) to provide for a survey 
of the mouth of Jordan River where the same empties into the 
Bay of S+. Louis, in the State of Mississippi—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SCARBOROUGH: A bill (H. R. 11281) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for construction, re- 
pair, and preservation of public works on rivers and harbors, and 
for other purposes,’’ approved June 13, 1902—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts (by request): A bill (H. 
R. 11282) providing for conditional retirement of employees in 
the classified civil service—to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11283) pro- 
viding for the erection of a statue of Abraham Lincoln at Wash- 
ington, D. C.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 11284) to transfer 
to the Secretary of the Interior such supervision of the Govern- 
ment Hospital for the Insane, Freedmen’s Hospital and Asylum, 
and the Washington Hospital for Foundlings as may have been 
conferred upon the Board of Charities of the District of Columbia 
under the act approved June 6, 1900, creating such board—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 11285) to define the term 
‘*registered nurse ’’ and to regulate the use thereof in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 11286) to prevent the unlawful 
wearing of the badge or insignia of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public or other soldier organizations—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs: A bill 
(H. R. 11287) making appropriations for the diplomatic and con- 
sular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905—to the 
Union Calendar. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 11288) granting pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors who served in the war of the 
rebellion, and their widows—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 11289) to establish a fish- 
hatching and fish station in the State of Minnesota—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SHIRLEY: A bill (H. R. 11290) to establish a perma- 
nent military camp ground in the counties of Bullitt, Meade, and 
Hardin, in the State of Kentucky—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 11291) to regulate the hours 
of service and compensation of attendants and nurses at the Gov- 
ernment Hospital for the Insane, in the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. McCDERMOTT: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 94) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 95) directing 
the Secretary of War to submit plans and estimates for a break- 
water off and.to the west of Hortons Point, Long Island Sound, 
in the county of Suffolk and State of New York, for establish- 
ment at said point of a harbor of refuge for the protection of ship- 
ping and the promotion of commerce—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 96) directing the Secretary 
of War to submit plans and estimates for dredging Greenport 
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Harbor and Sterling Basin, all in the county of Suffolk and State | 
| discharge to Jacob Hahn, of the Navy—to the Committee 


of New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
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By Mr. ACHESON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 97) proposing | 


an amendment to the Constitution of the United States granting 
to Congress the power to establish uniform laws on the subject 


of divorces throughout the United States—to the Committee on | 


the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 37) di- 
recting the Secretary of War to make survey of channel at Mobile 
Harbor, Alabama, from its entrance to the head of Spanish River 
and submitting an estimate of the cost of obtaining a channel— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 38) ac- 


cepting statue of James Marquette and giving thanks to the peo- | 


ple of Wisconsin therefor—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. VAN DUZER: A resolution (H. Res. 192) requesting 
the Secretary of War to furnish a statement showing whether or 
not and to what 
ployee of the War Department, with authority to enter into any 
contract on behalf of the Government of the United States, has 


entered into any contract of purchase for any article of whatsoever | 
nature or kind to be used by the army service, manufactured or | 


made by contract labor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


extent and for what articles any officer or em- | 





Also, a resolution (H. Res. 193) requesting the Postmaster- | 


General to furnish a statement showing whether or not and to 
what extent and for what articles any officer or employee of th 
Post-Office Department, with authority to enter into any contract 
on behalf of the Government of the United States, has entered 
into any contract of purchase for any articles of whatsoever 
nature or kind to be used by the Post-Office Department, manufac- 
tured or made by contract labor—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A resolution (H. Res. 194) requesting 


| of pension to Mary C, Arnold—to the Committee on Inval 


the Attorney-General of the United States to send to the House | 


for its information a full report showing, respectively, the dates 


when various suits were instituted—to the Committee on the Judi- | 


ciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS, 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 


the following titles were introduced and severally referred as | 
| 


fi llows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 11292) granting a pension to 
Mesura A. Graham—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 11293) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frank Fuchs—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


3y Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 11294) granting an increase of 


81008. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 11295) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James W. Cheney—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 11296) granting a pension 
to Henry K. Genschar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROOKS: A bill (H. R. 11297) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles H. Montgomery—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11298) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 11299) granting an in- 


f pension to Earl B. French—to the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 11300) granting pensions to 
officers and enlisted men of the Eighteenth Battalion and Nine- 
teenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry who served thirty 
days or more in the Sioux Indian war in 1867, 1868, and 1869, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 11301) granting an increase 
of pension to Ellen Caroline Steele—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 11302) granting an increase of 
pension to Jacob Garner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 11303) granting an increase of 
pension to Robert Balsking—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 11304) granting an increase of 
pension to James Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11305) granting an increase of pension to John 
E. Kingsbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11306) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam P. Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 11307) granting a pension to 
W. W. Shock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 11308) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Silas T. Overstreet—to the ,Committee on 
Pensions. 


| Stuck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| of pension to Malana W. Brant—to the Committee on Inyalid Poy. 


| granting a pension to Eliza C. Fink—to the Committe 
pension to Mary Eaton Livingston—to the Committee on Pen- | 
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By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 11309) to grant an } 


—— 
Onorable 


rs n Mili. 

tary Affairs. - 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 11310) granting a p, nsion t 

John W. Swisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions = 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11311) granting a pension to Squire H 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 11312) granting an ine, Ase 
sions. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: A bill (H.R. 11313) for +, 
relief of Anna C, Ray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions — 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 11314) eraps. 
ing a pension to Margaret Flynn—to the Committee on Inyalij 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 11315) granting an increase 
of pension to Christian Mott—to the Committee on Invalid Pop. 
s10ns. 

3y Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 11816) granting ay ; 
crease of pension to Daniel J. Nennemaker—to the Comunitt 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 11317) granting a pension ¢ 


eon 


) 


| Samuel M. Coleman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 11318) granting an in rease 
of pension to Andrew J. McPike—to the Committee on Inya| 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 11319) granting an increase 
di Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 11320) for the reli 
Martha E. Conklin—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 11321) granting a pension 
Pauline W. Stuckey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. KYLE: A bill (H. R. 11322) granting an increas 
pension to John A, Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid P 
sions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 11323) granting a 
pension to Isabella J. Wray—to the Committee on Invalid Per 
sions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 11324) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Alfred De Arnaud—to the Comumit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 11325) granting an inc: 
of pension to Jane S. Minor—to the Committee on Pension 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 11326) removing the char 
of desertion from the military record of Jules Remmlein—to the 


Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. | 
on Iny 
Pensions, 
3y Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 11328) for the relief 
Henry La Croix, of Algonac, Mich.—to the Committee on Claims 
By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 11329) granting an in 
pension to George Wineland—to the Committee on Inva 


id Pen- 


| sions. 


By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 11330) granting a | 
William L. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11331) granting a pension to Pet 
Jumper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 11° 
ing an increase of pension to Theodore §, Gillis—to the ¢ 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11333) to confer jurisdiction on the ‘ 
Claims to hear and determine the claims of churches, lody' 
so forth—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 11334) for the 1 
estate of Hugh Davis, deceased, of Fayette County, 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHIRAS: A bill (H. R. 11335) granting an in 
pension to John Trader—to the Committee on Invalid 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 11336) granting an incre 
pension to Samuel R,. Hazen—to the Committee on Inyalid © 
sions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11337) f 
of G. H. Dearen—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 11338 
increase of pension to Lewis B. Hook—to the Committe: 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 11339) granting an Incr 
of pension to Vatchel Carman—to the Committee on Invalid Fe 
sions, 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 11340) granting a pen" ; 
to Eliza Clune—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 11841) granting 4 |" 
sion to John H. Sumner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensiol™ 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 11342) granting a0 ™ 


M, 
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ease of pension to Alfred 8S. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Samuel P, 
ese te Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. DOVENER: Affidavits in support of a bill for a pension 
for Squire H. Stuck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, petition of John W. Swisher for a special-act pension—to 


Pe nsions. 
By Mr. 
pension to 


WEEMS: A bill (H. R. 11348) granting an increase of 
Matthew 8S. Priest—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


he a bill (H, R. 11844) granting a pension to Emma Bingham | the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Pear ‘eto the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. FULLER: Resolutionsof Francis M. Lane Post, No. 247, 


By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 11345) granting a | of Ransom, Ill., and Barnes Post, No. 395, of Kingston, fll., Grand 
7 naion to Joseph H. Huie—to the Committee on Pensions. Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R, 11346) for the | Committee on Invalid Pensions. : ; 
relief of Mrs. M. O. King—to the Committee on War Claims, _By Mr. HAMLIN: Papers to accompany a bill granting a pen- 

sion to Samuel M. Coleman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
wr TO VN s10ns. 
PETITIONS, ETC. By Mr. HARDWICK: Papers to accompany Dill H. R. 4926— 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers | to the Committee on Claims. 
Lid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: | Also, resolutions of Board of Trade of Brunswick, Ga.,in sup- 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the New York Zoological So- port of bill H. R. 7637—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
ciety, praying for national protection for the Calaveras groves of | bors. : 
bie trees—to the Committee on the Public Lands. Also, resolutions of the Cotton Exchange of Savannah, Ga.,as 

Also, resolutions of Vennum Post, No. 471, of Milford, Tll., and to unjust discriminations in tariff rates between different sec- 
L. B. Brown Post, No. 151, of Sheldon, Til., Grand Army of the | tions and localities—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on | C mmerce. — : ; ; . 
Invalid Pensions. Also, petition of certain commercial bodies of Savannah, Ga., 

Also. memorial of the Savannah Cotton Exchange, praying for | protesting against bill S. 2260—to the Committee on Interstate 
legislation to enable the Interstate Commerce Commission to fix and Foreign Commerce. 
freight rates in certain cases—to the Committee on Interstate and Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 5998—to the Committee 
Foreign Commerce. on Claims. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolution of James Ayer Post, No. By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of citizens of Decorah, Iowa, pro- 
92 Grand Army of the Republic, of Angola, N. Y., in favor of | testing against the passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Commit- 
the passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid | tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Pensions. : By Mr. HEDGE: Resolution of McFarland Post, No. 20, Grand 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolution of the Board of Trade of | Army of the Republic. of Mount Pleasant, Iowa, in favor of a 
Brunswick, Ga., favoring bill H. R. 7637, for deepening the har- | service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
bor at Brunswick, Ga.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of Joel Wolfe Post, No. 81, 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce and Commis- | Grand Army of the Republic, of Rushville, Ind., urging passage 
sioners of Pilotage of Savannah, Ga., protesting against passage | of Hemenway service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
of bill S. 2260—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- | Pensions. 
merce. | By Mr. HEPBURN: Resolution of Burnside Post, No. 56. Grand 

Also, resolution of the Savannah Cotton Exchange, relative to | Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, in favor of a service- 
enlarging power of Interstate Commerce Commission—to the pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. Also, petition of Rev. C. E. Pomeroy and 47 others, of Murray, 

Also, resolution of the Board of Trade of the city of Milledge- | Iowa, in favor of the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
ville, Ga., relative to legislation for good roads—to the Committee | the Committee on the Judiciary. 
on Agriculture. 3y Mr. HUFF: Resolution of Colonel Joseph H. Wilson Post, 

By Mr. BENNY: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 8918, to cor- | No. 496, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsyl- 
rect the military record of John Hunter—to the Committee on | vania in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on In- 


were | 


Military Affairs. valid Pensions. 
Also, paper to accompany bill granting increase of pension to By Mr. LAMB: Petition of the Negro Development and Expo- 
Benjamin Manning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. sition Company of the United States, relative to an exhibition of 


By Mr. BRANTLEY: Petition of the pastors and 46 others, of | the achievements of the negroes of this country—to the Commit- 
Tallapoosa, Ga., in favor of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- , tee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 
mittee on the Judiciary, By Mr. LINDSAY: Letter of Rev. Lindsay Parker, D. D., of 
Also, resolution of Brunswick (Ga.) Board of Trade. relative Brooklyn, N. Y., and others, in favor of bill relative to the rec- 
to improvement of inner harbor at Brunswick,Ga.—to the Com- | ognition and promotion of army chaplains-—to the Committee on 


mittee on Rivers and Harbors. Military Affairs. 

Also, resoluiion of Brunswick (Ga.) Board of Trade, in favor sy Mr. LIVINGSTON: Resolution of Savannah Cotton Ex- 
of an isthmian canal—to the Committee on Interstate and For- | change, in favor of enlarging the powers of Interstate Commerce 
eign Commerce, Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 

Also, resolution of mayor and aldermen of the city of Bruns- merce. 

Wick, Ga., relative to improvement of inner harbor and ocean bar By Mr. McCARTHY: Resolution of the Fremont Commercial 


at Branswick, Ga.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. Club, of Fremont. Nebr.. relative to the reorganization of the 
By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of residents of Nebraska, against | consular system—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
sale of liquor in Government buildings and Soldiers’ Homes—to sy Mr. OLMSTED: Resolution of Captain William Tice Post, 
the ( ommittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. No. 471, and Colonel Simmons Post, No. 116, Grand Army of the 
By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Resolution of Grand Army | Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, in favor of a service- 
ol the Republic Post No. 130, Department of Pennsylvania. in favor | pension bill—to the Comiittee on Invalid Pensions. 
or & service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. REEDER: Petition of the B. Y. P. U. Society of Downs, 
am Mr. CLARK: Petition of J. W. Hulse and 42 others, of | Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
he a ule, Mo., in favor of the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver on the Judi ‘lary. 
—to the ( mmittee on the Judiciary. | By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany bill 
oe , I SINS: Petition of W. H. Brown and 26 others, of i. R. 10099, granting a pension to Harrison Cook—to the Com- 
CR ee and 49 others, of Gladbrook, and Rev. | mittee on Pensions. sa a ; 
enactment : et] 23 others, of Toledo, all in Iowa, in favor of the | _ By Mr. RIXEY: Petition of W illiam T. Smith and 6 others, of 
the Jnai ae the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on | Lincoln, Va., and Rev. W. H. Ballenger and 43 othe rs. of War- 
By Mr. D ‘NIELS: at : - renton, Va., for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
i deeae ane Petition of residents of the County of Inyo, | ¢ ommittee on the Judiciary. | of j ' 
Committee = Mili trail up Mount Whitney, California—to the __By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of A. L. Randall and 
Also, papers ee Affairs. : S : i) members of the Aut mobile Club of FE ort Wayne, Ind., in favor 
to Willian, > act ompany bill granting an increase of pension | of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agricul- 
By Mr. DAT 2K = the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ture. : ‘ 
ost, No. 8 Geol oo Resolution of General Alexander Hays Rv Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
sylvania. in oe - rmy of the Republic, Department of Penn- | 10079, granting an increase of pension to Francis Marion Hatter— 
Invalid Py nsione a service-pension bill—to the Committee on | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. “ = 
; Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 7507, to correct military 
record of Daniel F. Tracey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. SPALDING: Petition of citizens of Morton County, 


By Mr ws 
ore DINSM RE: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
segly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Bion to Mary } 
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N. Dak., relative to the division of the Bismarck land district— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

3y Mr. SPIGHT: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 10745, for re- 
oa of heirs of Mrs. Polly Callahan—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Papers to accompany bill granting | 
an increase of pension to Clark Robinson—to the Committee on | 


Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. TIRRELL: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- | 


crease of pension to Silas Soules—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEMS: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 9289, grant- 
ing a pension to Theodore T. Bruce—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

3y Mr. WOODYARD: Petition of E. J. Woofter and 41 others, 
of Harrisville, W. Va., in favor of the passage of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, January 29, 1904. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp EVERETT HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. LopGr, and by unanimous con- 
sant, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
proved, there being no objection. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the an- 


nual report of the Commissioner of Patents for the fiscal year 
ended December 31, 1903; which was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROwNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 196) granting a pension to Grace E. Carson; 

A bill (H. R. 227) granting a pension to Margaret Cotter; 

A bill (H. R. 616) granting an increase of pension to Sarah §. 
Chrysler: 

A bill (H. 
M. Walker; 

A bill (H. 
D. Barr; 

A bill (H. 
W. Kight; 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. R. 
H. Sweet: 

A bill (H. R. 
Pierce; 

A bill (H. R. 

A biil (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
M. Northern; 

A bill (H. R. 5559) granting an increase of pension to Josephine 
C. Chase; 

A bill (HL R. 
Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 
R. King: 

A bill (H. R. 7849) to authorize the county of Poinsett. in the 
State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge across the St. Francis 
River at or near the town of Marked Tree, in said county and 
State; 

A bill (H. R. 9292) in relation to business streets in the District 
of Columbia: and 

A bill (S. 2121) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act providing for 
public printing and binding and distribution of public documents.”’ 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of David A. Russell Post, No. 
78, Department of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Whitman, Mass., and a petition of E. V. Sumner Post, No. 19, 
Department of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Fitchburg, Mass., praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the Alden Club, of Franklin; of 
the Woman’s Club of Worcester, and of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Dorchester, all in the State of Massachu- 
setts, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 


895) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 


1908) granting an increase of pension to Harvey 


2139) granting an increase of pension to James 


R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 


2424) 
4200) 


granting 
granting 


a pension to Emma Butler; 

an increase of pension to Milton 
4916) granting an increase of pension to Allen M. 
5010) 
5048 ) 
5464) 


granting a pension to Mary F. Hamilton; 
granting a pension to William H. Harrison; 
granting an increase of pension to Francis 


5841) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 


6932) granting an increase of pension to Harvey 


gainst Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; | 


which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of the city council of De- 
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is 
troit, Mich., praying that an appropriation be made for th, 
struction of a bridge over the Detroit River; which was res, 
to the Committee on Commerce. , 
Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of the nationa] @xecnt} 
committee of the National German-American Alliance p¢ .. 
United States and a memorial of sundry German-Amerijeqy »:,: 
zens of Montgomery County, Ohio, remonstrating against tho... 
actment of legislation to regulate the interstate trar 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committe ,, 
the Judiciary. . 
He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Mw) 
| dist Episcopal Church of Long Lake, N. Y., and of the congrom, 
tions of the Methodist Episcopal, Presbyterian, and First Bays 
| churches of Vineland, in the State of New Jersey, praying for4),, 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation, 
of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committeo »» 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Met} 
Episcopal Church, of the Epworth League, and of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, all of Blackstone, in the State, 
Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of legislation to ype. 
vent the nullification of State liquor laws by origi 
and other ‘‘ interstate-commerce tricks;’’ 

| the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Lodge No. 88, Brot! 
Railroad Trainmen, of Worcester, Mass,, praying fo: 
of the so-called Grosvenor anti-injunction and con 

| which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciar 
He also presented the memorial of F. H. Gibson, « 

Mass., remonstrating against the passage of the s 

injunction bill; which was referred to the Committ 

ciary. 

| He also presented the memorial of F. H. Gibson, of Wellesley, 
Mass., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called eight- 
hour bill; which was referred to the Committee on Education a 
Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trad 

Mass., and a petition of the Board of Trade of Glouc« 

| praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the dest 
tion of derelicts in the North Atlantic Ocean; which were refer 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of B 
Mass., and a petition of the Board of Trade of Gloucester, \ 
praying for the establishment of a permanent treaty of arbitra 
between the United States and the United Kindom of Great 
ain and Ireland;- which were referred to the Committee on 
eign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trad 
Mass., and a petition of the Board of Trade of Glouvest 
praying for the enactment of legislation to reorganize th 
lar service of the United States; which were referred to 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He aiso presented a petition of the Board of Trad 
Mass.; praying for the enactment of legislation t 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Healso presented a petition of the Board of Trade o! 

Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to create 
mission to consider and recommend legislation for tlie deve! 
ment of the American merchant marine; which was referred | 
the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ 

Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legis 
coal permanently on the free list; which was referr: 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Moore Murd 
commandant of the Dames of 1846, praying for th 
legislation to increase the pensions of veterans 0 
war; which was referred to the Committee on Pens 

He also presented petitions of H. M. Warren Po 
Wakefield; of E. V. Sumner Post, No. 19, of Fitch 

| David A. Russell Post, No. 78, of Whitman, all o! 
ment of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republi 
of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of a ser) 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Pens) 

He also presented petitions of W. L. Nye and »! « 
of Berkshire County; of the Worcester Woman's (lu!) 
ter; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 0 
and of the Waltham Woman's Club, of Waltham, a 
of Massachusetts, praying for an investigation of the 
and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Priviles™ 
Elections. 

He also presented the petition of J. B. Ireland and ! 
zens of Athol, Mass., and a petition of the Woman << 

' Temperance Union of Blackstone, Mass., praying for the e™ 
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¢ Jegislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
nment buildings; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. i 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of New Haven, 
Conn., praying that before the final ratification of the Hay-Varilla 
treaty the action of the United States may be subjected to a care- 
ful and deliberate investigation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. ma Sie 

Mr. McCOMAS presented a petition of Local Division No. 5, 
Ancient Order of Hibernians, of Baltimore, Md., praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing for the erection of a statue at 
Washington, D. C., to Commodore Barry, ‘‘ Father of the Ameri- 
can Navy;”’ Which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Baltimore, Md., praying for the establishment of the principle of 
arbitration and securing treaties with all foreign nations and to 


ment 0 
all Gover 


submit differences which may arise to arbitration when they have | 


failed of settlement through diplomatic channels; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. ie: : 

He also presenteda petition of the Woman's Missionary Society 
of the Buckingham Presbyterian Church, of Berlin, Md., praying 
for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 
RreEp Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BERRY presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S, 3642) for the relief of the trustees of the Baptist Church, Pine 
Bluff, Ark.; which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DEPEW presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S, 8884) for the relief of the heirs and legal representatives of 
those civilian employees of the Government who were killed by 
the explosion of gunpowder and 13-inch shell at the United States 
naval magazine, lona Island, N. Y.; which were referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Delavan Woman’s 
Club, of Delavan, Il., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. ReEp Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of L. B. Brown Post, No. 151, of 
Sheldon; of Hiram McClintock Post, No. 667, of La Grange; of 
Robert Hale Post, No. 556, of Fulton; of Brewer Post, No. 577, of 
Walnut; of Rochelle Post, No. 546, of Rochelle: of Vennum Post, 
No. 796, of Milford, and of Pulaski Post, No. 796, of Pulaski, all 
of the Department of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, in 
the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of a service-pen- 
sion law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of the Good 
Roads’ Association of Island County, Wash., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation providing for the construction cf good roads 
m the country; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the German 


Methodist Episcopal Church,of Walla Walla, Wash., and a petition | 


of the congregation of the First Cumberland Presbyterian Church, 
of Walla Walla, Wash., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from 


the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on | 


Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. STONE presented a petition of the Ministerial Association 
of Springfield, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
prevent nullification of State liquor laws and no-license ordi- 
nances by so-called ‘‘original-package”’ and other ‘“‘interstate-com- 
Fe tricks; which was referred to the Committee on the 

diciary, 

He also present 


~ 


“la petition of Mound City Council, No. 2 


ddoption of an amendment to section 64 of the present bankruptcy 
a wack was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. ~ 
ae ek r poccmnien a petition of the congregationof the Metho- 
oes 7 Church and the Woman s Christian Temperance 
od mos, W. Va., ‘praying for an investigation of the 

arses made and filed against Hon. REED SMooT, a Senator from 


saan na lone wae was referred to the Committee on Privi- 
( von a RN presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
ity of reclaioeine te for an examination to determine the feasibil- 
northern } we the overflowed lands of the Kootenai River in 
Witten on owe “ad Montana; which were referred to the Com- 
‘ n the Geological Survey. 
“ar, 


ead) i LA UT of Connecticut. IT present a@ petition of about 150 
adding Citizens of N i 


sional New Haven, comprising business men, profes- 


tion of the Hav-Var at 
euidelives Hay -Varilla treaty. I suppose it is really a matter for 
Imav ve Om, but as the treaty has been made public I think | 


aV pres + 3 : oa 
Seed h it in the open session. T move that the petition be 
° the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
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United Commercial Travelers, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the | 


nen, and professors of Yale College, praying for a ratifica- | 





The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
evan Union of Fairfield and of the congregation of the First 

ptist Church of Fairfield, in the State of Maine, and of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Enfield, N. C., praying 
for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 
REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

PRESERVATION OF FRIGATE CONSTITUTION, 

Mr. HOAR. I present a memorial of the Massachusetts His- 
torical Society, Charles F. Adams, president, and others, relative 
to the preservation of the U.S. frigate Constitution. The memo- 
rial relates to a matter of great historical interest. I understand 
that it was written by Mr. Charles F. Adams. It states the case 
in his accustomed admirable fashion. I ask that it be printed in 
the REcorRD. 

There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


















Memorial. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 
Your memorialists, the Council of the Massachusetts Historical Society, 
acting under its instructions, would respectfully call the attention of your 
honorable bodies to certain facts connected with the United States frigate 
Constitution. 
That vessel is now lying at Charlestown, Mass., in a dock also used by the 
steamships of the so-called White Star Line; she is dismantled, out of repair, 
and liable at any time to injury from carelessness or accident, if not to de- 
struction. Your memorialists further represent that in the American mind 
| an historical interest attaches to the Constitution such as attaches to no 
| other ship in maritime annals except, possibly, the Santa Maria, the flagship 

of Columbus, and the Mayflower, both of which disappeared centuries ago. 
| The Constitution still remains; and it was the Constitution which, in the 
| gloomiest hour of the war of 1812-1814, appeared “like a bright gleam in the 
darkness.” On the 16th of August of that year Detroit, with all its garrisons, 

munitions, and defenses, was surrendered to the British forces; on the same 
day Fort Dearborn, at what is now Chicago, was in flames, and with it “the 

last vestige of American authority on the Western Lakes disappeared.” The 
discouragement was universal, and the sense of national pumiliation ex- 
| treme; for it seemed doubtful if even the interior line of the Wabash could 
| be successfully held against an enemy flushed with success. The prophet 
of yet other disasters immediately impending was abroad, and, according 
to his wont, further depressed the already disheartened land. It was 
in this hour of deepest gloom that, on the morning of Sunday, August 
30, the Sabbath silence of Boston was broken and the town stirred to 
| unwonted excitement “as the news passed through the quiet streets 
| that the Constitution was below, in the outer harbor, with Dacres,” of 
| the Guerriere, “and his crew of prisoners on board.” Thus it so chanced 
that the journal which the next morning informed Bostonians of the Detroit 
humiliation in another column of the same issue announced that navalaction 
which, *“* however small the affair might appear on the general scale of the 
world’s battles, raised the United States in one-half hour to the rank of a 
first-class power in the world.” The jealousy of the Navy, which had until 
then characterized the more recent national policy, vanished forever “in 
the flash of Hull's first broadside.”’ The victory, moreover, was most dra- 
matic—a naval duel. The adversaries—not only commanJers, but ship's 
| companies to a man—had sought each other out for a test of seamanship, 
| discipline, and gunnery; arrogance and the confidence of prestige on the one 
side, a passionate sense of wrong on the other. They met in mid-Atlantic— 
frigate to frigate. It was onthe afternoon of August 19, the wind blowing 
fresh, the sea running high. For aboutan hour the twoships maneuvered 
for position; but at last, a few minutes before 6 o'clock, “ they came together 
| side by side, within pistol shot, the wind almost astern, and, running Before 
| it, they pounded each other with all their strength. As rapidly as the guns 
| could be worked the Constitution poured in broadside after broadside, 
double-shotted with round and grape; and, without exaggeration, the echo of 
| those guns startled the world.”’ Of her first broadside in that action the 
master of an American brig,thena captive on board the Britishship.afterwards 
wrote: “About 6o0’clock [heard a tremendous explosion from the opposing frig- 
ate. The effect of her shot seemed to make the Guerriere reel and trembleas 
| though she had received the shock of an earthquake.” “In less than 30 
minutes from the time we got alongside of the enemy,” reported Captain 
Hull to the Secretary of the Navy, “she was left without a spar standing 
and the hull cut to pieces in such a manner as to make it difficult to keep her 
| above water.” 

The historian has truly said of that conflict: “Isaac Hull was nephew to 
the unhappy General { who, three days before the Constitution overcame the 
Guerriere, had capitulated at Detroit}, and perhaps the shattered hulk of the 
Guerriere, which the nephew left at the bottom of the Atlantic Ocean, 800 
miles east of Boston, was worth for the moment the whole province which 
the uncle had lost, 800 miles to the westward. * * * No experience of his- 
tory ever went to the heart of New England more directly than this victory, 
| so peculiarly its own; but the delight was not confined to New England, and 
extreme though it seemed, it was still not extravagant.” 

Therefore it is that the Massachusetts Historical Society, already in 1812 
| an organization more than twenty years in existence, now directs this me- 
| morial to be submitted, she, the oldest among them, speaking through her 
| council for all other similar societies throughout New England. In se doing, 
it is needless to enter into the earlier and later history of what was essen- 
tially the “fighting frigate” of the first American Navy; for, in the memory 
of the people of the United States, the Constitution is, throughout her long 
record, inseparably associated with feats of daring and seamanship—devotion 
and dash—than which none in all naval history are more skillful, more stir- 
ring, or more deserving of commemoration. How can they be so effectively 
commemorated as by the pious and lasting preservation of the ancient ship, 
now slowly rotting at the wharf opposite to which she was launched six years 
more than a century ago? 

And while the name of the Constitution is thus not only synonymous with 
courage, seamanship, patriotism, and unbroken triumph, the = herself is 
typical of a maritime architecture as extinct as the galley or the trireme 
She slid from the ways at what is still known in her honor as Constitution 
| Wharf, in Boston Harbor, ten months before Nelson won the battle of the 
| Nile and eight years toa day before his famous a the Victory, bore 
| his broad pennant in triumph through the Franco-Spanish line off Trafalgar; 
| and your memorialists hold that, in the eyes and minds of the people of the 
United States, no lessan interest and sentiment attach to the Constitution 

than in Great Britain attach to the Victory. The Constitution in the days of 
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es 
our Sone tri ae oy ee = us on ae — flagship of Nelson | whom was referred the bill (S. 1974) amending the act ; fC 
d for England, and thenceforth she 3 beer é ‘icans as a sentient ‘ : , m- 
oo ae _ as me —— 1as been to American Sa senti gress approve d Januar Vv 26. 1895. entitle di ** An act auth: riz ( 


4 ing ¢} 
t by Great Britain the Victo wry ever has been and now is tenderly cared | * secretary of the Interior to correct errors whe re double 


ealous ly pres rve d oe oe = ost pret a of —— memorials. | of land have errone ously bee nm made to an Indi an, to corn 
oe it yen ven ay ome am Bf nanan & Shane Ammar i fonstitution, errors in pi tents, and for other purposes,’’ re ported it wit hamena 
et your memorialists would not for a moment suggest, nor do they be ments, and submitted a report thereon. » eal 
the j ople, the Par liament, of th ’ Gove rnment of Great Britain Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on the District of ( 
. aoe i ro yoy naeree ey “4 mene Onitea Be «. | to whom was referred the bill (S. 2484) providing for a 
rary is, in case of the Constitution, incontroverti- | tendent of the fire department of the District of Coly 
thi ene is of pi far a the sectionsof the | porte d adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed i 
cine uaetuuten teeth Tasting pr the Government is |“ Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on 
opinion of your memor .neithe rt » indifferer . trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S 
f thrift, but to the fact that, amid the m a- | amend section 895 of the code of law for the oe of 


‘immediate action, the preserving of an old- time 


hted with glorious memories. has been somewhat | reported it without amendment, and submitted ; 
perhaps unnaturally, deferred to a more opportune Mr. PROCTOR, from the C omuaiiteo on Mil it ry 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8748) for the relief 


L ¢ 


allot 
allotment 


8 
§ 


onstitution “is the yet living monument not alone of 
if the m il ' ith runs who won them . , Kilbourne, re port d it without ame “ine nt, an a submit 


lcourage, of the devotion to an idea and to a sent port thereon. 

 & _ lives * ‘Ther eee cor eee eintiats Mr. COC os LL, from the Committee on Military 
{ . Britis h Admira ty n the ca = f the Vi { ™ wy whom was re ferre dd the bill | Ss. 3828) to provide for 
red } y Department in the case of the Constitution. Weaccor ment of certain claims of officers and enlisted men of 
Fe Ce ee es ee ee ae _ : for the loss or destruction, without fault or neglig: 
‘omimissi mn as a train ng ship, and at suitable seasons be in future puliened part of said officers and men, of property belonging 
it points along our coast where she may be easily accessible to that large | the military service of the United States, reported 

ache aren number of American citizens who, remaining a sens’ cf | mendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
inte re st in the assoc at 4 is she will Saout ann 30 vocal. es Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Claims. to wh 

And your memorialists will ever pray, etc. referred the bill (S. 2021) for the relief of John Wesk 

paronrs on commnrrens. | ported it without amendment, and submitted a rey 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was | ALFONSO ZELAYA, 
referred the bill (S. 2547) for the relief of the ownersand crew of | Mr. PROCTOR. Iam directed by the Committee on Mil 
the schooner Filia M. Doughty, reported it with amendments, and | Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R, 34 
submitted a report thereon. | thorizing the Secretary of War to receive for instruction 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to | Military Academy at West Point Alfonso Zelaya, of Nic: 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3626) to regulate the employment | to report it favorably without amendment, and I ask for 
of officers of the Army on the retired list, and for other purposes, | ent consideration. 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. The Secretary read the joint resolution; and by unani 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred | sent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proce: 
the bill (S. 803) for the relief of John Stewart, reported it with | consideration. 
an amendment, a1 id submitted a report thereon. The joint resolution was reported to the Senate with 

Mr. STONE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was | ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read t 
referr« d the |} ill (H. R. 7620) defining the limit of navigation of | time, and passed. 
the Osage River in the State of Missouri, reported it without 
amendment. and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. LONG, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom Mr. BURNHAM. Inthe absence of the chairman 
was referred the bill (S. 713) for the reliefof Rev. Charles Wright, | mittee on Printing, I report for him with a favorable 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and | mendation the amendment of the House of Representa 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. the concurrent resolution providing for the printing of copir 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | the statement of receipts and expenditures of the Louisiana 
bill (S. 1633) permitting the Kiowa, Chickasha and Fort Smith | chas: Exposition, and I ask for its present consideratio1 
Railway Company to sell and convey their railroads and other There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to t 
property in the Indian Territory to the Atchison, Topeka and | ation of the concurrent resolution. 

Santa Fe Railway Company, submitted an adverse report thereon, The amendment of the House was. to strike out all aft 
which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. resolving clause and to insert: 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the That the Public Printer be authorized and directed to p 
bill (S. 2208) te authorize the Absentee Wyandotte Indians to se- | per covers 15.000additional copies of the statement of the 1 
lect certain lands, and for other purposes, reported it with an | ituresof the Louisiana Purchase Exposition from the date 

' : aid : to September 30, 19083, with the accompanying report 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. tional commission of said exposition, of which 5,000 copi 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to | useof the Senate and 10,000 copies for the use of the Hou 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1426) to prevent the desecration Mr. BURNHAM 
of the American flag, reported it with amendments, and submitted = ®  apermangge 

report thereon, 

He also. from the Committee on the Census, to whom was re 
ferred the bill (S. 3292) amendatory of an act entitled ‘*An act BILLS INTRODUCED. 
to provide for a permanent Census Office,”” approved March 6. Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 3933) to an 
i902, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report | g)titled “An ac t to establish circuit courts of appeal 
thereon. fine and regulate in certain cases the jurisdiction o! 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, | the United ys ites, and for other purposes,”’’ approved 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3842) to amend an act entitled | 149{. which was read twice by its title. and ref 

‘An act amending the civil code of Alaska providing for the or- | »ittee on the Judiciary. . 

ganizat ion of _ aVESO < orporations, and for other purposes,”’ ap- He also introduced a bill (S. 3934) granting a pens 
proved March 2, 1 . toask to be discharged from its further con- | —, Bellows: which was read twice by its title, and r 
sideration, and thati it be referred tothe Committee on Territories Committes on Pensions. , 

The civil code of Alaska was considered and reported by the Mr. DIESPEW introduced a bill (S. 3935) granting 
Committee oy Territories, which committee a’so had under con- | y ary Corne lia Hays Ross; which was read twice b 
sideration this subject of corporations in the last Congress. ith the acc ‘companying papers, referred to the Comnut 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on the Judi- gions. 
ciary will be discharged from the further consideration of the Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 3936) grant 
bill, and it will be referred to the Committee on Territories, there | of pension to Sylvania S. Cheney; which was read 
being no objection. title, and referred to the Commiitee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co He also introduced a bill (S. 3987) to relieve for 
lumbia. to whom was referred the bill (S. 3597) -for the relief of and acts and contracts in reasonable restraint of tra: 
Vincenzo Gerardi, of Washington, D. C., reported it without merce among the several States from the ] provisions 
amendment. and submitted a report thereon. regulate commerce, approved February 4, 1887, and 
Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to tect trade and commerce against unlawful restraints a 


LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPOSITION, 


I move that the Senate conc 
ment of the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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tog approved July 2, 1890; which was read twice by its title, and 
por PO the Committee on Interstate Commerce. ; 
Wr, BURR! \WS introduced a bill (S. 3938) for the relief of 
Ge aaa H. White; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
che Committee on Military Affairs. : ? 

Or NELSON introduced a bill (S. 3989) granting an increase 

+ rension to James Miller; which was read twice by its title, 
nd referred to the Committee on Pensions. , 

“Vir, BERRY introduced _a bill (S. 3940) for the relief of the 
trastees of the Old School Presbyterian Church, of Helena, Ark.; 
al ich was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 

» (laims. 

McLAT RIN introduced a bill (S. 8941) for the relief of 
tones W. Watson, captain in Tenth Cavalry, United States 
‘\rmy: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 7 ; 

“Mr, PETTUS introduced a bill (8. 3942) to carry into effect the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of John 
4 Johnson, administrator of the estates of Maria Johnson and 
Garah E. Ware, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the findings of the Court of Claims, referred to the Commit- 

ee on Claims. 
Mr, MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3943) to encourage tele- 
graph communication between the United States, Alaska, the 
Aleutian Islands, Siberia, Manchuria, China, the Japanese Em- 
nire. and the Philippine Islands; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 3944) for the relief of G. F. 
Tarbell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Finance. 

\lr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 3945) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Lewis Lewis; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

‘He also introduced a bill (S. 8946) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Jesse Bright; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 


A bill (S. 8947) granting an increase of pension to A. L. Knee- ; 


land; 

A bill (S. 3948) granting a pension to Thomas O’Connor; 

A bill (8. 3949) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. 
Spear; and 
:, A pe (8. 8950) granting am increase of pension to Edward 
laisdell, 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 8951) to correct the military 
record of Michael J. Kelley; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 3952) for the relief of James | 


E. Simpson, jr., Alfred H. Simpson, and Willie E. Simpson, sur- 
viving copartners of the firm of J. E. Simpson & Co.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 3953) granting an in- 
. ase of pension to Thomas L. Sanborn; which was read twice 


bo 45 
St 


Committee on Pensions. 


_ Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 8954) providing for the | 


{ 


posit of a model of any vessel of war of the United States Navy 


bearing the name of a State or city of the United States in the | 


capitol building or city hall of said State or city; which was read 
ae by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
__ He also introduced a bill (S. 8955) granting a pension to Amelia 
Aandry; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
a hg papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
can REARY introduced a bill (S. 3956) granting an in- 
ite + ty pension to Patrick Fleming; which was read twice by 
‘tle, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
. alsointroduced a bill (S. 3957) granting a pension to Isabel 
em Which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
vOMMittee on Pensions. 


. Mr. FRYE intr duced a bill (S. 3958) granting an increase of 
veloc “ a Daiiy; which was read twice by its title, and 


ommittee on Pensions, 


AMENDMENT TO URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORAKER snbmitted an amendment proposing to appro- 


priate $2 000 te ns : ; . , 
: ’ pay the superintendent of insurance of the Dis- 


trict of Colum ia the } . 
as ‘umbia the balance 902 
and from July 1 nce of his salary due from July 1, 1902, 


Netripe Pot) 
SiUict of Colnmiie « « : } 
posed by him to 4) ‘, approved June 30, 1902, intended to be pro- | 
2 h to the urge ici "ss ranriat ill: whic 
Was referred to the Come nt deficiency appropriation bill; which 


ordere ‘he Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
red to be printed. ’ 


XXXVIII—¢ 


itle, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the | 


» 1903, as fixed by the amended code of law of the | 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be, and the same is hereby, 
authorized to employ during the Fifty-eighth Congress a stenographer, from 
time to time as may be necessary, to report such hearings as may be had by 
the committee or its subcommittees in connection with any matter which 
may be before the committee, the expense thereof to be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate, and that the committee be authorized to have 
such hearings printed. 


LAND IN ST. AUGUSTINE, FLA., FOR SCHOOL PURPOSES. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 3479) making provision for conveying 
in fee certain public grounds in the city of St. Augustine, Fla., 
for school purposes. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Education and 
Labor with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert: 


That any conveyance heretofore or hereafter made by the mayor of St, 
Augustine, Fla.,to the board of public instruction of St. John County, Fla., 
of that certain tract or parcel of ground situate in the said city of St. Augus- 
tine, Fla., known as the “old burnt hospital lot,’ heretofore conveyed by the 
United States Government to the mayor of St. Augustine, Fla., in trust for 
school purposes, be, and the same is hereby, authorized, ratified, and con- 
firmed; and the title in and to said lot, upon such conveyance being made, 
shall vest the title to said ground in fee in the board of public instruction of 
St. John County, Fla., aforesaid. And the said board of public instruction 


’ 


of St. John County, Fla., is hereby authorized to seil and convey said lot of 
ground, and to use and ap wapelane the proceeds thereof in the erection and 
construction of a public school building in said city of St. Augustine, Fla. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


DIPLOMATIC CORRESPONDENCE RELATIVE TO PANAMA, ETC. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the resolution submitted by the Senator from Texas [ Mr. 
CULBERSON], which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Senate resolution 104, by Mr. CULBERSON, 
requesting the President to inform the Senate whether all corre- 
spondence, etc., between the Department of State and the legation 
of the United States at Bogota has been sent to the Senate. 

Mr.CULLOM. TheSenator from Mississippi [Mr. McLavuriy] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Mississippi has yielded to 
me for a few moments. 

Mr. President, in the discussion yesterday something was said 
| in regard to what occurred in the Administration of President 
Cleveland, and it was attempted to make that a precedent fora 
refusal to pass this resolution. That was an entirely different 
case. I read from the Journal of the Senate, which shows the 
view, and what was the subject-matter of the controversy there. 
| Here is a resolution that was passed by the Senate on the 18th of 
February, 1886. It was reported by Senator Edmunds: 


'T 


} 
| 
| Resolved. That it is, under these circumstances, the duty of the Senate to 
' 








| refuse its advice and consent to proposed removals of officers the documents 
and papers in reference to the supposed official or personal miscon tof 
whom are withheld by the Executive or any head of a Department when 


| deemed necessary by the Senate and called for in considering the matter. 

| That shows the gist of the contention at that time. Now, I read 
from Mr. Cleveland’s message of March 1, 1886, on page 350 of the 

Journal of that time. I will read only a few extracts, simply to 

show what was the contention: 


While, therefore, Iam constrained to deny the right of the Senate to the 
papers and documents described, so far as the right to the same is based 
upon the claim that they are in any view of the subject official, I am also led 
unequivocally to dispute the right of the Senate, _ the aid of any docu- 
ments whatever, or in any way save through the judicial process of ! 





"1ai on 
impeachment, to review or reverse the acts of the Executive in the suspen- 
| sion, during the recess of the Senate, of Federal officials. 

I believe the power to remove or suspend such officials is vested in the 
President alone by the Constitution, which in express terms provides that 
“the executive power shall ba vested in a President of the United States of 
America,” and that ** he shall take care that the laws be faithfully executed.” 

The Senate belongs to the legislative branch of the Government. When 
the Constitution by express provision superadded to its legislative duti h 
right to advise and consent to appointments to office and to sit as a court of 
| impeachment, it conferred upon that body all the control and regulation of 
Executive action supposed to be necessary for the safety of the people; and 
this express and special grant of such extraordinary powers, not in any way 
related to or growing out of general Senatorial duty, and in itself a departure 
from the general plan of our Government, should be held, under a familiar 
maxim of construction, to exclude every other right of interference with 
Executive functions. 
| In the first Congress which assembled after the adoption of the Constitn- 
tion, comprising many whoaided in its preparation, a legislative construction 
was given to that instrument in which the independence of the Executive ‘n 
the matter of removals from office was fully sustained. 
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Now. 


The first enactment of this description was passed under a stress of par- 
tisanship and political bitterness which culminated in the President's im- 
peach me ont 
. This law provided that the Federal officers to which it applied could only 
be su pe nded during the recess of the Senate when shown by evidence satis- 
factory to the President to be guilty of misconduct in office, or crime, or 
when in -apable or disat ialified to perform their duties, and that within 
twent iy's after the next mex 
President “to re a to the Senate such suspension, with the evidence and 
reasons for his action in the case.” 

This statute, passe: 
terly opposed politically to the President. 
that ev 


subjuga 


about the law of 1867, Mr. Cleveland said: 


y di 


may be regarded as an indication 
n then it was thought necessary by a Congress determined upon the 
tion of the Exec utive to legislative will to furnish itself a law for 
tha pur . instead of 
cation of any pretended constitutional right. 
. * * * * * * 
There juests and demands which by the score have for nearly three months 
been pr é d to the different Departments of the Government, whatever 
y be their form, have but one complexion. They assume the right of the 
Senate to sit in judgment upon the exercise of m y exclusive disc retion and 
function, for which I am solely re sponsible to the peop! e from 
whom I have s sly received the sacred trust of office. My oath 
and defer stitution, my duty to the people who have chosen 
to execute » powers of their great dion ail not to relinquish them, 
imy duty tothe Chief Magistracy, which I must preserve unimpaired in 
li its dignity and vigor, compel me to refus 


Mr. President, this is not that case. There is no parallel be- 
tween them. That was in regard to removals from office. That 
was the main cont Iam far from any desire to encroach 
upon the constitutional prerogatives of the President. I believe 
that the perpetuity of our institutions and of our Government 
will depend upon keeping the different branches of the Govern- 
parate and distinct, that the legislative branch should 
not encroach upon the executive branch nor upon the judiciary, 
nor should either of them encroach upon the rights of the legis- 
lative branch. 

Mr. Pre sident, nnder our Constitution the President has the 
right to remove an inc 
questions about it. That has been determined from the begin- 
ning. But when it comes to a finished act, in which the concur- 
rence of the Senate is necessary, the Senate has a right, 
tutional right, to all the papers and documents relating to that 
question. I do not think there can be any doubt of this. 

[ was very much astonished that the distinguished Senator from 
Wisconsin iMr.sS SPOONER] took such a broad position in regard to 


To SsuD 
I 


ntion, 


ment sé 


it. Isay we have no right whatever to inquire of the President, | 


to demand of him anything in regard to an unfinished matter. If 
he is about to negotiate a treaty, we have no right to inquire what 
he is doing. We have no right to do anything of the kind. 
when he has negotiated a treaty and that treaty has to be 
by the Senate before it becomes effective, and we have to advise 
and consent to its ratification, we then have a right to know why 
he did it and what are the papers in regard to it. That, I say, is 
a clear right, and I do not believe there is any President who will 
refuse it. 

This resolution is not for the purpose of casting any reflections 
upon the present Executive. There is no such intention. It is 
simply that we ask what are all the papers now in regard to this 
transaction. There is nothing upon the record which shows that 
the President has transmitted all of them. He has not said so. 
We do not know whether there are any not transmitted or not. 
If there are any, we should like to see them. Such a request 
never has been refused, I believe, in a solitary instance. The in- 
formation can be given to us, and it must be confidential. This 
resolution asks that it be given to us in confidence—that it be 
given to the Senate in executive session. 

Now, where is the instance when such a request has been re- 
fused? Suppose it is a very important matter; have we not had 
precedents in the past? Have we not had them here? Have not 
Senators now upon this floor seen a case in which a paper was 
sent here confidentially and exhibited, and that paper is not to be 
found upon any record? It is not upon our records here. It is 
not in any printed publication. It is not in any one of the numer- 
ous communications that were made to the Senate in regard to 
the transaction about which it was furnished us. There are other 
instances in the history of the country. 

If there is anything that the President does not think at this 
time it would be judicious to make public, still he ought to com- 
municate it tous. He can send the original paper here and we 
will treat it, as it always has been treated when such communica- 


tious have been made to us, in the strictest confidence, and no | 


record will be made of it. 


This is not an encroachment, in my judgment, upon the rights | 


of the Executive in any shape, manner, or form. If it were I 
would not support it. I believe the distinction is clear and must 
be apparent to anyone who will examine it. We have no right to 
make inquiries when it isa matter that is being negotiated—when 
we are not called upon to do or say anything about it. 

But when the act is consummated, when the treaty is agreed 
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| the papers are of such a character that it might ; 
| prudent just at this time that they should be mide pub 


‘ting of the Senate it should be the duty of the | 


1 in 1867, when Congress was overwhelmingly and bit- | 


attempting to reach the object intended by an invo- | 


s compliance with these demands. | 


| the cases in which 


umbent from office, and we can ask him no | 


a consti- | 


But | 
ratified | 


J ANI 


— 


upon, and it can not become effective until we h 
consented to it by the requisite vote in this bod 
right, then, before we give our advice, before w: 
sent, to know the whole transaction in regard to i; 


DO Wise 


them be communicated to us in confidence, as 
heretofore in matters of very great importance ani 
fidential nature. 

Therefore, I shall support this resolution without the w 
Senator from Illinois has proposed to insert in it. | do yo: 


la ver 


| that they are at all necessary. 


Mr. MITCHELL. May l ask the Senator from 
tion? 


Mr. COCKRELL. 
Mr. MITCHELL. 


Certainly. 
Conceding that this is not : 


| that under the Cleveland Administration, and I] 


entirely different so far as that is concerned, co: 
a different case, can not the Senator from Miss: 

case where we have a right to call upon the Pri 
papers wherein it might not be consistent wit) 

est to furnish the papers? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will say that probabl; 
Congress mightcall upon him 
nently proper to insert the words ‘if not inc 
public interest.”’ But this is not one of thos: 
discussing that kind of a case. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Can not the Senator se 
consideration of a treaty in reference to whi 
called for, as in this case, there might be certa 
by the resolution that it might not be proper t 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have said that there mi 
and I have shown the Senate two cases, pract 
named them, but you are all familiar with ther 
tion was called for, and it was thought by th: 
to give it out, and yet the paper itself was sent 
here for inspection, and no record was ever mai 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from Misso 


| have a right to call for these papers. and he adi 


there might be a case where it would be impr 
sistent with the public interest to furnish cert 
Mr. COCKRELL. No. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Why not then insert the: 


| Senator from Dilinois? 


Mr. COCKRELL. No; I did not say it wou 
furnish them. I say it is right that he shoul 
he can furnish them as has been done heretof 
paper here to the Senate and let the Senate exa: 
does not want to commit it to a record which 
future reference. Let it be sent here and exa1 
sidered confidential if there is anything in it w 
dential nature. We havea right, I say, as a part 
authority in completing our part of this treaty, t 
which the President has, and if he does not want 
it to us in a public way he has precedents—sev: 
sending the information to us here in a con 
letting us examine it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. sut would it not be the n 
appropriate way to first insert in the resolutio 
ent with the public interest;’’ and then if the P 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; I do not think it wor 

Mr. MITCHELL. If he then replies that t 
pers, there could be a further communication f1 

Mr. COCKRELL. do not think it is dis 
pass a resolution calling for such information : 
to have. If it were anything that was not co! 
nota finished matter, if it was not something tha 
or reject, 1 would say put that clause in, as a 
But there is no necessity for the language to be 
is tweedledum and tweedledee so far as the pra 
is concerned. Why are Senators stickling so « 
Whatever the facts are, we should have them, 
is a constitutional right the Senate enjoys and | 
it. It is no disrespect to the President when w 
pass something that is clearly within our con: 
without any intention to reflect, directly or indi 
in any shape, manner, or form upon the Presid 
States. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Se! 
souri yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. COCKRELL. _ Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. If this is a mere matter of 


| tweedledee, I can not understand why such str 


should be made to putting in the resolution th: 
usually do. 


ARY 29), 
a 

advised and 
» We have; 


Ve Our ; 
and if any 


8 


Y 


nd 


¢ 


3 been dons 


rds the 





1904. 


Mr. COCKRELL. This is our resolution, and you are trying 
to force this amendment upon us, 

Mr. SPOONER. Your resolution! 

Mr. COCKRELL, And this is your amendment. If the reso- 
! jon goes through it will be a resolution of the Senate. 
m fr, SPOONER. I supposed it was a Senate resolution; that it 
: yours than ours. 3 

My. COCKRELL. You say “yours” and “ours.” Thisis not 

solitical question, 
a polllica ju . = 

Mr SPO NER. No. ‘ ie ree 

Mr. COCKRELL, There is no politics in it in any shape, man- 
nae. or form; but we of the minority have been recognized as 

: e resolution, and although we have the right, the con- 


offering t) . 
| rivht. and when we have told you that it is no reflec- 


was no vu 


stifutiona! rahe . Honea 
ti » on anybody, that it is in pursuance of that constitutional 
right, yet you try to force an amendment here, for which I see no 
occasi in in the world. 


Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I shall endeavor to put the 
ide 1s [have in reference to this resolution in as few words as pos- 
lo in order to make myself intelligible to the Senate. I must 
mit at the outset, however, that | am not familiar with prec- 
‘h have been discussed by Senators during the con- 


BU 
edents Wi - ; 
sideration of this resolution. I have gotten more information as 
to those precedents from this discussion than I have from any 
reading of the precedents themselves. 

| will say further that I do not think it proper for a Senator, in 
discussing any resolution in open Senate, to give expression as to 
how he is ¢ to vote on the treaty when it comes to its final 


action in t Senate. That is a matter for executive session, and 
as much one of the secrets of executive session as anything else. 

Before proceeding to a discussion of what I consider the real 
mestion contained in this resolution, I want to make an observa- 
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Government, not asked to make any document or anything that 
has transpired between the executive department and any of its 
officers either in Colombia or Panama public, but to send it to the 
Senate in confidence, because when it is sent to the Senate in ex- 
ecutive session it means to send it in confidence. 

I resent the imputation of the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
SPOONER] that the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions should have possession of any information from the execu- 
tive department to which every Senator in this body is not equally 
entitled. Itis the Senate and every member of it that is entitled 
to the information that is contained in the archives of the execu- 
tive department. Every Senator is as much entitled to the in- 
formation—in confidence. to be sure—as is the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations or any other Senator. The chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations, when it comes to ad- 
vising and consenting tothe ratification ofa treaty or the makin 
of a treaty, has no more power and no more authority in this body 
than any other Senator. 

The suggestion was made yesterday—I have not read the Rrc- 
ORD this morning—by the Senator from Rhode Island | Mr. AL- 
DRICH] that probably there are some things transpiring now that 
we should not have, as they would throw no light on the situa- 
tion. If they would not, no harm would be done, because nood: 
would know of it except Senators. But it is a familiar principle 
of law that circumstances and transactions transpiring after may 
shed light upon the real matter in question, as much so as ante- 
cedent and contemporaneous transactions and circumstances. 

The desire of the Senate is, or ought to be—it surely is the de- 
sire of the Senator who introduced this resolution and a number 


ea 
~ 
y 


| of others of us—that we should have all the documents and infor- 


mation in reference to this matter that were before the Presi t 
and which may have operated upon his mind in the negotiation 
of this treaty. 

The question is not, as was stated by the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, whether the President would be justifiable in denying to the 


| Senate, or at least in denying to make public, transactions of tie 


q 

tion in reference to What was said yesterday by the Senator from | 
Hlinois { Mr. CunLom), that this resolution was submitted appar- | 
ently for the purpose of obtaining some partyadvantage. It was | 
not introduced for that purpose. I am free to confess that. so far 
as I am concerned, I am glad when any transaction in the Senate, | 
or in the other House of Congress, or in the executive depart- | 


ment redounds to the benefit of the party to which I belong—the 
Democratic party—but I subordinate all considerations of party 
interest to my official duty to the entire country. 

I can not conceive how there can be anything obtained of ad- 
vantage to the Democratic party by this resolution, unless there 


do not think it has been intimated—unless there is something 


: behind, as the Senator says has been intimated—I | 


behind that the executive department is not willing for the Sen- | 


ate to know. Assuming, as I do, that there is nothing of that 


kind in any secret corner, I assert that the best service that can | 


be rendered to the executive department is to give the President 
the opportunity to make public everything that has been done in 
reference to the establishment of the Panama Republic if there 
has not been anything improper done between the officers of this 
Government and the alleged officers of the so-called Panama Re- 
public, and I assume that there has not been any improper thing 
done by any oflicer of our Government. 

If the were on the part of the Democratic caucus to ob- 


tain advant the best way to thwart that effort, if there is 
nothing wrong in the conduct of the Administration in this mat- 
ter, which ] ume to be true, is to make everything public, with- 
Out reierence to the judgment of anybody, and that would be the 
best az ‘wer to any suggestion by anybody or any imputation upon 
the co (uct of any officer of the Administration in connection 
with cither the Panama or the Colombian Government or the 
Panama or Colombian authorities. 


I want to 1 


t ake some observations in reference to the statement 
lat . 7 + . . . 
iat was made yesterday by the junior Senator from Massachu- 
Setts | Ver P : . 

tts |Mr. Loner] that this resolution was a command to the 


| in confidence. If this body is entitled to this inforn 


- uu 4t 18 not a command, bat is cast in most respectful 
entire ™ in order to show that I will read the resolution 
ile} 


t the 





ay President be requested to inform the Senate whether 
ae ‘ence and notes between the Department of State and the 
‘tod States at Bogota, and between either of these and the 

mbia for the construction of an isthmian canal since June 





“ea 


Governn 


( 
<3, 1902. ar ; samedi .— . 

any of ita c#. orrespondence and notes between the United States and 
ing the ae: ae ‘presentatives or the Government of Panama, concern- 
and if not. +) ‘{ Panama from Colombia, have been sent to the Senate: 


notes to ti’. & © be requested to send the remaining correspondence and 
™ ‘in executive session. 

So there j 
Position is 
not a conc 
can be no sy 
Judgment uy 
not; wheth 
Presid nt to de C 
mation that ig j 


no suggestion of a command, but a request. If our 
ect, we request the President to grant to the Senate 
ion, but that to which the Senate is entitled. There 
estion of ne in the Senate’s passing its 


ide, because he is not asked to make public infor- 


upon whether it wants that to which it is entitled or | 
ought to be sent or not, and not leaving it to the | 


secret service of the executive department of the Government, 
or whether the President would be justifiable in denying to the 
Senate, and denying to the public, his plan of military campaign 
in case of war. Thatisnotthe question. It may be granted that 
in case of anything of that kind the President would jud 
whether it would operate against the interests of the public service 
for him to make the matter public; but the question here is 
whether or not in this case the Senate of the United States is en- 
titled, in passing upon the question as to whether it will advise 
and consent to the treaty which has been made, to the informa- 
tion which the President had and which operated upon his mind. 
If the Senate is entitled to this information—in confidence, as the 
resolution requests—although the Senate has no power to enforce 
its request, as has been suggested. it ought to make the request 
predicated on its own judgment. It is impossible, if the Senate 
keeps faith by holding the communication in confidence, for any 
harm to thereby come to the public interest. To put the amend- 
ment, therefore, is not only idle, but implies that the Senate may 
divulge that it receives in confidence. itcan not be claimed with 
reason that it would operate against the public good to send any 
information to the Senate in confidence, and that is what thi 
resolution requests. 

I say the simple question is whether the Senate is entitled, in 
confidence, to all the information the President had, and which 
may have operated upon his mind, so that the Senate can deter- 
mine whether it was wise for him to negotiate the treaty and 
whether, therefore, the Senate will consent to it. 

There is no question of the exposure of the secrets of the secrs 
service of the executive department. Nobody proposes to do that. 
The question is whether the Senate is entitled to this ipformation 

lation, and 
this body, which is to pass upon the treaty, says it wants it, it is 
no discourtesy to the President to request him to send in here that 
which we are entitled to have in passing judgment upon the 


ct 


| treaty. That is the question, and the entire question. As I have 


said, it is dissociated from any proposition to expose to the public 
the secret service; itis dissociated from the proposition to expose 
to the public a plan of military campaign of the President of the 
United States. 

The President has the power to make treaties by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate. Whenever the Constitution 
confers npon the President of the United States any power, it 
carries with it a duty of that officer. When it devolves upon the 
Senate of the United States a duty it implies the means and 
power to intelligently discharge that duty. It is the duty of the 
President of the United States, as much as it is in his power, to 
make treaties by and with the advice and consent of the Senate 
of the United States. It was understood by the framers of the 
Constitution that it would be in the interest of the Government 


* in possession of the executive department of the ' of the United States that treaties should be made with foreign 
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governments, and it conferred that power upon the President, If it is not true that this Administration intended to make ¢p; 
and that power infers the duty of the President to make treaties. | effort for the protection of the New Panama Canal (\ Mpany . 
While that is so, it limited the power, and therefore limited the | which the citizens of this Government are not interested wake 
duty, to the advice and consent of the Senate. When it did that, | the suggestion in the message for? Why is it there? What ae 
it made it his duty, this confidential relation existing between | significance? Whyshould we risk a war for the protection of re 
him and the Senate, in making a treaty, to confide all the infor- | or supposed rights of citizens of France or any other country» - 
mation that he has which this body desires. But it is not to be One word in reference to international eminent domain, a toy 
supposed that this body would desire any information that was | that has been suggested in the discussion of this resolution I 
not pertinent to the matter in hand. It was, then, the duty of | there is such a thing in international law, it ought to apply +> all 
the President to furnish his advisers, who are to advise and con- | governments alike, great and small, because there ought not +. 
sent to a treaty he has negotiated, all the information he had, in | be one law to be applied to the weak and another to the aon 
order that the Senate may judge of the wisdom or fallacy of the | government; and if this Government has a right to assert +), 
treaty presented, having, therefore, all the opportunity he had | doctrine of international eminent domain, then it would be giyy; . 
for judging of the treaty. Where the propriety of the treaty is | to the doctrine of national eminent domain; and if so, it would . 
to be the joint judgment of two persons of identical interests it | the duty of this Government, in asserting that right, to pay tp 
seems to me to be the acme of sophistry to argue that one of them | the real owner of the soil an amount that the property takey Wag 
is entitled to information denied to the other. If the Senate is | reasonably worth. ; ; 
entitled to this information and desiresit, as is admitted, it seems That is about all I intended to say, Mr. President. 
to me to be a lowering of its dignity to defer its judgment, as to The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HANsBROUGH in the chai 
whether it ought to have it, to anybody, even the President. The question is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
The Senate is compelled to pass its judgment upon this treaty, | Illinois [Mr. CuLLom]. 
and can not delegate that authority to any other power or any Mr. CULLOM. I hope we shall have a vote, Mr. President. 
other authority. TheSenatemay make atreaty, dependent upona Mr. GORMAN. [ask for the yeas and nays. 
subsequent contingency; but the Senate itself must judge of the The yeas and nays were ordered. 
wisdom or the fallacy of that subsequent contingency. It can not Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I desire to know whet 
make that contingency depend upon the judgment of any other | vote is to be taken on the resolution or on the amendment 
body, whether the House of Representatives, the Supreme Court | The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the amendment proposed 
of the United States, the President of the United States, or any- | the Senator from Dlinois. 
bodyelse. It mustitself judge of the wisdom or theimpropriety of | The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
thetreaty. The wisdom or impropriety of a treaty upon the happen- Mr. CULBERSON (when Mr. BAILEy’s name was called). 
ing of a future contingency must be left to the judgment of the Sen- | colleague [Mr. BAILEY] is unavoidably absent. If he were | 
ate. How can the Senate judge of the wisdom of it when the Presi- | ent, he would vote “‘ nay.”’ 
dent has asked for its advice—not only the consent, but the advice, Mr. ELKINS (when his name was called). I inquire if ¢) 
of the Senate—when the President refuses to confide in this body, | junior Senator from Texas [Mr. BarLry] has voted? | 
whose advice and consent he asks, the information that is in his The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed t! 
possession which this body desires for deliberation on the treaty? | Senator from Texas is absent. 
I am not going to discuss the treaty. I am not going further Mr. ELKINS. Iam paired with that Senator, but I trai 
than to say that the very first article of this treaty is a declara- | that pair to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Hawn 
tion of war against Colombia, if Colombia sees proper or feels | vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 
able to assert its authority, even in the face of the United States. Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I have 
That being so, this Senate may want information which will en- | general pair with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Danizi 
able it to judge whether anything has been done in the establish- | presume he would vote “‘ nay,’’ if present. I should vote “yea. 
ment of this embryo Republic that would justify usin taking that | In his absence I withhold my vote. 
responsibility upon the Government of the United States or deny- Mr. McLAURIN (when Mr. Monrey’s name was called). My 
ing that responsibility of the Government of the United States. | colleague [Mr. Money] is detained from the Senate by reason of 
We have a right to know everything that the President knows | sickness. I believe he hasa pair with the Senator from Wyoming 
about this treaty. Our authority and our power are coordinate | {[Mr. WARREN]. If my colleague were present, he would vote 
with his authority and his power, coupled with the condition that | *‘ nay.’’ 
the Senate advises him to exercise that power and consents to his Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I havea 
exercise of that power. pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monry 
It is said here in advocacy of the position that has been taken | is detained from the Chamber by illness. If he were pr 
by the Administration that Colombia has been a despotic Govern- | would vote ‘‘ nay’’ and I would vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 
ment over the people of Panama. Mr. President, it does not lie The roll call was concluded. 
in our mouth to say anything of that kind. We are the last peo- Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have a general pair with the ser 
ple who ought to assert anything of the despotism of the Colom- | ator from Montana [Mr. CLARK]. The junior Senator 
bian Government over Panama in judging of this treaty. That | tucky [Mr. McCreary] has a general pair with the 
seems to be the argument—that is the argument, I believe—of the | tor from Ohio [Mr. Hanna]. I therefore transfer m 
Assistant Secretary of State. We are shut off from that because | the Senator from Montana to the Senator from Ohio, \ 
last year we offered a treaty to the Colombian Government | enable the Senator from Kentucky and myself to \ 
whereby ‘we undertook to maintain their authority and their sov- 


m 





general 
who 


sent, 10 


ereignty over Panama. This Administration undertook to guar- 
antee, less than a year ago, so far as its property was concerned 
and so far as this territory about which we were treating was 
concerned, the sovereignty of Colombia and make stronger its 
hold—its perpetual hold—upon thatterritory. That was the Hay- 
Herran treaty. So, as I have said,it does not lie in our mouth to 
say anything against Colombia for any oppression of Panama. 

I am not arguing and I am not going to argue that Panama has 
not grounds for complaint. I donot know. Itis not pertinent 
or germane to this discussion. If the people of Panama have 
cause for complaint, it does not lie in the mouth of this Adminis- 
tration to say anything to justify itself because of any tyranny on 
the part of the Colombian Government over Panama. 

It seems that the Administration was willing less than a year 
ago to fasten the hold of Colombia upon those people if we could 
only get Colombia to treat with us for control over the Panama 
Canal and the Panama Canal property. But there is a little inti- 
mation contained in the President’s message of January 4, on pages 
23 and 24, that the time when this Administration wanted to call 
a halt was when the New Panama Canal Company, not composed 
of citizens of the United States, but a company in which the Gov- 
ernment of the United States is not interested, was about to lose 
its alleged rights in Colombia by lapse of the statute of limitations, 
and not when the people of Panama were oppressed by the tyranny 
of Colombia. 





“ce ea.’’ 
Mr. McCREARY. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 
Mr. WARREN. 


from Washington [Mr. ANKENY], so that I may vot 
sé yea.”’ 

Mr. CLAY (after having voted in the negative.) 
ask if the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. | 
voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is inform: 
Senator from Massachusetts has not voted. 

Mr. CLAY. 
fore withdraw my vote. If he were present, he would 
and I should vote ‘*‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. LATIMER (after having voted in the negativ: 
a general pair with the junior Senator from Illinois 
KINS]. I tous see him in the Chamber and do not 
he would vote, but I presume he would vote “ yea. 
voted, I desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to inquire if the senior © 
Alabama [Mr. MorGan] is recorded as voting? _ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is inform 
has not voted. 

Mr. PETTUS. 
voted. 


I thought I heard his name read 


T 


I have a general pair with that Senator. : 


Mr. SPOONER (after having voted in the affirmati\ 


It has been suggested that I transfer my} 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money] to the Se! 


laats 











vertently voted without looking to see if the Senator from Ten- 


a : . 
er eean (Mr. CARMACK], With whom I have a general pair, was 


ne 
resent. ° . . 
‘Me GORMAN (after having voted in the negative). I suggest 
that he and I transfer our — I also voted in- 
[ have a general pair with the President pro tem- 


' 
VM Yr 


to the Senator 


jyertently. ; 
ave. the junior Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. I suggest to 
f , Senator from Wisconsin that we transfer our pairs and let 
Oo. SPOONER. Very well. 

Mr. CLAY. I will transfer my pair to the senior Senator from | 
Tennessee [Mr. Bate], 80 that the senior Senator from Tennessee 
«ill stand paired with the junior Senator from Massachusetts 
‘Mr. LopGe]. I vote “nay.” 


‘The result was announced—yeas 89, nays 20, as follows: 
YEAS—39. 






Aldrich Cullom, Gallinger, Perkins, 
‘Alsen. Depew, Gamble, Platt, Conn, 
Allison, Dillingham, Heyburn, Proctor, 
Ba Dolliver, Hoar, Quarles, 
Ra? Dryden, Kean, Scott, 
Beveridge Elkins, Kittredge, Smoot, 
Burnham Fairbanks, Long, Spooner, 
Burrows, Foraker, McComas, Stewart, 
Cla Foster, Wash. McEnery, Warren 
Clark, Wyo. Fulton, Nelson, 
NAYS—20. 

Baco Culberson, Mallory, Pettus, 
Bernt Gibson, Martin, Simmons, 
Bl rn, Gorman, Newlands, Stone, 
Clay, McCreary, Overman, Taliaferro, 
Cockrell, McLaurin, Patterson, Tillman. 

NOT VOTING—31 
Allee, Daniel, Hawley, Money, 
‘Ankeny, Dietrich, Hopkins, Morgan, 
Bailey, Dubois, Kearns, Penrose, 
Bate, Foster, La. Latimer, Platt, N. ¥. 
Burton, Frye, Lodge, Quay. 
Carmack, Hale, McCumber, eller, 
( Hanna, Millard, Wetmore. 
Clark, Ar Hansbrough, Mitchell, 


So the amendment of Mr. CULLOM was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution as amended. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to suggest to the Senator on the other 
i harge of this resolution that its phraseology is not 
exactly what we should have in an important state paper going 
from the Senate. There are two clauses init. The first clause 
asks for the correspondence and notes *‘for the construction of 
an isthmian canal.’’ 
prefer to have it ‘‘relating to’’ instead of ‘‘ for.’ 

\ir. CULBERSON,. There is no objection to that modification. 

Mr. HOAR. 
not 


1 


side having 


> 


between the United States and any of its officials.”” The 
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| 


Se 


I suppose the mover of the resolution world | 


The other clause is ‘* all the corresponcence and | 


United States does not correspond with its officials in any proper | 


sense of that phrase. It should be ‘‘ the Department of State and 
any official or representative.’’ The United States does not in 
its own name correspond with any of its servants. One servant 
corresponds with another. I would suggest instead of ‘* between 
the United States,” the words ‘‘ between the Department of State 
and any of the officials or representatives of the United States.” 
Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Texas? 
Mr, HOAR. Certainly. I have finished what I had to say. 
Mr. ( ULBERSON, While I think the criticism of the dis- 
tinguished Senator—and I say it with due deference—is hyper- 
critical, there is no objection to any alteration which may make 
the res lution clearer to others than it seems to be. If it is satis- 
factory, it may read: 
And notes between the Government-— 


cat i AR. Will the Senator allow me to suggest what has 
ut en suggested to me? The resolution itself in the first 
is “hetyy a 1e phrase which I think is the preferable one, that 
mi bese 7 — Department of State.” f If what can be used in 
Mr ra 7 3 ‘se it would remove the criticism. ion i 
a <LBERSON, The last paragraph of the resolution is 
“ehded to be broader than the first. 
cation of an offic 
Government in ¢} 
sentatives or w 
jection to ad 


ial character between any Department of the 
the last instance and any of its officials or repre- 
rith the Government of Panama. We have no ob- 
the Leathe | bene the words ‘‘ United States” the words 
Mr. HOAR ent of.” In order to meet the suggestion—— 
“iv. Suppose the Senator should say ‘ and all the cor- 


respor “@ 
aan idence and notes between any Department of the Govern- 


‘4 Mr. CULBERSON. 
between,’ 
Ment of,” 


WERSON, I was about to suggest, after the word 
in line 7, the insertion of the words “ any Depart- 
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Mr. SPOONER. That is all right. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘ The Government of the United States.”’ 

Mr. CULBERSON. Let the Secretary read the resolution, or 
that part of it as proposed to be amended. 

The Secretary. Inline6,after the word ‘‘ between,”’ it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘‘ any Department of the Government of.”’ 

Mr. HOAR. That makes it clear. 

Mr. CULLOM. Letit be read as the resolution will now read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
resolution as it is proposed to be amended, 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the Senate whether all 
the correspondence and notes between the Department of State and the lega- 
tion of the United States at Bogota, and between either of these and the Gov- 


ernment of Colombia for the construction of an isthmian canal 


Mr. HOAR. That was amended by consent, substituting the 
words ‘‘in relation to’’ instead of ‘‘ for.”’ 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the roso- 
lution, as follows: 
and the Government of Colombia in relation to the construction of an 


isthmian canal, since June 28, 1902, and all the correspondence and notes be- 
tween oy Department of the Government of the United Statesand any of 
its officials or representatives or the Government of Panama, concerning the 
separation of Panama from Colombia, have been sent to the Senate, and. if 


not, that he be requested tosend the remaining correspondence and notes to 
the Senate in executive session, if not, in his judgment, incompatibie with 
the public interest. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The qnestion is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senatoc from Texas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the resolution as amended. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I will thank you to state what the 
proposition is. I have just entered the Chamber. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution offered by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLBER- 
SON]. 

Mr. STONE. As amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Which has been amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


WILLIAM D. CRUM. 


The question is on agreeing to 


or 


Mr. TILLMAN. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is her in- 
structed to send to the Senate information in regard to the appointm of 
William D. Crum as collector of the port of Charleston, S. C., and that he 
answer specifically the following questions: 

First. Is William D. Crum now holding a commission as collector? If so 


give date, and send to the Senate a verbatim copy thereof. 

Second. Was his second appointment made in accordance with law; andi 
so, what law? 

Third. Isthere any law or precedent for the holding of an office of thi 
kind by a “de facto” official? 

Fourth. Is it the contention or intention to claim and exercise the author- 


| ity to make such appointments during a constructive recess, as this appears 
to be? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 
Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Rhode Island give me 


We want any communi- | 


one minute in which to explain the resolution? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, yesterday we received from the 
Secretary of the Treasury an answer to a resolution passed on the 
25th of January, endeavoring to get this same information. I will 
read that letter, as it is very remarkable: 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 27, 1904. 


My DEAR Str: Replying to Senate’s resolutionof January 25, 194, I beg to 
advise, William D.Crum was appointed collectorat the port of of Charleston, 
S. C., March 20, 1908, and a temporary commissionissued. Mr. Crumqualified 
by executing bond for $50,000 and took oath of oftice March 30,1908. Mr. Crum 
was again appointed December 7, 1903, and has given bond in thesum of $5 0 
and took the oath of office on January 9, 1904. There has been no third ap- 

ointment and no fourth appointment. The same information is contained 
in a letter to Hon. B. R. TILLMAN, under date of January 8, 1904, and which 
appears in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of January 2, 194. 

The resolution also asks: “Is Mr. Crum now in office; and if so, under what 


authority of law?” William D. Crum is de facto collector at the port of 
Charleston, S.C. Whether he holds his position under authority of law is 
determinable not_ by the executive department of the Government, but by 
the judiciary, and by that only. He is not receiving pay, because of the pro- 


| visions of section 176). 


—— 





Very truly, yours, 
L. M. Saaw. 
Hon. WILLIAM P. FRYE, 
President pro tempore United States Senate. 
Mr. President, the trouble with this letter is that it is again 
ambiguous. I ask that the resolution which I have just offered 
may be read, so that Senators can see just what points are left 


out or are left in an ambiguous or uncertain and nebulous condi- 
| tion here, 


1366 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the resolution, 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator from Rhode Island wish 
any additional discussion? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will ask that the resolution may go over 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, Mr. President, it takes us so long to get 
this information when we start that I hope the Senator will not 
do that. I will not say another word. The resolution is very 
clear its face. It simply endeavors to get the Secretary to 
tell us what a de facto official is. 

Mr. KEAN. Consult the law books. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
if the Senator from New Jersey will permitme. Weare Senators 
here in the discharge of certain functions, and I am trying to get 
the Treasury Department to tell us just where this man is and 
how he got there. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. TILLMAN. 


The Secretary will again read 


fists upon its going over it will have to go over. But I submit 
to him that the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury warrants 
the inquiries which I have presented. It does not appear that we 
are going to get this information in any other way, and I do not 
know whether we are going to get it now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will not object to the first part of the reso- 
lution, which simply directs the Secretary to send here the papers 
in th Then we ourselves can judge whether the appoint- 
ment is in accordance with the law. It is not fair to ask the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury a lot of legal questions. 

Mr. HALE. Strike out the last two clauses. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
I want to know where the Secretary of the Treasury or any other 
official of this Government gets the authority to say to the Senate, 
which has a right to confirm or reject a nomination, *‘ This man 
is in office, and nobody can determine his status but the judiciary.”’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. When the Senate is in possession of the in- 
formation 
TILLMAN. Iam trying to get it, and the Senator from 
Rhode Island will not allow me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from South Carolina goes fur- 

her. He asks for opinions, and not facts 

Mr. TILLMAN. Opinions? I ask what ade facto official is? 
If the Secretary will not send his own opinion here, I would not 
ask him for the opinions of others. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it is better, and that the Senator will 
reach his purpose more promptly and efficaciously by asking for 
facts rather than for opinions. 

Mr. HALE. Strike out the last two clauses. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Strike out the last two clauses of the reso- 
lution. 


Mr. 


Bee wh 


ase. 


Mr. 


TILLMAN. Please read the resolution again and let me 
at it is proposed to leave out, and let me see if they propose 
to cut it off right behind the ears. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the resolution. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


The Secretary will again read 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, in- 
ted to send to the Senate information in regard to the appointment 
m D. Crum as collector of the port of Charleston, S. C., and that he 
answer specifically the following questions: 
First. Is William D. Crum now holding a commission as collector? If so, 
give date and send to the Senate a verbatim copy thereof. 


Mr. ALDRICH. That is all right. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the reso- 
lution, as follows: 

Second. Was his second appointment made in accordance with law; and if 
Mind “Ie there any law or precedent for the holding of an office of this 
kind by a “de facto” official? 

Fourth. Is it the contention or intention to claim and exercise the authority 
sae such appointments during a constructive recess, as this appears to 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ifthe Senator from Rhode Island will indulge 
me for one moment, I will call his attention to the fact that on two 
previous occasions, once by me through a personal letter, and the 
other by the Senate in the form of a resolution, we have tried to 
get this very information, and that the Secretary has, apparently, 
with great adroitness, dodged it. 

Mr. SPOONER. What has he done? 

Mr. TILLMAN. He has dodged the inquiry as to whether or 
not this man is lawfully in office. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, well—— 

Mr. TILLMAN, And he says he is a de facto official. 
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We are not supposed to go to the law books, | 


I can not help but yield, because the resolu- | 
tion is not yet before the Senate for consideration, and if he in- | 


The Secretary says Crum isa de facto official. | 


J ANU 


Mr. SPOONER. He has stated the facts. H, 
whether this man was in office, and he informs t} 
he was commissioned in March. That was in the ; 

Mr. TILLMAN, Yes: which was lawful. 

Mr. SPOONER. Which was lawful. He informs tho 
also that he was appointed on December 7. = 

Mr. TILLMAN, ‘‘Appointed,’’ mind you. hi 
nominated again. 

Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. TILLMAN, 

Mr. SPOONER, 

Mr. TILLMAN, 

Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 

Mr. SPOONER. 


ARY 29, 


— 
— 


Was Asked 


yenate that 
CSS, 


late 
Usual for 
4a 3 


No; appointed on December 7, 
That is what he states. 

That is what he says. 

Yes. 

Commissioned December 7. 
No; he does not say he has acom 
Oh, well; he was appointed 1D 
is still in office, he says, and has given bond. Novy 
a de facto officer. That is a question of law; a1 
Senator think that as he is asking the Senate to 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury and as he 
eral direct interrogatories, as the lawyers call it, h 
the resolution go over until to-morrow to see if th: 
cross-interrogatories to be proposed? 

Mr. TILLMAN. This is a very important matter 
much moreimportant, tomy mind, than the matter \ 
just disposed of. 

Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. TILLMAN, 
slurred over. 

Mr. SPOONER, Iam not laughing at it. 
knows on the facts whether or not Crum was law 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have my opinion. 

Mr. CULLOM. The difficulty is that it goes 


I, too, think it is important. 
It is too important to be | 


| necessary, in s-eaking about a de facto officer. 


Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The other inquiry asks under 
of law the appointment was made, and instead « 
he got any authority or where there is a precede: 
allowing the President or the Secretary to appoi1 
issue a commission which is subject to the approy 
he goes forward and says, **‘ Now he is de facto,”’ 
new phrase in this connection. 

Mr. SPOONER, Oh, no. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iunderstandthat. There ar 
ments, like the one at Panama, and there are de 
and all that kind of thing, but Iam endeavoring t 
tention of the executive department in this conn 
contend that there is a constructive recess, wh 
tween 12 o'clock and 12 o’clock on the 7th of De 
say so. I do not want them to go and do the thi 
to hide out in the bushes. 

Mr. SPOONER. The truth is 

Mr. TILLMAN. Another question I will ask m 
He says this is a question for the decision of the 
ment. I want to know who can bring a case in c 
if we surrender our right and our duty to pass uj 
of appointments? 

I want to ask my friend also: Suppose this was i! 
New York, instead of Charleston? 

Mr. SPOONER. It would not change the case at all 

Mr. TILLMAN. It would not change the cas 
would not be attempted, and you knowit. No P: 
dare attempt it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not feeling very well this mor 
I think the Senator ought not to be so threateni! 

Mr. TILLMAN. I feel very deeply and strong! 
intend to threaten my friend. I speak emphatica 
so thin-skinned that he objects to Senators display) 
such as he sometimes manifests, I will apologize 

Mr. SPOONER. The truth is, this resolution ought 
until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
under the rule. 


Ti) 


The resolution 


RELATIONS WITH COLOMBIA. 


Cay 


Mr. BACON. I desire to ask permission of the 
the order which has previously been made, to call 0} 
lution 82, in order that I may submit some remark 
thereto. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays | 
ate the resolution indicated by the Senator from (‘ 
The Secretary. Senate resolution No. 82, by Mr. >\' 
voring the negotiation by the President of a treaty W''' a 
bia for the adjustment of all differences between the U niteg»* 
and that country growing out of the recent revolut 
Mr. BACON. lIask that the resolution may be re«’ 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution wu! L 


n in Pana 


4 
ye reac. 





1904. 
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The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Bacon on 
the 12th instant, as follows: 
solved, That the President be respectfully informed that the Senate 





Re: ‘avise the negotiation, with a view to its ratification, of a treaty 
fav ‘ -“ spublie of Colombia, to the end that there may be peacefully and 
Ww +) e hepu 


; y determined and a all differences between the United 
Bal snd the Republic of Colombia growing out of the recent revolution in 






Do ond the consequent secession of Panama from Colombia, and the 
Panali® vind assistance by the land and naval power of the United States 
alleged A easful accomplishment of said revolution and secession, through 
in the sue forcible prevention by said land or naval forces of the assertion 
ues tananee by Colombia of ‘her sovereignty and authority in Panama; 
. 4 ; ‘at { ull and complete compensation may be made by the United States 
anc Republic of Colombia for the loss of her sovereignty and property 
OP eee i vnama, so far as the same may be shown to be due to any act of 
ee Tnited States through the land or naval forces of the same. 

sags ee 1 further, That the President be respectfully informed that if it 
oes »rove to be impracticable for the United States and the —— of 
Cee 1 to agree through a convention upon the question of the said alleged 
va . lity on the part of the United States, or upon the question of the 
resp tof counpensation to be made when such responsibility shall be estab- 
iisbe : the Senate in that case favor and advise the negotiation, with a view 


to its ratification, of a treaty with the Republic of Colombia submitting to 
the Permanent Court of Arbitration at The Hague or to some other tribunal 
to he agreed upon, for impartial arbitrament and peaceful determination, all 
ouest ons between the United States and the Republic of Colombia growing 
out of the matters herein recited. 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, most of the resolutions which 
bave been offered on the Panama question, if not all of them, ex- 





‘cept those which relate to this particular phase of the question, 


naturally provoke a discussion of the questions relating to the ad- 
yisability and propriety of the ratification of the Panama treaty. 
This particular resolution, however, has no such relation to the 
discussion which is now in progress. It does not in any manner 
involve the question as to whether the treaty should or should not 
be ratified, One might be in favor of the ratification of the treaty 
and at the same time be opposed to the adoption of the pending 
resolution. On the other hand, he might favor the adoption of 
the resolution and be opposed to the ratification of the treaty; or 


he might be opposed both to the treaty and the resolution, or he | 


might favor both the resolution and the treaty. So the consid- 
eration of this question need not inany manner enlist either op- 
position or approval, according as a Senator may or may not be 
in favor of the ratification of the treaty. 

The sole purpose of the resolution is to endeavor to place the 
Senate and the Government of the United States, through its 
treaty-making power,in a position which may avert hostilities, 
violence of any kind which otherwise may ensue, and at the same 
time put the Government in a position where it may have advan- 
tages in the future in its peaceful relations with Colombia which 
might otherwise be denied to it. 

When the resolution was introduced it was most vigorously and 
vehemently assailed by Senators on the opposite side of the Cham- 
ber. It was assailed in terms little short of indignation as being 
utterly beyond the possibility of approval by the Senate, and of 
a character so objectionable that it could not even have the con- 
ae which would result from a reference to a comumit- 

The junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar], immedi- 
ately upon the introduction of the resolution, denounced it in 
most unsparing terms, and endeavored to deny toit the opportunity 
even of a reference to a committee by a motion to make imme- 
diate disposition of it by laying it on the table. and the general 
Consensus, so far as might be judged by utterances upon that occa- 
sion by the Senators on the other side of the Chamber, was in accord 
With that position taken by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
it was not until later in the day, during the debate, that the 
resolution had the recognition of any kindly word from any Re- 
publican Senator, although it is a resolution addressed to the con- 


— e of the Senate and of the Government, and an appeal not 
1, strife, but an appeal for peace andconcord. Later in the day, 


— : there was one kindly word of recognition which came 
oman 16 senior § ‘nator from Maine { Mr. Hace}, and the original 
‘ssestion of the Senator from Maine was one which I was pre- 
sia sed to be in accord with, although it did not go, 
tien at th tye as far as I desired it todo. The original sugges- 
lombia an = — from Maine looked to a negotiation with Co- 
agreement ym, the U nited States Government with a view to an 
States oe fo a Loon of differences between the United 
even in ; lom na, and I was disposed to accept the same, and 

Unfortun: ria him to frame a resolution upon that line. 
Maine did me y; ‘owever, upon reflection the Senator from 
substitute soo far in the resolution which he proposed as a 
when it en tal se originally suggested by him, and therefore, 
pessed the Yo 7 uced, [ said to him, in recognition of what had 
the resolution « efore, that I must not be considered as accepting 
preber 1 as a substitute, which he recognized as entirely 
satan Aim. r. President, if the Senator will allow me, I did 
time as bindi i 1¢ Senator said when upon his feet at that 
ng him in any way to accept my amendment, In 








fact, I afterwards introduced my proposition separately and dis- 
tinctly from the Senator’s and had it referred to the committee. 
I do not consider the Senator as in the slightest degree bound to 
accept what I offered. 

Mr. BACON. Ido not know that the Senator heard what I 
said previously, which was to the effect that if the resolution had 
been in accord with the first statement of the Senator in the col- 
loquy which we had I would have been disposed to have accepted 
it, but the resolution as introduced by the Senator, first as a sub- 
stitute and afterwards, I understand, as an independent measure, 
did not go as far as he first suggested at the time when I signified 
iy disposition to assent to the proposition suggested by him. 

Now, Mr. President, the attitude of the Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber with reference to the resolution is, or was at 
that time, that it was utterly inappropriate and inadmissible, and 
that it was not even to be considered by the Senate with a view 
to concurrence therein. The attitude of Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber was that the proposition to enter into any 
negotiations with Colombia with a view to a peaceful settlement 
of our differences with her was monstrous, obnoxious, and not 
entitled to the decent and respectful consideration of the Senate 
The object which I have to-day in addressing the Senate is to call 
attention to the fact that that resolution is in direct accord with 
and in direct pursuance of the declared policy of the United 
States Government, as manifested in actions innumerable in 
which the Government has committed itself in the most emphatic 
and solemn manner to the proposition that it is opposed to wa 
that it is opposed to violence as a remedy for disagreements with 
other nations; that it will treat with other nations with a view 
to agreement as to differences, and that if in the pursuance of 
such negotiations and treaties it is impossible to come to an agree- 
ment, rather than resort to violence or to attempt to haye settle- 
ment by the assertion of might, it will in all cases, speaking 
generally, of course, endeavor, by reference to a third party, to 
arbitration of some kind, to avoid a resort to force and violence 

Then I propose, in the second place, to show that this is one of 
the direct classes of cases which properly fall within those thus rec- 
ognized as properly to be settled either by treaty negotiation or 
by arbitration, and that unless there can be shown to be some de- 
fect in that statement this Government is bound by its pledges, 
bound by its repeated utterances of all kinds, by treaties, acts of 
Congress, resolutions, utterances of our Presidents and our Sec- 


| retaries of State, bound by the most solemn of obligations, of 


plighted faith, to recognize it in this instance. Mr. President, I 
wish to cite the Senate to the record that the United States Gov- 
ernment has made on this subject, not beginning at the begin- 
ning, but at a point where the action and declared attitude of the 
United States Government, or rather of the legislative depart- 
ment of the Government, became more pronounced possibly than 
at any previous time. Icall attention toSenate Document No. 141, 
Fiftieth Congress, first session. In that Congress there appeared 
before the Foreign Relations Committee a committee appointed 
and sent by a large public meeting in the city of New York. 
This committee was composed of eminent men—Mr. David Dud- 
ley Field, Mr. Andrew Carnegie, Mr. Morris K. Jesup, Mr. 
Charles A. Peabody, Mr. Dorman B. Eaton, and Mr. Abram S. 
Hewitt, of which committee Mr. Field, Mr. Carnegie, and Mr. 
Peabody appeared in person before the Senate Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

The memorial presented there by these citizens of New York 
was one in which there wasa specific application for the negotia« 
tion and making of a treaty between the United States Govern- 
ment and the Government of Great Britain, the particular occa- 
sion for that application and memorial being the result of alarge 
public meeting held in New York to receive an address which 
had been made by some two hundred and thirty-odd members of 
the British House of Commons asking that such a negotiation 
should be had for the purpose of making such a treaty. 

That committee appeared, as I said, before the Committee on 
Foreign Relations and personal addresses were made to the com- 
mitttee by each of the three gentlemen whom I have mentioned 
as present, and they presented a written memorial, which is in- 
cluded in this Senate document. They set out the fact, a most 
remarkable fact, that there had been within recent years, speak- 
ing relatively, of course—that is, within the years of the nine- 
teenth century following the general pacification in 1815—about 
sixty treaties submitting differences to arbitration, and that of 
those treaties some thirty-odd had been made by the Government 
of the United States with different governments. That was 
stated by them to be an incomplete statement of the number of 
treaties made by the United States Government, and it is true 
that some were omitted. Counting those that were thus omitted 
and adding to them such as have been made since that date, it is 
a fact very much to the credit of the Government of the United 
States and very much in point in the present consideration that 
the United States Government has entered since its organization 


Gas 
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into about fifty different treaties for arbitration of differences 
with other governments. 

Of course it is not necessary to enumerate them. Senators are 
familiar with them, and there are some thirty-odd of them set outin 
thisdocument. I wish to read only one of them. At theconclu- 
sion of the Mexican war, when we made the treaty of peace with 
Mexico—I only use this as an illustration, one of many—the fol- 
lowing article was included: 


ARTICLE XXI. 


if unhappily any disagreement should hereafter arise between the Govern- 


the two Republics, whether with respect to the interpretation of any | 


1 in this treaty,or with respect to any other particular concerning 


lor commercial relations of the two nations. the said Gov uments, 


1e of those nations, do promise to each other that they will endeavor 

t sincere and earnest manner, tosettle the differences so arising. and 

ve the state of peace and fri “hdship in which the two count ries ar 

‘ing themselves, usi ng, for this end, mutual representations and 

negotiations. Andi . by these means, they should ne »t be enabled to 

an agreement, a resortshall not, on this account, be had to reprisals, 

on, or hostility ofany kind, by the one Republic against the other, 

he Government of that which deems itself aggrieved shall have ma 

irely considered, in the spirit of peace and good neighborship, whether it 

wor ld not be better that suc h difference should be settled by the arbitration 

of « imissioners appointed on each side, or by that of a friendly nation 

And sh ild such course be proposed by either party, it shall be acceded t 

by the other, unless deemed by it altogether incompatible with the nature 
of the difference, or the circumstances of the case. 


I only read that as a sample, as one of many, asI said, nearly 
fifty of them, forty-nine possibly may be the accurate number of 
treaties which have been made by the United States Government, 
each of them recognizing the principle of agreeing with a country, 
if possible, when there is a difference existing between the two, 
and, in case of an impossibility of agreement, for a reference of 
that matter to the arbitration and settlement of some friendly 
and neutral power or tribunal. 

ae PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia 

1 ple: ase suspend one moment while the Chair lays before the 
mens ite the Calendar of General Orders. 

The Secretary. Order of Business, Senate bill 887. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iask unanimous consent that that be laid aside 
for the balance of the day. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Ilinois asks 


unanimous consent that the Senator from Georgia be allowed to | con 


proceed. The Chair hears no objection, and the Senator will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. BACON. The memorial thus presented, to which I have 
alluded and which represented a large meeting in the State « 
New York, concludes in this language: 

We beg, therefore, most respectfully to ask from Congress the PASsAs 
joint re solution reg = sting the President to propose ‘to the Gor 
Great Britain the making of a treaty between the two nations f ) 

iod at least, can v iding in = tance that in case a difference 

n them respecting the interpretation of any treaty whi 1ey | 
r may here afte r make with each other, or any c laim of e ith rund 
ablished law of ns ati ons, or respecting the boundary of any of their r 
tive possessions, or respecting any wrong alleged to have be nh comunitter 
ither nation upon the other or its membe rs, or any duty omitted, it shal 
earnest endeavor of both the contracting parties to accon motate tl 
» by conciliatory negotiation; and that in no event shall either na 
1a war against the other without first offering to submit the differ 
ween them to arbitrators, chosen as may be then agreed, or if there 
rent agreement, then by three arbitrators, one to be chosen by 





een 


Senate is a petition from citizens of California. The pres 
to the Senate of the memorial was January 10, 1888, at | 
is the date of the memorial, and it was within a fey 

that that the committee appeared before the Senat« 
lations Committee. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. MayTI ask the Senator what me) 
refers to? I did not hear his earlier statement. 

Mr. BACON. I refer to the memorial which was p; 
the Senate through the Foreign Relations Committes 
mittee of eminent citizens of New York, appointe me by al 
meeting in the city of New York, the immedi: ate cony 
which was due to an address which had been presented 
hundred and thirty-odd members of the 7 sera Hou 
mons urging upon the citizens of the United States th ( 
be taken by which a treaty should be had be ee n Great |} 
and the United States which should provide for conciliat 
tiations in case of any differences, and in the absenc: 


| tical agreement to provide in such a case for a court 0 


[ will not go further in the repetition of what I had stat 
the Senator was in his seat in the Senate. I presume tha 
sufficient to connect what I am now saying with what 
viously said. 

I called the attention of the Senate to the fact th 


| ing had enlisted the attention of the Senate to such a 





it ordered that there should be compiled and print: 
of the Senate the memorials and addresses frdm di! 


| the country which were during that session of Co 


in advocacy of this general idea and desire for cor 
ment and for practical arbitration in the absence of « 
result in an attempt for conciliatory negotiation. | 
read, at the time the honorable Senator from Indian 
me. the short petition, as it is here designated, from 
California, signed by a great many of them: 
To the honorable Senate and House cf Representatives in ( 
The undersigned, citizens of the United States and of t 


nia, profoundly impressed with the evils of war, and 1 


country is at peace, and not, like so many other nati 
immense arms uments as costly as war itself, would earn: 
rable body either to enact as a law one of the ten bill 
international arbitration, already introduced and referr 
mmittees of Congress, or to provide in some way for ac 
can and other nations, the object of which shall be to dis 
a permanent high courtof arbitration in which the ci 
‘epresented, and to which may be referred those dispute 
ed to war. 
Till such a permanent court is established, we would 
‘lause in every treaty providing that differences arising un 
ferred to disinterested arbitrators 


I 
} 
i 


I do not read all of these memorials and petiti 
different sections of the Union in order that it may 
was this general and widespread desire on the part o 
that the Government of the United States should 


| authoritative and solemn utterances, provide mea 


would make the possibility of war least and provide th: 
by which the possibility of war might be avoided. 

I read one now from New Hampshire, and I do not 
I will unduly occupy the time of the Senate if I put 


| in consecutive form that which shall indicate the hig]! 


each party and an umpire by those s » chosen; it being unde rstood, lowever, | 


that arbitration as thus provided for shall hot extend to any question re 
specting the independence or sovereignty of either nation, its equality with 
other nations, its tol ‘m of government, its internal affairs, or its continents 

policy. 


Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator be kind enough to read 
again the number of that document? 

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir. Its number is 141, miscellaneous doc- 
ument of the Senate, Fiftieth Congress, first session. 

The presentation of that memorial under the very impressing 


able and solemn purpose of the people of the United 5 
all circumstances and on all occasions to put itseif in t 


of a peacemaker and a peace observer, a deprecator 


| one ready to submit differences to a tribunal of ar! 


circumstances which gave rise to it had such influence upon the | 


Senate, and at about the same time there were so many other 
memorials upon the subject of the peaceful settlement of inter- 
national disputes, and so many bills and resolutions introduced 
into the Senate, that the following order was passed by the Senate: 

Resolved, That the several memorials, statements, interviews, bills, and 
resol lutions on international arbitration, presented to the Senate or to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations during the present session, be printed for 
the use « of the Senate. 

And in response to that order this document which I hold in 
my hand was compiled and printed. 

The presentation by that committee was a very small part of 
the general public movement which was made at that time to 
commit this Government by direct action to the principles sought | 
to be established, to wit, conciliatory and peaceful agreement, if 
possible; arbitration, if such agreement should be found to be im- 
practicable. I want to call the attention of the Senate to some of 
the numerous memorials addressed at that time to the Senate of 
the United States, and to various proceedings of the Senate in pur- 
suance of that general wish, which are to be found in this docu- 
ment. They are from people all over the United States, regard- 
less of section. The first one to which I call the attention of the 


than stand out with the attitude of one who ass 
and can not be wrong and will not admit the adjudi 
- tion by anyone. 

I will not read all of the memorial from the cit 
Hampshire, because I want to read several from oth 
J would unduly burden the Recorp if I read each in f 
speaking about the desirability that there should be t! 


| ment made between the United States Government and t! 


ment of Great Britain the citizens of New Hampshire, 


| bers of whom signed the paper, go on to express the 


indicates that their desire was not one simply for peac 
this Government and the Government of Great Brita 


| it was a desire that the United States Government sh 


the position of desiring peace with all peoples. !t « 
this language, speaking of the desirability of the prop 


| between Great Britain and the United States: 


| 
| 


+ 


That it would induce other governments to join in efforts 
the methods of reason the unjust, rude, and cruel ways of w: 
masses of mankind are weary, and that the definite inaugura! 
thus aiming at perpetual peac @and universal law would const 
greatest services and greatest glories of the American Repub! 


Next I read one from the State of Ohio. This, also reteTt 
the immediate proposition for a treaty between Great D1 
the United States, concludes: 

Respectfully pray that you will take such proceedings as may be ne 
to propose such a treaty, believing as we do that the United Sta! 


ica are peculiarly fitted ‘to take such a — in the interest of hu 
universal peace and good will among men 


sey 


ani ity a 








1904. 





Not simply peace between the United States and Great Britain, 
 +ha interest of humanity and universal peace and good will 


but in t! 

"oe She meaneetel from the State of Maine uses similar lan- 
canee siened by a large number, filling half a page on this printed 
S ment, of the citizens of Maine, referring particularly to the 
i cod British treaty, and then recognizing that that is not the 
aot ing but that the idea is that the United States Government 






ke a position which shall plant it upon the side of those 


LKE 


-or peace, not only with Great Britain, not only with the 
ut with the weak and with all peoples. 


ld induce other governments to join in efforts to supplant by 
tho f reason the unjust, rude, and cruel ways of war, of which the 
‘mankind are weary, and that the definite inauguration of a policy 
vat perpetual peace and universal law would constitute one of 

ite .rvices and greatest glories of the American Republic. 


Bef ve I finish I desire to show not only that the people of 
Maine were imbued by such a desire, but that some of the most 
em: men from Maine, who have illustrated their State and 


eminent 


is au 


L 


| ments of Great Britain and France for the purpose of creating a pert 


the citizenry of this country, have in the most pronounced man- | 


ner committed this Government, so far as they were able to do it 
hy their voice and by their influence, to this most benign and be- 
neficent policy. 

Mr. President, I have here a large petition, printed in this docu- 
ment, from the State of Massachusetts. I shall not stop to read 
it. Iam sorry that the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lo! 


|. who was so exceedingly indignant at the bare idea that 
the Government of the United States, the great, strong Govern- 


of the United States, should for a moment contemplate a 


ment 


submission to arbitration or contemplate the attempt at concilia- | 


ry negotiation with the weak, feeble power of Colombia, is not 
now present, in order that he might hear me read the resolutions 
of the legislature of Massachusetts upon that subject, also found 
in this same document. 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the Senator be kind enough to tell the 
date of those resolutions? 

Mr. BACON, I have already stated it; it is in 1888, during 
the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, when the Senate of the 
United States by order had this document compiled, showing the 
memorials which had been presented to that session of Congress. 
I have read a number of them, but I presume the Senator was not 
in his seat at the time. 

This is a resolution by the legislature of Massachusetts, signed 
by all of its officers, both of the senate and the house: 


Resolved, That the senate and house of representatives in general court 


tory neo 







as ed approve of the efforts being made relating to the ultimate ratifi- 
( treaties which shall provide for the settlement by arbitration of 
uy difference or disputes arising between the Governments of Great Britain 
or otber civilized nations and the United States which can not be adjusted 
by diplomatic agency, and thereby providing for the settlem*nt of all inter- 
natio ial dif culties which may arise without resorting to crael meihods of 
war and bloodshed. 


Mr. President, in the same document there is printed a resolu- 


| some particular dispute. 
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tion which was reported from the Committee on Foreign Rela- | 


tons as the result of all those memorials and of this particular 
hearing before the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Sen- 
ate of this New York committee. It is a resolution which Mr. 
Shern the chairman of the committee, reported as the action 
of the Foreign Relations Committee in consequence of the ap- 
peals which had been made to it and to the Senate: 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
June 13, 1888. 

rman, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported the fol- 


Ay 
ici, 


Mr. She 
lowing cor 
ferences between nations— 


Not simply betweeen this nation and Great Britain— 


p,eaolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
resident he, and is hereby, requested to invite, from time to time, as fit oc- 
Stat — may arise, negotiations with any government with which the United 
ae uas or may have diplomatic relations, to the end that any differences 
oe sPut s AT Ising between the two governments which can not be adjusted 

y piomatic agency may be referred to arbitration, and be peaceably ad- 
Justed by such means, 


oon re I get through I intend to brie 
1S partic 
that resolr 


fly discuss whether or not 
ular proposed negotiation will fall within the terms of 
ie ition thus reported from the Committee on Foreign Re- 
ape but I pretermit that for the present. 
al ey nen _ two bills which were introduced in that session, 
at Dene a Senator from the State of Iowa. Under date 
~ccem Der 12, 1887, all in the same session of Congress, Mr. Wil- 
Son, of lowa, introduced this bill; 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
December 12, 18 
That the President be, and hereby is, authorized and 


Oy 


S76 

Be it enacted, ete.” 
requested to in st itut 
Ol a tribunal 
whereby t 
settled an 

DEC, 2 
eral gi 


la _. anernatonal arbitration, or other appropriate means 

ane ulties and disputes between nations may be peaceably 

Tears Prevented, 

aan = : resident be, and hereby is, authorized to invite the sev- 
nents of North, Central, and South America, and such other 

in his discretion may determine, to send delegates to an 


governments as he 
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international convention to be held in Washington, at such time as he may 
designate, for the purpose of considering and agreeing upon measures for 
the promotion of peace and amity among nations. 

A proposition which afterwards materialized, to which I shall 
call more specifically the attention of the Senate. 

The other Senator from Iowa, the present senior Senator [Mr. 
ALLISON], introduced a bill, which I shall now read. I should 
like very much if Senators would note, in view of our recent dis- 
cussions here, the language which the Senator from Iowa used in 
the bill which he introduced. He goes further than his colleague, 
who simply requested the President. His bill reads: 

Re it enacted, etc.. That the President of the United States be, and he 
hereby is, authorized and directed to institute negotiations with the Govern- 
tribunal for international arbitration, whereby all difficulties, diff: 1 ‘ S, 
and disputes between the United States and these nations may be promptly, 
peaceably, and amicably settled. 

But, Mr. President, while all of these to which I have called 
attention were in that particular session of Congress—and I have 
not called attention to all of them, by any means, but only selected 
some of the most prominent—that was not the origin of the pacific 
policy of the Government of the United States and of the p: 
of the United States. 

It is a remarkable fact that before the present Government of 


mle 


the United States was ever formed, in a treaty made by the old 
Confederation with one of the Barbary States—I have forgotten 
which one it was, but it was made in 1787—even with that distant 
and semicivilized people, there was inserted a clause which pro- 
vided for peaceful negotiations between us and them in r oO 
any disputes that might thereafter arise in order that thereby 
war might be averted. But it is true that the most pronounced 
and decided attitude of the United States Government upon that 
subject was not assumed until after the period known as the 
period of the great pacification in 1815, at the end of the Napo- 


leonic wars and of the war between this country and Great 
Britain. 

But beginning, if I recollect correctly, with the year 1816 up to 
the year 1902 there has been an almost unbroken series not sim- 
ply of utterances in Congress, not simply of resblutions introduced 
or of acts passed looking to such settlement, but of actual treaty 
negotiations entered into between the Government of the United 
States and almost all other governments, either making some 
general provision for arbitration whenever the necessity for it 
might arise or providing for some particular arbitration to sett! 

I desire. Mr. President. to express w 
must be a cause of pride to every American when I state that 
within that term more than half of all the arbitration treaties 
which have been entered into by all the nations of all the world 
have been entered into by the Government of the United States 
with other nations for the purpose of avoiding war and for the 
purpose of settling disputes by friendly negotiation, if possible, 
and then, if not possible, by submission to the determination of 
some impartial tribunal. 

Iam going, sir, simply to touch along at different points and 





not endeavor to present the whole record to the Senate, because I 


current resolution to invite international arbitration as to dif- | 


think I am within the bounds of moderation when I say that if 
the archives of this Government could be searched, if all the rec- 
ords that are beneath the Dome of this Capitol could be produced, 


there would be found absolutely tons and wagon loads of memo- 
rials which have come to Congress from the people of the United 
States, all praying for the accomplishment of this great, benign, 


and beneficent purpose and end. 
If there is one thing that is more absolutely settled as the pur- 


| pose and desire of the people of the United States than another, 


it is that; and, sir, it is not limited to that honorable sect which 
is opposed to war under any and all circumstances, but it per- 
vades all classes of our people who thus generally deprecate war, 
bloodshed, and violence, and who desire that there should be an 
appeal to reason and a settlement, if you please, by concession 
rather than a determination by brute force. 

As I have said, I am simply going to skip along and note at dif- 
ferent times what have been the utterances of this Government, 
either by acts or resolutions or by the expressions of the commit- 
tees of either House of Congress and otherwise. Away back in 


| 1851 the resolution which I shall now read was reportei from 


the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate, and will be 


| found in Senate Report No. 270, Thirty-first Congress, second 


© negotiations with other governments for the creation | 
| the habits of our people, and the 


session. I will read the resolution. There is nothing new in it, 
but I will read it just to show what has been the uniform mani- 
festation and utterance by the Senate of the United States. 


Whereas appeals to the sword for the determination of national controver- 
sies are always productive of immense evils; and whereas the spirit and en- 
terprises of the age, but more oy oe | the genius of our own Government, 

lighest permanent prosperity of our Repub- 
lic, as well as the claims of humanity, the dictates of enlightened reason, and 
the precepts of our holy religion, all require the adoption of every feasible 
measure consistent with the national honor and the security of our rights, to 
prevent as far as possible the recurrence of war hereafter: Therefore, 

Resolved, That in the judgment of this body it would be proper and desir- 
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able for the Government of these United States, wherever practicable, to 
secure in its treaties with other nations a provision for referring to the de- 
cision of umpires all future misunderstandings that can not be satisfactorily 
by : nee able negotiation in the first instance before a resort to hos- 
+ shall be had. 


adjustec 


tilitic 

In 1853, in the very next Congress, the Senate Committee on 
Foreign Relations makes a most elaborate report of many pages 
in advocacy of the same idea. This was in response to peace me- 
morials which had been referred by the Senate to that committee. 
Without stopping to read the report, which is quite lengthy, after 
reciting the evils of war and alluding to the various difficulties 
which are encountered in the effort to provide for peaceful arbi- 
tration, the committee say: 

All that the committee are willing to advise and recommend for the present 
is that in the treaties which are hereafter made with foreign nations it shall 
be stipulated between the contracting parties that all differences which may 
arise shall be referred to arbitrators for adjustment. 


And in the same report—I will read now what I may have occa- 


sion to use subsequently in some things which I may have to sub- | 


mit to the Senate, replying to the contention we now have that the 
United States can not submit to arbitration any question involvy- 
ing a question of our honor—the committee say: 

imes happens that “the point of honor ” between nations seems to 
demand i.smediate action and a blow is given without time for deliberation. 
} and war is the consequence. Treat 
would bea salutary remedy in such cases, 
” would then consist in adhering to the treaty. 

In 1872 Mr. Sumner, then a Senator from the State of Massa- 
chusetts, introduced a series of resolutions with preambles setting 
sevils of war, etc. I will read two of the resolutions. I 
read from the Journal of the Senate, May 31, 1872: 


wed, T 


It somet 


i nation struck resents 
yuir g arpditratior 


re 
of honor 


; 
7 stipulations 


The “ point 


out -+) 


withdrawal from a treaty recognizing arbitration or 
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solved, That the United States, having at heart the cause of peace every- 

‘e, and hoping to help its permanent establishment between nations, 

hereby recominend the adoption of arbitration asa just and practical method 

rt determination of international differences, to be maintained sincerely 

n good faith, so that war may cease to be regarded as a proper form of 
trial between nations. 


In 1874 the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate again, 
through Mr. Hamlin, a member of the committee—Simon Cam- 


’ 


a 


the petitions and memorials whicn had come to it, as stated in 
the report, from all over the United States, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the United States, having at heart the cause of peace every- 
where, and hoping to help its permanent establishment between nat 
hereby re 
for the determination of international differences, to be maintained sincerely 
and in good faith, so that war may cease to be regarded asa proper form of 
trial between nations. 

During these periods, Mr. President, unnumbered resolutions 
of a similar kind were pending in the ciouse of Representatives, 
responsive to similar appeals made by people from all over the 
United States. I have not followed all of these resolutions to see 
what was the ultimate action taken in each case, but I have fol- 
lowed one, which is a resolution reported from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations of the Senate, in this language: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
February 1), 1890. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President be, and is hereby, requested to invite, from time to time, as fit oc 
casions may arise, negotiations with any government with which the United 
States has or may have diplomatic relations, to the end that any differences 
or disputes arising between the two Governments which can not be adjusted 
by diplomatic agency may be referred to arbitration, and be peaceably ad- 
justed by such means. 

The Senate resolution went to the Honse of Representatives and 
was passed by the House on the 3d day of April, 1890. So that 
outside of the unnumbered utterances, only comparatively a few 
of which I have even alluded to, through committees of this body 
and of the other House, here there was at last, if not before that 
time, finally enacted by the concurrent action of the two Houses 
the solemn enunciation by the Congress of the United States of 
the declared policy of the United States that in all cases—and the 
word ‘‘all’’ is comprehensive and admits of ro limitation of 
meaning—that in all cases it should be the effort and the desire 
of the people of the United States to agree by friendly negotiation 


ons, 


for the settlement of all differences, and in the absence of the | 


practicability of such an agreement to submit those differences 
to the determination of an impartial tribunal. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Geor- 
gia yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 


the United States did actually lend aid and assistance through its 
land and naval powers to accomplish revolution. Is not that so? 


s extent a disparage- | 
yf the tribunal as a substitute for war and therefore hostile to civiliza- | 
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———. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to say, with all respect to the So; 
that I shall at a future point in my remarks give part 
tention tothat inquiry. I simply ask now that he may 
it until I come to that part. I will not overlook it, ~~ 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. BACON. I will only say now, without stopping to q 
that—and asking that the Senator will not require me to ( 
that I do not agree with him as to the proper constru 
resolution, and I will endeavor to show why at the pr 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. That will be perfectly satisfac: 
I only wish the Senator to explain fully the scope and 1 
the resolution before he concludes. 

Mr. BACON, I shall endeavor to do so. 

Mr. President, not only by such action by Congress. hy 


ator 
' my 
ar at- 


retermit 


the utterances of every President of the United Sta 


since the close of the civil war, there has been the most . 
and cordial approval and recommendation and ady: 
pursuance of that pacificatory policy by the United Sit 
out limitation as to the character of the government 


| we are to deal in a case of difference other than that ¢! 


civilized nations. 

The first one to which I call attention is an utterance 
dent Grant, which I find in this same document 
have been reading. In the memorial which was pres 


| New York committee to the Senate through the ( 


Foreign Relations there is this statement: 


President Grant, by example and by precept, recommend 
to his countrymen. In an address to a Philadelphia society 
from a voyage around the world, he said 

“Though I have been trained asa soldier and have part 


| battles, there never was a time when, in my opinion, sor 
| have been found of preventing the drawing of the sword. | 


an epoch when a court recognized by all nations will sett 
ferences, instead of keeping large standing armies, as they « 
That was the statement of the great soldier, Thi 
embraced in this document, goes on to say: 
Presidents Hayes and Garfield did not hesitate to declare t 
in the same views. 
We all know the distinguished part played by that » 
guished man from the State of Maine, Mr. Blaine, i: 


, accomplish this result, not only with the nations of 


L . : P , } 7 | large, but particularly with the states of Central 
eron, of Pennsylvania, then being its chairman—responsive to | 


America. It would be very instructive if I could rea 


| circular letter of Mr. Blaine of the date of Novembe1 


which he sets out the attitude of the Government o 
States upon this important question and in which ! 


| to inaugurate a congress of all the Central and So 
‘ommend the adoption of arbitration asa justand practical method | States, together with those of North America, for 
| a solemn league and covenant that in any dilferenc 


arise between either of them or between this great a 

and overshadowing nation and the least of them the: 
extended the hand of conciliation, that there should b 
the thought of force and power and war and bloodsh« 
sult of such differences, and that there should be an « 

Ciliatory means to agree where such differences shou 
in case such agreement could not be had that they wor 


| pledge themselves that such differences should be s 


determination of a disinterested party and that there 
appeal to the sword. 

I will read some from that famous letter. 

I beg to say possibly I am not altogether a good 


® 7 
yu 


| most creditable and distinguishing in one who was )p 


a Republican, and, I will add, no less preeminently an 
but I will venture to say that while there may be som 
are many things in his history and career which w 
more admiration for the brilliancy and ability and | 
sessed and displayed, there is no utterance that eve! 


| lips of that distinguished man which will more disti) 
| and properly and rightfully distinguish him, than tl 
| uttered in this famous circular letter and the great n 
| sought thereby to inaugurate. 


If it were not that I fe! 
be a trespass, [ would read all of it. But I will read 


| It is a letter addressed to the representatives of the U1 
| in the different countries which he sought to reach: 


For some years past— 


Iam not reading from the beginning of it; I am read! 
page 98 of the eighth volume of the Messages and 1)" 
Presidents— 

For some years past a growing disposition has been manifest: 


| states of Central and South America to refer disputes affecti! 


tions in international relationship and boundaries toarbitrat! 
to the sword. It has been onseveral such occasions a squrce 0! 
isfaction to the Government of the United States to see tha 


| is in a large measure looked to by all the American powers 4s 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator will allow me, if I under- | 
stand his resolution, it really is predicated upon the assumption that | 


and mediator. 

Words to be remembered, I respectfully suggest, wh” 
simply a question of friendship and mediation as |" 
disag.eeing Central or South American countries, but 


tis nct 
1 TWO 
when the 














thing comes Closer home to us, and it is a question between this 
great country and one of those countries, however weak and 
feeble it may be. ‘ , , 
— Arthur was then President, and Mr. Blaine goes on, being 
then his Secretary of State, as follows: 

ust and impartial counsel of the President in such cases has never 


‘‘hheld, and his efforts have been rewarded by the prevention of 


- ; i wy strife or angry contentions between peoples whom we regard as 


“= ve cistence of this growing tendency convinces the President that the | 
| 
| 
j 





‘he 


‘is ripe for a proposal that shall enlist the good will and active coopera- 
tine | the States of the Western Hemisphere, both North and South, in 
‘oat of humanity and for the common weal of nations. 
ives that none of the governments of America can be less alive 
vn to the dangers and horrors of a state of war, and especially of | 


n kinsmen. He is sure that none of the chiefs of government on 






» hat we ; 
ee nt tcan be less sensitive than he is to the sacred duty of making 
every endeavor to do away with the chances of fratricidal strife, and he 
Jooks with hopeful confidence to such active assistance from them as will 
6 rve two 


the ties Which bind us all together as a great and harmonious system of 
merican common wealths. 
as essed by these views,the President extends to all the independent 


how the broadness of our common humanity and the strength of 
of North and South America an earnest invitation to participate in 


yuntrit 
Sa ral congress to be held in the city of Washington on the 24th day of 
November, 1882, for the purpose of considering and discussing the methods 
of preventing war between the nations of America. He desires that the at- 
tention of the congress shall be strictly confined to this one great object; 
that its sole aim shall be to seek a way of permanently averting the horrors 
of cruel and bloody combat between countries, oftenest of one hlood and 
speech, or the even worse calamity of internal commotion and civil strife; 
that it shall revard the burdensome and far-reaching consequences of such 
strugzles, the legacies of exhausted finances, of oppressive ¢ ebt, of onerous 
taxation, of ruined cities, of paralyzed industries, of devastated fields, of | 
ruthless conscription, of the slaughter of men, of the grief of the widow and | 
the orphan, of embittered resentments that long survive those who provoked 
ther i heavily afflict the innocent generations that come after. | 

Those are the thrice memorable words of James G. Blaine, Sec- | 
retary of State, when he held aloft in the name of the great Amer- 


ican Republic the ensign of peace and asked all the nations of 
the Western Hemisphere to rally beneath its folds. 

Mr. President, I concede that there was but little thought then 
in the mind of that great man—this great man entitled in the 
light of those words to bedenominated as the great philanthropist— 
that his words would be read in the Senate of the United States 
at a time when the question was not one of conflict between two 
feeble powers of Central or South America, but when it would be 
a question of difference between this great and all-powerful Gov- | 
ernment and one of the weakest of the peoples whom he then | 
conjured to the ways of peace. 

But, sir, can any Senator or any citizen of the United States 
take to himself for a moment the conclusion that while it was | 
proper for the great Government of the United States thus to in- | 
tercede and counsel the weak nations of this hemisphere that 
there shonld be peace among and between them, and that they 
should settle their differences by agreement, and if not by agree- 
ment then by the determination of some impartial tribunal—can 
the conclusion be taken, I say, by any Senator or citizen of the 
United States that while that was a legitimate desire and end to 
be accomplished, it did not relate to a case where the interests of 
the United States might come in conflict with the interest of one | 
of those nations, or where there might be a controversy between 
it and one of the feeblest of those peoples? 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Georgia | 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 

Mr. QUARLES. I have been very much interested in the dis- 
cussion of the distinguished Senator. He always illuminates any | 
subject he touches. But I should like to see if we can at this 
stage of his discussion arrive at something practical. 
mB BACON. I will endeavor to be practical in my application | 

fore I get through. I hope the Senator will allow me to arrive | 
at it by my own course, 

Mr. QUARLES. Most assuredly. I would not ask to antici- 
“ate any of his discussion, but I was going to ask the learned 
oo ” whether, notwithstanding all he has read and said, he | 
bet ne on Se question raised by his resolution as belonging to | 
cine thea questions which great nations, or small ones either, 

iM n he habit of submitting to arbitration? 
the ennai If the Senator will pardon me, if he had been in 
Sendo oe a of the time he would have heard me say that I in- 
tee om ‘lary to the proposition which I am now en- | 
and Te © Submit to the Senate, to discuss that very question, | 

Propose to do so. If I can not succeed in showing s 





these differences do belong to this class, of course 
M ‘i The rest is all but leather or prunella. 
Me n° ARLES. That being so, I will not—— 
mk *ACON. I do not object to any interruption, the Senator 
his quest rstand, but I simply beg that he will allow me to answer 
te atte ne the po in my argument where I had designed 
; pe ention to that particular inguiry. 
‘*resident, the President of the United States, at that time 
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Mr. Arthur, in his annual message of December, 1882, immedi- 
ately succeeding the date of the circular letter of Mr. Blaine, 
used this language: 

Iam unwilling to dismiss this subject— 

He was speaking then of the proposition that there should be 
convoked a congress of all the Central and Sonth American and 
North American republics for the purpose of agreeing upon the 
yacific policy which was advocated by Mr. Blaine in the circular 
etter, and then he adds this: 


Iam unwilling to dismiss this subject without assuring you of my support 
of any measures the wisdom of Congress may devise for the promotion of 
eace on this continent and throughout the world, and I trust that the time 
s nigh when, with the universal assent of civilized peoples, all international 
differences shall be determined without resort to arms by the benignant 


| processes of arbitration, 


Mr. Harrison, the signally distinguished patriotic man whocame 
from the State of the present occupant of the chair [Mr. Brever- 
IDGE in the chair], in transmitting to the Senate and House ot 
Representatives the letter of the Secretary of State and the re- 
ports adopted by the conference of the American republics in 
the congress which had theretofore had its sessions in Washing- 
ton uses this language: 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, September 3, 1890. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of State, which is accom- 


panied by three reports adopted by the conference of American nations 
cently in session at Washington, relating to the subject of international arbi- 
tration. The ratification of the treaties contemplated by these reports will 
constitute one of the happiest and most hopeful incidents in the history of 
the Western Hemisphere. 


+ 
t 


BeNJ. HARRISON, 


That was all there was in the message. 
Then comes Mr. Cleveland. I said that almost all of the Presi- 


| dents since the civil war had advocated this policy. I have tius 


far given the utterances of every President since the civil war, 
other than Mr. Johnson, who was elected as Vice-President during 
the civil war and then succeeded to the office, but on the part of 


every President elected since the civil war there has been this most 


| emphatic commendation and advocacy of this policy. I havecited 


from Grant, Hayes, Garfield, and Harrison, and now come to 
Mr. Cleveland. In the annual message of Mr. Cleveland, Decem- 
ber 4, 1893, he uses this language: 

3y a concurrent resolution passed by the Senate February 14, 1890, and by 
the House of Representatives on the 3d of April following— 


That is the resolution I have already read to the Senate and 
called attention to the fact that it had been passed by each House— 

By a concurrent resolution passed by the Senate February 14, 1890, and by 
the House of Representatives on the 3d of April following, the President was 
requested to “invite from time to time, as fit occasions may arise, negotia- 
tions with any government with which the United States has or may have 
diplomatic relations, to the end that any differences or disputes arising be- 
tween the two governments which can not be adjusted by diplomatic agency 
may be referred to arbitration and be peaceably adjusted by such means.” 


That is a quotation from the resolution. The President con- 
tinues: 


April 18, 1890, the international American conference at Washington by 
resolution expressed the wish that all controversies between the republics of 
America and the nations of Europe might be settled by arbitration, and rec- 
ommended that the government of each nation represented in that conference 


| should communicate this wish to all friendly powers. A favorable respo 


: 


| has been received from Great Britain in the shape of a resolution adopted 


by Parliament July 16 last, cordially sympathizing with the purpose in view 
and expressing the hope that Her Majesty's Government will lend ready co- 
operation to the Government of the United States upon the basis of the con- 
current resolution above quoted. 


That is simply introductory to the utterance I now read. He 


| continues: 


It affords me signal pleasure to lay this parliamentary resolution before 
Congress, and to express my sincere gratification that the sentiment of two 
great and kindred nations is thus authoritatively manifested in favor of the 
rational and peaceable settlement of international quarrels by honorable re- 
sort to arbitration. 


And again in 1897, January 11, in transmitting to the Senate the 
pant treaty of international arbitration between the United 

tates and Great Britain, President Cleveland uses this language, 
speaking of the proposed treaty: 

Though the result reached may not meet the views of the advocates of 
immediate, unlimited, and irrevocable arbitration of all international con- 
troversies, it is nevertheless confidently believed that the treaty can not fail 
to be everywhere recognized as making a long stepin the right direction, 
and as em paying @ practical working plan by which disputes between the 
two countries will reach a peaceful adjustment as matter of course and in 
ordinary routine. 

In the initiation of such an important movement— 


I omit part of it which does not relate exactly to the point Iam 
after. Further on he says: 


The experiment of substituting civilized methods for brute force as the 
means of settling international questions of right will thus be tried under 
the happiest auspices. Its success ought not to be doubtful, and the fact that 
its ultimate ensuing benefits are not likely to be limited to the two countries 
ese concerned should cause it to be promoted all the more eagerly. 
The example set and the lesson furnished by the successful operation of this 
treaty are sure to be felt and taken to heart sooner or later by other nations, 
and will thus mark the beginning of a new epoch in civilization. 

Profoundly impressed as I am, therefore, by the promise of transcendent 
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good which this treaty affords, I do not hesitate to accompany its transmis- 
sion with an 


the 
x 


favorable consideration of the Senate. 

{r 

ever and universally lamented McKinley. I will say that this is 
not a sole utterance which 1am abouttoread. When Mr. McKin- 


ley was a Member of the House he was one of the foremost ad- | 


vocates of peaceful negotiation for the settlement of differences 


rather than a resort to war or violence, and, in the failure of peace- | 


ful negotiations, to submit all those differences to the determina- 
tion of an impartial tribunal. When he first took upon himself 
the great office, when he stood in front of this Capitol to take the 
g I 

oath of office, that first utterance from him contained the declara- 
tion of his adherence to this policy. He referred in his inaugural 
address to the proposed treaty with Great Britain and used this 
language: 

Arbitration is the true method of settlement of international as well as lo- 
cal or individual differences. It was recognized as the best means of adjt 
ment of differences * * * and its application was exvended to our diplo- 
matic relations by the unanimous concurrence of the Senate and House of 
the Fifty-first Congress in 1890. The latter resolution was accepted as the 
basis of negotiation with us by the British House of Commons in 1893, and 
upon « invitation a treaty of arbitration between the United States and 
Grea itain was signed at Washington and transmitted to the Senate for 
its rat min January last. Since this treaty is clearly the result of our 
ive; since it has been recognized as the leading feature of our for- 


own initiat 
eign policy throughout our entire national history— 


ust- 


In this statement Mr. McKinley gives affirmation to what I have 
endeavored to present as the fact to the Senate to-day regarding 
the settled policy of the United States— 
the adjustment of difficulties by judicial methods rather than by force of 
arms; and since it presents to the world the glorious example of reason and 
peace, not passion and war, controlling the relations between two of the 
greatest nations in the world, an example certain to be followed by others, I 
respectfully urge the early action of the Senate thereon, not merely as a mat- 
ter of policy, but asa duty tomankind. Theimportance and moral influence 
of the ratification of sucha treaty can hardly be overestimated in the cause of 
advancing civilization. It may well engage the best thought of the statesmen 
and people of every country, and I can not but consider it fortunate that it 
was reserved to the United States to have the leadership in so grand a work. 

Mr. President, if Mr. McKinley had been less impressed than 

J Pp 

he was with the great desire that peaceful negotiations should be 
the means by which differences should be settled, he might have 
pretermitted that utterance upon that occasion. He might have 
reserved it for a direct communication to the Senate, because the 
Senate was the power which was to deal with the question whether 
the treaty should be ratified. But, sir, Mr. McKinley, not con- 
tent with that, took occasion upon the most eventful occasion of 
his life to say, not only to the Senate, but to all the people of the 
United States and to all the people of the world, that he was the 
apostle and the advocate of this benign policy. 


Mr. President, I have taken a great deal of time in the effort to | 


present the fact which I might have stated in a sentence, and that 
is that the people of the United Statesthrough memorials without 
number presented to Congress, and through the utterances of Con- 
gress, by direct enactment, and through the utterances through 
its committees and through unnumbered treaties has been and is 
most thoroughly committed to the proposition that without ex- 
ception and without qualification, in proper cases, I will say, in 
order that I may not overstep the bounds—in all proper cases, with 
any country, great or small, the policy of this country favored 
this conciliatory action, involved concessions, if you please, and 
of arbitration in the failure of such effort through peaceful con- 
ciliatory measures. I say I might have stated that in a sentence 
and gone on, but I desired to put here in consecutive form, not 
all or by any means a hundredth part of what could be produced 


here, but enough to show that what Mr. McKinley said in his first | 


inaugural is the truth, that it has been from the foundation of 
this Government the well-defined, loudly advocated, and — 
ently pressed policy of the Government and people of the United 


States that there should be peace between ourselves and other | 
peoples, and that by peaceful means differences between this and | 


other governments should be arranged and settled. 

But I preferred, in order that emphasis might be given to it, 
thus to bring to the attention of the Senate these various utter- 
ances. I want to give emphasis to them in order that I might 
with the more earnestness invoke the conclusion which I will seek 
to present, that, bound as we are by this solemn plighted faith, re- 
— innumerable times, this is an occasion where we can not 

onorably refuse to abide by the rule which we have laid down, 
which we have so often reiterated, and which we have so uni- 
formly practiced in all cases properly coming within the purview 
and jurisdiction of such negotiations. I shall endeavor hereafter 
to show whether this particular controversy does or does not so 
come within the class of those that should thus be dealt with. Be- 
fore proceeding I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that in pursuance of all these efforts, of all these utterances, 
of all these expressions of desire, of all this plighted faith, there 
was assembled in this city, as the result and under the provisions 
of an act of the Congress of the United States, a congress of all 
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expression of my earnest hope that it may commend itself to | 


. President, that brings us down to the utterances of the | 
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| the Central and South American republics, and also including 
Government of Mexico and the Government of the United ¢:. 
As a result of that congress there was framed a plan 
national arbitration, and that was agreed to by all the rep; 
| tives of those various governments, and was transmitt: 
President of the United States, then Mr. Harrison, to 
| gress of the United States. I have already read—and 
short I will repeat it—the message of President Harrison 
mitting the letter of the Secretary of State and the draft 
proposed agreement, in which the President so forcibly ga 
adhesion to the general desire and intention of the work 
congress: 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, Se} 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of State, wl 
panied by three reports adopted by the conference of America 
cently in session at Washington, relating to the subject of inte 
tration. The ratification of the treaties contemplated by these 1 
constitute one of the happiest and most hopeful incidents in tl 
the Western Hemisphere. 

BENJAMIN Hi 

I can not read allof that agreement between all the r 
tives of the various countries, but here are the first tw 


The delegates from North, Central, and South America 


Constituting what Mr. Blaine in his circular letter 
termed ‘‘ the great and harmonious system of American 
wealths’’— 

delegates from North, Central, and South 


bled: 


America in 
Believing that war is the most cruel, the most fruit] 
iwerous expedient for the settlement of international dil 

Recognizing that the growth of the moral principles wh 
cal societies has created an earnest desire in favor of the ami 
ment of such differences; 

Animated by the conviction of the great moral and materia! | 
peace offers to mankind, and trusting that the existing condit 
spective nations are especially propitious for the adoption 
a substitute for armed struggles: 

Convinced by reason of their friendly and cordial meeting 
conference that the American republics, controlled alike by 
duties, and responsibilities of popular government, and bound 
vastand increasing mutual interests, can, within the spher 
action, maintain the peace of the continent and the good will 
itants; ‘ 

And considering it their duty to lend their assent to the lofty 
peace, which the most enlightened public sentiment of the v 

Do solemnly recommend all the governments by whic! 
ited to conclude a uniform tréaty of arbitration in the artic] 

ARTICLE I. 

The republics of North, Central, and South America hereby ad 
tration as a principle of American international law for the set 
the differences, disputes, or controversies that may arise betw 
more of them. 


t 
Ol al 


7 ARTICLE IT. 
Arbitration— ° 


I call attention to this particularly becanse it is, in 
reply to the inquiry of the junior Senator from Wisco! 

Arbitration shall be obligatory in all controversies concert 
and consular privileges, boundaries, territories, indemnities, the: 
gation, and the validity, consiruction, and enforcement of treat 

It will be noted that in this Congress of all the Amer 
lics, including the United States, there is a distinct re 
that arbitration is obligatory for the settlement of all « 

| sles growing out of the construction of treaties. T! 
specially applicable to a subsequent portion of my rem 

The proposed agreement, or, rather, the proposed tr 
was agreed to, goes on making all the provisions neces 
complete agreement for arbitration providing the mach 
and | only omit reading the whole of it because of my 1 
to take so much time of the Senate and my unwilling 
duly encumber the REcorp. 

I had here, but I have misplaced it—I hope to get 
conclude—the statement of Mr. Blaine as to his estimat 
work thus done by that Congress. I desire to state in 
nection that there were a number of bills introduced in' 
House of Congress for the purpose of bringing about t! 

| One of them was introduced by Mr. McKinley, another 
introduced by the present presiding officer of the Se 
FRYE, and another one was introduced by our distingu 
league from Kentucky, now Senator McCreary, but 
Mr. McKinley, an honored member of the House of K: 
tives, and, by the way, it was that bill introduced | 
CREARY which passed. It came to the Senate, some 
were made, and upon a conference the bill was fina 
which brought about this happy result. 

Now, it is true that that treaty has never been ena 
treaty. It has never been made the law; but it is n 
the truth that it expresses the desire and wishes and 
faith of the American people. It had the sanction 0! 
gress in the proposal for the legislation which brought) 
It had the sanction of more than one President—Presiden' 
and President Cleveland, and President Harrison, and Pres 
McKinley. There can be no question that, so far as tie! 
binding force of it is concerned, it thoroughly commitice 


t nt 
ral, 
the 
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tmerican people to the proposition that in all cases of difference 
Ameren any one of the governments of North, Central, or South 
betwera and any other government of those two continents there 
Ame] be peaceful arrangement, and, if necessary, arbitration. 
st a have to read it out of its order when I get it, but I will 
ortheless read the estimate of Mr. Blaine of the scope and im- 
re and the great value of the work of that convention or 
ee nee in its effort to accomplish the design, to do away with 


noress ll 
ae violences of any kind between the governments of North, 
Central. and South America, and the substitution therefor of 
oaceful negotiation, and of arbitration in the event of the failure 
re such n tiation. 


Ten years thereafter, under the same authority, by the initia- 
+» of the President of the United States, another congress of 
the North American and Central and South American republics 
was convened in the City of Mexico; and while they formulated 
no treaty, in the report which I have before me, and which is en- 
titled “Second International Congress of American States, held at 
the City of Mexico from October 22, 1901, to January 22, 1902,”’ on 
ages 10 and 11 in the report made by the commissioners of the 
Inited States to the President, of which former Senator Davis, of 
West Virginia, was chairman, the statement is made that after 
prolonged effort in the attempt to bring certain Central American 
States to a consent to arbitration, and in some instances compul- 
cory arbitration, the final outcome of the whole matter was that 
they agreed they would become signatories to The Hague conven- 
tion. and in that way put themselves under the terms of that 


— « 


convention and declare it, as they termed it, a part of the inter- | 


national law to be controlling with the governments of North, 
Central, and South America. 

Mr. President, after all the century of effort on the part of the 
arrangement for peaceful negotiation and for international arbi- 
tration, as a conclusion and as a culmination we had the great 
Hague treaty, in which the Government of the United States 
solemnly pledged itself—and not only by the presence of its com- 
missioners, but by the formal ratification of the treaty—that in all 
proper cases, certain exceptions being made, it would resort to 
peaceful measures for the settlement of difficulties and not resort 
to war for their determination. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Cuiay in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Georgia yield? 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam only asking the Senator for information. 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 


Mr. SPOONER. Has the Senator in mind the exceptions to | 


which he referred this morning? 
Mr. BACON. I havethem right here,and I can read them, I 
willdoso, I wish to read first another matter. 
Mr.SPOONER. At your leisure. 
_ Mr. BACON, I will read it in this connection directly, but here 
isa matter I passed over. I did not have before me the statement 
by Mr. Blaine of his estimate of the action of the first American 
conference, which assembled in Washington in the autumn of 1889. 
Mr. Blaine, then Secretary of State, said of it: 
, If in this closing hour the conference had but one deed to celebrate, we 
ould dare ¢ world’s attention to the deliberate, confident, solemn dedi- 


cation of ‘wo great continents to peace, and to the prosperity which has peace 
ior its Toundation, 






Allnding to the agreement which had just been executed. 

‘ow, I will endeavor to read from The Hague treaty. I have 
many papers here that I find it difficult to refer to them readily. 
‘hon a It is quite a voluminous document and I do not know 
in hi ee mptly to the particular part concerning which 
we Senator from Wisconsin makes inquiry. Does the Senator 
the hog: particular saving clause which was made in favor of 

he United 

W — re \ eed and call my attention to that particular part of it. 

part OON ER, Idid notrefertothat. LIreferred to the New 
~ memorial, There were some qualifications. 

‘ir, BACON. There were some. 


. a ONER. There were some exceptions. 
a al sACON. Is this what the Senator wished to see (handing 
ocument , 
M SP INE 7 : . . ‘oe 
ti ms SPOONER. Yes. I did not hear distinctly the qualifica- 
Mr. BACON. Now. } 
ing to : AC IN. Now, if the Senator will pardon me, I am com- 
read it “irect discussion of thata little later, and [ will then 


Mr Sp that will answer his purpose as well. 
ity, OVNER. I only asked for information. I will look 
ae ng IN. I regard that as quite important, and I intended 
asstined ‘eat ussion of the question as to whether or not the 
Mr. SPOONER between this country and Colombia—— 
Mr BACow*; Here is what I referred to [indicating]. 
‘AVON. Tam glad the Senator calls my attention to it, 


people and Government of the United States to bring about this | 


States? Possibly the Senator will take the document 





—— that brings me to say what I possibly should have said 
efore. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is not what I directed my inquiry to. 

Mr. BACON. lunderstand; but Iam glad my attention has been 
called to it for this reason: Much that I have quoted from docu- 
ments and utterances relates to arbitration. The Senate will 
easily mark the fact that a commission of the Government to the 
policy of arbitration necessarily involves an adherence to the pol- 
icy of agreement by treaty, ifthatis practicable. In other words, 
the one is connected in the other. There is no possibility of suc- 
cessful contention that a government could be in favor of the sub- 
mission of a difference to the determination of a neutral and 


mitted to the proposition that if, without such submission, they 
can agree among themselves they should do so. Idonotsuppose 
there can be any question about that fact. So Ihave not stopped, 
as I have gone along, drawing attention to the various utterances 
in the one case for conciliation and in the other case for arbitra- 
tion, to call attention to the fact that the advocacy of arbi 
tion necessarily recognizes the advocacy of a conciliatory agree- 
ment, if that were possible, as a precedent to any submission to 
arbitration. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, may Linterrupt the Senator? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I do not understand, if the Senator please 
| that there is any very great divergence of view among Senators, 
| or in the country for that matter, with respect to the wisdom of 
| arbitration between countries in proper cases. 

Mr. BACON. Iam coming to that question. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. That seems to me tq be the material ques- 
| tion. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I have already 
given assurance that I intended to discuss that question when I 
reached it in its proper order. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I did not know whether the Senator was 
ready to touch upon that question or not. 

Mr. BACON. If Ido not do that, any man who knows the re- 
| lation of a predicate to a conclusion must, of course, recognize 
| the fact that all I have said goes for nothing. Senators on the 
other side do not realize that fact and are not more alive to it 
than I am. I recognize that, and if I do not succeed in doing 
that, then I have failed; but I want to get at it in the proper way. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
| yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BACON. Ido. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course, as to everything the Senator has 
said in favor of international conciliation, no one will dispute 
that that ought to be the attitude of nations—peculiarly, perhaps, 
of this. We will have no antagonism about it on this side of the 
Chamber, or I think anywhere in the country; and that means, 
as the Senator well says, a preliminary effort at conciliation. 

Mr. BACON. A preliminary effort at conciliation. 

Mr. SPOONER, A preliminary effort at adjustment without 
resort to war. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. In other words, arbitration before war. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; if conciliatory conferences between the 
parties fail to accomplish an agreement, which will make arbitra- 
tion unnecessary. 

Mr.SPOONER. Thatisthe general result of The Hague treaty. 
| That is happily the trend of the sentiment in the world at this 
time. But Il suppose the Senator will admit that no government 
yet. however—— 
| Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will let me proceed with that 
| argument. I am coming to that very question. 

Mr. SPOONER. However far it may have gone in the way of 
conciliation and arbitration, no government has ever been willing 

to submit to foreign arbitrament a question of national honor—— 
| Mr. BACON. Iam coming to all those questions. 
| Mr. SPOONER. Or political rights. 
Mr. BACON. Well, yes; that, too. 
Now, Mr. President, I am coming to what, of comurse, is the 
| crucial question in the case, and possibly the long time I have 
consumed in presenting the evidence of the attitude of the people 
of this country and its Government for a hundred years has done 
nothing more than emphasize, as I have stated, what I might 
| have said in a sentence. 
| At the same time I think it well that there should be presented 
| in this consecutive form somewhat of the history, because I do 
| not want it simply recognized, as it is by all Senators and by the 
people, that such is the fact. But I want the realization strong, 
| complete, overwhelming, to be in every man’s mind and heart 
that if this is in its nature a proper case for conciliation, if it isa 
proper case for submission to an impartial tribunal in the event 
of failure of attempted conciliatory measures, then there is no 
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impartial tribunal and not at the same time be thoroughly com- | 
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escape from the conclusion that the United States are, through | ought not to relate to that part of the resolution w 


the utterances and pledges and practice of an hundred years, bound | 
by every sentiment of honor and plighted faith to accord it to Co- 
lombia in this instance. I say I do not want it simply recognized 
as an independent, abstract fact that such has been the pledge 


and covenant, but I want it home in the heart and conscience of | 


every Senator, which can only be impressed upon them by a review 
of these unnumbered utterances, both by the people and their gov- 
ernment, their Congress, their Presidents, leaving no question 
whatever as to their settled conviction and purpose. As I have 


said, I have barely touched upon the record, but enough to indi- | 


cate what has been for a century the unbroken and most solemnly 
uttered plighted faith of the people and of the Government in that 
regard, 


Now, Mr. President, I come to the question: Is this a case where | 


the plighted faith of this people and Government for a hundred 
years places them under obligations to endeavor to settle what- 


ever differences there may be between the United States and Co- | 


lombia by conciliatory negotiation if possible, and if that is im- 
possible then by impartial arbitration? Are the differences which 
exist between the two countries and the issues which are 
sented by them of the character which devolve it as a duty upon 
this country to attempt their peaceful settlement either by nego- 
tiation or by arbitration? 

Before I proces ed to that I want to answer the question which 
my learned friend, the Senator from Indiana (Mr. } ‘AIRBANKS | 
propounded to me as to the terms of this pending resolution, as to 
whether or not it assumes that any liability exists to Colombia on 
the part of the United States. I said to the Senator not only that 
I would endeavor to show that it did not, but that I would answer 
him then that it did not. An examination of the words of the 
resolution shows that there is no assumption of any liability on 
the part of the United States. The resolution simply states the 
grounds of difference which should be adjusted either by agree- 
ment or by arbitration. 

I will again say to the Senator, however, what I said to the 
Senate when I addressed it upon this subject some considerable 
tine 


pre- 


not the intention of the resolution; 
phraseology, and that I am perfectly content that there should 
be taken out of the resolution anything which could be properly 
construed to assume that. And not only so, but that I am will- 
ing that there should be inc orporate 4d in the resolution language 
which shall distinctly negative it, just as was done by Great 
Britain in the Washington treaty. I certainly can not go further 
than that. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Would the Senator so far modify it as to 
exclude the consideration of political questions? 

Mr. BACON. Yes; so far as the submission of that class to arbi- 
tration. I am content with anything which shall commit the 
Government of the United States in the face of the world to the 
proposition that, whatever there may be of difference between 
the United States and Colombia, the United States, as a great 
overshadowing power which can not be compelled by this feeble 
power to do anything, will voluntarily endeavor to agree with it 
in the settlement of existing differences: and that if it can not 

some to an agreement by peaceful negotiations it will not 
its great and resistless power, but that it will endeavor to have a 
determination of such differences and the claims growing out 
thereof by some impartial tribunal. 

Now, in further answer to the question of the Senator from In- 
diana, I again call his attention to the fact that this resolution 
contains two propositions—first, that there shall be an effort by 
negotiations directly between the parties to accomplish by agree- 
ment a peaceful settlement; and second, if an agreement can not 
thus be accomplished, that the questions of difference in that case 


shall be submitted tosomeimpartial tribunal for determinationand | 


settlement. Now, it will be conceded that there are some classes 
of questions so closely affecting a nation that it would be unwill- 
ing to leave their determination to the judgment and will of any 
third party. But it must also be conceded that there should be 
no kind of difference that a nation would not be willing to itself 
endeavor to settle by agreement with the other nation. So all 
must recognize this as a correct proposition, that never mind what 
is the cause of difference, whether it relates to the honor of a coun- 
try or to its internal policy or to anything else, there is no impro- 
priety in the effort by negotiation to agree with the adversary, 

even though they may be questions which should not be sub- 
mitted to the arbitration onl determination of a third party. In 
the case of the direct negotiation between the parties there could 
be no conclusion which was not satisfactory to each party and 
agreed to by each party. There is no possible escape. So that if 
I should accede to the suggestion of the Senator from Indiana and 
have incorporated in this resolution words which would exclude 
the particular class of questions which he suggests, that exclusion 


base t 


ago, and of the resumption of which I have been denied the | 
opportunity by a personal illness of some duration, that that is | 
that Iam not wedded to the 


assert 


inadvertence. 


| in the case: 





| States 





adjust such differences by negotiation between the ; 


| exclusion in such case ought only toextend to the } 
| lution which proposes to submit any questions of 


arbitration of a third party or tribunal. 

And thus it is perfectly apparent that the charac 
tions which may be involved can not be urged as 
that part of the pending resolution which advises 1 
tween the United States and Colombia for the pur) 

plishing an agreement between them and a Sa 
. sed on such agreement. Senators who oppose 
the resolution will have to seek for some other grou: 
their objections. 

FAIRBANKS. If the Senator will allow 1 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It appears by the note of t 
State to General Reyes of the 5th instant 

Mr. BACON. Iamcoming to the discussion of | 
ator will permit me. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Indicates that the questior 
for submission to The Hague tribunal were politi 
ture. 

Mr. BACON. I am coming to that; but T ] 

will keep in mind the suggestion which I hav: 
while the exclusion of a question of that kin 
made from any agreement providing for ar bit 
kind of difference that one party can not honora 
about and settle by a satisfac ne agreement bety 

Mr.SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me t 
tion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Mr. 


Does the Senato 


| yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 


Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Not for debate. 

Mr. BACON. Iam willing to yield to the § 

Mr. SPOONER. While the Senator is expr 
ness to accept a modification of the language of t! 

Mr. BACON. Anything which preserves the p: 
tration or conciliatory agreement. 

Mr. SPOONER. I want to ask him if he would 
to strike out all after the word ‘** Resolved” in th 

Mr. BACON. No. 

Mr. SPOONER. And insert: ‘‘ The approval of 
of Congress, to the tender by the Secretary of 
President to Colombia of the good offices of the 1 
adjust all matters of difference between the Repu! 
and the Republic of Colombia, to the end th 
ship ’’——— 

Mr. BACON. 
lar question——— 

Mr. SPOONER. 
amendment? 

Mr. BACON. Iwill come to a discussion of 
amendment before I get through, but I prefer t 
lar way, and if I fail to remember it, 1 hope th 
Wisconsin will call my attention to it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I had nothought of discussion, 
the Senator a question. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; but if I do not answer the 
I get through I hope the Senator will do, me th 
my attention to it, because, if I fail to do so, it v 
Jam coming to that particular d 
I am now on the discussion of t 
Whether, in view of their plighted 
numbered ass°verations, their league and cov 


I will come later to a discussion 


The Senator is not willing 


is behind this. 


| ditions do not make such a case as calls upon t 


for an attempted agreement for the settlement 0! 
between the United States and Colombia, and w 
effort at agreement fails, the existing conditio 
their unnumbered professions and promises, demat 
an agreement for the settlement of thes 
arbitration. 

Mr. President, before proceeding with that di 
verting to the particular phraseology of the re 
out stopping further to analyze it, I wish to again 
language of this resolution is susceptible of the con 


| the Senator put upon it, to wit, that it assumes 


part of the United States Government, 1 am 
language to that extent shall be changed. Not on! 
willing that any recognition on the part of tle 
Government shall be expressly negatived, just 4 
case of the Washington treaty at the time when ‘ 
entered into a treaty with the United States Gove: 
or 1872 for submission to a tribunal at Geneva fo 
tion of claims of the latter against the former. T! 
press denial by Great Britain of any recognition 0! 








1904. 


_ 


there is 10 impropriety in the insertion of such words here if de- 
; There would certainly then be no possibility of the con- 
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| any reference to arbitration, and, in the second place, whether or 


ee ion to Which the honorable Senator from Indiana thinks the 
«olution 18 open. 
eae ( howell wish to be misunderstood relative to this | 
matter. | think the resolution is all right as it stands and that it 
js not mately subject to the criticism made upon it. Never- 
theless | am willing to the change suggested if that will secure 
the support of Senators on the other side. If, however, such 
changes will not secure the support of Senators, I prefer that the 
resolut shall stand as it now 1s. , ' 
[come now to the question as to what is the nature of the dif- 
ference between the United States and Colombia for the purpose 
of seeing Whether or not such difference is of a kind that this 

Government in the first place could recognize as a difference on 
account of which it could treat, not for the purpose of arbitra- 
tion, b r the purpose of agreement with Colombia. _ 

“And [| submit this proposition as a sound one, that it mat- 
ters not at the differences are or what their nature may be, 
those differences can be legitimately the subject-matter of con- | 
conciliatory negotiations between the parties with a view to agree- 
ment ause that such negotiations do not submit the determi- | 
nation of any question to a third party, which the Government 
might not be willing to have anybody else decide for it. It keeps 
that decision to itself when it does not provide for arbitration by 
a third party as to those particular questions, 


When the Government says, ‘I will treat with you, I will con- 
fer with you, 1 will negotiate with you as to this, that, or the other 
question,’ the Government reserves to itself the power to agree 
or not to agree to any proposition which the other side may make. 


Consequently there is no danger that its honor may be in the | 
keeping of somebody else and that a question affecting its honor 
may be decided adversely by some one else. 


When it comes to the question of submission to arbitration, 
then the case presented is different, and it is important to see 
whether or not the difference and the claim based thereon are of 


not, in the absence of an agreement, it furnishes a legitimate 
subject-matter for arbitration under the recognized policy of this 
Government in that regard. 

I will not read all of General Reyes’s contentions nor all of the 
claims he makes, but simply the clear-cut proposition, on page 25, 
of the grievances of Colombia, as he alleges them to be, against 
the United States. He says in his letter of January 6: 


Mr. SECRETARY: I have received the note which your excellency did me 
the honor to address to me under date of the 30th of December last, in an- 
swer to mine of the 29th of the same month. I transmitted it by cable to my 
Government and have received from it instructions to make to your excel- 
lency’s Government the following declarations: 

First. That the said note of the 30th of December from your excellency is 
regarded by my Government as an intimation that the Colombian forces will 
be attacked by those of the United States on their entering the territory of 
Panama for the purpose of subduing the rebellion, aud that for that reason. 
and owing to its inability to cope with the powerful American squadron that 
watches over the coasts of the isthmus of Panama, it holds the Government 
of the United States responsible for all damages caused to it by the loss of 
that national territory. 


There is the distinct statement of the claim and the grounds 
upon which it is based. 


Second. That since the 3d of November last the revolution of Panama 
would have yielded, or would not have taken place, if the Am 
and the agents of the Panama Canal had not prevented the Colombian for 
from proceeding on their march toward Panama, and that I, as command 
in chief of the army of Colombia, would have succeeded in suppressing t 
revolution of Panama as early as the 20th of the same month if Admiral 
Coghian had not notified me in an official note that he had orders from his 
sovernment to prevent the landing of Colombian forces throughout the ter- 
ritory of the Isthmus. 


an SAlit Ss 


Then, on page 26, he says: 
Ninth. That on the grounds above stated the Government of Colombi: 


and sovereignty on the Isthmus of Panama, and not being possessed of t! 


1 
| believes that it has been d spoiled by that of the United States of its rights 
1 


the class which can properly be submitted by the Government to | 


the determination of some other party. 

Mr. President, when this question was before the Senate for 
discussion upon a former occasion, we had had no communication 
which indicated what was the character of the claim made by 
Colombia and what was the character of the issue which the 
United States Government made upon those claims. We were 
limited in that consideration simply to the information which we 
gathered from the public press and from the utterances of parties 
in an unofficial way by which the public could gather conclusions 
as to what were the distinct matters in controversy. We knew 
the fact that, Colombia had a representative here; we knew the 
fact that that representative was in conference with te Secretary 
of State; and we had the general information that propositions 
and counter propositions or presentation of claims on the one 
hand and a denial of the justice and correctness of those claims on 
the other hand were passing between the parties; but what they 
were we then did not have the specific information concerning. 

Since that time the President of the United States has sent a 
message, in which he has communicated to Congress the distinct 
demand made by the representative of Colombia and the distinct 
reply of the representative of this Government, the Secretary of 
a So that we do now know what the controversy is and what 

le issues are, 
was heretofore before the Senate, said that they did not know—I 
certainly did not—what was the character of the demands which 
— made; but we do know now. Here, in the communication 
sen 0 


the Colombian special minister (General Reyes) to Mr. Hay. which 
{will not stop to read in full; but on page 25 there is a distinct 
statement by General Reyes of the grounds of complaint against 
the United States Government and of the demands which he 
— ‘in consequence thereof. In the letter from General Reyes 
to =a ‘y of January 6 he uses the language which I am about 
I aoe a be my personal opinion, I beg the Senate, before 
in ee bear in mind that Iam in no manner in 
Reve ‘ation asserting that any single thing that General 


mainta 
18, SO tl 
relative 
the prop 
that cont) 


na {am simply trying to show what the controversy 
it W hatever may be the personal views of any Senator 
° the merits of the controversy he may still recognize 
ety of providing a means for the peaceful settlement of 


the purno Mee Tread it simply as his assumption, without, for 
Olerecttiess ? this argument, any recognition whatever of the 
I propose to r od” fact stated or any conclusion drawn; and then 
and thn, read the issue made thereon by Mr. Hay in his reply; 


two things Oi } Lan nv +2 s . 
Bented whet} ings join the issue. Then the question is pre- 
first ss \ er that issue is of a character which could, in the 


material strength sufficient to prevent this by the means of arms (althouyg! 
it .oes not forego this method, which it will use to the best of its ability 
soletmnnly declares to the Government of the United States: 

First. That the Government of the United States is responsible to that of 
Colombia for the dismemberment that has been made of its territory by t 
separation of Panama, by reason of the attitude that the said Government 
assumed there as soon as the revolution of the 3d of November broke out. 





I repeat that, even if for the purpose of the argument that is 
recognized by us as an utterly unfounded claim, it is nevertheless 
the claim made, and that is on the one side, Now, Mr. Hay take 
issue with General Reyes, and makes the statement which is found 
on pages 23 and 24 of the same document. It is true that } 
Hay’s contention is stated ina letter written prior to that time, but 


2 


| it is made by Secretary Hay in response to a letter previously writ- 


ten to him by General Reyes, in which practically the same con- 
tention was made, so that the issue is joined in that way. I only 
read from the subsequent letter of General Reyes to Mr. Hay, be- 
cause he therein more concisely states the proposition than he did 
in the previous letter. Here is the contention of the United States 
on those issues: 


By the declaration of independence of the Republic of Panama a new situ- 


| ation was created. On the one hand stood the Government of Colombia 


’ 18 correct or that any single proposition he makes is | 


voking in the name of the treaty of 1546 the aid of this Government in its 


| efforts to suppress the revolution; on the other hand stood the Republi 


Senators on the other side, at the time the matter | 


Panama that had come into being in order that the great desi 
treaty might not be forever frustrated, but might be fulfilled. T stl 
was threatened with desolation by another civil war, nor were the rights and 
interests of the United States alone at stake, the interests of the whole civi- 
lized world wereinvolved. The Republicof Panama stood for those interests; 





| the Government of Colombia opposed them. Compelled to choose between 


us by the President, is a long letter, in the first place, from | 


| 





these two alternatives, the Government of the United States, in no wise re- 
sponsible for the situation that had arisen, did not hesitate. It recognized 
the independence of the Repubiic of Panama, and upon its judgment and 
action in the emergency the powers of the world have set the seal of their 
approval. 

Tn recognizing the independence of the Republic of Panama the United 
States necessarily assumed toward that Republic the obligations of the treaty 
of 1846. Intended,as the treaty was, to assure the protection of the sovereign 
of the Isthmus, whether the government of that sovereign ruled from Bogota 





| or from Panama, the Republic of Panama, as the successor in sovereignty of 


Colombia, became entitled to the rights and subject to the obligations of the 
treaty. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS rose. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will pardon me. I think I can an- 
ticipate what he wants to ask. He will let me state it before he 
asks anything in regard to it, if he pleases. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I will not interrupt the Senator if he is 
going to answer the question. 


Mr. BACON. Iwill answerstraightaway. If I do not,I hope 


| the Senator will interrupt me. 


Now, if we assume for the purposes of this argument that every 
word that the Secretary of State says is true and that every word 
and conclusion drawn is correct, and if, on the other hand, we as- 
sume for the purposes of the argument that every word that the 
Colombian minister says is untrue and that every conclusion that 


| he draws is unwarranted. nevertheless these conflicting claims 


| and contentions make the issue. 1 
properly dealt with by friendly negotiation without |! I apprehend that the question the Senator was about to ask me is 


As to what the issue is, in part, 


aire 


See 
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this, Whether or not the question of the right of our Government to 
-~ —— ea other gi yvernment should be submitted to arbitration? 
“AIRBANKS. The Senator has anticipated the question I 
was : ocinn to ask. 
Mr. BACON. 
should not be. 


Of course; and I most unhesitatingly say it 
I agree with the utterance of the Department of 
State that that is not a proper subject-matter of arbitration. But 
that is not the whole of the issue by a great deal. There is an- 
other important issue involved here that is entitled to consider- 
ation, and Iam coming to specifics about it. Before proceeding 
to discuss that I will say to the Senator from Indiana that while 
the question of | recognition, rightful or wrongful, of the inde- 
pendence of Panama could not be deemed a proper subject-matter 
or > eal ition, that question could be a matter for 
and agreement between the parties. However impos- 
it might be that the United States would ever concede any 
liability on account of such recognition, there could be no diffi- 
culty or impropriety in treating with Colombia with the view of 
removing irritation and hostile feclings which have been caused 
thereby. 

But there is another point at issue raised between the two Gov- 
rnme! by these conflicting claims and denials. On the 
and, it is contended by the Colombian minister that the United 
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mits it. 

Mr. PL ATT of Connecticut. 
Mr. | ACON. Probably it will be better that I read what the 
Secretary of State says. T fen Secretary of State, in replying to the 
statement t that Colombia has been wronged in that regard, says 
that when the United States had recognized the Government of 
Panama the treaty obligations which they had previously under- 
taken with Colombia inured to Panama, and that instantly, as 
soon as the recognition was made, the Government of the United 
States, by 
tion wl 
any hostile demonstration by Colombia for the reassertion of its 
sovereignty in Panama, because so soon as Panama became by 
the recognition of the United States the sovereign of the Isthmus 
the obligation was instantly imposed upon the United States by 
the treaty of 1846 to protect the sovereignty of Panama in the 
Isthmus against all the world, including Colombia herself. 

Mr. SPOONER. Right there let me ask, Does the Senator pro- 
pose to submit that contention to arbitration? 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will allow me to proceed, I will 
state what it is. I do not think any Senator can think from what 
I am saying that I am trying to evade the question. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not think that. 

Mr. BACON. 
to state with somewhat more of elaboration what I understand 
from this correspondence to be the claim of the Colombian Gov- 
ernment on the one hand and the contention of the United States 
in reply thereto on the other hand. 

The Colombian Government, through General Reyes, says that 
the United States, by use of their powerful squadron and by the 
use of their armed forces, prevented Colombia from using her 
forces to suppress the rebellion in Panama, and that in the absence 
of such intervention on the part of the United States and the pro- 
tection thus given to the Panama revolution the rebellion would 
have been speedily suppressed, and that, in fact, it would never 
have taken p’ 
the United States in aiding and protecting the revolutionists in 
Panama the Colombian Government has been despoiled by that 
of the United States of its rights and sovereignty on the Isthmus 
of Panama, and that the United States are responsible for the dis- 
memberment of the territory of Colombia. 

Our Secretary of State in his reply admits that the United 
States protected the sovereignty of the Republic of Panama as 
against Colombia by armed force, and justifies the action under 
the treaty of 1846 with Colombia, or New Granada, which is the 
same thing. The contention of the Secretary is that whereas in 
the treaty of 1846 the United States guaranteed the rights of sov- 
ereignty and property of Colombia in the Isthmus of Panama, so 
soon as Panama seceded and her independence was acknowledged 
all the rights of Colombia under that treaty inured to Panama, 
and that on the instant the United States became obligated by 
the treaty to protect the sovereignty of Panama in the entire Isth- 
mus, even as against Colombia, with whom the treaty was origi- 
nally made; that therefore the United States were justified in 
protecting the revolutionary government in Panama and in pre- 
venting by armed ferce Colombia from using her forces in sup- 
pressing the rebellion. 

The clause in the treaty of 1846 upon which the Secretary of 


by the use of its armed forces, the Colombian 
rting its authority and thereby prevented 
ling rebellion. 
Staite makes to that? The Secretary of State ad- 


Admits what? 
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ites Government has incurre d a liability by reason of the fact | 


What is the reply that the | 


y reason of the obligations of that treaty, was in a posi- | 
Te it was justified and required to use force to prevent | 


3efore proceeding to answer that question I wish | 


ace; and that by reason of such forcible action by | 


J ANUARY 29, 


State bases this contention is found in the thirty-fift 
and is as follows: 


And in consequence the United States also guarantee, in the sa 
the rights of sovereignty and property which New Granada ((: 
and possesses over said territory. 


Under that clause of the treaty of 1846 the Secretar 
that the United States were right in protecting the ne) 
Republic against the effort of Colombia to suppress th: 
whic h setitup. The statement made by him to this, 
extract already quoted is as follows: 


In recognizing the independence of the Republic of Panan 
States necessarily assumed toward that Republic the obligation 
of 1846 Intended, as the treaty was, toassure the protection o 
of the Isthmus, whether the government of that sovereign rule 
or fream Panama, the Republic of Panama, as the suc 
Colombia, became entitled to the rights and subjec t to the obli 
tre aty. 


cessor ir 


From this it is seen that Colombia claims that the Unit 
by forcibly preventing Colombia from suppressing th: 
caused the dismemberment of her territory. The Uni 
admit the protection of the Republic of Panama as ; 
lombia, and assert their duty so to do under the treat 
and thus the issue is clearly joined between the two 

Upon this issue thus presented the question whethe1 
contention of the Secretary of State is correct 
the correct interpretation of the treaty of 1846. 

Now, the point Iam coming to is this: The Senator 
consin asked me whether that claim of Colombia on t] 


18 a qu 


| and the contention of the United States on the oth 


stitute an issue which is a proper subject-matter of 
I lay down this as a proposition, that the question of 


| construction of a treaty, including the question of whet 


has been wrong done in the violation of a treaty, is 
which, above all questions, is recognized as the simpl 
natural question for treaty negotiation, for agreemen 
ble, and for submission to other parties for decision, if 
ment can not be had. If there can be any succs 
that as a correct proposition I do not know where to find 
upon which to rest the argument. 

Mr. President. the Government of the United States n 


ssful 


| claim of any right in Colombia, makes no a4 ore 


tion of anything which has been done there, which is: 


| on rights, duties, and powers under the treaty of 1846. ‘J 
| question at controversy is one which grows out of the 


of the construction of that treaty. The message of th: 

of the United States is one which bases the action of the G 
ment of the United States upon the construction of that 
every argument which has been made in this Chamber i: 


| of what has been done has been necessarily based upon th 


tion of the construction of that treaty; every argume! 
assails or disputes the propriety of the action which | 
place is based on the question of the construction of t! 
and the question of the construction of a treaty is of all 
one which isa proper subject-matter of adjudication an 
ment either by agreement of the parties or by arbitrat 
such agreement can not be reached. 

But in order that there may be no mistake about this! 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator permit me to : 
question?—for I want to get at his position. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator fro! 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the real dispute? 

Mr. BACON. Iam sorry the Senator was not in t! 
when I stated it. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
when the Senator is addressing the Senate. 
we can not be here all the t'me. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like, in a word, if the 5 
point out the precise basis of his observation that all 


1 


I am always sorry if Iam out of tl 
The Seni 


| dispute here involves the construction of a treaty. 


Mr. BACON. Lhave just stated it. I will state to th 


| he has this document before him, and I do not want 


over again. 

Mr. SPOONER. But the Senator can state 

Mr. BACON. Iam endeavoring to do it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I know that Secretary Hay conte 
ticle 35 of the treaty of 1846, in its obligations as we 
grant, upon the independence of the Republic of Par 
a local obligation, became transferred to the Republi 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. And it is claimed, and I think a rT 
the corollary of that is that our corresponding correla’ 
tions that once had run to the Republic of Colombia \ 
ferred to the Republic of Panama. Now, is it that 


to me hi 








1904. 





iain 
that question which the Senator proposes to submit to some for- 
lav ve = 

ton trivunal: . Ss 
ee BACON. Not necessarily, if it can be arranged through 


ly and conciliatory negotiations between the two Govern- 


frien 


ments. 


Me SPOONER. I want to remind the Senator, if that be true, 
as iiss are three parties now, if Colombia be one, interested in 
oa subject—the United States, the Republic of Panama, and 


. ee like, if I can, to get at precisely what the Senator pro- 


P Mr. BACON. The Senator would get at it very much more 
auickly if he would let me proceed. | ; 

Mr. SPOONER. Allright. I think that is true. 2 

Mr BACON. Irepeatthepropositionin brief. My proposition 
is that these documents, contained in the communication sent to 
ited Stat s and Colombia, and that even if for the purposes of 
the argument we admit that there is no sound basis for the claim 
of Colombia it is nevertheless a controversy, and the fact is plain 
that that controversy grows out of the construction of the treaty 

£71846 
or, SPO NER. If that is to become the rule, it will any day 
rest inthe power of any government with which we have a treaty 
to force us into a position where we must submit the interpreta- 
tion of that treaty to some foreign tribunal. ; If the merits of the 
controversy are not to be considered at all, if it is only that one 
party asserts it, however silly it may be, and the other denies it, 
and then this great principle of conciliation requires the submis- 
sion of it to arbitration, I do not know what would become of 
Treaties, 
; Mr.BACON. While I do not wish to discuss the merits of the 
cuntroversy, I scarcely think that the denial of the remarkable 
contention of the Secretary of State will be pronounced to be 
“silly.” Without discussing that, I simply repeat the proposi- 
tion which I think the Senator will find it very difficult to contro- 
vert upon authority, that a controversy which grows out of a 
dispute as to the construction of a treaty and acts done under that 
treaty are recognized as proper matters of negotiation for arbitra- 
tion, Now, if the Senator can produce any authority contrary to 
that, I should be very glad to see it. But I was about to say 
when the Senator interrupted me—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I beg pardon. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator need not beg my pardon, because 
he is always at liberty to interrupt me, and he knows it. I only 
desire, in the interest of time, when I am trying to elucidate a 
certain point, that the Senator will let me proceed to do it, andif 
I fail, at the end of my effort in that regard, I shall bemore than 
happy to have his suggestion to that effect. 

The question of submission to arbitration is not the first or the 
main question in the resolution. It is the secondary question and 
the minor consideration. The main proposition and the one of 
greatest Importance is that we will in a conciliatory spirit en- 
deavor to agree with Colombia. 

_5o. Mr. President, all I have said in reference to the committing 
0: this great people and Government to the policy of arbitration 
is with the view of the recognition of the fundamental proposition, 
with which the Senator himself has already expensed his agree- 
lent, that every word said in favor of arbitration necessarily in- 
Volves and implies the prior willingness of the governments to 
agree be tween themselves if they can do so. If that is the block 
_ th ’ way, if Senators are willing to say they are ready to adopt 
ho lution which shall simply advise the President that it is the 
: re the § nate that there shall be negotiations opened with 
ph ‘' 0 negotiating a treaty for the settlement of all the differ- 
mt et ween the two countries, without specifying what they 
are, | will accept that and be glad to have it done. It meets the 
“= object that I have in view. 

Pa de . Pe the varpors I had was to manifest a proper 
ment of car differs, People and arrange for a peaceful settle- 
upon our strength a 8, anc ee we should not plant ourselves 
yon think vou’ has a our mig it and say to those people: ‘‘While 
wronged. and \ Aave been wronged we know you have not been 
about it _ as a it we do not propose even to talk to you 
That was ao As fe %t treat with you or hear your complaint.’ 

oun Siekeae a e of some here two weeks ago when the dis- 
wana indie - Senators on the other side of the Chamber then 
should ever aa - the bare suggestion that the United States 

‘olombin wee = or consider the proposition to treat with 
werful United oon ed at and spurned it. The great and all 
his weak and fee ‘ates were not to even discuss the matter with 

“k and feeble nation. That is what I object to. 
It isexcellent 


To have a giant's str : it i 
rr Jive & giant's strength; but it is tyr 
To use it like a giant, ’ : rien 
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Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] asks 
me to read the closing part of the memorial presented to the Senate 
in 1888 by David Dudley Field and others of the committee from 
New York, in which there was a specification of the class of cases 
which properly would be included in a treaty providing for a 
court of arbitration. I now read, for the purpose of my argu- 
ment, and also in response to the request of the Senator previously 
made, as follows: 

We beg therefore most respectfully to ask from Congress the passage of a 


oint resolution requesting the President to propose to the Government of 
reat Britain the making of a treaty between the two nations, for a limited 


‘ 


gomee at least, providing in substance that in case a difference should arise 
stween them respecting the interpretation of any treaty— 


That is the first specification— 


which they have made or may hereafter make with each other, or any claim 
of either under the established law of nations, or respecting the boundary of 
any of their respective possessions, or respecting any wrong alleged to have 
been committed by either nation upon the other or its members, or any duty 
omitted, it shall be the earnest endeavor of both the contracting parties to 
accommodate the difference by conciliatory negotiation— 


That is the first thing, and that is what we want in this case— 


and that in no event shall either nation begin a war against the other without 
first offering to submit the difference between them to arbitrators, cl 





sen as 
may be then agreed, or if there be no different agreement, then by three ar- 
bitrators, one to be chosen by each party and an umpire by those so chosen; 


it being understood, however, that arbitration as thus provided for shall not 
extend to any question respecting the independence or sovereignty of cither 
nation, its equality with other nations, its form of government, its internal 
affairs, or its continental policy. 


It will be noted that the very first dispute mentioned as fur- 
nishing properly a subject-matter for negotiation is any difference 
arising ‘* respecting the interpretation of any treaty.’’ Itis really 
difficult to argue concerning a proposition so self-evident as that 
of difference respecting the interpretation of aireaty. If sucha 
difference is to be excluded, what possible dispute of a serious na- 
ture between nations could be included? As reflective of Ameri- 
can sentiment, I read to the Senate two editorial utterances of 
recent date which have appeared in prominent newspapers. 

The first is from the Courier-Journal, as follows: 


Tere is nothing in the Bacon resolution which should so palpitate the 
honest heart. That resolution does not say that we shall pay Colombia for 
lost gl oy my over Panama. It merely proposes that we pay her if we 
have done her any wrong, and if we and Colombia are unable to agr 
whether we have done her any wrong, itleavesthat, with other pointson which 
we may differ, toarbitration. Whatis there in that which should cause clean 
hands to clench with rage, a clear conscience to seethe with commotion? If 
the Administration has not wronged Colombia, then, under the terms of the 
resolution. we should not have to pay Colombia. 

If negotiation or arbitration should prove that no such wrong was done by 
the Administration, then surely the ‘Aduphnlatandion’s innocence of su 
gations would stand more clearly established before the world than it is by 
the Administration's mere word of assertion and protestation. And if nego- 
tiation or arbitration should show that we wronged Colombia, then why 
should we not pay her for what we have taken and propose to keep, without 
resorting to the Administration’s roundabout and disingenuous method of 
paying for it by guaranteeing Panama's promises to pay. 

The second is from the Independent, which, while approving of 
the action taken by the United States in Panama, advocates arbi- 
tration of the differences with Colombia growing out of such 
action. The editorial is as follows: 

Senator BACcon has offered a resolution in the Senate proposing to refer 
to the Court of The Hague the question whether the United States owes 
reparation to Colombia for damage to her done by our action in securing or 
protecting the independence of Panama. We see no objection to that, for 
we want to make the most of arbitration, whether asa preventive to war or 


*h allie. 


as @ means to secure international justice—but, provided that Colombia 
first accepts the independence of Panama. That is an accomplished fact, 
achieved by the people of Panama, and having our full sympathy, recog- 


nized but not inaugurated by us. Butas to this thereisa sharp difference 
of view between Colombia and the United States. 

We declare that we have done absolutely nothing that is not justified by 
the law of nations and the treaty of 1846, while Colombia declares that we 
have unjustly prevented her from maintaining her supremacy over the Isth- 


mus, to her serious loss and injury, such as she is entitled to go to war to 
assert her right. Thisisa question of factand interpretation. If our officers 
have really done what Colombia asserts, we ought to pay damages; and if they 
have not done wrong, our innocence will be made clear to the world by such 


a reference, and we shall be on better terms with Colombia and all South 


America for such a decision. Accordingly, under proper provisions, we 


should favor such a reference to The Hague Court of the main question be- 
tween Colombiaand this country. Whether our officers were right or wrong, 
we ought to be equally ready to abide by the verdict of such an august tri- 
bunal of the nations. 

There is to my mind no possible escape from the proposition 
that the controversy arises out of the construction of a treaty. 
We claim no right in Colombia or in Panama except under that 
treaty; they claim no right against us except as they claim a 
violation of that treaty; and, so far as the books can show, I do 
not think the industry of the Senator from Wisconsin or any other 
Senator can find anything which controverts the proposition that 
so far as a difference arising out of a treaty is concerned it isa 
proper subject-matter of arbitration; but, whether a proper sub- 
ject-matter of arbitration or not, it is in the language of this me- 
morial a proper subject-matter for ‘‘ conciliatory negotiation.”’ 

If Senators desire to meet this proposition upon grounds that 
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they can approve, Iam perfectly willing that this resolution shall | _I think those submissions would be entirely ineffo° 
be limited to the matter of conciliatory negotiations as to all dif- | they would accomplish no good; and at the sam, 
ferences between the parties. I do not think it can possibly be | in the direction of negotiations with Panama. 
subject to any criticism there, that the Government would in | tion of this resolution on the 12th and the de} 
any manner imperil its honor, or that a matter would be in nego- | ate on that day stimulated the Secretary to his ac 
tiation between them about which nations ought not to negotiate | as muchas that action fell short of the requiren 

with each other with a view to the prevention of differences. tion, the resolution has nevertheless not been en 

The Senator from Wisconsin has asked me a question, to which | the initiation of negotiations between the Unit, 
I will now endeavor to reply, to wit, whether or not I would be | Panama. 
willing that the resolution should simply provide that this Gov- Mr. FAIRBANKS. The offices were to be ext 
ernment would tender its good offices for the purpose of reconcil- | to bring about proper relations between Pana) 
ing any differences between Colombia and Panama. I have two Mr. BACON. Yes, I understand. But it is 
answers to that. In the first place, such a resolution would not | ama is only used as a buffer in a transaction to ) 
touch the question as to the differences between Colombia and | a party. 
the United States. However much we may deny the correctness Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Secretary says: 
of any position taken by Colombia, we must recognize the fact - 
that there is a contention on her part which, even if we deny its | had goo ho ment is now. as it always has been, and a 

J J vi ; 3 d the honor to inform your excellency, most desi 
correctness, we should in a friendly spirit endeavor to settle and | for the establishment of friendly relations between t! 
arrange by conciliatory negotiation. Therefore the suggestion of | #24 that of Panama. 
the Senator from Wisconsin would not in any manner cover that Mr. BACON. 
phase of the case. 

Another thing which I desire to say, in all respect to the Senator, 
is this: If a guardian held an infant in his arms, and there was a 
cause of controversy between that guardian and a grown man, 
another grown man, relative to some property interest of that 
infant, the guardian might as well say: *‘I will exercise my good 
offices to arrange amicé ably the differences between this baby in 
my arms and yourself.’’> We know, Mr. President, that so far as 
Panama is concerned she is there simply to do what we say about 
this whole matter. 


I understand that, and he also 

| the United States would be willing to submit to a 
tration the settlement of claims between Colom 
which, as I have already endeavored to show, 
ator from Wisconsin, would amount to nothit 

| much like the case I have just put, as an illustrat 

| with a baby in his arms offering his good oft 

| ences between another man and that baby. 
thought connected with the suggestion of the 
the United States feel constrained to make repa 


ar to it i eof Panama. } 
We know another thing, that if this is an accomplished revolu- | ee ana, hea Z 
tion Colombia has no claim against Panama. There might be | directly with Colombia and coming to an agr 
some question about prorating the preexisting debt or something | without masquerading behind little Panama: F 
of that sort, but when a country achieves its independence and | put I want to call the attention of Senators to ¢ 
its independence is an accomplished fact, the country from which | the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH 
it has been wrested has no claim against the country which thus | jn thig Chamber. hon 


In speaking about this v« 
achieves its independence. ; ‘ ci relations between Colombia and the United Stat 
What is the claim that Colombia has against Panama? None | gaig this: 


whatever except the claim of a right to sovereignty over it. Is 
that a matter for negotiation? Is that a matter for settlement? And not upon negotiations— 
Here is Colombia, whatever else the balance of the world has done, Speaking about the question of information to | 
denying that its sovereignty has been rightfully wrested from it. | State Department or from the President— 
If its denial is untrue, if its sovereignty has been wrested from it, Pa ; ce 
then Colombia has no claim against Panama which Panama can | wx seuie paee on bowen came at ete gover 
for a moment consider. To consider it would be to admit that | matters which have grown up since the treaty was nego 
her independence had not been achieved. wr 
Did the Government of Great Britain have any claim against | Mr. FAIRBANKS. From what page of the Rw 
the thirteen colonies when they achieved their independence? | Senator read? 
What they had won by the sword left no obligation from them to Mr. BACON. Page 1308. 
the Government from which they had won it. If Panama inde-| _ Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator from Ri! 
pendence has been achieved, it is idle to talk about the claim of | is absent from the Chamber. If he were here, ! 
Colombia against Panama. Are we here to waste words? would admit that he stated upon his knowledge that neg 
Colombia contends that she has been aggrieved and damaged | were now pending. 
by the United States, and under the suggestion of the honorable | Mr. BACON. No; he said “‘ perhaps.’ 
Senator from Wisconsin we are to answer that contention by say- | Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes. 2 
ing to her, ‘‘ We will try to settle the difference between you and Mr. BACON. He said **perhaps.’’ I have rea 
Panama and make Panama comply with the obligations that she Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It was by way 
has to you,” when we know, when every man in the Senate, who | I understood it. 
is necessarily familiar with international law to thateffect, knows | _Mr. BACON. Of course those of us who a! 
that when Panama has achieved her independence there is no ob- | circle have not definite information, and it is to 
ligation left on the part of Panama to Colombia. And yet we are | we are now told by some who are on the inner « 
to answer the question as to whether or not there is a grievance _ not mean what we understood him to mean. 
on the part of Colombia against the United States by saying to I repeat what I said upon a former occasion 
her in that empty way, “ We will try to see that whatever Panama | as aconcluded fact the revolution in Panama 
owes you is paid,’’ or words to that effect, when we know it does | going to be undone. I want to add to that a1 
not owe her anything. recognize as an undoubted one, and that is tha 
Nobody disputes the right of the Senate to address this commnu- | more controversy as to where the canal is to lb 
nication to the President if it is a proper subject-matter, if the cir- | that it is going to be built at Panama. 
cumstances warrant it. It is recognized in numerous precedents | These are two recognized facts, to my mind 
that it is proper for the Senate to advise the President in advance | there grows to me this conclusion: That vie, 
of what it conceives to be a proper subject-matter for a treaty. standpoint there is no more important duty rest 
Senators contended on the 12th of January, the day when this | ernment of the United States now than to rem 
resolution was presented and debated in the Senate, that it was | of friction or of ill feeling there may be betwee 
improper to suggest that there should be any negotiations. That, | of the United States and the Government o! ‘ 
at that time, was their opinion—on the12th. Itseemson the very think that being an accomplished fact, the r 
next day after this resolution was thus presented and debated, the | acc omplished fact, the Government of Colom! 
13th, however. the Secretary himself, as is shown by this com- | sible opportunity in the future to be recompe! 
munication which has been sent here by the President, did sug- | it mayclaim to have suffered by any restoration 
gest negotiations. On page 32 of this document is the statemen* | the only possibility being that she may be re 
by Mr. Hay that he is willing to the following: other way, I am strongly | of the opinion that th: 
First. Tosubmit toa plebiscite the question whether the people of the Isth- | Ment we ‘could make in connection with oe ; 
mus pri fer allegiance to the Republic of Panama or to the Republic of Co- | liberal concession to that country which would 1 


lombia. ent feeling of hostility and make those people ou 
Second. To AP to a special court of arbitration the settlement of those | future. 


claims of a material order which either Colombia or Panama by mutual agree- | - cs ‘ varsy abort | 
ment may yeneguat ly bring forward against the other, as a consequence of There is one feature of this controvet y& 


facts preceding or following the declaration of independence of Panama. | be a conc iliatory negotiation without compromis! 


a 








tion of it, and that is this: There is no question about 


any he -at Colombia denies the loss of her sovereignty in Pan- 
at +.¢ she denies the independence of that country. In other 
ank 


+ shot cho still claims it as a part of her territory, and will 
Wor) eet it to her authority if she can ever do so. 


ag’.. on the other hand, say that the title of Panama to her in- 





‘onenjence is complete; but nevertheless there is the claim of 
ra sohia, out of which controversy will grow and future diffi- 
ve) crow. Is there any dishonor in our negotiating with 
culty a that she shall make a quitclaim to that title? I would 
a ‘ling to pay to Colombia ten times as much as I think her 


worth, or a hundred times, if you please. if thereby peace 


= i +o be had between Colombia and the United States. 





is 8 matters not that it may be, as suggested by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLart] the other day, that there is no danger 
of an outbreak of war. 


If there are hostile relations between that country and this 
country, we are necessarily committed for an indefinite time to a 
condition of predatory or guerrilla warfare, if no other. We are 
thereby necessarily put into a position where we must maintain 
a suitable army there. Weare necessarily put ina position where 
even though there is no open declaration of war we will have to 
ct that property against the predatory bands of an unfriendly 
people and protect those who are there engaged either in the con- 
struction of the canal or its operation, and what that will cost 
will outweigh a dozen times the amount of money that we would 
pay to that country and thereby get friendly relations between us. 
And, sir, this condition of hostility with the Colombian people 
will not only cost us treasure; it will during long-continued years | 
cost us the lives of our soldiers, officers, and men—lives compared | 
with the value of which the money necessary to make these people | 
again our friends is as dust in the balance. 
| 


prote 


Mr. President, another suggestion. I have no doubt that the 
time is coming—in what way or when, I do not know—when the | 
United States Government is going to secure the possession of 
that Isthmus and own it. When that comes I do not wish that 
Colombia shall have this unsettled claim with which to harass | 
us. If we are to construct the canal successfully and without un- | 
due cost and without the loss unnecessarily of life and treasure, 
it is important that we should have the friendship of that people. 

If we are to operate the canal and protect it successfully there- 
after, without undue cost and sacrifice, it is necessary that we | 
should have their friendship and cooperation, and the only way | 
to have their friendship is to agree with them, by the way, before | 
itis too late. We should, as his constitutional advisers, say to 
the President: ‘‘ We advise that there shall be such conciliatory | 
negotiations between this country and Colombia as will bring 
about, as soon as practicable, a friendly condition of affairs.”’ 

Mr. President, another thing. Does any man doult that even 
if that country is— 

Mr. SPOONER. 
lution 

Mr. BACON. No; it is not. The first part of the resolution 
refers exclusively to negotiations looking to an agreement be- 
tween the two nations and will include all kinds and subjects of 
friendly and conciliatory negotiations. 

Mr.SPOONER. But, Mr. President, if I may take just a mo- 
ment, the first part of the resolution refers to the negotiation of a 
treaty. I never heard before of the Senate advising the President 
to negotiate a treaty for ratification by the Senate unless the + en- 
ate was of opinion that there was some substantial and honest 
difference whereby we became equitably indebted or beholden to 
the other government, 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, exactly the op- 

osite of that was the case on the part of Great Britain in the 

Nashington treaty. The United States claimed that the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain was indebted to citizens of the United 
8 ates by reason of the fact that the Government of Great 
Britain had not restrained war vessels which were to be used by 
a ontederate government from departing from their ports; 
a by reason of that neglect on the part of Great Britain those 
Vessels did depart from their ports and preyed upon the com- 
merce of the United States, and that therefore the British Gov- 





That is a very different thing from your reso- 


losses, 


sow, wh n it came to the negotiation of that treaty, the Brit- 
ish Gove ment. while it agreed to the treaty for arbitration, ex- | 

that ray _in the body of the treaty that it did not recognize 

thatthe Was any liability on its part. So that is a case exactly 
polnt-with the suggestion of the honorable Senator and fully | 
answers his criticism, | 
oats entirely competent, if there is a controversy between two 
‘Ss, for @ nation which utterly disowns and disavows any Ua- | 


bility to s 7 
to Say: * For the purpose of the settlement of this contro- 
versy, wherein pri “oe 


With you k oki 


ernment was under liability and obligation to make good the , 
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In 
every case the controversy is due to the fact that one party makes 
a claim which is denied by the other party. That makes the is- 
sue, and it is the existence of that issue which calls for adjudica- 


way, either by conciliatory negotiation or by arbitration.” 


tion by arbitration. 
that contention. 

Another thought not unworthy of our consideration, Mr. Presi- 
dent, is that even if Colombia is too feeble to go to war with us, 
even if she recognizes her feebleness to the extent that she makes 
no declaration of war and attempts to wage no war, the very fact 
that she permits the accomplishment of the revolution in Panama 
without an attempt to prevent it will certainly throw that coun- 
try into the throes of civil war. 

Mr. President, in view of all our professions concerning our 
care and regard for the American republics, are we under no 
moral obligation, in the presence of such a situation as that? Are 
we under no moral obligation even to treat with a country witha 
view toarriving at someagreement which will soothe their wounded 
and angry pride and which will prevent these internal commotions 
among her people? 

I confess, sir, that there was pity stirred within me when I 
read the extract from the letter of General Reyes to Secretary Hay 
of December 23, 1903, which is found on page 9 of the communi- 
cation sent in to us by the President of the United States. It is 
as follows: 

Sad indeed is the fate of my country, condemned at times to suffer calam- 
ities from its own revolutions and at others to witness the unexpected attacks 
of a powerful but friendly State, which for the first time breaks its honored 
traditions of respect for right—especially the right of the weak—to deliver 
us pitilessly to the unhappy hazards of fortune. 


So the Senator, I think, is entirely wrong in 


Then another thing, Mr. President, we have American citizens 
in that country who own property, and they are jeopardized by 
this condition. 

I have a letter now from a citizen in my own town, whose 
brother resides in Colombia. This brother, whose business and 
property are in the interior of that country, has gone to Carta- 
gena because he is afraid to stay in the interior. He writes to 
his brother that he fears and apprehends the loss of all his prop- 


| erty on account of the unfriendiy nature of the feelings of the 


people of that country to the people of the United States, growing 
out of this proposition. This is doubtless only one of many sim- 
ilar instances. 

I am, sir, willing for one, and I believe the American people 
are willing, that we should deal liberally with the Colombians, 


| because, I repeat, what are a few paltry millions to this great 


Government compared with the great advantage to this Govern- 


| ment of making a friendly, satisfactory arrangement with that 


eople? 

, I have heard it said—I do not know whether truly or not, I do 
not pretend to say now that it is true, but it is repeated aronnd— 
that the Government of Colombia has proposed to the United 
States that it will be entirely satisfied, that it will produce a res- 
toration of good feeling, that it will surrender all claims on Pan- 
aina and on the canal if this Government will devote $10,000,000 
to the building of a railroad from a point on that canal to the city 
of Bogota. 

I do not know whether there is a particle of foundation in that 
report. but if there is I do not think there is anything which this 
Government could do which would be more to the interest of the 
Government in connection with that enterprise than to do it, for 
two reasons. 

In the first place, it would bring about that condition of friendly 
feeling which is so important, and, in the second place, it would 
really very largely add to the value of the canal when constructed 
to have such a railroad leading into a country filled with minerals 


| and especially abounding in the coal which will be needed by the 


ships traversing the canal. 

Mr. President, why should we hesitate or delay in inangurating 
these negotiations for a settlement so consonant with justice and 
with our professions of a century and so important to our future 
interests? Delayis fruitful of evil. Each day adds to the ill feel- 
ing of the Colombians. The seeds of popular prejudice and hate, 
when they once germinate in a national soil, are most difficult of 
eradication. 

Do we delay because the great United States are too proud, too 
vainglorious, to offer conciliation to a feeble people powerless to 
cope with it? I am sure, sir, that this is not the wish of the 
American people, but that, on the contrary, it is their wish that 


| examination be made and that whatever is due to Colombia from 


us shall be paid in liberal measure. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I do not rise to 


| make a speech in reply to the Senator from Georgia, but simply 


to suggest that if it is to be the understood policy of the United 


| States that whenever another country makes a claim against us, 
we deny our liability, we wil! enter into a treaty | 
ng to its determination and settlement in some 


or whenever there is a controversy between us and another coun- 


Y 
try, in which we do not acknowledge the g 


round of the claim or 








+ 
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Mr. CULLOM. 


ae Say 


CONGRESSIONAL 


we have done any wrong, we are to buy our peace at the rate 
$10,000,000 or more, we shall have plenty of claims made against 
» country and plenty of controversies on our hands. 
Are there any in sight? 
itor state whether he knows of any movement already in 
» to claims of that sort. 


ir. PLATT of Connecticut. Weshall hear from them. 


we put ourselves in the position of saying we will 


ay $10,000,000 rather than have any trouble with you, she will 


we 
troversy with us; 
us 


and so with other nations. 


any other nation concludes to make a claim against us. 


it 


u 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
be to meet on Monday next. 


The motion was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


I should like to have | 


If, ad- | 
‘ that we have done no wrong to Colombia, we buy our | 

‘e of her for the sum of $10,000,000 we shall hear of claims, | 
and hear of them again from Colombia. 
0 wrong and if when we do not for a moment admit the justice | 

' her claim 


If when we have done | 


able in six months’ time to have another claim and another con- | 
This bill would make | 
enter on an interminable policy of buying our peace whenever | 
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MONTANA, 
Louis V. Bogy to be postmaster at Chinook, in the 
Choteau and State of Montana. 
J. E. Sheridan to be postmaster at Bigtimber, in th 
| Sweet Grass and State of Montana. 
NEBRASKA. 
Joshua H. Evans to be postmaster at Callaway, in ¢) 
of Custer and State of Nebraska. . 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 
John Longstaff to be postmaster at Huron, in the , 
| Beadle and State of South Dakota. 
UTAH. 
Edwin R. Booth to be postmaster at Nephi, in the 
Juab and State of Utah. 
| Lars O. Lawrence to be postmaster at Spanish Fork. ; 
| county of Utah and State of Utah. 
| Joseph Odell to be postmaster at Logan, in the county 
and State Utah. 
John Peters to be postmaster at American Fork, in the 
of Utahand State of Utah. 
WASHINGTON. 
Harry C. Bilger to be postmaster at Clealum, in the 


( 


Con 
( 


| Kittitas and State of Washington. 

William M. Clemenson to be postmaster at Clarl 
county of Asotin and State of Washington. 

tichard Connell to be postmaster at Odessa, in the 
Lincoln and State of Washington. 

Oscar C. Truax to be postmaster at Tekoa, in 
W hitman and State of Washington. 

William P. Ward to be postmaster at Rosalia, in tl 
Whitman and State of Washington. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, February 
1, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 29, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupgn, D. D., offered t! 
lowing prayer: 

Almighty and most merciful God, our Heavenly F 
thank Thee for the good, the pure, the true, the nob! 
has raised up in every age of the world’s hist 
among men, the trend of whose lives have ever | 
ideal. So we thank Thee, Heavenly Father. 
character of our beloved McKinley, wh 
yvrateful hearts to-day for the things that he did 
ample of Christian character and fortitude he le 
and death. So move, we beseech 
children that truth and righteousness and good will 

| everywhere, in and through the spirit of the Lord J 
| Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

CORRECTION. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Speaker, on January 21 I i 

joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Co! 

| the United States of America to keep its land alwa 

| vided among all its people. I introduced that re 
quest and had no personal responsibility for it. Th 
was shown an editorial in the New York Sun, in wh 
other things, criticising the resolution, it says: ‘* Mr. 1 
takes full responsibility for his resolution and <oes no 
‘by request.’ ”’ 

I at once undertook to write a letter to the New York Sur 
tating it to my secretary, when he said: ‘‘ Mr. THayer, | 
printed resolution, and it did not say upon it that it 
duced by request.’’ Whereupon I came to the House a: 
the resolution already printed and that it wasin keeping % 
assertion of the New York Sun in its editorial that it wa 
by request. 

When the resolution was presented to me I went 
clerk’s office, three of the clerks of whom are sitting het 
will bear testimony to the truth of what I am saying. 
what was a Representative to do when asked to intro: 
or resolution that he did not wish to be responsible for- 
the proper thing to do? I was told by them that 
know what the custom was, but when a resolution 
duced if the Member stated it was done by request that T 
him from personal responsibility. I took this precaut 
troducing the resolution in order that my action might 
to that of the regular custom. Now. Mr. Speaker, 1n 
myself, and in justice as well to those who believe in 
tion, I ask that the resolutions as printed may be sup] 

| that others may be printed in their stead in accordan 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 29, 1904. | 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE, 


Walker W. Joynes,a second lieutenant, to be a first lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, in place of 
Percy W. Thompson, promoted. 

Percy W. Thompson, a first lieutenant, to be a captain in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States,in place of John W. 
Howison, retired. 

Horatio N. Wood, a first assistant engineer, to be a chief engi- 
neer with the rank of first lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service of the United States, in place of James A. Severns, retired. 

John Q. Walton, a first assistant engineer, to be a chief engi- 
neer with the rank of first lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service of the United States, in place of John E. Jefferis, retired. 


nv 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 29, 1904. 
MERCHANDISE. 

John Linzee Snelling to be appraiser of merchandise in the dis- 
rict of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of Massachusetts. 
POSTMASTERS. 

ARIZONA. 

George W. Dietz to be postmaster 

Yavapai and Territory of Arizona. 
CALIPORNIA. 

Martin C. Beem to be postmaster at Fort Jones, in the county 
of Siskiyou and State of California. 

Percy B. Fulton to be postmaster 
Tulare and State of California. 

E. T. Ketcham to be postmaster at Santa Maria, in the county 
of 8S: California. 


APPRAISER OF 


at Congress, in the county of 


at Dinuba, in the county of 


inta Barbara and State of ¢ 
John W. Wood to be postmaster at Pasadena, in the county of 
Los Angeles and State of California. 
IOWA. 
Walter M. Cousins to be postmaster at Alden, in the county of 
Hardin and State of Iowa. 
KANSAS. 
June B. Smith to be postmaster at Cottonwood Falls, in the 
county of Chase and State of Kansas. 
MAINE. 
Rufus C. Reed to be postmaster at Damariscotta, in the county 
of Lincoln and State of Maine. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
George P. Bliss to be postmaster at Florence, in the county of 
Hampshire and State of Massachusetts. 
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cordance with the records of the House. This is 

vontly a mistake of the printer and not of those who keep the 
ei House, as the books here show that the resolution 





fact and in ac 
apy) 


rds in the 











z ntroduced by request. , 
Woha SPEAKER. The Journal seems to be correct. What is 
ha gentleman's request? . P 

— THAYER. ‘That the resolutions already printed be sup- 
veoeand and that others be printed in their stead, containing a 
cord of the fact. P 

Mr. PAYNE. Did the gentleman write the words on the back 
of tho resolution that it was introduced by request? 

‘Mr. THAYER. Idid; and I hold the original resolution in my 
hand with t words indorsed thereon. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the printed bills in exist- 


ei 


ence Will be suppressed, 80 far as it relates tothe House document 
room, and a new print will be ordered in accordance with the 
gentleman's suggestion. The Chair hears no objection. 
The Journal was then approved. 
URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL, 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 


the Union for the further consideration of the urgent deficiency 
n was agreed to; and accordingly the House resolved 
‘ommittee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Mr. TAWNEY in the chair. 


The moti 


into ( 





rhe CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 


of the bill H. R. 10954, the urgent deficiency appropriation bill. 
(General debate having been exhausted, the Clerk will proceed 
with the re ading of the bill. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
1OWS: 

yenses of the Commission on International Exchange, appointed 

‘ovisions of the sundry civil act of March 3, 1903, to bring about 
a fixes iship between gold-standard and silver-using countries, $100,000. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a 
point of order against the provision just read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Thatitis new legislation and has no 
authorization by any act of Congress and has never been consid- 
ered by Congress. I make the point of order with the full ex- 
pectation that it will be recognized, and,if it is,I do not care to 
» the time of the House in discussing it. I will ask the gen- 
leman from Indiana, in charge of the bill, if he does not recog- 
nize the fact that the point of order is well taken? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. No; Mr. Chairman, I insist that itis not 
subject to a point of order. 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state that 
this matter has never been before Congress in any way, shape, or 
manner, except an item of $25,000 in the sundry civil bill of last 
year. I call the attention of the Chairman to repeated decisions 
by the chairmen of committees in this House that such an item 

«lin an appropriation bill in one year does not constitute an 





i 
tale 
VAK 
; 

l 





orit 


ity in such a way as to permit it in the shape of new legisla- 


I call the attention 
Chairman especially to page 346 of the Digest, which reads: 
ppropriation for an object in an annual appropriation bill makes law 
vba year, aes S es not become “existing law" to justify a continu- 

That would absolutely throw this item out of this bill. I also 
call attention of the chairman to page 349 of the Digest, relating 
to Salaries, Which reads as follows: 


tion to be put on another appropriation bill. 


or the 





on e absence of a general law fixing the salary, the amount appropriated 
iation bill has sometimes been held to be the legal salary, 
mof the general rule that the appropriation bill makes | 
‘W only for the year. 


ion now to the next citation: 

‘propriation for a salary does not thereby create an office, so 
a on ‘ropriations in succeeding years. 

- ! call the attention of the chairman to the item itself to 
viich J am ref 


ve 


‘all attent 


as to just fy ; 


r, and which reads as follows: 
( a t © Pre sident to cooperate throuch diplomatic channels with 
e nuts of Mexico, China, Japan, and other countries for the pur- 
iin the message of the President and accompanying notes sub- 
‘ress January 29, 1903, and printed as Senate Document No. 119, 
ritty-seventh Congress, $25,000. 


our sae hai man, there was absolutely no authority what- 
Helios tes an ' “ppropriation at that time. It never was in the 
this bit ee way, shape, or manner prior to its being put onto 
nite he ee ndment by the Senate. It was not only in vio- 


tha r . . . . . . 
rules of the re 8 of this House, but it was in violation of the 
. QO 1@ NM 
The 


nate itself. 
CHAIRMAN, 

form the Chair the 

this com 


p 
Now. Mr 


page on which the 


aoe oe original law authorizing 
mission is to be found? 


Will the gentleman from Connecticut in- | 
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Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will take great pleasure in sub- 
mitting the law itself to the Chair. That amendment never was 
in this House. It was notan original item inthe sundry civil bill 
last year. It was an amendment put on of $100,000 in the Senate, 
in violation of its own rules as well as in violation of the rules of 
the House, and came over here when the bill was brought back 
from the Senate. It was reduced in conference from $100,000 
to $25,000, and I think I may say, and that I knew at the time, 
that that was to be the end of that proposition. The $25,000 in- 
serted in violation of the rules in both bodies last year, it is now 
claimed becomes an authorization for all future time. 

Mr. PAYNE. May I ask the gentleman a question? What 
difference does it make whether it was against the rules or not, 
if it became a law finally? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It makes no difference as a legal 
proposition, I suppose, but it makes a very great difference in 
another way, and it seems to me it is time that the House of Rep- 
resentatives asserted its own dignity and began to put a stop to 
that kind of procedure. 

Mr. PAYNE. The House can not prescribe rules for the Sen- 





ate. I wish it could. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Now, Mr. Chairman, I make this 
claim, that the appropriation, as inserted in the sundry civil bill 
last year, without any previous authorization, terminated with 
that appropriation, in accordance with decisions made over and 


over again, and that putting it on here in a new appropriation 
bill is new legislation, and that point of order has been sustained 
over and over again by past decisions of the House. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, this question substantially 
was determined the other day in respect to an item on the army 
appropriation bill, where, by amendment of the Senate, $400,000 
was appropriated for the construction of a building at Washing- 
ton Barracks. I made the point of order that its not being au- 
thorized by law, an additional appropriation for that work was 
not in order, and that the fixing of $400,000 in the bill was a limit, 
and that no appropriation in addition to the $100,000 could be 
made. The item went upon the bill just exactly as this item 
upon the sundry civil bill in the last Congress. It was a Sei 
amendment, which was agreed to in conference, and of course 
passed the House, as all of the provisions have to pass the House 
before they become law. 

The Chair then held that, being a public work in progress, the 


trent 
went 


iate 


| item of $300,000 on the army appropriation bill wasin order. I 


rring, as found in the sundry civil bill of last | 





think the Chair was correct in that holding. 
of law: 


Here is a provision 


To enable the President to cooperate through diplomatic channels with 
the Governments of Mexico, China, Japan, and other countries, for the pur- 


pose set forth in the message of the President and accompanying notes, sub- 
mitted to Congress January 29, 1908, and printed as Senate Decument No. 119, 
second session, Fifty-seventh Congress, $25,000. 

There is authority authorizing this appropriation and author- 
izing the Government to enter upon this public work—to wit, the 
bringing about through diplomatic channels and otherwise cer- 

SD 


Now, that work 
That Cx 


tain agreements with Mexico, China, and Japan. 
isin progress. A Commission has been appointed. 
mission is now at work under authority of this law. 

On this bill we report a provision for $100,000 more of appro- 
priation to continue this work which is now in progress, and which 
was authorized by law passed in the last session of the Fifty- 
seventh Congress. 


TY) < 
Jiad 


It is exactly the case which was decided by 
the Chair five or six days ago, where I contended on the other 
side of the proposition that where an appropriation of $400,000 
was made the work was limited to the $400,000. The Chair held I 
was not rightin my contention and that the gentleman from Iowa 


| [Mr. HuLu] was right in his, and that that being a public work 


in progress the additional appropriation could be made. It is ex- 
actly the same case, and I have no doubt the Chair will rule in 
the same way. 

Mr. LIND. 


Will the gentleman permit mea question? DolI 


mr 


understand the tenor of his argument to be that our Government 
is committed to the proposition of international bimetallism? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Oh, not at all. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That is the effect of it. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Oh, no: there is absolutely nothing in 


this provision that gives anybody the right to commit the Gov- 
ernment to any proposition. Congress alone can commit the 
Government. 

Mr. LIND. There is no law authorizing it? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Here is the law: 


To enable the President—— 


Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman permit another question? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I hope the gentleman will allow n 
answer the one he has already submitted. 


18 to 


To enable the President to cooperate through diplomatic channels with 
the Governments of Mexico, China, Japan, and other countries for the pur- 
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pose set rorth in the message of the Pr sident and accompanying notes sub- 
mitted to Congress January 29, 1903, and printed as Senate Document No. 119, 
second session Fifty-seventh Congress, $25,000. 

Now, as I understand that provision, it authorized the Presi- 
dent to appoint a commission to try to bring about a fixed rate of 


the United States—— 

Mr. LIND. A fixed rate of exchange for gold and silver. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Giving to that Commission no power in 
any shape or manner to commit the Government, but simply to 


try to bring about some arrangement which should afterwards be | 


submitted for approval to the Congress of the United States and 


to the legislative body of the country or countries joining in the | 


; .e ] | used this language: 
exchange between Mexico, China, Japan, and other countries and | 





agreement. 
Mr. LIND. Then does not the gentleman contend that the 


legislation is committed to the proposition of securing stability of 
international exchange as to gold and silver? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The Government is not committed to it 
inany way. Weare simply trying to bring about, through our 
diplomatic corps and through this Commission, fixed rates of ex- 
change. When such an agreement has been brought about by 
negotiation, then Congress will have to legislate upon the ques- 
tion. TheGovernmentcan only be committed by legislation—not 


at with other countries. 


swer is this: If, as I understand, existing law commits the Gov- 
ernment to these negotiations, then the point of order is not well 
taken. If it does not, the point of order is well taken, it seems 
to me. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 
his statement. Of course, the Government will not be committed 
to any agreement made by this Commission. 
Commission is to bring about fixed rates of exchange between this 
country and other countries. 
tween citizens of this country and citizens of Mexico—I may not 
be exactly accurate, but I understand the fact to be that the price 
of exchange in Mexico ranged last year from about $2.16 to $2.85. 


So a merchant in Mexico buying, we will say, an engine and a | 


boiler from some manufacturer in the United States to-day con- 
tracts to have the engine and boiler delivered sixty days from now. 
It may be that exchange to-day is $2.20, but on the day of the de- 
livery of that machinery it may have run up to $2.50. There is 
no fixed basis on which business can be done as between the two 
countries. 

Now, this Commission hopes to bring about a fixed rate of ex- 
change, so that when the Mexican merchant undertakes to deal 
with a merchant of the United States he will know on what basis 
payment is to be made. Whether or not such an arrangement 


can be brought about between this country and Mexico, China, | 


Japan, and others, is a great question. It can not be solved in a 
day or a year. It means long diplomatic negotiations between 
the different countries. But if it can be brought about all agree 
it would be of great benefit to the United States. 

Now, it is proposed to continue the services of this Commission 
that is trying to bring about that condition of affairs, and when 
they have progressed to such a point that they think they have 
something to report to Congress they will make report, and we 
shall have the opportunity to determine whether we are willing 
to commit the Government to any scheme which the Commission 
may suggest. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, I should be glad to be 
heard a moment on the point of order, directly. I simply wish to 
call the attention of the Chair to the history of the legislation for 
which this particular item seeks to make provision by an addi- 
tional appropriation. In the latter days of December, 1902, or, 
perhaps, the early days of January, 1903, the Chinese and Mexi- 
can Governments 


restored. The Committee of the Whole will come to order. 
pause.] The gentleman will now proceed. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. It is not my purpose, Mr. Chairman, to 


address myself to the merits of this item, but directly to the ques- | 


tion of order which is raised, and in doing so to call the attention 
of the Chair briefly to the history of the legislation relating to 
this subject, which, I believe, throws some material light on the 
solution of the point of order. 

InJ anuary, 1903, the Mexicanand Chinese Governments, through 
their accredited representatives to the United States, made writ- 
ten request of the President of the United States for some plan | 
through which the three Governments might cooperate in arriv- | 
ing at a system of international exchange for the benefit of the | 
merchants of gold-standard countries dealing with countries | 
which used silver. Those communications were, through the | 
Secretary of State, made to the President, and on the 29th day of ! 


| of three men, and through his Secretary of State gave instructions 


point of order is not well taken, because this Government by prior | 4, them, and by those instructions they are to-day bound, Thx 


| Commission has pursued its order of business under those instrye. 


Mr. LIND. The question to which I desire to get a specific an- the Chair to ac& him a question? 


I do not think the gentleman is correct in | 


The object of the | object such as is contemplated by the rule allowing 


an . . | tions of this kind? 
For instance, in the dealings be- | 


| of the matter. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend until order is not want to do it. 


[A | 
| the point of order, I shall have the same amount of time ! 


JANUARY 99 
vy 


January, 1903, by message to Congress, addressed to bot) Hor 
thereof, the President called that proposition to the atte 
Congress and asked for legislation which would enable hin 


: ° . 1tO pm 
in operation some such plan. In his message of January oot 
7 *! U6 
I recommend that the Executive be given snfficient Powers to lena a 
support of the United States in such manner and to such devros oe 
deem expedient to the purposes of the two Governments. 


Those purposes I briefly referred to. In keeping with that » 
quest and recommendation of the Executive, the Concrece -.4. 
3d of March, enacted into law on the sundry civil th 
giving that power, carrying with it an appropriati 
to the President. 

Acting under that law the President designated a comp 


IISsign 


as } 


; On the 
v1 l | { he item 


Mor $25.00 


have no other power, in law or equity, to bind this Governmen te 
any proposition, but under the law under which they are operating 
must report back through the Executive to the Congress, Thy: 


tions and has made report through the President to the Coney 


| and at this session the President transmitted that report to ths 
| Congress, with a message recommending the further appropria. 
pria 


; : — -¥" | tion provided for in this bill. 
by any agreement which this Commission may be able to arrive | I 


The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Indiana perp; 


pel 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair takes it that the gentleman wil] 
not contend that this item can be sustained under any ot! 
than that relating to public works and objects already in progress, 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I was going to say, Mr. Chairman— 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, does the gentleman consider, under 


the rulings of the Chair heretofore, that this is a public work or 


Mr. OVERSTREET. I certainly believe that 
within that, and I was just upon the point of stating to 
that this very Commission, carrying out the instru 
through the Secretary of State, is now at work. It is acon 
ing project, and this item of appropriation is to provide fi 
continuance by an additional appropriation. 

All of this, Mr. Chairman, is a part of the records 


| Every step of its progress has been made public | 

| messages of the President, and the last one I refer | 

| in which he refers specifically to this very item, statin: 
| message the necessity and importance of continuing t! 


or investigation, because they have only begun in the first inves 
tigation by visits to European capitals, and are now progr 
with their work at the Japanese and Chinese courts. It 
directly within the purview of the authority of this H 

by its rules, where a project has been authorized t! 

its continuance has been demonstrated, and the im 
additional appropriation made plain in order to 


| think the point of order is not well taken, for th 


referred to by the Chair, that it is a project not 


| which has already been authorized and for which 


vision of expenditure has been made. 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman,I do1 
cuss the merits of the proposition. I am ready t 


| sition to the chairman of the Committee on Ap} 


distinctly tried to avoid discussing the merits of 
gentlemen on the other side have now taken about 
referring largely to the merits of the bill. The g 
Indiana in discussing the point of order has referr 
Weil, it depends a good deal on w 


tory. I will give.a history of this thing entirely 


| that which the gentleman from Indiana has given, ‘ 


mit the whole facts to the House, if that becomes n 
I am perfectly willing to leave t! 

the point of order right now with the Chairman of the ( 

of the Whole, with the understanding that if his decis 


gentlemen have already taken to discuss the merits 
sition on an amendment that I shall offer. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I have no objection to that. 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Very well; I am rea‘ 


| the point of order without another word. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to call to ‘ 
of the committee the language of this paragraph 4 
the point of order has been made; for it seems to t! 
that language that the appropriation is not in co 
such a public work or object in progress as the se 
Rule XXI contemplates: 


For expenses of the Commission on International Exc! 


| under the provisions of the sundry civil act of March 3, 103 


a fixed relationship between gold-standard and silver-using © 
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+o naragraph does not state specifically what these expenses 
, pager of the language of the act, which the Chair has 
ero it, creating or authorizing the President to create the Com- 
ie referred to, it is reasonable to infer that this appropria- 
on is for the payment of salaries and other expenses of employees 
ie ‘ent—that is, employees at large, as contradistin- 
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mission appointed for the purpose of fixing the boundary line 
between Alaska and the United States? 
Mr. HAY. No; Ican not. I do not know of any such law. 
The CHAIRMAN. Inthe opinion of the Chair, there was some 
legislative authority for the existence of the Commission that has 
settled the boundary question between the United States and 
Great Britain in respect to the boundary between the United 





if » overnmen 
oa from employees of the Departments, and duties, too, that 
one tel defined by law. In the opinion of the Chair it is difficult |! States and Alaska. 


to see how the paragraph can be sustained under the provision of 
Rule XXI, to which the Chair has referred. That rule reads as 


llows: . 
— appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for an expenditure not previously au- 
thorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public 


works and objects as are already in progress. ; 

The question is whether this Commission, the purpose of its cre- 
ation and the continuation of its duties, is such a public object 
already in progress as this rule intends. On this question the 
uniform ruling or holding of previous Chairmen has been that 
public works or objects already in progress authorizing appropri- 
ations not provided for by law had to be of a tangible, substantial 
nature, like the erection of buildings, construction of roads, etc. 

The Chair finds in the Book of Precedents a decision on a very 
similar state of facts; the decision was made by Mr. Payson, of 
Illinois, who then occupied the chair: 


On April 25, 1890, the House was in Committee of the Whole House on the 

state of the Union, considering the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
riation bill. 

Pethe Clerk having read the paragrage relating to salaries in the Interior 
Department, Mr. Joseph D. Sayers, of Texas, made a point of order that there 
was a provision for nine members of a Board of Pension Appeals, to be ap- 
pointed by the Secretary of the Interior, at a salary of $2,000 each, whereas 
the law constituting the Board provided for three members only. 

After debate, on the succeeding day the Chairman gave his ruling. He 
said that legislation of like character had been adopted on the bill for the past 
five years, but it appeared from the RecorpD that no point of order was 
urgedagainst the provision. The existing law was found in the Revised Stat- 
utes, pages 26 and 27.“ Four classes of clerks and three salaries are provided 
for,” continued the Chairman. 


After reciting the law providing for a less number on the Board 
of Pension Appeals, the Chair said: 

If this provision is properly in this bill at all, the point of order being 
raised against it, it must be, in the judgment of the Chair, because it is con- 
nected with an “ object already in progress” under the statutes of the United 
States. Now, it is urged in behalf of those opposing the point of order that 
because an appeal is alowed from the Commissioner of Pensions to the Sec- 
retary of the 
retary of the Interior to personall 


perform all of the duties devolving upon 
the 


office he holds, and because it has been thought advantageous, in the per- 


formance of the duties devolving upon the head of that Department, to | 


ren 





r the assistance in the direction indicated by this provision by a board 


nterior, and because it is a physical impossibility for the Sec- | 


Mr. HAY. That was a treaty; there was not a law, as I under- 
standit. The point I make is—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I suggest to the Chair that a treaty is 
about the highest law known. 

Mr. HAY. I submit to the Chair that this is entirely new; 
there is no law heretofore, and it is certainly not in order upon 
an urgent deficiency bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that this appro- 
priation, which is to defray the expense of marking the boundary 
and making the necessary surveys between the Territory of Alaska 
and the Dominion of Canada, is in continuation of a tangible pub- 
lic work already begun. The Commission was created by author- 
ity of law for the purpose of defining that boundary line in 
accordance with a treaty between the United States and Great 
Britain, and an appropriation was made for the purpose of ascer- 
taining the exact boundary. Volume 32, page 1138, Statutes at 
Large, provides for or authorizes the beginning of the work of 
marking this boundary. The paragraph against which the gen- 
tleman has made the point of order is in continuation of that 
public work which is to mark the boundary line as ascertained by 
= Commission, and the Chair therefore overrules the point of 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Consular service in Manchuria: For the balance of the fiscal year 1904: 


| Consul-general at Mukden, Manchuria, at the rate of $4,000 per annum; consul 


at An-tung, Manchuria, at the rate of $4,000 per annum; in all, $3,318.68, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend page 4,in line 21, 
by striking out the words ‘‘ four thousand,’’ before the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ three thousand five 


| hundred:;”’ so it will read ‘‘ $3,500.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers the fol- 





of pension appeals in his office, as a part of the executive force of the office, | 
that therefore it is one of the “ objects’ contemplated by the rule ‘“asalready | 


ss 


in progres 
House yesterday, that that point was well taken; but upon consideration, 


The Chair was inclined to think, on the adjournment of the | similar salary by reducing this one, the Committee on Foreign 


and upon such reflection as the Chair has been able to give\to the matter | . 
| fiscal year, at $3,500, and it ought not to be $4,000 here. 


later, the Chair is inclined to think that it can not be so held. 
The ruleimposes this limitation on the power of the Houseas to legislation 
onappropriation bills: That no appropriations shall be made thereby for any 


mal : ; 
expenditure not previously authorized by law, unless such proposed expendi- 
ture isin continuation of a public work or an ao already in poares: that 
is, a public work or object previously authorized by statute and not yet com- | 
plete ( i 


: ‘Public works” contemplated, in the judgment of the Chair, clearly con- 
emp 


readily suggest themselves. 

So the question only remains, Does the expression “objects already in 
progress” include the duties to be performed by this board during the ensu- 
ing year? The Chair held it did not, and sustained the point of order. 

This decision has been repeatedly cited and followed in like and 
similar cases, and since the provision against which the gentle- 


man from Connecticut [Mr. Hr] has made the point of order | 


merely provides for continuing the duties of this Commission for 
—_ r year, it does not, in the opinion of the Chair, appropriate 
- the continuation of such an ‘‘ object already in progress’’ as 
7 - rule contemplates, Therefore the Chair sustains the point of 
{ er, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
wee enable the Secretary of State tomark the boundary, and make the sur- 
of Cann dental thereto, between the Territory of Alaska and the Dominion 
and oe. contormity with the award of the Alaskan Boundary Tribunal 
= ‘ing treaties, $100,000, to remain available until the close of the fiscal 


year 1%, 





Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order on the | 


paragraph which has just been read, on the 


egislati ground that it isnew 
= Sla0lon, 


Mr. HEMENWAY. If the Chair isin doubt, I want to be heard | 


upon it. 
rei? CHAIRMAN, Towhat part of the bill does the gentleman 
0 ~ Y. Page 2, beginning of line 9. 
ao AIRMAN, The Chair desires to ask the gentleman | 
tes ro if he will cite to the Chair the law authorizing 
SU sslon? 
Mr. HAY. I can 
The CHAIR “ mn not hear the Chair. 


AN. The Chair desires to know if the gentleman 


Tom Virginia can cite to the Chair the law authorizing the Com- 


ates tangible matters, as buildings, roads, and such other matters as | 


lowing amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 21 strike out the words “four thousand” and insert “three thou- 
sand five hundred.” 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, we have no objection to 
the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. HITT. This is done in order to make the two consulates of 


Affairs having fixed that salary permanently, to begin in the next 


The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls the attention of the gentle- 
man from Illinois to the fact that the total will have to be changed. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iask unanimous consent thatthe total be 
corrected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
| mous consent that the total be corrected in accordance with the 
amendment. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

Office of the Secretary: For two clerks of class 4, to be engaged during the 
remainder of the fiscal year 1904 in revising the customs regulations, $1,496.82, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order on that 
paragraph that it creates or authorizes the employment of two 
new clerks. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do not care to discuss it; but I simply 
call the attention of the Chair to the fact that I think if the Chair 
will read section 161 of the Revised Statutes he will see that it 
| authorizes Congress to provide from time to time such number of 
| clerks as they think necessary for the proper conduct of the busi- 
| ness of the Government, and from time to time the Chair has 
| held that items of this kind are in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand that the Re- 
vised Statutes provide and authorize the employment of clerks? 
| Mr. HEMENWAY. Why, certainly; such number of clerks 
| as Congress shall provide from time to time for the public service. 
| The CHAIRMAN. To what section of the Revised Statutes 
does the gentleman refer? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I think it is section i161. 

| taken about that we will look it up. 

Mr. HAY. That objection does not meet the rule of the House. 
Congress has not provided for these twoclerks. It is now pro- 

viding for the clerks and appropriating for them, and no such 
expenditure has been previously authorized by law. 


If we are mis- 
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Oo ees—“ 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair finds, upon examining the Re- 
vised Statutes, that it is section 169 instead of 161 that authorizes 
this appropriation. The section reads as follows: 

The head of a Department is authorized to employ in his Department such 
number of clerks of the several classes recognized by law and such messen- 
gers, assistant messengers, copyists, watchmen, laborers.and other em- 
ployees, and at such rates of compensation, respectively, as may be appro- 
priated for by Congress from year to year. 


Now, in the opinion of the Chair, this statute authorizes the 


employment of the clerks provided for in this paragraph, against | 


which the gentleman from Virginia has made the point of order. 


These clerks are described as ‘‘ clerks of class 4;’’ and that being | 
one of the classes recognized by law, the point of order is over- | 


ruled. 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, do I understand the Chair to say | 


that under that ruling the various heads of Departments have the 


right to employ any number of clerks they choose and that Con- | r : 
| man’s own statement in the RECORD a day or twoas 
| the Government about $100,000 a year. 

i 


gress will therefore be obliged to appropriate for them? 
The CHAIRMAN. No; that is not the ruling of the Chair. 


The appropriation must precede the appointment, and the Chair | 


therefore overrules the point of order. 
The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 


1904, $7,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I would like to ask the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations why the twenty-five skilled laborers are provided for in 


for, and why they are needed at this particular time? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will say to the gentleman from Virginia 
that the work of the Post-Office Department is behind, and call 
his attention to page 14 of the hearings. He willsee that in order 
to bring the work up these clerks are provided for. On the legis- 
lative bill a number are provided for, quite a number more than 
are provided for here. 

Mr. HAY. They are skilled workmen? 


Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. If I should withdray 
point of order, I think it would be renewed by some other gentle. 
man. + Cohaat 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It does not in any way bind Congress, 
simply secures the information necessary by which the yor, 
can be brought about. ae 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman. 
said, if I withdraw the point of order, I have no doubt 
renewed. This whole legislation is evidently a swee; 
in existing law. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. There is no doubt but that the 
man’s point of order is well taken if he insists upon it: ut | 
the fact that this will furnish information by which a c 
form can be brought about and large sums of money saved to ¢) 
Government. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. According to the een) 


+} 
t 


as I have 
i wil] be 


Ms Changs 


Mr. HEMENWAY. About a hundred and thirty-five t! 


| dollars each year. 


| statement made in the Recorp was that it was 


Office of Auditor for the Post-Office Department: For twenty-five skilled | 
laborers, at the rate of $720 per annum each, for the balance of the fiscal year | 


Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Well, Mr. Chairma 
about $1 
Now, this is the initial step toward the abolition of a | 


ber of customs districts from Maine to Florida and a] 


| cific coast, and we think that this legislation is too sw 


| an appropriation bill; that if it is desirable to reorg 


steps to do so, by this proposed inquiry, the cust 


( | tricts, there ought to be a separate bill for that pur; 
this bill, whether or not they have been heretofore appropriated | 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I h 


| in reply to the chairman of the committee: He says | 


| form that is needed. Where is the proof? The gent] 


New York [Mr. PAYNE] well said the other day that 
need overhauling; that there ought to be reform in t! 


| laws. But weshould have a full hearing, proof, and a full: 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Skilled laborers to count the money orders, | 


of which there are about 500 pounds a day, that come in and have 


to be sorted out. It is done by skilled laborers much cheaper | 


than it could be done by clerks, and these are provided for in this 
bill, so that the work can be brought up. 

Mr. HAY. I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The President is hereby authorized to establish convenient districts for 
he collection of revenue from customs, and for that purpose may subdivide 


any State or Territory within or appurtenant to the United States, or may | 


unite two or more States or Territories within or appurtenant to the United 


States, or any part or parts thereof, into one district, and may, from time to | 
time, alter said districts: Provided, That there shall be no more than 123 col- | 


lection districts. 


Mr. POWERS of Maine. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 


order against the paragraph commencing at line 14 on page 13, | 


and ending with line 22, that it is new legislation, and, in my 


it changes existing law, and not only one existing law, but a good 
many existing laws. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I would like to | 


ask if the point of order was made to the whole paragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Maine to make the point of order to that part of the bill on page 
13, from line 14 to 22, inclusive. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. Yes; to the whole paragraph. 


graph, if enacted into law, would bring about a great reform, re- 
sulting in great saving of money to the Government, I have no 
doubt that the point of order is well taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order made by the gentleman 
from Maine is sustained. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow- 
ing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 13 insert the following: 

“The President is authorized to inquire and report to Congress, at the be- 


ginning of its next session, what reorganization and consolidation of existing 
districts for the collection of revenue from customs can and should be made, 


then act. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. The Secretary of the Treasury points 


| the condition, and estimates that $135,000 a year, I think i 


be paid. Itis very clear,if the gentleman will take the r 
the Secretary of the Treasury, that in some instances we a1 
ing as high as $600 for the collection of $1. If we can sto 
it will be a great reform. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Notwithstanding the Trea 
port, it has not been called to the attention of the House un 
days ago, when the gentleman from New York, whose com: 
Ways and Means—has had charge of the customs law 
this House and said that they ought to be overhauled. 

Now, certainly an appropriation bill is not the place to ov 
general laws. If there should be a reformation in thi 
not simply information, then let it come in by general leg 
as is suggested by the gentleman from North Carolina 
THomas] and as the gentleman from New York {[ Mr. P 
wisely intimated to the distinguished chairman who rey 


; ° . ° =) : | bill. ing ¢ forma 
judgment, not very wise legislation, or in the interest of economy. | ill. Instead of that, we are undertaking a r 


without any information about it. Why was not the } 
matter referred to in the report of the Treasury refer: 
Ways and Means Committee for that committee to rep: 

Mr. Chairman, I have no seaports in my district. Thi: 
ply a question of policy as to whether or not we should rij 
laws here all at once and get to be very frugal and penuriv 


| saving the money in the Treasury on little matters and 


so as to reduce the same to not exceeding 123 in number; whether such reor- | 


ganization and consolidation would be in the interest of better administration 
and reduction of expenditures; and if so, in what particulars and to what 
extent.”’ 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 


same rule; that it is a change of existing law and new legislation 
on an appropriation bill. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I hope the gentleman will not make the 


millions and millions of dollars slide through our hand 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, while I believe the para- | appropriation bills, as we have for the last five or six } 


out being challenged at all by gentlemen on the other 

for this reform, but let it come regularly, fully, « 

We can see ourselves where we should use the pruning 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Nor' 

withdraw his point of order? ; 
Mr. THOMAS of NorthCarolina. Mr. Chairman, | « 

I ought to withdraw it. a 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point « 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Supplies furnished destitute natives of Alaska during an ¢} 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers ot th 

the provisions of the deficiency act of March 8, 1903, on acc 

furnished to destitute natives of Alaska during an epidemic int! 

as follows: Alaska Exploration Company, San Francisco, Ua 

Commercial Company, San Francisco, Cal., $25,828.15; North A1 : 

portation and Trading Company, Seattle, Wash., $1,552.25; in a1), ; 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I move to “' 


| out the last word. I wish to ask the chairman of the ‘ 
Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I make the | 


point of order that this proposed amendment is subject to the | 


| 


if the information called for in the proposed amendment wir" 
he submitted a few moments ago can not be furnished bow 
the President and officers of the Government. ; 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Why, I suppose a resolution ¢ 
passed asking for the information, and I think if the chai! 


point of order, as this only seeks information by which a great | the proper committee would make the request for informauv"’ 


reform can be brought about. 


could be secured in that way. 
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Mr. JONES of Washington. I should certainly think so. ; 
Mr. COWHERD. Mr, Chairman, I would like to ask the chair- 
‘an what was the authorization for the expenditure of this 
ni by these companies—whether they were authorized to ex- 
pend ‘+ in any Dill; and, if so, how much. : 

Mr. HEMENWAY. As lI remember it, at the last session of 
Congress the Senate put on an appropriation for these items by 
smendment; the Departments were instructed to ascertain what, 
if anything, was due from the Government to these different 
companies, and to have the amounts reported to Congress. 

Mr. COWHERD. Due from the Government to those com- 
nanies for assistance furnished the Indians? Or was it for sup- 
lies, or what was it? ; : 

Mr. HEMENWAY. They were furnished in the regular way, 
following the law, were sent down for payment, but there was 
come lack of information at the last session of Congress as to 
whether or not they were accurate. — 

Mr. COWHERD. What I am getting at and what I want to 
know is if there is any law now on the statute books providing 
for the furnishing of supplies to the destitute Indians in Alaska. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. think not. The gentleman will remem- 
ber that this was the result of the famine which occurred up 
there some four years ago. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman will 
remember—I don’t know whether he will or not—that two or three 
the House—to have an amendment made to that bill, providing for 
an appropriation to furnish supplies to those Indians who at that 
time the evidence showed were dying by the thousands from 


famine. If I remember correctly, the gentleman from Indiana | 
(Mr. Hemenway ]—at least Iam certain the chairman of thecom- | 


mittee at that time—opposed the appropriation, and we were un- 


able to get the relief we sought. I want to know now whether this | 


is payment for that relief furnished without law? 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Ithink these supplies were furnished prior | 
to that time; but I will state that the chairman of the Committee | 
on Appropriations would still oppose legislation of that kind to | 


permanently appropriate a sum for the care of those Indians. 
W hen it becomes absolutely necessary and there is danger of fam- 
ine, they will be taken care of, and Congress will find a way to 
ascertain the amounts that ought tobe paid. Here is the legisla- 
tion under which these amounts are paid: 
The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and required to ex- 
neand adjust the accounts of the Alaska Commercial nee. the North 
in Transportation and Trading Company, and the Alaska Explora- 
ion Company for supplies furnished and services rendered to the sick, desti- 
tute, and starving natives of Alaska during an epidemic of disease over that 
country in the year 1900. 
Now, under that legislation these amounts were ascertained 
and are now appropriated for, and I have no doubt ‘f there is oc- 
casion in the future for aid up there it will be furnished; but I 











do not believe it to be good policy to put on an appropriation bill | 
an annual sum, so that those people will depend upon receiving so | 
much of Government aid each year of their livesand thereby quit | 
trying to support themselves, because that has been the history of | 


all such things. 

Mr. COWHERD. But does the gentleman believe it is better 
to let these companies furnish such aid as they please in such places 
as they please rather than that it should be furnished through 
Government officers, if the Government in the end is to pay for it? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. As the gentleman will see, this appropria- 
tion is not for deficiencies for the year 1904, but is to take care of 
anitem for 1900. I understand there has been no difficulty of this 
kind since these supplies were furnished at that time. 

Mr. CO WI {ERD, On the contrary, if the gentleman will per- 
mit me, I will read from a report showing that 20 per cent of those 
people have died at that time from epidemic, without any assist- 
ance practically having been furnished from the Government. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Well, I do not—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

2 oi HERD. Aslongas the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 


Svetlana has occupied most of my time, I ask an additional 
ve minutes, 


Mr. HEMENWAY. I hope it will be granted. 


f us attempted—I think when the last sundry civil bill was before | 
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defend themselves from their attacks. We have passed game 
laws to protect the bears and have left the Indians to die from 
starvation. We have passed game laws to protect the walrus, and 
we have made a closed season that prohibits the Indians from ob- 
taining at the one time that he can obtain it what was formerly 
for them a greatsource of food supply. And these people are the 
only Indians in all the world that never raised their hands against 
the white man—the only Indians whose houses have been open to 
every stranger that came knocking at the door. 

These are Indians who, the Government officers say, have abso- 
lutely deprived their families of the means of subsistence in order 
to feed the white man. These Indians we are leaving to die there 
from epidemic and starvation, in order to protect the game of the 
country for the casual hunter that may come there. 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that this is a blotch upon the legisla- 
tion of the country—it is a reproach upon the humanity of our 
legislation that we sit here and permit it. I submit it would be 
much better for our own race, as well for the Indians, that we 
should legislate to preserve the Indian rather than to preserve 
the game, and I remember when this legislation was before the 
House we were told that the purpose of the law was to preserve 
the game for the Indian and not from him. 

We are spending millions of dollars in introducing civilization, 
as we say, to the people out yonder in the Philippines, thousands 
of miles, and getting back little or nothing in return. Hereisa 
piece of territory from which we are drawing millions of dollars 
in gold production; yet we are refusing year after year to furnish 
the Government officers there with the pittance which would en- 
able them to take care of this last remnant of a most interesting 
people—a people, too, who, as reports show, have always extended 
to us the utmost friendliness and who to-day are perishing from 
the face of the earth because of tlre conditions that we have 
thrown around them. 

Let me read you from a report made by a Senate committee 
that has investigated this subject: 


They are hunters by nature and habit, and before the influx of the whites 
were able and willing to care for themselves, but through the game laws 
they are wholly deprived of their chief means of maintenance. Why they 
should be deprived of their immemorial right to hunt at will passes the com- 
prehension of the committee. In a territory so vast as that of Alaska, many 
sections of which have never been trodden by the foot of a white maz, where 
the mountains are lofty, rugged, inaccessible, and almost impenetrable, it is 
folly to claim that danger of extermination or even depletion of the amount 
of valuable game exists at the hands of the natives. 

The sea lion and the walrus are protected by their natural habitat from 
danger of extermination at their hands. The decrease in the number of wal- 


' rus has come through their systematic slaughter by whalers, who, having 





me. § HAIRMAN, Is there objection to allowing the gentle- 
nan Irom Missouri [Mr. COWHERD] five minutes more? The | 


Chair hears none, 


a eee HERD. I want to call the attention of the gentleman 
native “o - and of the House to the deplorable condition of the 
in sian chs ie oan ertain portions of Alaska. We have gone there 
surrounded haa and have absolutely changed the conditions that 
that have ¢: H080 people. Why, sir, we have passed game laws 

ave taken away from them their last hope of subsistence. 


Our game law . : : 
mountain laws have even protected the ferocious bears in the 


to stor} nous country at the very time that we are attempting | 
untry with sheep and cattle, and by a Senate re- | 


< that co 


eek we 4 
Port We find those bears are so numerous that explorers have to 


} 
| 
| 


failed to secure enough monsters of the deep, at one time sought the walrus 
for their oil. The Kodiak bear is found on Kodiak Island and on the main- 
land from the southerr coast to the far north. They are protected by in- 
numerable mountains not yet explored. They are large, savage, and so 
numerous that explorers have to defend themselves against attacks. Why 
they should be protected against either whites or natives is not apparent, 
yarticularly in view of the fact that attempts are being made to stock Kodiak 
fand with sheep and cattle, 10,000 of the former and 200 of the latter having 
been placed there during the last two years. 

The deplorable condition of these classes is such as to demand other and 
further relief at the hands of Congress. Their care, oversight, and w ever 
assistance may be required should be assumed at once. In the opinion of the 
committee the Secretary of the Interior should be authorized to appoint as 
many agents as may be found necessary to inquire into their conditions and 
needs and to administer relief. Appropriations should be made for this pur- 

086. 

The business of Alaska is carried on by citizens of the United States. Itis 
claimed by them tonow be a “ white man’scountry.” Toall intents and pur- 
poses such is the fact. In every contest for gain the white man has been the 
gainer. Poverty, extreme and pitiful, prevails among these classes and de- 
velops their tendency to disease. Death is ever present at their doors. Jus- 
tice and humanity alike demand legislation for their relief. 

They say in this report—I think this was two or three years 
ago—that 30 per cent of those people have died from starvation 
and from an epidemic of measles that appeared amongst them. 

We may not be able to remedy this condition of things at the 
present time; but I am seeking to call the attention of the chair- 
man of this great committee to this important subject that he may 
investigate it, and that something may be done for those people 
in the regular appropriation bill—done through the officers of the 
Government and in proper channels—not by making appropri- 
ations to these companies after famine and pestilence have de- 
stroyed the race. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I suggest to the gentleman that the Com: 
mittee on Appropriations has no jurisdiction and has nothing to 
do with the question. The question belongs to the Committee on 
Territories, and if the gentleman believes there ought to be legis- 
lation it should be presented through the Committee on Territo- 
ries. 

Mr. COWHERD. Has not the Committee on Appropriations 
in the sundry civil bill carried an item—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. We have carried an item for reindeer—I 
think an item of $25,000—that has resulted in great benefit to those 
people; but the gentleman knows that the minute you go to issu- 
ing rations to the Indians in Alaska or in the United States or 
anywhere else you make paupers of them. They immediately 
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begin to wait for the rations to come around in place of going 
ahead to try to make their own living. In addition to that they 
have a local government recently provided by Congress, by which 
they collect their own taxesas you collect yours in Missouri, and 
they ought to take care of their poor people through their local 
funds. But in any event the Committee on Appropriations has 
nothing whatever to do with this item, and it belongs to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Owners of British steamship Mogul: To pay the amount found due by the | 


accounting officers of the Treasury, under the provisions of the deficiency 
act of March 3, 1903, to Gallatly. Hankey & Co., of London, England, owners 
of the British steamship Mogul, for damages by reason of the collision between 


said steamship and the United States transport Warren, in Manila Bay, De- | 


cember 20, 1900, $15,303.07. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve the 
point of order under the item just read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. That it is legislation. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say that on page 1048 of the 
Statutes at Large, volume 32, is found the following provision: 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 


United States transport Warren in Manila Bay on December 20, 1900, and de- 
termine what damages, if any, are due thereby tosaid owners of said steam- 
ship Mogul, and to certify the amount of such damages, if.any are found to 
be due, to the Secretary of the Treasury; and the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury is hereby authorized and directed to report the same to Congress for | 


its action. 


amount found to be due is in order under the Rules of the House. 
The Chair therefore overrules the point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
sense, but that the Secretary was merely authorized to ascertain 
and report uponaclaim. This is an item to pay a specific sum. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the Chair will read from the Manual: 

It is in order to provide on an appropriation bill, as a deficiency, for the 
payment of an account audited under authority of law. 

This account was audited under express authority of law, and 
is clearly in order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, then I move to strike out 
the item. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves to 
strike out the paragraph just read. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do that, Mr. Chairman, for this reason: 
There have been a number of claims of this character made 
against the Government of the United States, some by citizens of 
the United States and some by citizens of other nations, and it has 
been the unvarying practice to compel the claimants to submit 
their claims to the Committee on Claims of this House, so that by 
legislation some court might pass upon the question of negligence, 
and if negligence on the part of Government officials was found, 
then to have the court pass upon the question of damages. 
we simply have some executive officer of one of the Departments 
reporting to Congress that in the opinion of that Department this 


collision in Manila Bay was due to the negligence of servants of | 


the United States, and that the damage occasioned by that col- 
lision amounted to so much money. 


It seems to me that there should be a uniform practice in these | st . 
| caused by collision with the United States revenue steamer Mc‘ 


cases. I recollect well that a constituent of mine was compelled 


to submit its claim, arising out of a collision between one of the | 
war vessels of the United States and a vessel haviig passengers | 


on board, in the East River, in New York, tothe district court of 
the United States sitting as a court of admiralty; and I say that 


if the Government is to recognize a claim of this sort at all, that | ] u 
Pa | not think we ought to pay the claim of a great stew 


ecutive officers either the powers or duties that properly devolve | Pay while we are not ready to pay these smaller clain 


upon the Congress, or to constitute them as courts to pass upon | re just - of 
Ny yoo . | agraph is in violation of clause 2 of Rule XXI. 


is the proper way to doit. Iam utterly opposed to giving to ex- 


claims of this character, and I believe that this claimant, like all 


other claimants, should be relegated to the remedy given to citi- | 
thorized by law—— 


zens of the United States and citizens of other countries in the 


past. ie 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Refund of duties to North American Transportation and Trading Com- 
pany: To refund to the North American Transportation and Trading Com- 

ny, of Seattle, Wash.. the sum of $1,075, being the amount of duties unlaw- 

ully collected from said company on account of cost of repairs of the barge 

New York, it appearing that said vessel was not enrolled and licensed under 
the laws of the United States within the meaning of section 3114 of the Re- 
vised Statutes. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Reserving the point of order, I would like 


to ask the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations why this 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| officer. 





| comes to Congress here, recommending that the amount } 


| propriation bilis. 

Thus it has been held to be a special auditing authorized by law, | 

and the appropriation of money for the purpose of paying the | . 

; | collected from said company on account of cost of repairs of the b 

| York, it appearing that said vessel was not enrolled and licensed 
OF | | laws of the United States within the meaning cf section 3114 

I submit that it is no deficiency in any | 


In reply to the gentleman from New York | 


JANUARY 29 


appropriation should be made in this bill and this claim », 
like other claims of like character, to the Committee oy 
for proper action? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Itisto refund the amount foun, 
company; and of course it does not go to the Committee oy 
because the amount has been ascertained, and it is agree 
Government that this amount of money was collected from thi 
company in violation of law. si 

Mr. OLMSTED. Under what particular law and | 
cer has that finding of fact been made? r 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The Secretary of the Trea; 


t Sent, 
Claims 


y What offi- 
Iry is the 


4 


Mr. OLMSTED. Where has the Secretary reported it? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. He reports it down in a document wh; h 


” Gj) 
ay 


propriated. 
Mr. OLMSTED. There is nothing in the paragraph that jngj. 


| cates that the amount has been passed upon by any ofticer of tj 
| Government. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. This is an account that has been passed 


| on. Ithas been audited by the Secretary of the Treasury and por. 
| tified down for appropriation. 
to examine the claim of Messrs. Gallatly, Hankey & Co., of London, England, | 
owners of the British steamship Mogul, for damages alleged to be due said | 
owners by reason of the collision between said steamship Mogul and the 


I can find the document after q 
while. ; 

Mr. OLMSTED. Then, assuming that to be the cace, there js 
hardly a Member upon this floor who has not constituents who 
have some equally just claim upon the Government, but they cap 


| not get them in these general appropriation bills. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. This class of claims is always paid in ap 
Here it is: 


To refund to the North American Transportation end Tradi 
of Seattle, Wash., the sum of $1,075, being the amount of dut 


Statutes. 
This is one of the class of claims that is always paid in this bill, 
Mr. OLMSTED. What did you read from? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I read from the estimates submitted by 


| the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. It took me three years or more to get 
through a similar claim for a constituent, where the duties had 
been paid and where the United States Supreme Court decided 
they were illegally collected; and I could not get that claim put 


_in_an appropriation bill. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. If the gentleman had got his claim prop- 
erly allowed and certified down to us for an appropriation, it 
would have been carried in this bill. Nearly every bill of this 
kind carries quite a number of these claims. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. This went through in a private | 
it had superior merit or it would not have gone throu 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I donot know anything of the ind 
which the gentleman’s claim comes, but in these the Secretar 
the Treasury certifies the ascertained amount illegally colle 
from this company, and he certifies the amount down fora 


| priation. 
Here | 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, upon the statement of the 
gentleman from Indiana, that this account has been adjudicated 
by the Treasury Department and payment recommended by the 
Department, I will make no point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Payment to the Pacific Coast Steamship Company: To pay the : 
the Pacific Coast Steamship Company for damages to their ste 


Martinez, Cal., April 28, 1903, $50.13. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I make the point 
against that paragraph. I do not think that this claiin 
nothing more thana claim upon the Government, is ot 
class than thousands of claims pending before Cong: 


claims are just as good. I make the point of order that that | 


Mr. HEMENWAY. If the Chair isin doubt that 


The CHAIRMAN. If it has been adjudicated by the 
ment the Chair has no doubt that the item is under authom 
law. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The law authorizes it and pro’ 
in cases of this kind a board shall be convened to inv: 
matter. Under that law the board has been convened 
has been investigated. It found that the United Sta! : 
fault, that the United States revenue cutter McCul was 
fault in this collision, and the board takes up the matter une. 
the law and assesses the damage and reports it to Cons' 
Congress appropriates under the law. J = ae 
: The CHAIRMAN. Has thisclaim been adjudicated unce:™™ 
aw? 











1904. 


_ 


Mr . EMENWAY. It has been adjudicated. The board con- 


nod and certified it for appropriation. ‘ 
vened OLMSTED. I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 
‘ine _—th gentleman from Indiana—in what better position 


ee . claim stand than the claims of my constituents for dam- 
ve. anatained at the hands of the Army when they occupied 
Fe “ Meade, near Harrisburg? The claims were passed upon by 


the War Department and recommended to Congress, but we had 
to get special authority to pay them. F 

If my friend can point me to any authority of law for the pay- 
ment of this claim I will be glad to withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The authority is this: That the statutes 

authorize and direct and require, in every case of collision, that 
this board be convened, that an investigation be held, that after 
the investigation has been held that they certify the amount of 
; if any, and whether or not the United States is liable; 
and when that is done and the amount fixed and audited it goes 
through the proper Department and is certified down here under 
the law for appropriation; the difference being in this class of 
claims and the class of claims suggested by the gentleman that 
there is no statute for that class of claims suggested by the gen- 
tleman authorizing this procedure, while in this case there is a 
statute authorizing and directing how these amounts shall be 
ascer ained. 
m rah OLMSTED. Well, I will say that in the case to which I 
referred there was especial authority of law by statute for an in- 
vestigation by the War Department and an ascertainment of the 
amount justly due by the Government to those parties, but after 
that was had there had to be authorization of law before the 
money could be appropriated to pay them the money. Some of 
them have not been paid yet. 

Mr. MAHON. Willthe gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. MAHON. Under the general law all claims which are war 
claims and are adjudicated by the Treasury Department are, un- 
der the rule, sent to the Committee on War Claims, where they 
are appropriated for and paid. This isnot a claim for damagesin 
time of war. This action probably happened in time of peace, 
and therefore it came properly to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. Isimply suggest this to the gentleman who complains that 
he did not get this kind of a bill passed to introduce the legisla- 
tion and you will know next time what corner to turn to get it 
acted upon. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Iwas not finding any fault with the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. The Camp Meade claims, so far as paid, 
were paid upon a bill coming through the Committee on War 
Claims, aregular bill for the payment of the claims; but this kind 
of a claim would go before the Committee on Claims—not War 
Claims, but Claims—and there are plenty of bills there now. I 
had one myself reported from that committee last year for the 
refund of money for revenue stamps collected improperly from a 


damage 
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dealer in tobacco, but it required special authority of Congress to | 
repay that money, and unless the gentleman from Indiana can | 


point to some statute authorizing this appropriation I shall insist 
upon my point of order. If he shows me the statute I shall be 
glad to withdraw it, as of course it can not stand. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Does the gentleman contend that this is 
- authorized by law? I think I can find the statute in a minute 
or two, 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Indiana to say that the adjudication of these claims has been by 
authority of law. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. There is no doubt about it. 

J he CHAIRMAN (continuing). And it has been held repeat- 
edly that the adjudication authorizes an appropriation for the pay- 


ment of the amount adjudicated or found to be due parties in those | 


special cases, 

Mr. 
law authorizing this, 
- vision of the deficiency act last year and there is no general 
- authorizing the auditing of these claims. 

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from 

ndiana to read the law—— 
PP = 'ZGERALD. I suggest that the gentleman from In- 
betes id not read any law. He stated on general authority what 
= : 7 wee _ law to be, but there is no such provision of law 

iH 6 DOOKS, 
; Mr. HEMEN WAY. Does the gentleman make the statement 

- ne 1s no such general statute authorizing this? 

a 4. 'ZGERALD, Unquestionably. 

» r. EMENWAY. Well, we will find it. 

Mr. MAHON. Regular order, 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Centery ] 
limit, s16Se ®, lowa, post-office: For completion of building under present 


M 


The Chair therefore overrules the point of order. 


'.SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to inquire from the chair- 


FITZGERALD, Mr. Chairman, I suggest that there is no | 
The item has been audited under a special | 
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man of the Committee on Appropriations why this bill does not 
carry an appropriation for the purchase of the site for the new 
post-office in the city of New York, as heretofore recommended 
by the commission appointed for that purpose? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Norecommendation has come to the com- 
mittee coming from a Department. 

Mr. SULZER. As I understand it, Congress heretofore passed 
a law for a commission to select a suitable sits for the New York 
City post-office—a commission consisting of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Attorney-General. 
And the law provided that they should select the location in New 
York City, and make a report to Congress as to the cost of the 
same, with addititional specified particulars. That report and 
the recommendations of the commission, as I understand it, have 
been made to the Congress and are now before your committee. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. There is nothing on the subject before 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SULZER. I will read the law. 
1902, and is as follows: 

Thata commission hereby created, consisting of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, the Postmaster-General, and the Attorney-General of the United States, 
be, and is hereby, authorized and directed to acquire, by purchase, condem- 
nation, or otherwise, a suitable site in the city of New York, borough of Man- 
hattan, and State of New York. upon which to erect a fireproof building for 
the use and accommodation of the United States post-office in said city: Pro- 
vided, That the site selected shall be bounded on each side by astreet. When 
said commission has acquired a site in said city, as herein provided, the com- 
mission shall make a report to Congress, stating the location, dimensions, and 
cost of the same, and recommend to Congress the character and size of a 
building that should be erected upon said site and state the probable cost of 
such a building, including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, 
and approaches. 

Mr. Chairman, the report of the commission was duly made 
to the Congress and is now before the House. The site was se- 
lected, and it will cost about $2,000,000. This bill should appro- 
priate themoney. I would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana 
{Mr. HEMENWAY] if he has any objection now to my offering an 
amendment that the sum recommended by the commission, 
$2,000,000, to purchase this site be incorporated in this bill? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I have, and I will make the point of order 
against it, because the Committee on Appropriations confines 
itself tothe estimates received from the different Departments of 
the Government. 

Mr. SULZER. Well, this is an estimate; this is in the nature 
of a contract to purchase the site, and the estimates are made by 
the Secretaries of three different Departments of the Government. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I donot think the gentleman understands 
me. There has been no estimate coming to the Committee on 
Appropriations for the item which the gentleman has mentioned. 

Mr. SULZER. But, sir, a commission has been duly appointed 
under the statutes of Congress, and the commission has recom- 
mended an appropriation of $2,000,000 for this site. What better 
recommendation do you want than that? The money to buy the 
site must be appropriated by Congress, and nothing more can be 
done until the money is appropriated. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. There has been no recommendation sent 


It was passed June 6, 


| to the Committee on Appropriations with regard to the item at 


all and no one has appeared before the committee to advocate the 
placing of the item in the bill, and I would say to the gentleman, 
if any such person had appeared, we would not have heard him 


| until it had been recommended by a Department. 


Mr. SULZER. Well, then, I now ask the gentleman if he will 
raise a point of order against an amendment to this bill that the 
sum of $2,000,000 be appropriated for the purpose of acquiring 
the site in the city of New York for a new post-office? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The chairman of the Committee on Ap- 


| propriations would feel it to be his duty to make the point of order 


against it. 
Mr. SULZER. Then I will ask the Chair how the Chair will 
rule on that point? Will the Chairman sustain the point of order? 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. OLmsteD). The Chair wiil meet that 


when it arises. 





Mr.SULZER. Then I move, Mr. Chairman, to amend the bill, 
after line 17, on page 18, by inserting: 
That the sum of $2,000,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and 


| the same hereby is, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 


wise eae to purchase the site in the city of New York heretofore 
recommended by the commission for the new post-office. 

And I hope the gentleman from Indiana will not make a point 
of order against it. Thisis the urgent deficiency bill, and I know 
of no appropriation more urgently demanded than this appropri- 
ation to purchase the site for the new post-office in the city of 
New York. The money should have been appropriated by the 
last Congress. It must be appropriated by this Congress. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, 
that it is not authorized by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 18, after line 17,add: “That the sum of $2,000,000 or so much thereof 
as may be necessary be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
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money in th e Treasury not otherwise appneeeten, to purchase the site in 
the city of New York heretofore recommended by the commission for the 


new post office. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. The point of order, Mr. Chairman, is that 
it is not authorized by law. 

Mr. . SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I want to be heard on the point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I suggest, if the gentleman from New 
York will permit, that t hese items for public buildings as a rule 


tion bill. The items carried here are where there was not a suffi- 
cient amount appropriated for the construction of public build- 


ings that were in the course of construction during the last | 


Congress. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, if I understand the gentleman 
from Indiana correctly, the point of order he makes is simply 
that this is not the appropriate bill to carry this appropriation: 
that my amendment should be offered to the sundry civil bill 
when that bill comes up in this House. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. No; I make the point of order that it was 
not authorized by law. I will be candid with the gentleman. I 
am not familiar with the law that the gentleman refers to. 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, under the law of 1902, passed | 


by Congress, a commission consisting of the Postmaster-General, 


the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Attorney-General was ap- | 


pointed to select and locate a site in the city of New York for 
a new post-office. That commission met, organized, went to New 


York City, investigated the matter, finally selected a site, and | 
made a report to Congress recommending the appropriation of | 


$2,000,000 to purchase this site. That report isa public docu- 
ment and is before this House. Most of the Members of the 
House are familiar with the law appointing this commission, and 
it seems to me the point of order is not well taken and it should 
not be sustained. 

It seems to me that where there is a law to acquire the site the 
appropriation ought to be made, otherwise the site can not be 
acquired. The commission recommended the appropriation of 
$2,000,000. Ithink the objections of the gentleman from Indiana 
are untenable. I think it has been held by the present Chairman 
of the committee and other Chairmen of the Committee of the 
Whole House that where a law has been passed appointing ¢ 


5 * 


commission to acquire a site for a public building and they enter 


into a contract to purchase the site it is incumbent upon the House | 


of Representatives to appropriate the money. It is immaterial 
whether the appropriation is carried in the urgent deficiency bill 
or in the sundry civil bill. The situation in New York City re- 
garding this post-office is to-day a shame—a crying shame. 

The present post-office building in the city of New York isa 
disgrace to the Federal Government. It is old, damp, worn out, 
overcrowded, and dilapidated. It is totally unfit to properly 
transact its immense postal business. It was built many years 
ago, and its usefulness is now practically a thing of the past. 
New York City to-day is more in need of better post-office facili- 


ties than any other city in the United States. This old post-office | 


building away down town is wholly inadequate, and has been so 
for years, to properly handle and distribute the vast amount of 


damp and dirty and dingy. It is cramped and clammy and un- 


healthy. The Government employees there, compelled to work | 
underground, are daily endangering their health and risking their | 
lives, and are so crowded for lack of space and necessary room | 


that it is impossible to expedite the distribution of important mail 
matter; and this deplorable situation affects, I say, not only the 
people in the city of New York, but the people all over the coun- 


try, because it is well known that New York City is our greatest | 


postal distributer. 

Mr. Chairman, the post-office of New York City pays the Gov- 
ernment an immense revenue profit every year; more, I believe, 
than any other three cities in the land, and more than many 
States of the Union. The net annual revenue from the New 
York City post-office is about $6,000,000, and increasing more 
and more every year. With these apparent facts staring us in 
the face, it is a shame, in my judgment, that for this reason or 
that excuse. it has been absolutely impossible for the people of 
New York City, or their representatives in Congress, to get 


Congress to remedy the postal evils in New York City and give | 


the people there a post-office that will reflect credit on the Fed- 
eral Government and facilitate the distribution of the mails. 

It is well known, Mr. Chairman, tothose Members familiar with 
this question that after several years of weary effort and arduous 


struggle we finally succeeded in getting the Committee on Public | 


Buildings and Grounds of this House to pass a law merely ap- 
pointing a commission composed of the Postmaster-General, the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and the Attorney-General to go to 








New York City and select a suitable site for the new | 
building. No appropriation to pay for the site was max, 


contrary to precedent, and that no appropriation was ever 


by Congress until the site was selected, and that just 
the site * was selected Congress would forthwith a; ppr 
necessary money to pay for the same and to begin th 
tion of the building. 

That is ali, Mr. Chairman, I care to say at this tim 


| you will overrule the point of order. It shot uld be in 
are all carried in the sundry civil bill. It may be that the item | 
the gentle man refers to will come in in the sundry civil appropria- | 


what bill carries this appropriation so long as it is mad: 
ourht to be made now. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. OLMsTED). Accepting the 
of the gentleman from New York as to the condition « 
the Chair is of the opinion that it is not such as would a 
this appropriation. The mere appointment of a board 
purpose of selecting a site, but with no authority to pu 
site when selected, does not constitute such a beginni: 


| lic work that the appropriation involved in this proj 


ment can be considered as in continuation of an approp 


| a public work; but, in any event, such an appropriation 
| in order, if at all, upon the sundry civil bill, and not 1 


which is an urgent deficiency bill to supply deficien 
uppropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, 
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Offica 


in 1 
law, because we were told such a proposition was unheard of ». 


prior } years. The Chair, therefore, sustains the point a ord 


Mr. SULZER. Very well, Mr. Chairman, I shal 
amendment to the sundry civil bill, and if it is iilecte 


| you will be in the chair to rule it in order on that bill 


The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bi 
follows: 

Heating apparatus for public buildings: For heating, hoi 
lating apparatus, $25,000. 


Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend 


| the paragraph which has just been read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line 9, on page 20, amend by adding “pr oviding 
this appropriation as shall be necessat *y shall be devoted to the 
and installation of necessary elevators in the public building at } 


| Minn.” 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I suggest to t! 


| man from Minnesota that that item of $25,000 was pla 


bill for the purpose of constructing an elevator in a pu 


| ing in the city of Minneapolis; that the Chief Archit 


the committee that if this appropriation was made the 
inediately commence the construction. It has not been t! 


of the House to appropriate specifically for different eleva | 


| different buildings, and I believe it would be bad poli 


mence now. For that reason I am opposed to the a 
offered by the gentleman from Minnesota, and I hope bh 
insist upon his amendment. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, if this were not an excepti 
I would very gladly accept the explanation of the ch 
the situation is very peculiar. A contract is now be 


| for the addition of two upper stories to the post-office | 


Minneapolis—which is confessedly inadequate—and ur 
propriation is made at this time, it will necessitate the 1 
two jobs of the improvements nowin progress, and t! 


| lutely essential to enable the postmaster to carry on t 
mail that comes in and goes out of the great metropolis. It is | 


ment business. The architect says that unless this d 
had he will not feel justified in spending this amountof ! 
signed for Minneapolis at that place. If I did not if 
were an exceptional case, and that the point of order 
taken asapplied to this case 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Letme saytothe gentleman that 


| of order has been made. 


Mr. LIND. Well, then, I ask for a vote on my ame’ 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Before voting, I want to in 
amendment ought to be defeated. If the gentleman 


| nesota is entitled to have placed on the bill a provisi 


that a certain portion of this money shall be app! 
Minneapolis, then Baltimore and eight or ten other cit 
U nited_ States which are claiming that they ought t 
vators in public buildings are entitled to a like provision 
the committee we were fair with the gentleman from 


| [Mr. Linp], and we suggested the importance of this wo! 


architect in charge. He advised it and it appears in the 
that if the additional sum of $25,000 be appropriated w 
begin immediately at the Minneapolis building, and [1 
this amendment—which is in violation of the rule he 
adopted, namely, not to appropriate specifically for this 


; 


the other elevator, but leave it with the architect to take 


7 
1 


lump sum and put elevators where they are most needed 


] 
not prevail. The architect agrees that an elevator 1s nec’ 


this building, and I do not believe we ought to fix 4 pr 
here which will afterwards come back to embarrass th 


‘and I hope the amendment will be defeated. 


H 


Tse 


§ 


and 


made 








Mr. LIND. Will the chairman of the committee permit a ques- 
or HEMENWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. LIND. Does the chairman have the assurance and the 
\: ine confidence that this money will be disposed of just as he 
ey cated. if appropriated? : , 
» Mr HEMENWAY. I have no doubt it will. The architect 
} vara the committee, in reply to the question as to whether or 
ose this money were appropriated work could begin on this 
Mr ator eaid it could begin immediately. 
Mir, LIND. And it was made specifically for this purpose, to 
aot the emergency at Minneapolis? : 
‘Mr, HEMENWAY. That was the object of the committee in- 
creasing the appropriation to $25,000. ; 
‘Mr. LIND. Under those circumstances, Mr, Chairman, I with- 
draw the amendment. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT—OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY. 


eof Secretary of the Navy: For one clerk at the rate of $2,250 
; 1 he balance of the fiscal year 1904, $933.10, or so much thereof 
ag may be necessary. 


nal 





Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

I would like to ask the chairman of the committee what the occa- 
sion is for the appointment of this $2,250 clerk? 
' Mr. HEMENWAY. I will say that an appropriation for the 
appointment of a new clerk is carried in the legislative bill for 
the next year, and at the urgent request of the Secretary of the 
Navy it was put in the deficiency bill so that he could have the 
use of the clerk right away. 

Mr. HAY. It is an increase, however, of clerks, is it not? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes. The Secretary of the Navy wanted 
an increase of help and wanted it right away, so we gave it to 
him on the deficiency bill as well as on the legislative. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 

Emergency fund, Navy Department: To meet unforeseen contingencies 
for the maintenance of the Navy constantly arising, to be expended at the 
discretion of the President, for the fiscal year 1904, $10,000. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the chairman 
of the committee what the need is for this fund? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Well, it is a fund that has been provided 
for many years. 

Mr. HAY. Is it not added to what has already been provided? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. ‘This item here of $10,000 is of course ad- 
ditional. It is a deficiency. 

Mr. HAY. What extraordinary expenses have occurred? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will read what the Secretary says: 

The “emergency fund” isan outgrowth of the war with Spain. It isa 
constantly decreasing fund, and in a sense it isa contingent und with the 
additional security that exists under it, requiring the approval of the Presi- 
dent. There are constantly large contingencies arising in the Navy all over 
the world. We have expended the whole of our emergency fund for this 
year, and it is very clear that we shall have other emergencies before the Ist 
of July, and it would be a very great convenience, arising almost to a neces- 
sity, that we should have this increase in our emergency fund. 

Mr. HAY. How much was the fund for the year? 

Mr. RIXEY. Twenty-five thousand dollars. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Twenty-five thousand dollars. 

M . a So that this fund is by this appropriation increased 
0 $35,000? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Just for this year. 

Mr. RIXEY. I would like to state to the chairman that, instead 
of its being a decreasing fund, it is an increasing fund, because 
the Secretary in his statement before the committee 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Oh, no. I will call the attention of the 
gentleman to the fact that in 1908 there was appropriated for this 
fund $100,000, and in 1904 we reduced the amount to $25,000. 
ae this $10,000 will make it only $35,000, as against $100,000 
ona RIXEY. I merely want to call attention to the fact that 

le Secretary was before the committee this week and asked to 
have that fund increased to $50,000. 
it HEMEN WAY, _ Then it would still be a great reduction 

“am the fund appropriated im 1908, : : 
wn — o 7 The beginning of this fund was with the Spanish 
Neer aa d state to the chairman, and if he will look at the de- 
i wate. . : ival bill during the last session of Congress I think 
oo ont ce is wae Statement made that this emergency fund should 
uy he EMR at the present time. , 
the fin oo " AY. Of course, following the suggestion of 
one think os the Navy, this item is placed in the bill. Any 
on re . iat the item is not necessary could move to strike 
the Navy ond bene faith in the judgment of the Secretary of 

Mr. Bi a ; Le states that the sum is necessary. we 

Aly. Lalso have great confidence in the opinion of the 


Secretary of the Navy : 
ifn 7 Navy. anes is the only reason I do not move to 
» (he paragraph, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


ringing home remains of officers and men, Navy and Marine Corns, who 
Bri gh f officers and , Navy iM Cc I 


die abroad: To enable the Secretary of the Navy, in his discretion, to cause 
to be transported to their homes the remains of officers and enlisted men of 
the Navy and Marine Corps who die or are killed in action, ashore or afloat, 





outside of the continental limits of the United States, $1 0: Provided, That 
the sum herein appropriated shall be available for transportation of the re- 
mains of officers and men who have died or who have been killed while on 
duty at any time since April 21, 1898, and shall be available until used, and 
applicable to past as well as future obligations. 

Mr. RIXEY. Isuggest to the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations whether it would not be proper to enlarge the pro- 
visions of this paragraph so as to apply not only to the remains 
of officers and enlisted men, but to those of civil employees who 
have been sent from this country to the Philippine Islands. In 
support of that suggestion I will say that the naval bill for this 
year—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I think that on the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill we provide for bringing home the bodies of civil 
ployees. I think the provision in that bill is sufficient. 

Mr. RIXEY. Iwas about to state that in the appropriation bill 
for the naval establishment, which is now being considered in 
the committee, provision is made for 1905 for bringing home the 
remains of civil employees as well as those of officers and men. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I think, then, the matter is fully covered, 
because the item on the sundry civil bill provides for bringing 
home the remains of civil employees. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Tres 
account of the appropriation for “Bringing home remains of oni 
men, Navy and Marine Corps, who die abroad,” $237.08. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after line 10, on page 30, the following: 
“To reimburse to owner the expense of repairing damages sustained by 
tug Hustler, run down from astern and sunk by U.S. 8S. Yankton, $5,301.81.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Naval Training Station, Rhode Island: For installation of ventilating sys- 
tem, $9,098.68; for installation of urinals, $700; for construction of frame build- 
ing for detention of recruits and moving of sterilizing plant, $4,500; in all, 
$14,298.68. 

Mr. RIXEY. I make a point of order against that paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. RIXEY. This provides for new work at the Naval Train- 
ing Station, Rhode Island. It providesin part for ‘installation 
of ventilating system,’’ for ‘‘ construction of frame building for 
detention of recruits,’’ etc. It seems to me that matters of this 
kind belong properly to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. As I understand, this item is for work 
already done and not paid for. In the hearings the Secretary of 
the Navy said: 

The Naval Training Station in Rhode Island arises out of this conditi 
We have atraining station on Coasters Island, where apprentice boys : 





elli- 





ury on 
ers and 


yn: 
are 


taken when they first enlist and kept for a period of six months before they 
are sent to sea. An epidemic of pneumonia and diseases of that character 
broke out. The conditions became very serious indeed. We had to takea 
part of our boys away, and it became a matter of humanity to remove the 


cause as quickly as possible. 
Ihad a medical board appointed and they reported that the ventilation 
system, the urinals, and the frame building for the detention of ruit 


should be constructed, at a cost altogether of $14,298. We didit fromi gen- 


eral appropriation for the maintenance of that station, which, as I all it, 
is $55,000. That, of course, was an unexpected burden upon that appropria- 
tion, which is now almost exhausted, and therefore I ask that this special 


appropriation may be provided, leaving our general appropriation to do its 
work in a normal way 

Mr. RIXEY. It seems to me that the language of the provi- 
sion is unfortunate, but the explanation, I think, brings the mat- 
ter within the rules. I withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Navy-yard, Boston, Mass.: For extensions and modifications, yards and 
docks power plant, $188,700. 

Mr. RIXEY. Iask the chairman of the committee whether 
this is not an entirely new item, not simply a deficiency? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The Secretary of the Navy said in regard 
to this item: 

The item in regard to Boston was submitted to me originally for the regu- 
lar bill. I said that it should go into the urgent deficiency bill. It arose out 
of this condition: The new dry dock at Boston will be completed in the 
spring. Itisa very important dry dock for us. Weare just hanging by one 
button on dry-dock facilitiesand they may break down atany moment. We 
want this dock for use in thespring. The power house for which this is de- 
signed is about completed. There is installed in it a lot of plant that was 
constructed when electric power was in its ee This should be put in 
that new powes house at the earliest date, not only for lighting the yard and 
lighting the ships that are under repair, but for power for the — ation of 
this new dock. I consider it as important an item as there is in the bill. 

Mr. RIXEY. The Committee on Naval Affairs had under con- 
sideration the advisability of consolidating these plants, and it 
does seem to me that this matter ought to be considered by that 
committee and reported upon byit. Ifthe plants should be consoli- 
dated, the impression is that the work of consolidation will go to the 


eae 


LSE 
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Bureau of Yards and Docks. But the naval bill has not been re- 
ported by the committee, and I think this provision ought to 
wait until that bill shall be reported. I therefore make a point 
of order against the paragraph. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. This matter having been discussed, I 
think the point of order comes too late. Of course I have no feel- 
ing about the matter one way or the other, except that I am as- 
sured by the statement of the Secretary of the Navy that this is 
a deficiency. The appropriation for work at that navy-yard has 
been exhausted, and the Secretary says that he considers this one 
of the most important items in the bill. He gives his reasons 
that, as he puts it, they are hanging there on one button; that the 


dry-dock facilities may break down at any moment, and they | 


want this dock for use in the spring. 

Of course if they have it for use in the spring they must get 
the money on this bill. The money provided on the bill reported 
from the gentleman’s committee would not be available until 
July 1: so if the Secretary has this dry dock for use in the spring 
he must have this appropriation now. Ido not think itis subject 
to a point of order, but—— 

Mr. RIXEY. The chairman of the committee is entirely fa- 


miliar with the fact that different committees frequently make | 


portions of appropriations immediately available. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That provision on an appropriation bill 
is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. RIXEY. It is very frequently done. 
of importance it could be done in that way. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 
It is subject to a point of order to make an item immediately 
available, and that is further evidence that the item is in order on 
this bill. 
the necessity for it as the gentleman himself. 


If this is a matter 


he states that it is very important; that the Navy Department, as 
he puts it, is now hanging on one button; their dry dock is liable 
to break down. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
his point of order? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 
made. 

Mr. RIXEY. I made the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Virginia to make the point of order, but he understood the gen- 
tleman from Indiana to make the point that it came too late. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Oh, yes; we had been discussing it for ten 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair then sustains the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Indiana, that the point made by the 


Does the gentleman from Indiana insist on 


gentleman from Virginia, not having been made until after there | 


had been debate, came too late. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

UNDER THE SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 

For necessary expenditures incident to the occupation and utilization of 
the naval station at Guantanamo, Cuba, to be used for such purposes as the 
Secretary of the Navy may direct, $200,000. 

Mr. RIXEY. I should like to have some explanation of the par- 
agraph at the foot of page 33, the sum of $200,000. I should like 
to know what that is to be expended for. In order that I may be 
in time, I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. On page 60 I quote from the statement of 
Secretary Moody, in the hearing before the committee: 

NAVAL STATION, GUANTANAMO, CUBA. 


The next item is Guantanamo, which I consider is of the highestimportance. | 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Give us fully the reason? 


Secretary Moopy. I will give it to you as briefly asIcan. As you know, 


the law which has been called the Plattamendment provided that Cuba should | 


sell or lease to the United States land necessary for coaling or naval stations 
at certain specific points to be agreed upon between the President of the 
United States and the Government of Cuba. A year ago the coming Febru- 
ary an agreement was entered into between the two Governments, specifying 
the points where the naval stations should be, one at Bahia Honda, which is 
about 60 miles west of Habana, and the other at Guantanamo, which is about 
40 miles west of Santiago. 

It is not the purpose of the Department to doanything at the present time 


at Bahia Honda, butat Guantanamo it is proposed to build upa naval station | 
Our interests in the West Indies now are soimportant that | 
We have | 


of the first class. 
nothing will serve them except the establishment of such astation. 
made a su uent agreement with Cuba which provides the rental which 
we shall pay for the land which has been leased tousatGuantanamo. Those 
lands contain about 18,000 acres. Theyare to be bought by the United States 
Government, and the estimated cost is $137,000—not an unreasonable cost. 
We had a general appropriation, to be expended under my direction, of $100,000 
last year. I ask for $200,000 this year Khe $300,000 are to be expended for 
the acquisition of the lands, the price to be paid for the land, the leveling of 
the land and preparing it for future use, some little dredging, the survey of 


the land, the fencing of the land, and other general work of that character, | 


which in detail amounts to about $300,000. 

We need that money now. We, of course, want to pay for the land and we 
want to begin to prepare this station for occupancy. Of course I do not in- 
tend to ask any further general appropriation. There has been an estimate 
sent to the Naval Committee for the construction of certain buildings and 
works there—a dry dock, among other things—specifying in detail the pur- 
poses of the expenditures; but at this time I want the ,000 for this prelimi- 
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That is not the proper way to legislate. | 


I do not undertake to say that I know as much about | 
I only have before | 
me the information given by the Secretary of the Navy, in which | 


The point of order, I understood, was not | 


The Chair understood the gentleman from | 
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nary work, and it is impracticable to specify it. It will be +4) 
appropriation I shall ask. 

The Secretary simply wants added to the $100,000 he now}, 
the sum of $200,000 more, to enable the Department ; ) Dur — 
the lands and prepare them for the buildings, so as to bo rosa. 
go ahead. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

UNDER BUREAU OF NAVIGATION. 

For pay of inspector engaged upon work in connection wit) 
Naval War College at Newport, R. L., $650. 

Mr. HAY. On the paragraph beginning with 1; 

34, I reserve the point of order, and ask the chair 
inspector is for. I desire to know whether this is a 
body’s salary or whether it is an independent ins; 
is, and what he does? I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. In reply to the gentlema: 

find the answer of the Secretary of the Navy, who 


The next item is for the pay of an inspector, simply | 
on the building at Newport, which requires the inspector t 
few months longer than he would have been. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For clerk hire, rent, and other incidental expenses of t! 
| offices: Provided, That this appropriation shall be available f 
| of per diem, in lieu of subsistence, not exceeding $3 per da 
tailed to examine the books of and assist in opening new 
reservations while on such duty and for actual necessary t: 
| of said clerks, including necessary sleeping-car fares: Pro: 
no expenses chargeable to the Government shall be incurre: 
receivers in the conduct of local land offices except upor 
| authorization by the Commissioner of the General Land On 
| Mr.MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike ou n 
page 89, the word “ thirty-five,’ and insert in lieu ther 
word “ fifty.” 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming 
| following amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 14, page 39, strike out “thirty-five” and insert 
“ fifty;” so that it will read “ fifty thousand dollars.” 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, my reason for offerir 
amendment is that the sum of $50,000 and more is urg 
| quired by the General Land Office for the purposes specified 
| this item. The General Land Office last year asked for $22 
for this class of work. An appropriation of $200,000 wasn 
We all know the work of the local land offices has very larg 
| increased in the past year, and the amonnt asked for would 
| have been sufficient to pay the necessary expenditures. Ty 
thousand dollars less than was asked was appropriated, and the 
deficiency therefore becomes greater than it otherwise would hay 
been. 
It will be remembered that this appropriation is not for the 
| purpose of carrying on new work or investigations which can be 
waived or left undone. It is for the purpose of carrying ont 
work of the people in connection with the entry of publi 
There is no local land office in the country that has a single 
tary clerk more than is needed for the dispatch o! 
business: and the Commissioner of the General Land 
memorandum that I hold in my hand, says that if th 
now asked is not allowed it will be necessary to 4 
forty clerks at the various land offices. This bei: 
the gentleman on the committee will not offer an) 
| the increase asked for. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, the Secretary 0! 
rior for the fiscal year 1904 estimated for $220,000. W: 
000. Later on the Secretary comes in and asks f 
I think, of $55,000. We gave this $35,000, or $15 
| they asked for originally. The original amount w: 
was $200,000, and $35,000 makes $235,000, against 
originally requested by the Secretary of the Interior 
Mr. MONDELL. I want to call the gentleman 
the fact that it is utterly impossible for the Secretary ‘ 
or anyone to accurately determine in advance how 
ness will be done at the local land offices. The bu 
| local land offices has trebled in the last two years. 
from the sale of public lands in the ldst fiscal year 
something like $11,000,000, or an increase of about 
round numbers over the year before, and the re 
year was nearly double the receipts of the year 
that the business coming before the registers an: 
increased by leaps and bounds. 
It is absolutely necessary that the registers and r 
| have clerical help enough to take care of the busin: 
fore their offices. Iam confident that neither the ©! 
this committee nor any member of this committee wis! 
| entrymen and intending entrymen on the public la 
proposing to make final proof on their lands turned av 
| land office because, forsooth, we refuse to approprial 
' $25,000 or $30,000 for this necessary work. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


fr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 


ut the last word. I do this for the purpose of asking the gentle- 
on if i+ is not true that the large increase in the business of the 
Land ( -e. the demand for the larger number of clerks provided 
for.and the additional appropriation necessitating a large sum for 
that purpose have been due to the large number of fraudulent 
entries of land? 


MONDELL. Well, I will say to the gentleman that I do 


Mr ti 
on thi i soatall, I have no knowledge that it is due to that. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. It is a fact, is is not, that many 
millions of acres have thus been fraudulently entered in the last 
rear or two? 
yer, MONDELL. _I do not believe that is true. I believe that | 


tenths of the allegations of land fraud that have been made 


— 
co been made by people who had a purpose in making such 
statements, and did it to serve their own personal ends, and that 
they are largely the paid agents of the transcontinental land- 
owning railways, who would like to have all the land laws re- 


pealed in order that the thirty or forty million acres which they 
own may find a better market. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Does not the gentleman acknowl- 
edge the fact, which has been stated in the report of the Secretary 
and also through the press, that millions of acres of public lands 
have gone astray by reason of fraudulent land entries? 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, I think the gentleman rather exagger- 
ates the statements of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Then does the gentleman deny 


that millions of acres have gone astray by reason of fraudulent 
land entries, that the system through which it was done has been 
suspended by the Secretary, and this for the reason that the con- 


dition exists in regard to fraudulent land entries? 

Mr. MONDELL. 
business of the Government, but I live in a State and have lived 
all my life in regions where public land was being entered. I 
live in a State where 85 per cent of the land is still public land, 


and I will say to the gentleman, so far as my personal knowledge | 


is concerned, and I have taken some pains to investigate, my 
opinion is that in this year of grace there is less fraud in connec- 
tion with public lands in the United States in proportion to the 
acres entered than there ever was before. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Butthe gentleman is not oblivious 
+ha 


to vilt 
which states that the Secretary of the Interior has repeatedly 
stated that there is a great amount of fraudulent land entries out 
in the western country; has he not? 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman has not carefully read the 
Secretary's reports. I think the gentleman has read—— 
; Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I refer to newspayers and such 
information—— : 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman has probably read the land 
repeal burean’s edition of the Secretary’s suggestions. 





I do not pretend to know all about the land | 


fact and he has evidently read the current public news | 
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Committee, which has carefully made its inquiry and presented 
its conclusion to this House, because, perchance, they might affect 
irrigation land out West or in other parts of the country in which 
there is public land. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I was out in the hall for a few minutes, and as I under- 
stand the amendment proposed increases the appropriation for 
the land offices. I want to call the attention of the committee to 
a memorandum that was made by the Land Department on the 
27th of January, which states the situation exactly. 

Either a large force of clerks must be furloughed or there must 
be an additional appropriation. The amount appropriated was, 
for clerk hire, $210,189.77; for rent of offices, $31,878.66; for inci- 
dental expenses, furniture, etc., $8,425.06. I should not say the 


| amount appropriated, but the amount of expenditures authorized. 


That was what was authorized to be expended. The amount of 
appropriation is inadequate by $50,493.49, and to cover this defi- 
ciency an item was submitted to the committee for the urgent 
deficiency bill of $55,000. The amount appropriated in the bill is 
$35,000, which would still leave a deficit of $20,000. There are 
116 land offices, in which 191 clerks are employed. These clerks 
receive salaries from $900 to $1,200. If only $35,000 is appropri- 
ated, this would still leave a deficit of $15,000, in order to meet 
which 33 clerks will have to be dismissed on February 1, but as 
it will require $5,000 for emergency purposes for the balance of 
the year it would be necessary to dismiss 44 clerks. 

The situation is the same as it is in other Departments of the 
Government which have anything to do with the general condition 
of the country. The growth of the business of the country has 
met with a response in the business of the Land Office. The 
amount of land taken, the amount of business in this department 
has been greater than the year before, just as the business of dis- 
posing of private land by private owners has increased in the last 
year, and the year before, and the year before that, and fora 
number of years. So it is necessary that this work should pro- 
ceed. If the department isembarrassed by inadequate funds, the 
business must be suspended to that extent, and the request for an 
appropriation of $55,000 is a moderate one. The income to the 
Government land offices is enormously in excess of the expendi- 
ture in carrying on the business of the department, which is, in 
fact, the largest ever known within the present generation for the 
past year. 

Now, this requires that instead of discharging or furloughing 
clerks they should be kept at work. The Department is not de- 
manding an increase of force, but they do not think this is a 


| proper time to furlough clerks in order to keep inside of an ap- 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I have read the Secretary’s state- | 


ment and the newspaper interviews which were accredited at the 
time of the arrest of a gentleman engaged largely in it, but a few 


weeks ago, and the scandal that was ventilated in the newspapers. | 


Surely the gentleman read that, and he knows, evidently, that 
Bome 


Mr. MONDELL. There is no question but what there has been | 


Bome scandal in connection with the public lands, particularly as 


regards entries under timber and stone acts, in some parts of the 


country. 


. 


lr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Then is it not in the interest of 
the public service to keep down the appropriations until these 
matters are regulated by the Secretary of the Interior? 
Mr. MONDELL. Well, I donot follow the gentleman’s philos- 
ophy or agree with his reasoning. 
on ROBINSON of Indiana. That is my judgment, Mr. Chair- 
Mr. Mi INDELL, Tt seems to me if he takes—— 
‘ M '. KOBINSON of Indiana, In view of the fact that the gen- 
ey 18 not responding to any of the inquiries which I have put 


Mr. M NDELL, How is that? 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman is not responding 


outie I have put tohim. I disagree entirely with the 
seman 


M tr. MONDELL, 


18 time; I did not inte 
Mr. Ri BINSow intend to do so, 


my tena 1 )N of Indiana. No, the gentleman is not taking 
will mm. ut as he is not responding to any of my inquries here I 
g00n. I desire to emphasize the fact, Mr. Chairman, that 


I beg the gentleman’s pardon if I am taking 


that conditi nertnel : ; 
the & cease n prevails not only with reference to this land, but 
oe ‘ary of the Interior, with the assistance of Congress, is 


aren oy it down, and therefore I would not at this time 
“se the appropriations over the head of the Appropriation 


| ment. 


propriation. They have asked for $55,000. This is a reasonable 
request, covering the actual deficit, and they are only given 
$35,000. Why give them anything? Why give them $35,000? 
Because it is needed, and $55,000 is just as much needed as $35,000. 
I ask the chairman of the committee to accept this amendment. 
It is a very moderate request—a reasonable one—and one that is 
necessary in order to properly carry on the Government business. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I know the gentleman from Iowa 
will be frank with us. I would like to ask him if the Secretary 
of the Interior does not ask for this larger appropriation for the 
purpose of having more inspectors to discover fraudulent land 
entries? 

Mr. LACEY. That is not involved in this appropriation. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Is not this appropriation avail- 
able for that purpose? 

Mr. LACEY. This proposition does not cover that question. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I ask if it is not available for 
that purpose? 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all; it is for the ordinary business of the 
Department for the various clerks in the employ of the Depart- 
The Secretary asked for this as a deficiency for carrying 
on the business for the remainder of this fiscal year. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman from Iowa 
agree with the gentleman from Wyoming as to the extent of the 
land frauds by which the business of the various Departments 
has largely increased within the last two years? 

Mr. LACEY. I do not care to discuss the question of land 
frauds in this connection, because it is a long subject that I could 
not discuss in the time that I have and make it intelligent to the 
committee. At some future time I desire to take the House into 
the confidence of the Committee on Public Lands and give them 
all the information that the committee has. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman can tell us whether 
the Secretary has not suspended the rules by which the fraudu- 
lent land entries were encouraged and under which the operators 
operated. 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, there have been land frauds ever since the 
ordinance of 1785, and there will be land frauds as long as there 
is a public domain. The Department will endeavor to eliminate 
and prevent as many of them as is possible. There are land 
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frauds no doubt 
Thea De pe 


now in_cases pending before the Department. 
rtment of the Interior is not only trying to put them | 
all the power it has, but it is doing it with vigor. 
IN of Indiana. 
call for this additional appropriation caused 
and has not the Secretary of the Interior sus- 
; under which they operated? 
No; I think not You take the State of North 
mestead entries there for last year were over 
3,900 quarter sex and I will venture to say there is not 1 
nt that were fraudulent. Thereare 16,900 quarte r sections 
a locality that up to within a few years was not generally 
1t by the public. The rainfall for the last three years 
nded over that ret rion and given them abundant harvests in a 
at was regarded as arid five years ago. For the last 
hree years it has produced an abundance of crops. You take 
that single State of North Dakota as an example, perhaps the most 
ing one, and the homestead entries of 16,900 quarter sections 
y the marvelous and wondrous oo The receipts from 
and office at Minot and the re ‘ipts from the land office at 
arck have been enormous, secede to a good deal more than 
“this additional appropriation, 1 think, twice over, so that 
lile there have been frauds the amount of legitimate busin 
n enormously increased. People are moving to the West 
ying every foot of available land for homestead entries. 
\F ROTH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
I would like to say a word in relation to this _This 
tion 1 it, is called for by th« » Sec 


s , t 
a = wit! i 
r, Ré BI NS 
makes it nec: 
b » land frauds. 
or led the rule 
Mr. LACEY. 
kota, and the hx 


ons 


Art rican « 
A et es oe 
et Sate ‘ 


om 


appro as I understand ary 
f the Interior in order to keep in employment of the Gor rmn- 
ment the number of clerks that are now doing land-office business 
in the various land offices of the United States. To curtail that 
appropriation to $35 
many of thos 


a 


» clerks, as they are not getting a large amount of 


| 


W as not the large business which | 
| the 
| of th 


| tact 


has 


|} awaiting a 
the | 


| pended on a showings 


,000 would of necessity dispense with a great | 
lo 


y. The gentleman from Indiana {[Mr. Ropinson] has asked | 


whether ornot these men do anything in the way of ferreting out 
frauds. I will state to the gentleman from Indiana that if you 
were to curt 
extent at least the examination of frauds, because inquiries are 
continually made in the various local land offices as to what has 
been preempted and what has been located on. Consequently, if 
you diminish the force there, 
plies of the 

No w,1 
tion ought to be passed—from the standpoint of efficiency of 
n iinistratio nm, from the standpoint of not impeding the loca ti mn 
upon lands by honest settlers in the West, and also from the 
‘int of the very purpose which the gentleman from Indiana 
)BINSON | seeks, namely, that whatever inquiries may br 


register and receiver to the Secretary of the Interior. 


d- 


sti — 


[Mr. R 


| dence or improveme 


ail this force you would of necessity curtail to some | 


you will of necessity delay the re- 


in the despoliation of the timber and the mainte nanceof unlaw! fn) i 
upon the lands. These c omplaints cite cases where it is found y 
gation that spec ulators, cattle companie S, corporat ions, and j 
all engaged in an effort to plunder the public domain. Ent 
made w ith out residence or improvement, timber lands are |} 
spec ulation, and fictitious proofs are being made, especial! 
othe 1 the an registers and receivers, as to the compliance of th 
LWSs. 
‘The —— nt appropriation furnishes scanty y sup port to 
a d it is only necessary to state it in ord er to emp! izet 
; pre sent force to reach out over the vast area of Pe iblic ] 
t them from the wh y noregh fre auds that are now beu tt 
is the present field force required to cover . at 
ire the cases for prosec ation, but they are require 
xcution of those cases at hearings before the local off 
the cour ts. This and wany incidental matters n« 
tion of the time of the special agents, and preven 
r entire time and attention to the investi ration of case 
The amount of Sean done by the field force during 
; of cases has been such as =e a ~ loudly for recogniti 
reased appropriation, in order that the work in whic] 
grace d may be made effective ae securing the cancellation 
ntries and settlements <7) timber unlawfully taken from th. 
ompelling the removal of inclosures unlawfully maintain 
If the pa wposes for whi ch the public domain was ori¢ lly 
home builders are to be kept in mind, there should bead 
made to secure a rigorous enforcement of the beneficent law 
been enacted in pursu ance of that purpose 
The developments of the past six months have satisfied m« 
ent appropriations are ‘e wholly inad at 1ate to enable the 
thing like an effective execution of the laws and to clear t 
considerable portion of the large numbe er of alle ged fraudulent 
tion. 
here can be no doubt of the great necessi 
ation. This is demonstrated by the fact 
tries which are suspended on the char 
are in the different stages of adjust 
pension, and many have been cance led upo m Gov 
\ bout 6,000 entries under the timber-land law of Jur 
atis sfactory to this office that the 
‘with law, but in the interest of other p rsor 
pecific and comprehensive are the complaints, that by d 
November. 1s, 1902, all entries heretofore made or her 
under that act are suspended pending investigation by a 
the bona fides of the entrymen. There are about 2! 
been commuted under the ae stead law without suffi 
nts. Nearly 1,000 soldiers’ additior 
tion 2306 and a large number of soldiers’ widows’ ¢ 
tion 2307 are also shown to have been made in violation t] 
must be added the large number of cases involved in tir 
unlawful inclosures 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman h: 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr, Chairman, | 


o the 


pre 
pre 


ty for the incr 
that there are now 
geof a d. About hal 
ment ny have been r 
ort 

1 compliance 
Sospe 


rw entr 


Me 


ask 


consent to be permitted to continue for three minut 


it seems to me | that from every standpoint this: appropr ria- | 


made with relation to actual fraudulent entry the various regis- | 


ters and receivers can give them speedily. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But the gentleman differs from 
the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. Lacey] as to the availability of the 
fund: ote the end of protecting the public lands against frauds. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. It is not available for certain kinds, but 
you can see, if an inspector or if any pe rson is ferre ting out ‘the 
frauds and makes inquiries of these local officers, they have got to 
have a sufficient force to answer them and answer them qui ckly. 
[f that force is diminished toa point where i sary only to 
» ordinary business, anyone can see that of necessity it would 
nish the efficiency of the force, because it would take a longer 
time to gei 

Mr. ROB INS IN of Indi 
and state that the reason 
that have obtained in the last two years, if 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No; I think the reason for 
due administration of the laws, as far as it can be hes Th 
clerks are necessary. They are not large — ried clerks. The: 
do the work in these offices, and to discl arge them now would 
impede the work and a reply to every in sai that is made of 
these officers. It seems to me that this appropriation should pass. 

Mr. R oes IN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move 
out the last word and se ad to the Clerk’s desk to be read a synop- 
sis of the — ort of sy ‘retary of the Interior. 

. TAWNEY. he first t question to be taken will be on the 
siaainiaad offered hes the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mon- 
DELL}. 

Me ROBINSON of Indiana. 


vi t is ne 
do th 
dimi 
piles. 


ana. Why not be fai 
for it is to ferret out 


o the He I 
1e gross frauds 
ye The purqy 
it is to have 


rt 
tt 


suc h 


to strike 


But I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of getting the floor. I ask for re tion 
to have the Clerk read a brief synopsis of the report of the Secre- 
tary bearing on this section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

With respect to the necessity of an increased appropr 
tection of the public domain, it can truly be said that the need of a field fc 
was never greater. From every section of the country there comes to this 
office complaints of the disposition of the public lands in violation of law, and ' 


rn 


iation for the pro- 


rce 


| that 


| the 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the 
tion has run on this paragraph. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman make 
that debate has been exhausted on this paragraph? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I ask for only thre¢ 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I withdraw the point of « 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indi 
mous consent that he may be permitted to proceed fi 
utes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, 
ment of the Secretary of the Interior, made in his 1 
proposition to increase the appropriation over the 
recommendation of the Committee on Appropriati 
es not to be granted, even though it be fora 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] and 
from Wyoming [Mr. MonDELL] and also thé 
Colorado Le. SHAFROTH]. 

Mr. LAC] [Is not the gentleman mistaken? 
ciency appr priati m. The request he makes 
ann a appropriati 

 R¢ BD NSON of Indiana, 
es no difference is mistaken. This appropriati 
not available for the purpose. TheSecretary desi1 
if the investigation of the great frandulent land 
mend those statements of the Secretary of the ! 
other reason why this should be granted, outside of 
tioned by the gentleman from Iowa and the one | h 
the ferre ting ‘out of frand—is because the irri 
desire again to appeal to the United States Tr 
they promised on this floor that if we would pa 
act they would not come back again to ask fo 
priation. Yet by every avenue they can ent 
they can de 


then ni 


that 


is f 
ion. 

Then the gentlema 
mak 


hy 
iy 


they come here trooping 
some sense or in some way for ai , additional 
reat ventures out in the irrigable land regi 

I would have frankness from g ntle ‘men on - 
desire this money for the purpose of ferreting « 
they will say so and not stand on the floor h and 

mts which would ‘seem to imply otherwise. Th 
from C olorado [Mr. SHarrotu] was very frank abot 
and said he thought the appropriation would in son 
be available for that purpose. 


vise, 











1904. 


a 


HAFROTH. The irrigation act, as I understand—— 
, Bl NSON of Indiana. Iwithdraw my pro forma amend- 


— LIVINGSTON. I now renew the point of order that the 
icbate on the paragraph isexhausted. 
; The CHAIRMAN. The point of orderis sustained. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Wyoming {Mr. MONDELL]. er is 

The question being taken, there were on a division (called for 
by Mr. Rosison of Indiana)—ayes 58, noes 26. 

"So the amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
For furnishing transcripts of records ond pints, to be expended under the 
direction 0 the Secretary of the Interior, $4,500: Provided, That copyists em- 


jnved under this appropriation shall be selected by the Secretary of the In- 
Peat a compensation of $2 per day while actually employed, at such times 
and for such periods as the exigencies of the work may demand. 

Mr. LACEY. _ I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For per diem in lieu of subsistence of inspectors and of clerks detailed to 
investigate fraudulent land entries, trespasses on the public lands, and cases 
of misconduct, $1,0V. 

The Chairman proceeded to put the question on agreeing to the 
amendment, and said, *‘ The ayes seem to have it.”’ 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I want to discuss that amendment. I sup- 
posed that the gentleman from Iowa had some explanation to 
ofer. Il call for a division, if necessary. 

Mr. LACEY. I hope this matter will be left open, by unani- 
mous consent, until it can be explained. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the vote will be 
withheld until the amendment has been explained. 

Mr. HAY. Iobject. I call for the regular order. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 8, noes 30. 

So the amendment of Mr. LacgEy was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Removal of intruders, Five Civilized Tribes: For the purpose of removing 
intruders and placing allottees in unrestricted possession of their allotments, 
$15,000. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I raise a point of order on the 
paragraph just read. I submit that it is not in accordance with 
the existing law, but isa new provision. I will state very frankly 
that in the Fifty-sixth Congress a provision of this kind was 
passed, but it was omitted in the Fifty-seventh Congress. No 
similar provision was adopted in that Congress; consequently it 
is not existing law. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I understand that there 
is a provision of law that when necessary the Commissioners of 
the Five Civilized Tribes, constituting what is called the ‘‘ Dawes 
Commission,’’ shall put these Indians in actual possession of their 
land after it has been apportioned to them. The testimony of 
the Indian Commissioner before the committee was t» that effect; 
and as an appropriation heretofore made for this purpose has 
been exhausted, this provision has been inserted in the bill to 
carry out that proposition of the law. I understand that there 
is already an enactment of law to this effect so far as the Dawes 
Commission is concerned. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] to state that the law now re- 
quires the Dawes Commission to place these Indians in possession 
of their lands? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. In actual possession of their lands. The 
appropriation to pay the agent to put them in possession of their 
lands has been exhausted. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Iwas not aware of any law of that 
kind now existing. 
a CHAIRMAN. Can the gentleman from Alabama cite the 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have not the volume at hand, but I 
— chairman of the committee [Mr. HEMENWAY] can prob- 

AY GO so, 

Mr. HEMENWAY, In the treaties with the different tribes of 
Indians we have a provision that the Indians shall be put in pos- 
session of their allotments, 

Mr. § 'EPHENS of Texas. What law is that? 
ats HEMENWAY. Inall these treaties with the different In- 

~~ tribes there is that provision that where the land is allotted 
_ Indians shall be placed in possession of their allotments. Now 
Ne me state the necessity for this appropriation as shown in the 
ngs In one case, we will suppose, a man has a pasture of 
‘»,000 acres. ‘The land is allotted. An Indian comes and claims 
en of the piece of land allotted to him. The man in 
charge, the occupant of the land, bluffs him off and says, ‘‘ You 
can not have it,’ 

thon? CHAIRMAN, Can the gentleman from Indiana cite for 

information of the Chair the statute referred to? 
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Mr. HEMENWAY. Wecan secure one of these treaties so as 
to show it to the Chair later on. I ask unanimous consent that 
we pass the item and go ahead with the reading of the bill. 

e CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I have other objections to the sec- 
tion. I desire to move to strike it out, and also to amend it, when 
we return to it. ht f 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it will be passed. 

_ Mr. HEMENWAY. If the gentleman desires to move to strike 
it out, we can pass on the motion to strike it out now. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire a ruling as to whether or 
not it is germane or whether it is new legislation. ; 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Reserve the right, if it is not stricken out, 
to raise the point of order. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Therequestis that the paragraph be passed, 
reserving to the gentleman from Texas the right to move to strike 
it out or to amend it. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Contingent expenses: For all necessary contingent and miscellaneous ex- 

mses of the office of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, the Bureaus of 

anufacturesand Corporations, and the bureausand offices transferred to the 
ae of Commerce and Labor, including the purchaseof professional 
and scientific books, law books, books of reference, periodicals, blank books, 
pamphlets, maps, newspapers (not exceeding $2,500), stationery, furnitureand 
repairs to the same, carpets, matting, oilcloth, file cases, towels, ice, brooms, 
soap, sponges, fuel, lighting and heating; for the purchase, exchange, and 
care of horses and vehicles, to be used only for official purposes, and for rent 
of stable therefor from July 15, 1908, to June 30, 1904; freight and express 
charges, postage, telegraph and telephone service, typewriters,and adding 
machines, and all other miscellaneous items and necessary expenses not in- 
cluded in the foregoing, $35,000. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, on page 45, line 3, I move to strike 
out the word ‘* newspapers.”’ 

The amendment was read by the Clerk, as follows: 

Page 45, line 3, strike out the word “newspapers.” 


Mr. HAY. Ishould like to inquire of the chairman of the com- 
mittee why there should be an appropriation made for the office 
of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor for newspapers? The 
gentleman made a very sharp criticism on the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs the other day because they were making appropria- 
tions to buy what he called ‘‘ French novels.’’ Now,Ido not know 
why we should appropriate for newspapers for the Department of 
Commerce and Labor. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman evidently misunderstood 
the gentleman from Indiana the other day. I was not opposing 
the item of newspapers or any necessary item. What I was seek- 
ing to do was to limit the amount that could be expended for these 
purposes, and if the gentleman will notice, in this bill we do ex- 
actly what I was seeking to do on the military bill. Of this item 
- $35,000 we provide that not to exceed $2,500 shall be expended 

or— 

Professional and scientific books, law books, books of reference, period- 
icals, blank books, pamphiets, maps, and newspapers. 

Mr. HAY. Why should we appropriate for newspapers? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The Department of Commerce and Labor 
have to advertise in newspapers for all the supplies they buy, and 
in many instances under the law are required to advertise in cer- 
tain newspapers. Now, in order that they may know that the 
advertisements have been inserted, they must subscribe for a 
limited number of newspapers. The item, of course, in this bill, 
as in all other bills coming from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, is now limited to a certain amount of money that can be 
expended for the purchase of books, newspapers, and periodicals. 

r. HAY. Bunt you do not limit the amount that may be ex- 
pended for periodicals and newspapers. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. This is a part of the appropriation for 
professional and scientific books, law books, books of reference, 
periodicals, blank books, pamphlets, maps, and newspapers. All 
of those items shall not exceed $2,500, out of the total appropria- 
tion of $35,000. 

Mr.PAYNE. MayI suggest to the gentleman that the Bureau 
of Statistics is in this Department of Commerce and Labor? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does it not necessarily have to take a number of 
newspapers? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Oh, yes; there is the Bureau of Statistics, 
the Bureau of Navigation, and a whole lot of other bureaus. 

Mr. PAYNE. They have tosubscribe to technical newspapers 
and other nommnaneze- 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HAY. Do they have to subscribe for periodicals? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes; many of them. 

Mr. HAY. For Ainslee’s Magazine and Harper’s, etc.? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. No. 
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Mr. HAY. You provide for it here. They can buy them. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. No. 

Mr. HAY. The gentleman said the other day in debate that 
the head of a Department was buying all sorts of books and peri- 
odicals and magazines. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes. 

Mr. HAY. Now,I want to know why they could not buy any 
periodical they please under this appropriation? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. No,sir; because we ascertain the amount 
of money necessary to buy the actual papers and periodicals that 
they need for their professional use and limit the amount that 
can be used to that sum. 

Mr. HAY. Why can not they take part of the $2,500 to which 
you limit them and subscribe for any periodical they choose? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Because they are prohibited, first, by law 
from doing that. 

Mr. HAY. Where is the law that prohibits them? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. And next, because the amount of money 
authorized in this item is not sufficient. The gentleman ought to 
be fair. Under the item in the army bill you have a large lump 
sum appropriated, ranning into the thousands of dollars, as we 
have here. Now, alll ed of the gentleman was to limit the 
amount that should be authorized to be used to buy books and 
buy periodicals and newspapers, etc. , just as we limit it in this bill. 

Mr. HAY. Why, it was limited there. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Oh, no; it was not. 

Mr. HAY. Why, the contention of the gentleman—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Itwas by the ame ent that was put on. 

Mr. HAY. Why, the contention of the gentleman from Indiana 
was that the periodicals and newspapers provided forin thatitem, 
as in this, had no limitation upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Virginia 
has expired. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I ask that the gentleman have three min- 
utes additional time. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the time of the gentle- 
man will be extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HAY. The point made by the gentleman from Indiana 
was that under that appropriation the money could be expended 
for any book the head of the Department . Sonow,I say, 
under “‘ periodicals’’ you can expend that or as much as you 
please in subscriptions to magazines. That was the contention 
that the gentleman from Indiana made, and an amendment was 
agreed to providing that it should be “‘ professional periodicals,’’ 
dealing with subjects pertaining to its own particular branch. I 
think the same ought to be done here. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Well, the gentleman will remember that 
the amendment offered by “the gentleman from Indiana’’ was 
to limit the amount that could be expended for periodicals, books, 
etc., to $200. 

Mr. HAY. Periodicals and newspapers, $200. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Isaidthen tothe gentleman from Virginia 
if $200 was not sufficient amount, not being sufficiently familiar 
with it myself to fix the amount, they might fix the amount at a 
sufficient amount—just exactly what has been done by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. y, here is an appropriation for 
$35,000 for contingent expenses. We put in here a limit of $2,500 
that can be expended out of this $35,000 item. Just exactly what 
Lasked the gentleman to do on the army bill. Now, prior to the 
time limits were placed in the bills they could take any sum out 
of the lump sum appropriated and buy any book that they con- 
sidered necessary, and thus build up libraries of fiction in the De- 
partments. Assoonas limitations were put upon it they have con- 
fined themselves to the items absolutely necessary, and there have 
been no more purchases of books of fiction in consequence. 

Mr. HAY. Is it not a fact that under this provision of $2,500 
for books of reference, etc., they can expend out of that $2,500 any 
amount they please for any kind of books they please? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. No. 

Mr. HAY. Why not? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman read the item? 

Mr. HAY. You do not limit them? 


Mr. HEMENWAY. It is evident that the gentleman has not | 


read the bill. 

Mr. HAY. I have read the bill. 

Mr. HEMENWAY (reading). ‘‘ Including the purchase of pro- 
fessional and scientific books, law books, books of reference, pe- 
riodicals, blank books, pamphlets, maps, newspapers.’’ 

Mr. HAY. Does that mean “ professional ’’ periodicals? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Why, certainly. 

Mr. HAY. Why not say so? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. ¥, we do it. 

Mr. HAY. Oh, no. 

Mr. HULL. Does not the gentleman from Indiana want to 
conform to the army bill and put in the word “ technical? ’’ 
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Mr. HEMENWAY. I did not put in that amendn 
put in by a member of your own committee. 

Mr. HAY. I suggest that you comply with your own SUgges. 
tion and say that so much money wil be expended for ae 
pers and periodicals, and comply with the suggestion that — 
insisted we should make in the army bill. as 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do not say that they shall n. 
right to subscribe for newspapers. 

r. HAY. The gentleman says that they have got to do tha 
because they have advertisements in the newspapers and hay, 
got to take them in order to see that the advertisements appear 
in those newspapers. c 

Mr. HEMENWAY. And for the other reasons that | gave 
The Bureau of Statistics is in this Department, and the Bureay of 
Navigation is there, and there are t).irteen or fourteen diy isions__ 

Mr. HAY. You say that the Uurean of Navigation is there: 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The Bureau of Navigation is there, anj 
there are thirteen or fourteen divisions covered by the Bureay 
of Labor. 

a HAY. I did not know that the Bureau of Navigation was 
there. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Will 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes 

Mr. HAY. -I thought I had the floor. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I had the floor and yielded to the gentle. 
man from Virginia. 

Mr. BOU L, Will the gentleman from Virginia kindly yielq 

Mr. HAY. Certainly. as 

Mr. BOUTELL. In order, perhaps, to put as speedy an end as 
possible to this Sempre 4 and satisfy the gentleman from Vir. 
ginia, I would like to 1 attention to this one expression of 
Thomas Jefferson—— 

Mr. HAY. I did not suppose that the gentleman could call 
attention to anything more after what he said the other day. 

Mr. BOUT , Jefferson said, in writing to Edward 
Carrington: 

The basis of our governments being the opinion of the people, the very 
first object should to keep that right; and were it left to me to decid 
w we should have a government \ % newspapers or newspapers 
without a government, I should not hesitate a moment to prefer the latter, 

I think that is good Democratic doctrine. 

Mr. HAY. If that throws any light. it can only throw light 
upon the mind of the gentleman from Dlinois. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Virginia 
has again expired. 

Mr. HAY. Well, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ifthe gentleman will allow, I will move to strike 
out the last word and will take but a minute or two and then 
yield the balance of the time to him. Mr. Chairman, | want to 
suggest to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
there is a stron tion as to whether his provision of the 
twenty-five h dollar limit applies to anything more than 
newspapers. I suggest that he amend by adding, after the word 
‘‘ dollars,”’ *‘ for all the foregoing.”’ : 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will say to the gentleman from New 
York that the Comptroller has passed upon this two or three 
times and bolds that it applies to all these. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suppose that makes the law for the present 
Comptroller, but it is not a sensible construction of the language. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I think it is. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then, I want to ask the gentleman whether 
“ professional and scientific” applies to anything more than thi 
word ‘‘ books,”’ or whether it goes on down through the item’ 

Mr. HAY. That is a point I suggested all the time. 

Mr. PAYNE. _It will hardly apply to blank books. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yon can not apply that to the newspapers 
and possibly not to periodicals, because there is the Jureau” 
Statistics, the Bureau of Labor; they can not conduct th: business 
of those great bureaus without reading the newspapers of te 


country. 
Mr. PAYNE. I agree with the gentleman; I think it is utter'y 
im ible. ~~ 
r. HEMENWAY. It isa wholly different proposition for ‘he 
| War ment, the Navy Department, or some other Depart 
ment which does not need them for their official pur} s«s. “4 
Mr. PAYNE. That is the reason I asked the question. 1d 
| not know but what the Comptroller had decided that 1! applie« 
also to the newspapers. oss al 

Mr. HAY. I would like to ask the gentleman from New Yor 
if the Bureau of Statistics relies upon newspapers for their sta- 
tistics? 

Mr. PAYNE. I suppose for market prices, yes. ! (0 not oe 
where they can get them elsewhere. The Bureau of Labor revit® 
for information upon strikes and matters of that kind upon nev® 
papers as well as other information they can get. 
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Mr. HAY. Tam surprised to know it. 


Mr PAYNE. I suppose it is impossible for them to get along 
without having @ large number of newspapers to r their 
ctatistics from, such as may be ofusetothem. They must do that. 
"Mr. HAY. Of newspapers? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr HAY. The same argument would apply as to the Navy or 
the Army or any other Department of the Government, that they 
a y for their information upon what appears in the newspapers. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ido not think so; but we will cross that bridge 


when we come to it on the naval bill. , 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, as agreed todo, — : 

Mr. HAY. Well, I was going to get it in my own right. 

I withdraw the amendment to strike out the word “ newspa- 
pers,” and move to insert, in line 8, page 45, before the word 
“newspapers,”’ the word “* rofessiona Fo 

The CHAIRMAN. The k will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 45, line 8, before the word “newspapers” insert the word “pro- 
fessional.” 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iwanttoask the gentleman, with the word 
“professional” before the word ‘‘ newspapers,”’ what newspapers 


they can buy? 

Mr. HAY. Any ne pers of that character. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. t is a professional newspaper as ap- 
plied to this Department of Commerce and Labor? 

Mr. HAY. You might call the Scientific American a profes- 
sional newspaper. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Well, as apenas to the labor item? 

Mr.HAY. Labor organizations have a great many ae 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Asapplied to the Bureau of Corporations, 
what would be professional? 

Mr. HAY. Ido not know that corporations have any profes- 
sional newspapers. They seem to have control of a great many 
newspapers. [| Laughter. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If youramendment is adopted, what news- 


papers could the Bureau of tions buy? 
Ir. HAY. What would they want of the newspapers? What 
statistics could they get from thom generally about corporations? 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I want to be recognized a 
minute in opposition to this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana is recognized. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The House can see how—I was going to 
say how ridiculous this amendment would be. Here is a Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor, which has its different bureaus— 
the Bureau of Statistics, the Bureau of Labor, the Bureau of 
Navigation, the Bureau of Corporations, and all these great bu- 
reaus that must have daily newspapers. It is absolutely neces- 
sary for them to haye the current news. Under the amendment 
which the gentleman has offered they could not buy them. I 
ow wh amendment offered by the gentleman ought to be de- 
eated. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I feel very much as does the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations. It seems to me that 
We are quibbling a good deal about matters of not much conse- 
quence. We are dealing here with a Department the head of 
Which has had the candor to ask the Appropriations Committee 
for just what he wanted. He is the only one, as I understand it 
from the members of the committee, who asked for coachmen 
specifically, and the head of a Department who goes before the 
House With so much candor ought certainly to be trusted in the 
matter of buying newspapers, and who knows but that he may 
Ww 7 the newspapers to advertise for the trusts? [Laughter. ] 

D he enforcement of the trust legislation is committed to his 

"eI artment. I think he ought to be afforded every facility, every 
opp rtunity to execute the law as he says he will, He appeared 
re other evening at the banquet given to the boards of trade in 
the pe .I think, as the spokesman of the President, to present 
pon resident 8 greetings, and in discussing this question of the 
_ : ae of trust legislation committed to him he said that he 

anved the gentlemen before him to understand that these laws 
= ld be sancly and conservatively executed. 
one's man who shows so much discretion, so much care and 
~~ cor in public affairs, ought to be trusted with a few dollars to 
— for newspapers. 

ne CHAIRM AN. The question is on the amendment offered 


ry t te gentleman from Virginia. 
i . ae ion was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 
PP : os ‘DNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk 
e Clerk read as follows: . 


On page 45, line 15, 4 
: ra) » nsert “ 
Btates shipping comtmniasioners’ offites, aaa neceamary expenses of the United 
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— DERWOOD. To that, Mr. Chairman, I reservea point 
of order. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. 
of order in this case, which I —— the gentleman from Ala- 
bama intends to reserve, is that the appropriation is not in ac- 
cordance with existing law. It is precisely because this appro- 
priation is in accordance with existing law that I offer the amend- 
ment. The law specifically requires that the rent and necessary 
office expenses of United States shipping commissioners shall be 
paid out of the Treasury. That requirement has been confirmed 
by the Supreme Court in an opinion handed down by Justice 
Shiras in the case of The United States against James C. Reed. 
It has subsequently been confirmed by special statutory require- 
ment to the effect that these expenses should be paid by the United 
States Government. 

And yet year after year the Commissioner of Navigation has 
sent in these expenses in his estimates, and year after year the 
Committee on Appropriations has simply refused to appropriate 
the money. Now,I am perfectly aware that it is by no means 
unusual for the Committee on Appropriations to override the law 
and refuse to appropriate for expenses provided for in existing 
law; but in this case there is no economy whatever in such a 
course, because year after year these shipping commissioners go 
to the Court of Claims and get judgment in their favor for the 
necessary and legal expenses of their offices. Not one cent is 
gained by the Government, and a great deal is lost in defending 
these cases in the Court of Claims, while the shipping commis- 
sioners are put to unnecessary expense to get their money. Now, 
if it was a question of salary it would be one thing. The officer 
who has less money appropriated for his salary than the law en- 
titles him to has no remedy, but when it is a case of expenses in- 
curred for the Government he can go before the Court of Claims 
and get his judgment. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of this com- 
mittee to page 59 of the bill that we are considering. Under the 
heading “* Judgments, Court of Claims,” a certain sum is appro- 
[ogc to pay for judgments in the Court of Claims, as specified 

n two documents, one of which I hold in my hand, Document No. 
275. Three of the claims that are a in this very bill un- 
der that paragraph are the claims of Robert F. Morse, shipping 
commissioner at h, Me., Joseph M. Dickey, now railroad com- 
missioner of the State of New York and formerly shipping com- 
missioner of the port of New York, and the estate of Ellwood 
Becker, deceased, the claims amounting in all to about 
$7,000. They were adjudged on December 14 last, and we are 
paying for them in this very bill. Every shipping commissioner 
whose expenses we cut off will go before the Court of Claims un- 
der the decision in the case of The United States v. Reed, and he 
is going to get this very amount which I ask you to put into the 

We shall have to pay it in the long run, and in addition we 
must go to all the expense of defending those suits. We shall 
take right out of the pockets of our shipping commissioners their 
necessary e ses for the litigation in our Court of Claims. 

Mr. RWOOD. Mr. Chairman, one of the reasons why I 
shall insist upon the pee of order is that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] did not appear before this com- 
mittee to make any attempt to procure this appropriation or give 
an explanation why it should be made. My point of order against 
the appropriation coming now is that this is an urgent deficiency 
bill, and the item he contends for would not properly be an item 
on this bill, even if he had appeared before this committee and 
attempted to have it put on. is is not an urgency item, and it 
would naturally go on the sundry civil bill and not on this bill if 
the appropriation committee appropriated it. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, my item 
covers a deficiency already accrued. As a matter of fact, I went 
to the Committee on Appropriations 

Mr. HEMENWAY. ill the gentleman yield for a minute? 
I will ask the Chair if the point of order has been passed upon? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not. The gentleman from Alabama 
reserved the point of order, but the Chair understands now that 
he makes the point that this is not a deficiency appropriation. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And especially an urgent deficiency ap- 
propriation. 

r. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I submit 
that it is a deficiency appropriation. Those expenses have all been 
incurred and have not been taken care of by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls the attention of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts to the fact that his amendment does not 
state for what nor the time these expenses were incurred and for 
which this $6,000 is to be appropriated. The amendment says 
simply for expenses of United States shipping commissivners’ of- 
fices, $6,000. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, if neces- 
sary I will insert the words ‘‘ existing deficiencies;’’ but I submit 
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that the amendment when read in connection with the whole bill 
renders no such wording necessary. I will, however, make that 
addition to my amendment and request that the Clerk add it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to ask that this amendment be inserted in 
line 15, page 45, as indicated on the amendment? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Under ‘‘ Contingent ex- 
penses,”’ at the end of line 14. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has indicated it was at the 
end of line 15. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. 
line 15. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Well, at the beginning of 


The Clerk will again report the amend- 


Page 45, line 14, insert, “for rent ana necessary expenses of United States | 


shipping commissioners’ offices, $6,000, for existing deficiencies.” 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, as that amendment now | 


reads it is not germane to the paragraph where it is inserted, 
and I also make that point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would call the attention of the 
gentleman from Alabama {Mr. UNDERWOOD] to the fact that this 


is not offered as a new paragraph, but that it is a continuation of | 


the paragraph just read, after the word ‘‘ dollars’’ in line 14. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, it is not germane, Mr. Chairman, | 
That paragraph | 
and that section of the bill relate to the contingent expenses in | 


to that portion of the bill that we are reading. 


the office of the Secretary of Labor, if I have the right place in 
the bill. It does not relate to either rent or to the payment of 
salaries of officials. 


Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I was notaware that I had 


offered it as an amendment to any particular paragraph of the | 


bill. I offered it as an independent provision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman to 
offer it as an addition to the paragraph ending on line 14, page 45. 
The gentleman now offers it as an additional paragraph to come 
in after line 14. The Chair is of the opinion that the amendment 
as modified by the gentleman is in order. The point of order is 
overruled. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, this amendment ought 
not to be adopted for the reason that it has not been considered 
by any committee of the House. There is nothing in the amend- 
ment to inform the House as to whom this money is to be paid to, 
or what for, or why. In addition to that, here are judgments, as 
the gentleman states, of the Court of Claims, arising out of this 
same transaction. We donot know whether the judgments in- 
cluded in this item are the same judgments that we appropriate 
for here in the bill or not. No item of this kind ought to go 
upon an appropriation bill without first a by some 
committee of this House. This item has not been considered. It 
has not been referred in the regular way for consideration by the 
Committee on Appropriations. There was no estimate for it con- 
sidered by the committee in making up this bill. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. DolI understand the chair- 
man of the committee to say that this was not included in the 
estimate of the United States shipping commissioners? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. For the next fiscal year there are some 
estimates; but nothing at all on this bill. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I submit that in the last 
estimate this matter which this amendment of mine covers was 
specifically estimated, and I think that the former chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, now sitting on my right [Mr. Can- 
NON], will bear me out in that statement. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That may be true, but that was at the 
last Congress. At this session there was no estimate on this sub- 
ject submitted to the committee having in charge the urgent de- 
ficiency bill. 

I repeat that the amendment offered by the gentleman has not 
been considered by any committee. There is nothing in the 
amendment indicating what it is for, except that it is to cover 
certain indefinite deficiencies not set out in the amendment and 
which Congress does not know anything about, and does not know 
whether or not they are included in items of appropriation 
in this bill for judgments of the Court of Claims, Certainly it 
would not be wise for Congress to adopt any proposition of this 
kind without knowing something about it. I sincerely hope that 
the amendment will be rejected and that the item will go to the 

roper committee to be regularly considered and reported upon 
cone being adopted. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Do I understand the gen- 
tleman to suppose that the proceedings in our Court of Claims 
are so rapid that ony of the shipping commissioners’ expenses of 
last year can ibly be included in the judgments of the court 
in the cases of Morse and Dickey and Baker? 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. GARDNER 
of Massachusetts, it was rejected. 
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Mr. OVERSTREET. I desire to offer an amendment 
after the word ‘*‘ homes,”’ in line 21, page 45, the followi; 
‘*and designated headquarters.”’ 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I make the point of order tha: this j 
change of law. -=e 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Will the gentleman reserve that point 
for a moment? . 

Mr. HEMENWAY. [I reserve it if the gentleman wiches to be 

| heard. 
| Mr. OVERSTREET. The point to whichI desire to call the 
| attention of the committee is that without these words of limita. 
| tion this provision will clearly grant to these inspectors ¢4 addi. 
| tional pay for every day in the year. I do not think that such is 
| the intention of the Committee on Appropriations nor of thg 
Committee of the Whole. , 
These men will always be away from their homes ag soor 
| pointed; but they will be at headquarters most of the tin 
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to Insert, 
1g Words: 


1 as ap- 
se nae ae : ie, and 
as this is a per diem in lieu of an expense incurred, I think tha 
| a limitation ought to be fixed in the law. 

I confess that I am not familiar just now with what the law js. 
| but I believe it is the clear intention of the law that the $4 4 day 
| in lieu of subsistence is not additional salary, unless the person 
is away from both his home and his headquarters in the dischargs 
of his duties. ; 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Iam not quite sure, Mr. Chairman. dis. 


cussing the merits of this proposition, whether or not this would 
be a good provision; but certainly it ought to be considered yery 
carefully before being placed on this bill; and as this is only a def. 
ciency bill, and this item will come up on the regular appropria- 
tion bill, I shall insist on —— of order until | can investigate 


| more fully as to what the effect of this change would be. It js 
| certainly a change of existing law. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to ask the gentleman 
whether there is any law at present specifying these salaries? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. No law except such as is enacted in the 
appropriation bill. The current appropriation law has the lan- 
guage which appears in the deficiency bill. I know of no law 
other than the oe fixed by the current appropriation law. 
TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that this ament- 
| ment isinorder. Itismerely descriptive of the purpose for which 
the money is to be appropriated. 
| ties or any new offices. It merely amplifies what is already re- 
quired under this provision. The Chair overrules the point of 
order. The question is on the amendment offered by the gentle 
man from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET]. 
| The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. Ovzr- 
STREET) there were—ayes 47, noes 33. 
Mr. HEMENWAY asked for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. Hex- 
ENWAY and Mr. OVERSTREET. 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 78, 
noes 41. 
Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Hereafter the clerk of the supreme court of the District of Columbia shall 


account for official emoluments in the same manner as clerks of the United 
States circuit and district courts. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, at the request of 
my colleague [Mr. CRUMPACKER], who is unavoidably detained, 
and for him, I make the point of order against lines 9, 10, 11, and 
12 of page 50 as being contrary to existing law. I am ready to 
cite to the Chair the provisions of the District code passed in 1901, 
and the provisions of the law of 1875 governing the conduct of 
the clerks with reference to their emoluments. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make the point that 
this changes existing law? . i 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. That it changes existing law, 40 
I have for the inspection of the Chair, or will read t« the ( a 
the code provisions which were passed in 1901 which govern t™ 
conduct of clerks with reference to their emoluments. The oa 
pose of these lines in this bill is to have them governed by a 

eneral law of 1875. I will send a marked copy to the ( on 

e purpose of this act is to make the provision of the gener 
law applicable to the clerks, instead of the special law that ¥ 
passed in the District Code of 1901. : a dacatal 

The CHAIRMAN. It seems to the Chair that on the — he 
the graph it is legislation involving an accounting !0r - oo 
emoluments different from what the law now cont npn ‘tis 
from the statute which the gentleman has sent to tl ee 
evident that it is a change of existing law. The Chair then 
sustains the point of order. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker 
sumed the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. !'' 
its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had pass 


It does not create any new dt- 


having Te 
PARKINSON, 
1 bill an 








1904. 


‘oint resoluticn of the following titles; in which the concurrence 


yuse was requested: 
te, An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
nt right of way for pipe lines through Indian lands; and 
eS R. 36. Joint resolution accepting a reproduction of the bust 
f Washington from certain citizens of the Republic of France, 
; d tendering the thanks of Congress to the donors therefor. 
a The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to concurrent reso- 
j fo. 13. . 
nthe o sage also announced that the Senate had disagreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to Senate concurrent 
resolution No. 21, had asked a conference with the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. PLarr of New York, Mr, McComas, and Mr. Gorman as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

0 ccount of canceling machines, fiscal year 
100 ene eiitied in roan Hocument No. 866, of this session, $225, . 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, reserving the point of 
order, I should like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill to 
explain that item just read. . ' 

Mr. HEMENWAY. For canceling machines? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. To pay some one for canceling machines, 
lines 15 to 18, inclusive. at I desire to know is whether that 
is a clear deficiency or whether the item has been passed upon by 
any Auditor. 

Mr, HEMENWAY. I suggest to the gentleman that the item is 
an amount found due by the Auditor for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, an audited account, and so certified. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Is it a certification, or simply a report 
from the Auditor? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It is a certification of an amount found 
due by the accounting officers of the Post-Office Department. If 
the gentleman thinks it ought not to be paid, a motion to strike 
it out is in order. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I do not want it stricken outif it isa 

properitem; but I should like to inquire of the gentleman whether 
or not the hearings before his committee disclosed the fact that 
this property was actually purchased at a proper price and is now 
in use? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I refer the gentleman to Document No. 
236, and can only say that the Auditor certifies that the amount is 
due. As to whether the item was purchased at a proper price or 
notI do not know. We simply have that certificate of the Au- 
ditor of an audited account sent down for appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Railway Mail Service: That the number of clerks appropriated for in the 
Railway Mail Service for the current fiscal year is modified so as to allow 
1,185 clerks of class 5, at $1,400 each; 1,671 clerks of class 4, at $1,200 each; 857 
clerks of class 4, at $1,100 each; and 3,928 clerks of class 3, at $1,000 each: Pro- 
vided, That this change shall be made without increasing the aggregate sum 


of money appropriated for clerks of the several classes of the Railway Mail 
Service in the post-office appropriation act of March 8, 1908. 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 52, line 21, strike out all after the word “allow” down to and in- 


a the word “each,” in line 8, page 53, and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


‘Two thousand six hundred and fifty-six clerks of class 2, at not exceedi 

$900 a year each, and 780 cierks of class 1, at not exceeding $300 each - 
The amendment was agreed to, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Pay of laborersat division headquarters, rural free-delivery service, $205.44. 

= OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman,I would like to ask the 
gentleman in charge of the bill to give some explanation in refer- 
vn oe pay of laborers at these division headquarters. 
af '.HEMENWAY, Why,it was by some oversight in theclas- 
B — of the employees of the Department. I will give Mr. 
hearings: explanation. You will find this on page 163 of these 

In the last post-office bill there was an appropriation for six clerks, at 
venmneriy they had been laborers, at $700. cunpese in the Fee eet 
troline h intended to make them clerks insteat of laborers, but the Comp- 
cleanit = decided differently, and the Civil Service Commission would not 
their places To. ney were dro out and new clerks had to be put in 
bef S. These clerks had wor until this much money was due them 


In; we knew that. 

n other words, this appropriation bill provides for the of 
ant laborers who were ood as clerks. The laborers wamtaleed 
the a the work, and it was ascertained that they were not allowed 
“ry until the bill was passed by or is reported by 
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the Post-Office Committee. So we pay these clerks fur the time 
they did the work, This appropriation is necessary. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury and 
certified in House Document No. 356 of this session on account of the rural 
free-delivery service for fiscal years, as follows: 

For the fiscal year 1902, Stee. 

For the fiscal year 19038, $21,026.37. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Reserving the point of order, I would 
like to inquire of the gentleman in charge of the bill if these items 
have been certified by the Auditor? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I call the gentleman’s attention to the 
reading of the bill. 

“aah OVERSTREET. I know the bill says they have been cer- 

Mr. HEMENWAY. You will find that they have been audited 
by the accounting officers of the Treasury and certified in House 
Document 366 of this session, on account of free rural-delivery 
service for the fiscal year. I refer the gentleman to the docu- 
ment for the information. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The gentleman has the document in his 
hand. What I want to know is whether or not Document 366 
says that they have been certified by the proper accounting offi- 
cers who have passed on the facts and know the facts, or whether 
it is simply the report of an officer that they need the money? If 
it is a certification then I have no objection. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The bill so states. 

Mr. OVERSTREET, The bill so states, but what does the re- 


zs 

Mr. MENWAY. Well, I suggest to the gentleman that it 
would not so state in the bill unless it was found that it was true 
as was stated. and if the gentleman still makes further inquiry I 
refer him to the document to which I have heretofore called at- 
tention. It is Document 366. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Clerk read as follows: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

For mileage of Members of the House of Representatives and Delegates 
from Territories for the second session of the Fifty-eighth Congress, $145,000. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Before that is read 

Mr. MADDOX. I make the point of order on that. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I tried to stop the Clerk in the reading of 
the paragraph before we got to it. 

= MADDOX. It is understood that I reserve the point of 
order. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I tried to stop the reading, but did not 
succeed in doing it. I would like to have the attention of the 
House. Before the words ‘‘ House of Representatives,’’ on page 
58, before line 1, I ask unanimous consent that the following be 
inserted, simply to correct the bill before we come to this item. 

By an oversight in preparing the bill, or printing the bill, the 
mileage for the Senate was left out. Now, that ought to gointo 
the bill, so that the point of order can be made against the whole 
item—the two items taken together—and any discussion that may 
occur may be made on the whole item under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the amendment which he sends to the Clerk’s 
desk may be inserted before line 1. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 58, before line 1, insert the following: 

“SENATE, 

“For mileage of Senators for the second session of the Fifty-eighth Con- 
gress, $45,000."" 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I moveto strike out the entire paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia made the 
point of order against this peseeeen. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. [had risen for the same purpose. Does 
the Chair recognize the gentleman from Georgia? 

The CHAIRMAN . The Chair had recognized the gentleman 
from Georgia upon the conclusion of the reading of the paragraph 
to fake the point of order against the paragraph. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I am aware of the fact that 





this point of order was raised to a similar section in an appropria- 
tion bill in the Fifty-third Congress. 
The CHAIRM Will the gentleman from Georgia answer 


the Chair a question forinformation? The Chair understands the 
gentleman’s point of order includes the amendment offered by the 
tleman from Indiana, and also the paragraph that has just 


Mr. MADDOX. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph as amended with the provi- 
sion for mil for the Senate. 

Mr. MADDOX. I say, Mr. Chairman, I am aware of the fact 
that a decision was made by the Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole in the Fifty-third Congress holding that this same pro- 
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Vision was in order at that time. I, Mr. Chairman, am not satis- 


of the Fifty-eighth Congress—then there is authority ¢ 


fied with that decision—at least, with the reasons given when the 
decision was rendered. 

It may be that it is not subject to the point of order, but cer- 
tainly the reasoning given there, or, in other words, the begging 
or dodging the question, as it seems to me, does not carry convic- 
tion to my mind or to anybody else, I think, who has given due 
consideration to this ruling, that it is at all conclusive and that 
this could stand as a precedent. I would like for some chairman 
to give a better reasoning for it. Now, the reason given in that 
opinion was simply this: Mr. Hayes, I believe, of Lowa, at that time 
argued against this point of order that was made by Mr. Lynch. 
The Chair, ruling upon that point, said that inasmuch as we had 
diverted the sum originally appropriated for the regular session 
of Congress to be used, or, in other words, had made it available 
in the extra session, therefore that there being no question about 
the present session being a regular session, just as in this present 
instance a regular session, that we were entitled to the mileage of 
that regular session. 

Thereupon the Chairman decided that point—the point of order 
not welltaken. He didnottake intoconsideration when he decided 
the point as to whether the amount or the sum that had been ap- 
propriated for the session had been diverted to the extra 
session for which we were notentitled. They pro to bolster 
up the decision by getting a letter from the Auditor at that time. 
The Auditor also dodges the question and says this thing being a 
regular sersion that they are entitled to the mileage. We all 
know that. The statute is perfectly plain upon that subject, that 
each regular session we are entitled to the mileage. The question 
is, though, are we, when we divert the regular mileage for the 
payment of a special or extraordinary session, to be allowed to 
come in here now and appropriate for a regular session when we 
have taken the mileage from the regular session, put it in our 
pockets, and have spent it. 

Now, that is the question I want to hear the Chair rule on. I 
apprehend that the Chair probably will have some trouble upon 

point—that is, the question as to whether the extraordinary 
session merged into the regular session and made one continuous 
session, or, in other words, whether there was any length of time 
between the extraordinary session and the regular session by which 
wecan claim that there have been two sessions of Congress. Now, 
so much for that point of order. Now the question is, if I may 
be permitted to go forward on this line, Is it expedient. gentlemen, 
to pass this resolution giving to ourselves this extra money? 

r.GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will yield 
to me for a moment, I want to ask unanimous consent to offer an 
amendment to the item under consideration. 

Mr. MADDOX. All right. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And let it be pending to the proposition 
which the gentleman is now discussing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to have ding, subject to the point of order—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Anamendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

rovided, That any Member of the esiring ma ver 
eae due to him 2 part of this appropriation into the tvensury, and it 
shall be received by the Secretary of the Treasury asa miscellancous item. 

[ Applause. } 

TheCHAIRMAN. Is thereobjection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio? The Chair hears none. 

This question does not involve the merits of the p ition, 
and the Chair hopes that gentlemen will confine themselves to a 
discussion of the point of order. 

Mr. MADDOX. I would like to be heard on the merits, too. 

The CHAIRMAN. There will be an opportunity for that, pos- 
sibly, if the ragtaph is retained in the bill. 

r. MADDOX. have often, not only in this House, but in 
other legislative bodies, heard that cheap amendment offered, such 
as has been offered by the gentleman from Ohio, before. I know 
I need not draw this money without the t, so far 
as that is concerned. I can exercise that right without any ad- 
vice from the gentleman from Ohio or even of this House. 
That is my privilege to do, and it is my privilege to take it if I 
wish after this House has determined that it is legal. I am not 
ae set myself up here as better than any other Member 

f this House or that my judgment is better than anybody else's. 

E wand to aug 05 the Oualt that the Fifty-third gress was 
not the first time that this question has been presented to the 
Congress of the Unit-d States. On more than two occasions that 
I know of—in which the records will bear me out—this i- 
tion was voted down. As I say, the point is whether this is a 
regular session or an ext i session, or whether the extra 
session is merged into the regular session. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Georgia that if this is a regular session—the second session 
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the eupeopriation carried by this paragraph? t law for 

Mr. MADDOX. The point I make to the Chair is simply this 
that the appropriation made for the regular session was diverteg 
to the ial session, and the question now is as to whether th; 
clause in the bill making a new appropriation for mileage fo, the 
regular session when we have already received that sip which 
was appropriated for the regular session. In other words, cay ~ 
draw mileage for an extra session which was appropriated for th 
regular session and then vote ourselves another mileage for th 

ular session? —_ 

r. LITTLEFIELD said: Mr. Chairman, if in order, 1 wong 
like to make a few suggestions in support of the point of order 
I wish to state at the outset, Mr. Chairman, that I have not a word 
to say about the propriety or the impropriety of the pending pro 
position. Whether, if it reaches that » Members vote to pasy 
the bill as it stands or vote to strike out proposition is a quee- 
tion for every single individual Member, and I do not think je jc 
to be criticised or reflected upon, either directly or indirectly, py 
any Member of the House. It is purely a personal proposition 
I 1 not d a moment on the merits, or morality, or equity 
of the appropriation. In my judgment—of course I may jp 
wrong—the a priation is not authorized by existing law.” 

The appropriation provides for mileage for the second session 
of the Fifty-eighth Congress, and, in my opinion, the only ques- 
tion raised by the point of order, or that can properly be raised 
or debated in committee is whether or not this is a second session 
of the Fifty-eighth Congress, or whether we are now in the firs 
session of Fifty-eighth Congress. 

The history of the situation is sitaply this: During the last 
term of Congress an appropriation was made for mileage for th: 
Congress that would meet on the first Monday of December, 1% 
Congress met on the 9th day of November, 1903, under a call of 
the President for what may be termed and sometimes is termed 
a ‘‘ special session,”’ or an *‘ extraordinary session ”’—and I may say 
right here that the Constitution does not recognize any distinc- 
tion between sessions; it does not refer to a regular session ora 

ial session or an extraordinary session. 

What eee ee aey > ** regular ’’ session, to be sure, begins 
on the first Monday of December of each year, because, unless 
otherwise vided, that is when Congress assembles. Congress 
is assem when an extraordinary occasion exists under the 
proclamation of the President, and Congress did then assemble as 
the Fifty-eighth Congress. It is not mentioned in the Constite- 
tion as an “‘ extraordinary” or “‘ special” or *‘ extra’’ session. It 
simply says “‘he may, on extraordinary occasions, convene both 
Houses, or either of them.” 

When this Congress met on the 9th day of November, o 
shortly after, by joint resolution, very properly it diverted the 
appropriation for mileage made for the Congress that was to meet 
on the first Monday of December, 1903, to the payment of the 
mileage of the Congress that met on the 9th day of November, 
1903. But it left no ee for mileage for this Congress, 
assuming now that there is a distinction between the two se 
sions. 

The precedent referred to in the Firty-third Congress is not in 
the slightest degree in point. It hasn’t anything to do with th 
case pending here, because there was in that case two separate 
and ene sessions. The law now provides that an appr- 
priation for mileage can be made for each regular session, an! 
the only question is whether the session we are now engaged 1 
is a re session. It does not make any difference how many 
days of the session we have had or how short the interregnal 
was, if there was an interregnum, we are entitled to mileage for 
the regular session, in my judgment, nor if that is the fact do! 
= any legal reason why a man should be criticised for vous 

or it. 

There is no question but that Congress has the pow: r to appr’ 
priate or divert the mileage appropriated for a session beginnins 
on the first Monday of December to one beginning om the %! 
day of November. - 

Then the question recurs, there being no appropriat) for mule 
age in addition thereto, will it now appropriate for mileace for: 
session that is alleged to have begun on the first Monday ® 
December? 

That raises the specific question as to whether or not we # 
now in a continuous session or whether there are ‘lea'ly two 
sessions. if two sessions, this appropriation is correct: it! *" 
thorized by existing law and it ought to be made, and every 
can y receive it. iYow, if there is a continuous se" 
then there is only one session, then there is no law th. authors 
the appropriation of two mileages for any one sess10"). Ww - - 
mileage for a Mileage, I take it, is the sum that na" 
a Member of Congress to attend at the beginning 4 Ti 
his home at the end of a session of Congress. Every oly -— 
cedes, no matter what the other facts may be, that in this © 


session, 








this Congress, or, at east, Comeree. did meet on the 9th day of 
November, 1903, and continued its session, in any event, un 12 
o'clock noon on the 7th ae December, 1903, so that, of course, 
as a matter of fact, the mileage extended until that time. 
“We were paid for coming here on the 9th day of November, and 
we were paid for returning on the 7th day of December at 12 
o'clock, and if there is an interregnum we would equally be en- 
titled to pay under existing law for returning at the same 12 
o'clock to attend the regular session. In my jud t the only 
question is, Is there one continuous session or, under the circum- 
stances, are there two? In other words, is there an interregnum? 
In my opinion, and I may be wrong about it, there was no inter- 
0 Under what circumstances does Congress meet? What 


nun. ~ ar ‘at 
rails it together? Well, the provisions of the Constitution: and 
what are they? In the first place, this provision, which provides: 
, Congress shall assemble at least once in every year and such meeting 
shall be on fl he first Monday in December, unless they by law appoint a 
different date. 


In this case Congress has not by law a pointed any different 
date, so that, so far asthe discussion at this stage is concerned, 
that does not disturb us; but there is another way by which Con- 
gress can constitutionally meet. That is provided for in section 
8 of Article I, prescribing the duties of the President: 


He may on extrac: convene both Houses, or epher of 
1 


rdinary occasions, 
them, and in case of disagreement between them, with respect to the time 


of adjournment, he may adjourn them to such time as he shall think proper. 

That is not a final adjournment, but simply an adjournment 
“to such time as he shall think proper.’ On extraordimary occa- 
sions he can call Congress in session. It is not an extraordinary 
session by the language of the Constitution, it is not an extra ses- 
sion by the language of the Constitution, but the extraordinary 
occasion intervening, then the President can exercise the power 
tocall, for instance, the Ps My. ons oe into session. Con- 
gress having been constitutionally called to meet on the 9th day 
of November, 1908, and being in session, its session can not be ter- 
minated and ended except in one of two ways. What are they? 
First, by adjournment of the body itself; second, by operation of 
law. 

The only question here is. then, whether after the 9th day of 
November, 1908, Congress had adjourned, in the first instance, on 
itsown motion. Everybody concedes that it had not. There has 
not been any attempt to adjourn without day finally from that 
time until to-day. The only other question left is, Was Congress 
terminated by operation of law? because that is the only other 
way by which it can be terminated, and that brings us to this 
proposition: Does the fact that the Constitution requires Congress, 
if it is not in session, to meet on the first Monday in December of 
itself terminate a Congress that is then in session? In my jade- 
ment,it does not. What is the purpose, object, and intent of that 
provision of the Constitution, and its only purpose, object, and 
intent? Simply to call Congress together in order that it may be 
. = as a Congress. It is simply for the purpose of ing 
it together. 

The Constitution designates a specific day in order that Con- 
gress may ‘assemble at least once in every year.”’ The assem- 
bling “at least onee in every year” is the real essential and sole 
purpose of the specific constitutional day of meeting. 

_Now, Congress was already together and in session when that 
time intervened. It meton the 9th day of November, 1903, and 
it continued in session, and there was no occasion for it to meet 
inorder to begin session, because it was herein session. The onl 
purpose that can be accomplished by this provision of the Consti- 
tation as to the time of meeting is to cause Congress to meet and 
begin a session. That is its onl purpose and object. In this in- 
stance, on the 7th day of Sasaaee: 1908, this provision had noth- 
ing upon which to operate,as the Fifty-eighth had already 
met and was then in session. The object of this rovision had 
already been accomplished. The Fifty-eighth Coameens had 
already assembled “‘ at least once” in the year 1903, and the only 
anal mandate of the Constitution been obeyed. Itis a 
on legal principle that when the reason for a law fails. the 

= _ and the rule ceases to operate. If the Fifty-eighth Con- 

Re 8 a not been in session when the hour of 12 o’clock noon, 
a peer , 1903, arrived, it would have been its duty to meet 

“ degin its session; but it had no occasion to meet for that pur- 
pose, either constructively or actually, because it had already met 


= was in session. 
ow can it with any ‘propriety be said that it is the duty of 
ta neTeRs to meet when it Sepelreniy met? Itisale sbeurdity 
ively that a body that is in session, must meet either construc- 
€ es wtually, in order to be in session. In order to hold that 
ber 9. 1dun othe Fifty-eighth Congress, which on Novem- 
Yecember 7 terminated by operation of law at 12 o’clock noon 
Doren e208, it must be held that although the Fifty-cighth 
that dav; ..” full constitutional session at 12 o’clock noon on 
y, 10 was terminated and the session ended in order that, 
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at the same instant of time, the same Congress should be in like 
full constitutional session—being in session, by operation of law, 
by one act, and at the same moment of time a session is ended and 
begun in order that it may be in session when, as a matter of fact, 


the session is actually continuous. What is there to justify the 
assertion of this extremely finical and attenuated technical legal 
proposition? This constructive termination of a session hardly 
approaches the dignity of a legal fiction, and the law abhors a 
fiction. It may perhaps tolerate a fiction in order to accomplish 
some substantial pu: that can not beattained in any other way, 
but not otherwise. ere the fiction was entirely unnecessary, as 
the essential result, a session ‘‘ at least once in every year,”’ had 
been already achieved. What is there about the Fifty-eighth 
Congress, that would have assembled at 12 o’clock noon Decem- 
ber 7, if it had not already been assembled, that differentiates it 
from the same Fifty-eighth Congress that met November 9? 
Absolutely nothing. Has the latter any constitutional power not 

ed by the former? None. Can it do anything that the 
other could not do? Nothing. Is there any legal reason why one 
is superior to or supersedes the other; why the former should give 
way to the latter? Absolutely none. 

It must be borne in mind that these provisions of the Constitu- 
tion relating to calling sessions of Congress are in no sense analo- 
gous to the by-laws of a corporation providing for the calling of 
meetings of the corporation. If they were, the provisions requir- 
ing Congress to meet on the first Monday of December might be 
thought parallel to the by-law providing for the annual meeting 
of the corporation at which officers are to be elected, and such 
other business as may be specified in the call. Unless 
so specified, no other business can be transacted. The call for a 
special meeting of a corporation must specify the business to be 
transacted at the meeting, and the usual business of the annual 
meeting, such as the election of officers, could not be transacted 
at such meeting, because such business is by the by-laws to be 
considered at a specific meeting, and notice thereof would not be 
given in the call. 

In the case of Congress, however, whether called by the Presi- 
dent under the Constitution or meeting at the time specified in the 
Constitution or at the time appointed by Congress under the Con- 
stitution, it meets with the same plenary powers, and is in nosense 
limited or restrained as to the acts which it can do, by the time 
when, or the manner in which, it is called together, and there is, 
therefore, no legal reason why the Fifty-eighth Congress, meet- 
ing at the time fixed by the Constitution, in session at noon on 
December 7, can be held to displace or supersede the Fifty-eighth 
Congress in session at ané prior to that time, meeting equally at 
the time fixed by the Ccnstitution by virtue of the President's 
call. In order to overrule the — of order some such legal 
reason must be given. How is it that Congress, that has the power 
to change the time fixed for meeting by the Constitution, has not 
the power to continue its own session beyond the time thus fixed? 
It has elected to so continue it in this instance. 

For the purpose of testing the principle, let us assume that the 
legislative day of December 5 extended without any recess until 
12 o’clock noon on the 7th, at which time a roll call was in prog- 
ress. Would the roll call be stopped and the session ended be- 
cause if Congress had not met and was not in session it would 
have met at that time? If continuing after 12 o’clock, must Con- 
gress stop its business and, although it continues to sit, begin 
anew the consideration of the measure pending, or at least begin 
a new roll call? This would be the result if the session ended, as 
that would end the consideration of business pending. Will the 
Chair hold that a roll call could not be completed under such cir- 
cumstances, and would not such a holding involve a palpable legal 
absurdity? The assumed condition might easily occur and is 
clearly involved in the operation of the proposition, and the Chair 
must so hold, I submit, in order to overrule the point of order. 

So far as the action of Congress is concerned upon this question, 
the records disclose the following facts: The second session of the 
First Congress adjourned to meet on the first Monday of December 
next, which was the constitutional day. The Journal of the ses- 
sion that met on that day shows, however, that they met ‘‘ on the 
day appointed by the two Houses for the meeting of the present 
session,” instead of on the day appointed by the Constitution 
therefor. 

In the following instances Congress met in session by virtue of 
the date fixed by it, by law, under the provision of the Constitu- 
tion allowing them ‘‘ to appoint a diffcrent oD and continued 
in session beyond the day that Congress would otherwise have 
met, as provided in the Constitution, on the first Monday of De- 
cember: 

The first session of the Second Congress; 

The second session of the Second Congress; 

The second session of the Third Congress; 

The second session of the Fifth Congress; 

The second session of the Sixth Congress; 
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The second session of the Tenth Congress; ae 
The second session of the Eleventh Congress; , 
The second session of the Twelfth Congress; 

The second session of the Fifteenth Congress; and 

The second session of the Sixteenth Congress. 

I do not contend, may it please the Chair, that these meetings 
of Congress under these circumstances are precisely in point | hour 120’clock, giving as a reason that Congress might » 
upon my present contention, because Congress met then at the | adjourn, for even so small a time, lest the President, 
time fixed by law, which eliminated, under the terms of the Con- | thought by him to be unpatriotic, should improve the int 


in session on November 26, 1867, when the following ; 
was presented in the Senate by Senator Grimes, of Iowa 
Resolved by the Senate (the House concurring), That the Presi 


Senate and the Speaker of the House do adjourn their respect 
without day on Monday, the 2d of December next, at half past 11 


a.m 


Senator Sumner moved to amend the resolution by making the 


The second session of the Eighth Congress; met as appointed by law on the 4th day of March, 1867. 


‘ safely 
oO Wag 
stitution, the constitutional time fixed for the meeting. But there | time to issue commissions. He thought, therefore, that , oe 
are other instances that are precisely in point. In the following | sion should come close up to the other, and that one should eng 
instances Congress was called in session by a proclamation earlier | when the other began. 

than the day fixed by the Constitution, and continued in session | His amendment was agreed to and the resolution as amended 
on that day and beyond that day without making any reference | was adopted, and in pursuance thereof on Monday, the 24 of De 

to that date or taking any notice of it, and there was no intima- | cember, the presiding officers of the two Houses declared the 
tion that Congress was instantaneously adjourned and convened | Houses adjourned without day at 12 o’clock, and immediately 
by operation of law: thereafter they were called _to order in the second session, and the 

The first session of the Eighth Congress, the first session of the | roll was called by States. F 
Tenth Congress, the first session of the Twelfth Congress, and Now, I ask the Chair to note this: If it had been true that by 
the third session of the Thirteenth Congress. Here are four | operation of law that Congress would have expired at 12 o'clock 
cases in which Congress, if it may please the Chair, in the early | noon, was it necessary to adopt a concurrent resolution provyid- 
history of the Republic gave a contemporaneous construction of | ing for adjournment at that time? Clearly not. Evidently the 
this constitutional provision, and every one of them in the line of, | men who were in the Senate, Senator Sumner and Senator Grimes, 
and in harmony with, our contention sustaining the point of or- | assumed that without such action on the part of the Houses ad- 
der. Itis well settled that early and practically contemporaneous | journing at that time Congress would have continued by opera- 
construction by legislative action is entitled to much greater | tion of law, because otherwise there would have been no occa- 
weight than action that is remote. sion for the adoption of the resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Maine state Now let me go a little further, because it assumes the correct- 
whether or not any question whatever was raised in the cases he | ness of the legal proposition on which we rely. On October 15, 
refers to as to the termination of the sessions preceding the regu- | 1877. the Forty-fifth Congress met in special session on the call of 
lar sessions? the President and remained in session until the first Monday in 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Not as the records disclose. In those | December, the day appointed by the Constitution for the regular 
cases the question was noteven raised. The men in the early days | assembling thereof. On Saturday, December 1, Mr. Fernando 
of the Republic assumed that when Congress, called in session by | Wood, of New York, offered the following resolution, which was 
the proclamation of the President, continued beyond the constitu- | adopted by the House: 
tional time otherwise fixed, that it was & continuous session and Resolved (the Senate concurring), That the President of the Senate and the 
made one session, and the question was not even raised or sug- | Speaker of the House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, directed 
gested. to adjourn their respective Houses without day at 3 o'clock p. m. th Ay 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-| Thereafter on that day the House took a recess until 10 o'clock 
man from Maine permit one question? : | a.m. of the calendar day of Monday, December 8, the day pre- 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maine submit to | scribed by the Constitution for the meeting of the regular session 
an interruption? ; of Congress. TheSenate took a recess on the same day to the same 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly. | houron December3. At that time—December 3, at 10 a. m.—im- 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I have not heard all of the gen- | mediately on the approval of the Journal of the Senate, Mr. George 
tleman’s argument, but this occurs to me as being a pertinent | F. Edmunds, of Vermont, offered this resolution, which was agreed 
question: All of the bills, all of the resolutions of this session, all | to without debate: 
of the Journals, are as of the second session? Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That it is 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. the judgment of the two Houses that the present session of Congress expires 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The second session of the Fifty- | bY operation of law at 12 o'clock meridian this day. 
eighth Congress. How can there be a second session of a body That resolution, I state frankly to the Chair, is precisely in 
which has not had a first session completed? point against our contention. It was adopted in the Senate 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will answer that question by asking | without debate; it was concurred in by the House without debate, 
another one. How can the clerks of the House or the officers of | and so far as the record discloses without the slightest considera- 
the House change a principle of constitutional law by labeling | tion, investigation, or deliberation. It was, at the most. purely 
the bills or the records or the Journals of the House? Of course | academic. Although Senator Edmunds was a great lawyer, in 
it tends toshow what their opinion was, but in my judgment | the hurry and turmoil of that stage of a session, so far as we 
they can not thus change the constitutional law. know, the resolution may have been drawn on the spur of the 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. On the line of your argument I want to | moment, and may not express his well-considered opinion. But 
bring this to your attention: Suppose this Congress now in ses- | there is other action taken in the same Congress that is absolutely 
sion should continue until the first Monday in next December, up | inconsistent with this academic declaration upon the law relating 
until 12 o’clock, and then proceed on until the 4th day of next | to the ending of the session of Congress. 

March. Mileage being a sessional appropriation and not an an- The Senate went on after that, after this resolution had 
nual appropriation, what would be your opinion as to the mileage | been agreed to, the resolution in relation to the declaration of 
for the next session? the law—after that resolution had been agreed to the Senate took 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Thesame proposition would apply to it. | up the former resolution of the House as to adjournment, disagree¢ 
There would not be any next session so long as this session con- | to it, and adopted an amendment striking out ‘‘3 o'clock p. ™. 
tinues in session, without an adjournment or without a termina- | this day’’ and inserting ‘‘11.50 a. m. the 8d of December instant, 
tion by operation of law. and the House concurred in the amendment. Then the Houses 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I should like to ask the gentle- | agreed to the usual resolution authorizing the appointment! of a 
man committee to notify the President of the United States that Con 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maine yield to | gress had adjourned, and the Speaker then declared the UJ 
the gentleman from Tennessee? | adjourned. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I should be glad to do this, if the gentle- Now, I ask the Chair to note this when he comes to rule upon 
man will allow me: I should like to conclude the suggestions that | this question. Here isan academic resolution that passed t liv Se” 
I have to make and then I will answer any questions. . ate and passed the House without debate, without deliberation, 4 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. resolution that accomplished nothing, resulted in no action 0° 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Now, I want to call the attention of the | any kind; and after the passage of that resolution, althoug! tha' 
Chair to the fact that we not only have four Congresses between the | resolution declared that Congress would expire by constitu! 
Eighth and the Thirteenth where the construction that is now sug- | limitation by virtue of law, after the adoption of this res u 
gosted was adopted, I concede without question orcontroversy—and | the two Houses, placing no confidence in their own declaration, 
l certainly have no desire to mislead any Member on this proposi- | not relying upon their legal proposition, passed the joint reso: 
tion—we not only have four Congresses in the early history of | adjourning Congress, and then adjourned in pursuance of t! 
Congress, but we have two cases where Congress has substan- | lution without day and met in the next session after ten min" 
tially by its action adopted this proposition. The first is the | But if their academic resolution had been sound law, they 
Fortieth Congress. The first session of the Fortieth Congress | have adjourned, or the session would have terminated by 0)¢ 
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. .¢ Jay. without their last resolution. If their first resolution | possible for Congress to do it in that way also. I have no doubt 
Hon and. why clearly the second was unnecessary and entirely | of its power to accomplish the result in that way. 
Wee of euperogation. While their dictum is against us their Mr. GAINES of Tenuessee. The President has certain rights 


8 eee ynoal action the only precedent established, is by obvious | under the Constitution, and this is one of them, and Congress, by 
Se anactionl. precisely in point in our favor. | acting in the way you say, might rob the President of his Execu- 
Cor eall the attention of the Chair to the fact that there is no | tive prerogative. 

_jvepse logal precedent in the history of the Congress of the United | Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That was a matter for that Congress 
ah and [challenge the production of one that can in any sense | which sat then, and I will not waste time commenting upon that 
ae ‘ -acainst the proposition suggested in behalf of this point of | or expressing an opinion as to the propriety of the action. That 
a On theother hand, every precedent sustains it. These two | is what it did, and it is what they could do again. 

. ¢g which I have called the attention of the Chair by neces- Mr. SHERLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
aoe plication adopt the legal proposition relied upon tosustain| The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maine yield to 
‘ss nointoforder. Theaction of Congress during four Congresses | the gentleman from Kentucky? 

vowing the early part of its history adopted this theory without | Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly. 

any question. | Mr.SHERLEY. The gentleman cites the Forty-fourth Con- 
“Ag I have said, Mr. Chairman, I simply present this as a/ gress. Was it necessary for that Congress to adjourn by joint 
teal propesition. I have not the slightest feeling about it one | resolution because it could not continue, owing to the fact that 
way or the other. I believe, my own judgment is, that asa mat- | so far as some Members of both Houses were concerned their 


tor of law this appropriation for this session, one appropriation | term of office had expired? 
already having been made for this session, is not authorized by Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, your question might apply to the 





nv existing law. Ido not believe, inasmuch as this Congress | Senate, because the term of a Member of the House could not ex- 

never has undertaken to adjourn, that it has been terminated by | pire at irregular periods, of course. 

the operation of any such finical, attenuated, unsubstantial, tech- Mr. SHERLEY. Say the 4th of March. 

nieal legal proposition as that suggested, and which must be re-| Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That might apply to the Senate. Well, 

lied upon in order to establish the alleged interim, and therefore | the 4th of March would not involve the proposition so far as the 

| believe, Mr. Chairman, that the point of order should be sus- | first Monday in December is concerned, because it is too far re- 
ined | moved from it. 


.* GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield fora| Mr. SHERLE*, But it might apply so far as the Senate was 
sestion concernee, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maine yield to; Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, you would hardly have acontinu- 

the gentleman from Tennessee? | ous session of the Fifty-eighth Congress after it had expired by 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly. constitutional limitation and the Fifty-ninth had comein. You 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I have been very much interested | could not get together the Fifty-ninth Congress by calling it dur- 

he gentleman’s argument and now will ask him if an ‘‘end”’ | ing the period of the Fifty-eighth. 

, session of Congress is not contemplated by this provision of Mr. SHOBER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield to me? 

the Constitution. fread from the Constitutional Manual, page Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly. 

03. Mr. SHOBER. Suppose by any chance—this being a hypo- 


q 


The President shall have power to fill up all vacancies that may happen thetical question also—suppose the President of the United States 
ig the recess of the Senate by granting commissions which shall expire | should call or had called, as he did, the Senate in special session, 

, nd of their next session. | and had called the whole Congress of the United States together 
The word ‘‘end”’ is here used—‘‘ end of their next session’’— | on March 5, and this Fifty-eighth Congress had remained in spe- 
that is, the Senate at least. cial session for two whole years, until the terms of the Members 


Now, suppose the President during the interim made a tempo- | of the Congress had expired. I would like to ask the gentleman 
rary appointment during the “ recess,’’ and the Senate refused | in that case what sort of a session it would be, and how it could 
[do not allude to any particular case) to ratify the nominations | be reconciled with the provision of the Constitution that there 


thus made—two-thirds not voting, but a majority of the Senate | shall be two regular sessions, beginning on the first Monday of 
ora majority of the Congress should force a continuous session— | December? 


does the Constitution allow the Senate or Congress to do this? Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I think when the Constitution of the 
This would allow the President to foist upon the country tempo- | United States requires that Congress shall assemble at least once 
rary appointees whom the Senate—two-thirds—refuse to indorse, | in every year, that if it is assembled on every one of the 365 days 
ratify. it has assembled at least once in that year. Three hundred and 

Couple this provision of the Constitution with the other, ‘‘Con- | sixty-five days would be 365 times once. 
gress shall meet once every year,’’ are we not forced to conclude | Mr.SHOBER. Then, Mr, Chairman, I would like to ask, in 
that sessions of Congress are ended by the Constitution and must | that event, how could you have two sessions when there is a con- 
inlawat least begin and end sessions, and that Congress must | tinuous session from one end to the other? 
meet ‘once every year’? and must therefore end its sessions at Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I do not 
least once ‘every’? year, otherwise great confusion would follow. | think that necessarily follows. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is assuming that Congress con- Mr. McDERMOTT,. Will the gentleman from Maine yield to 
tinues in session during the whole two years. me for a question? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes; that it just continues along. Mr. LITTLEFIELD. With pleasure. 

Mr, LITTLEFIELD. Of course that would be a very violent Mr. McDERMOTT. I understand the contention of the gen- 








assumption. Now, Iam very glad to hear the gentleman state | tleman from Maine to be that we are now in the same session 
that he does not understand that there is any particular case to | that we were in in November? 
be affected by his interrogation. Mr. LITTLEFIELD, | Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. No; not at all, Iassure the gentle- Mr. MCDERMOTT. My understanding of the Constitution is 
man. that there are two kinds of sessions of Congress. One what might 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I have perhaps an indefinite impression | be called the President’s session, the other the constitutional ses- 
there may be other cases pending elsewhere that might be affected | sion. The constitutional session has this provision in the Consti- 
vy any suggestion we might make, and far be it from me to make | tution, that neither House shall adjourn for more than three 
any suggestion or reflection—— days without the consent of the other. Now, the session of Con- 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh, no; I do not desire that at all. | gress which I may designate as the Presidential session is under 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD, As I was saying, far be it from me to | the control of the Executive. I call the gentleman’s attention to 


express any opinion upon a hypothetical proposition which might | page 23, section 3, of the book that he has in his hand. 
be construed directly or indirectly as a reflection upon another | On extraordinary occasion on which the President may convene 
branch of Congress—a coordinate branch of this great body. both Houses in case of disagreement between them in respect to 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Iam afraid that if that remained | the time of adjournment, he may adjourn them to such time as he 
as the law of the land and Congress were opposed to the Presi- | shallthink proper. Now, if there has not been in its relation to the 
dent it could go along and refuse to confirm nominations of the | Executive any change in the session—in other words, if it is not 
President until many public and high offices would be filled by | another sitting as contemplated by the Constitution—then the 
temporary or recess appointments, condemned by two-thirds of | President can adjourn Congress to-day to such time as he think fit, 
‘he Senate refusing to confirm them. This would be deplorable, | if there be a disagreemeut. 


but contir lous sessions would do this very thing, it seems tome.| Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will say this, because I think it is a 
Mr. LIPTLEFIELD. That is just exactly what Congress did | pertinent and proper question. I will say that I do not think 


in 1867, wh n they adjourned at 12 0’clock noon. They did ad- | that clause has special reference, or is confined, to an extraordi- 
oat by their own action, and they accomplished the very pur- | nary session, so called. It certainly is not confined to the special 
se Ww! 


i seems to fill my friend with apprehension. I say itis ' or extraordinary session in terms, I see no reason why it should 
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be confined to the special session. A deadlock in what may be 
termed a regular session is attended by the same inconveniences 
as a deadlock in a special session; and if it is important to remove 
it in one case it is equally important in the other. 

If it was within the power of the President to adjourn the spe- 


cial 


regular session, I can see force in confining it to the special ses- 
sion. But this power is not conferred upon him. In that case it 
would be applicable to the special session, because it might be 
said that he had in that event the power to destroy what he had 
created. But he has no such power, and therefore no such reason 
applies. 


There is no such thing as an extraordinary session. The Fifty- 
eighth Congress meets when an extraordinary occasion exists 


upon which the President bases his call. 


constitutional distinction between the two sessions it does not af- 
fect the proposition pending before the House. Why? Because 
it does not give him the power to adjourn Congress without day, 
and that is the question involved here, whether this Congress has 
ever adjourned without day. It is a matter of very little conse- 
quence whether he would still have the power im case of a dis- 
agreement between the two Houses to adjourn us from time to 
time. Does the gentleman get my idea? 

Mr. McDERMOTT. I get the gentleman’s idea, but it seems 
to me that it does not advance the argument. The President has 


no power to imtervene unless the session is an extraordimary one. | 
In other words, the President's session is to be held until they | 


agree to adjourn, or until he tells them to adjourn. The question 
can not arise at a regular session. 
States can not adjourn Congress as it is now constituted. We 
can remain in session for two years, from one session to another, 
and he can not adjourn it. Therefore the session which is called 
by the President of the United States has a constitutional dis- 
tinction from that session which is called by the Constitution 
itself. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Where does the gentleman find in the 
Constitution that provision that undertakes to take care of the 
disagreement between the two Houses in a regular session, or 
isn’t there any such provision? 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Simply this. that you shall not adjourn 
for more than three days unless by agreement. 
shall not adjourn for more than three days unless by agreement, 
provided that if you do not agree and the Executive thinks you 
should have agreed, he can fix the date of adjournment. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Does that apply to the regular session? 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Why, no; but it does to the President’s 
or extraordimary session. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, im the special session does the | 


other provision apply to it? 

Mr. McDERMOTT. In the special session you can not adjourn 
for more than threedays without anagreement between the Houses. 
That would seem to apply; but if you do not agree to adjourn and 


the Executive desires to interfere, it being his session, he may in- | 


terfere. Therefore, in the relation that we bear to the Constitu- 
tion, there is an entirely different aspect between what is known 
as an extracrdinary session and the session called by the Consti- 
tution. This was recognized last December by the President of 
the Senate when he adjourned the Senate. He declared that the 
Senate was adjourned by lapse of time. In other words, theCon- 
stitution having demanded that Congress shall meet on a certain 


Monday in December, that then meetimg im accordance with that | 
demand of the Constitution, Congress was then under the Consti- | 
tution and not ina Presidential session under the direction and | 
That is the difference between the two 


power of the Executive. 
propositions, in my view. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is the difference between the two 
Congresses in the gentleman’s view, as I understand it. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Yes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Inasmuch as your suggestions involve 


the whole question I do not see how it tends to militate against | 


the proposition, if I am correct in my reasoning. 

Mr. THOMAS of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I wonld like to ask 
the gentleman from Maine a question. Are we now in session on 
the call of the President or under the provision of the Constitu- 
tion requiring us to convene on the first Monday in December? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I think we are in session, Mr. Chairman, 
by virtue of the provision of the Constitution that authorizes the 
President to call Congress in session on an extraordinary occasion. 

Mr. THOMAS of Iowa. We are not in session under the au- 
thority of both. Wemust bein session either under the call of 
the President or under the constitutional provision. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Each has constitutional authority. 

Mr. THOMAS of Iowa. Certainly; but we are not now in ‘ses- 
sion under both, are we? 


ssion without day, and thus produce a recess or an inter- | 
regnum between what you may call his session and the so-called | 


But if the contention | 
of the gentleman from New Jersey applies, unless it creates a | 


The President of the United | 


It is not that you | 
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| Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Oh, no; I do not think we are 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, which is it. then? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I think we are in session und 
of the President. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What became of the duty ; 
by the Constitution? Have we violated it? wy 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No: that duty was already ; 
| and it was unnecessary to again perform it. Now, the 
require aman to do an absurd or an impossible or an u 
| thing. 

Mr. THOMAS of Iowa. One further question. | 
as we are proceeding now, unless the two Houses agr 
Intion to adjourn, we would continue in session unti] 
March. next year, would we not? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Most certainly we would. eit} 
regular or a special session. 

Mr. THOMAS of Iowa. If we could not agree on a‘ 
| journ in a special session, the President could adjour 
day in the future, could he not? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. He may possibly adjourn us, w 
provision of the Constitution, from time to time. 

Mr. THOMAS of Iowa. Oan he doitas we are now pro 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I do not see why not if we do: 
Mr. THOMAS of Iowa. Where is the constitutions! 
| that? I do not think there is any. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that th: 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker } 
sumed the chair, Mr. Tawney, Chairman of the Committe: 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 1 
| mittee bad had under consideration the bill H. R. 109 
gent deficiency bill, and had come to no resolution ther 

REMOVAL OF SNOW AND ICE FROM THE STREETS. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I ask 1 
consent for the present consideration of the resolut 
; send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
| Joint resolution (H. J. Res. —) to provide for the removal of snow and 
the streets, cross walks, and gutters of the District of ¢ 

Resolved, -etc., That the sum of $5,000 is hereby appropriated 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be imnx 1 
| able, for the removal of snow and ice from the streets, cross walks, 
ters in the District of Columbia; one half of said sum to be pa 
revenues of the District of Columbia and the other half out of th 
of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota ask: 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolutio 
| the Clerk has just read. Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Reserving the right to object, 1 wish 
inquire whether this resolution has been referred to a1 
committee? 
| Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The resolution wa 
| by the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations 
charge of the appropriations for the District of Colum 
conferred with a number of other members of the ge 
| mittee. and hope that under the circumstances the mea: 

meet the prompt concurrence of the House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iwill ask the gentleman whet! 
subcommittee was im attendance and whether th« 
unanimous? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Thesubcommitte: 
| in its entire membership, except one; and the rep 
mous, both sides being represented. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I should like to inquire wh 
the amount usually appropriated under these circumstunc 
it in excess of that? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The amounts ha 
the way from $1,000 to $20,000. The Comlissione 
asked for $10,000; ‘but inasmuch as'Congress is in sess 
meet any succeeding emergency as it may arise, we 
recommend an appropriation of $5,000. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present « 

tion of this joimt resolution? 
| Mr. COWHERD. I should like to ask the gent! 
Minnesota whether there has not been a similar aj)” 
| made this session? 

Mr. McOLEARY of Minnesota. There has been. 

Mr. COWHERD. Gas that appropriation been 5} 
remember, the bill making the appropriation did not | 
until after the snow had, toa large extent, melted. 

Mr. MoCLEARY of Minnesota. The gentleman } 
That is very rare for him, and hence I take the Liber": 
tioning it. 

Mr. COWHERD. Has that appropriation been sp" 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I amadvised by th 
of the Board of Commissioners that the last of that 1 
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rmed 
‘Shot 
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end, 





ing re- 
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at com- 
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} + 
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will 








1] this afternoon. It is for to-morrow and succeeding 
money is needed. 
r\KER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
“int resolution? The Chair hears none. 
oi cordingly proceeded to the consideration of the 
ak oe nm, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
Uh ie +i nd it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
om of Mr. McCLeary of Minnesota, a motion to recon- 
vote was laid on the table. 


ROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT. 
ITER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 





Pra Nea ney ey presented to the President of the United 
clea .pproval, the following bills: 

“yk. 4115, An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
s a R. 2u01. An act granting an increase of pension to Lydia A. 
eT “577. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
“res 05. An act granting an increase of pension to Worth- 
ot R. “00 2 in act granting an increase of pension to James S. 
“HR. 2616. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
™ : : R. 2600. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
me r R, 2042. Anact granting an increase of pension to Alvin B. | 
AR, 185. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexan- | 
“i R. 37 3A n act granting an increase of pension to Charles | 
E. Foley: 


H. R. 864. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert | 
Moulton: 


H. R. 2108. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry D. | 
; 1 R 3000. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
“E. R 5197. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
“h R. 61. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth | 
; ii. R. 33 78. An act granting an increase of pension to Juliaetta 


H.R. os2i, An act granting an increase of pension to Hannah 


Padgett, now Riley; 

H.R. 693 An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 

Lawson; 

a it, 942. An act granting an increase of pension to James F. 

waray; 

ete 1517, An act granting an increase of pension to George 

, Hi R 8 . An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 

4. A MRS 

eS lt. 2155, An act granting an increase of pension to Charles | 
¥. be vedat; 

m i. 4955. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 

4. I 

: Hi g ). An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 

, H.R. 5719. An act granting an increase of pension to Forbes 

iomiston 

1, An act granting an increase of pension to Alpheus 

\. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

att . An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 

. . An act granting an increase of pension to Zechariah 

aa An act granting an increase of pension to William 

R ' ). An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 

, 1. Kh. O41, An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
H. . \n act granting an increase of pension to Marcus 

A. R \n act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

= - . An act granting an increase of pension to David F. | 

he An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
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H. R. 4726. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
B. Brightman; 

H. R. 1184. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
F. Longenhagen; 

H. R. 990. An act granting an increase of pension to Harrison 
W. Fox; 

H. R. 1288. An act granting an increase of pension to Jason 
Stevens; 

H. R. 907. An act granting an increase of pension to De Witt C. 
Parker, alias Clinton J. Parker; 

H. R. 5246. An act granting an increase of pension to Sebastian 
B. Elliott; 

H. R. 957. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
Carpenter: 
= R. 7666. An act granting an increase of pension to Laura F. 

ine; 

H. R. 4319. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Sexton; 

H. R. 895. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
M. Walker; 

H. R. 616. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah S. 
Chrysler; 
ae 21389. An act granting an increase of pension to James W. 

ight; 

H. R. 5841. An act granting an increase of pension to Abram 
Wilson; 

H. R. 1908. An act granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
D 





. Barr; 
H. R. 4200. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 


| H. Sweet; 


H. R. 5464. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 


| M. Northern; 


Hi. R. 5559. An act granting an increase of pension to Josephine 


| C. Chase; 


H. R. 4916. An act granting an increase of pension to Allen M. 


erce; 

H. R. 6932. An act granting ‘an increase of pension to Harvey 
R. King; 

H. R. 5048. An act granting a pension to William H. Harrison; 

H. R. 5010. An act granting a pension to Mary F. Hamilton; 

H. R. 227. An act granting a pension to Margaret Cotter; 

H. R. 2424, An act granting a pension to Emma Butler; 

H. R. 196. An act granting a pension to Grace E. Carson; 

H. R. 9292. An actin relation to business streets in the District 
of Columbia; 

H. R. 7849. An act to authorize the county of Poinsett, in the 
State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge across the St. Francis 


| River at or near the town of Marked Tree, in said county and 


State; and 
H. R. 6804. An act providing for the appointment of acustoms 
appraiser at Pittsburg, Pa. 
SENATE BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill and joint resolution of 


| the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and re- 


ferred to their appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 3317. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to grant 
right of way for pipe lines through Indian lands—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

S. R. 36. Joint resolution accepting a reproduction of the bust 
of Washington from certain citizens of the Republic of Franca 
and tendering the thanks of Congress to the donors therefor—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
By unanimous consent, the Committee on Foreign Affairs was 


| discharged from the further consideration of so much of House 


Document No. 354 as refers to the claims of Ramon O. Williams 
and Joseph A. Springer; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. HULL, by unanimous consent, obtained indefinite leave of 
absence, on account of important business. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Hemenway (at 5.30 o'clock p. m.), 
the House adjourned. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
aon were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Commissioner of Patents, submitting his an- 
nual report—to the Committee on Patents. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, submitting a reply to the 


| inquiries of the House relative to the use of horses and carriages 
in the War Department—to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
‘ War Department, and ordered to be printed. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. MARSHALL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11128) to modify 
and amend an agreement with the Indians of the Devils Lake 
Reservation, in North Dakota, to accept and ratify the same as 
amended and making appropriation and provision to carry the 
same into effect, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 637); which said bill and report were re- 
oa to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. ALEXANDER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1935) providing for 
the holding of an additional term of court in the northern district 
of West Virginiaat Martinsburg, W. Va., reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 638); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
9640) to amend an act granting to the Keokuk and Hamilton 
Water Power Company right to construct and maintain a dam, 
etc., approved February 8, 1901, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 640); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1909) 
to authorize the conveyance to the town of Winthrop, Mass., for 
perpetual use as a public road, of a certain tract of land, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 641); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, from the Committee on the 
Library, to which was referred the concurrent resolution of the 
House (H. C. Res. 38) that the thanks of Congress be given to 
the people of Wisconsin for the statue of James Marquette, the 


renowned missionary and explorer, reported the same without | 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 642); which said con- 


current resolptfon and report were referred to the House Calendar. | 

Mr. JENKINS from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which | 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9056) to permit United | 
States marshals to delegate authority to sign official checks, re- | 


ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 648); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND | 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 20f Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 


following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- | 


ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to | 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 486) granting a pen- | 


sion to Green B. Yawn, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 620); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was refer: 2d the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2559) granting a pension to James Graham, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 621); which said billand report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committees, to which was referred the 


bill of the Senate (S. 2809) granting an increase of pension to | 
Jesse J. Finley, reported the same with amendment, accompanied | 


by a report (No. 622); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2418) granting a pension to Marit Johnson, 


reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report | 
(No. 623); which said billand report were referred to the Private | 


Calendar. 


Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on | 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. | 
9999) granting an increase of pension to William Edgar, reported | 


the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 624); 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. | 


Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the vill of the House (H. R. 8185) granting a pension to 
Herman Lemmerman, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 625); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committeo on P 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 864ay 
granting a pension to Shadrach D. Bardin, reported the 8a >) 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 628). which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calenda " 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8173) granting 
an increase of pension to Anna Waters, reported the same with 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 627); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. a 

Mr. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Pensions. to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6951) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles G. Corr, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 628); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Pensions. +o which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7680) granting an in- 
crease of pension to De Witt C. Folsom, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 629); which said pjj] 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which wag 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5030) granting a pension to 
William H. Mount, reported the same with amendment, accom. 
panied by a report (No. 630); which said bill and report were re. 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5879) gr an in- 
| crease of pension to Bennett Putnam, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 631); which said bil] 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 3402) 
granting an increase of pension to Daniel Nagle, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 632); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4750) to 
place W. I. Jackson on the pension roll, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 633); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1005) granting a pension to 
Marat E. Powell, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 634); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 880) 
granting a pension to Caroline S. Winn, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 635); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
| Healso, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
| bill of the House (H. R. 877) granting a pension to Ann M. Drig- 
gars, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 4 re- 
port (No. 636); which said bill and report were referred to tle 
Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. B. 
2769) granting an increase of pension to William E. Armstrong, 
and the same was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AMD MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 4s 
follows: 

By Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 11847) to provide for enlarging 
and improving the United States building at Aurora, I/!.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. ; 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. (11348) to set apart certain 
lands in the State of South Dakota as a public park, to be know! 
as the Battle Mountain Sanitarium Park—to the Committee 0? 
the Public Lands. : 

By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 11349) for the survey and allot 
| ment of lands now embraced within the limits of the ! lathead 
Indian Reservation, in the State of Montana, and the sale an’ 
disposal of all surplus lands after allotment—to the Commit 
on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11350) to ratify and amend an 4 
with the Indians of the Crow Reservation, in Montana, 4" 
ing appropriations to carry the same into effect—to the Com! 
tee on Indian Affairs. — 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 11351) granting bounty to aes 
tain soldiers of the war of the rebellion—to the Committee 
' War Claims. 





rreement 
and mak- 
mit- 








(INDSAY: A bill (H. R. 11352) in addition to the acts 
» oftice and defining the duties of the supervisor of the 
w York, and to regulate towing within the limits of 
-and adjacent waters—to the Committee on the Mer- 

+ Ma . and Fisheries. 

‘. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 11858) to distribute the sur- 
rrcasury of the United States to the several States, 
ind the District of Columbia for the sole purpose of 

seovine tie roads therein—to the Committee on the Post-Office 

Ci ee /PZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 11854) to authorize the 

bho the Navy to cede certain lands to the city of New 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 11355) to ratify and amend 


t with the Indians located upon the Grande Ronde | 


». in the State of Oregon, and to make an appropriation 


wee the egie into effect—to the Committee on Indian A ffairs. 


rITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 11356) to prevent the un- 
use of the names or pictures of persons for the pur- 
trade—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
- McDERMOTT: A bill (H. R. 11357) to amend section 
59 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to ap- 
js from decisions of supervising inspectors of steamboats—to 


‘ha Comittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


ls suest). a bill (H. R. 11858) to amend an act entitled 
\» act to prevent obstructive and injurious deposits within the 
and adjacent waters of New York City, by dumping or 
and to punish and prevent such offenses ’’—to the Com- 
Rivers and Harbors. 


rTwise, 


mittee on J 
By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 11359) to provide for the 
nayment of a bounty to District of Columbia volunteers—to the 


Committe 


»on War Claims. 


| By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 11360) for the erection of a 


R31 
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dent of the 


ublic building at Gaffney, 8. C.—to the Committee on Public 
su ldings and Grounds. 
By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 11861) to legalize and permit the 
‘intenance of certain dams in and bridges over the St. Joseph 
r. in the States of Indiana and Michigan—to the Committee 
n Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. SHOBER: A bill (H. R. 11862) authorizing the Presi- 
United States to establish free depots or manufactur- 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 11433) to prevent Sunday bank- 


? . 
colonies 


ing in post-oftices in the handling of money orders and registered 


rs—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


" By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 11434) to em- 


i 


+ 


power the Interstate Commerce Commission to fix transportation 


ates in certain contingencies—to the Committee on Interstate 
nd Foreign Commerce, 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
he following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


follows: 


r 


by Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 11363) correcting the military 
ecord of James W. Byrd—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. BARTHOLDT:.A bill (H. R. 11364) for the relief of 


the St. Louis Hay and Grain Company—to the Committee on 


\ 


0 
& 


Vi 


George Reese- 


i 


I 


‘ 


K. Walla 


mittee ( 


t 


c 


Said Lex 
to the C 


c 


Pensions 


> 
vohrer 


10On to 


Var Claims. 

By Mr. BEIDLER: A bill (H. R. 11365) granting an increase 
' pension to Henry Rottman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11866) granting an increase of pension to 

irginila Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 11867) granting an increase of pension to 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11868) to correct the naval record of Alfred 

urgess—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11369) to correct the naval record of John 

to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BELL of California: A bill (H. R. 11370) to relieve the 

alan-Swiss Agricultural Colony from the internal-revenue tax 

icertain spirits destroyed by fire—to the Committtee on Claims. 
by Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 11871) for the relief of William 


1, Anderson—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By 


Mi 


. BROOKS: A bill (H. R. 11372) for the relief of David 
nd the heirs of John A, Whitter, deceased—to the Com- 


n Claims, 
by Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 11873) making appropria- 
pay the estate of Samuel Lee, deceased, in full for any 
rt pay and allowances made by reason of the election of 
to the Forty-seventh Congress and his services therein— 
immittee on Claims. 
_By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 11874) granting an in- 
vase OF pension to William Wells—to the Committee on Invalid 


laim T¢ 
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Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 11375) for the relief of William 
Gregory—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 11376) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Milton A. Smith—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 11377) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mahala J. Price—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11378) granting a pension to William Wil- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11379) granting a pension to H. R. Crecelins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11380) removing charge of desertion from 
the military record of George W. Hann—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11381) granting an increase of pension to 
Marion H. Motsinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 11882) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary Petermann—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 11383) to correct the military 
record of Nathaniel Leonard—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 11384) granting a pension to Julia A. Wysong— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11385) granting a pension to Ella S. Plank— 
to the Committee.on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11386) granting a pension to Annie S. Jones— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11387) granting a pension to Patrick Kin- 
ney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11388) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin Tobias—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11389) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Penrod—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11390) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Shock—to the Committze on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11391) granting an increase of pension to 
George Weight—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11392) granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Kegg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11393) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Leonard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 11394) for the relief of 
Frank P. Hayes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11395) removing the charge of desertion 
from the naval record of Patrick Naddy—to the Committee on 
| Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 11396) granting a pension to 
Winifred Casey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11397) granting a pension to William Leon- 
| ard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11398) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph E. Cobb—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 11399) granting an increase 
of pension to James Sleeth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11400) granting an increase of pension to Lam- 
bert Johnston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11401) granting an increase of pension to James 
C. Neff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 11402) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Agnes B. Hesler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 11403) granting a pension ta 
John M. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 11404) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 11405) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Joseph White, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 11406) granting an increase 
of pension to Horace B. Stetson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 11407) for the relief of 
George F. Ormsby—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11408) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Brunner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11409) granting an increase of pension to 
William Grant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11410) granting an increase of pension to 
Almon Bradford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11411) granting a pension to Mary John- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 11412) to 
remove the charge of desertion from record of Jefferson Mullins— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 11413) granting an increase of 
pension to Jasper F. Morton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 11414) to correct the military 
record of Thomas McAvoy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEGARE: A bill (H. R. 11415) for the relief of estate 
of Rndolph Lobsiger, deceased, late of Charleston County, S. C.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
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| Grand Army of the Republic, of Orrville, Ohio. in fay. 
| ice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pension 


| Fisheries. 


By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 11416) granting a pension to | 


Mary E. Morris Houghton—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 11417) granting a pension to 
la Collins—to the Committee on Invahd Pensions. 
By Mr. RHEA: A bill (H. R. 11418) for the relief of the heirs 
at law of Robert D. Salmons, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 11419) for 
the relief of John W. McAfee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 11420) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Hogg—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 11421) granting an increase of pension to M. 
Champlain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


a 
ai 


| on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


JANUA 


RY 29, 


es 


By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Resolution of Wayne Post. No. onp 
a sery. 
3y Mr. EMERICH: Letter of E. G. Stearns, of (1) 
testing against bill H. R. 7033, relative to licensing ey 
all kinds of craft—to the Committee on the Merchant \\| 


: » DTo- 
rs tor 
‘Ine and 
Also, resolutions of Grain Dealers’ National Co; 
Minneapolis, relative to interstate commerce—to thy 


at 


rit 
iLLee 


Also, resolutions of Farragut Post, No. 602, and Ge) 


| Hazen Post, No. 7, of Chicago, Grand Army of the 


favor of a service-pension law—to the Committee on |] 


| sions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11422) for the relief of George Barron—to | 


the Committee on War Claims. 
3y Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 11423) granting a pension to 
Evelyn 8. Beardslee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 11424) granting an increase of 
pension to William W.Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
§10ns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11425) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Bostick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11426) forthe relief of the heirs and represent- 


ing larger Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, telegram of Hibbard, Spencer, Bartlett & Co... 
advocating permanent Indian-supply warehouse in ‘ 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Chamber of Commerce of Quincy, 
Aermotor Company, of Chicago, favoring Lodge bill fo; 
zation of the consular service—tothe Committee on Foreicy 

Also, memorial of Five Civilized Tribes, favoring inde; 


| statehood for Indian Territory—to the Committee on 


| waterway from the Great Lakes to the Gulf of Mexi 


atives of William G. Burke. deceased, late of Harford County, | 


Mad.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 11427) for the relief of the 


the Committee on War Claims. 


tories. 
Also, resolutions of Illinois River Association, favoring deep 


th + 
LO the 


Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. EVANS: Resolutions of Lieutenant W. H. Lower Post 
No. 82, and Emery Fisher Post, No. 30, Grand Army of Repub. 
lic, Department of Pennsylvania, in favor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Altoona Ministerial Associa 
of the Hepburn interstate liquor bill—to the Commit: 


: P | Judiciary. 
legal representatives of the estate of Henry C. Sills, deceased—to | 


By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (H. R. 11428) for the relief of | 


Augustus Fellows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. WYNN: A bill (H. R. 11429) to reimburse the city and 


county of San Francisco, State of California, for money paid by | 


said city and county to Mary Powers upon a judgment recovered 
by her against said city and county for damages to her property 


inflicted by soldiers of the United States Army—to the Commit- | 


tee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11430) to reimburse the city and county of 
San Francisco. State of California, for money paid by said city 
and county to R. Goldberg upon a judgment recovered by him 
against said city and county for damages to his property inflicted 
by soldiers of the United States Army—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11431) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry O’ Neal—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 11432) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers | 


were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


3y the SPEAKER: Memorial of Ira Stephens and other citi- | 


By Mr. FLACK: Papers to accompany House bil! grant 
pension to Winifred Casey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
By Mr. FULLER: Resolution of Resaca Post, No. 47 


| Army of the Republic, of Genoa, IIl., in favor of a sery 


bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Eleventh Ward Improvement ‘ 
cago, relative to lowering tunnels under Chicago River 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: Resolutions of Lyon Post, 
No. 10; Joe Hooker Post, No. 32, and Martin Delaney Post, No. 53, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of New Jersey. in fa 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of pastor and congregation of Chelsea Presbyte- 
rian Church, Atlantic City, N. J., in favor of the Hepburu-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GREENE: Resolution of Massachusetts State B 
Trade, favoring merit system in appointment of consuls—t 


| Committee on Foreign Affairs. 





Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Board of Trad 
bill H. R. 7056, relative to merchant marine—to the ‘ 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of Massachusetts State Board of Trad 


| to destroying derelicts on the Atlantic Ocean—to the ‘ 


on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Also, resolution of Massachusetts State Board of T: 


| ing arbitration treaties between United States and Great ! 


zens of Watseka, Ill., against sale of liquors in Soldiers’ Homes | 


and Government buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liq- 
uor Traffic. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolution of General 
Thomas C. Devin Post, No. 363, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Philadelphia, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BABCOCE: Resolution of Williamson Post, No. 109, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Dodgeville, Wis., in favor of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Papers to accompany House bill for | 


the relief of the St. Louis Hay and Grain Company—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolution of the city council of Bruns- 


wick, Ga., relative to improvement of inner harbor and outer bar | 


at Brunswick, Ga.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
By Mr. BEIDLER: Petition of C.D. Weightman and 35 others, 


of Medina, Ohio, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the | 


Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BENNY: Paper to accompany claim of Ferdinand W. 
Rave—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: Petition of residents of Bullock County, 
Ala., relative to the passage of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 





| 


to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Papers to accompany claim 
of Joeszph White—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 5996, granting a! 
of pension to Alfred Howser—to the Committee on | 
sions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill granting increase o! 
Daniel J. Nunnemaker—to the Committee on Invalid | 

By Mr. HARDWICK: Resolution of the mayor ani 
Brunswick, Ga., relative to the improvement of inner 
outer bar at Brunswick, Ga.—to the Committee on ! 
Harbors. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of J. M. Zimmer 
and others, of Lynnville, Ind., urging defeat of parce! 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of J. G. Rees and others, citizens 0! 
non, Ind., urging defeat of parcels-post bill—to the 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of the of! 


| sentatives of the Ancient Order of Hibernians of Co! 


relative to the erection of a monument to the memory ‘ 


| dore John Barry—to the Committee on the Library. 


By Mr. HILDEBRANT: Papers to accompany bill 
pension to Michael Brunner—to the Committee on 1) 
sions, 









Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Resolution of the State and 
_ r: -of the Ancient Order of Hibernians of Connecti- 
a the erection of a monument to the memory of 
Dy vo John Barry—to the Committee on the Library. 
SHAW: Petition of citizens of Nebraska, in favor 
liver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
. of the postmaster of Geneva, Nebr., relative to 
hird-class post-offices—to the Committee on the 
Post-Roads. 


= r: 


ie Invalid Pensions. 
CEY: Resolution of Tom Connor Post, No. 399, 
he Republic, Department of Iowa, in favor of a 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
11 TTLEFIELD: Resolution of Joseph E. Colby Post, 
) ‘ry of the Republic, Department of Maine, in favor of 
n bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
1 \HON: Resolutions of Colonel Peter B. Housum Post, 
wan: in John E. Walker Post, No, 287, and John C. 
ij Post. No. 407, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army 
*¢ the Republic. in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
~ By Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of G. B. Smith and 18 others, of 
ell, N. Dak 
wr of the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 


\ Dak... mi 
the Comm on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Petition of citizens of Monroe City, | 


ng against a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on 
and Post-Roads. 


prot 
(tt 


’ By Mr. PRINCE: Resolutions of John Wood Post, No. 96, of 


Quiney, lll., and Joseph P. Jasley Post, No. 542, of Camp Point, 
ll.. Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
RAINEY: Resolutions of W. W. H. Lawton Post, No. 
ille, Ill.; Dick Gilmer Post, No. 515, of Pittsfield, 
nd J. Q. A. Jones Post, No. 526, of Havana, Ml., Grand 
Republic., in favor of a service-pension bill—to the 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

M OBERTS: Resolution of H. M. Warren Post, No. 12, 

A) the Republic, of Wakefield, Mass., in favor of a 
1 bill—to the Commitee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy L\OBLNSON of Indiana: Petition of S. Bash & Co., of 
Fort Wayne, Ind., in favor of bill H. R. 6278, todefime the duties 

the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on 
] state and Foreign Commerce. 

B RYAN: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 8078, to pen- 
un J. Mosier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 2, of Buffalo, N. Y., 
ing passage of bill H. R. 6—to the Committee on Ways and 


A] of the 


Greater New York District Council, United 
of Carpenters and Joiners of America, against em- 
enlisted men as carpenters—to the Committee on 

y A ? 

Mr. SHERMAN: Resolution of Little Falls (N. Y.) State 

itive to legislation for good roads—to the Committee 


SHOBER: Resolutions of William G. Mitchell Post, No. 
| Army of the Republic, Department of New York, and 
\W. S. Hancock Regiment, No. 15, Union Veterans’ 
nt of New York and New Jersey, in favor of a 
ill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


1y 
bi 
{ 


_by Mr. § \RKMAN; Resolution of the Board of Trade of | 


Resolutions of Robert Hale Post, No. 556, of | 
| d Rochelle Post, No. 546, of Rochelle, Ill., Grand | 
public, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the | 


,and F. R. Shaw and 37 others, of Pembina, | 
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| 





.Telative to the treaty between the United States | 
hie of Panama—to the Committee on Foreign | 


Mi ERRY: 


Resolution of the Ancient Order of Hiber- | 


ticut, favoring the erection of a monument to the | 


hn Barry—to the Committee on the Library. 


yler, Tex.,in favor of the passage of the Hepburn- 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 
UZER: Petition of vessel owners, fishermen, and 
to paying bounty on dogfish to insure their exter- 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 


2 es nm of Greater New York District Council, United 
os ' Carpenters and Joiners of America, against em- 
enusted men as carpenters—to the Committee on 


lulta Lairs, 
bd Mr, VAN VOORE {IS: Papers to accompany bill granting an 
vali 7 . * pension to Alfred 8. Wood—to the Committee on In- 
By Mr, ) 


W ANGER: Resolutions of Lieutenant John W. Fisher 





\.PHENS of Texas: Petition of Rev. J. H. Gambrell | 
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Post, No. 101; T. H. Wynkoop Post, No. 427, and George Smith 
Post, No. 79, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Penn- 
sylvania, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Joseph T. Fitzpatrick, of Norristown, Pa., for 
the erection of a monument to Commodore John Barry—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: Resolution of Boggs Post, No. 518, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Huntsville, Ohio, in favor of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEMS: Papers to accompany House bill granting an 
increase of pension to Mathew 8S. Priest—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
SATURDAY, January 380, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Covupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


On motion of Mr. Hemenway, the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. TAwNEY 
in the chair) and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10954) 
making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes. 

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Chairman, I listened with a great deal of 
interest yesterday to the learned and able discussion by the gen- 
tleman from Maine | Mr. LITTLEFIELD] on the point of order now 
before the committee. I recognize the fact that he isa great 
lawyer and that his opinion is entitled to much weight with this 
committee. But I must differ with him in the conclusion he 
reaches upon the point before the committee. I agree with 
him fully as to his first statement, that the only question that can 
be raised upon this point of order or before this committee is 
whether or not this is the second session of the Fifty-eighth Con- 
gress or whether we are now in the first session, because that ses- 
sion was as much a regular session as any session of Congress 
that could be held. 

If we are now in the second or so-called ‘‘ regular’’ session of 
the Fifty-eighth Congress, then I agree with him that there can 
be no question that it was the duty of the Committee on Appro- 
priations to include in the bill reported by that committee this 
appropriation for the mileage of Members at this session. 

But I differ with him on the other proposition, that we are now 
in the first session of the Fifty-eighth Congress. My opinion is 
that that session, called by the President, upon an extraordinary 
occasion, came to an end at the hour of 12 o’clock noon on the 
7th day of December, when we were, under the Constitution, and 
have ever since been in another, the regular or second session of 
the Fifty-eighth Congress. 

This so-called ‘‘regular’’ session is provided for by the Consti- 
tution of the United States, which declares that the Congress 
shall meet on the first Monday in December. We did meet upon 
that day in the regular or constitutional session; and no matter 
how the extraordinary session ended, it had come to an end; and 
that is not a matter of argument simply, but it is a matter of ju- 
dicial decision, I think, in every State of this Union. 

I will-cite an illustration which seems to me to be absolutely 
conclusive upon that question. Every lawyer in this House knows, 
as to the proceedings of courts, that there may be a special ses- 
sion of court, for instance, or it may be a regular session of court, 
and that session may run up to the very moment when another 
session of that court, provided for by law, must be held. 

Would the gentleman say that processes returnable to the reg- 
ular term of court could be held to be void because there was no 
such term; and when the time came would not that court be in 
session for the regular term as provided by law? Would not 
jurors be compelled to appear there at and for that regular term 


| as Summoned: and would not all the proceedings of that term of 


court be as of the regular term of court sitting for that time? 
And would not the first term have lapsed by operation of law? 
That, I think, is so held everywhere. In all of the great cities 
one term of court runs right up to the very time when another 
term of court, provided for by law, is to commence. And when 
that term arrives—the January term, for instance—from that 
moment the court isin session as of the January term, and all 
the rules of the court apply as of that term. Jurors come there 
to that term. Suppose, for instance, that one man, or more than 
one, had been upon the jury of the term before and was also sum- 
moned to appear there asof that term. He would be bound again 
to appear at the January term, for instance, commencing upon 
the day fixed by law. He would be entitled to his mileage for 
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that term, and the whole proceedings, from the time that the 
recular term must convene under the law, would be as of that 
term. There would be two separate and distinct terms of court. 
The term which lapsed by law would be the first and not the sub- 
sequent term. 

So with legislative bodies. It matters not how a former session 
may have come toanend. I contend that, so far as this House 
at least was concerned, the extraordinary session came to an end 
when we adjourned on Saturday, the 5th day of December, with- 
out day; and when we met here on Monday, the 7th day of De- 
cember, we met in the regular or constitutional session of Con- 
gress, provided for by the Constitution of the United States, and 
from that day and from that hour all proceedings of this Congress 
have been as of the second session of the Fifty-eighth Congress, 
the regular session provided for by the Constitution. 


Suppose, for instance, that under the power granted to the Presi- 


dent of the United States, upon a disagreement between the two | 


Houses as to the adjournment of that session, he had adjourned 
Congress until the 15th day of December, as he might have done, 
and suppose that Congress then came together here, as we were 
bound to do under the Constitution, on the 7th day of December 


at noon. What session of this Congress would it have been? | 


Manifestly the regular or constitutional session, as distinguished 
from the extraordinary session, which had adjourned to a time 
beyond the constitutional date for the convening of the regular 
session. 

As a legal proposition, and without interest or feeling in the 
matter in any other way, I contend that there can be no doubt, 


upon the argument made by the gentleman from Maine himself, | 


that we are now in the second session of the Fifty-eighth Congress, 
and the Committee on Appropriations had no discretion but to 
provide for this appropriation. [Loud applause. } 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, this is a question which is ad- 


dressed to the legal conscience of the Chairman of this committee | 


and of each one of its members. It is to be governed by law. 


its purpose, and, expounding that law in that way. I believe that 
there has been but one session of this Congress and that this ap- 
propriation is not authorized by law. 

The law, in addition to $5,000 a year, gives to each Member 
mileage coming to and returning from each regular session. I 
find no difficulty in the word ‘‘regular.’’ It is not confined, in 


my judgment, to the annual session. ‘‘ Regular’? means gov- | 


erned by rules; and whether we come here on the call of the 
President or by reason of the annual meeting, we come here in 
pursuance of the rules of the Constitution, and therefore the ses- 
sion is regular. It is easy, however, to see why that word was 
placed in the statute. Congress itself, without the consent of the 
President. by concurrent resolution, can adjourn now for one 
month and go home. It would not be a regular session when we 
came back again; it would be an adjourned session, taking its 
force not from the rules established by the Constitution, which 


make it regular and force attendance, but from the action of the | 


House, which can by no means confer upon itself mileage. 

I therefore dismiss,so far as my mind is concerned, the sugges- 
tion that there can be nomileage for a session called upon an ex- 
traordinary occasion. But—— 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman allow a 
question there? 

Mr. PARKER. Yes. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, Has the gentleman exam- 
ined the history of this statute at all? 

Mr. PARKER. No, sir. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I think if the gentleman 
would he would find—I looked at it this morning—that in 1852 the 
word ‘“‘ regular’’ was used, and it was used in contradistinction 
to the word *‘ extra.’’ It said: 

No mileage shall be allowed for an extra session. 

And then used the word “ regular,”’ 
the word ‘‘ extra.”’ 

Mr. PARKER. It seems to me, however, and I submit to the 
gentleman that when they left out the provision in the new stat- 
ute that no mileage should be allowed for an extra session they 
meant to avoid that construction and meant to allow mileage for 
any session which we were forced to attend, because mileage is 
for compulsory attendance and for nothing else. 

Now, in common sense, however, and in a common-sense con- 
struction of the statute, we have been in continuous session since 
the 9th day of November. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Jersey yield 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. PARKER. For a question, yes, with pleasure. 

Mr. THAYER. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 


| tution confirms our action. That adjournment was 
| ance with the statute that we should assemble and meet 
| day, and that continuance was that to which we wer 


* | 
thus showing that when | 
it began the word ‘‘ regular’’ was used in contradistinction to | 
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Jersey how he explains this position on the theory | 
now in continuous session? The first article of the Co, 
section 4, in the last clause, provides: 

The Congress shall assemble at least once every year, and 
shall be on the first Monday in December, unless they shal] 
a different day. 

Does that give any authority to the President of 
States, or place any authority anywhere, to say that \ 
relieved from gathering here on the first Monday in 
unless we appoint another day? And if so, are we not ; 
session provided for by the Constitution? 

Mr. PARKER. The gentleman is simply anticipa: 
am coming to. There is no difficulty whatever up 
in my mind, and if the gentleman will listen to the | 
have to say, if I have not answered, I will then answer 

We met in a regular session, although upon an extra 
casion, on the 9th day of November. We assembk 
was a meeting of Congress. From day to day, by 
journment of not exceeding three days, we assem|)! 
until the 7th day of December, and the 8th day of D; 
until the present time. 

Mr. THAYER again rose. 

Mr. PARKER. Will the gentleman pardonme? [4 


vr Oo 
. Y v () 
’ 
U We 


Mtution 


are 


, 
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Y Appoint 


ember 


Win the 
what I 


f wh } 


to be interrupted in the middle of my statement. T tho 


| gentleman understood my position, that I wished hi; 
| until I finish what I havetosay. Iwouldlike to answ 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New J 
to yield. 


Mr. PARKER. We assembled and met from day to , 
| the Saturday previous we adjourned to assemble and mee 
| the 7th day of December. We met on the morning 
day of December. When we assembled and met on that 
of December we did it in pursuance of that adjournm 


le 


of th 


th da 


nt 


did it also in pursuance of a duty imposed by the Constitut 


. é ' | meet on thatday. The fact that we had a new sancti 
The law is to be expounded by common sense, by its reason, and | 


ing upon that day did not destroy the fact that we had 


to that day and continued our session. We had performed 
duty by the adjournment tothat day. The sanction of th 


law. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want toask the gentleman 


| this action on the part of the House: When we met o7 


Monday in December we notified the Senate that we 


1Y 


ay 

- 

Nyon t} 
i 


hnisnad he 
pound D 


to exp] 
1 the first 


were now 


organized and ready for business; we notified the President that 


we were now organized and ready for business. If t 
continuous session, why did we do that? 


Mr. PARKER. I understand the gentleman's questi 


“an give him an answer that is perfectly complete. W 
take every precaution. Wecould not adjourn the s 
existed, except by the joint, concurrent action of bot 
It could not be adjourned without day. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky rose. 


hat was a 


m, and I 


i 


» id it to 
eal 
4] 


h Houses, 


Mr. PARKER. Iask the gentleman to please wait until I am 


done. I have asked not to be interrupted. I told one ¢ 
I wished him to wait, and I shall have to ask the gentle: 


Kentucky to wait. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield 


Mr. PARKER. I say we adjourned by the simple acti 


House. The Senate adjourned at the same time. Thi 


| concurrent resolution by both Houses such as would | 


an adjournment of Congress without day. It wa: 
adjournment of each House to that day on which they 
semble and meet, and in which they did assemble and 1 


| two sanctions for such an assemblage—one the adjourt 


other the order of the Constitution that we should m: 


day—two sanctions which were not inconsistent the on 


other. 
The Constitution simply confirmed the action tha 


| taken. Now, Iwill go one step further. It is not mere! 
| tion of money or of mileage. I know nothing about ex1 


ditions, but I will say, as a matter of principle, that th: 
tion orders that all appointments to office made by the 
when Congress is not in session—and in this great G 
there are many—shall remain until the adjournment « 
ate. It was intended that that body should have ful! 


that in its discretion it should take such time as it thought 


sary for the consideration of such nominations. It 


very bad construction of the Constitution, so far as Tr 


concerned, if by a mere technicality of law, after les 
month, the Senate is to be held adjourned against its 
clock struck 12, making it impossible for nominatior 
in during any vacation except by a rush, and making 1t 
to renominate, instead of going on with deliberation on 
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sions already in their hands until concluded. I submit that the 
na hat they met on the next day or on the same day, by war+ 
i tof a new sanction in pursuance of a new duty, did not vacate 
rantot a 


that they met in pursuance of the adjournment. I will 
» further and am ready to contend, though without so 


the 1a { 


go one 


ach certainty — (2 ' : 
ME “GAINES of West Virginia. Will the gentleman yield to 
wa for one moment? , 
ae PARKER. Notnow. Iam ready to contend, though with- 


ch certainty in that connection, that when the law spoke 
jon it meant a session in fact; it means a sitting; it 
coutinuous sitting; it does not involve the question 
‘+ is authorized in one way or in another; it means such 
- as forces a man to come from his home and forces him 
re until he goes back again. I submit that to allow 
r the time that the clock was striking 12, to go 3,000 
+5 the other side of the continent and to come back, was 
ded by the law, which spoke of the reality of a regular 
» or sitting and not of a fictitious interval between two ses- 
r sittings, and that the law therefore must be construed by 
which was to provide for possible travel, the move- 
, man with his family and belongings during a real vaca- 
nof Congress, and not a fictitious move during the time of that 
ent. We have talked of horses and carriages for official 
new. Mr. Chairman. Isubmit that noruling should be made which 
| allow a mileage for fictitious travel, for it is only a fiction if 
lone 
, It is brought before us that at one time in our history there was 
a concurrent resolution for adjournment without day for only a 
few minutes. The gentleman from Maine, who has been over 
the records, may be able to tell me whether mileage was allowed 
fi urs of the adjournment at that time; but whether there 
wasorno, that adjournment at that time, as everyone in the House 
knows and as stated in the debate, was taken under circumstances 
of great public urgency, where the Senate and the House were not 
in agreement with the President, and where it was feared that 
something wrong might happen during the time of the adjourn- 
ment. Thatis not the sort of precedent that should govern. The 
precedents that should govern this House are the precedents of 
which there are so many, absolutely uncontradicted—precedents 
following what I consider to be the absolute governing law. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I appeal to the gentlemen of the commit- 
tee to pardon anything that I have said that seems too earnest. 
Each man’s conscience, each man’s opinion, is his own, and he has 
aright toit. Iam only urging considerations which have gov- 
erned me and have led me, with great reluctance, fearing that I 
ht say something that might offend the honest judgment of 


9 ¢ 
eans a 


WwW?! 


r tne il 





my fellows, to believe that this point of order is well taken; and 
now, Mr. Chairman, I am ready to answer any questions that 
gentlemen may desire to ask of me. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question, 


the CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PARKER, I will answer the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. In view of the fact that the President of the 
Senate adjourned the Senate at 12 o’clock on the 7th day of De- 
cember, with the remark that the special or extraordinary or 
called session, Whatever it may be designated, had expired, be- 
cause Congress now assembled under the clause of the Constitu- 
hon requiring it to assemble on Monday; and in view of the fact 
that both Houses had a regular call of the Members of the re- 
spective Houses, in this House by States and a roll call in the Sen- 


ate, to ascertain if a quorum was present, and the fact that the 
present presiding officers of each House, and especially this House, 
because we are more concerned in this House than the other, de- 


clared that a quorum had assembled; and in view still further of the 
fact that the House adopted a resolution notifying the Senate that 
a quorum of the House had appeared, and also appointed a com- 
mittee to join a committee from the Senate to inform the Presi- 
dent of the United States that the two Houses had assembled and 
“quorum Was present, and asking if he had any communication 
to make, and receiving the message; and in view of the fact that 
the Journal of the House, the files of the House, have recognized 
every day since the 7th of December that this was the second ses- 
“lon of the Fifty-eighth Congress, is it not rather late now to ask 
_ ‘rman of the Committee of the Whole House to rule that 
he Hi use in its determination has been all wrong since the 7th 
“ay of December, and that now we must go back and hold that 


this is the called session and not the constitutionally provided 
“ate session of the Fifty-eighth Congress? 

lr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I find no difficulty in the ques- 
‘ion propounded. The statement of the President of the Senate 
hay Statement of his individual opinion at that time, and it 


either the Senate nor ourselves. I know from the debates 
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since then, and especially from a careful argument upon another 
subject by the Senator from Maine, that many other Senators do 
not agree with him in that construction. 

The other matters mentioned—the calling of the roll, the send- 
ing to the President, the keeping of the Journals of the House— 
are all matters which may very well be done every day. There 
are many legislative bodies in which the roll is called every day, 
and when we have much business here we have it called a good 
deal. The roll was called on the day upon which we had to be 
here, and upon which it was essential that we should be here, and 
was proper in order to show that a quorum was present, because 
on that day we began to act under a second sanction and under a 
second duty, as well as by the duty imposed upon us by the ad- 
journment of the previous session. The message to the Presi- 
dent was to show that that duty had been especially performed 
on that particular day, but it was no less a continuance of the 
previous session that assembled and met on that day. 

Mr. PAYNE. It signified nothing that we notified the Presi- 
dent that the two Houses had assembled on that day? 

Mr. PARKER. It signified this: That we notified him that we 
had assembled, according to our duty under the law, and it was 
also an assembling made necessary by the adjournment on the 
previous day. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
second session? 

Mr. PARKER. The Journal of this House does not have the 
force of a concurrent resolution, and the statement as to whether 
this is the first or second session is one of those things which is 
simply a matter of formality. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is it not the only evidence that the court looks 
at to see what the action of the House was? 

Mr. PARKER. Yes; but it is merely a designation. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman from New Jersey yield 
to me? 

Mr. PARKER. Certainly. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
Jersey if it is not the fact, as he understands it, that when Con- 
gress is in session, regular or extraordinary session, either House 
may, under the Constitution, without the consent of the other, 
adjourn for a period not exceeding three days? 

Mr. PARKER. Yes. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Would you say that this House on the 5th of 
December could have lawfully adjourned until the Sth of Decem- 
ber, notwithstanding the constitutional mandate that Congress 
should assemble on the 7th of December, which was the first 
Monday? 

Mr. PARKER. No; wecould not adjourn to the 8th of Decem- 
ber, because we were ordered to assemble on the 7th. I said that 
we had a double sanction for assembling—one the adjournment, 
and the other by the Constitution. We assembled to meet on 
that day as we did on all previous days, but with a new sanction, 
and, as matter of fact, the session was continuous. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PARKER. I will. 

Mr. THAYER. I want to ask a question, but perhaps in this 
conversation that has taken place on the other side the point may 
have been brought out. I want to set the gentleman right when 
he said that we had adjourned from time to time until 12 o’clock, 
December 7, the extraordinary session. The record of this House 
shows that on December 5 the Speaker declared this House ad- 
journed—not until 12 o’clock on Monday, not sine die, not to any 
timeor any particular time, but he declared it adjourned, and there 
is no record that it ever reconvened. The record of the Senate 
shows that upon December 7 they adjourned sine die before they 
commenced the regular session, which began on the 7th of De- 
cember. 

I merely wanted to set him right on that, and then, if he has 
time, I would like to go back and ask him the question I first 
asked relative to the Constitution in this matter, a subject upon 
which, if he spoke, I did not hear one word. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The REcorpD shows the same thing in 
reference to every day. 

Mr. PARKER. I am told that the Recorp shows the same 
thing with reference to adjournment on every day; but I want to 
say that we know perfectly well ourselves that the session of De- 
cember 5 was continued to the 7th of December. 

Mr. THAYER. I want to ask the gentleman if, so far as was 
in the power of this House, on Saturday, December 5, we did not 
adjourn and never reconvene? 

Mr. PARKER. We adjourned, as we did on every Saturday, 
which carries us over to the next Monday at 12 o’clock. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the question that I 
desire to ask has been substantially asked by some other gentle- 
men, Now,I agree with the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 


How about the Journal, which says this is the 
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PARKER] that by the terms of the Constitution Congress was re- 
quired to convene at 12 o’clock on Monday, December 7. 
question is this: Was not our adjournment on the previous Sat- 
urday, the 5th of December, to an impossible time? And is not 
an adjournment to an impossible time tantamount toan adjourn- 
ment sine die? For instance, if we should adjourn 

Mr. PARKER. One moment. 
date, a legal date, and a necessary date, namely. 

Mr. a of Kentucky. No, sir. 
this, that the Constitution fixed Monday, December 7, as the time 
we n a session of Congress should begin. 

Mr. PARKER. No. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. It does not? 

Mr. PARKER. No; itsays weshall assemble and meet on that 

d we adjourned so as toassemble and meet on that day; 
loes not say we shall begin on that day. 

SMITH of Kentucky. Thatisthe difference bet 

dledum and tweedledee.”’ 
clearly in this statement: 
the 
to adjourn to the 
adjournment sine 
Mr. PARKER. 
} 


December 7. 


day 
but it 


ween ** twee- 
Suppose that on the 2d day of March, 
expiration of our term, the Congress should undertake 
5th of March. 


die. 


before 


can not make an 
without the concurrent action of the Senate. 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. If the House wer 
its power to adjourn three days at a time on the 
to the 5th of March, would not that then operat« 
journ ment of the House? 

Mr. PARKER. We would have 
of Mar ch, after our term of office 
would be sine die. 

Mr Ss "H of Kentucky. 

Mr. ‘KE R. 


We 


»to adjourn under 


no power to meet on the 5th 
should expire, and therefore it 


Phat is the point I make. 
We would have power to meet on the 7th day 
did, and when we 
ly duty under the law to meet on that day, and 
adjournment was valid, because it was in pursuance of law. 
-, COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman. as has been many 
iid during this dk on the only question involved here is 
» proper construction to be put upon these two provisions 
, one regulating the convening of an extraor- 
De of Congress and the other providing for 
regular ‘ongress t first 
y in December. As to the taking of the mileage, that isa 
1 for each man to answer for himself. I have not been at 
ince the convening of the special session, and I have 
re made up my mind what to do if the mileage is voted. 
Ri ISVENC R. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin | Mr. 
<= understand that under the statute this sum of money 
‘mileage’? has anything to do with the traveling of the 
rt? Oris it a part of the compensation added to the $5,000 


as we 


lled our 


» meet on the 


session of ( 


of Wisconsin. I presume that may be so, 
INOR. Will the gentleman jr permit me to 


f the st tute of 1506, section 17: 


PER 
r+ROSVI 


4 


ro 
Oras O 


ist 


t further enacted, That the compensation of each Senator, R: 
and Delegate in Congress shall t : $5,000 per annum, to be comput 

late of the and in addition thereto, mileagé 
per mile, etc 


pre 


presel . iZT 3, 
ol WY cents 


Mr. COOPER of Wisc: 
refer to the argument m 
lawver from Mair 
Constitution a 
nor fi 


en SESS 


nsin. Mr. Chairman, I desire briefiy to 
said that the 
an extraordinary session of 
and that there is no distinc- 
t they are all alike. Mr. Chairman, I 
gentleman from Maine on that proposition. 
aordinary’’ is used in the Constitution in this 


9 [ Mr. LitTLerre p],in which he 
eS ane provide for 
raregular session. 
tion ions; tha 
beg to differ with the 
The word ‘“ ext: 
connection: 


iaW 


Congress, 


Det we 


n extraordinary occasions convene both Houses 


President ‘* on an ¢ 


ien on an extraordinary occasion ’’ convenes both 
Jouses, it is an extraordinary session of Congress. 

Webster's Unabridged Dictionary he defines the word ‘‘« 
traordinary ’ as *‘not usual, not regular.” An extraordinary 
session is the re a session which is not a regular session. 
would it not be a most remarkable thing, Mr. Chairman, if Alex- 
ander Hamilton and James Madison and Benjamin Franklin and 
Washington and their compatriots had assembled at 
Philadelphia in that wonderful Constitutional Convention and for 
got to provide for a regular session of Congress? If they had not 
prov ided in the Constitution for a regular session of Congress, 
then all would have been left to the discretion of the President, 
and s id he chance to be a man of the ideas and of the disposi- 
tion o mgress would not assemble during his term 


f the 


ret 
ret 


(i orve 


ou 
Charles [, ¢ 
of oftice 


, 
i 

4 
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» have provide 


We adjourned to a possible | 


The proposition I make is | 





The proposition may be illustrated more | 
: appointed by law. 


Would not that operate as an 
; = | he put the question to the gentleman from New J; 


adjournment sine die | 


adjourned to that time we | 


ade by the distinguished gentleman and | 


| of the 


| would not be conclusive. 
And | 


din the Constitution for a regular | 
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| session of Congress would have been to open the Way ti 
My | 


in the United States. Did that Constitutional Conven: 
fail to make provision for a regular session of Congress’ 
guage could be plainer than this phraseology in the Con 
Congress shall assemble at least once in every year 
That is, Congress shall assemble at least annually— 
and such meeting . 
That is, such annual meeting— 
shall be on the first Monday in December, unless they— 
Congress— 
shall by law appoint a different day. 
The language is mandatory. The meeting must be o1 
Monday in December, and the first Monday in Decemi» 
regularly as the world revolves around the sun or ti 


| axis, 


Under the Constitution, as regularly as comes the fi: 
in December, Congress must asse mble, unless a dif 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] hi 
in this case. I had intended to present and to elaborat 


PARKER]. 
(the 


I will put it in a little different form: 0: 
5th day of December) preceding the first Mond 


| day of that month) could the House and the Senat« 
2d dav of March | Te@t res lution have adjourned over the holidays, as ¢ 
as a sine di yad- | que ntly did during the regular session? 
ao a? C aun | 


Clearly, no; bi 
an adjo urnment would have been in Cirect disregard of 1 
tory requirement of the Constitution that Congress ‘ 
ble on the first Monday in December”’ in every 


| Congress itself has enacted a law appointing a dit 
| and there is no such law. 


Such a law might have been either a statute, or a - 
tion signed by the President: but on Saturday, the 5th « 
December, Congress was still in the special session, « 
proclamation of the President. This special session | 
on the 98th day of November. Having met on the 9th 
vember, we were in special session until the special s 
and it ended when the mandate of the Constitution t! 
meet in regular annual session on the first Monday of 
took effect. 


The argument of the gentleman from New Jersey that 


on the first Monday of December with two sanctions 


the sanction of the Constitution and thesanction of the 
adjournment on the preceding Saturday—seems tom 
spect to him, and he is a distinguished lawyer, to bi 
weight. How could a mere concurrent resolution, 
passed, effect in any way whatever this absolute comi 
Constitution of the United States? Does anybody pret 
that a mer urrent resolution of Congress adds sa! 
mandate of the ( vonstitution? Notatall. It might 
not have been passed; nor should it weigh an iota in « 
the duty of Congress. We met on the first Monday « 
cember in obedience to a requirement of the Constit 
United States, not in obedience to a resolution of adj 

It is said that there has never beena precedent aga 
tention of the distinguished gentleman from Maine | 
FIELD], and that early ¢ Congresse s went directly fro: 

sssion into a regular session and treated it as one s¢ 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Just one moment. PB 
did cite a precedent in which Senator George F. E 
greatest of our constitutional lawyers, _ 
Senate a resolution declaring that a special session 
eration of law when the regular session bean. Th 
from oe { Mr. LITTLEFIELD] acknowledged that th 
which, he said, was purely academic, inasmuch as it \ 
without any discussion, was directly opposed to his « 
He therefore thought it of little importance. But t 
Senator Edmunds introduced that resolution and that 
the unanimous vote of the Senate are facts entitled to g 
in this discussion. 

But, Mr. Chairman, if it were true that there is no 
contrary to the gentleman’s contention, that, in al 
Congress had uniform]) 
quorum, as defined by the Constitution, meant a votin 
and not a present quorumin this House. For generatior 
had clung to that absurd doctrine. Suddenly, in the tw 
an eye, it was overthrown in this Chamber, and this « 
of that time-honored precedent has been given the san 
by the Supreme Court of the United States. A bad 
does not make good law. 

There is a constitutional provision for an extrao! 
there is also one for a regular session of Congress. | 

titutional provision for a regular session, W 
‘cy of the President of the United States, as th 


‘e cont 
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hi 
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re at the mercy of the Stuarts when they refused to 
British Parliament. And I am unwilling to believe 
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In this section the argument of juxtaposition as a reason why 
the clause in question is a limitation upon the so-called ‘* Presi- 


at statesmen in that Convention, presided over by the | dential session ’’ clearly fails. 


all men, George Washington, forgot so vitally im- 


iuty as the appointing of a date for the regular meeting 


TIN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? The 
is, | think, very clearly demonstrated that a regular 
cress convenes on the first Monday of each Decem- 
ion of law. I should like to ask if it does not follow 
ind logically that if a regular session convenes by 
f law, defined in the Constitution, at a particular time, 
r session in force theretofore must conclude by oper- 
it the same instant? 
PER of Wisconsin. I do not think that there can be 
about it. The answer, in my judgment, is yes. 


TLEFIELD rose. 
The Chair is ready to rule, but the Chair | 


\IRMAN. 
centleman from Maine. 

TLEFIELD. I do not rise, Mr. Chairman, for the 
continuing the discussion, but I will say just a word 
ice to the suggestion made by the distinguished gen- 
m Illinois [Mr. FULLER], who relies, with a great deal 
| ingenuity of argument, upon the analogy between a 
urt and a session of Congress. I would concede that 
-y is sound, his argument is entitled to great weight 
haps, be conclusive; but I wish to submit that the 
. because to a session of court, among other things, 
returnable; motions are to be made within a certain 
is in abatement are to be filed. The court has no 
hange the day fixed for its meeting. None of these 
true of Congress. No process is returnable to asession 
Nothing is to be done by virtue of the law or the 
n on the specific day of meeting, or within a particu- 
1 that day; therefore the elements involved in a ses- 
ire entirely absent in connection with a session of 

1 the analogy is not complete. 





y just a word with reference to the suggestion very | 
1 forcefully made last evening by the distinguished | 


m New Jersey |Mr. McDrermott], and that is with 
the question as to whether the clause providing that 
nt may adjourn Congress from time to time is limited 
ns to a special or extraordinary or Presidential ses- 

d. If so limited, beyond any question it would cre- 


utional distinction between the two sessions, which | > eee ee 
even dissolve Parliament. 


would settle the question pending. 
ljournment last evening I have taken occasion to 


In the report of the committee on style, which had no power to 
change any substantive provision of the Constitution and only 
had the power to perfect the language and arrangement, made on 
September 12,1787, these two independent sentences are grouped 
together, making two clausesof one sentence in Article II, section 
3 (ibid., 709), reading as follows: 

He may, on extraordinary occasions, convene both Houses, or either of 
them, and in case of disagreement between them with respect to the time of 
aesouramnent, he may adjourn them to such time as he shall think proper 
etc.— 
transposing the first sentence and slightly varying the second. 
Article X, section 2, down to and including the clause ‘‘ He shall 
commission all officers of the United States,’’ in the report of the 
committee on detail, appears in the report of the committee on 
style, in Article II, as section 3. The substance of the remainder 
of section 2, considerably transposed and with considerable change 
of verbiage, is found in sections 1 and 2 of Article II, in the report 
of the committee on style. 

Under these conditions the argument of juxtaposition seems en- 
titled to but little weight. There is nothing said, so far as I can 
find in the debates in the Convention, upon the construction of this 
clause—simply the report of the committee on detail, and later on 
the report of the committee on style. 

In the Federalist, in No. 68, written by Mr. Alexander Hamilton, 
who was also a member of the committee on style, reporting the 
Constitution in the language in which it now stands, this clause 
is referred to and construed. This is the great paper in which 
Mr. Hamilton is defining the powers and the limitations upon the 
power of the President of the United States, and with reference 
to this specific point he says: 

_ Fourthly. The President can only adjourn th 
single case of disagreement about the time of the adjournment. 

I ask the Chair to notethis. If this clause is limited to a special 
session, it is a very important and significant limitation. Mr. 
Hamilton is undertaking to define in this- paper the limitations 
upon the Presidential power, and he fails to cite this important 
and significant limitation. Therefore it is a fair inference that 


’ 


National Legislature in the 


| in his judgment—he having made the repert or taken a part in the 


lison’s Journal of the Constitutional Convention, and | 
t, upon that precise point, for the purpose of ascer- | 


it light, if any, might be derived from that source, and 
lad to give the committee the benefit of the investi- 


the report of the committee on detail, made on August 

t the clause in question appears in Article X, section 2, 
as follows: 

from time to time give information to the Legislature of the 

He may recommend to their consideration such measures 

‘essary and expedient. He may convene them on extraor- 

In case of disagreement between the two Houses with re- 


| report of the committee on style, and being responsible for the lan- 
| guage as it now stands—-it was not limited in its operation toa 


special session, but applied generaliy. His first illustration of an 
analogous power is that ‘‘The British monarch may prorogue or 
This illustration, of course, can not 


be confined to special sessions, but applies to all sessions. Fur 
ther, by way of illustration, he says: 
The governor of New York may also prorogue the legislature of this State 


for a limited time; a power which, in certain situations, may be employed 
to very important purposes 

Applicable, apparently, to every session. 

Of course it is not conclusive, but it is significant, and if the 


| Chair please, I point to the fact that while Hamilton elaborates 


fadjournment hemayadjournthem tosuchtimeashe thinks | 


take care that the laws of the United States be duly and 
!. Heshall commission all the officersof the United States, 
ficers in all cases not otherwise provided for by this Con- 
ll receive ambassadors, and may correspond with the su- 
f the several States. He shall have power to grant re- 
but his pardons shall not be pleadable in bar of an im- 
be Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy of the 

f the militia of the several States. 
| times, receive for his services a compensation, which 
creased nor diminished during his continuance in office. 
enter on the duties of his Department he shall take the fol- 
atiirmation: ‘I, ———, solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will 
te the office of President of the United States of America.” 
i from his office on impeachment by the House of Repre- 


a 





onviction in the Supreme Court of treason, bribery, or cor- | 


of his removal, as aforesaid, death, resignation, or disability 
powers and duties of his office, the President of the Senate 

) powers and duties until another President of the United 

or until the disability of the President be removed. (Jour- 
itional Convention (Madison). 


he first time the clause appears in the proceedings of 

It appears in a section defining the powers and 
sident with the clause authorizing the convening 
in an extraordinary session, where they would nat- 
pected to appeir. It will be observed that the two 
ure found in separate and distinct sentences. One 


’ 
AS< 


» Pr 


vene them on extraordinary occasions. 
ther 


agreement between the two Houses with regard to the time 
he may adjourn them to such time as,he thinks proper. 


Scott, Foresman & Co. Ed., | 


the proposition, he, in no sense intimates that it is confined in its 
application toa special session of Congress. If it is true that this 
clause is confined to special sessions, it is a most important limi- 
tation, and should have been emphasized rather than omitted by 
Hamilton. To hold that Hamilton omitted it is toimpeach either 
his intelligence or candor, neither of which can be done success- 
fully. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. 


The Chair is ready to rule. 
Mr. Chairman, the Madison Papers. as I 


| recollect them, are correctly stated by the gentleman from Maine. 


In the first draft of the Constitution the power, similar to the power 
of the King to prorogue Parliament, was indicated in a separate 
sentence. When the Constitution was adopted, the conjunction 
was inserted, ‘‘He might convene them onextraordinary occasions 
and.”’’ Now, the introduction of the conjunction, in my judgment, 
shows the relation between the power of proroguing and the con- 
vening of the extraordinary session. 

You must also read it, it seems to me, in view of the entire text 
of the Constitution. It is impossible to believe that a Constitu- 
tion providing that neither House can adjourn without the con- 
sent of the other for more than three days, and tha that 


. — | 
provides 


| there shall be a_.division of the Government of the United States 


into executive, judicial, and legislative departments, and that the 
power of neither shall be exercised by any other, intended to con- 
vey to the President of the United States, or vest in him rather, 
the power given by the unwritten constitution of England to the 
King of Great Britain to prorogue Parliament. 

That power had been exercised by the King of England to the 
point of revolution. The exercise of it was one of the causes of 
complaint that led tothe Cromwellian era. Our forefathers were 
well acquainted with it, and they were in a remedial frame of 
mind, and when they inserted that conjunction they intended to 
limit the power of the President as to the practical dissolution, as 
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proroguing is and always was when exercised by the King of Eng- 
land, in a case where he as President called them to carry out his 
views on legislation, demanding an extraordinary session. I do 
not know that it is at all important as affecting this bill, but I 
look at it as raising the question whether a President in partisan 
affiliation and sympathy with one House of a divided Congress— 
divided in a partisan aspect—may prorogue Congress if they dis- 
Hence we come to the fact that there is one joint resolution, 
and only one, that the President of the United States can not pass 
upon. Every law and every joint resolution must be certified to 


the President and receive his action, orin case of nonaction be- | 


come effective as the voice of Congress independent of his view, 
with one exception. We preserve the right to Congress to ad- 
journ. The joint resolution of the House and Senate to adjourn 
ily resolution that the President of the United States is 


hat the framers of the Constitution did not intend that 
President and one House of Congress acting in sympathy 
could prorogue Congress as the King had been accustomed, in 
fear or otherwise, to prorogue Parliament. However, as to the 
relation of this question to this bill, I am not entirely clear that 
itis governing. It is an interesting point, and I shall ask the 
leave of the House to continue the discussion of the question in 
print. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New Jersey asks unani- 
mous consent to continue his remarks in the RecorpD. Is there 
cbdjection? {After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


vided in the Constitution by which the President of the 1, 
States can obtain cognizance that there is a disagreement het wo 
the Senate and the House on account of adjournment. |; 
peculiar resolution, in no wise to be certified to him, and ¢) 
concurrent resolution that is not certified to him. 

Now, it does seem to me that where he calls a session 
suggest the adjournment, as the King used to, and if th 
is a disagreement, he may prorogue it. I think the old 
was in the minds of those who framed the Constitution. 
he may suggest the adjournment, and if the House disag 
the Senate in following his suggestion, he may prorog 
I know of no way in which the President of the United 


i+ 
te 


| can get official knowledge of the fact that there is a dis 





ment between the House and the Senate as to the time of: 


| ment, nor do I know of any way in which at a regular ses 
| such disagreement can ever arise. 
pass upon when passed by Congress. Itseemstome, | 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Thesuggestions of the distinguis] 


| tleman from New Jersey are involved in the concrete pr 


as to whether or not this clause to which he refers is s) 


| applicable and confined toa special session. I will not fol] 


in that discussion because, in my judgment, it is hard], 


| while. I also fully appreciate the distinguished gentlen 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, one suggestion only. I | 


simply wish to say this—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires tostate to the committee 
that the Chair is ready to rule. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I would, perhaps, like to make this addi- 
tional suggestion. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. I would like to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Maine to one thing—that occasion has arisen 
under this section where the President may act. The Senate ad- 
journed without day. The Senate adjourned by the declaration 


sition when he says that the report of the committee o7 
left this proposition with reference to the power of the Pr 
to adjourn from time to time applicable to both sessions, | 
the report of the committee on style changed it and confi: 
operation of that clause to the special session. 

I call his attention to this fact, that, as we all know and ¢ 
body concedes, the committee on style had no power to 
the substance of the Constitution; it was simply their pm 
duty to report it in better and more concrete shape, and 


| produced that pronounced change, they transcended th 


of its presiding officer sine die. This House has never adjourned | 


sine die, therefore the Senate is not in session under the extraor- 
dinary call, while, if the view of the gentleman from Maine as to 
the continuous session is correct, we are in session under that 
call, and therefore a disagreement has arisen between the House 
and the Senate, and the duty or power of the President to act is 
conferred by the Senate, and he could invoke it and prorogue us 
to meet some other time. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Ido not concede the gentleman’s prem- 
ises. I never will concede, neither do I think any court would 
hold, that the President of the Senate, on his own motion without 
a preliminary motion adopted by the Senate, could adjourn even 
that body without day. He has not that power, in my judgment. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. I think the rule, Mr. Chairman, of parlia- 
mentary law is this: That when there is not dissent by a body the 
body assents, and that where the president or presiding officer of 
a body declares the body adjourned, and there is no objection, his 
ruling is assent by the body, and all preliminary matters of form 
are immaterial. If the president declares that body adjourned 
and there is not objection on the part of anybody and—— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The body is not in a position to object 
after the drop of the gavel. 

Nobody could then raise an objection as far as that isconcerned. 
If the gentleman from New Jersey thinks that a presiding officer 
of a body, on his own motion, can terminate the existence of a 
body by declaring it adjourned sine die 


That must be the obvious conclusion. Without any de! 
discussion, it is a violent inference that they did so transc: 
[ proceed upon the basis that the final draft of the Constit 
in entire harmony with the report of the committee on det 
was correctly construed by Hamilton, March 14, 1788, w 
wrote the great paper above referred to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is ready to rule on the point 
order. 

The question raised by the point of order made by t! 
man from Georgia | Mr. Mappox] does not involve the qui 
whether or not Senators, Representatives, and Delegates 
ing Congress at this time should or should not receive 1 
That is a question for the Committee of the Whole to d 
not the Chair. The question presented to the Chair is t! 
mentary question of whether or not there is any existi1 
authorizing the payment of the mileage for which it is | 


| to appropriate the amount stated in this bill. 


The legislative, executive. and judicial appropriation bill 


| * ~— ‘ ’ ; 
| at the last session of the Fifty-seventh Congress appropriated for 


Mr. McDERMOTT. Not at all, they may proceed to displace | 


him and elect another officer, but if they consent to it, it is the 
decision not only of the Chair, but of the body. and a consent to 


adjourn sine die. Therefore there is a practical disagreement | 


between the two Houses. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No; Ido not think that amounts to a President. By the wording of this resolution Congress «i 


disagreement. A disagreement between the two Houses results 


from the action of one body sending that action down to another. | 


Here they have had no chance to disagree. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. They have had the chance by continuing 
in session. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It has never reached us as a legislative 
proposition. A disagreement between the two Houses results 
from something we have had the opportunity to concur with or 
disagree to, and this proposition has never been sent down to us. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. It arises from the fact that the Senate 
adjourned sine die. There was no necessity to send it down tous 
if they did actually adjourn. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. But the gentleman begs the question or 
assumes it. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. I want to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Maine to this fact, that there is no regular way pro- 


the payment of mileage to Senators, Representatives, and Dele- 
gates attending the first annual session of the Fifty-eighth | 
gress. This appropriation, however, was not available un 

day appointed by the Constitution for the assembling of t! 

gress at its first annual session. 

The Fifty-eighth Congress was convened by proclamat 
President of the United States November 9, 1903. So 
after it passed the following resolution: 

Resolved, etc., Thatthe appropriations for mileage of Senators, M: 
the House of Representatives, and Delegates from the Territories! 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation act for the fisc: 
approved February 25, 1908, be, and the same are hereby, made in 
available and authorized to be paid to Senators, Members of t! 
Representatives, and Delegates from the Territories for attendal 
first session of the Fifty-ecighth Congress. 

3y this resolution the money appropriated for the pay! 
mileage at the session of this Congress beginning on the first 
day of December last was paid to Senators, Representati\ 
Delegates attending the session of this Congress convened by 1 


that the session convened by the President was the first 
of the Fifty-eighth Congress. It is now declared by the pa 
in this urgency deficiency appropriation bill that this is t! 
ond session of this Congress, and it is proposed to apy! 


| money for the payment of mileage to Senators, Represe! 


| 
| 
| 


and Delegates attending upon this second session. 

The gentleman from Georgia makes the point of ord 
this paragraph, claiming there is no existing law author! 
appropriation, and that therefore the paragraph is not 
under section 2 of Rule XXI, which is as follows: 

2. No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriat 
be in order as anamendment thereto, for any expenditure not Pp 
authorized by law, unless in continuation of appropn enone for s 
works and objects as are already in progress; nor shall any provis 
ing existing law be in order in any general appropriation bill 
amendment thereto. 


The Chair has spent some time in endeavoring to @: 


r 








eee 

1.4 $f any. law there is governing the payment of mileage. As 
vee alt of this investigation it has been ascertained that under 
a Tee c ciatutes Senators, Representatives, and Delegates attend- 
in ons of Congress have received mileage whether the 


~ «was convened by the President or assembled at the time 
. Constitution or by statute, the only exception being 


ane Vortieth Congress. When the act fixing the 4th of March 
for the assembling of Congress, in addition to the times fixed by 
‘ha Constitution, was passed, by that act it was provided that 
Members and Senators of the previous Congress should not receive 


~ logge for attendance upon the session beginning March 4, and 
for the information of the committee, and with its permission, 
+he Chair will print, in connection with this ruling, these several 
statutes. “ ‘. 

The act of 1874, repealing the increase of salaries of Members 
s to $7,500 a year, revived the act of 1866, since which 


f ( ‘yy irre 
bl . . . . 
time there has been no legislation upon this subject. Therefore 
the act of 1866 is the law in force to-day in respect to the compen- 
cation to be paid to Senators, Representatives, and Delegates, and 
also the law now in force governing the question of mileage. 
This law reads as follows: 

Sec. 17, And be it further enacted, That the compensation of each Senator, 
Representative, and Delegate in Congress shall be $5,000 per annum, to be 
saan puted from the first day of the present Congress, and in addition thereto 


e rate of 20 cents per mile, to be estimated by the nearest route 
in going to and returning from each regular session. 


nileage at the M% 
usually trayelea 
It will be observed that the language of this act in respect to 
mileage is significant, and from it there can be but one conclusion, 
and that is that the mileage authorized to be paid is intended as 
additional compensation without any particular reference to the 
expense incurred in traveling toand from the sessions of Congress, 
just as the law allows a certain per diem in addition to the salary 
paid to the officers and agents of the Government who are obliged 
to travel on the business of the Government or in the discharge of 
The language which follows is merely descriptive 
f how the mileage authorized to be paid is to beestimated. The 
law says it is ‘‘ to be estimated by the nearest route usually trav- 
eled in going to and returning from each regular session.’’ In 
the opinion of the Chair the words ‘‘ regular session ’’ do not mean 
alone the sessions of Congress convened under authority of the 
Constitution, but rather that this mileage is to be paid at any ses- 
sion of Congress lawfully convened, and the amount is to be esti- 
mated as stated in the act—that is, on the same basis that mileage 
is paid to Senators and Representatives when attending the regu- 
lar or annual sessions provided for by the Constitution. 
Of course no one contends that under this law Senators and 
resentatives and Delegates are entitled to more than one pay- 
ment as mileage for attending one session of Congress. The ques- 
tion, therefore, of whether this paragraph is in order or whether 
there is any existing law authorizing the appropriation of this 
money turns upon the proposition of whether Congress is now in 
the session convened by the President of the United States or 
whether that session expired by operation of law and Congress is 
now in session under and by virtue of that provision of the Con- 
stitution which designates the first Monday in December as the 
day when it shall assemble in annual session. 

When this Congress convened on November 9 the business of 
the Congress proceeded as usual, and it was in session on Satur- 
day, December 5, 1903, the last secular day before the first Mon- 
day in December. Inthe House of Representatives, at the close of 
that day, as appears from the Recorp, the simple motion to ad- 
journ was agreed to, and the Speaker announced, ‘‘ The House 
stands adjourned,’? without adding, as usual, the day to which 
the ‘* House stands adjourned.” No resolution to terminate the 
session was proposed. In the Senate on the same day it was voted 
to take a recess until 11.50 a. m., Monday, December 7. On that 
day and hour the Senate met, and after the transaction of the 
usual business and the adoption of the usual vote of thanks to 


their duties 


YY) 
Ali 
ré 


tha we . ‘ : : ° 
lle presiding officer, the hour of 12 o’clock having arrived, the 
President pro tempore said: 
Senators, the hour provided by law for the meeting of the first regular 
BESS ' the Fifty-eighth Congress having arrived, I declare the extraordi- 
ry yn adjourned without day. 
And 


the President pro tempore left the chair. 

Immediately thereafter the President pro tempore called the 
— n to order for the second session of the Fifty-eighth Con- 
rm the House at the same hour the Speaker called the House to 
order and, after prayer by the Chaplain, directed that the roll be 
called by States to ascertain the presence of a quorum, and busi- 
ess proceeded as at the beginning of a session. The usual reso- 
lution was passed, notifying the President of the United States 


that +} . : : . ° 

al ni ond session of the Fifty-eighth Congress was assembled 
“uc that a quorum of the two Houses was present and ready to 
- Thi ‘any message which he might deem proper to submit. 


sa complete statement, as shown by the Recorp, of what 
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took place in the two Houses of Congress on December 5 and 
December 7. 

On the following day the Journal of the House records the fact 
that on Monday, December 7, the second session of the Fifty- 
eighth Congress assembled. The language of the Journal is as 
follows: 

JOURNAL OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, CONGRESS OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 

Begun and held at the Capitol, in the city of Washington, in the District 
of Columbia, on Monday, the 7th day of December, in the year of Our Lord 
1903, being the second session of the Fifty-eighth Congress, held under the 
Constitution of the Government of the United States, and in the one hun- 
dred and twenty-eighth year of the independence of said States. 

MONDAY, December 7, 1903. 

On which day, being the day fixed by the Constitution of the United States 
for the meeting of Congress, Joserpu G. CANNON, the Speaker (a Representa- 
tive from the State of Illinois), and the following Members of the House of 
Representatives answered to their names. 

This Journal declaring this to be the second session of the 
Fifty-eighth Congress was unanimously approved by the House. 
The Journal of the Senate reciting the same facts was likewise 
approved. 

In the opinion of the Chair the question of whether this is a 
continuation of the session of Congress convened by the Presi- 
dent or the second session convened under and by virtue of the 
provision of the Constitution fixing the time for the assembling of 
Congress is a mixed question of law and fact, and the Chair, as the 
presiding officer of this committee appointed by the Speaker of 
the House, in deciding this question is bound to take cognizance 
of what the House itself has done in determining whether or not 
this is or is not the second session of the Fifty-eighth Congress. 

As a matter of law, the Chair is clearly of the opinion that the 
session of this Congress convened by the President of the United 
States terminated when the moment of time arrived for the Con- 
gress to convene in its regular annual session under the Consti- 
tution. That session of Congress there terminated by operation 
of law, not because there is any law fixing the limit of time thata 
session of Congress convened by the President should remain in 
session, but because of the constitutional provision fixing the time 
when the first regular annual session of this Congress should con- 
vene. The contention that because Congress was in session on the 
last secular day preceding the first Monday in December, and that 
there was no formal termination of this session at that time, and 
that therefore this is a continuation of that session, seems to the 
Chair untenable. It would, in the opinion of the Chair, be as 
reasonable to say that because there will be no formal ending of 
to-day and no formal beginning of to-morrow therefore Saturday 
will continue forever or throughout our existence. [Applause.] 

The illustration used by the gentleman from Maine to prove 
his contention that this is a continuous session—namely, that if 
the House was in the act of calling the roll upon the passage of 
some bill when the hour arrived for the convening of Congress in 
its annual or constitutional session that the roll call could not be 
further proceeded with—does not proveanything. Asamatter of 
fact, and as the records of Congress show, that incident or cir- 
cumstance has occurred on several occasions when the time for 
the termination by operation of law of the second annual session 
of Congress arrived. The opinion of the Chair that the first ses- 
sion of the Fifty-eighth Congress convened by the President ter- 
minated by operation of that provision of the Constitution which 
fixes the time for the beginning of the annual session of this Con- 
gress is not without precedent. 

In the Fortieth Congress this same question arose. Just at the 
close of the extra session, Mr. Sherman, then a Senator from Ohio, 
said: 

I can not see any object in passing this concurrent resolution. 

The concurrent resolution he referred to was that the presiding 
officers of the two Houses should at a specified time declare their 
respective Houses adjourned without day. 

Said Mr. Sherman: 


The Constitution provides that the regular session of Congress shall be on 
the first Monday of December, and, according to law, I believe—or, at any rate, 
such is the usage—the hour for meeting on that day is 12 o’clock. We shall 
meet at that time ina newsession. The recent law has not changed that reg- 
ular time of meeting, and the result is that the next session of Congress will 
commence necessarily at nocn on Monday. 


Mr. Sumner, on the same occasion, said: 


And that brings me to the exact point as to whether the present session 
should expire precisely at the time when the coming session begins. I see no 
reason why it should not. I see no reason why we should interpose the buffer 
even for five minutes. 

It was proposed to adjourn to 11 o’clock and 55 minutes. 

Let one session come right up close upon the other, and then we shall ex- 
clude every possibility of ev'l consequences from the character of the Chief 
Magistrate. * * * Now, I know not why when this session expires we 
may not at the same time announce the beginning of the new session 

These quotations, taken from the Globe,.show that in the 
judgment of such men as Mr. Sherman and Mr. Sumner, two of 
the ablest men in either House of Congress at that time, if not 


= 
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e, the called session of the Fortieth Congress expired by oper- | . Src or ee anes — at every session of © 
eigir-gt “aaa ange rage Rant siptegy ratinaicee ai . 7 the said 3d day of March, 1817, each epresentative and Delegat. 
1 Of jaw W hen the time for the Congress to assemble under | titled to receive $8 for wreuy day he has attended or shall atte nd 
1e Constitution arrived. | of ome esentatives, and shall also be allowed $8 for eve ry 20 mile 
he pr dings of the Forty-fifth Congress have been referred | mated distance by the most usual road from his place of residence t 
h Jeahes ame | of Congress at the commencement and end of everv such seasion ; 
Chair ires to oo ent to the committee in support | ing; and that all sums for travel already performed to be dueand 1 
of the matter from the pase edents pre- the time of passing thisact. And in case any Representative 0) 
Asher C, Hinds, clerk at the Speaker’s table. | has been, is, or shall be detained by sickness on his journey to or 
ait a sate dideieiainiae i 2 electra ties sel session of Congress, or, after his arrival, has been, ia, or shall be 
a Oy Bees Congress met in extreordinar) BE ssion on attend the House of Representatives, he shall be entitled to the 
of the President and remained in session until the first | allowance. And the Speaker of the House of Representatives 
in December, the day appointed by the Constitution for | tled to receive, in addition to his compensation as a Represent: 
ar assembling of C neress 5 | every day he has attended or shall attend the House: Prov ided alu 
ta - iene . " ee ae a | no Representative or Delegate shall be allowed a sum exceeding t 
Saturday, December 1, 1877, Mr. Fernando Wood, of New | $8 a day from the end of one session to the time of his taking his 
ffered the following resolution, which was agreed to by | other. (15th Cong.. Ist sess., U.S. Stat. L.., vol. 3, p. 404, chap. 5. A 
: ; : P ing compe nsation to the members of the Se nate, Members of t} 
; a y | Representatives of the United States, and to the De legates of th 
ORCUTT ERG}, That the President of the Senate and the | ond repealing all other laws on that subject.) 
of Representatives be, and they are hereby, directed Approved January 22, 1818. 
: ive Houses, without day, at 3 o’clock p. m. this day 
tey 1e in of December 1 the House took a recess until | C24PTER CVUI—An act making appropriations for the civil and 
n the calendar dav of Monday. December 3. the day pre expenses of the Government for the year ending the 30th of Ju 
m. I ul uf calent rea 7 vonday, Ve em eT o, the Gay pre- for other purposes. 
i by the Constitution for the meeting of the regular session Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the act entitled “An act 
neress. an act entitled ‘An act allowing compensation to the members of t 
Alcea pl a a : _ | Members of the House of Representatives of the United States, 
On the same day, December 1, the Senate adjourned until Mon- | 5 ogates from the Territories,’ and repealing all other laws on thi 
day, December 3. at 10 a. m. shall apply to Senators and Members of the House of Represe 
As soon as the Senate had approved its Journal on Monday, | Delegates from the Territories, at all extra sessions of Con; gre: 
December 3, Mr. George F. Edmunds, of Vermont, offered this | 5¢?ateconvened within ten days after the adjournment of a reg 


. : U.S. Stat. L., vol. 10, p. 98, 32d Cong., Ist sess.) 
resolution, which was agree at 0 without debate: | Approved August 31, 1852. 
Resolved by the nate (the House of Representatives concurring), That it is | a 
the judgment of the two Houses t hat the present session of Congress expires | CHAPTER CX XITI.—An act to regulate the compensation of Mem} 


by operation of law at 12 o'clock meridian this day. gress. 


: ; » +h Sen - 
( the game dav resolution Ww; -~ » " Re it enacted, etc., That the compensation of each Senator, R: 
mn he a day this res I tion was agreed to by the House and Delegate in Congress shall be $6,000 for each Congress, a 
w it ul ! ae. i Fi now provided by law for two sessions only, to be paid in manner f 
i th e above resolution had been agreed to the Senate took | to wit: On the first day of each regular session each Senator, Repr 
ain 0 ome : oo > of . . and Delegate shall receive his mileage for one session, and on the f 
} “ea resolution of the House of De -cem ber 1, and agreed to it each month thereafter during such session compensation at the rat: 
with an ame ndme nt striking out the words 3 o'clock p. m. this | per annum during the continuance of such session, and at the er 
day’ and inserting *‘ 11 o'clock and 50 minutes a.m. Monday, the | session he shall receive the residue of his salary due to him at such t 
2 ) - % pa — . a 2 hat « andj. | rate aforesaid still unpaid; and at the beginning of the second regu 
3d of December, instant.’’ The House concurred in that amend- | *? the Congress each Senator, Representative, and Delegate shall 
ment. y ; mileage for such second session and monthly during such sessior 
Then the two Houses agreed to the usual resolutions authoriz- | tion at the eatoot 3,009 per annum till the 6th day of March tern 
iia ain sntment of a 103 . wr biidinn, ae he Preaei- | Congress, and on that day each Senator, Representative, and De 
ing the SpPOeneNs OF ci a = COMMEHIESTSS to wait on the Presi- | be entitled to receive any balance of the $6,000 not theretofore pa 
dent and inform him of the a jjournment. , said monthly installments as above directed. (U.S. Stat. L., p. 45, y 
And at 11.50 a. m. the Speaker declared the House adjourned | Approved August 16, 1856. 
sine die in accordance with the resolution of the two Houses; and ; 
. ‘ : Joint resolution to amend the act entitled “An act to regulate the 
, i 1 late . ~aker.; 9 alle 3e toget : , 
ten minutes later the Speaker, at 12 m., called the House together tion of Members of Congress,” approved August 16, 185 
in the new session, the roll being called by States. Resolved, etc., That the compensation allowed to Members of ( 
Some gentlemen have said that the value of this precedent is | anactentitled “Anact toregulate the compensation of Members of 
; ‘ r ‘ anvwaed 7 @ . x a naid i s follow ‘ “ rit: OC) 
practic ally destroyed because the resolution declaring it to be | 4PPTOYS 1 August 16, 1856, be paid in the following manner, to wit 
7 
i 


r g the » history 
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nf (7 - : s | day of the first session of each Congress, or as soon thereafter as | 
he judgment of both Houses of Congress that the extra session | in attendance and apply, each Senator, Representative, and De 
pired by operation of law was agreed to without debate. The | receive his mileage, as now provided by law, and all his compet 


e 

EK s th: } 2 2 iq | the beginning of his term, to be computed at the rate of $250 per n 
= RD Show : that the re was considerable discussion over this Leaded Ghseidien commammien OF choca wie Anion te t 
proposition. There was some trouble or fear of trouble in the the second or any subsequent session he shall receive his mileage 
matter of securing a sine die adjournment, and at the last mo- | lowed by law, and all compensation which has accrued during t! 

nent, in order that the question might be settled, Senator Ed- = the rate aforesaid, and during said session compensatio! 

, a : . . | ate, 

munds offered the concurrent resolution expressing the judgment | “sxc. 2. And be it further resolved, That so much of said act appr 
of the two Houses upon this question. gust 16, 1856, as conflicts with this joint resolution and postpones t! 


In the judgment of the Chair, therefore, the session of Congress | 0f said compensation until the close of eo Oe tee 
convened by the President on November 9, 1903, terminated by ‘Approved December 23, 1867. » P. 30, Jong., 1st ses 

operation of law; that this & a session of Congress separate and 
distinct from that one, and, as declared by the unanimously ap- } Joint resolution amendatory of an act entitled “An act to regulat 


| Ne Oo be rr £ » rust 16. R56. 
proved Jourals ofthe House and Senate ia the second season of | isan Members essa ie tl aes fa 


the Fifty-eighth Congress. It being the regular annual session, Re it resolved, etc., That whenever hereafter any person elec 
and as the law of 1866 authorizes the payment of mileage to Sen- | of the Senate or House of Representatives shall die after the com 
ators, Representatives, and Delegates attending this session, in | ofthe Congress to which he shall have been so elected compensat 
’ computed and paid to his widow, or if no widow survive him, to 
the opinion of _ Chair the paragraph appropriating the money | jaw, for the period that shall have elapsed from the commencem«: 
for thi * payment f that mileage is cle arly in order. Congress as aforesaid tothe time of his death, at the rate of $3,000] 
The Chair therefore overrules the point of order. [Applause. 1} Provided, however, That compensation shall be c ym puted and j 
} ley Seen ie ee sndix to this decision the following: | —s a period of not less than three months: And provided further, '! 
Chair inserts as an appendix to this decision the following: | case shall constructive mileage be computed or paid 
itutes heretofore enacted for compensation and mileage for Members of Src. 2. Be it further resolved, That thec ompensatior 10f each 
; " Congress or or appointed afterwards to sup} sly the vacancy so occasioned 
CHAPTER XVI An act for allowing « ympensation to the Members of tho | be computed and paid from the time the compe nsation of hi 
Senate House of Representatives of the United States an i to the offi- | hereby directed to be computed and paid for, and not ‘others ise 
cers of both Houses. (c Sec. 3. Be it further resolved, That the provisions of this joint 


SECTION 1. Be it enacted, etc., That at every session of Congress, and at | 80 '8™ as the same are beneficial to the widows or heirs at law cM 
ery im ; in ¢} sof Col : ; : | Congress, as aforesaid, shall be extend aed and applied to the widow 
every meeting of t he Senate in the recess of Congress, prior to the 4th day of | ~ ¢ Members elected to the t mt Consre rho have d 
March, in the year 1795, each Senator shall be entitled to receive $6 for every at law o , a’ ar . . le re sen ongress Ww ~ a hi 
day he shall attend the Se mate, and shall also be allowed, at the ues | Oo... 5S stat. 4, VOl. 11, p. 443, dth Cong., 2d s 
nt and end of every such session and meeting, $6 for every 20 miles of the Approved, March 3, 1859, 
ted distar by the most usual road, from his place esic et e | : ; 
tof hoes anal in aac a , Me n m er 0 * the — 3} of residence to th CHAPTER XLI.—An act making appropriations for the legislativ 
sickness on his jo urney to or from session or meeting. or after his and judicial expenses of the Government for the year endit 
arrival sha ll be unable to attend the ute shall be entitled to the same 1863, and additional appropriations for the year ending 30t! 
daily allowance: Provided always, That no Senator shall be allowed a sum | Legislative.—For compensation and mileage of Senators, $4 
exceeding the rate of $6 a day from the end of one such session or meeting to | That the second mileage due by law shall be paid at the prese 
the time of his taking his seat in another. (lst Cong., Ist sess.,U.S. Stat. L., | soon as certified by the presiding officers of the Senate and Hot 
vol. 1, p. 70 (1789 | waded further, That the foregoing proviso shall not be construe al 
Approved September 22, 1759. more than two mileages for the present Congress. (U. 8. Stat. L., 
a | 355, 37th Cong., 2d sess.) 
CHAPTER XIII.—An act for allowing full mileage to the members of the Sen- Approved, March 14, 1862. 
ate and House of Representatives of the United States. ~ : 

Be it enacted, etc., That at the present extraordinary mecting and session | CHAPTER LXXITI.—An act ms sking a appropriations for the legi slat 
of Congress th« respective members of the Senate and of the House of Repre- | tive. and judic ial expenses of the Government for the year endi 
sentatives shall be entitled to receive a full allowance of mileage, any law to | 1866, and additional appropriations for the c urrent fiscal year. 
the contrary notw ithatanding. (U.S. Stat. L.,vol. 1, p. 533, 5th Cong., lst sess.) Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That no part of the money app 

Approved July 6, 1797. either by this act or former acts shall be applied to the payment of ! 





nt 









1904. 








tive mileage on account of any extra session of either House of 
S Stat. L., vol. 13, p. 460, 38th Cong., 2d sess.) 
March 2, 1865. 


7° act making appropri: itions for sundry civil expenses 


CVI 
for the year ending June 3, 1867, and for other pur- 


rnment 


he it further enacted, That the compensation of each Senator, 

and Delegate in Congress shall be $5,000 per annum, to be 

the first day of the present Congress, and in addition thereto 

he rate of 20 cents per mile, to be estimated by the nearest route 

ed in going to and returning from each regular session; but 

contained shali affect mileage account already accrued under 

Provided, That hereafter mileage accounts of Senators shall be 

President of the Senate and those of Representatives and 

ie Speaker of the House of Representatives: And provided 

' t the pay of the Speaker shall be $8,000 per annum. (U. S. Stat. 
89th Cr , ist sess.) 

28, 1866. 


] * mg 
duly 


An act to fix the timesfor the regular mectings of Congress. 


, That, in addition to the present regular times of meet- 
s, there shall be a meeting o the Fortieth Congress of the 
and of each succeeding Congress thereafter, at 12 o’elock me- 
ith day of March, the day on which the term begins for which 
lected, except that when the 4th of March occurs on Sunday 

ng - all take place at the same hour on the next succeeding day. 
be it further enacted, That no person who was a Member of the 
ress ; shall receive any compensation as mileage for going to or 

i the addit fons 21 session provided for by the foregoing section. 

vol. 14, R; 378, 39th Cong., 2d. sess.) 
A ed, January 22, 1867. 


A X 


An act repealing the increasa of salaries of Members of Con- 
gress and other officers. 

. That so much of the act of March 3, 1873, entitled, “‘ An 

ropriations for legislative, exec oe andl judicial expenses 

nt for the year ending June 30, 18 as provides for the in- 


] te 


I 


Delegates, or others, except the President of the United 
s Justices of the Supreme Court, be, and the same is hereby, re- 
the salaries, compensation, and allowances of all said persons, 
iforesaid, shall be as fixed by the laws in force at the time of the 
act: Provided, That mileage shall not be allowed for the first 
rty-third Congress; that all moneys appropriated as com- 
the Members of the Forty-second Congress in excess of the mile- 
illowances fixed by law at the commencement of said Congress, 
r which, having been drawn, have been returned in an form 
s, are hereby covered into the Treasury of the United 
‘lared to be the moneys of the United States absolutely, 
f they had never been appropriated as aforesaid. (U.S. Stat. 
3 p. 4; 48d Cong., lst sess.) 
, January 20, 1874. 


State 


lare ae 


rAprer IIT.—An act to provide for deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
he Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for 
rs, an oe ir other purposes. 
10 payment of mileage, for actual travel only, to Senators 
* seats at the session of the Senate convened on the 5th day of 
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y proclamation of the President, and who were not members | 


us Congress, $6,500. (U.S. Stat. L., vol. 


4 1. De 


20, p. 10, 45th Cong., 2d | 
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e two votes 





that we vote on both together, so that we may obviate 
on the proposition. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I make the point of order against the 
gentleman’s motion, so far as it relates to the paragraph in refer- 
ence to the mileage of the Senat>. That was put in by a vote of 
the committee and we can not move to strike that out. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Oh, no; it went in by unanimous consent, 
with the understanding that it would be open to the same con- 
sideration as the other. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not understand that. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, some time ago when this 
bill was reported to the House, having been opposed to the para- 
graph in the committee, I felt it was my duty to present the rea- 
sons to the House why I opposed the adoption of this paragraph, 
why I was oppose <l to this House paying itself a second mileage 
for this session of Congress. I believ ed. then, and I believe now, 
that we have been legally and technically in one session of Con- 
gress from the time when we met up to the present day. But I 
have already stated my opinion upon that question, and I do not 
care to burden the House with renewed discussion along th a Mee. 
But whether we have been in two technical sessions or ech- 
nical session since the $th day of November down to the oaonamn 
day, I say that under no contemplation of law as recognized by 
ourselves and our constituents when we we - elected to this ¢ ‘on- 
gress are we justified in accepting a second mileage or paying 
ourselves a second mileage when in fact we have been in continu- 
ous session since the 9th day of last November. I do rot mean to 
say that the House has not taken a recess occasionally from day 
today. I donot intend to deny the fact thaton Su xda:s we have 


ompensation of public officers and employ ees, whether Mem- | 2Ot been in session, but in practice and in fact we hae been in 


continuous session. On Saturday before the first Monday in De- 
cember we took a recess until 11 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m. of 
that Monday. carrying the session of the Saturday previous over 


until a few minutes before 12 o’clock noon on that day. 


Mr. THAYER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iryield tothe gentleman, although Ihave 


very little time. 

Mr. THAYER. If I understand the gentleman's position. he 
is opposed to receiving this mileage bec ause we have had one con- 
tinuous session. Now, if we had had a sine die adjournment on 
Saturday, December 5, instead of an ordinary adjournment, then 
does he say we would be entitled to our mileage? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can say right here that I would net 
accept my mileage under those circumstances. I grant that any 
gentleman can accept them or not, as he sees proper 


Mr. THAYER. I have not asked that question. Will you an- 


| swer the question I did ask? 


‘ember 15, 1877. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I now renew my motion | 
to strike out the paragraph in reference to mileage. 
Mr. GROSVENOR, Mr, Chairman, I move to amend the par- 
i lows. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send up his motion to | 


UNDERWOOD. 


{ | 


Mr. Chairman, I have not yielded the 
‘Chair recognized me for a motion. I desire to discuss 
m before the gentleman from Ohio is recognized. Am I 
1 my position? 
fhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the mo- 
nce until the paragraph has been perfected. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, but, 

nd recognized. Of course I admit that the vote will not be 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
understand it. 


hat is an answer to your question as I 


Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does the gentleman consider mileage is to 
cover actual expenses of traveling to Washington and retur nthe o 


thh< 


or does he consider it as a part of the compensation of the Me: 


| bers of the House? 


» gentleman from Alabama would have to be held in | ; : : 
| compensation, and there is nothing that ] 


Mr. Chairman, I had the floor | 


the paragraph until the House has concluded whether it | 
nd it or not, but the Chair has recognized me and I am | 


the floor until I yield it. 
‘ROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, to cut the matter short, if 
r will recognize me to make my motion to amend after 
inutes of the gentleman from Alabama have expired, I 
any question about it. 
AIRMAN. Very well; the Chair will recognize the 
from Ohio after the gentleman from Alabama has 
{ his remarks. 
MMENWAY. I suggest that the gentleman make his 
s to both paragraphs, covering the mileage of the Senate 
e. He said he moved to strike out the paragraph. 
NDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, as I understood the par- 
iry situation on yesterday, the chairman of the committee, 
mous consent, amended the paragraph by inserting the 
for the Senate. 
‘EMENWAY. There are two paragraphs. 
NDERWOOD. Then I make my motion. I move to 
t the two paragraphs relating to mileage, one for the 
and one for the Senate. When the question comes to a 
ill ask the Chair to submit the proposition, if necessary, 


‘ 


wt 





Vote ] 





| to have a salary of 


| we adjourned for that « 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I consider it, Mr. Chairman, unquestion- 
ably a part of the compensation, and that is just exactly what I 
have been attempting to say. I say that it is a part of the com- 
pensation; that when we were elected we wer “t . phe ) that 
arisen sinc 
us to increase our 
we brought ina 
sf ad ( f $5 00 a year. 


1 
> eLer 


or ine quity en title 


that would in fact, in law, 

compensation any more than there “would 1 
bill making our salaries $10,000 a year in 

Now, to sum up the proposition. You may argue that we ought 

$10,000. You may argue that a Membe1 

Congress ought to have a compensation of $10,000 a year. Buti 
we are going to increase our salaries, let us walk out flat-footed 
and tell the country exactly what we are going to do and wl 
are going to do it. But if it is compensation, can any gent 
man give a good and satisfactory reason why the 
should be increased bec — on Monday, five minutes before noon, 
lay and met five minutes afterwards? 
that any better reason why we should have more pay than if 
had gone on in continuous session? Is there any reason why we 
should have more pay as Members if we had adjourned in ¢] 
month of November and then met in Dece am be ‘r, and adjourned a 


e 


rompensatir 


month later, when, practically, we accomplished the ordina: 
| amount of work on the day that we adjour ned? 
Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman allow meto ask him a question? 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield to the gentleman. 


Mr. SIMS. Does the gentleman think that mileage accepted 
for any extra session would not be an increase of his salary? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. If it had gone through, it would be an 


increase of compensation. If we had been put to additional trou- 
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ble or labor or expense, there would be some good, valid reason 
why a Member’s compensation should be increased; but when I 
say that we were here on Saturday and adjourned over to Mon- 
day, were in session at 11.55 o’clock in what they call an “‘ extra 
and met again ina few minutes, I want to know where is 
the reason that justifies us in increasing our compensation or 
justifies us in taking it? 

Mr. SIMS. Now, then, in the Fifty-fifth Congress we had an 
extra session on the 15th day of March, eleven days after the 
Fifty-fourth Congress adjourned, and many Members did not go 
home in the brief interval between the Fifty-fourth Congress and 
the Fifty-fifth, and yet we passed a resolution giving them mile- 
age, and, as far asI recollect, the gentleman assented to it. Now, 
if we gave that mileage, is it not an addition to the compensa- 
tion not contemplated by the law? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not know whether it is contem- 
plated by the law, but it was expended, and, of course, increased 
the compensation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But Congress adjourned, and we went 
home. Of course some of the men did not go home, but Congress 
went home, as far as that was concerned, and I believe most of 
the Members of the House did. 

Mr. SIMS. I am opposed to paying this, but not on the ques- 
tion of compensation. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I want to add that the Committee on 
Appropriations reported this item to the House because it seemed 
to them to be in the line of precedents, as stated by the chairman 
of the committee, and in order that the House might have the 
opportunity to give it consideration, the subject having been offi- 
a brought to the attention of the committee by the following 
etter: 


session 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES U.S., 
OFFICE SERGEANT-AT-ARMS, 
Washington, D. C., January 21, 1904. 
Hon. J. A. HEMENWAY, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, House of Representatives. 

DEAR Sir: By joint resolution approved November 12, 1903, the appropri- 
ation made in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation act ap- 
proved February 25, 1903, for mileage of Representatives and Delegates in 
Congress for the present session was made available and payable and has 
been paid for attendance on the extraordinary session of the present Con- 
gress, which assembled November 9, 1903. 

lam daily in receipt of applications from a large number of Members of 
the House for their mileage for the present session, under authority of the law, 
which provides that they are entitled to mileage for each regular session of 
Congress. In order to comply with the request and pay mileage under said 
law toall Members and Delegates for the present session it will be necessary 
to provide an appropriation in the deficiency bill or otherwise in the sum of 
$145 000 

Very respectfully, HENRY CASSON, 

Sergeant-at-Arms, House of Representatives. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the fol- 
lowing amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ohio offers the follow- 
ing amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 5, page 58, after the word “dollars,” add the following: 

* Provided, That any Member of Congress who shall be entitled to the mile- 
: uppropriated in this bill may, if he so desires, cover the same into the 
Treasury, and the Secretary of the Treasury shall give such Member a re- 
ceipt for the same and carry it upon the books of the Treasury as a miscella- 
neous item: And provided further, Thatany money remaining to the credit of 
any Member of Congress, as the whole or any part of his mileage, for the pe- 
riod of thirty days, after the approval of the act, shall lapse into the Treasury 
and be taken up as a like item of money in the Treasury.” 


Mr. HAY. 
amendment. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. What is the point of order? 
Mr. HAY. That it changes existing law. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. It is simply a limitation upon the para- 
raph. 
' Mr. HAY. It is legislation on an appropriation bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on the 


Mr. HAY. It is already the law that all such sums shall lapse 


into the Treasury after the ist day of July, and this is new legis- | 


lation on an appropriation bill and practically repeals that law. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. 
to argue that question. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to call the attention of 
the gentleman from Ohio to the general rule of parliamentary 


law that it is seldom possible, if ever, to change existing law under | 
DS 5S 


a term or form of a limitation. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. 


when so made the conditions upon which it is made shall adhere 
to the document itself. 


purpose for which it is offered. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. 


The Chair will hear the gentleman from | 
Virginia if he has anything to say in support of his point of order. 


Mr. Chairman, I think it is not necessary | 





No; but here we propose to make an ap- | 
propriation of $145,000, and this amendment simply proposes that | 


It does not change existing law, it simply | 
limits the appropriation of this money to the time and the specific | 


I suggest to the Chair that it in no way |! 


J ANUARY 30, 


changes the appropriation, it simply limits it after the mone, has 
been appropriated. ae 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that, there ho. 
ing no law on the subject of the disposition of mileage not paiq 
_ would be a limitation upon this appropriation, and it js ;, 
order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then, Mr. Chairman,I wish to say a y; ry 
few words on this general subject. The gentleman from Georgia 
{[Mr. Mappox] is reported in the Recorp to have said yesterday 7 
I could not hear him because of the great confusion—when | 
offered this amendment in a rather imperfect form: 


— 


is in 


I have often, not only in this House, but in other legislative bodies. } urd 
that cheap amendment offered, such as has been offered by the gentlema 
from Ohio, before. 


man 

Now, I want to simply disabuse the mind of the gentleman from 
Georgia that this is a silly amendment, or an amendment made 
as ajoke. Itis,to my mind, avery serious amendment, and | 
make it in all good faith and in all seriousness. If this money is 
due tothe Members of this House, and I believe it is, each jn- 
dividual Member of the House has a duty to perform, first, in 
the question of the appropriation of the money, and that is a pub- 
lic duty that he owes to the whole body, and secondly, a duty 
that he owes to himself. If,in his individual judgment, this 
money ought not to be paid to himself, I provide a remedy by 
which he can put it back into the Treasury, and I call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Georgia tothe fact that he is in error 
when he says that we can put money into the Treasury of the 
United States. 

He could not doit. If this money is appropriated and placed 
to the credit of a Member of Congress in the hands of the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms, the gentleman from Georgia nor any other gen- 
tleman can put that money into the Treasury of the United 
States, for there is no law authorizing it to go in. I for one 
would not put any money, under these circumstances, into what 
may be called the ‘‘ conscience fund,” about which there is a pro- 
vision of law. So Iam right in saying first that there is no aye- 
nue by which this money can go back into the Treasury except 
by the provision of law, and that provision I purpose to incorpo- 
rate in this bill. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Inamoment,whenI getthrough. Inthe 
second place, but for the further limitation of this second pro 
viso a Member of Congress, if he saw fit, could leave the money 
standing as a credit to him, never to be barred by the statutes of 
limitation. It is aclaim in his own favor at some subsequent 
date and a claim in favor of his estate after he is dead. 

Now, we had some exploiting of conditions of this sort a good 
many years ago in thiscountry. I remember a single case at the 
time of the ‘‘ salary grab,’’ as it was called, where a Member of 
Congress, whose name I shall not mention, voted against it and 
declared in a public interview that was telegraphed all over this 
country that he would not take it. Fifteen years afterwards I 
happened to be in the Treasury and aclerk there called my atten 
tion to the fact that, beginning seven or eight years after th 
tleman had gone ont of Congress, he began to check against that 
money and checked it all out. [Laughter.] 

Now, my proposition is, and I think everybody will be in favor 
of it who desires to meet this question fairly, first, that every man 
shall vote as he sees fit on the question of the appropriation, and 
if the appropriation is carried, let him not undertake to dodge the 
responsibility that grows out of the appropriation of this money, 
but let him march right up like a man and do one of two things 
either take the money or turn the money back into the Treasury, 
as he well may if he agrees with me in my position on this ques- 
tion. That, Mr. Chairman, is the purpose of my amendment. 
[Applause.] It is to put it beyond the manipulation in the com- 
ing election by demagogues. Stand up and take your money or 
give it back to the Treasury of the United States. That is the 
whole of it; that is all there is in this amendment. It is very 
simple, very plain and obvious, and the way to peace of mind and 
dignity of purpose and action on the part of every Member of 
this House. [Laughter and applause.] Now, I will yield to the 
gentleman from South Carolina. ee 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio las 
expired. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, in my reply to the gentleman 
from Ohio yesterday that I did not need his advice about what to 
do with the money, or what I should do with it, I was under the 
impression that if the money was not drawn from the Treasury 
on the Ist of July it was covered back into the Treasury. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If I understand the law, and Iam told by 
a gentleman recently Solicitor of the Treasury that [ am correct 
it takes two years before it lapses. But in this case it will be 
money in the hands of the disbursing officer belonging to te 
Member, and if my amendment is defeated it will remain for years. 











1904. 


\fr. MADDOX. Then howdid the man that the gentleman re- 

x to draw it out after seven years? ; 

ee GROSVENOR. That was the trouble; a question arose 
ae » ¢)e money was an ordinary appropriation, and it was 

ved that it became a credit to him against the Government 

Cag not an appropriation within the meaning of the statute. 

‘arefore it would never lapse back. 

Vr, MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, from my view of the case, 

mW | believe to be the law, I think I am still right in 

hat matter that this mileage would lapse back into the 


Se | 
respece LY ts 


Treasury on the Ist day of July unless it were drawn out. 
a want to repeat that when the gentleman talks about 
‘yagogues and wants us to march up to the issue, I want to 
ay that 1 will meet him on the issue at this place or any other 
Ie I never dodged a question that came up in this House 
ng the twelve years that I have been here. 
‘Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, I have no controversy with the gen- 
Homan from Georgia. 
“Mr, MADDOX. Then, I can not understand what the gentle- 
man meant when he referred to demagogues; I am the only man 
that has spoken on this matter. 
“Mr. GROSVENOR. I only used the word in reference to a 
onestion to be met hereafter. 
“Mr. MADDOX. I want to say tothe gentleman, without giv- 
ing him an opportunity to use up my time, that I stand ready 
now and have upon all propositions, as I always have in this 
on all occasions, to vote upon any proposition, and I intend 
to doit now. Now, what have we got presented tous? Ina few 
words I want to briefly state my position. The Chair has ruled, 
nd we accept the ruling, that we have had two sessions. 
But there was only a shadow of time, something which can be 
ly imagined, that existed between those two sessions. We 
were all here or ought to have been in our seats when the adjourn- 
ment took place and when the new session began. By my side, 
erhaps, sits a man from the Pacific coast, taking probably $2,500 
of mileage, myself $270, and the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Denny] $16,and yet, without traveling or incurring any ex- 
nses, the gentleman from the Pacific coast will add to his salary 
(00 and the gentleman from Maryland $16 and myself $270, 
that the effect of it is to add toour salaries a sum of money for 
ig absolutely nothing and with no consideration given there- 
for, besides operating as a gross discrimination against some of 





f 


| 


i 


aod 
from Wha 


1 


Hous 


Now, the question is, Is it expedient, is it honest, todo anything 
that sort? We have been calling upon these various Depart- 
nts for a statement of the expenditure of money for carriages 
andautomobiles and things of that sort that were not provided for 
bylaw. Lwant to say to you, gentlemen of the committee, that if 
you expect to have any effect upon these Departments and upon 
the country toward correcting these evils you must first sweep be- 
fore your own door; the spring must be clear if you expect the 
water to be clear below it—the fountain must be pure. We have 
e right as Representatives to vote this money, under the ruling 
the Chair, into our pockets, if we see proper, but the question 
. Are we equitably entitled to it? That is the question. I do 
not think so, and I shall vote against it. 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. 
lhe Clerk read as follows: 
m and after the passage of this act no Senator or Member of the 
Kepresentatives shall be entitled to receive mileage for any session 
r of the Senate commenced within three days after the adjourn- 
fa ession for which he has received or is entitled to mileage. 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, that is not 
Wholly original with me, for it represents the principle of a law 


' Was passed in 1852, and which may be in force to-day, and I 
no doubt that it will surprise this House to know that that 
is apparently originated to cure an abuse which arose in that 


f 


f economy and altruism, the United States Senate. At 
time the Senate had obviously contracted the habit of taking 

r the executive session which is always called at the be- 

‘every Presidential term, and so in 1851 a law was passed 
prohibiting any Senator from taking mileage for the session be- 
sining March 4, 1853, and the sessions every four years there- 
The next year—in 1852—Congress went a step further and 
’ this principle apply to both House and Senate by a law 


ve act shall apply to all extra sessions of Congressor of the Senate 
hin ten days after the adjournment of a regular session. 

ther words, it provided that whenever one Congress comes 

en days of another the second Congress is not entitled to 

[ fancy that Congressmen in those days were just as 
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public opinion holds to-day and that although, of course, we have 
a right to vote ourselves any amount of mileage, as we have the 
right to vote ourselves any amount of compensation, at the same 
time public opinion recognizes that when one Congress ends and 
another begins immediately there is no travel and there ought to 
be no mileage. It seems to me that the same law which they 
passed then offers a good example for us to follow to-day, and that 
we ought to adopt this amendment which I have offered, and thus 
settle the practice conclusively. If this fails, I shall vote for the 
motion of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWooD], to 
strike out the appropriation; but that still leaves us with a tech- 
nical legal claim on the Treasury which any subsequent appro- 
priation bill may satisfy. This amendment of mine not only ac- 
complishes more perfectly the object he aims at now, but it also 
settles the law and the right for the future. 

I think myself we ought to goastepfurther. I think we ought 
to consolidate all these different methods we have of getting com- 
pensation. I would strike out all mileage and give every Mem- 
ber of the House $500 in lieu thereof. That would cost the Treas- 
ury about the same as now, and would make the division among 
the Members much more equal, although that would favor those 
who live near by as the present law favors those who live far off. 
I would strike out the stationery and give every Member $125, as 
at present. That makes $625. I would strike out clerk hire, for 
which we get $1,200, and strike out all the limitations about it by 
which we are not allowed to make our own contracts. That 
would make $1,825. Then I would give every man $675 more in 
lieu of office rent and repeal this law that we have passed to build 
a big office building. I think the interest on the money required 
to erect that building, and its running expenses, would amount 
to more than $675 per Member, and I think with that sum each 
Member could get accommodations more satisfactory to himself 
than the office building. This would give toeach Member $2,500 
in lieu of mileage and stationery and clerk hire and office rent, 
and allow him to expend it as he pleases. It would not cost the 
country, I believe, a dollar more than it is paying to-day, and it 
would not be giving us anything more except in the office rent, 
but I thinkit would makeita great deal more comfortable for us all. 
It would allow us to make any contracts we please about our clerks. 
Each man could pay as much and save as much as he pleased, and 
while benefiting us would not cost the country anything. 

But, of course, that would not be permissible here, as it would 
be clearly subject on this bill to a point of order and ought to be 
passed on carefully by a committee. 

But I think myself that all these perquisites, as they might be 
called, ought to be wiped out, and we ought to give ourselves the 
money to use as we please. I do not believe the people think that 
we are overpaid to-day, and, of course, it is only because we are 
afraid of public opinion that we do not raise our salaries. This 
proposition of mine would not raise our salaries in the sense of 
costing the Treasury more than we do to-day, but at the same 
time, by consolidating our different accounts, it would be to our 
advantage and convenience. I think that we ought not to take 
this extra mileage, whether it is technically compensation or not, 
because, although mileage has come to be a mere matter of phrase 
and is not used to pay for our traveling expenses, yet the people, 
the country at large, look upon it as compensation for going home 
and coming back, and if we take it now they will say that we 
are taking an allowance for thus going home and coming back, 
when, in fact, we had just a second in which to make the jour- 
ney. -Therefore, while we have unquestionably a legal right to 
it and this appropriation simply carries out existing law, I think 
we would be very unwise to take it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] whether he offered this 
amendment as a substitute for the text of the bill or as a substi- 
tute for the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. As a substitute for the text 
of the bill. 

Mr. BAKER. I should like to ask the Chair whether the law 
cited by the gentleman from Massachusetts is the present law or 
not? Ifitis the present law, must not the Chair rule that this 
section is out of order as new legislation? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not the law; the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts did not so state. 

Mr. BAKER. [asked the Chair that question because I under- 
stood the gentleman from Massachusetts to say he was in doubt. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not the law. The only law on the 
subject to-day is the act of 1866. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, the question of order hav- 
ing been disposed of, the real question involved in this proposi- 
tion is now before the House. It is raised by the presence in the 





,, Micage as We are; that they did not legislate from any | bill of these paragraphs providing for mileage, and by the motion 

isness to take it, but that it was under the stress of public | of the gentleman from Alabama to strike them out. 
i that they refused to take mileage for one session when it | tion is now whether we ought to adopt that motion or ought to 
‘in ten days of another; and it seems to me the same ! pass the bill with those paragraphs retained in it. 
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In my judgment, the motion to strike out ought to prevail. I | and without assuming any superior knowledge or an 


do not believe > that the Chairman is correct in his construction of 
the law in regar ling mileage as a part of ourcompensation. Ido 
not believe that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] 
j ct in his conclusion that there is no doubt about the cor- 
if the construction given to this statute by the Chairman 
Committee of the Whole. On he contrary, I believe the 
ensation is $5,000 per year; and, in addition to the compensa- 
, mileage at a specific d rate is allowed. Note the reading of 


s 
} ~ +. 
1€ provi sion itself: 


rrr’ 
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-tness ¢ 
+he 
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—_ 


Im pe 


m of 
$5,000 per ann 


nsacti 


each Senator, Representative, and Delegate in 
um; to be computed from the first day of the 


That language of the clause last quoted has reference, of course, 

the particular Congress which passed the act, and has no mean- 

now, so that, eliminating that clause, and bringing the re- 
iainder of the words into closer connection, the provision is: 


That the compensation of each Senator, Representative, and Delegate in 
ngress shall be $5,000 per annum, and in addition thereto mileag: 


Ss 
£ 
dL 


At the specified rate. 

‘The construction which gentlemen put upon those words ‘‘in 
addition thereto *’ makes them return to the “* $5,000." Thatis the 
construction of the Chairman, and the construction which the 
gentleman from Alabama adopts. I do not take the same view. 
The words **in addition thereto’? mean, I think, “in addition to 
the compensation.”” The compensation is $5,000, and in addition 
to ompensation mileage is given. I believe the language 
properly carries that meaning without construction, or, if con- 
strued. requires that construction as the only proper construction. 

But if the “‘ mileage ’’ is ‘“‘“compensation,’? why should the Rep- 
r from California or the Delegate from Hawaii have 
greater compensation than the Representative in Congress from 
t ty of Baltimore, who has but about 40 miles to travel? 

TI know the answer will come very readily, ‘“‘ Because the Dele- 
gate from Hawaii or the Representative from California has very 
ne h farther to travel than the Representative from Baltimore.’ 
Had he farther to travel to attend this session of Congress, call- 

ing this the second session? 

if there is a division between these sessions, so that instead of 


the ¢ 


PRs nts utiv a 


this be 
vember we are in another session which began the first Monday 

1 December, the session beginning the 9th of November ending 
it the same moment of time when the other session beg: un—how- 
be, and that has been determined by the ruling of 

, Chair, as affecting this matter—eve ‘rybody knows that it was 
an am aaa physical impossibility for any Member of Cong 
, Delegate to go to his home and return therefrom in the filmy 

d of time, or supposed period of time, existing between the 
f the one session and the beginning of the other. 

Ti ‘mileage’ be ‘* compensation,’”’ the Representative in 
Congr m the city of Baltimore is equitably entitled to just 
as much of the mileage carried by this bill, and entitled to it by 
just as go od a right, in fact, as the re in Congress 
from a district in California or the Delegate in Congress from 
Hawaii. 
Are we r 


i 
ever that may I 
t] 


"ess or 
cami 
ending « 
ner if: 


ss fro 


> this mileage? Waiving the question 

1aked. technical right to vote it to 
we entitled to it? The mileage, I believe, is in- 
ywance for the necessary travel from onr homes 
he assembling of Congress and the return, at the 
from the place where Congress sits to 


ally entitled to 
have the I ga es 
are 


an ail 
» session 


did not 


mileage 


and could not make this trip 
, could not equitably be entitled to this 
thing that could have tr: mapived or transpire 
ne when the session called 1 Dy the President ended, 
pposed to have ended, and the ti ne when the ses- 
or by the Constitution began, or might be supposed 
has that was an impos inasmuch 
eling or could do any traveling between 
itesimally minute portion 
m (conceding to anybo 
inion which I assert for 
motives than those which actuate 
10 better ones than those which may 
gentleman), I believe that we ought 
I rht to vote against it 


m+ Tr 
Ss, vu ouP 


as we 


1 + 
aeu 
’ 


ri sibility: 


ty else, of 
myself, and 
OT st 
olf 1 


y other 


it ont: 


shall vote to strike shall vote 
bill; shall vote against the passage of 
left in it: sh hall, if I can get recognition, if it remain 
bill, offer a motion to rec nail the bill with instrnctions 
Committee on Appropriations to strike it out. I shall do 
simply in the exercise of my judgment and the perform 


ty as I see it, without any reflection upon anybody, 


for one 
tion in tl 


that belief I 
against its reter 
the bill if it be 
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to the 
this just 
ance of my du 
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ing a part of the session which began the 9th day of No- | 


of time—if 


virtue in the matter. 

That is all I desire to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendm, 
by the gentleman from Ohio {Mr. Grosvenor}. 

Mr. BAKER. Do I understand the Chair to ru] 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio is in ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair held that it was. 

Mr. BAKER. Then I will discuss that as well as t] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, whatever may be thy 
pects of this matter, it seems to me perfectly obvion 
Members of this House must decide this as a question 
as a question of equity. I can not agree with those w! 
the language of the statute to mean that the $5,000 
the mileage taken together are compensation. There 
judgment, be no such construction. The $5,000 is th 
everybody who is a Member of this House. The mil 
ously to equalize the difference in the cost of reachin 
ton. That being so, if it is impossible, as it is, wa 
question whether there was an infinitesimal space of 
tween the adjournment of the first session and the « 
the second, it is perfectly obvious that there could not 
any traveling on thé part of the Members of Congress 
doing their duty. 

If they were here attending to their duty as Membe: 
gress they could not have done any traveling between | 
sessions, and obvi ously that being so no one can claim 
to mileage for the second session of Congress. To 
they have a right as compensation is to say, as in t) 
the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. De ArRmonpD], that 
from California shall each get $1,250 more compe nsat i 
law permits, while gentlemen from Maryland or New \ 
get $16 or $100 more. Obviously there conld be nos 
when the statute was made. The statute clearly was | 
the disadvantage, to equalize as between Member: 
the cost of reaching this body, and there can be no claim 
for the payment of this mileage when there has been no | 
for anyone to return to his home and to come again 
vening of the second session, even if it is admitted to } 
session. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, is not debate o1 
ment exhausted? 

The CHAIRMAN. If the point of order is made, t 
have to hold that debate is exhausted on this amendm 
question is on the amendment of the gentleman from ‘ 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I move to strike out the last v 
amendment. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I suggest to the gentleman th 
an amendment to the amendment now pending, and isn 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman, have I the flo 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do not desire to cut off debat 
sire to go ahead with the business of the House. W 
this matter discussed fully two hours yesterday and 
to day. 

The CHATRMAN. 


strike out the last wi 


The Chair is of opinion that th: 
rd of the substitute, as an amend 
substitute offered by the ge n a man from Massachusett 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Tell, Mr. c hairman, I 
consent that in twenty seein all debate on this para 
ame ened d 


ask 


be closed. 
Several Mempers. Five minute 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Put 
ent that in ten minutes del 
amendments be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from In 
mous con that debate on the pending amen 
graph be closed in ten minntes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY‘ All: amen 1dn 

The CHAIRMAN. That ‘la d 
tion? [After a pause. | The Cc 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. ( 
an important question, Invol 
me that the amendment made 
GROSVENOR] tends to belittle that question and 
ciple. This is a matter which should n 
question of whether individual Members s 

valized It is not a 


or not after it has heen! 
ms to me that 


ten minutes. I ask 


‘onl ate on this parag 


f lian 
sont tt 
ents. 

; all of them. 
r hears none 
celica it see 
ing a pri 


by the 
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ms to m 
and it; 
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by the individual, but it sé 
should be ided now by the collective cons 

As the gentleman from Missouri has said, if there is » 
petent reason why this mileage shculd be veted, © 

be fair enough and square enough and true enoug 


science as a body to vote in favor of striking out ti 


dec 


' allowing mileage. 
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. as the gentleman from Ohio has stated, that no 
elied to take this mileage money after it is once 
+ is also true that oneof the great evils of this country 
ynmental extravagance, and this Congress should 
yle to other Departments of the Government by re- 
. to its Members compensation which none of them 
ind which none of them can be tempted to accept if 

h is stricken out. 
ir. Chairman, that it is not fair, nor wise, nor in the 
for Congress to vote a questionable compensation 
‘h Member to decide for himself whether it is right. 
ty | be under this amendment to allow a man to legislate 
ne ind decide for himself whether mileage should be al- 
is an important question, not for the amount of money 
in the principle involved, and this Congress should 


by public needs. 
Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman from Ohio in offer- 
ndment is belittling the question which is really be- 
. and, as I said, he places it im a light in which it 
nidnot be placed. I think the House of Representatives, now 
it :tion has been raised, should set the example to all 
| rtments of this Government of refusing to vote public 
ritimately required for public purposes. There has 
veling necessary for public purposes at this session; 
. ro mileage allowed. 


Now. Mr. Chairman, Iam one of those who would receive or 
suthorized to receive a considerable amount of money if this 
eshould be voted. ‘The amount is larger, perhaps, than the 

ize Member receives, but I believe that not I individually, 

t the H ‘of Representatives as an authority, should say em- 


illy by its vote, ‘‘ The public money shall not be used in these 
all not be authorized in other cases, for any purpose 
vitimately required for public uses and public needs.”’ 
Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment which 

I thin! ettle all this trouble. [Laughter. ] 
fhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to ask the gentleman 
m Pennsylvania whether his amendment is an amendment to 
nendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio, or an amend- 

he substitute? 

OLMSTED. 


+ + 


- 


) 
‘ 


the gentleman from Ohio 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

An dding the following: 
‘hat no part of this appropriation shall be paid toany Member 
h of Congress who shall not certify that he did in point of fact 


ind return from his home between the first and second sessions of the 
rhth Congress.’ 
(Laughter. ] 
Mr. McDERMOTT. I ask the gentleman to put in ‘‘and that 
paid his fare going to and coming from.’’ [Laughter.] 
The CHAIRMAN, The amendment of the gentleman from 
New Jersey is not in order. The question is on the amendment | 
{ by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
tion was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 


The qu 
The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered 
the gentleman from Ohio. 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
MAIRMAN. The question now is on the substitute of- | 


amended. 
PAYNE. 
ed again. 
(AIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the substitute 
ie gentleman from Massachusetts. 
titute Was again reported. 
\RMOND. Mr. Chairman, I would like to suggest to 
n from Massachusetts that he make that ‘‘ adjourn- 
nd.’ I suggest that amendment to the amendment, 
adjournment or end.”’ 
LETT of Massachusetts. I will accept the suggestion 
the gentleman of ‘‘ adjournment or end.”’ 
( SVENOR. That isa proposition that is clearly sub- 
it of order. 
\LRMAN. The point of order was not made. 
SVENOR. They are now proceeding to perfect the 
ind when it is perfected I desire to make the point 


; 


LLETT of Massachusetts. 
point of order, 
‘NOSVENOR. I make the point of order—— 
‘LLETT of Massachusetts. Why, it is too late. 
‘(XOSVENOR. Why, they are just perfecting it and are 
inges in it. 
Mr, GILLETT of Massachusetts. 


It is too late, Mr. Chairman, 


M ( 





After an amendment has 








ey for any purpose which is not justified by public | 


I offer it as an amendment to the amendment | 


i by the gentleman from Massachusetts for the text of the | 


Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that | 
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been once offered and is in order, any amendment to perfect it is 
| in order. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not know whether it is or not. 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I will submit it to the Chair. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well; I do not care. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts in order to modify the amendment will 
| have to withdraw it and then offer it in the modified form. 
| Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Well, I do not dare to do 
| that, because I fear the point of order will be raised; therefore I 
| would prefer to leave it as it is. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can offer it as an amend- 
| ment to be voted on. 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I offer as an amendment that 
the words “or end” be inserted after the word *‘ adjournment.”’ 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts pro- 
poses an amendment, which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “adjournment” insert the words “or end;" so as to read 
“adjournment or end.” 


Mr. SHOBER. I make the point of order on this substitute— 
the point of order being that it is a piece of legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order coimes too late—it has 
been debated. 

The question was taken, and the amendment to the amendment 
was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GiLLetr}. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the motion of 
the gentleman from Alabama is pending 
| Mr.UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I submitted two motions, 
There are two paragraphs in the bill, one providing mileage for 
the House and one providing mileage for the Senate. I moved to 
| strike out both paragraphs, and I ask unanimous consent be given 
| that both may be voted on at once. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the vote will be on the 
motion to strike out both paragraphs. Isthereobjection? {After 
a pause.} The Chair hears none. The question is now on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Alabama, to strike out 
| both paragraphs. 
| The question was taken; 
| noes appeared to have it. 
| Mr. MADDOX. Division, Mr. Chairman. 
| TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair will order that this vote be taken 
| by tellers, and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoop] 

and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HEMENWay] will act as 
tellers. 

The question was again taken by tellers; and the tellers reported 
that there were—ayes 167, noes none. 

So the amendment was agreedto. [Great applause on the Dem- 
| ocratic side. } 

The Clerk resumed, and completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I now ask to return 
to the bottom of page 43 for the purpose of making the point of 
| order that I raised yesterday. I will read the whole paragraph, 
a part of which I object to: 

Removal of intruders, Five Civilized Tribes: For the purpose of removing 
intruders and placing allotteesin unrestricted possession of their allotments, 
$15,000. 

The objectionable part of this paragraph is the words ‘‘ removal 
of intruders,’’ in line 22, and *‘ removing intruders and,”’ in line 23. 
| Now, for the purpose of eliminating these objectionable words, I 
offer an amendment which I understand will be satisfactory to 
the chairman of the committee. I move to amend the paragraph 
by striking out, in line 21, ‘* removal of intruders;’’ and in line 23 
the words ‘‘ removing intruders and.”’ 

Yhe CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 








| 
| 
| 
} 


and the Chairman announced that the 


In line 22, page 43, strike out the words “removal of intruders;" and inline 
| 23 strike out the words ‘“‘removing intruders and; so that the paragraph as 

amended will read as follows, viz: 
“ Five Civilized Tribes: For the purpose of placing allottees in unrestricted 


possession of their allotments, $15,000.” 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I will withdraw the 
point of order if the amendment is to be adopted, as I understand 
it issatisfactory to the chairman of the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. There is no objection to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be considered as 
agreed to without objection. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to ex- 
tend my remarks upon this question in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks leave to 
extend his remarks inthe Recorp. Is there objection? [Aftera 
pause.}] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, the object of my 


1420 


amendment is to strike out the words ‘‘ removal of intruders’”’ 
from lines 22 and 23 on page 43 of the bill, for the reason that if 
these words are left in the bill the Indian inspectors—J. George 
Wright or Guy P. Cobb—or the Indian agent could use the power 
of the Government to remoye any person residing on Indian 
lands that they might for any reason desire to remove. The bill 
as amended will only permit them to remove trespassers from 
lands already allotted to some individual Indian for the sole pur- 
pose of placing the allottee in possession of his land. 

Mr. Chairman, this paragraph as amended is in exact accord 
with section 23 of the act of Congress approved July 1, 1902, 
which only authorizes *‘ an Indian agent, upon the application of 
the allottee, to place him in possession of his allotment.’’ 

ir. Chairman, I object to placing in the hands of these Indian 
inspectors the power to remove, at their discretion, any person 
that they might call an intruder from any land in the Indian Ter- 
‘itory. This power, in my judgment, has been used and could 
and would again be used by these Government officers for private 
speculation, and the power thus given them would enable them 
to.make money illegitimately out of their official positions. 

Mr. Chairman, I am aware that I am making a strong charge 
of official corruption against public officials; but, sir, there is 
abundant proof to sustain my charges, aad if this Congress would 
do its duty the Interior Department’s conduct of affairs in the 
Indian Territory would be fully and fairly investigated by Con- 
gress and the guilty parties brought to justice. 

I understand that Mr. Bonaparte and a Mr. Chalmers have been 
sent tothe Indian Territory to investigate the charges of grafting 
and corruption coming from that unfortunate Territory; but 
noreport has been furnished us from these gentlemen. I believe 
that the unfortunate condition in that Territory is largely due to 
the arbitrary, stupid, law-defying, and vacillating course pursued 
by the present Secretary of the Interior. Any man who is natu- 
rally an autocrat, with autocratic powers placed in his hands by 
Congress, is a dangerous man to intrust with the property rights 
of a vast and rich country like the Indian Territory. 

Mr. Chairman, Mr. S. M. Brosius, an agent of the Indian Rights 
Association, went to the Indian Territory last August, and in his 
official character and after a full investigation made the following 
report to Mr. Garrett, the president of the Indian Rights Associa- 
tion. This letter was sent by Mr. Garrett to Secretary Hitchcock, 
and is as follows: 


[Springfield (Mass.) Republican, August 18, 1903.] 


KNAVERY IN INDIAN TERRITORY—DAWES COMMISSION ACCUSED OF MAK- 
ING MONEY BY DEFRAUDING THE INDIAN—THE WORST SCANDAL OF THE 
SORT. 

Puitipe C. GARRETT, President Indian Rights Association: 

A study of the conditions now existing among the Five Civilized Tribes in 
udian Territory impresses one that there is need of achange of management 


the interests of the Indians. The Territory has rapidly filled up by reason | 


privileges granted for location of town sites, and this still increasing pop- 


ion seeks to secure title to the land allotted the Indians under agreements | 


vith the Dawes Commission. It is difficult for the sojourner to realize that 
1¢ is within a Territory belonging to the Indians, whose every interest should 
“ irded by the Government. The hope of the townsmen is to secure title 
is at the earliest possible moment, and, of course, with the vast major- 
y. no thought is given the prior interest and future welfare of the Indian. 
In consequence of this condition, the announcement by the Secretary of 
the Interior that all sales of lands by individual Creek Indians, secured 
through manipulation of trust company or land sharks, should be disap- 
proved, and the lands offered for sale by advertisement for sealed bids, 
created a veritable panic among those who were to profit by the former 
plan. The injustice resulting from the system discarded by the Secretary 
was but a repetition of the experience of the Department in the sale of in- 
herited Indian lands within all reservations. In the case of the Creeks, 
however, a more systematic monopoly seems to have existed, so that trust 
companies or their henchmen were the chief manipulators to profit thereby. 
The plan of the few companies and others securing lands from the Indian 
owner included a contract of the sale at the termination of the lease, with- 
ut additional consideration. 


e prices at which the lands were secured varied from 25 to 75 cents per 

! l is in turn being sublet to the farmer at from $1 to $2.50 per 
ws the opportunity for immense profits covering the Creek 
mne, Which comprises over 3,000,000 acres. 
of the Secretary’s order calling for sealed bids came from this class of deal- | 


ec, these 
acre, which 


reservation ak 


ers, who have been inducing the owner to dispose of his land by paying a 
cash bonus that always seems so alluring tothe Indian. The advances thus 
made are of course a total loss now that the sales are to be made over again. 


[he farmer who desires to improve a home for himself now feels that he | 


may offer a fair remuneration for the lands to the Government and not be 
compelled to pay a commission to the trust company as a middleman in the 
deal, as under the former plan he would be compelled to do, since these com 
panies secured a large share of the lands 


The system adopted by the Dawes Commission for the allotment of the | 
lands of the Cherokees is criticised as being too technical and expensive for | 


the Indians. Each Cherokee is entitled to an allotment of lands valued at 
$325. To secure this he is now compelled to ee at the office of the Dawes 
Commission in Tahlequah, which means traveling 150 miles from the distant 
portions of the reservation. The applicant may remain at Tahlequah await- 
ing his turn to file on his selection for a month or even longer. His scanty 
store of ready cash exhausted, he becomes discouraged, and perhaps from 
dire necessity returns home withont having been able to file at all. The 
small patrimony from the tribe will 
ditions and the Indian left practically no better off than before he secured 
title to his portion of lands. 

Taking as a basis the number of daily filingson several days when business 
was evidently not active with the Commission, it is computed that the work 
of the Commission will not be completed for some thirty-odd years. These 
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eee 


| with excessive land holdings. 
| kees, ratified and approved August 7, 1902, provides that “it sha 


| after the date of the ratification of this act shall be 





| tribes and see that they make proper filing thereon. 





| family for many years upon being 





| alleged to favor interested parties in securing leases. 


soon become exhausted under these con- | 
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~) 


figures of the expert mathematician serve to show at least the need o9 » 

activity in the work. an 
One ot the flagrant wrongs to the Cherokees lies in the manner 

Section 18 of the agreement with { 


lawful after ninety days after the ratification of the act by the Che) 
any member of the Cherokee tribe to inclose or hold possession | 
manner, by himself or through another, directly or indirectly, mo; 
value than that of 110acres of averageallotable lands of the Cherok 
either for himself or his wife, or for each of his minor children, if mo) 
said tribe; and any member of said tribe found in such possession 
having the same in any manner inclosed, after the expiration of »j 


demeanor.” 

Immense fortunes have been made in the past by citizen Cheroker: 
taking advantage of the opportunities to inclose large tracts of tribal 
both for purposes of cropping and herding of cattle. The section qur 
fers to this om of excessive holders, which by the actare subject t 
imprisonment after November 7, 1902, section 19 of the act proy 
—_ day upon which the misdemeanor continues shall be deemed a sey, 
offense. 

Divers schemes are resorted to by the excessive holder to evade the) 
with more or less success; and it is claimed that even now, although oi: 
months after excessive holding has been declared unlawful, large tra; 
held for profit by this class of persons. 


eemed guilty ; f'a mie 


H eight 
‘tS are 


The law did not contemplate that the excessive holder should be paid for 


the improvements on the land after ninety days from the ratificat 
act, since he had many times over been reimbursed by way of lai 
for the use of the same. r 
given these excessive holders to make sale of the improvements. and 
stated that the Dawes Commission will not even now permit filings t 
made on the excessive holdings unless by arrangement with the h 
thereof. The larger number of the Cherokees are not able to pay the pri 
asked for improvements that, under the law, should be free for them to f 
upon without pay. 
should have been determined at the earliest possible moment, so t! 
tunity would have been given all members of the tribe to file on t! 
lands, which as a rule are the better quality. 
stituted by any member against the excessive holder, but these afford 
relief for the poverty-stricken Indian, ignorant of business methods 
Mention has been made of the interest of the trust companies in ds 
Indian lands. These companies have been organized by the score 
every field of the Five Tribes open for investment. They are the chi 
nipulators in Indian lands, either in leasing, subleasing, and (before 1 
cent ruling of the Secretary of the Interior) purchasing of Creek 
These trust and development companies are the available avenue f 
fluential excessive holder to retain the use of his lands in evasion of tl 
The companies employ men well equipped for field work. Th 
collusion with excessive holders) buy out the latter's rights, and 
bring to the land office of the Dawes Commission ignorant member 


it 


lass 


years for agricultural purposes is executed at the time in favor 
pany or to the middleman who operates in their interests. 


The Indian who thus files on his allotment usually — for the improve- 


ments by turning over therents and profits on the land to the trust 
so that during the term of the lease the allottee receives but little or 
efit from the lands, while the excessive holder has in turn retained 
sion for another five years. Others well versed in the mode of 
Indians for the purpose of filing bring them in from remote distr 
turn them over to the companies for the best figure obtainabl 
ing to the demand and the shrewdness of the manipulators. On ol 
during my stay in the Territory I was informed that one of the 
had broughtin thirty Choctaws and Chickasaws, another one twent 
yet a third a less number, to be sold to the Tribal Trust Company 
$4) to $30 per head. The Indian who hesitates to take advantage 

is tempted into acquiescence by proffer of sufticient cash in hand to 
deal, and thus transfers all rights to his home for the time th« 
run; and if the trade included his better lands he will likely becor 
bond among his people, as the tribal relations are now broken uj; 
surplus tribal lands will no doubt soon be disposed of. 

Practically the same tactics are employed by the oil and gas con 
securing leases of oil lands, and the air is rife with scandal in 
therewith. There is this difference, however, the oil lands cover ! 
ited portion of the reservations. 

In the Bartlesville district there is a scramble for oil lands by tlie pri 

al operating companies, which often results in gross injustice tothe | 

i a case recently reported to the Indian Office by the writer p: 
made against the approval of a lease covering the homestead rig 
mother and two minor children. The Indian mother, being ig! 
values, was induced to give up the lands that had been in posse 

paid $900 each for the three tract 
the person securing the same received $20,000 from the oil com} for 
share of the profits. From the fact that the Indian mother was 1 
wwered to act for the minor children in disposing of the real estat 
Gove i that the transaction will be declared void. 

Frequent complaint has been made that the law has been viola! 
lation to excessive holdings of land. It is claimed that Indians g¢ 
land office would be told that if they would lease their lands to c¢ 


| sons they would be given choice lands from excessive holdings, or | 
The main criticism | 


to file on lands set apart under the twenty-fifth section of the Curt 
proved June 28, 1898, and the twenty-third section of the Cherokee agr 
for the benefit of the Delawares. The two acts provided for the s« 


| of the lands within the Cherokee Nation for the benefit of the | 


The Dawes Commission on January 1, 1903, segregated the lands as p! 
for by law, but after this permitted about two hundred flings to b 
thereon by Cherokees, aol doubtless would have continued sucl 

had not the Delawares brought injunction proceedings and obtain: 


| porary restraining order against the Secretary of the Interior and 


Commission. 
At a later date the Commission seems to have ignored the action pr« 
taken,and recommended to the Secretary of the Interior that steps 


| to guard against the possibility of the Supreme Court rendering a 


+ 


| adopting such schedule as to definite and specific tracts of land to v 


Delawares are entitled under their claim,” ete. The unusual int 
fested by the Commission in this matter is worthy of considerat! 
The lands seg 
by the Delawaves have proved to be most valuable oil tracts, and if 
that leases are now pending before the Department, executed 
kees who have been allowed to file on these identical lands. T! 
Indian without means—and this class embraces perhaps one-third 
population of the Five Tribes—is practically at the mercy of the t 
panies and other dealers in land, since they have no means of trav¢ 
distances, where that is necessary, and providing for their expens 
the long delays at the land office before shown. 


on of the 
Se profits 


To be sure, contest may be ip 


3 


; 8 
By delay or lax methods opportunities have beep 
8 
be 
vider 
‘eg 
2 : 8 
It seems apparent that the right of the excessive holders 


at « ppor 


, 
l 


A lease covering five 
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tof the trust companies being antagonistic to those of the In- 
ways, it will be interesting to know of their organization, their 
nd the scope of their powers as authorized by charter. The 
Lahy oement and incorporation of the Tribal Development Company, 
! . Ind. T., show that it was organized March 25, 1903, with a capt 
ol 2: <().000 and $12,000 actually paid in. Guy P. Cobb, who held the 
Hot apnal-revenue inspector for the Indian Territory, is the largest 

} Pp. L. Soper is also a large stockholder and vice-president of the 
BtOCS “fe Soper is a United States district attorney for the northern 
Coe Indian Te rritory, whose duty under the law is to prosecute persons 
Se area ck ve holdings of lands, and to defend the Indians in all suits of 
+y involving title to their lands. P. 8. Mosely, governor of the 

; N yn. is also a stockholder. The general nature of the business 
ee ie evelopment is to “ purchase, own, sell, encumber, lease, sub- 
hange real estate, and to act as agent and certify abstract of 


” { -oe Title and Trust Company was organized February 24, 1908, 
; i totransact a general banking business, and in addition may 
lease lands and buy and sell stocks and bonds of other corpo- 

“Tams Bixby, chairman of the Dawes Commission, is a stock- 

yresidentof the concern. J.George Wright, Indian inspector 
e Indian Territory, is one of the directors of the company. 
n Valley Trust Company, of Muskogee, Ind. T., was organized 
i403. and is authorized by itscharter to “buy, rent, sell, lease, 
real estate” and conduct a general banking business. Tams 
holder and president of this trust company. G.W. Hopkins, 
for the Dawes Commission, resigned that post, it is stated, to 
rtant position with this company, as did also P. G. Reuter, 
of the land office under the Commission. 
| Banking Trust Company, organized February 4, 1903, with 
it Vinita, Ind. T., has the same general powers to “ buy, sell, 
real estate and personal property.” Thomas B. Needles, a 
Dawes Commission, is vice-president and director of this 


Charles A. Davidson, clerk of the United States court, Vinita, 
: also a director. James H. Hucklebery, assistant United States 


ern district, Indian Territory, is stated to be attorney for this 
y.and James H. Hucklebery, jr., is given as one of the stock- 
der spectus issued by the same company. C. R. Breckenridge, a 
ber of the Dawes Commission, is also credited as being interested asa 
{ ther directly or indirectly, in Eufaula Trust Company, Eufaula, 
4 Bixby is understood to have been owner of real estate in vari- 
f the Indian Territory—Fort Gibson, Tahlequah, Tishomingo, 

r Springs among the others. 
I r, United States district attorney, in addition to being a stock- 
ier in the Tribal Development Company, as already shown, is stated to be 
; rin and attorney for the Cherokee Oil and Gas Company, which 
s operating in the Indian Territory, with original charter rights granted in 
sas, He is also stated to be a general counsel for the St. Louis and San 
: Railroad Company for the Indian Territory, whose interests fre- 
t t with those of the Indians. The fallowing from the Weekly 
f Bartlesville, Ind. T., issue of July 11, 1903, shows that Mr. Soper 

u still another company dealing in Indian lands: 


} mpany with which it seems District Attorney Soper is identi- | 








| salary is fixed at 





Indian Territory Developmant Company, a corporation which | 


{a big block of a most promising oil territory in the Bartlesville 
d which holds extremely valuable coal and zinc lands in the Cherokee 


» rumors afloat to the effect that Federal officers in the Indian 
financially interested in other transactions that would scem to 
from retaining their positions under the Indian Department. 
rrmation in possession of the various officers of the Govern- 
edin the Indian Territory it is clear that they 
ver others in pressing any business with which they may have 
ther through a trust company or otherwise. The prestige they 
Indian and others, by reason of their official relations, is very 
he same caution should govern the management of the affairs 

( ized ‘Tribes as in private business transactions. 


ectfully, 
S. M. Brosivus, 
Agent Indian Rights Association. 
Mr. Chairman, the above report shows that Mr. J. George 
Wright and Mr. Cobb and three members of the Dawes Commis- 
sion and other United States officials have been members of tribal 


development 


vel resp 


Indians as to develop and enlarge their own pocketbooks by 
lealing in Indian lands and improvements. For the purpose of 
ng tl] 
read a letter signed by Guy P. Cobb, and sent to Mrs. Emma 
at Marrietta, Ind. T. It is as follows: 
'RIBAL DEVELOPMENT COMPANY (INCORPORATED), 
CAPITAL, $100,000. 
INDIAN TERRITORY INVESTMENTS. 


neral manager; G. W. Burris, secretary; G. W. Burris, Guy P. 
5 H ( ‘olbert, W.C. Gunn, R. M. Harris, Jesse L. Jordan, P. 8. Mose- 
Perry, Kirby Purdom, P. L. Soper, 8. L. Williams, directors. ] 
— TISHOMINGO, IND. T., April 9, 1908. 
“rs. EMMA BLACK, Marietta, Ind. T. 


\DAM: We have entered into contracts with a large number of In- 
s who have been unable to secure suitable lands upon which to 
n of their allotments, and desire to secure a large quantity 

r use, 
‘esirous of securing farm lands. We are prepared to make or 
positions to secure such land by buying outright the improve- 

, together with the right of occupancy and improvements, by 
present owner the use and benefit of such lands for a limited 


per or wi will contract to act as agent, making contracts between the | 


" mprovements and the Indian selecting the land. 
+... J &re In position where we can be of service to you, we will be pleased 
rl iegotiations. If you are not, we would esteem it a favor to be 
rrespondence with any person in your vicinity who is unable 
e and they now occupy or desire to dispose of the same for any 


— y nts, a with terms, so that we may act without delay. 
y respectfully, 
TRIBAL DEVELOPMENT Co., 
Per Guy P. Coss, 
Treasurer and General Manager, 








yossess a great | 


companies, not so much, I imagine, to develop the | 


e objects and purposes of these development companies | 


ley, president; P. L. Soper, vice-president; Guy P. Cobb, treas- 


Part of these citizens desire to select pasture lands | 


‘KO US & proposition, give location and description of land and 





RECORD—HOUSE. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope that this letter and Mr. Brosius’s 
report makes it clear that Mr. Cobb and Mr. Wright are not 
proper men to spend $15,000 of Government funds for the purpose 
of enabling them to dispossess anyone of Indian lands, and this 
amendment offered by me will deprive these gentlemen of a chance 


| to use Government funds for the purpose of making money for 


their Tribal Development Company. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to return to page 3, line 6. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent to return to page 3, line 6. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 


| in line 6 the words ‘‘ five hundred;’’ so that it will read ‘‘ $2,000 


per annum.”’ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 6, page 3, strike out the words “five hundred;” so that it will read 
“at the rate of $2,000 per annum.” 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will say that in the diplomatic bill the 

$2,000, and we desire to fix the same salary in 

this bill. 

The amendment was considered and agreed to. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Now, in lines 8 and 9, in lieu of the sum 
now inserted there, I move to insert the sum of ‘‘ $6,301.29.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 8 and 9, correct the total so that it will read ‘* $6,301.29.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 


| mittee do rise and report the bill and amendments to the House 


with the recommendation that the bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the committee rose, 
and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. TAWNEY, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
H. R. 10954, the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, and dad 
directed him to report the same back to the House with sundry 
amendments with the recommendation that the amendments be 
agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Isa separate vote demanded on any amend- 
ments? If not, they will be considered in gross. 

The amendments were considered and agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; was 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEMENWAY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

STATUE OF JAMES MARQUETTE. 

Mr. OTJEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of concurreut resolution No. 38. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Concurrent resolution No. 38. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
thanks of Congress be given to the people of Wisconsin for the statue of 
James Marquette, the renowned missionary and explorer. 

Resolved, That the statue be accepted, to remain in the national Statuary 
Hall, in the Capitol of the nation, and that a copy of these resolutions, signed 
by the Pons officers of the House of Representatives and Senate, be for- 
warded tu his excellency the governor of the State of Wisconsin. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin if this is the usual course? 

Mr. OTJEN. This is the usual form of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The resolution was considered and agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. OTJEN, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
| was laid on the table. 

HISTORY OF CONSTRUCTION OF UNITED STATES CAPITOL BUILDING, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
submit, as a report from commission to acquire site for and direct 
| and supervise construction of the office building for the House of 
| Representatives. documentary history of the construction and 

development of the United States Capitol building and grounds. 
And I ask that the same be printed, together with accompanying 
illustrations, and laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
| tleman fromlowa? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and 
| it is so ordered. 

SIOUX TRIBE OF INDIANS, SOUTH DAKOTA, 


Mr. BURKE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota demands 
| the regular order, which is the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
10418) to ratify and amend an agreement with the Sioux tribe of 
Indians of the Rosebud Reservation, in South Dakota, and mak- 
ing appropriation and provision to carry the same into effect. 
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read the bill. as follows: Therefore, ; 
lamend an agreement with the Sioux tribe of Indians of Be it enacted, etc., That the said agreement be, and the Sal 


rvation,in South Dakota, and makingappropriation and | ®©C®l ted, ratified, and confirmed as herein amended and m 
the same into effect. “ARTICLE I. The said Indians belonging on the Rosebud Ri 
Laughlin. United States In< lian inspector. did on the Dak., for the consideration hereinafter named, do hereby ce 

A.D.1901, make and conclude an agreement with the | STant, an d convey to the United States all their claim, righ t, 


the Rosebud Reservation, in the State of South Dakota, | © st in'and toall that part of the Rosebud Indian Resorvatior 


I 


nd ficures as follows: unallotted, situated within the boundaries of Gregory Ce 
ed into on the 4th day of September, 1901, | scribed more particularly as follows: Commencing in th 
lin. United States Indian inspec tor, on the ain hannel of the Missouri River at the inters ction of tl 
e Sioux tribe of Indians belongi ing on the sru le ( sounty; thence down said middle of the main channel of 
»of South Dakota, witnesseth: e intersec tion of the ninety sted thtermanaid west longitude 
longing to the Rosebud Reservation, S. 1enCe due south to the f rty thir ipa 
after nami ed, do hereby cede, surrender, marallel of latitude to its intersectio1 
s all their claim, right, title, and inter- | north: long said guide meridian a 
‘bud Indian Reservation now remaining | tween townships 100 and 101 north; the ~ 
laries of Gregory County, 8. Dak., de- he point of beginning, the una Hotted 1 lat id hereby ceded a 
Commencing in the middle of the main | #!6,000 acres, lying and being with n the boundaries of G1 
intersection of the south line of Brule | 5-Dak., as said county is at present defined and organized. 
of the main channel of said river to the “Art. Il. In consideration of the land ceded, 
f west 1 ngitude from Greenwich, by article 1 of this agreement, ¢ the United States sti; 
el of latitude: thence west along | pose of the same to settlers under the provision 
n with t } tenth ruide meridian: | Site laws, except sections 16 and 36, or an equivalent two sk 
dian to its int . n with the township a p, and to pay to said indians the proceeds derived fy 
rth: thence es l r said township lint d lands; andalso the United Statesstipulates and agrees to} 
llotted land hereby ceded approximating 16 and 36, or an qui valent of two sections in each township, $2 
thin the bout: “ie f Gregory County, | “ArT. III. Itisagreed that of the amount to be derived f; 
-esent defined and organize iid lands to be paid to said Indians, as stipulated in article 2 
he land ceded. relinquished, and convey: 1 by nent ee cum of $250,000 shall be ex ended in the purchase 
Inited States stipulates and agri 1s te yexpend f né s range or graded Texas 2-year-old heifers and gra 
, in the manner hereinafter provided, the sum of ref ord 2-year-old bulls, for issue to said Indians, to bi 
ly as possible among men, women, and c hildren, but not 
hat of the am ant to be expended for and paid t half of the money received in any one year sl be expend 
I le II of this agreem 1e sum of $250 and the other half shall be paid to said Indians per capita 
f stock cattle of n ative range or grad { inting, settlement, and payment shall be made in the mx 
1 Durhaz n or Her ford 2-year-old bulls for 1 ea year until the lands are f y paid for and the fund 
ist? i as equally as possi ble among } ac ance with this agreement: Provided, however, Tha 
soon as practicab le after the ratifica } $: } all be expended or paid within two years after t 
1 shall be paid to said Indians «4 this agreement, and not to exceed $150,000 in each of the 


$158,000 each, the first of 1} itil the expiration of five years 
within four months after the ratification of this “ArT. IV. It is further agreed that all persons of the R 
teservation, S.Dak.,whohave beenallotted landsand whoar 
embers of the tribe belonging on said reservation, i: 
ands and who are now recognized as loods, whether their white blood comes from the paternal! 
vation, including mixed-bloods, 1d the children born to them, shall enjoy the und 
aternal or maternal side and the session of their otted lands, and shall be entitled 
ndisturbed and —— ble possession | privileges of the tribe enjoyed by blooded Indians uy 
-d to all the rights and priv ileges of | and that white men heretofore lawfully intermarried int 
pon the reservation; and that white iving with their f: said reservation shall hay 
into the tribe and now living with < n msistent with exi g¢ statutes 
hall have the right of residence thereon, LI ti derstood that n agreen 
é said Indians of the Rose} Reserv 
hf construed an benefits t *h they 
1 Reserva nD. ak.. of anv bene ; \ 
ng treaties or agreements, not in f 2. Tha » lands ced th Tn i States ur 
ment. nt : is aS may be reserve 1 Pr 
tand be in yr subi e stat i 
(oahinand y three-fourths of ion, and ongregatior issions, shi 
pted ar ratified by the ral provisions of the homestead and town-site laws of 
I ill be opened to settlement and entry by proc im 
vhich proclamation shall prescribe the manner i 
ttled upon, occupied, and entered by persons ent 
and no person shall be pe pone to settle upon, 
ands, except as prescribed such proclamation 
‘ of sixty days from th 1e tim wi en the same are ope 
JAMES MCLAUG HLIN, ntr i, That the rights of honorably disch 


i State 


ersons of the Rosebud Indian Reser- | ; n 


turn 


> in this agreen are ep } ne . cisting tr 


tent with the provisior f this agreeme 


i whe n acce 


‘ivil and the oOpani h wars, as defi 


mn nd 2 if the Revised Statutes, as ame 
Mark : arch 1, lf shall not be abridged: And pri ed Jurth 
- ” — » as follows: Uj; a all land ent mod phage l 
7. ¥ 


| 

' ‘ ’ , , } y + Ve ¢ 7 
4 . . I } r the ne shal! he opened for settlement and 6 
| as follows: One dollar per acre when entry is m 


thin two years after eutry; 50 cents peracre wit 
5 3 per acre within four years after entry, : 
six months after the exp rati on of five 3 
ation of six months after the same —~ b 
BU per acre, 
ntry is made; 50 cent 
thin three years after en ntry 
D re within six m 
That in cas 
! thin the tine 
r her entry shall at once c¢ 
ill be forfeited, and the entr) 
And provided, That nothing in tl 
id settlers from commuting their entries un 
the signature iit by paying for the land entered the price fixed her 
1,Uol indians or payments previously made. In addition to the pri 
] the entryman shal! the same fees and commiss 
final entry, as now pr ed by law, wher 
‘re: And provided furl! That all lands ! 
ment under this act, ren ining undispose: 
‘ t l yur years from the taking effect his act, shall be 
HN SULLIVAN, yr cash, under rules and regulations t » prescribed by t 


, Black Pipe Di , th Interior. 


ANK ROBINSON, 


Veat ] 


, That the proceeds received from the sale of 
White River District. ty with this act shall be paid into the Treasury of t 
ANK SYPAL, to the Rosebud Indians or expended on their account 

l Si le 3 of said agreement as herein amended 
LYOUN, That sections 16 and 36 of the lands hereby acquir 
ver District. ship sh not be subject toe atry, but shall be reserved f 
A McCorkKuF 1 hools and paid for by the United States at 
er, Ponca District. I hereby avast d to the State of South Dakota for 
MRDEAUKX, ase any of said sections, or parts thereof, of the land in 
» Agency Distr Gregory are lost tosaid State of South Dakota by reason of all 
to any Indian or Indians, now holding the samv, or otherw1s 
) 3 over 18 vears of of said State, with the approval of the Secretary of the Inte? 
Peservatic Dak.. is 1.359. of whom 1.031 ve | authorized, in the tract herein ceded, to locate other land 
ant. being 1: r han three-fourths of the | which shall be paid for by the United States as herein provid 
s Rosebud Reservation, S. Dak equa » the loss, and such selections shall be made prior to 
Cuas. E. McCHusney, such lands bo antek ment. 
United States Indian Agent } ». Thatt ‘eis hereby appropriated, out of any money 


r, 8. DaK., October 4, | not otherwise ap propr iated, the sum of $90,000, or so much tie! 














granted to the State of South Dakota, as pro- 


for the lands 
4¢ this act. 
ng in this 
rchase any portik 

the equivalent 


act contained shall in any manner bind the 
n of the land herein described, except 


in each township, or to dispose of said 
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| Dakot 


| will be about $72,000, 


ied herein, or to guarantee to find purchasers for said | 
n thereof, it being the intention of thisact that the United 
trustee for said Indians to dispose of said lands and to ex- | 
» r the proceeds received from the sale thereof only as 
provided 
ading of the bill Mr. FINLEY rose. 
R. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
. ’. I believe that we are reading the bill. Is the 
ndment? 
R, Not while itis being read. It will be open 
when the reading is concluded. 
‘Juded the reading of the bill. 
| Mr. Speaker, this bill provides for the opening 
116.000 acres of land, now a portion of the Rose- 
South Dakota, being that portion of the reser- 
County. In 1901 a treaty was entered into 


| Indians on the part of the United States, by 
s agreed to sell to the Government this land for 
That treaty was transmitted to Ci and be- 
th: T it pros ided that the Governm<s nt should pay 
right and then take the chance of the Treasury 
of the lands to settlers, it never 
ith the Committee on Indian Affairs, which 
litfavorably. It was never 


ngress, 


“J by disposing 






luding days of the last session of Congress a 

i substantially as this bill now provides, and 
the lands should be 1 by the Indians 
disposed of to settlers under the provisions 


cede 


| minutes. 
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No. 

What is the number of acres of land that have 
the National Government to the State of South 
01 purposes heretofore? 

Sections 16 and 36. 

About how many acres does it amount to? 

I could not state. 

The State is quite rich in school lands, is it not? 





Mr. BURKE. 

Mr. FINLEY. 
been granted by 
a for sch 
BURKE. 
FINLEY. 
. BURKE. 
. FINLEY. 





Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr 
Mr 


Mr. BURKE. Yes. 
Mr. FINLEY. About what amount of money will be required 


from the Treasury of the United States to pay for the school lands 
provided for here in section 4? 

Mr. BURKE. Not to exceed about $70,000—I think $72,009 or 
$73,000. I am going to ask to amend the bill by striking out 
‘$90,000 ’? and inserting *‘ $75,000." The actual amount, I think, 
as nearly as I can calculate. 
erve the balance of my time and yiek 


York [Mr. Baker} 


Mr. Speaker, I res 
minutes to the gentleman from New 

Mr. BAKER. Oh, make it fifteen. 

Mr. BURKE. 1 hope the gentleman will be sat with ten 
We want to get through the bill as quickly as possib er : 
BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I recognize that it will make litt 


1 ten 


isfied 


Mr. 


| difference when the vote on this bill is taken whether I speak aon 


j five 


given considera- | 


llaw, the price — o fixed at $2.50 an acre, as was 
nal treaty. at bil i did it receive considera 
{ rress because of la of time, but during the 
‘ ubmitted to this trib of Indians for their | 
rty-cight more than a majority consented to ac 
} bill, This bi l is substan tially the Saline Aas 
have just referred to, « xcept that the committee, 
tion ma by the Commis f Indian Af 
he said he had no objection to the passage of thi 
Indians were insured of as much money as the; 
ved under the treaty. instead of fixing the price 


{ndians 


7 1 


1 the bill submitted to the 
price at $3 per for all 
2.50 forall lands taken there 


provided in 
. . 
1 the 


st six montl 


acTe 


oa 
sand > 


ht by the committee that this would ce arene | I 
as much money as they would have received 

nal treaty, and, in my judgment, it iesuned their 
more. There is no opposition to the pas 
ure, so farasI know. The Indian Bureau and 

f the Interior have both approved it, providing we 
have done, that will insure the Indians as mnch 
iid have received under the original treaty. 

n Indian Affairs has considered it fully and at 
several meetings of the full committee c 

the committee is unanimous. Ido not 


erably 


7) 
I 


the attention of the House int naking any extended 
bill, and unless some gentleman desifes to ask 

[ will reserve the balance of my time. 
I’ Mr. Speaker, I observe that in section 4, re- 
nds, it is — that the Governmen t pay for 
is that the usual appropriation that is put in all 

aracter? 

\E. Iam glad the gentleman has asked me that 


that under the enabling act under which 


ild state 


h Dakota was admitted to the Union it was pro- | 


ns 16 and 36 in said State should be reserved for 
immon schools of that State, and it further pro- 
Jands within an Indian reservation the pro 
rant would not become operative until the reser- 
extinguished and the land restored to the public 
it enabling act was passed by Congress on the 22d 
y, 1889. In March of that same year Congress rati- 
th the Sioux Indians in South Dakota for the ces- 
hing like ten or eleven millions of acres of land, and 
Ss appropriation, in accordance with the provisions 


the 













; act, to pay outright out of the Treasury the money 
6 and 86 of that land at the price stipulated for in 
ur. EY. Then, as I understand the gentleman, he bases 


r equity for this provision upon the enabling act ad- 
Dakota into the Union? 
Kk. Yes. 


EY, And not otherwise? 


Manas | 


or fifteen minutes. Yet, Mr. Speaker, because this bill in- 
volves what seems to me a violation of the principle which should 
obtain with reference to the ownership of Jar nd, because it vio- 
lates the principle which, in my judgment, sh mld obtai 1 in open- 
ing public land for settlement, I desire toenter my protest against 

the bill on those grounds. 
I regret very much, Mr. Speaker, that I did not know until a 


few moments ago that this bill was to be discussed to-day. I 
should very much have liked a short time, if but an hour, to send 
for some data to bring to the attention of the House, so as to am- 


plify the few remarks I shall now have 
Mr. Speaker, what is it that this 


standpoint from which I shall dis 


to make spontaneously. 
bi proposes to do? From the 
‘uss the bill we can eliminate 


the Indians from the Gensel m. I am not going to raise the 
question here now as to what th » Indians should or should not 
receive. That is not the point: the point is wh at is to become of 
that land when it comes into the possession of the United States 


and the ownership becomes vested in the people as a whole. 
The bill, as ite author has just stated, simply carries out a policy 
which has obtained in the past. Is that not so? 
Mr. BURKE. Yes, 
Mr. BAKER. N 


sir. 


Mr. Speaker, that 


XK ic 


Yow, ‘y to my mind isa 

fatally defective policy—a policy which in a large measure is re- 
| sponsib ab for the economic conditions that exist in the United 
States to-day. I know that my friends on the other side will say 
that th econ mic conditions in this country were never more 
prosperous than they are now. Let us concede for the sake of 
argument thatis so; that they are more pros} erous than they ever 
were; vet that does not alter my ju lem nt that they would have 
been infinitely more prosperous than they are, infinitely more 
prosperous than they have ever been, but for the fact that the 
United States have followed this fatally defective policy and have 


permitted the alienation of its public lands. They have permitted 








ndividuals to purchase the land, and no matter how low the price 
at which they bought the title the increased value which comes 
as the result of generations of development, generations of energy 
applied by the people as a result of the influx of an enormous 


population—aside fr m the natural growth—whatever the « 


"a 7) : 
alist 


of the increase of value, goes into the private ‘pocket of the indi- 
vidual who was fortunate enough, you say shrewd enough, a lick- 
witted enough, or anything else you may choose to call i » get 
there a little ahead of somebody else and (by dannii e! ntry in 
many cases) obtained it for nothing or for a mere song, a pric 

| that may have been the real value at = time of the purchase, 
but which represents a ridiculs usly roportion of the value 


| 
| 
| 





sini l pr 
il 


which has subsequently attached to that 1 id as a result of popu- 
lation coming there. 
Now, in what particular does this policy violate what should in 


my judgment be the policy of the United States? It violates it 


in this way: It says to the individual who is shrewd enongh to go 
there and arrives a day, a month, ora year ahead of somebody 
else—I care not what the period of time may be—hbe shall hay 


the exclusive ‘‘ ownership’? of that land: he shall enjoy all the 
value which subsequently attaches, no matter what causes that 


increase of value 
In other words, 
you are offering a 
United States. 


you are by this and similar bills perpetuating 
premium to engage in land speculation in the 
and land speculation is the curse of this country, 
as it has been the curse of every civilized country in the world. 
The evil results which have followed 





the existing systems of 
entry one public lands are clea illustrated in an 
article by J. L. McCreery. of this city, entitled ‘* Our system of 


distributing s the public lands.”’ 
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In illustrating some of the fraudulent methods employed, which 
no doubt in the main are due to the fact that the present system 
offers great premiums in the shape of whatever increment of 


population, etc., he says: 

Let us suppose (to invent a name) that the New York and Nebraska Land 
and Cattle Com y start in b usiness in the far West. It has in its employ 
00 * w boys.” e fertile valley of a stream is selected for its operations. 
At the instan ce of the manager of the company each of the cowboys files a 

my} 1 declaratory statement for a quarter-section (160 acres) of land. 

‘ted in such a form as to cover as much space as possible up 

stream. One man's four 40-acre in a “string” can often be 

le of the water course; sometimes not more than three 

nil A hundred en trymen can thus take in 75 miles of the 
hest part of the valley. 


is sele 
and down the 
made ra mi 
fourths of ¢ 
pt = ul the x 
» pr eempti 

ve that he has inhabited and improved such land. It does not say 
t have done so. The General Land Office has supplied this 
urried into effect what it conceives to be the spirit and pur 
by establishing . rule that such residence and improvement 


to cove 


B .. 


I ao 


) law 


hae HT 


ler is acting in good faith. Soa few days after the expiration of 
rom the date of the entry the cowboys, in “squads,”’ appear ot 
fiice and “prove up.” It is not necessary to have erecteda 


tt eee 


dws 
witne ve suificie ntly elastic consciences. A has for witnesses B and C; 
B has for witnesses A and C; C has for witnesses Aand B. The land is paid 
for in cash, which the company furnishes. The cowboys step over to the 
nearest lawyer's offic e, or more likely the company has its own lawyer, and 
deed every acre of lan: 4 to the company. 

Having exhausted their right under the preemption law, they forthwith 
proceed to enter as much m wre land under the homestead law. At the end 
of six months they pay (with money furnished by the company) for the land 
under the commutation provision of the homestead law, and at once transfer 
it to the compa : 

But the end is not yet. 

ach provides that no person ehs ul have the benefit thereof more than onc« 
Se re of the proceedings the cowboy that last year made pree mp- 
of certain land under the name of John Brown 
es ntry of an ther quarter under the name of Nicholas Yost; 
Frank Smith be comes Theophi lus Baxter; Henry Jones becomes Philip Lin- 
genieiter; 
acres more of the best land in the State. 

And by and by the immigration of honest settlers begins. They push into 
thisr 2 OF nly to find thatall the land worth having up and down that water 
hundred miles has passed into the hands of this land syndicate 
re is, at amod lerate estimate 
and whi ate ver tributaries run into | t 
in length, covering an area of 2,000 square miles—in which no bona fide set- 
tler can find a foot of water front. 


Why do men engage in these gigantic land frauds? 


ung 


‘sses hs 


ead entry 


course a 
rm 


matter what the increase in the value of the land its annual rental 
vould increase in like proportion? Certainly not! They do this, 
they are willing to blacken their own souls because of the great 
prizes offered them. for the possibility of a large increase in the 
value of the land, which at some time in the future they will be 
able to squeeze out of the genuine settler, the man who is really 
looking for a quarter section of land upon which to build a home 
and rear ¢ family. Periodical appraisements at brief intervals 


would doctors this form of land speculation and all the fraud | 


which attaches to it. 

The methods which Mr. McCreery cites are no doubt largely 
responsible for the existence of enormous land holdings by com- 
panies and individuais. 
increasing power of accumulated capital. As these large estates 
increase in size and number, the greater will be their power to 
absorb the smaller farms adjoining them. Our farms of 500 
acres and over would now cover an area more than five times the 
size of the great State of Indiana, 
habitants. That is to say, about 115,940 men own a vast area of 
about 126,000,000 acres of the best farming land in the world, 


and which should be divided among 10,000,000 people, and which | 
is capable of giving support, self-employment, homes, and happi- | 


ness to that vast number of people. And when we consider the 
further awful fact that about one-half of this vast expanse of 
126,000,000 acres of land, which within the memory of men still 


small farms, is now at this early day absorbed by and owned by 


ing. In one of his speeches Daniel Webster once said 
concentrate the wealth of the country in the hands of a few, and 
to render the masses poor and dependent.”’ 
above facts, 
present land laws, and that radical changes in our land laws 
absolutely necessary? 

The extent of many of these large estates is simply astounding 
as is shown by the following list of a very few of the large land 
owners of this country: 

Acres. 

4,068, 000 
_ 8,000,000 


Col. D. C. Murphy - 

Texas State Fund Association (owned by four men) 
The Standard Oi vil Cc ompany 

Jobu W. Dwig 


Rhode Islanc 704, 000 


C - | Miller & Lux (8 
value may subsequently attach to land by reason of increase of | ar 
! lll 


law requires that a person purchasing land thereunder | 
alien holdings here, fifty-six foreign persons and cor}. 
| more than 26,000,000 acres of our land—an area e qu 


tinued for at least six months, in order toafford a presumption | 
| ers may be si 


ouse Upon an d improved the land if the entryman and his two | . 
| Byron H 


| M.E 


True, the preemption act and the homestead act | 


and seven months later the syndicate obtains possession of 30,000 | = ‘ 
| Earl of Derby 


, a space of 10 miles on each side of this stream | 
20 miles in width by a hundred miles | 


Is it con- | 
ceivable that they would do this, that such practices would be | 
engaged in, if the le asing system obtained, if they knew that no | 


| what has followed the violation of that principle and what 
| be the policy of the United States toward the few remaini 


Every schoolboy knows the enormous | 
| professor of n 1athematics at the Oklahoma Un hive rsity. bef 


with its 2,000,000 and over in- | 


, 5 ; a it | ket in accordance with the above resolutions.” 
living was parceled out by our Government to our citizens in | 


In the light of the | 
i: here be any doubt as sndency allie 
can there be any doubt as to the tendency of aa | who insists that in the treatment of this question, y other 


~~ 1,000,000 | 
| 10,000 acres went into perpetual lease at 12 cents peracre. } 


JANUARY 30, 


Acres 
500,000 
500.000 


42 
SUD 


Ex-Senator Dorsey 

E. C. Sprague 

san Francisco) 
Mr. McLaughlin, of California 
iam A. yndicato 

New York sveene ate 
Surveyor-Ge 


400000 
0009 
OUD 00D 


| Texa 300. 009 


| Bixby, 


F lint 240,00 
Thomas Fowler. vece NW 
Abel St« ? M), O00 


The Sarnhy family, of Califor “), 000 


|G W. Ri Nberts 154’ on 


But a still more a feature lies in the en 
ownership of our land. In addition to the numer 


the great States of Ohio, Kentuc ky, or Virginia. 1" 
size of some of these holdings of land in this country 
en by the following partial list: 


3aron Tweeddale 
Evans..... 
llerhousen 
Robert Tenant 
Duke of Sutherland 
W. Whaley, M D 
Duke 

Duke of Des vonsh 
Earl « ve i 
Lord Dunmor , 
Benjamin Ne ugas 
Ear! of Carlisk 

Sir W. W. Win 

Du 

Lord Houghton 


| Lord Dunraven 


Duke of Bedford 
Earl of Brownlow . 


Earl of Cay wdor 

Lord of Londot 

Duke of Por tl ls land. 

Earl of Powls 

Lady Willoughby 
Earl of Yarborough ._.. 

And there are hundreds of smaller foreign hi din 
500 acres up. 

The ownership of our land by foreign land syndicates 
simply astounding. A Dutchsyndicate owns 4,500,000 a 
land in New Mexico and adjoining Territories. Anot] 
syndicate owns 3,000,000 acres in Texas. An English syndi 
owns 1,800,000 acres in Mississippi. A Scotch syndicate 
500.000 acres in Florida. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is impossible for me to do anyt) more 
than call attention to the foundation principle; but let me ask 
should 
nz mi 
lion acres of land that it controls? No land should be fi 
alienated or given into absolute permanent private possessi 

The beneficent results which would follow the adoptior 
leasing policy instead of outright sale with our senatning | 
lands are clearly set forth in an address by Frederick 5 


lay 


Oklahoma bar at Guthrie, January 6, from which I quote as 


| follows: 


DEFENSE OF A LEASING POLICY. 
Mr. Chairman, Members of the Oklahoma Bar Association, ar 
Oklahoma: T w , million fifty- -six thousand acres is the measur’ 
present public-land endowment, and since seventeen-twentiet! 


| pressly reserved for the ores of education I shall feel justified ir 


to the entire grant as the school lands of Oklahoma. 

Eightee months ago the lessees in Territorial convention pa 
lishe d resolutions to force the sale of these lands to themselves as 
and declared, with a vigor calculated to strike terror to the st 

olitician, ** We pledge ourselves to the support of such men to th 
Soedaietiene as will do all in their power to bring the school land 
And it may be t 
threat in mind the State Capital, not without knowle dg e of thes 
tions of legislatures, was recently moved to cry out: * Who do 


+) 


os eae ; : g : : | that they (the lessees) would control the first legislature and 1 
31,546 men and corporations, the oe is still = tg alarm- | ture that would sell the 


om. free | 
government can not tone endure where the tendency of it is to | 


lands?”’ 
1) 


It will be noted that those who desire to gobble Oklah 
public lands threaten political annihilation to all who 
pose their outright sale. It is the same old — a 
man who dare oppose the demands of the shrewd a1 


mas 
dare Op- 
Any 


werful, 


jeterminé 


question, that the interests of the whole people should Ad ~ 
are met with the org: anized opposition of those who ae 1 
in the sweat of other men’s brows, are threatened with poltica 


to use 


annihilation if they dare assert the equal right of all men' 
the earth. 


Turning back a few pages of history to discover what blun 
should avoid, we find Ohio's grant of a million and a half acr: 


wiek of 
stitutional protection, becoming the prize of organized plund: 


rhe university 
endowment of two townships, 46,080 acres of the choicest lar the sam 
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tual lease at less than 10 cents an acre, and a third township of 
under perpetual lease at less than 25cents per acre. Thousands 
»o gold for 50, 25, and 10 cents per acre. 
‘in outage sale. What Mr. Elder contends for, and 
tend for upon this floor, is for a lease for a brief 
with a reappraisement in the case of such land as 
» this bill (remote, I assume, from present civiliza- 
fifth year. 
vstem is entirely feasible, despite 
friend from Iowa, is shown in the figures which Mr. 
the income which Oklahoma has received from 


» ¢ 


iTS 


¢ 


( 
A 


. from leasing Oklahoma’s public lands for fiscal years 


$4,536. 8! 
21,346 
19, 164, 
46, 586, 2 
88, 
“1, 
98, 

173, 

133, 

177, 1! 


O12 
elon 





OT 
:. 61 
. 24 


eee 323, 245. 

of this income raised by taxation but asa just equivalent for 
ivilege of raising crops and making a living without having 
fortune in a farm, and, contrary to the idea of any hardship 
rked upon the occupant, his great advantage over his lend 
r is shown in the report of ex-Secretary Huston for 1902, 
». 21): “Computing the interest on the value of similar lands 
ladding the usual taxes, the investment of the landowner 
to be two or three times the rental according to the last 


60 


t 
It will be noted that Mr. Elder calls the rental paid by the 
s‘*a equivalent for the valuable privilege of raising 
‘ops and making a living without having first to invest a for- 
.in a farm.’ Of course he here uses the customary termi- 
nology ich shows how far we have strayed from correct prin- 
ciples, that even a gentleman like Mr. Elder, when advocating 
leasing system, speaks of it as a ‘‘ valuable privilege,’’ because 


i 


nact 
Just 
I 
a 
uw} 


Wil 


t} 


Lilt 


under the lease system ‘tit is not necessary first to invest a 
fortune ina farm.’’ If the lease system had obtained from the 
first, no such idea could have grown up. It is only because we 


lowed the fatal, aye wicked, policy of England and Euro- 
pean countries, that anyone considers it a ‘‘ valuable privilege ”’ 
to be able to use land without first paying in as the purchase price 
a twenty-year capitalization of its rental value. 

But 
ing system is shown in his citation of the school lands of Chicago. 
He say 


neither 
have Tol 


i 


VS; 
} 


.dyantages to the State of a system of leasing, of the manner in 


passing 
which a land endowment increases in value proportionately with the growth 
of popula and of the necessity fora periodic revaluation of the land. I 
refer to t chool lands located in the city of Chicago. The heart of the city 
from lison street south to Twelfth and from State street west to Halsted 


| section, No. 16. Here is where the twelve and sixteen story 
nd. Here you find the post-office, the Rookery,the Board of 
‘ Yomen’s Temple, and scores of others likethem. By some strange 
fortune hardly understood a block at State and Madison streets was reserved 
from sale with certain other sundry lots. These, with a few more tracts ac- 
, are held to-day by the Chicago board of education and the 
amounting to half a million dollars annually, is being turned 
1 fund for the payment of teachers’ salaries. 
sare for fifty or a hundred years. The ground alone is leased 
es put up their own buildings, costing hundreds of thousands of 
Of these the Chicago Tribune pays $30,000 a year for one-fifth ofan 
Mc Vicker Theater $27,000 for thirty-six hundredths of an Serv, coseee 
825,000 for eighty-eight thousandths of an acre, this last being at the 
© of $289,115 per acre, and so on for others. Yet nobody is wronged. 
usiness proposition. Nosane man pays more rent than he ought. 
is the community nor any individual wronged any more by the 
y the Chicago Tribune of $30,000 into the school board treasury 
bk payment by the Women’s Temple Company of $40,000 a year into 
une } te pocket of Mr. Marshall Field for the use of lots that were once a 
part t same original section 16. 


How fatally defective the sale policy has been is clearly illus- 
trated in two of the cases he cites, namely, the payment by the 





quire haf 
juired | 
ent 
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payment 
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Chicago Tribune of $30,000 into the school board treasury and 
the payment by the Woman’s Temple Company of $40,000 a year 
into the private pocket of Mr. Marshall Field. When Mr. Field 
uses a part of the immense income which he is deriving from his 
Ownership of a part of the original school lands of Chicago and | 
builds a library therewith, we are invited tolaud him as a public- | 
‘pirited citizen. How much better it would have been for that 
City if, instead of alienating the larger part of its school lands, it 
had retained the unearned increment by leasing them, as in the 
ase of the land beneath the Rookery and the Chicago Tribune 
= ings. If this had been done Chicago would not have to wait 


(he ‘* philanthropy ”’ of any of its citizens, but would have 
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perpetual lease is equally as bad and in effect | 


the implied criti- | 


perhaps the best illustration of the advantage of the leas- | 


l lands of Illinois afford us the best illustration to be had of the | 





an ever-increasing fund, which it could apply not merely to the 
erection of libraries and for the maintenance of its schools, but 
for every other communal purpose. Of course, it would not then 
have these ostentatious gifts of libraries or museums, but neither 
would it have its fearful contrasts which are directly due and are 
inseparable from this system of alienating the public lands, viz, 
the existence on the one hand of the multimillionaire and on the 
other of hundreds of thousands who are practically paupers. 

Even South Dakota has 1,531,900 acres of land under lease, or 
nearly four times the amount involved in this bill, so that I am 
warranted in assuming that the leasing system possesses no insu- 
perable obstacles and is workable even in that State. 

One of the most vivid illustrations of the result which follows 
| the outright sale of public lands is cited by Mr. Elder in the case 
| of the school lands in Blair County, Tex., which were sold at $3 

an acre on forty years’ time at 4 per cent, now yielding the State 
| of Texas 12 cents per acre, while the present owners are able to 
pocket the difference between 12 cents and three to four dollars 
per acre which they secure as rental from sublessees. 
That the present system results in the creation of a large num- 
ber of tenant farmers the census report clearly shows, but whereas 
| the leasing system would result in the people, as a whole, obtain- 
ing the benefit of whatever increment of value might attach to 
these public lands as a result of increase of population, improve- 
ments in government, increase of transportation facilities, or 
from any other cause, the existing system results in this incre- 
ment of value going into private pockets and in the building up 
of great private fortunes. 
The census reports show in these agricultural States the follow- 
ing percentage of tenant farms: 





State. 1880. 1890. 1900. 
i nO 19.3 22.9 7.5 
Nara ichcedigra re Saitama arian a Wii laaans Gedtwdn beer cielo 23.7) 2.4 28.6 
cud in cernta naaton tekscrntiiniondidinds Dan wadianeutivecca cal 31.4) 34.0 39.3 
a ie 23.81 28.1 34.9 
INC wha his di Job tin ea ine a aa qndchena laa waa dna amreacws 16.3 28.2 235.2 
ag ae 18.0 24.7 36.9 
A a sh 44.0 53.5 | 59.9 
aaa ian neds eceuiain wenden asiamaminint seihileitiadnaied 46.8 48.6 57.7 
i es aw amgannd Lciidaenonanes 43.8| 52.8] 62.4 
en theciudeenadatu aenew wus dicate cueinkaiada ans 35.2) 44.4 58.0 
ES ae eee ees eo eee 37.6 41.9 45.7 
Entire United States.................. sais Wnacaeesddieinatnaeieie 25.6 | 28.4 35.3 


More than one farm in three throughout the entire United 
States is a tenant farm. 

As Mr. Elder well says, the Territory in which he lives, Okla- 
homa, will not avoid a tenant system by selling its land. It is 
rather a question as to who shall be the landlord and to whom 
shall be paid the ever-augmented rent which increase of popula- 
tion, etc., creates, whether it shall be paid toa State or Territory 
or to private individuals. 

Mr. Speaker, by this bill you say to the individual, as has been 
said for generations in the past, that he who is smart enough, 
cunning enough, or shrewd enough to forestall the possible de- 
velopment of that community shall reap the enormous advantage 
that comes thereby; but that is not all. Thatis badenough. It 
is bad enough that by such a policy you create the Astors, for 
instance, who are now receiving an annual rental value from land 
in the city of New York a hundred times in excess of the pur- 
chase price that John Jacob Astor paid for that land. 

It is bad enough that by this act you are creating millionaires. 
and multimillionaires, because I want to say that, with very few 
exceptions, such as tariff bounties and patents, you can trace the 
enormous wealth of the plutocrats of this country to the fact that 
they have been permitted to monopolize extremely valuable lands. 
It is not alone the land in the great cities that is valuable and that 
creates millionaires, but these narrow strips of land which are 
called rights of way, running from New York to Buffalo, New York 
to Chicago and San Francisco, New York to New Orleans, from 
Chicago to New Orleans, and everywhere else over this country, 
these rights of way monopolized by private individuals are ex- 
tremely valuable and are the basis upon which the enormous cap- 
italizations of the great railroads are founded. The enormous 
mass of ‘‘ water’’ in their securities simply represents legalized 
power to exact tribute from the people and creates the millionaire 
and the multimillionaire in the United States, as it has created 
the millionaire in every other country in the world. 

WATER IN RAILROAD STOCKS. 

How large a proportion of the stocks and bonds of the railroads 
of the United States is water—i. e., represents no tangible assets, 
but merely the capitalization of tribute—is indicated in the state- 
| ment made to me on more than one occasion by a gentleman who 
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was one of the great railroad lawyers of the country, Thomas G. 
Shearman, who had not only been attorney for some of the t 
railroad systems—among others, for James J. Hill, of the Great 
Northern—but at the time of his death was counsel of that great 
Rockefeller institution, the National City Bank. Mr. Shearman 
repeatedly said, ‘‘that neither the preferred nor the common 
stock of the railroads of this country represented any actual in- 
vestment of capital (if we exclude money paid and stock issued 
to legislators—not legislatures—for their franchises) , but that the 
railroads as a whole had not originally cost to exceed 85 per cent 
of the par of the bonds; that from 25 to 50 per cent of the pre- 


ferred was issued as an extra inducement to the bankers who | 


bought the bonds, and that the balance of the preferred and prac- 
tically all of the common stock was divided between the promoters 
of the railroad, the legislators, and the intermediaries who se- 
cured the franchises. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what should be the policy of the United 
States? The policy of the United States should to lease these 
lands and all other lands which it owns; to lease them for short 
periods of years, and at the end of such short period let there be 
another leasing, giving to the Government whatever increment 
of value has attached to those lands by reason of the increase of 
population that has taken place in the meantime, by reason of 
the increase of invention, by the improvements of government, 
or anything else. For you must remember that there is no in- 
vention, there is no improvement of government, fire, police, or 
anything else, there is no increase of population, but what adds 
to the value of land. The policy of the Government, as I say, 
should be to lease the land for brief periods, and at the end of those 

riods of lease the land should be reappraised and men should 

» permitted to bid, and if some one else beside the owner of the 
improvements gets the land of course he would be recompensed 
the full value of the improvements. 

Mr.LACEY. Ishouldlike toaskmy friend how many orchards, 
he thinks, would be set out in Dakota and Iowa if a man had a 
three years’ lease on the land and the chance of somebody else 
taking it away from him at the end of that time? 

Mr. BAKER. I will answer the gentleman from Iowa by say- 
ing that I have said nothing whatever about the length of the 
period of lease. My own judgment, however, is that it ought not 
to be more than five years. erefore, I will meet his question. 
Let me say to the gentleman that if the owners of the land are 
assured, as they will be, that they shall have the preference of 
opportunity to secure the new lease, there will be no difficulty. 
And I will say that the people of the United States are not going 
to pass any law interfering with the present system of land tenure 
that does not to a very large extent favor the men who are in 
possession of the land. Why, the whole system has been to favor 
those men in the past. 

My friend from Iowa asks “how many orchards would be set 
out in Dakota and Iowaif a man had a three ’ lease on the 
land and the chances of somebody else taking it away from him 
at the end of that time.”’ 

I do not imagine that the people of Iowa or South Dakota are 
much different from those of Mllinois. In the latter State one 
man, really an alien, Lord William Scully, of London, owns from 
fifty to sixty thousand acres of the best farming land there. We 
are told ‘‘ that he rents it at the highest cash rental, requires the 
tenants to build their own houses, barns, etc., and until the State 
— it they had to pay the taxes on the land. Since then 

e has added the tax to the rent.’’ From his tenants he receives 
oe ee per annum for the privilege of merely existing on 

is soil. 

This shows not merely that men will rent land, but that they 
are doing so on a large scale from private individuals, and I want 
to call the attention of the gentleman from Iowa to this, for here 
they not merely lay out their own orchards, but they build their 
own houses, barns, etc., upon this rented land. And they are 
compelled to do so because of the policy which is tuated in 
this bill under which individuals are sasteennelite enante in 
land speculation on a gigantic scale. 

They are encour , aye, almost invited, to engage in the 
shameful practices I havereferred to. Because of the tremendous 
prizes which this system offers, fraud, robbery, and sometimes 
arson are engaged in. Any and all means are adopted by the 
shrewd, cunning, and unscrupulous, who are frequently even in 
these cases the rich and the powerful, to get title to immense 
tracts of the public land, not for occupancy and use, but to with- 
hold from use, for the more land thus withheld the greater pre- 
mium these men can squeeze out of the real settlers either in 
original purchase price or in annual rentals. That even the pos- 
session of great wealth does not deter men from engaging in such 
practices is shown in the decisions of the General Land Office, 
volume 12, January 1 to June 30, 1891, which, on page 34, recites: 


That during the month of April, 1877, 151 desert-land entries were filed in 
that (Visalia, Cal.) land office, covering 34,978 acres, which at once passed 
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Si, 
into the hands of Mr. J. B. gin, and for which he paid to the recs 
$8,744.45. as claim was the had loaned money to these ieetiver 
men, and that they had assigned to him their “ final certificates)» “2"Y- 

What the present value of these 35,000 acres of land may be] 
have no means of knowing, but it is quite possible that their ow 
ership thus obviously fraudulently acquired is the basis of at les e 
one of the millions he is reputed to possess. a 

Time and time again we are told that perpetual owners); of 
the fee is absolutely essential to induce men to cultivate the es 
It is constantly asserted that unless the land is sold for a) time 
the occupier will not improve it; that, according to the inferenc, 
of the query of my friend from Iowa, no one will plant orchans 
thereon. This, in the face of the fact that for over three hyp. 
dred years the leasing policy—the policy of paying the royalty for 
the use of the land into the public treasury instead of into private 
pockets—obtains in Freudenstadt, Germany, as set forth jn a) 
article by Henry Labouchere in his paper, the London Tryt) 
He says: 

For instance, there is Freudenstadt, a hamlet in the valloy among the 
Alps in the southwestern part of the German Empire, 45 miles of Stuttgar: 
That region has been favored with but few natural resources: but betweer 
three and four hundred years ago an old monk got the notion into his } ol 
that, while whatever a man produced by his labor might belong to him indi. 
vidually, whatever natural wealth or resources were found in a given reg} mn 
belonged equally toall the members of the community inhabiting that region 
This theory and practice nm perees ever since, In this region ars 
some pits of valuable fire clay, which the people dig and pile up for pur 
chasers. The men who do the digging receive day’s wages; but when tho 
clay is sold the pay for the clay itself—what is called “royalty '—goes into ths 
treasury. U; he hillsides is some surplus timber. The men who cut 
down and pile up the timber are paid day's wa 
its value as it stood uncut upon the stump—in 
into the treasury. 


What a pity a few thousand such monks, inte! zent in eco. 
nomics, did not come to this country instead of the William Penns 
who transplanted here the English system of selling the land. 


The income from these sources pays their share of the tax levied for tho 
support of the German Empire, pares their own officials, builds their school. 
houses and pays their teachers, builds their churches and pays their priests 
The people have not been taxed acent in three hundred and fifty years 
Their income always exceeds their expenditures. In 1882 this surplus was 
divided among the inhabitants per conte, each man, woman, and child re 
ceiving (in terms of our money) $13.55. The amount distributed in 1383 
we ve been $16.55, but the citizens voted to apply it to building water. 
works. 


The folly of the ae system of permanently alienating the 
land is clearly set forth in Mr. McCreery’s article, from which | 
quote: 


The refusal of the Government to use for its own support the rental value 
of its ordi land, the royalty of its minerals, the stumpage of its timber, 
etc., renders it n to pass other laws most oppressive, unrighteous, and 
demoralizing. The laws, inciti \ 
undervaluation, and when honestly reed woefully discriminating against 
the poor man. Yn revenue laws, atneing the making of “‘ moonshine” 
whisky, the murder of revenue officers, and other forms of lawlessness. 

But when I ask the average farmer, “ Would you not like such a change 
in the tax laws as would relieve you of one-half the tax you are now paying, 
and place it on the shoulders of the land apeguiato the mine owners, the 
timber syndicates, the oil companies, and others who are now enriching 
themselves py syoncgolising the bounties of nature?’ he answers, “ The ok 
plan, by which I and my ancestors have been fleeced in the past, is good 
enough for me.” When Iask the average laborer, “ Would you not likes 
system of taxation that would furnish employment toa million more work- 
ingmen than can now find employment [half a million in the cities and an- 
other half a million in the pang raise the wages of all!” he turns 
apen me th a sneer and says, ‘You are acrank and an anarchist. Go 

ence!’ : 

I could very well afford to go, for while the farmer and the workingman 
are paying twice tho tax they need to they are also paying at least half of 
mine. But alas! this is not merely a question as to which shal! pay his own 
or the other's tax, but one of ho: y or morality and national welfare. 
Aside from fact that our system of land laws opens invitingly wide the 
door to gigantic frauds upon the Governmentand upon individuals and offers 
an enemas anes on perdury, their effect, even when enforced in strc 
accordance with the intent of the legislative power that enacted them, is col 
spicuously pernicious. 

He says: 

If it be demoralizing to train a nation to become a set of liars when om 
fronted by tax assessors or custom-house officers; if it be dem: wralizing to edt 
cate the young to the idea that labor is degrading and that tle most resp i 
able and honorable thing in life is to enrich one's self by being 8) oe 
upon one’s fellow-creatures; if it be demoralizing for the Government 


‘ttery plan 
demcrallz 


l, 


; when the timber is sold 
ort, the “ stumpage "—goes 


to qnuse ng, provoking perjury in 


only to throw away its richest treasures, but to do so upon © | 
which gambling and a horde of kindred vices; if it ake 18 
ing to increase the number of the landless multitude who have no sax © 
the welfare of our nation; if it is demoralizing to have 4 milion ts 
among us, necessitating a “slum” ward in every city and a gree A my fo 
tramps traversing the country, then I have proved the propos:tion hi 
addition to being the prolific parent of fraud and perjury, 01" land ae ad and 
when honestly and faithfully administered, are a source of wicespreae es” 
woeful demoralization. “ll be 
You say, if you do not permit private ownership, there b+ to 
no security of tenure; there will be no inducement f' ee 
go on and improve their land. To any man who pry Node 
that statement upon this floor I wish to say that some of the pea 
est buildings in the city of New York are situate! wpm t New 
land—that some of the most valuable buildings in t)« « ty : be the 
York have been erected upon leased land, upon land one ns has 
Sailors’ Snug Harbor corporation, land that for gen = ¢ land 
been leased from time to time, The entire usufruct of til" 
goes to that private corporation—the Sailors’ Snug Harbot 
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does not go to the men who own the buildings, who use the build- 
at and carry on great mercantile affairs. Yet you will say that 
ing} necessary that there shall be permanent private ownership of 
jand before men will engage in business enterprises. , 

“Mr. Speaker, go into any one of the large cities of the United 
ctates, and what will you find? You will find hundreds of thou- 
ands of individuals congregated in such a small area that it is 
pons jy possible for them to breathe se tely. The crowded 


New York City, the crowded condition of Chicago, 
the noisome slums that exist in those and other cities and that also 
exist right here in the capital of the United States, are directly 
due to this policy of encouraging people to withhold land from 


condition 0! 


se, so that tl 

peal those who subsequently use it, after paying a brigand’s ran- 
om for 1t. “ on. : : 

, com said that the existence of slums in our great cities is di- 
rectly traceable to the policy which is continued in this bill of 
gelling the public lands outright. This policy of outright sale, 
together with the policy of assessing unused land at but a frac- 
tion of its value, creates overcrowding—that is, the sluams—and 
which has been recently shown to exist right here in Washington 
to an alarming degree. To what extent land speculation is en- 
couraged in the Distriet of Columbia by this foolish policy of 
almost entirely exempting unused land from taxation is shown in 
the case of Paul T. Bowen, who in January, 1896, then being a 
clerk in the Treasury Department, purchased 2.3 acres of land in 
the northwestern part of the District, near Chevy Chase, for $1,840. 
When he bought it it was assessed at $225 an acre. The follow- 
ing year the assessment was reduced to $200 an acre as “ agricul- 
tural” land at $1 on the $100, and was continued at that rate 
until January, 1901, when he sold the land for $5,000, making a 
net profit of $3,137—170 per cent—in five years. This land sold 
for about $2,200 an acre and was assessed at $200 an acre—about 
one-eleventh of its value. I suppose the assessors assessed it as 
“agricultural land’’ so as to help the farming industry. 

The following from the Washington Post gives but one illustra- 
tion of the results that follow this encouragement to land specu- 
lation: 

(Washington Post, January 8, 1902.) 


The object of the resolution, argued Mr. M. I. Weller, was to provide for 
an equalization of taxation and ropes valuation of those parcels of land 
held for speculative pu ; e Government recently acquired for 
§75,00 a plot containing 7} acres from a tract of acres. The portion 
bought by the Government was about one-thirtieth of the whole, and the 
entire property was valued by the assessors at $85,000. The actual valuation 
of the tract wasabout $1,200,000, and inthe opinion of real estate men the price 
paid by the Government was by no means high. Another instance of the 
same kind, though more rhea ity shown by Mr. Weller. The Govern- 
ment, he declared, recently acqu another piece of property beyond the 
city limits, for which $25,000 was paid. He had the curiosity to look up the 
valuation on the assessment books and found it to be $1,400—less than 6 per 
cent of the amount the Government paid for it. 

One of the disastrous effects which have followed our adoption 
of the English land system, which is perpetuated in this bill, is 
set forth in an editorial paragraph in a recent issue of the Public, 
a paper which I stated on a previous occasion discusses current 
affairs ina manner that can not help but clarify the thought of 
those who read its editorials: 

How American oympehe went out to the evicted Irish some years ago, 
When as many as 3,000 families were turned out of their houses for nonpay- 
ment of rent! But 60,463 families were evicted in the city of New York, Man- 
hattan Borough alone, during the year 1908 without exciting special wonder. 
Yet where is the difference? Apparently the only difference is in the fact 
that New York evictions last year were about twenty times as many as in 
the worst year of Irish evictions. In proportion to population the disparity 
: much greater. Whereas the Irish evictions of the heaviest year numbered 
about | to every 1,300 of population, those of New York numbered about 1 to 


every 35 of population. 
| Doesn't this constitute an indictment of the present system of 
selling the public land, thus encouraging land speculation, which 
nas produced the same evils here as have afflicted [reland for gen- 
ations? 
I have said that our policy of permanently alienating the public 
lands was copied from England. That is true. I wish I could 
Say it 1s also true that this country is ready to follow England in 
° change in this very poliey which she seems to be on the eve of 
making, or at least which she gives unmistakable signs of being 
ikely todo in the near future, 
— ri suddenly became such great admirers of England and 
thee‘) y of territorial aggrandizement of her Tory ministers that 
have} Senevolently assimilated’ the Filipinos. Recently they 
pee ~ = even more warm in their expressions of admiration for 
We ed berlain's cynical, retrograde policy. No more are 
eitesties 2 ‘it Is necessary to twist the British lion’s tail on every 
seemed ¢ ‘ _ offers; on the contrary, our American Tories even 
2 about to invite that renegade radical, Chamberlain, 
of the ae jorying the Tories, to come over here and take charge 
tocrac a ? approaching campaign for “ protection and plu- 
Ladvait neg pardon, for * protection and labor.”’ 
hat nt that their pro-Chamberlain ardor has ap 


Whet encina —.: : ’ ntly some- 
t cooled with the English election returns o 


the past six 


My Republican friends some five | 
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weeks. With constituency after constituency, rural as well as 
urban, recording themselves against a reimposition of the corn 
laws or any other form of protection, our Republican friends are 
probably not quite so sanguine of what will come out of a British 
general election. 

While it is gratifying to observe that Chamberlain is not suc- 
ceeding in his attempt to hoodwink the British workingman into 
believing that he can lift himself up by his boot straps—that he 
can tax himself rich, that a tax upon foodstuffs will benefit him— 
it is even more gratifying to observe that the Liberal party there, 





| the prototype of the Democratic party here, is not content to 
f : 1 | meet Mr. Chamberlain with the mere negative proposition of 
iey may be able to exact an ever-increasing tribute 


‘leaving well enough alone,” nor to emulate MARK Hanna in 
his ‘*‘ stand-pat’’ policy, but are rather showing an unmistakable 
disposition to go to the root of the matter. 

One of the great London magazines, the Contemporary Review, 
has in its January number an article entitled ‘‘The need of a 
Radical party.” If written for American consumption, I suppose 
it would have called it ‘* The need of a radical Democratic party.” 

This article, in describing what is needed to combat and suc- 
cessfully overthrow the revival of protection, says: 


{From Contemporary Review for January. ] 


There remains the condition of a great question which will fire men’s im- 
aginations with the fee ling of a distinct and vital need. Can there be any 
doubt that the land question answers to thisdescription? ‘ Manisa landani- 
mal,” says Henry George, and in England man and the land are parted. It 
is not surprising, therefore, that not one, but a thousand currents of thought 
flow into this channel. What, for example, is the one solid feature of the na- 
tional economy which gives force to the revival of protection? The decline 
of agriculture, the fact that a yearly decreasing yof Englishmen liveand 
work on the soil, and a yearly decreasing proportion of f is raised on Eng- 
lish land. From 1851 to 1891 the number of agricultural laborers has declined 
36 per cent; during the ensuing ten years a further decline of 25 per cent has 
taken place, while in fatal testimony to the tendency to make land the sport- 
ing ground of the rich rather than the patrimony of the entire people. the 
number of gamekeepers has increased % per cent in the same period. Is it 
possible to state a fact of greater social significance? 


It may be profitable to ask right here why the number of Eng- 
lish agricultural laborers has declined 52 per cent in fifty years, 
while gamekeepers have increased 25 per cent during that period. 
The answer is not hard to find. It is found in a system of taxa- 
tion in England, as here, which places nearly all the burden of 
local taxation upon improvements and upon personal property, 
while land values almost escape taxation. Let England but re- 
verse this policy. Let her exempt improvements and other forms 
of labor products from taxation and place the burden of taxation 
where it naturally belongs—on land values—and her dukes, mar- 
quises, and earls will no longer find it profitable to breed rabbits 
and foxes. The land will then be cultivated, and farm laborers 
will not need to immigrate here or to Canada to look for employ- 
ment. It is land monopoly, made possible because land is not 
taxed according to its value, that drives the farm laborer from 
the country of his birth, while gamekeepers’are employed to drive 
his fellow off of ‘‘ my lord’s’’ land. Ovr policy of selling the pub- 
lic lands and then placing the burden of taxation upon the settlers’ 
improvements, while the land speculator almost entirely escapes, 
is producing in America the same evils. 

The writer goes on to describe further the desertion of English 
fields and the degradation of the landless laborers, and asks: 
‘* What are the remedies?’’ He answers: 

Not the discredited device of protection, which the laborers will not have 
at any price, but the reform of our land system, for that system furnishes 
the most effective bar to the application of the wonderful discovery that the 
old Malthusian specter of the pressure of population on the means of sub- 
sistence is laid forever, and that, as Prince Kropotkin shows, the land of 
England could sustain out of its own resources not merely the foreign-fed 
multitudes of to-day, but double and treble that number. 


The writer continues: 


Municipalities, distracted with the growing burden of improvements, the 
increasing difficulties of traction and urban extension, the appalling evils of 


| overcrowding, are rapidly coming to Mr. Booth’s conclusion that the taxa- 





| 


tion of ground values lies at the root of the housing problem. 


As it is inevitable that we in this country must ultimately con- 
clude. 

The article then shows the reasonableness of this method of 
taxation and violently attacks Mr. Chamberlain’s proposals, call- 
ing them a ‘* monstrous piece of economic atavism ’’—an attempt 
to shift more and more of the burdens of the state upon industry 


| and wages. 


The conclusion of the author is that ‘‘ the land question is ripe 
for action.”’ 

The Contemporary Review is not alone in pointing to the taxa- 
tion of land values (in England sometimes termed the ‘‘ taxation 
of site values,’’ at other times ‘‘taxation of ground rents ”*’) asthe 
policy which the Liberal party must adopt to successfully and 
completely defeat Chamberlain’s protectionist propaganda, for 
the London Speaker, the leading Liberal weekly, in its editorial 
of January 9, says: 

We have to attack not merely the false remedies the protectionists aro 
offering us, but the real abuses and injustices they are defending. 
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It proceeds: 


For this reason we are delighted to notice the emphasis laid b 
pendent Review on the necessity of land reform, a subject which occupies 
two articles in the January number of that periodical. he first article, pre- 
sumably from the = of the editor, destroys in a terse and luminous retro- 
spect the historical defenses for land monopoly; the second, written by Mr. 
Charles Trevelyan, sets cut some of the arguments for the taxation of land 
values. Our own strong opinions in favor of treating this question as one of 
immediate urgency have been expressed often enough in these columns. 


The Speaker urges the Liberal party to grapple fearlessly with 
the land problem, and says ‘‘the case for action is unusually 
strong.”’ 


the Inde- 
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Mr. BURKE. Do I understand that the amend), 
committee are now considered as pending? 
The SPEAKER. The amendments reported from t). commi 
| tee are pending. The gentleman from South Dakota can offer . F 
_ amendment if he sees proper, and then call the previous quest = 
| He can test the sense of the House at any time he desirec ™ 
| Mr. BURKE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amer 
| TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “interior,” in line 12, page 10 of the bill, i; 
‘*not more than 640 acres to any one purchaser.” 


nts of the 


endment: 


t the words 


Mr. Chamberlain proposes to increase the price of food without relieving | 


atall Sapeeuswe of rent, and if the Liberal party can not offer the country | 


some real measure of reform its place in the scheme of progress is forfeited. 
We hope, then, that there will be no hesitation in the Liberal party about 
grappling with this problem in its various aspects, for the land question is 
just as important in the country as in the town. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BAKER. [ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks inthe Recorp. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.]| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
amendment to one section of the bill. 

Mr. BURKE. Ido not think it would be in order to offer an 
amendment. I can not accept it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to an hour, and 
after the expiration of that time the bill is open to amendment, 
unless the previous question operates. 

Mr. BURKE. Well, I do not yield to an amendment, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will say to the gentleman that I 
am iv favor of the bill. I believe it is correct in its policy. I be- 
lieve that these reservations should be opened up, but I do not 
believe in the provision of the bill that provides that after the four 
years’ time has elapsed that the remaining portion of the unsold 


land should be sold in unlimited quantities under such rules and | 


regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. Idesire 
to offer an amendment providing that the amount sold to any one 
man shall not exceed 640 acres. 


be no agricultural land to be taken up. 

Mr. BURKE. Does the gentleman want to limit the amount to 
640 acres? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Yes; to 640 acres. 

Mr. BURKE. Is that all that the amendment provides? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is all that part of the amend- 
ment provides. 

Mr. BURKE. I do not object to that. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. There is another amendment which 
I think should be made to this bill. If there were valuable min- 


erals in this land the minerals should not pass with the land and | 
be subject to entry. I believe that the miners are entitled to as | 


much consideration as the homesteader. 

Mr. BURKE. There is a general law that protects that. 

Mr. BAKER. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again state to the gentleman 
from South Dakota that he is recognized for an hour. 

Mr. BURKE. I understand that, Mr. Speaker. 

TheSPEAKER. And that the bill is subject to amendment un- 
less the gentleman at the end of that time asks the previous ques- 
tion. 


Mr. BURKE. I stated that I had no objection to the amend- | 


ment offered by the gentleman from Texas, to limit it as he states, 
and after the a of that I shall ask for the previous ques- 
tion upon the bill and amendments to its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 


South Dakota that the Chair understands the rule to be this: In | 
. the hour that the gentleman controls the bill is not subject to | 
amendment, and that so far the amendments have been read for | 


information. Now, if the gentleman yields the floor the bill will 
be subject to amendment. 


Mr. BURKE. Iam not yielding the floor, Mr. Speaker, and I | 


ask for the previous — M7 

The SPEAKER. The previous on is asked for. 

Mr. BAKER. I shall object, 
an opportunity to offer my amendment. 

Mr. BURKE. I ask that the bill be amended as suggested by 
the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent—— 

Mr. BAKER. I object, Mr. Speaker, unless I can have an op- 
portunity to offer my amendment. You can vote my amendment 
down in a second. 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an 


I would limit it to 160 acres if | 
it were agricultural Jand, but I presume all the agricultural land | 
will have been taken within the four years and that there will | 


r. Speaker, unless I can have | 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That covers the g 
amendment. 
On motion of Mr. Burkk, the previous question was ordered 
The question was taken on the amendment and the amendment 
was agreed to. : 
| Mr. BAKER. Mr.Speaker,a parliamentary inquiry. Do | yp. 
derstand I can not now offer an amendment? ; c 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is now operating, 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. FINLEY. Merely for a matter of information. [| wish, 
call the attention of the gentleman from South Dakota to his proyo- 
sition to amend the amount of appropriation by reducing it from 
$90.000 to $75,000. 

Mr. BURKE. Iam going to offer that at the proper time, | 
move to amend, Mr. Speaker, in section 5, in line 10, to strike out 
the word *‘ ninety ’’ and insert ‘* seventy-five.”’ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BAKER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. FINLEY. I move to recommit the bill with instruction to 
report back a reduced appropriation from $90,000 to $75,000, in 
line 10, page 11. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina moves to 
recommit the bill with instructions to the committee to report the 
same back immediately with an amendment, striking out the word 
‘ninety’ and inserting the word *‘ seventy-five ”’ in line 10, pag: 
11: so as to make the appropriation $75,000 instead of $0,000. 

Mr. BURKE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. What 
will be the status of the bill if the gentleman’s motion prevails? 

The SPEAKER. It will have to be reported back by the com 
mittee forthwith if this motion is adopted. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to 

Mr. BURKE. Mr. Speaker, I report back the bill H. R. 10418 
with an amendment, in accordance with the direction of the 
House. 

Mr. BAKER. A parliamentary inquiry. 
had a meeting? 

Mr. BURKE. I now ask the previous question on the bill and 
the amendments to its passage. 

Mr. BAKER. You can not—— 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The Chair is informed, and 
| his recollection without the information concurs with the infor- 

mation, that this is the usual proceeding and that there are prece- 
dents. The Clerk will read section 1022 of Hinds’s Parliamentary 
Practice. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 1022. A bill may be recommitted with instructions that it be reported 

back forthwith, and this report may be made at once by the chairman of the 

| committee and is not subject to the point that it must be considered in the 
Committee of the Whole if it has previously been considered there. 


round of my 


The question is on the 


Has the committee 


Mr. BURKE. Mr. Speaker, I now ask the previous question 
on the passage of the bill and the amendments. 
_ Mr. BAKER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. Do I 
understand that under the rules it is not necessary for the com: 
mittee to meet when the bill was recommitted? 
The SPEAKER. Such has been the practice with such 
structions. } . 
Mr. BAKER. All right; I want to get that clear. Now! ss 
“unanimous consent to offer an amendment. The fate of that 
amendment is known. Probably there will not be another vol’ 
_ for it in this House. Be 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unanr 
mous consent to offer an amendment. Is there objection: 
Mr. MARTIN. I object. , aie 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The question now 8"! 
the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 
| The question was taken; and on a division (dem: 
| BAKER) the ayes were 110 and the noes |. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no OO te 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York maxes 
point of no quorum. i hat the 
Mr. BURKE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent tha 


ynded by Mr. 
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gentleman from New York may be permitted to offer his amend- 
vaughter. 

_ B LER. I | thdraw my point of no quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from South Dakota asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from New York may offer an 
‘ nent. 
amen TA ‘ON. LI object. . 

Mr. BAKER. I raise the point of no quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. PAYNE. Evidently, Mr. Speaker, there is no quorum, and 
we can vote on this Monday morning to accommodate my friend 
from New York. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Pending that, the Chair will submit the fol- 
lowing personal request: 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 

BapGeR indefinitely, on account of important business, 
ADJOURNMENT. 

The motion of Mr. PAYNE was then agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 8 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed until Monday next at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as | 
follows: 

A letter from the president of the Capital Traction Company, 
submitting a statement of the receipts and disbursements for the 
vear ended December 81, 1908—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Samuel B. Harris against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, submitting a reply to the | 
House as to the use of horses and vehicles in his Department—to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Post-Office Department, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of acommunication from the Secretary of the Navy submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for reimbursement of the owners of 
— H ~ i the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed, 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
—- and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
a8 IOLLOWS: 

Mr. HENRY of Texas, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to | 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10145) to provide | 
for appeals, writs of error, and other appellate proceedings from 
the circuit and district courts of Beaumont, in the eastern dis- 
trict of Texas, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 644); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ALEXANDER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to | 





which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5498) to provide 
for circuit and district courts of the United States at Albany, 
Ga., reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 


rt (No. 645); which said bill and report were referred to the | 
ouse Calendar, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


, Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from | 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10998) granting a pension to Mary McEvoy—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
tan Pensions. 

vill (H. R. 11165) granting a pension to Thompson F. Fris- 
bee—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

° A bill (H. R. 1966) for the judicial ascertainment of claims 
oat the United States—Committee on Claims discharged, and 
relerred to the Committee on the J udiciary. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


a — clanae 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

tolls = lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as 

oy Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 11485) to establish a_perma- 

State of woe one ground in Suffolk County, Long Island, in the 
of New York—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 11436) to extend the limits 
of the Shiloh National Military Park and to provide for the im- 
provement thereof—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 11437) to reg- 
ulate shipping in trade between ports of the United States and 
ports or places in the oo Archipelago, between ports or 
places in the Philippine Archipelago, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 11438) for the purchase of 
site and erection of a public building in the city of Wayne, Nebr.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 11439) to authorize district 
judges to appoint the chief bailiffs, and fixing salaries—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11440) to provide for transfer of civil and 
criminal cases from one division to another in the northern dis- 
trict of Se ie: the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11441) to designate certain counties as the 
Atlanta division of the northern judicial district of Georgia—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 11442) to authorize district 
judges to order certain officers from one division to another—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 11443) to 
extend the exemp/ion from head tax to citizens of Newfoundland 
entering the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Nat ization. 

By Mr. DICK: A bill (H. R. 11444) to grant certain lands to 
the State of Ohio—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11445) to increase the pensions of those who 
have lost an eye or the sight of an eye in the military or naval 
service of the United States—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11446) toamend section 9 of the act approved 
March 1, 1889, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the organization 
a militia in the District of Columbia ’’—to the Committee on 

ilitia. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 11447) increasing the pen- 
sions of those now receiving or entitled to pensions under the acts 
of Congress approved July 27, 1892, and June 27, 1902—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 11448) making an ap- 

ropriation from the unclaimed fund in the Treasury of the 
United States due the estates of deceased colored soldiers of the 
civil war for the erection of buildings for the use of the military 
department of Wilberforce University, an institution for the edu- 
cation of colored youths, located in Greene County, Ohio—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 11449) to authorize the 
counties of Sherburne and Wright, Minn., to construct a bridge 
across the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mtr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 11450) to amend Title 
LX, chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes of the United States of 
America, relating to copyrights—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 99) author- 
izing the Commission on International Exchange to agree with 
other nations upon uniform laws, subject to the approval of Con- 
gress, tending to preserve the gold product of the world for 
coinage and monetary purposes—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
os following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. BABCOCKE: A bill (H. R. 11451) granting an increase 
of pension to Alexander Morrison—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11452) granting a pension to Ann Jones—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 11453) granting an increaseof pen- 
sion to Maria Leuchart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROOKS: A bill (H. R. 11454) for the relief of Alfred 
James Saynor—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 11455) for the relief of Wil- 
liam H. Linton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DICK: A bill (H. R. 11456) granting a pension toEmma 
C. Hayes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11457) granting a pension to Maryetta Wil- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11458) nting a pension to Maria C. Waste— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11459) ting a pension to Rollin H. Crane~ 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 11460) granting a pension to Mary E. Kern— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11461) granting a pension to Mary C. James— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11462) to remove the charge of desertion and 
grant an honorable discharge to Ceylon Gowdy—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11468) for the relief of Jackson Pryor—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11464) for the relief of Carl F. Kolbe—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11465) granting an increase of pension to | 


Frances E. Rex—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11466) granting an increase of pension to 
James J. Mears—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11467) granting an increase of pension to | 


James J. Winans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11468) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
son G. Holcomb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11469) granting an increase of pension to Ed- | 


ward Potter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also. a bill (H. R. 11470) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11471) granting an increase of pension to | 


Verus A. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11472) granting an increase of pension to 
Vendruth Washburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11473) granting an increase of pension to Ca- | 


leb F. Bandle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 11474) granting an increace | 


of pension to D. J. Robins—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11475) granting an increase of pension to | 


William J. Moon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 11476) grant- | 


ing a pension to Margaret Flynn—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 11477) granting an increase | 


of pension to Alson E. Reese—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 


By Mr. LITTAUVER: A bill (H. R. 11478) to remove the charge | 
of desertion from the military record of Mathew W. Face—to the | 


Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11479) granting a pension to Catharine | 


Berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11480) granting an increase of pension to | 


Lemuel R. Wilcox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11481) to correct the mili 
David R. Blessing—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LONG 
sion to Charles B. Snell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11483) nting a pension to Cathzrine Had- 
dock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 11484) granting an increase of pension to 
Christina Voigt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11485) for the relief of Pardon M. Bowen— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11486) 
Samuel B. Loewenstine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11487) granting an increase of pension to 
John Wybrant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11488) for the relief of Joseph Crist, late first 


mate United States steamer Missionary—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11489) for the relief of the heirs at law of 
M. A. Phelps and the heirs at law of John W. Renner—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11490) granting honorable certificates of dis- 
charge to certain officers and enlisted men of the United States 
volunteer service who were called out by the proclamation of 
Gen. Lewis Wallace, issued September 5, 1862—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11491) granting a pension to Adelaide B. 
Warwick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 11492) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel B. Bartley—to the Committee on Invalid Pex- 
810n8. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 11493) for the relief 
of Sarah Crabtree and the estate of Eli Crabtree, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 11494) 
Sarah Jane Grissom—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11495) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Shaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 11496) granting an increase of 
pension to Anne Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


record of | 


ORTH: A bill (H. R. 11482) granting a pen- | 


nting an increase of pension to | 


| station at Put in Bay—to the Committee on Naval A{lurs 


| _ Also, petition of W. H. Hammon, of Pittsburg, Pa..' 
ting an increase of pension to | the He 

By 
| others, of Jamesport, Mo.; E, Blacklock and 35 otl 
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By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 11497) granting ay increac 
of pension to Daniel B. Legg—to the Committee on Inyaliq Pen 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11498) granting an increase of pension { 
William A. Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11499) granting an increase of pension ' 
Albert Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions ? 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11500) granting a pension to Sarah Harlow. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. x 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H.R. 11501) grant. 
ing a pension to Sarah 8S. Mulcahay—to the Committee on Inyali 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 11509) fo, 
the relief of La Grange College, of Colbert County, Ala.—to +i, 
| Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 11503) granting 
pension to Moses Fragar—to the Committee on Invalii Pension. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11504) granting a pension to John Algoe— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11505) granting a pension to James Abbot 
| alias James Buck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11506) granting a pension to William R 
Hiscock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. j 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11507) granting a pension to Freeman Rohr. 
abacher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11508) granting an increase of pension to 
| Sophia E. Farland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11509) granting an increase of pension to 
| William H. McEnally—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
By. Mr. WARNOCK: A bill (H. R. 11510) grantieg an increase 
_of pension to William H. Organ—to the Comittee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 11511) granting an increase 
| of pension to Edward M. McCook—to the Committee on Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
| were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
| By the SPEAKER: Resolutions of the board of directors of the 
Chicago Board of Trade, in favor of postal currency—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Mrs. Annie Long and 39 others, of Green 
wood, Fla., praying for legislation to enable them to obtain title 
_ to certain lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the regents of the University of Wisconsin, 
in favor of legislation for additional aid to agricultural experi- 
ment stations—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Peshtigo Good Roads Association, of Mari 
nette, Wis.; of Cairo (Ill.) Board of Trade, and of the National 
| League of Commission Merchants, praying for legislation to on 

able the Interstate Commerce Commission to fix freight rates in 
certain cases—to the Committee on Interstate and F orcign Com 


merce. 
| By Mr. BADGER: Resolution of Elias J. Beers Post, No. 57 
| Grand Army of the Republic, of Columbus, Obio, in favor ofa 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensiors. : 
By Mr. BROOKS: Resolution of the Salida Board of Trade, °! 
Salida, Cal., against any changes in the land laws—to the Com 
_ mittee on the Public Lands. i Fae As 
| By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of the officers of the University 
of Maine, in favor of converting the big-tree groves of aliforma 
into national parks—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
Also, resolutions of C. M. Williams Post, No. 141, Grand 
of the Republic, of Mount Vernon, Me., in favor of « service-peh 
sion law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ oe 
| =f Mr. CAMPBELL: Paper to accompany bill for the reueto! 
| William H. Linton—to the Committee on Military Afiaire. c 
| By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Resolution of (irand Arm) 
| of the Republic Post No. 570, Department of Pennsylvania," 
favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 11 alid Pen- 


Army 


| §10n8. + day 
| By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of First Battalion, Naval Bri 
| gade, of the Ohio National Guard, relative to a naval tralis 


Pittsburg 
onference 


r bill 


| Also, petitions of J. C. Dowell. of Pittsburg, Pa., «» 

| Woman’s Home Missionary Society of the Pittsburg ‘ 
of the Methodist Church, in favor of the Hepburn-D 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


favor of 
urn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judimary. 
r. DOUGHERTY: Petition of E. B. Thom; 


ana + 
of King 
ville, Mo., 
»oO1 the 


‘ 


City, Mo., and J. R. Williams and 12 others, of Mart'n~ 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Comm'" 
Judiciary. 








1904. 
a eee 


DWIGHT: Paper to accompany bill granting increase 


By Mr. to William M. Moon—to the Committee on Invalid 


of pensi mm 


Pensiv* pLACK: Resolution of Peru (N. Y.) Grange, Patrons of 


Husbandry, favoring good-roads legislation—to the Committee 
eric ilture. 
oie. FULLER: Resolution of the Board of Trade of Cairo, 
lll “in relation to enlarging the powers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
‘ommerce. 
; Also. resolution of R. B. Hayes Post, No. 120, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Plano, I., in favor of a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. GUDGER: Letters of citizens in favor of army chaplain 
pill__to the Committee on Military Affairs. f 

Also, paper to accompany bill to increase pension of Alson E. 
Reese—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Letter of Hart-Parr Company, of Charles 
City, lowa, relative to the passage of bill H. R. 9302, which pro- 
vides for the removal of internal revenue on denaturized alcohol— 
to the Committee on ie and Means. 

Also, petition of E. B. Hall and others, of Swaledale, Iowa, in 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Henry Howard Post, No. 259, and Frank A. 
Brush Post, No. 77, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of 
Iowa, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of citizens of Thomp- 
sonville, Conn., relative to the closing of the St. Louis Exposition 
on the Sabbath—to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expo- 
sitions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Resolutions of Captain J. W. 
Conover Post, No. 68, Grand Army of the Republic, Freehold, 
N. J., in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of W. L. Pearson and others, of Oska- 
loosa, Iowa, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANNING: Resolutions of James M. Weart Post, No. 
108, of Hopewell, N. J.,and Bayard Post, No. 8, of Trenton, N. J., 
Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of the Oneida Republican Asso- 
ciation of the Fifteenth Ward of Brooklyn, N. Y., indorsing the 
action of the President in relation to the isthmian cana] ques- 
tion—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
a pension to Catharine Berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


Also, papers to accompany House bill to correct the military | 


record of Mathew W. Face—to the Committee on Military Affairs. | $5,000; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 


Also, papers to accompany House bill to correct the military 
record of David R. Blessing—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. LITTLE: oo to accompany bill H. R. 10304, for the 
relief of Mrs. Eliza J. Haines—to the Committee on War Claims. 
_By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of citizens of Jennings Creek, 
Va., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Sedgwick Post, No. 4, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Maine, in favor of a service-pension law—to the Com- 
mhittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Massachusetts State Board of 
Trade, in favor of arbitration treaties with Great Britain—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Massachusetts State Board of Trade, in favor 
of certain changes in postal rates—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

A , petition of Massachusetts State Board of Trade, in favor 
Sen oviding a vessel to patrol Atlantic coast waters and destroy 

erelicts—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
._ By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill grant- 
ing an increase of pension to eurab Jane Grissom—to the Com- 
= on Invalid Pensions. 

'SO, paper to accompany bill H. R. 8999, for the relief of the 
estateof H. B, Henegar, decenaed, late of Bradley County, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
waa .Mr. OTIS: Petition of citizens of Mount Vernon, N. Y., 
bail : ve to the sale of liquor in Soldiers’ Homes and Government 

r te ings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 
again) 2ouition of Rev. G. W. McPherson, of Yonkers, N. Y., 
eainst sale of liquor in Soldiers’ Homes and Government build- 

~ the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

y Mr. PORTER: Letter of Thomas K. Cree, relative to cer- 


tain Provisions i : 
Office and Pont the Postal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
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Also, resolution of First Battalion, Naval Brigade, of the Ohio 
National Guard, relative to a naval training station at Put in 
Bay—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Cigar Makers’ 
Union No. 37, of Fort Wayne, Ind., in favor of bill H. R. 6—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of National League of Commission 
Merchants, relating to enlarging powers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Resolutions of Carver Post, No. 
123, and John Gillaly Post, No. 114, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Department of Michigan, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
11261, to correct the military record of I. N. Nance—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, rs to accompany bill H. R. 8856, for the relief of the 
heirs of William W. Leftwich—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of citizens of Freedom, N. H., 
in favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of Clark Allis and 47 others, 
of Medicina, N. Y., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on'the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WANGER: Resolutionsof M. E. Richards Post, No. 595, 
of Pottstown, Pa., and General S. K. Zook Post, No. 11, of Norris- 
town, Pa., Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a memorial of Harmony Grange, No. 891, Patrons of 
Husbandry, in favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 


MonDAy, February 1, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp Everett Hate. 

Mr. CHarRtes H. Drerrica, a Senator from the State of Ne- 
braska, appeared in his seat to-day. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Friday last, when, on request of Mr. HansBRouGH, and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

ie PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved. 

SOLDIERS’ HOME AT MARION, IND. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of Warsubmitting an estimate of deficiency in 
the appropriation for the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers, Marion Branch, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, 


the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
BOARD FOR PROMOTION OF RIFLE PRACTICE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of War submitting an estimate of appropria- 
tion for the service for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1903, for 
expenses of Board for Promotion of Rifle Practice, $850; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF CAPITAL TRACTION COMPANY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the an- 
nual report of the Capital Traction Company for the year 1903; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOURNALS OF CONFEDERATE STATES CONGRESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting, in response to a resolution of the 28th ultimo, a copy of the 
Journals of the Provisional and the First and Second Congresses of 
the Confederate States of America, now in the custody of the 
War Department. 

The papers comprise about seven octavo volumes, and, if there 
be no objection, the Chair will refer them to the Committee on 
Printing without any order in reference to the printing, leaving 
the Committee on Printing to determine what shall be done. 

Mr. BATE. I think that course will be agreeable. 

Mr. BACON. Is it arecommendation of the Secretary of War? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes; a communication from 
the Secretary of War. 

Mr. BACON. What is the purport of the communication? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It transmits the Journals of 
the Provisional and the First and Second Congresses of the Confed- 
erate States. 
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Mr. BACON. I understand, but I wish to know what is the | 
purpose of the transmission. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers were transmitted 
in order that they might be printed. 

Mr. HALE. I think itis in reply to some resolution adopted | 
by the Senate asking the Secretary of War to send in these 

apers. 

Mr. BACON. That is what I wished to know. 

Mr. HALE. It is a matter of historic value, and if it goes to 
the Committee on Printing they will report as to the printing. 

Mr. BATE. Let it be printed and lie on the table, please. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are seven octavo vol- 
umes. 

Mr. BATE. Oh, no; just the communication from the Secre- 
tary of War. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be 
printed and referred, with the accompanying papers, to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

Mr. FORAKER subsequently said: Mr. President, I understand 
that while I was absent from the Senate for a few minutes the 
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Chair laid before the Senate the papers transmitted by the Secre- 
tary of War in response to a Senate resolution adopted on the 28th 
ultimo, calling for a copy of the Journals of the Provisional and 
the First and Second Congresses of the Confederate States of Amer- 


ica, and that they were referred by the Chair to the Committee | 


on Printing. 

I ask that that reference may be reconsidered and that the pa- 
pers may be printed as a Senate document. I think there will 
be no controversy as to the propriety of printing the document. 
It is something which has been wespeees y the War Department 
at a very great expense of time trouble. 

Mr. BATE. I think that is all we desire on this side about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And without any further or- 
der in relation to the printing? 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand that it is not necessary to make 
any order under the rule. It isa document prepared by the War 
Department, called for by the Senate, and transmitted to the Sen- 
ate in response toa resolution adopted by the Senate. The docu- 
ment is one entirely proper to be printed and the purpose in ask- 
ing for it was to have it printed. So I—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What the Chair was asking 
was as to the future in addition to the number to be printed un- 
der that order, and as to how many additional copies the Senator 
would desire to have printed? There is a limit fixed by the rule 
to the number that can be printed as a Senate document. 

Mr. FORAKER. Let it be printed as a Senate document. 
Then, after we have had a chance to look at it, if we want to have 
additional cme we can adopt a resolution providing for the 
printing of additional copies for the use of the Senate and also 
for the use of the House. 

Mr. BATE. For the present I think that is the correct course. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What are the papers? 

Mr. FORAKER. Copiesof the Journals of the Provisional and 
the First and Second Congresses of the Confederate States. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Is that the document which the Chair 
stated is in seven octavo volumes? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Itseems tome that some committee ought 





to look at it before it is ordered printed. Does the rule apply to 
this document that if the printing exceeds the cost of $500 the 
question shall be referred to the Committee on Printing? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not. When the re- 
quest is made that it be printed as a Senate document there is no 
hmit as to the cost. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is the same asin the case of any other Sen- 
ate document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
any other Senate document. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is a document prepared by the War De- 
pone it comes under the rule, and it is one, I think, the pub- 

ic will be interested in seeing. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I am quite clear in the 
opinion that this will be a document of much interest to Congress 
and to the people of the country, and yet it is a fact that one of 
the most striking and startling extravagances of Congress is in 
the matter of printing. Our homes and our committee rooms are 
filled with books and documents that are never consulted. I wish 
that there might be some way devised whereby we could econo- 
mize somewhat in the item of printing. 

So far as this particular document is concerned, I shall be very 
glad indeed to have a copy of it, and if the Senator from Ohio is 
clear in the opinion that it ought to be printed, of course I shall 


interpose no objection. 
It has been pre- 


The same as in the case of 


Mr. FORAKER. I feel that way about it. 
under the supervision of the War Department, and it be- 
ongs to the history of thecountry. I think it ought to be printed. 


FEBRUARY 1, 


es 

Mr. BATE. Iaskif this is the same document that 
sented a while ago and went over? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Itisthe same. It wag 
to the Committee on Printing without an order to print, 

Mr. BATE. So I understood. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from 0 
that that reference may be reconsidered and that it 
printed as a Senate document. 

Mr. BATE. Does the Senator from Ohio indicate the number 
of copies that shall be printed? ' 

Mr. FORAKER. No; I simply ask that the usual number of 
copies may be printed—that is quite a considerable num)er— 


eres —and 
after it is in document form and we have had a chance to look at 


Was pre- 


referred 


hio asks 
may be 


it we can provide for the printing of further copies, whateyey 
number may be necessary. 

Mr. BATE. I think the first printing should be as suggesteg 
and then we can provide afterwards for additional copies if neces. 


sary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the ro. 
quest of the Senator from Ohio to reconsider the vote by which 
the document was referred to the Committee on Printing? The 
Chair hears none. Is there any objection to the request of the 
Senator from Onio that the papers be printed as a Senate docu. 
ment? The Chair hears no objection, and that order is made. 

Does the Senator, after it is printed as a document, desire any 
reference of it? 

Mr. FORAKER. No; I do not suppose any reference is neces- 
sary. It will be printed simply as a Senate document and will be 
distributed among Senators, each one having his allotment, as all 
other Senate documents are distributed. 

ENGINEER CORPS OF THE ARMY. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 


| nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a General Staff 


report relating to the increase of the Engineer Corps of the Army, 
together with a draft of a proposed bill on that subject; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RECESS APPOINTMENTS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commn- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 26th ultimo, certain information relative to re- 
cess appointments of Army officers; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers. was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. TILLMAN subsequently said: I have examined the papers 
sent by the Secretary of War in answer to the Senate resolution, 
and in order to facilitate the understanding of their contents by the 
members of the Senate in the morning before they come here, | 
ask that they may be printed in the Recorp as well as printed as 
a document. Otherwise Senators could not see them or get hold 
of them until they came to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PAtrTerson in the chair). 
The Senator from South Carolina asks unanimous consent that 
the papers to which he refers may be printed in the Recorp. 1s 
there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the document? 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is the answer of the Secretary of War to 
the resolution of the Senate in regard to the appointment of cer- 
tain officers, and my sole purpose in asking that it may be printed 
in the Recorp is that Senators may see it in the morning, which 
otherwise they would not have an opportunity of doing. It has 
already been ordered printed as a document. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is it a very long document? 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is notalong document, sir. I have exam- 
ined it, and it will not take two pages of the Rrecorp. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall not object then, Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from South Carolina? The Chair hears none, and 
the document referred to will be printed in the Recor. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 


Washington, January 2, 1 
To the Senate: ‘ nl 
I have the honor to reply to the following resolution of the Senate passe 
January 26, 1904: snatructed t 
* Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, instructet © 
send to the Senate information the nature of answers to the foilowils 
questions: cof the 
“First. What officers in the Army were appointed during the r= Se 
Senate occurring between March 19, 1908, to November ¢, 1%? Wer ae 
missions issued these officers; and if so, of what character? Wt 0 cod 
failed of confirmation during the jal session beginning Novem a have 
ending December 7, 1903? ve these officers been reappointe “he a 
commissions been issued to them? If so, what is the character of te < 
mission and what authority of law is there for its being issued!" — ait ee 
(1) A list of the officers in the Army appointed during the reces* Sn 
Senate occurring between March 19, Lae, and November 9, 190, is a0 
hereto, marked “A.” : 
The customary recess commissions were issued to these officers 
expiring at the end of the next session of the Senate. + what offi- 
(2) The only information which the Secretary of War has as tower 
cers have failed o1 confirmation is derived from the Senate. By vo™l 


in terms 











1904. 


es 
: saminations t to the Senate with the list of confirmations com- 

the list of it on ype the President it appears that the officers named 

muniratmie D, annexed hereto, had not been confirmed at noon on the first 

jn ScheC ee amber, 1903. 

Monday of December, cifled in Schedule B have been reappointed, and re- 


l 
(3) All the —_ ? the character specified above, have been issued 


cess comm1ss! 


to them. 
, ders ing of this Department that the authority of law therefor 
It to rs orl ratendiee reareah 8,of the Constitution, which reads as fol- 
is / ce 7 oS ’ 


10WS. president shall have power to fill all vacancies that may happen 
a om - ee ae 2 genate by granting commissions, which shall expire 


© nd of their next session.” 
“ — respectfully, Euruv Roor, 
Secretary of War. 
[Three incl sures.) 
WAR DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE ADJUTANT-GENERAL, 
Washington, January 27, 190k. 
fully returned to the Chief of Staff with the following information, 
aittn the within resolution of the Senate of January 26, 1904: 

First, A list of officers in the Army aa during the recess of the 
Senate occurring between March 19 an ovember 9, 19038. The names of 
all officers of the Army appointed during the recess specified is, with only 
two exceptions, correctly given in the list of Executive nominations received 
by the Senate November 11, 1903, and published in the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recor of that date. The list thus published is inclosed to save the time of 
transcribing all the names. 

The two officers receiving Tecate appointments whose names do not appear 
inthislist are Second Lieut. F. E. Gignoux, Artillery Corps, promoted to grade 
of first lieutenant, and who resigned during the recess and was out of service 
when the Senate met, and Squadron Sergt. Maj. Horace Higgins, Twelfth 
Cavalry, promoted to be a second lieutenant of infantry, but not nominated 
in consequence of evidence of moral delinquency filed inthe Department prior 
to the meeting of the Senate. Commissions, signed by the dent, were 
issued toall of these officers of the character usually designated “recess com- 
missions,” each of which ified: “This commission to continue in force 
during the pleasure of the dent of the United States for the time being 
and until the end of the next session of the Senate.” 

Second, A list of such of these officers as failed of confirmation during the 
special session of the Senate beginning November 9 and ending December 7, 
148. isinclosed. These officers were Sty inted December7, 1903. A copy of 
the President's order appointing them follows the list. This order of appoint- 
ment was followed by recess commissions dated December 7, 1903, to all of 
these officers. These recess commissions were of the same character as those 
issued during the recess preceding November 9, 1903, that is to a to con- 
tinue in force “ for the time being and until the end of the next session of the 


Ya ti .** 
— E. R. Hints, 
Acting Adjutant-General. 


ScHEDULE A.—NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate November 11, 1903. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 

GENERAL OFFICER. 
To be Lieutenant-General. 
Maj. Gen. Samuel B. M. Young, United States Army, August 8, 1903, vice 
Miles, retired from active service. 

To be major-generals. 


Brig. Gen. Samuel S. Sumner, United States Army, July 26, 1903, vice Davis. 
retired from active service. 


Brig. Gen. Leonard Wood, United States Army, August 8, 1908, vice Young, | 


appointed Lieutenant-General. 
To be brigadier-generals. 
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* | 12, 1908, vice H ——G appointed 


Col. Jared A. Smith (since retired from active service), Corpsof Engineers, | 


April 13, 1908, vice Wade, appointed major-general. . 
Col. Jacob B. Rawles (since retired from active service), Artillery Corps, 
April 14, 1903, vice Smith, retired from active service. 
Col. Stephen W. Groesbeck (since retired from active service), judge- 
advocate, April 16,1908, vice Woodson, retired from active service. 
Col. John R. Myrick (since retired from active service), Artillery Corps, 
April 17, 1908, vice Groesbeck, retired from active service. , 
Col. Louis H. Rucker (since retired from active service), Eighth Cavalry, 
April 18, 1998), vice Myrick, retired from active service. 
Col. Theodore A. Baldwin (since retired from active service), Seventh Cav- 
alry, April 19, 1903, vice Rucker, retired from active service. 
Col. William P. Rogers (since retired from active service), Thirtieth In- 
fantry, April 20, 1903, vice Baldwin, retired from active service. 
ol. Peter C. Hains, Corps of Engineers, April 21, 1908, vice Rogers, retired 
from active service, 
J Col. John H. Page (since retired from active service), Third Infantry, 
uly $e, 1008, vice Sumner, appointed major-general. 
Col. Charles A. Woodruff (since retired from active service), assistant com- 
EN yheneral, July 27, 1908, vice retired from active service. 
Jule be liam L. Haskin (since retired from active service), Artillery Corps, 
7 5 tous, vice Charles A, Woodruff, retired from active service. 
Jul ol. Charles W. Miner (since retired from active service), Sixth Infantry, 
a i's 1903, vice Haskin, retired from active service. 
: a -James M. J. Sanno (since retired from active service), Eighteenth In- 
- mv July 30, 1908, yice Miner, retired from active service. 
Jul = harles F. Robe (since retired from active service), Ninth Infantry, 
q s, 1%, vice Sanno, retired from active service. 
moot James W. Reilly (since retired from active service), Ordnance Depart- 
a ; August 1, 1908, vice Robe, retired from active service. 

- h. Sawin B. Atwood (since retired from active service), Assistant Quar- 
Col Pap ccneral, August 2, 1908, vice Reilly, retired from active service. 
oan ‘Tank G. Smith (since retired from active service), Artillery Corps, 

‘Sire 3, 1908, vice Atwood, retired from active service. 
ian oo ‘ree B. Rodney (since retired from active service), Artillery Corps, 
Cor 4, 1903, vice Smith, retired from active service. 
o.. Almond 8. Wells (since retired from active service), First Cavalry, 
a 1908, vice Rodney, retired from active service. 
eau eter J. A. Cleary (since retired from active service), Assistant Sur- 
Col, Joba i August 6, 1908, viee Wells, retired from active service. 
tant Gowan B. Babcock (since retired from active service), Assistant Adju- 
Col Chan August 7, 1908, vice Cleary, retired from active service. 
fantry ser’ A. Coolidge (sine re from active service), Seventh In- 
Cot. ‘August 8, 1908, vice Wood, a) ted major-general. 
- \yTus 5. Roberts (since from active service), Second Infantry, 


August §, 1903, vice Babcock, retired from active service. 
nm (since retired from active service), Twenty-third 
vice Coolidge, retired from active service. 


Col. J. Milton Thom 
Infantry, August 9,1 





| 
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Col. Calvin De Witt (since retired from active service), Assistant Surgeon- 
General, August 9, 1908, vice Roberts, retired from active service. 

Col. Carle A. Woodruff (since retired from active service), Artillery Corps, 
August 10, 1903, vice Thompson, retired from active service. 

Col. David H. Kinzie (since retired from active service), Artillery Corps, 
August 10, 1903, vice De Witt, retired from active service. 

Col. John L. Tiernon (since retired from active service), Artillery Corps, 
Au 11, 1903, vice Carle A. Woodruff, retired from active service. 

ol. James Miller (since retired from active service), Twenty-second In- 
fantry, August 11, 1908, vice Kinzie, retired from active service. 

Col. David J. Craigie (since retired from active service), Seventeenth In- 
fantry, sages 12, 1908, vice Tiernon, retired from active service. 

Col. Alpheus H. Bowman (since retired from active service), Twenty-fifth 
Tapas: August 12, 1903, vice Miller, retired from active service. 

Col. Edmund Rice (since retired from active service), Nineteenth Infan- 
try, August 13, 1903, vice Craigie, retired from active service. 

Sol. rles G. Penney (since retired from active service), Twenty-ninth 
Infantry, August 13, 1903, vice Bowman, retired from active service. 

Col. Jesse C. Chance (since retired from active service), Fourth Infantry, 
August 14, 1903, vice Rice, retired from active service. 

ol. Theodore F. Forbes (since retired from activeservice), Twenty-seventh 
inhay Anges 14, 1903, vice Penney, retired from active service. 

Col. iel D. Wheeler (since retired from active service), Assistant Quar- 
termaster-General, August 15, 1903, vice Chance, retired from active service. 

Col. Leon A. Matile (since retired from active service), Twenty-fourth In- 
fantry, August 15, 1903, vice Forbes, retired from active service. 

Col. Charles L. Cooper (since retired from active service), Fifth Cavalry, 
August 16, 1903, vice Wheeler, retired from active service. 

Col. John A. Kress (since retired from active service), Ordnance Depart- 
ment, Angus 16, 1903, vice Matile, retired from active service 

Col. John Simpson (since retired from active service), Assistant Quarter- 
master-General, Augu:'t 17, 1903, vice Cooper, retired from active service. 

Col. Camillo C. C, Carr, Fourth Cavalry, August 17, 1903, vice Kress, retired 
from active service. 

Col. Thomas H. Barry, Assistant Adjutant-General, August 18, 1903, vice 
Simpson, retired from active service. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 
To be assistant adjutants-general with rank of colonel. 

Lieut. Col. George Andrews, assistant adjutant-general, August 7, 1903, vice 
Babcock, appointed brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. William A. a assistant adjutant-general, August 18, 1903, 
vice Barry, appointed brigadier-general. 

INSPECTOR-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 
To be inspectors-general with rank of colonel. 

Lieut. Col. Thomas T. Knox (since retired from active service), inspector- 
general, April 11; 1903, vice Vroom, appointed inspector-general with the rank 
of brigadier-general. , 

Lieut. Col. Stephen C. Mills, inspector-general, April 12, 1908, vice Burton, 
appointed inspector-general with the rank of bri er-general. 

JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 

Lieut. Col. Enoch H. Crowder, du rice Gcocal to be judge-advocate with 
the rank of colonel, April 16, 1 vice Groesbeck, appointed brigadier- 

neral. 
oe Maj. John A. Hull, judge-advocate, to be judge-advocate with the rank of 
lieutenant-colonel, April 16, 1908, vice Crowder, promoted. 

QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 
To be assistant quartermasters-general with rank of colonel. 
Lieut. Col. Forrest H. Hathaway, deputy quartermaster-general, April 
u rtermaster-General. 

Lieut. Col. Joshua W. Jacobs, deputy quartermaster-general, August 2, 
1908, vice Atwood, vom brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. John L. Clem, deputy quartermaster-general, August 15, 1908, 
vice Whosler, appotates brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. William 8. Patten, deputy quartermaster-general, August 17, 
1903, vice Simpson, appointed brigadier-general. 

To be deputy quartermasters-general with rank of lieutenant-colonel. 


Maj. John McE. Hyde, quartermaster, April 12, 1903, vice Hathaway, pro- 
moted. 

Maj. George Ruhlen, quartermaster, August 2, 1903, vice Jacobs, promoted. 

Maj. William H. Miller, quartermaster, August 15, 1903, vice Clem, pro- 
moted. 

=. Samuel R. Jones, quartermaster, August 17, 1903, vice Patten, pro- 
mote 





To be quartermasters with rank of major. 
Capt. John M. Carson, jr., quartermaster, April 12, 1903, vice Hyde, pro- 


moted. 

Capt. Alfred M. Palmer, quartermaster, August 2, 1903, vice Ruhlen, pro- 
moted. 

Capt. John Elston Baxter (heretofore borne on the Army Register as 
“John Baxter, jr.”), quartermaster, August 15, 1903, vice Miller, promoted. 

Capt. Moses G. Zalinski, quartermaster, August 17, 1903, vice Jones, pro- 
moted, 

SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT. 


Lieut. Col. William L. Alexander, deputy ceuenferees geneeel. to be assist- 
ant commissary-general with the rank of colonel, July 27, 1903, vice Woodruff, 
appointed brigadier-general. . , 
aj. James N. Allison, commissary. to be deputy commissary-general with 

the rank of lieutenant-colonel, July 27, 1908, vice Alexander, promotec 

Capt. William H. Hart, commissary, to be commissary with the rank of 
major, July 27, 1903, vice Allison, promoted. 

MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 
To be assistant surgeons-general with the rank of colonel. - 


Lieut. Col. Philip F. Harvey, deputy surgeon-general, August 6, 1908, vice 
Cleary, appointed yor ; 
Lieut. Col. Charles B. Byrne, deputy surgeon-general, August 9, 1903, vice 
De Witt, a — brigadier-general. 
Lieut. Co . Timothy bh. Wilcox, deputy surgeon-general, September 22, 
1908, vice Lippincott, retired from active service. 
To be deputy surgeons-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel 


Maj. George H. Torney, surgeon, August 6, 1908, vice Harvey, promoted. 
Maj. Louis W. Crampton, surgeon, August 9, 1908, vice meen eomotee. 
Maj. Edwin F. Gardner, surgeon, September 22, 1903, vice Wilcox, pro- 
moted. 
To be surgeons with the rank of major. 
Capt. William F. Lippitt, assistant surgeon, March 18, 1908, vice Gorgas, ap- 
pointed assistant surgeon-general 


Capt. Merritte W. Ireland, assistant surgeon, August 3, 1903, vice Ten Eyck, 
retired from active service. 
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Capt. George M. Weils, assistant surgeon, August 6, 1908, vice Torney, pro- Maj. Peter 8. Bomus, First Cavalry, April 18, 1903, vice An 


= eu 
Capt. Henry C. Fisher, assistant surgeon, August 9, 1908, vice Crampton, 

prom otea 

Capt Henry A. Shaw, assistant surgeon, September 22, 1903, vice Gardner, 
promoted. 

PAY DEPARTMENT. 
To be paymasters with the rank of major. 

Capt. Robert 8. Smith, paymaster, February 19, 1903, vice Tucker, pro- 
motec. 

Capt. Seymour Howell, paymaster, June 25, 1903, vice Newbold, retired 
from active service. 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS 


J be colonels. 
Lieut. Col. David P. — Corps of Engineers, April 13, 1908, vice Smith, 
Sap nted brigadier- 


seut. Col. William A. Senin, Corps of Engineers, April 21, 1908, vice Hains, 
anpolased brigadier-general. 
To be lieutenant-colonels. 


Maj. Ernest H. Ruffner, Corps of Engineers, April 13, 1963, vice Heap, p 
— 


ro- 


hen 
To be majors. 


Capt. George A. Zinn, Corps of Engineers, April 13, 1908, vice Ruffner, pro- 
moe 
William C. Langfitt, Corps of Engineers, April 21, 1903, vice Sears, 


Ca; + 

promoted. 
To be captains. 

First bidout. William B. Ladue, Corps of Engineers, April 13, 1908, vice Zinn, 

mot 
ms irst Lieut. William J. Barden, Corps of Engineers, April 21, 1908, vice 
Langfitt, promoted. 

To be first lieutenants. 


Senena Lieut. Ernest D. Peck, Corpsof Engineers, April 13, 1908, vice Ladue, 
promote 
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| Re 


| teent 


ay vice Chase, Seventh Cavalry, 


. Clinton B. Sears, Corps of Engineers, April 21, 1903, vice Jones, pro- | cavalr 


i 
j 


pecond Lieut. George R. Spalding, Corps of Engineers, April 21, 1908, vice 


Ba>den. 


romo 


ted. 
second Lieut. Elliott J. Dent, Corps of Engineers, June 4, 1908, vice Rhett, | pi, Second Cavalry, promot 


resigned, 
ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 
To be coloneis. 


Lieut. Col. John A. Kress (since retired from active service), 
Department, August 1, 1903, vice Reilly, a 

uieut. Col. Jonn G. Butler, Ordnance 
Kress, appointed general. 


To be lieutenant-colonels. 


Ordnance 


inted brigadier-general. 
Fesavesent. August 16, 1908, vice 


Maj. Charles 8S. Smith, Ordnance Department, April 5, 1908, vice Varney, 


retired from active service. 

Maz. Stanhope £. Biunt, Ordnance Department, August 1, 1908, vice Kress, 
Pai. Frank Heath, Ordnance Department, August 16,1908, vice Butler, pro- 
a. To be majors. 
se Sat. Lares L. Bruff, Ordnance Department, April 5, 1908, vice Smith, 

Capt. Charles H. Clark, Ordmance Department, August 1, 1903, vice Blunt, 


mooted. 
Cart. Frank E. Hobbs, Ordnance Department, August 16, 1908, vice Heath, 


promoted. 
To be captains. 


West fent. John H. Rice, Ordnance Department, April 5, 1903, vice Bruff, 
Tiret aT David M. King, Ordnance Department, August 1, 1903, vice 
Clark, promoted 


Seventh Ca 


FEBRU Ary } 
) 


i 
Cavalry, promoted. derson, Sixty 
Maj. James Parker, United States Cavalry, assistant adj jutant-pe 
April 19, 1903, vice Thomas, Thirteenth Cavalry. y, Promoted. Seneral, 
. Joseph Garrard, Ninth Cavalry, April 22, 1903, vice Sprol 
alry, leceased. 
Maj. Frank U. Robinson, Second Covairy, May 25, 1903, vic 
Cavalry, detailed as or -genera]. 
Maj. Otto L. Hein, Third Cavalry, August 5, 1903, vice Hug 
, promo 


cote’ es, Tenth Cay. 
. George H. Paddock, Fifth Cavalry, August 16, 1903. yico ¢ 
Cavalry, promoted ~ » Vice Stedman, 
. Samue Fountain, United States Cavalry, assistant adj 
oan ‘ugust 26, 1903, vice Par ker, Thirteenth Cavalry, detail. 
adjutant-general, 


le, First Cay. 
WwW est, Fifth 


Four 

jutant-gor 

4 @S8 Ass) Stant 
To be majors. 

Capt. Curtis B. , Second Cavalry, March 23, 1903, yj 


Cavalry, retir. from active service. 
Capt. Loyd 8. McCormick, United States Cavalry, 


8 Craig, Fit. 


commis sary, April 1; 
Henry L Ripley, Third ey , April 15, 1908, vice Beck, Bight) 
preps _ 


‘Jacob G. Galbraith, First Cavalry, April 18, 1903, vice Bomus. First 


romoted. 
April 22, 1903, vice Garrara, Ninth 


aes B. Erwin, Fourth Cavairy, 
romoted. 
Third Govalzy, April 27, 1903, vice Gale. Ninth 
eneral. 


comme 2 pore, 
ird Cavalry, May 25, 1908, vice Ri »bingon, See. 


deta 
. Daniel H. Donal ont 
t. "Horaliog. Sickel, Seventh Cavalry, July 16, 1903, vice Hare, 

Cavalry, retired from active service. 

Capt. Andrew G. Hammond, Eighth Cavalry, 
Third Caval 

Capt. Fra 
Fifth Cava mo 

Capt. Her ort J. Slocum, United States Cavalry, quarts rmaster, August 
26, 1908, vice Swift, First Cavalry, detailed as assistant adjutant-ceneral 


To be captains. 
First Lieut. Robert B. Powers, Seventh Cavalry, March 2 


| Cavalry, 
cava 4 


ont 
Ca 


Twelfth 


August 5, 1903, vice Hein, 
nm O. Johnson, Third Cavalry, August 16, 1908 vice Paddock 


3, 190% 3, vice Hop 


oted. 

First Lieut. Francis H. Pope, Second Cavalry, April 4, 1903, vice Merilist, 
Fifteenth Ca , retired from active service. 

First Lieut. tthew E. Hanna, Cavalry, April 15, 1903, vice Rip 
ley. Third Cavairy, promoted. 

First Lieut. George E. Mitchell, Seventh Cavalry, Apr 
Hawkins, Thirteenth Cavalry, detailed as commissary. 

First Lieut. Pierce A. Murphy, Seventh Cavalry, April 18, 1903, vice Gal- 
| braith, First Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Frederick T. Arnold, Fourth Cavalry, 
win, Fourth Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. James N. Munro, Fourteenth Cavalry, April 27, 193, vice Mor. 
gan, Third Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. William 8. Valentine, Second Cavalry, May 16, 1903, vi 
ton, Fifteenth Cavalry, deceased. 

First Lieut. Henry C. Smither, First Cavalry, May 17,1903, vice Summerlin, 
Fifth Cavalry, resigned. 

First Lieut. Roy B. Harper, Seventh Cavalry, May 25, Boughton, 
Third Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Thomas e. Rabentn, Tenth Cavalry, July 16, 1903, vice Sickel, 


il 17, 1908, y 
April 22, 198, vice Er. 
1908. vice 


. promo’ 
First Lieut. dgar A. Sirmyer, Tenth Cavalry, August 5, 1903, vice Han- 


| mond, Eighth Cavalry, promoted. 


First Lieut. Frank R. McCoy, Tenth Cavalry, August 16, 1903, vice Joh- 
son, Third Cavalry, promoted. 


First Lieut. Chalmers G. Hall, Fifth Cavalry, September 19, 1903, vice Fen 
master 


| ton, Thirteenth Cavalry, detailed as 


"Fleming, Fifth Cavalry, detai 


First Lieut. Thales L. Ames, Ordnance Department, August 16, 1903, vice | 


Hobbs, promoted. 
SIGNAL CORPS. 


To be captains. 


First Lieut. Walter L. Clarke, Signal Corps, March 2, 1903, vice Greene, 
Prvarst Lieut. Basil O. Lenoir, Signal Corps, March 2, 1908, vice Reber, pro- 
=r irst Lieut. William Mitchell, Signal Corps, March 2, 1908, vice Squier, pro- 

mst Lhout. ery W- Stamford, Signal Corps, March 2, 1903, to fill an orig- 
ine ret Lio Lient. Charles S. Wallace, Signal Corps, March 2, 1903, to fill an orig- 
wire L Liext. George 8. Gibbs, Signal Corps, March 2, 1908, to fill an original 

c 


First Lieut. Charles de F. Chandler, Signal Corps, March 2, 1903, to fill an | 


original vacancy. 
CAVALRY ARM. 
To be colonels. 

Lieut. Col. John B. Kerr, United States Cavalry, assistant adjutant-general, 
March 30, 1908, vice {io Twelfth Cavalry, retired from active service 
ata = Joseph H . Dorst, Twelfth —— 

“d Ca z appointed brigadier. -general. 
"Lie aut. Gal heonme 8. Anderson, Sixth th Cvniny, April 18, 1908, vice Rucker, 
hth Ca’ 
izeut. Col. Ea 
- Seven vairy brigadier-gene 
Lieut. Col. Martin B. oon Tenth ee August 5, 1903, vice Wells, 


rst Covet. qpoctntes er-general. 
~ —— 8 ae, — Cavalry, August 16, 1903, vice 


Lieut 
Coo Pifth Ca » appoin’ 

ae ’ Steever, United States Cavalry, assistant adjutant- 
—* August 1908, vice Carr, Fourth Cavalry, appointed -gen- 


Lieut. Col. 
To be lieutenant-colonels. 
Maj. George F. Chase, Seventh Cavalry, April 15, 1903, vice Dorst, Twelfth 


lry oeted 
Corley William H. Beck, Eighth Cavalry, April 15, 1903, vice Steever, Third 


Cavalry, detailed as assistant adjutant-general. 


row. Ninth Cavalry, appointed 
Powers, Seventh Caval 
Second Cavalry, 
ee ‘ond oreeT. sromoted. 


 Agrtitjieth, vies Woodecn, | Pn evary, peamate. 


| 


Murphy, nent Oe Cavalry, 
| Second 


ted | 
rd. Thomas iptior gunna Cavalry, April 19, 1903, vice Bald- Tenth Cavalry, proueted. 


| yer, Tenth Cavalry, promoted. 


Second 
| Second Lie 
Hall, 


r 28, 1908, vice 


First Lieut Clarence R. aD enpetenee ven Cavalry, Septem! 
as quartermaster. 


To be first lieutenants, 


Second Lient. George F. Bailey, Eighth Cavalry, February 
Orton, Second Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Kobert Starsets, Fourth Cavalry, March 1, 
judge-advocate 
Second Lieut. William B. Renzieliausen, Fifth Cavalry, March 2, 18, vice 


Second Lieut. Kyle iadker, Fou Fourteenth Cavalry, April 4, 1908, vice Pope, 
romot 
rge Garity, Second Cavalry, April 15, 1903, vice Hanns, 


ice Mitcbell, 


95 1908, rice 


1903, vice Mor- 


Second Lieut. 
ry 8. hat, Sixth Cavalry, April 17,1905, \ 

Seventh tenth Cavalry, 
Second Lie ‘Rolph C. Caldwell, Eleventh Cavalry, April 
Lee, Seventh Cavalry, April 22, 1:3, vice Arnold, 


vice Munn, 


18, 1008, vice 


Lieut. George M. 


Fourth C ee eee De romoted. 


-- Swift, jr., Pifth Ca April 27 
ae Caval ae ne, 


Second Lieut. N. Coffey, Twelfth Cavalry, May 15, 1° 
tine, Second Cavalry, promoted. * 
Second Lieut. James. Butier, Twelfth Cavalry, May 17, 1903, vice5m! ther, 


e Har 


vice Roberts 


, 190 


3, vice Valen 


1908, vic 


Second Lieut. Solomon L. Jeffers, Twelfth Cavalry, May % 
per, Seventh Cavairy. promoted. 3 
Second Lieut. Harry 8. Terrell, Eighth Cavalry, July 16, 


ugust 5, 1908, vice Sim 


Second Lieut. Granville R. Fortescue, Fourth Cavalry. 
vice McCoy, Tenth Cavalry, promoted. ; 

Lieut. John "Alden De n, Fourth Cavalry, Septem 
Brees, Twelfth Cavalry, detai in the fon Corps. 

Lieut. Arthur N. Pickel, Twe' Cavalry, Septem \« 
Johnston, Fifteenth Cavalry, detailed in the Signal Corps 396, vi 
Hi Second Te _— +e 6 tee Slonal Co — 

emp) ir n rps. ber 17 rs] 
Buti int Cs Aivin B. Forkine, Ste = Sicnal Corps. September 17, 1985 
utler, First Cava in 
ut. Robert M. Barton, N inth owes. September 19, 198, 
Fifth Cavalry, 


Lieut. Albert E. Phillips, Eighth Cavalry, A 
ugust 16, 19% 


17, 198, "ie? 


r 17, 196, 
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second Lieut. Walter J. Boctt, Fae Cavalry, September 28, 1903, vice 
Das, Fourte ath Covele 'W. Walker, Eighth Cavalry, October 15, 1908, vice 


Sec ond Lie 
Foley, Fifth Cavalry, 
ARTILLERY CORPS. 


To be colonels. 
+ Col. Abner H. Merrill, Artillery Corps, April 14, 1903, vice Rawles 


Lieu 
sad Vs or-general. 
appointed | LW ‘iliam Ennis, Artillery Cee aasistant adjutant-general, 
April 17, 1908, vice Myrick, appointed b 1 vice Vose 
Lieut. Col. George 8. Grimes, Artilery Corps July 1 orereeigemecegl 
ctive service 
tired fromm & Sonn MM K. Davis, Artillery Corps, July 28, 1903, vice Haskin, 
: or-genera 
appoin d brigadioe ee in K. Roberts, Artillery Corps, August 3, 1903, vice 


: i brigadier-ge service Artillery 

Smith Re amea oO a (since sees See ne ae mn i- 
cust 4, 1908, vice Rodney, Corps, Augus 1908, vice W 

Corte al Asher C. Taylor, Artillery an 


\ 1 brigadier-general. 
raf. Pe He wie w. a Artillery Corps, August 10, 1903, vice Kinzie, 
inted brigadier-genera. 
appointed pr villian F. Stewart, Artillery Corps, August 11, 1908, vice Tier- 


ted brig: 
me a ms % Anthony adior? Vortes, Artillery Corps, November 1, 1903, vice 


O'Hara, retired from active service. 
To be lieutenant-colonels. 


Maj. Ephraim T. C. Richmond, Artillery Corps, April 14, 1908, vice Mer- 
i oted. 
riya Ramsay D. Potts, Artillery Corps, inspector-general, July 19, 1908. 
vice Grimes, promot 
Maj. Kibridge R Hills, Artillery Corps, July 28, 1908, vice Davis, 
ie ioe »y W. Taylor, Artillery assistant adjutant J ae 


1, 1B, vice Hills, ‘detailed as assistant jutant-general. 

. Maj. C horien Humphreys, Corps, August 3, 1903, vice Roberts, 

pr mote “dl. ‘i 

L Lomia, Artillery Corps, ust 4, 1908, vice O'Hara, promoted. 

Mat oe D. Schenck, Artiler — August 10, 1903, vice Taylor, 
mmoted. 

" Maj ‘Sedgwic ‘k Pratt, Artillery Corps, August 10, 1903, vice Hubbell, pro- 

mel John McClellan, Artillery Corps, August 11, 1908, vice Stewart, pro- 
ote 4 

* al. Harry R. Anderson, Astiiesy Corps. August 14, 1903, vice Taylor, de- 


tailed as assistant adjutant-general 
Maj Ro bert H. Patterson, Artillery Corps, November 1, 1903, vice Vogdes, 


ted. 
_— To be majors. 


Capt. Henry H. Ludlow, Artillery Corps, April 14, 1903, vice Richmond, 
a3 ‘| iam R. Hamilton, Artitiery Corpa, April 14, 1908, vice Best, de- 
Capt. Charles W. Foster, Artillery Corps, July 28, 1908, vice Hills, pro- 
< Clarence Deems, Artillery Corps, July 3, 198, vice Hoskins, detailed 

Capt. John V. White, Artillery Corps, August 3, 1903, vice Humphreys, 
rent i rasmus M. Weaver, Artillery Corps, August 4, 1903, vice Lomia, 
Pant Eli D. Hoyle, Artillery Corps, Angst 10,1908, vice Schenck 
aa Granger Adams, Artillery Corps, August 10, 1908, vice tt, pro- 


Capt. Frederick Marsh, Artillery Corps, August 11, 1908, vice McClellan. 


promoted. 


Capt. Charles G. Woodward, Artillery Corps, August 14, 1908, vice Ander- | 


son, promoted. 


tailed as assistant adjutant-general 
Capt. Hamilton Rowan, Artillery Corps, November 1, 1903, vice Patterson, 


promoted, 
To be captains. 
First. Lieut. Perey P. Bishop, Artillery Corps, April 14, 1908, vice Ludlow, 


promoted. 
First Lieut. Henry J. Hatch, Artillery Corps, April 14, 1908, vice Hamilton, 


promoted. 


First Lieut. Elmer J. Wallace, Artillery Corps, Ma ic 
detailed as quartermaster. anace, ery Corps, y 2, 1903, vice Nugent, 


nit Lieut. William F. Hase, Artillery Corps, July 28, 1908, vice Foster, 
mote 


First Lieut. William R. Doores, Artillery Corps, July 31, 1908, vice Bridg- 
man, retired from active service. 
First Lieut. Alfred A. Starbird, Artillery Corps, July 21, 1908, vice Deems, 


promoted. 


we = la ‘ut. James F. Howell, Artillery Corps, August 3, 1903, vice White, 
wuust Lieut. John ©. Goodfellow, Artillery Corps, August 4, 1908, vice 


eaver, promoted. 
we ut. John T. Geary, Artillery Corps, August 10, 1902, vice Hoyle, 
wun natei fut. Guy T. Seott, Artillery Corps, August 10, 1903, vice Adams, 


First Lie ut. Morrell M. Mie, Ang 11,1 vice Marsh, promoted. 
irst Lieut. Charles RB. Li Lloyd, ~ Corps, August 14, 19038, vice 


foodward, pri = oted. 


promoted cdward Carpenter, aaa es: August 14, 1908, vice Gayle, 
irst 

detente at. ry M. Merriam, Artillery Corps, August 27, 1908, vice Chase, 
eee ir., Artillery Corps, August 27, 1908, vice 


8 First Lieut Oliver L. Spar 
ttoms, detailed as commissa: 


First Lie 
gust 2 2, - me a ‘Cae B. Corps, Ordnance Department, Au- 


Black, Artillery 
First Lieut, ( ‘ole, detailed as quartermaster. 
Rowan, promot we H. Lanza, Artillery Corps, November 1, 1903, vice 


To be first lieutenants. 


a. Lieut. Allan Lefort, Artillery Corps, April 14, 1903, vice Bishop, 


red. 
promoted, Lieut. 


Joseph Matson, Artillery Corps, April 14, 1908, vice Hatch, 


Capt. Edward E. Gayle, mains fol Corps, August 14, 1903, vice White, de- | 
| 


| 


| Matile, Twenty-fourth I 
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Second Lieut. Jesse G. Langdon, Artillery Corps, May 2, 1903, vice Wallace, 


moted. 
Second Lieut. Francis H. Lincoln, Artillery Corps, June 2, 1903, vice 
McCoach, resigned. 


Second Lient. Daniel F. Craig, Artillery Corps, July 28, 1903, vice Hase, 


promoted. 

Second Lieut. Robert B. Mitchell, Artillery Corps, July 31, 1903, vice Star- 
bird, promoted. 

Second Lieut. William H. Wilson, Artillery Corps, August 3, 1908, vice 
Howell, promoted. 

Second Lieut. a D. Powers, Artillery Corps, August 4, 1908, vice 

ellow, promoted 

Second —_ Nathan J. Shelton, Artillery Corps, August 7, 1903, vice Gig- 
noux, resi 

Second Lieut. Charles E. N. Howard, Artillery Corps, August 10, 1903, vice 
Geary, promoted 

Second Lieut. Edwin C. Long, Artillery Corps, August 10, 1903, vice Scott, 
pro 


omoted. 
Second Lieut. Augustus B. Warfield, Artillery Corps, August 11, 1903, vice 
Mills, promoted. 

— Lieut. Howard L. Landers, Artillery Corps, August 14, 1908, vice 
Lloyd, promoted. 

ond Lieut. Claudius M. Seaman, Artillery Corps, August 14, 1908, vice 

Carpente romoted. 

Second L. eut. Hugh J. B. McElgin, Artillery Corps, August 27, 1908, vice 
Merriam, promoted. 
Second Mieut. Arthur L. Fuiler, Artillery Corps, August 27, 1903, vice 


8 guiding moted. 
PS treat. F Francis H. Lomax, Artillery Corps, September 20, 1903, vice 


Green, d 
Lieut. William H. Burt, Artillery Co November 1, 1903, vice 
Lanza, promoted. Pon p ’ 





INFANTRY ARM. 


To be colonels. 
Lieut. Col. John J. O'Connell, Third Infantry, April 20, 1908, vice Rogers, 
Thirtieth Infantry, appointed ound 
Lieut Col. Samuel R. Whi enty coventih Infantry, July 26, 1903, vice 
Page, Third Infantry, appoin ery general. 
ieut. Col. James Regan, } Ninth fantey, July 29, 1908, vice Miner, Sixth 
Infantry, appointed b: -general. 


rigadier- 
Lieut. Col. ee B. Rodman (since retired from active service), Tenth In- 
mn: July 30, 1903, vice Sanno, Eighteenth Infantry, appointed brigadier- 


Lieut. Col. meee L. Haskell, Twelfth Infantry, July 31, 1903, vice Robe, 
Ninth Infantry, ne brigadier-gene ral. 

Lieut. Col. Cornman, Twenty-to -fourth Infantry, August 8, 1903, vice 
Coolidge, Seventh Infantry, ap \ —ee— 

Lieut. Col. Charles B. irtieth Infantry, August 8, 1908, vice Rob- 
erts, Second Infantry, a ted ges neral. 

Lieut. Col. Joseph W. can, Thirteent ted brigelior August 9, 1903, vice 


Thompson, Twenty-third Infantry, ee eneral. 

Lieut. Col. Henry Wygant, ak ary, A Aneust , 1908, vice Miller, 
Twenty-second Infan a ier-gene 

Lieut. Col. Francis irst tatantey, i 12, 1908, vice 


Craigie, Seventeenth Infan ited trinedins 
Lieut. Col. P. Infantry, sao August 12, "1903, vice Bowman, 
Twenty-fifth Infan 
Lieut, Col. Benjamin ode + Teo ninth Infantry, August 13, 
903, vice Rice. Nineteenth Infantry appointed brigadier-general. 
Lieut. Col. Philip Reade, Seated third Infantry, August 13, 1903, vice 


ea Twenty-ninth Infantry, ona brigadier-general. 
Lieut. Col. John T. Van le, Seventeenth eer. August 14, 1903, 
Chance, Fourth Infan ted brigadier-gen 


Lieut. Col. James A. Buc ama, Eleventh Infantry, August 14, 1903, vice 
Forbes, Twenty-seventh Infa brigadier-general. 
Lieut. Col. Joseph F. Huston, vineteenth Infantry, Saoaet 15, 1908, vice 
, appointed brigadier-general. 
Lieut. Col. William H. W. James, Twenty-fifth Infantry, October 31, 1903, 
vice Rodman, Twenty-fifth Infantry, reti from active service. 
To be lieutenant-colonels. 


Maj. Leven C. Allen, Sixteenth Infantry, March 15, 1908, vice Bald--in, Six- 


| teenth Infan 


deceased. 

Maj. James E. Macklin, Eleventh Infantry, April 20, 1903, vice O'Connell, 
Third Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. William ze Pitcher, Eighth Infantry, May 25, 1903, vice Williams, 
Twenty-cighth Infantry, detailed as inspector-general. 

Maj. Herbert S. Foster, ee Denies. July 26, 1903, vice Whitall, 
Twenty-seventh Infantry, promoted 

Maj. John C. Dent, wenty- fourth Infantry, July 29, 1903, vice Regan, 
Ninth Infantry, yee 

Maj. George iE Twenty-sixth Infantry, July 30, 1903, vice 


| —, Tenth Infantry. 


. promoted. 
_ r B. Bobesten, Ninth Infantry, July 31, 1903, vice Haskell, 
Twell Fue omoted. 
Maj. ¢ eee 0th, eee Infantry, August 8, 1968, vice Cornman, 
Twenty-fourth Infantry, — 
Maj. Henry A. Greene, United States Infantry, assistant adjutant-general, 
August 8, 1908, vice Hall, Thirtieth ntry, promoted. 
Maj. Edwin B. Bolton, Twenty-fourth Infantry, August 9, 1908, vice Duncan, 
Thirteenth Infantry, promoted. 
Maj. James 8S. Pettit, United States Infantry, inspector-general, August 11, 
-_ vice Wygant, Sixth Infantry, promoted. 
acts ok L. Hodges, ae, -third Infantry, August 12, 1903, vice Mans- 


ale Robert snot ie Lona! Loughborough, Sixth Infantry, August 12, 1903, vice 
Reval (th Infantry, promoted. 
ohn G. Ballance, United States Infantry, assistant adjutant-general, 
als t 18, 1908, vice Lockwood, Twenty-ninth Infantry. promot ted. 
Frank Taylor, Fifteenth Infantry, August 13, 1903, vice Reade, 
Twenty third Infant ry, promoted. 
Maj. Richard T. Yeatnian, Twenty-second Infantry, August 14, 1903, vice 
Van Orsdale, Seventeenth infantry, promoted. 
Maj. Thomas F. Davis, Twenty-eighth Infantry, August 14, 1903, vice 
Buchanan, Eleventh Infantry, promoted. 
Maj. Daniel H. Br ush, Twenty-fifth Infantry, August 15, 1903, vice Huston, 
Nineteenth Infantry, promoted. 
Maj. Charles J. Crane, United States Infantry, assistant adjutant-general, 
<a 21, 1908, vice Pettit, detailed assistant jutant-general. 
Hobart K. Bailey, United States Infantry, inspector-general, October 
31, 1968, vice James, Twenty-fifth Infantry, promoted. 
To be majors. 
Capt. John Newton, Sixteenth Infantry, March 15, 1903, vice Allen, Six- 
teenth Infantry, promoted. 
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Capt. Samuel W. Dunning, Sixteenth Infantry, March 19, 1908, vice Lover- 
ing, Twenty-ninth Infantry, detailed as inspector-general. 

Capt. Joseph M. T. Partello, Twenty-third Infantry, April 17, 1908, vice 
Febiger, Seventh Infantry, detailed as inspector-general. 

Capt. Lewis H. Strother, Twenty-sixth Infantry, April 20, 1903, vice Mack- 
lin, Eleventh Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Francis P. Fremont, Second Infantry, May 25, 1903, vice Pitcher, 
Eighth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Charles M. Truitt, Twente cig Infantry, June 23, 1908, vice Ed- 
wards, Twenty-third Infantry, retired from active service. 

Capt. George Bell, jr., Fifteenth Infantry, July 26, 1903, vice Foster, Twelfth 
Infantry, promoted. 
Capt, Charles J.T. Clarke, Tenth Infantry, July 29, 1908, vice Dent, Twenty- 
fourth Infantry, 7 

Capt. Warren H. Cowles, Twenty-fourth Infantry, July 30, 1908, vice Mc- 
Gunnegle, Twenty-sixth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. John 8. Parke, jr., Twenty-first Infantry, July 31, 1903, vice Robert- 
son, Ninth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Frank B. McCoy, Seventeenth Infantry, August 8, 1903, vice Booth, 
Seventeenth Infantry, promoted. 

Cast, Elias Chandler, First Infantry, August 9, 1908, vice Bolton, Twenty- 
fourth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Charles R. Noyes, Ninth Infantry, August 12, 1908, vice Hodges, 
Twenty-third Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Charles W. Abbott, jr., Twelfth Infantry, August 12, 1903, vice 
Loughborough, Sixth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Richard M. Blatchford, Eleventh Infantry, August 13, 1903, vice Tay- 
lor, Fifteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. John H. Beacom, Sixth Infantry, August 14, 1908, vice Yeatman, 
Twenty-second Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Willis T. May (heretofore borne as ‘‘ Will T. May”), Fifteenth In- 
fantry, August 14, 1908, vice Davis, Twenty-eighth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Henry W. Hovey, Twenty-fourth Infantry, August 14, 1903, vice 
Nichols, Twenty-first Infantry, detailed as inspector-general. 

Cops, Lawrence J. Hearn, Twenty-first Infantry, August 15, 1908, vice 
Brush, Twenty-fifth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Walter K. Wright, Seventh Infantry, August 26, 1903, vice Evans, 
Twentieth Infantry, detailed as assistant adjutant-general. 

Capt. Charles B. Hardin, Eighteenth Infantry, August 26, 1903, vice Starr, 
Twenty-fifth Infantry, detailed as assistant adjutant-general. 

Capt. Edwin P. Pendleton, Twenty-third Infantry, August 26, 1908, vice 
Dunning, Twenty-ninth ery detailed as assistant adjutant-general. 

Capt. Harry A. Leonhaeuser, Twenty-fifth Infantry, September 3, 1908, vice 
Liggett, Twenty-first Infantry, detailed as assistant adjutant-general. 


To be captains. 


First Lieut. G. Maury Crallé, Twentieth Infantry, March 15, 1908, vice New- 
ton, Sixteenth Infantry, Ree. . 

First Lieut. Joseph F. Gohn, Fourteenth Infantry, March 19, 1903, vice Dun- 
ning, Sixteenth Infantry. promoted. . 

First Lieut. James H. Bradford, jr., Nineteenth Infantry, April 17, 1903, vice 
Partello, Twenty-third Infantry, promoted. s 

First Lieut. David L. Stone, Twenty-second Infantry, April 20, 1903, vice 
Strother, Twenty-sixth Infantry, promoted. — 

First Lieut. Alfred W. Bjornstad, Twenty-ninth Infantry, May 1, 1903, vice 
McKenna, Twenty-eighth Infantry, resigned. ; 

First Lieut. Patrick A. Connolly, Twenty-first Infantry, May 25, 1903, vice 
Dowdy, Twenty-sixth ay reti from active service. ‘ 

First Lieut. John B. Sch el, Ninth Infantry, May 25, 1908, vice Fremont, 
Second Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Walter T. Bates, Twenty-sixth Infantry, June 2, 193, vice 
Shuttleworth, Twenty-seventh Infantry, detailed as quartermaster. , 

First Lieut. Englebert G. Ovenshine, Sixteenth Infantry, June 23, 1903, vice 
Truitt, Twenty-eighth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Percy M. Cochran, Nineteenth Infantry, July 26, 1903, vice 
Bell, Fifteenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. George N. mford, Sixth Infantry, July 29, 1903, vice Clarke, 
Tenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Benjamin P. Nicklin, Ninth Infantry, July 29, 1903, vice Hodges, 
Twenty-second Infantry, detailed as quartermaster. 

First Lieut. John W. French, Twenty-fifth Infantry, July 30, 1903, vice 
Cowles, Twenty-fourth ws — s 

First Lieut. Cromwell Stacey eth Infantry, July 31, 1908, vice Parke, 
Twenty-first Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. William A. Cavenaugh, Eighth Infantry, August 7, 1903, vice 
Hart, Seventeenth Infantry, detailed as quartermaster. 

First Lieut. George M. Grimes, Twentieth Infantry, August 8, 1903, vice 
McCoy, Seventeenth yy 4 romoted. 

First Lieut. Thomas R. rker, Fifteenth Infantry, August 9, 1903, vice 
Chandler, First er romoted. 

First Lieut. John F. Wilkinson, Sixth Infantry, August 12, 1903, vice Noyes, 
Ninth Infantry, promoted. . 

First Lieut. Frank D. Wickham, Twelfth Infantry, August 12, 1903, vice 
Abbot, Twelfth ne oe ; 

First Lieut. William B. Folwell, First Infantry, August 13, 1903, vice Blatch- 
ford, Eleventh Infantry, promoted. ; 

First Lieut. Bryan Conrad, Fifteenth Infantry, August 14, 1903, vice Bea- 
com, Sixth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Wi K. Naylor, Ninth Infantry, August 14, 1908, vice May, 
Fifteenth org! semeted : 

First Lieut. ‘item H. Oury, Twelfth Infantry, August 14, 1903, vice 
Hovey, Twenty-fourth Infantry, promoted. \ 

First Lieut. Austin F. Prescott, Seventh Infantry, August 15, 1908, vice 
Hearn, Twenty-first Infantry, promoted. : 

First Lieut. Edgar A. Fry, Thirteenth Infantry, August 15, 1908, vice 
Brown, Fourth Infantry, deceased. 

First Lieut. Harry A. Eaton, Eighth Infantry, August 22, 1908, vice Weigel, 
Eleventh Infantry, detailed as quartermaster. 

First Lieut. Campbell King, First Infantry, August 26, 1903, vice Wright, 
Seventh ae promoted. 

First Lieut. Tenney Ross, Third Infantry, August 26, 1903, vice Hardin, 
Eighteenth Infantry, promoted. 

irst Lieut. coer C. Martin, Second Infantry, August 26, 1903, vice Pen- 

dleton, Twenty-thi aeaegeey, poumgses, 

First Lieut. Robert O. Van Horn, Twelfth Infantry, August 27, 1908, vice 
Creary, Twelfth Infantry, detailed as rerun 

First Lieut. Ezekiel J. Williams, Fifth Infantry, September 3, 1908, vice 
Leonhaeuser, Twenty-fifth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Moor N. Falls, Twelfth Infantry, September 14, 1903, vice 
Perry, Thirtieth Infantry, retired from active service. 

First Lieut. Joseph W. Glidden, Nineteenth Infantry, September 23, 1903, 
vice Lowe, Twenty-fifth Infantry, retired from active service. 

First Lieut. John R. R. Hannay, Twenty-second Infantry, September 28, 
1908, vice Wren, Seventeenth Infantry, detailed as quartermaster, 
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FEBRUARY 1, 


To be first lieutenants. 


Second Lieut. Franklin 8. Leisenring, Eleventh Inf, Nahr 
vice Ridenour, Sixteenth Infantry, promoted. nfantry, February 4 19, 
Second Lieut. Charles F’. Andrews, Seventh Infantry, February 
vice Humphrey, Seventeenth Infantry, promoted. yeseeuary 10, ln, 
secon jieut. an L. Briggs, Seventh Infantr . ee ib tne 
Enochs, Twenty-fifth Infantry, promoted. '¥, February 18, 1908, vieg 
Second Lieut.Solomon B. West, Twenty-second Infantry, Febpy, 
1908, vice Comer, Twenty-fifth Infantry, resigned. Jy SOOTUArY 2%, 
Second Lieut. William M. True, Sixteent Infantry, March 4 1908 
Maxey, Eighteenth Infantry, promoted. yam, Vice 
Second Lieut. James M. Petty, Twentieth Infantry, March 15, 19 
Crallé, Twentieth ey, promoted. wy 2 View 
Second Lieut. Martin Novak, Nineteenth Infantry, March 19 198. vj 
Gam, enpeenen Taaaeary, proasoten. ny Sey Vice 
Secon ieut. John B. Shuman, Twenty-eighth Infantry, Apr ‘ 
vice Densmore, Tenth Infantry, dluniesed” S atry, April 10, 1998, 
Second Lieut. Charles G. Lawrence, Fifteenth Infantry, April 11, 19 
Campbell, Twenty-first Infantry, dismissed. 0 Samy Vite 
Second Lieut. Frederic G. Kellond, Nineteenth Infantry, April 17, 1908 yin 
Bradford, Nineteenth Infantry, promoted. a 
Second Lieut. William P. Kitts, Sweaty fxs Infantry, April 20, 198 yin 
Stone, Twenty-second Infantry, promoted. » team Vane 
Second Lieut. Eugene P. Crowne, Fourth Infantry, May 1, 1903, vice Bi 
stad, Twenty-ninth Infantry, promoted. ———- 
Second Lieut. Henry M. Fales, Twenty-first Infantry, May 7, 199 yj 
Faulkner, Eight Infanty, resigned. vue vee 
Second Lieut. William ©, Fitzpatrick, Seventh Infantry, May 25, 193. yp 
Connolly, Twenty-first Infantry, promoted. oe 
Second Lieut. Herbert L. Evans, Ninth Infantry, May 25, 193, vice Schoet 
fel, Ninth Infantry, promoted. : , 
Second Lieut. Walter Harvey, Sixteenth Infantry, Juno 2, 1903, vice Bates 
Twenty-sixth supeetey promoted. ie ’ 
_ Second Lieut. Fran B. Davis, Fifth Infantry, June 23, 1908, vice Ovenshine 
Sixteenth Infantry, promoted. i 
Second Lieut. Harry D. Mitchell, Sixteenth Infantry, July 23, 193, yicg 
Dunn, Eleventh Infantry, deceased. P , 
Second Lieut. Ode C. Nichols, Fourth Infantry, July 25, 198, vice Bushfleld 
Seventeenth Infantry, dismissed. ‘ 
Second Lieut. Kirwin T. Smith, Sixth Infantry, July & 
Nineteenth Infantry, promoted. 
Second Lieut. William W. Bessell, Twenty-sixth Infantry, July 29, 1903, vies 
Bomford, Sixth Infantry, promoted. ’ 
Second Lieut. Frank C. Burnett, Tenth Infantry, July 29, 1903, vice Nick. 
lin, Ninth ee romoted. 
Second Lieut. Collin H, Ball, Twenty-Third Infantry, July 30, 198, vice 
French, Twenty-fifth Infantry, promoted. 
Second Lieut. A. Owen Seaman, Eleventh Infantry, July 31, 1%, vice 
Stacey, Thirteenth Infantry promoted. 
Second Lieut. Clifford U. Leonori, Twenty-first Infantry, August 5, 1%, 
vice Valentine, Fourth Infantry, resigned. 
Second Lieut. Benjamin H. Pope, Eighth Infantry, August 7, 1903, vice Cave- 
naugh, Eighth Infantry, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Julian L. Dodge, Twenty-fifth Infantry, August 8, 198, vice 
Grimes, Twentieth Infantry, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Herman Glade, Fourth Infantry, August 9, 1903, vice Harker, 
Fifteenth Infantry, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Frank 8. Bowen, Sixth Infantry, August 12, 1903, vice Wilkix- 
son, Sixth Infantry, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Ward Dabney, First Infantry (subject to examination re- 
quired | law), August 12, 1903, vice Wickham, Twelfth Infanirv. promoted. 
Second Lieut. Paul M. Goodrich, Ninth Infantry, August 18, 1985, vice Fol 
well, First Infantry, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Frank H. Kalde, Eighth Infantry, August 14, 1903, vice Con- 
rad, Fifteenth Infantry, promoted. 
Second Lieut. William W. Taylor, jr., Twenty-second Infantry, August 
14, 1908, vice Naylor, Ninth Infantry, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Russell C. Hand, Tenth Infantry, August 14, 1903, vice Oury, 
Twelfth Infantry, promoted. 
_ Second Lieut. Henry A, Bell, Twenty-second Infantry, August 15, 18, 
vice Prescott, Seventh Infantry, promoted. ae 
Second Lieut. Bruno T. Scher, Fifth Infantry, August 15, 1903, vico Fry, 
Thirteenth Infantry, promoted. 7 
_ Second Lieut. George A. Herbst, Twenty-third Infantry, August 2, 1%, 
vice Eaton, Eighth Infantry, promoted. 5 ae 
_Second Lieut. Philip J. Lauber, Twenty-fifth Infantry, August %, 1% 
vice King, First Infantry, promoted. ven 
Second Lieut. Thomas M. Hunter, Tenth Infantry, August 20, 13, vice 
Ross, Third Infantr romoted. : 
_ Second Lieut. G organ, Fifteenth Infantry, August 26, 1938, vice Mar- 
tin, Second Infantry, promoted. ti bata in 
Second Lieut. Elverton E. Fuller, Twelfth Infantry, August 27, 198, vice 
Van Horn, Twelfth Infantry, promoted. . ile 
Second Lieut. William S. eely, Twenty-second Infantry, Septemoer » 
1908, vice Williams, Fifth Infantry, promoted. on 
Second Lieut. Frank H. Adams, Sixteenth Infantry, September 14, 1% 
vice Falls, Twelfth Infantry, promoted. . elit wien 
Second Lieut. George C: Lewis, Third Infantry, September 17, 103, vice 
Voris, Eighth Infantry, detailed in Signal Corps. . hor 17, 198 
_ Second Lieut. William H. Patterson, Tenth Infantry, Septenber 
vice Kumpe, Twenty-eighth Infantry, detailed in Signal Corps. _ one rice 
Second Lieut. David A. Lindsay, First Infantry, September 17, 14%, V 
Jeunet, First Infantry, detailed in Signal Corps. ber 17, 108, 
Second Lieut. Leonard J. Mygatt, Nineteenth Infantry, Septemver?'* 
vice Goodale, Nineteenth Infantry, detailed in Signal Corps = 1908, vice 
Second Lieut. Elliott M. Norton, Sixth Infantry, September 17, 1% 
Briggs, Fourteenth Infantry, detailed in Signal Corps. ss 
Second Lieut. Roscoe H. Hearn, Sixteenth Infantry, Sep' 
vice Fitzpatrick, Ninth Infantry, detailed in Signal Corps hor 2. 1908, rice 
Second Lieut. Nels Anderson, Seventh Infantry, September ~, hw ” 
Glidden, Nineteenth Infantry, promoted. 


INFANTRY ARM. 


A. Detchemendy, late captain, Twenty-second Inf: 
rmy, to be captain of infantry, May 9, 1903. 
TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS 
Corps of Engineers. 
. Cadet Douglas MacArthur. 
. Cadet Charles T. Leeds. 
. Cadet Harold C. Fiske. 
. Cadet Max C. Tyler. 
. Cadet pisos 8. Grant, 3d. 


. Cadet J L. Schley. 


, 1908, vice Cochran, 


sm ber li, 1a8, 


Geo ntry, United 
States 


nee 


ASS 








1904. 


ua 


9, Cadet W 
10, Cadet Fe 
12, Cadet R 
14, Cadet Lew 


vm H. Rose. 
nand Williams. 
hard C. — 
M. Adams. 
a Cavalry Arm, 


5. Cadet Charles Telford. 

re Cadet Lt G Brown. 

16. Cadet William N. Nichols, 

18. Cadet Olan C Aleshire. 
Laurson. 


{ 

imil P. 
: rederick KE. Shnyder. 
Thomas F. Van Natta, jr. 
umes A. Mars. 
teorge L. Morrison. 
mf Cadet Orville N. Tyler. 

97 Cadet James A. Shannon, 

38 Cadet Allan M. Pope. 

¥. Cadet Reynolds J. Powers. 
43. Cadet John C. Montgomery. 
44, Cadet James Ss Jones. 

47. Cadet Edward M. Zell. 

51. Cadet Dorsey R. Rodney. 

52. Cadet Alexander M. Milton, 
53 Cadet Hugh S. Johnson. 

61, Cadet Carl Boyd. 

3. Cadet Stephen W. Winfree. 
4. Cadet Ephraim F. Graham. 


Thomas L. Sherburne, of Louisiana, late second lieutenant, United States 


Caldwell, Eleventh Cavalry, promoted. 


Artillery Corps, 
11. Cadet Owen G. Collins. 
13. Cadet Scott Baker. 
15. Cadet Frederic H. Smith. 
17. Cadet Marion W. Howze. 
* Cadet George W. Cocheu. 
4, Cadet Charles H. Patterson. 
9%, Cadet Lewis Turtle. 
%, Cadet Henry S. Kilbourne, jr. 
27. Cadet Clifford Jones. 
¥, Cadet Wilford J. Hawkins, 
“9, Cadet Louis C. Brinton, jr. 
31. Cadet Thomas E. Selfridge. 
32. Cadet Henning F. Colley. 
93. Cadet Paul D. Bunker. 
%. Cadet Quinn Gray. 
45. Cadet Louis R. Dice. 
48, Cadet William M. Colvin, 
i. Cadet Francis M. Hinkle. 


Infantry Arm, 
21. Cadet George A. Lynch. 
2. Cadet Grayson M-P. Murphy. 
41, Cadet Samuel M. Parker. 
42. Cadet Robert M. Lyon. 
48. Cadet Francis H. Farnum, 
49. Cadet Benjamin E. Grey. 
5). Cadet Elvid Hunt. 
65. Cadet Benjamin F, McClellan, 
56. Cadet Campbell B. Hodges. 
57. Cadet Jacob W. S. Wuest. 
58. Cadet Max B. Garber. 
59. Cadet Leo I. Samuelson. 
60). Cadet Corbit 8. Hoffman, 
#2. Cadet Walter V. Gallagher, 
65. Cadet Clifton M. Butler 
66. Cadet Edmund L. Bull. 
67. Cadet Truman W. Carrithers, 
68. Cadet George F. Rozelle, jr. 
@. Cadet Arthur E. Ahrends, 
70. Cadet Charles F. Severson. " 
Tl. Cadet Harry 8. Grier. 
72. Cadet Reuben C. Taylor. 
73. Cadet Charles B. Moore. 
74. Cadet Clark Lynn. 
75. Cadet Cornelius Stockmar Bendel, 
16. Cadet Robert E. Boyers. 
7. Cadet Burt W. Phillips. 
i8, Cadet Ben F. Ristine. 
i¥, Cadet Albert Gilmor. 
8. Cadet George R. Guild. 
81. Cadet Stuart A. Howard. 
&. Cadet John F. Franklin. 
883. Cadet William C, Russell. 
4. Cadet Roland W. Boughton. c 
8. Cadet John 8. Upham. 
86. Cadet Keith S. Gregory. 
Si. Cadet Irving M. Madison, 
88. Cadet Ellery Farmer. 
8, Cadet Everett N. Bowman, 
#. Cadet Homer N. Preston. 
91. Cadet Jesse Gaston. 
%. Cadet Edward A. Brown. 
8. Cadet Charles F. Smith, 


Infantry Arm, with rank from June 13, 1903. 
George Edgar Nelson, of Vermont. 
Stephen Morris Barlow, from at large. 
Jesse Duncan Elliott, of Alabama. 


Edward Himmelwright Tarbutton, of 
Carroll Borden Hodges, from at large. enguaam 


Fitzhugh Berry Alderdice, of Mar 
tab ’ i nd. 
William Goodlett Motlow, of Tennessee. 
INFANTRY ARM. 
To be second lieutenants, to rank from October 9, 1908. 


rmy, July 16, 1908, vice 


cnstrgt James M. Churchhill, Forty-second Company, Coast Artillery, vice 


, berlin, Second Infantr 

Corpl. Philip H. Ba by Pei y first Oo 
son, Twenty-seventh 

Sergt. Luther R 
son, Eighth Infantry, promoted. 


nfantry, promoted. 


ourth Infantry. re 
— antry, resi 


ad, T y-hire Infentry, promo 





y-first Company, Coast Artillery, vice Whit- 
Jones, Twenty-ninth Company, Coast Artillery, vice John- 
eat he Audrew D. Chaffin, Company B, Twenty-ninth Infantry, vice Bar- 
S parees B Smalley, Company L, Twentieth Infantry, vice Grin- 
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Sergt. Henry W. Bunn, Company G 
liams, Twenty-sixth Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. (First Class) Frederick W. Boschen, Hospital Corps, vice McClelland, 
Eighteenth Infant » promoted. 

sergt. Charles W. Stewart, Troop I, Second Cavalry, vice Kistler, Eight- 
eenth a, re 

Corpl. Emil Engel, Troop D, Eleventh Cavalry, vice Graham, Fifteenth In- 
fantry, promoted. 

Corpl. Louis Farrell, Company K, Twenty-seventh Infantry, vice Jeunet, 
First Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. Charles O. Schudt, Company L, Nineteenth Infantry, vice Danforth, 
Tenth infantry, promoted. 

Corpl. Fred W. Pitts, Company H, Second Battalion of Engineers, vice 
Mills, Seventh Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. Emmett Addis, Casual Detachment, Eleventh Cavalry, vice Wil- 
liams, Eleventh gatas, promoted. 

Sergt. Harry L. King, Twenty-sixth Company, Coast Artillery, vice Bug- 
bee, First Infantry. promoted. 

Sergt. James B. Nalle, Forty-seventh Company, Coast Artillery, vice Good- 
ale, Sixteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Corpl. William F. Robinson, is Company E, Second Battalion of Engi- 
neers, vice Frank, Twenty-first Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. John J. Burleigh, Thirteenth Company, Coast Artillery, vice Bury, 
First Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. Manuel M. Garrett, Coast Artillery, vice Leisonring, Eleventh In- 
fantry, promoted. 

Sergt. Gordon A. Dennis, One hundred and twentieth Company, Coast 
Artillery, vice Andrews, Seventh Infantry, promoted. 

Squadron Sergt. Maj. Arthur G. Hixson, Fourth Cavalry, vice Briggs, 
Seventh Infantry, promoted. 
Corpl. Augustine A. Hofmann, Forty-second Company, Coast Artillery, 
vice West, Twenty-second Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. Henry S. Brirkerhoff, jr., Sixty-sixth Company, Coast Artillery, 
vice Lull, Thirteenth Infantry, transferred to Artillery Corps. 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. Fitzgerald 8. Turton, Sixteenth Infantry, vice True, 
Sixteenth Infantry, promoted, E 

Sergt. James Blyth, Company I, Eighteenth Infantry, vice Molony, Four- 
teenth Infantry, resigned 

Corpl. Frank C. McCune, Troop F, Fourteenth Cavalry, vice Petty, Twen- 
tieth Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. Edwin Gunner, Sixth Company, Coast Artillery, vice Novak, Nine- 
teenth Infantry, promoted. 

Sergt. Resolve P. Palmer, Company D, Sixth Infantry, vice Davis, Twenty- 
fifth Infantry, transferred to the Cavalry Arm. 

Private Edward E. McCammon, Company E, Fourteenth Infantry, vice 
Sartoris, Tenth Infantry, resigned. 

Sergt. Paul H. McDonald, Troop L, Twelfth Cavalry, vice Shuman, Twenty- 
eighth Infantry, promoted. | 

Q. M. Sergt. Philip Remington, Company E, Seventeenth Infantry, vice 
Smith, Seventeenth Infantry, dismissed. 

Sergt. Frank L. Beals, Fourth Company, Coast Artillery, vice Lawrence, 
Fifteenth patantey Bromoved. 

Corpl. Charles H. Rich, Troop E, Twelfth Cavalry, vice Kellond, Nineteenth 
Infantry, promoted. . 

Sergt. Paul C. Potter, Thirtieth Company, Coast Artillery, vice Caughey, 
Twenty-ninth Infantry, honorably discharged. 

Corpl. Albert T. Rich, Troop E, Twelfth Cavalry, vice Kitts, Twenty-first 
Infantry, promoted. : : 

Battalion Sergt. Maj. David P. Wood, Fifteenth Infantry, vice Crowne, 
Fourth Infantry, promoted. 


TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANT, INFANTRY ARM. 


First Sergt. William F. Harrell, Sixty-ninth Company, Coast Artillery, 
June PY, 19038. 


Twenty-second Infantry, vice Wil- 


CAVALRY ARM. 

Alden M. Graham, late a private, Troop B, Fourth Cavalry, to be second 
lieutenant, February 2, 1901. ‘ 

Note.—The person herein named was nominated to the Senate for the 
above-named appointment December 5, 1901, as Arthur M. Graham, and was 
confirmed December 18, 1901. This message is submitted to correct an error 
in the name of the nominee. 

INSPECTOR-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 
To be inspectors-general with the rank of brigadier-general. 

Col. Peter D. Vroom (since retired from active service), Inspector-General, 
April 11, 1903 (for a period of four years), vice Breckinridge, appointed major- 
general, United States Army. 

Col. George H. Burton, Inspector-General, April 12, 1903 (for a period of 
four years), vice Vroom, retired from active service. 

JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 


Capt. Walter A. Bethel, Artillery Corps, acting judge-advocate, United 
States Army, to be judge-advocate with rank of major, July 15, 1903, vice 
Hull, promoted. 

QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 


Kensey J. Hampton, of Kentucky, late assistant quartermaster, United 
States Volunteers, to be quartermaster with the rank of captain, April 21, 
1903, vice Carson, promoted. 

MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 


To be assistant surgeons with the rank of first lieutenant. 


James Irving Maybee, of Michigan, May 18, 1903. 

George Pullen Peed, of Virginia, late major and surgeon, United States 
Volunteers, July 10, 1903. 

Henry Denny Thomason, of Michigan, late major and surgeon, United 
States Volunteers, July 10, 1908. 

Ralph Stribling Porter, of Illinois, late major and surgeon, United States 
Volunteers. July 10, 1908. 

Percy Lancelot Jones, of Tennessee, late captain and assistant surgeon, 
United States Volunteers, July 10, 1908. 

Fred Wheeler Palmer, of Michigan, late captain and assistant surgeon, 
United States Volunteers, July 10,1908, vice Richards, resigned 

oe Bright Vedder, of Pennsylvania, July 10, 1908, vice Harris, pro- 
moted. 

Henry Flanagan Pipes, of West Virginia, July 10, 1903, vice Wood, ap- 
pointed brigadier-general, United States Army. . 

Charles Lovelace Foster, of the District of Columbia, July 10, 1908, vice 
Banister, promoted. 

John Robert Bosley, of Maryland, July 10, 1903, vice Poindexter, retired 
from active service. 

Robert Courtenay Loving, of Kentucky, July 10, 1903, vice Woodruff, pro- 


moted. 
per Jewett Stedman, of West Virginia, July 10, 1903, vice Swift, pro- 
moted. 
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Orville Graham Brown, of the District of Columbia, July 10, 1908, vice Shil- 
lock, promoted. 

George Frederick Juenemann, of Maryland, July 10, 1908, vice Wetherill, 
wholly retired. 

Joseph Franklin Siler, of Alabama, July 10, 1903, vice Raffert pa, 

Arthur Maunder Whaley, of Michigan, July 10, 1803, vice Mille resigned. 

Theodore Lamson, of Massachusetts, October 8, 1908, vice Mason, promoted. 

Craig Richard Snyder, of Dlinois, October 13, 1908, vice Glennan, promoted. 

Ernest Grey Bingham, ‘of Alabama, October 13, 1903, vice Bradley, romoted. 

James Downie eysinger, of Pennsylvania, October 13, 1903, vice Ten Eyck, 
promote 

Lioyd Llewellyn Smith. of New Jersey, October 23, 1908, vice Cloud, re- 
tired from active service. 

i Braiden Huggins, of New York, October 13, 1908, vice Willcox, pro- 
motec 

Edgar William Miller, of Iowa, October 13, 1903, vice Pinkham, resigned. 

William Henry Tefft, of New York, Oc tober 13, 1903, vice F’ rick, promoted. 


To be chaplains. 


ee John Aloysius Ferry,of New York, June 4, 1908, vice McKinnon, de- 
cease 


Rev. Andrew C. Murphy, of Illinois, September 17, 1903, vice Kelly, retired 
from active service. 


Rev. Davia Law Fleming, of Colorado, late chaplain First Colorado Vol- | 


unteer Infantry, September 18, 1903, vice McKeon, resigned. 
APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE ARMY. 


Second Lieut. Norman H. Davis, Twenty-fifth Infantry, from the Infantry | 


Arm to the Cavalry Arm, March 27. 1903, with rank from October 19, 1902. 
Second Lieut. George E. Nelson, First Infantry, from —. Infantry Arm to 
the Cavalry Arm, July 11. 1908, with rank from une 13, 1908 
Second Lieut. Arthur G. Hixson, Eighth Infantry, from the Infantry Arm 
to the Cavalry Arm, October 26, 1903, with rank from October 9, 1903. 


SCHEDULE B. 


List of officers holding recess commissions dated December ?, 1903, who Jailed of 
confirmation during the special session of the Senate beginning November 9, 
1908. 

[The officers whose names are preceded by an asterisk (*) have been retired 

from active service. ] 


Rank. Date of rank. 


v4 
9 


Name. 


| 

| Major-general ____..... ..| August 8, 1908. 

/*Charles A. Coolidge -| | Brigadier- -general Do. 

“Cyrus 8S. Roberts do | Do. 

i*J. Milton Phompecn.| wniiiill do Sages. 1908. 
— 10, 1908. 


lnc ‘alvin De Witt do 
*Carle A. Woodruff --_|.....do 
August 11, 1903. 
Do. 
August 12, 1908. 


*David H. Kinzie---... REE do 
*John L. Tiernon.....'.....do 
*James Miller -- 
Ipheus H. Bowman Do. 
i August 13, 1908. 
*Charles G. Penney Do. 
*Jesse C. Chance ietinideaiil -.---| August 14, 1903. 
5 |\*Theodore F. Forbes -'....- Do. 
*Daniel D. Wheeler --| | August 15, 1903. 
7 \*Leon A. Matile De. 
\*Charles L. Cooper August 16, 1908. 
| August 17, 1908. 
Do 


John A. Kress 
August 18, 1903. 
Do. 


SOsVenan- 


*John Simpson 
| Camillo C. C. Carr . J 
2 | Thomas H. eunalas : 
23 | William A. Simpson. Assistant adjutant- -gen eral | 
with the rank of colonel. 
4} John L.Clem Assistant quarter master- 
general with the rank of 
colonel. 
| William 8. Patten -. abe Teles : 
William H. Miller... Deputy quartermaster-gen- 
eral with the rank of heu- | 
tenant-colonel. 


August 15, 1908. 


Angust 17,1908. 
August 15, 1908. 


| Samuel R. Jones -.-. 
| John Elston Baxter. 


Moses G. Zalinski---- 
| Charles B. Byrne ---- 


Timothy E. Wilcox 
Louis W.Crampton - 


| August 17,1903. 
Quartermaster with therank | August 15, 1903. 
of major. | 
August 17, 1903. 
Assistant surgeon-general | August 9, 1908. 
with the rank of colonel. i 
OO 3k | September 22,1903. 
Deputy ‘surgeon-general with | August 9, 19038. 
: rank of lieutenant-colo- | 
nel. 
| Edwin F. Gardner--.'-.--.. 
| Henry C. Fisher Surgeon with the rank of 


anager. 
5 | Henry A. Shaw 
36 | John G. Butler 


Frank Heath .......- 
| Frank E. Hobbs 
| Thales L. Ames 


Septem ber 22,1903 
August 9, 1903. 


September 22, 1908. 
C ional in the Ordnance De- | August 16, 1903. 
artment. i 
Lieutenant-colonel in the 
Ordnance Department. 
| Major in the Ordnance De- 
partment. 
| Captain in the Ordnance De- 
| partment. 
Clarence A. Stedman. Cotenst of cavalry --. 
— Z. Steever ote 
George H. Paddock . = colonel of ca 
| alry 


ees & 


| August 17, 1903. 
August 16, 1908. 


August 26, 1908. 
August 16, 1908. 
August 26, 1908. 
August 16, 1903. 
| September 19, 1903. 
Septem ber 28, 1903. 
-| August 16, 1908. 


Septem ber 17, 1908. 
Do, 


oo 
oo 


Franklin 0. Johnson | 
| Herbert J. Slocum 
| Frank R. McCoy .~ 
Chalmers G. Hail.- 
Clarence R. Day 
Granville R. Fortes First lieutenant of cavalry -- 


50 | | sae Alden Degen ..|.....do 
51 | ‘Arthar N. Pickel do... 
62 | Brice P. Disque 


SeRsar6 ® 





No. 


53 


55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
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Name. 


List of officers holding recess commissions dated Decembey 


Rank. 





Alvin 8. Perkins .... 
Robert M. Barton -.. 
Walter J. Scott 
Richard W. Walker . 
Asher C. Taylor 
Henry W. Hubbell . 
William F. Stewart - 
er W. Vogdes 
Alexander D. 
Schenck. 
Sedgwick Pratt 
John McClellan 
Harry R. Anderson 
Robert H. Watemeen| 
Eli D. Hoyle 
Granger Adams --... 
Frederick Marsh -..-. 
Chas. @. Woodward 


Hamilton Rowan 

John T. Geary 

Guy T.Seott 

| Morrell M. Mills ._-.. 

| Charles R. Lloyd, jr - 
Edward Carpenter .. 

Henry M. Merriam. 

Oliver L. Spaulding, 


jr. 
Hanson B. Black 
| Conrad H. Lanza 
Chas. E.N. Howard.. 


2 | Edwin C. Long -..... 
Augustus B. Warfield 
Howard L. Landers.|. 


| Claudius M. Seaman. 
| Hugh J. B. McElgin. 
Arthur L. Fuller 
Francis H. Lomax 
William H. Burt 
Daniel Cornman 
Charles B. Hall 
Joseph W. Duncan 





| Henry W 
Francis Wi Nisnaacia 


| P. Hen 
Dendennin * 
wood. 
Philip Reade 
| John T. Van Orsdale 
| James A. Buchanan - 
Joseph F. Huston 


Charles A. Booth --.- 


| 


5 | James 8. Pettit 
| Charles L. Hodges. - 
Robert H. R. Lougk- 


borough 
John G@ Ballance ates 


Henry A. Greene - 
| Edwin B. Bolton. .-_. 


Frank Taylor 
Richard T. Yeatman 
Thomas F. Davis ---. 
Daniel H. Brush. -.. 


3 | Charles J. Crane _.. 


Hobart K. Bailey... 
Frank B. McCoy. .-. 
Elias Chandler 
Charles R. Noyes --. 
Charles W.Abbot, jr 
Richard M. Blatch- 
ford. 

John H. Beacom 

| Willis T. May 
Henry W. Hovey ..- 
Lawrence J. Hearn 
Walter K. Wright... 
Charles B. Hardin .. 


26 | Edwin P. Pendleton . 


141 
142 
143 


| Harry A. Leon- 
haeuser. 
| George M. Grimes... 
Thomas R. Harker 


a 
Edward E. Gayle....} 


First lieutenant of cavalry _. 


-| noke 


Lieutenant-colonel in the Ar- 
|... do y Corps. 
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John F. Wilkinson ..}. 


Frank D. Wickham 
William B. Folwell . 
Bryan Conrad 


| William K. Naylor ..|-.--- 


i William H. Oury 


| Edgar A. ‘Fry 
Harry A. Eaton 
Campbell King 

| Tenney Ross 

| George C. Martin 

Robert O. Van Horn. 
Ezekiel J. Williams .- 


144 


145 | 
146 
47 


149 
150 


| Joseph W. Glidden 

John R.R. Hannay 
Julian L. Dodge 
Herman Glade 

| Frank 8. Bowen 

Ward Dabne 


51 | Paul M.G ric 


152 


| Frank H. Kalde 
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ig recess commissions dated Decewber 7, 1903, ete.—Cont’d. 





Rank. Date of rank. 
| 





- wm.W.1 rir --| Fire lieutenant of infantry...| A t 14, 1908. 
yt ead nciiiiotehaa I a a a idhtinn, lneaiiale ane aes oO. 

Jit er. August 15, 1903. 
]io | BOS mG ee 

1% | Bruno 7 August 22,1908. 
Philip J.] August 26, 1903. 
29 Thomas M Hunt rf i 

100 | Gad ne. Fa :| August 27,1903. 
139 | William S. Ne September 3, 1903. 
ie Frank H. Adams.....]...-- September 14, 1903. 
= Ge ree C.1 1S econ September 17, 1908. 
165 William H.Paiterson }-..-- pe 

166 | David A Lindsay ...-|--<-- D. 

167 | Let nard J. Mygatt ..|----- Do. 

168 | Elliott M. Norton....)....- ¢ _ 

16 o ” 


Roscoe H Heart ....-jscues 


Wurst Howse, Washington, December 7, 1903. 
The pevsons above named are hereby appointed to the offices set opposite 


vin reapective names, to rank respectively from the several dates ified 
their respective name Sus heretofore held by them, which expired at the end 
Y ‘he extraordinary session of the Senate convened on the 9th day of Nov- 


mber, 1908 
emt THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


3y the President , 
By Etiav Roor Secretary of War. 


REWARD OF DISTINGUISHED ARMY SERVICE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a draft of a bill 
containing provisions for the reward of distinguished service in 
the American Army; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

, SLOOP CHARLOTTE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commnu- 
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
findings by the court relating to the vessel sloop Charlotte, Jo- 
seph Ingham, master; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 98) to provide for the removal of 
snow and ice from the streets, cross walks, and gutters of the Dis- 
trictof Columbia; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate, 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution extending the thanks of Congress to the peo- 
ple of Wisconsin for the statue of James Marquette; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of Chapter No. 6566 of | 
the Epworth League, of Farmland, Ind., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of in- 
—— liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the | 
vudicary, 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Missionary Society, 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of the Ossian Class 
or the Methodist Episcopal Church, and of the congregations of 
te Methodist Episcopal and United Brethren churches, all 
of Ossian, in the State of Indiana, praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against Hon. Rerp Smoot, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

B. also presented a petition of Post No. 86, Department of In- 
“lana, Grand Army of the Republic, of Jeffersonville, Ind., pray- 
iug for the enactment of a service-pension law; which was referred | 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
= also presented a memorial of the Nordyke & Marmon Com- | 
ad: of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of | 

'e so-called eight-hour bill; which was referred to the Commit- | 
— Education and Labor. | 
a oo presented petitions of the Blanton Milling Company, of 
Bash ec is; of t he Toosier Flour Mills, of Indianapolis, and of 8. 
fendiiveens { Fort Wayne, all in the State of Indiana, praying 
terstate Gn anent of legislation to enlarge the powers of the In- 
Inittee on Te te Commission; which were referred to the Com- 

ee on Interstate Commerce. 
nted a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 
Federation of Labor, of Vincennes, Ind., remon- 
‘ust any change being made in the duty on tobacco 
Cuba; which was referred to the Committee on 
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Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the New York 
Board of Trade and Transportation, praying for the enactment of 
legislation creating a commission to consider and recommend legis- 
lation for the development of the American merchant marine; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR presented petitions of Post No. 199, of Revere; of 
John A. Logan Post, No. 186, of Cambridge; of Preston Post, No. 
188, of Beverly Farms; of William H. Bartlett Post, No. 3, of 
Taunton; of Post No. 76, of Plymouth; of Post No. 61, of Web- 
ster; of Moses Ellis Post, No. 117, of Massachusetts; of Charles 
Sumner Post, No. 101, of Groveland; of Old Concord Post, No. 
180, of Concord; of A. W. Bartlett Post, No. 49, of Newburyport; 
of Colonel Prescott Post, No. 18, of Ashland; of Robert A. Bell 
Post, No. 134, of Boston; of Richard Borden Post, No. 46, of Fall 
River; of A. B. R. Sprague Post, No. 24, of Grafton; of E. K. 
Wilcox Post, No. 16, of Springfield, and of Reno Post, No. 9, of 
Hudson, all of the Department of Massachusetts, Grand Army 
of the Republic, and of John Spear, of Pepperell, all in the State 
of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law: which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented a petition of the Northwest Sabbath 
Association of Fortland, Oreg., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the closing on Sunday of the Lewis and 
Clark Centennial Ex osition; which was referred to the Select 
Committee on Industrial Expositions. 

Mr. ALLEE presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Georgetown, Del., and a petition of the 
congregation’ of the Pres»yterian Church of Georgetown, Del., 
praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah: which 
were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of the Board of Com- 
merce of Detroit, Mich., praying for a reorganization of the con- 
sular service; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the New York Zoolog- 
ical Society, of New York City, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation providing for the protection of the Calaveras grove of big 
trees in the State of California; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented petitions of the Young Men’s League of the 
First Presbyterian Church of Oakland; of sundry citizens of San 
Rafael, and of the Woman’s Home Christian Missionary Society 
of Long Beach, all in the State of California, praying for an in- 
vestigation of the charges made and -filed against Hon. Rrep 
Smoot, aSenator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Pastors’ Union of San Jose, 
Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation granting lands in 
severalty to Indians who are not in the possession of land in 
northern California; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers and Pro- 
ducers’ Association of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to increase the building of American ships; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers and Pro- 
ducers’ Association of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enact- 





| ment of legislation to reorganize the consular service of the United 


States; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers and Pro- 
ducers’ Association of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing for the adoption of the metric sys- 
tem of weights and measures; which was referred to the Select 
Committee on Standards, Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. SMOOT presented a petition of the Commercial Club of 
Salt Lake City, Utah, praying that an appropriation be made for 
the improvement of the inner harbor at San Pedro, Cal.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Freedom, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the construction of good roads throughout the country; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented a petition of Local Division No. 6, 
Ancient Order of Hibernians, of Baltimore, Md., praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing for the erection of a statue at 
Washington, D. C., to Commodore Barry. ‘‘the father of the 
American Navy;”’ which was referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

He also presented a petition of Lincoln Post, No. 7, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Baltimore. Md., prayimg for the enact- 
ment of a service-pension law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Middletown, 
Md., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
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against the Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 


which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. 

Mr. DUBOIS presented petitions of sundry inmates of the 
Soldiers’ Home of Boise, of sundry citizens of Boise, of sundry 
citizens of Kootenai County, and of sundry citizens of Harrison, 


allin the State of Idaho, and of the Young People’s Society of | 


Christian Endeavor of the Church of the Covenanters, of Phila- 


delphia. Pa., praying for an investigation of the charges made | 
and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of | 


Utah: which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. MARTIN presented a petition of the board of directors of 
the Chamber of Commerce of Richmond, Va., praying for the 


passage of the so-called parcels-post bill; which was referred to | 


the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PATTERSON presented a petition of Local Union No. 3, 
Amalgamated Woodworkers’ International Union, of Denver, 
Colo., praying for the appointment of a court of arbitration to 
sett’e labor disputes; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM presented sundry memorials of citizens of Joliet, 
Ill., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called parcels- 
post bill; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 


He also presented a petition of the Baptist Association of Mid- | 


dle Creek, [1l., praying for an investigation of the charges made 


and filed against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator from the State of | 


Utah: which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

He also presented petitions of Aaron Weider Post, No. 75, of 
Fairburg: of Major Sam Hays Post, No. 477, of Summer Hill; of 
Marissa Post, No. 430, of Marissa; of Matt Starr Post, No. 378, 
of Jacksonville; of Coleman Post, No. 508, of Mount Vernon, and 
of Harryman Post, No. 582, of Okawville, all of the Department of 
Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Illinois, 


praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were | 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. ALGER presented a petition of the Young People’s Society 


of Christian Endeavor of the Jefferson Avenue Presbyterian | 


Church, of Detroit. Mich., praying for an investigation of the 


charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from | 
the State of Utah: which was referred tothe Committee on Privi- | 


leges and Elections. 

He also py? petitions of H. W. Lawton Post, No. 452, of 
Detroit; of Post No. 38, of Saginaw; of Henry H. Knapp Post, 
No. 284, of Michigan; of Charles O. Twist Post, No. 396, of Michi- 
gan; of Phil McKernan Post, No. 53, of Michigan, and of General 
QO. M. Poe Post, No. 433, of Michigan, all of the Department of 
Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Michigan, 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Sherrard, 
W. Va., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the construction of good roads throughout the country; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented memorials of sundry citizens of Jack- 
sonville, Flora, Kankakee, Rockford, Mount Olive, and Peotone, 
all in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called parcels-post bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of Hubbard Post, No. 164, of Belvi- 
dere; of Batavia Post, No. 48, of Batavia; of Carter Van Vleck 
Post, No. 174, of Bushnell; of James A. Sexton Post, No. 759, of 
Chicago Heights; of William McKinley Post, No. 701, of Chicago; 
of Farragut Post, No. 602, of Chicago; of Washington Post, No. 
573, of Chicago; of General W. B. Hazen Post, No. 7, of Chicago; 
of Joseph P. Sasley Post, No. 542, of Camp Point: of J. L. Parks 
Post, No. 518, of Craborchard; of Veteran Post, No. 49, of Elgin; 
of Yates Post. No. 88, of Effingham; of Forrest Post, No. 114, of 
Forrest; of Kittoe Post, No. 5020, of Galena; of Homer Post, No. 
263, of Homer; of Barnes Post, No. 395, of Kingston; of Whipple 
Post, No. 414, of Kankakee; of Lake Forrest Post, No. 676, of 
Lake Forrest; of James Mayes Post, No. 480, of Mount Erie; of 
Post No. 471, of Milford; of Harley Wayne Post, No. 169, of 
Marengo; of Post No. 469, of Macedonia; of Walter Blanchard 
Post, No. 386, of Naperville; of Post No. 419, of Nashville; of 
W. A. Babcock Post, No. 416, of Onarga; of Colonel John Bryner 
Post, No. 67, of Peoria; of L. W. Sheppard Post, No. 623, of 
Quincy; of Post No. 546, of Rochelle; of Will Enderton Post, No. 
729, of Rock Falls; of Post No. 510,of Sandwich; of Randale Post, 
No. 568, of Trenton; of Williams Post, No. 25, of Watseka; of 
Hesse Post, No. 223, of Winchester; of Lasater Post, No. 570, of 
Will Shoal, and of Post No. 374, of Waukegan, all of the Depart- 
ment of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of 
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Illinois, praying for the enactment of aservice- 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented petitions of the Cairo Womans ( lul 
| of the Kenwoods Woman’s Club of the Church of N w! 
| of Chicago; of the Woman's Christian Tempera; 
| Utica, and of sundry citizens of Chicago, all in ¢}, 
nois, praying for an investigation of the charges made and fi 
against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from the State plan 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and lor wa; 

Mr. OVERMAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 7 
Point, N. C., praying for an investigation of the charges ».5 
| and filed against Hon. ReEp Smoor, a Senator from the Senn - 

Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Priviloro. .. 
Elections. e° and 
Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the congregation of + 
| Methodist Episcopal Church of Waupaca, Wis., prayin * for te 
enactment of legislation providing for the closing on Sunday o 
the Lewis and Clark Centennial Exposition; which was re 
to the Select Committee on Industrial Expositions. 
He also presented a petition of District Lodge, Good Tomplare 
| Mutual Benefit Association, of Waupaca, Wis., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Good Roads’ Association of 
Marinette County, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission: 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce | 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Bridve. 
| water, Mass., praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. REED SMoor, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges api 
Elections, 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Boston, Mass., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
erection of a new custom-house at that place; which was r- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Massachusetts Board of Trade, 
of Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to re- 
organize the consular service of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Glonces- 
ter, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
an arbitration treaty between the United States and Great Britain, 
| for the reorganization of the consular service of the United States, 
| for the restoration of the American merchant marine, and also 
| praying that anappropriation be made for the destruction of dere- 
| licts at sea; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 

lations. 
He also presented a petition of the Massachusetts State Board 
Trade, of Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legisla 
tion providing for the revision of the present postal rates; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
He also presented a memorial of sundry shipowners, shipbuill- 
ers, and shipmasters of Boston. Mass., remonstrating agaiust the 
admission of any foreign-built vessel to American registry ¢%- 
cept prizes of war or vessels forfeited for violation of the laws ot 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
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He also presented a pstition of the Board of Trade of Gloucester 
Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
reorganization of the consular service; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Healso presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Gloucester 
Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
restoration of the American merchant marine; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of ‘loucester, 
Mass., praying for the ratification of a treaty of arbitration . 
tween this country and the United Kingdom of Great Britaiman 
Ireland; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Gl 
Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
we of derelicts at sea; which was ordered to be lai 
table. 

Mr. BATE presented sundry papers to accompany 
807) for the relief of the heirs of J. L. Kirkpatrick; 
referred to the Committee on Claims. , Mis. 
tition of the Woman 's Home 


investigation 
fOOT, & Sena- 


cester, 
for the 
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the pill (5. 
which were 
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of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED > 
tor from the State of Utah; which was referred to 
on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Conference 0! 
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ee es h of Deadwood, 8. Dak., praying for the enact- 
Bpiscont slation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
Soldiers’ Homes; Which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs . aii 
) TER of Washington presented a petition of the congre- 
as roa ot oe of Clarkston, Wash., praying 
e the enactment of legislation providing for the closing on Sun- 
Jay of the Lewis and Clark Centennial Exposition; which was 
terred to the Select Committee on Industrial Expositions. 
we also presented @ petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Sg okane, Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation to en- 
a the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce, of 
Spokane, Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation relative 
to unjust discrimination in railroad rates; which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. wn we hug 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. I have here a petition which is 
of a good deal of importance, with reference to the Government 
puying land for the landless Indians of northern California. It 
is signed by Colonel Pratt, of the Carlisle Institute, and by a 
large number of persons who have been connected with the In- 
dian service. I think the petition will be found to be very inter- 
esting, and I ask that it may be printed as a document, ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecti- 
cut asks that the petition sent to the desk by him may be printed 
as a Senate document. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and that order is made. se 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented a petition of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Everett, Wash., praying that an appropria- 
tion bemade for the education of all school children of the Tulalip 
Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Ancient Order of Hibernians 
of Norwich, Conn., praying that an appropriation be made for 
the erection of amonument to the memory of Commodore John 
Barry, the father of the American Navy; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Congre- 
gational Church of Goshen, Conn., and a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Putnam, Conn., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred tu the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the executive council of the 
Philadelphia Board of* Trade, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for 
the enactment of legislation creating a commission to consider A bill (S. 935) granting a pension to Mary S. Clark. 
and recommend legislation for the development of the American Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
merchant marine, and for other purposes; which was referred to | were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
the Committee on Commerce. amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

He also presented a petition of the First Battalion of the Ohio A bill (H. R.198) granting an increase of pension to Emmett Cole; 
Naval Brigade, of Toledo, Ohio, praying for the enactment of A bill (H. R. 2040) granting a pension to James Anderson; 
legislation providing for the establishment of a naval training A bill (H. R. 6342) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 










now occupied by the Census Bureau and the public future needs 

of that Bureau in the way of quarters. I move that the com- 

munication and accompanying papers be printed as a document 

and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
The motion was agreed to, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment: 

A bill (H. R. 7287) to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama 
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Tombigbee River between the counties of Clarke and Choctaw, 
Ala., in section 7, township 9, range 1 west of St. Stephens 
meridian; 

A bill (H. R. 5761) to authorize the Charleroi and Monessen 
Bridge Companyto construct a bridgeover the Monongahela 
River; and 

A bill (H. R. 7288) to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama 
Railway Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Black Warrior River in Tuscaloosa County, Ala., in section 3, 
aoe 21 south, range 9 west of Huntsville meridian. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3331) to authorize the Vulcan Coal Company, 
of Vulcan, W. Ya.. to bridge the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy 
River at Vulcan, Mingo County, W. Va., where the same forms 
the boundary line between the States of West Virginia and Ken- 
tucky, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1834) granting an increase of pension to John W. Paul; 

A bill (S. 2122) granting a pension to Ashley C. Riggs; 

A bill (H. R. 1316) granting an increase of pension to George 


W. Day; 

A bill (H. R. 5367) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Moore; and 

A bill (H. R. 8376) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
J. Smith. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 727) granting a pension to George W. Witherell: 

A bill (S. 3362) granting an increase of pension to Daniel H. 
Wallace; and 


station at Put in Bay Island on the Great Lakes; which was re- | Springer; 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. A bill (H. R. 165) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the National Good | Adelsperger; 


Roads Association of Oregon, praying that an appropriation be 
made for the Lewis and Clark Centennial Exposition, to be held 
in Portland, Oreg., in 1905; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 
Mr. FRYE presented potion of the regents of the University 
of Wisconsin, Madison, Wis., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to increase the Federal aid to agricultural experiment sta- 
a was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
ry. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 8, Amalga- 
mated Wood Workers’ International Union, of Denver, Colo., pray- 
ng for the enactment of legislation previding for an investigation 
0 4. martial-law proclamation of the governor of that State; 
Ww ap was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
¢ also presented a petition of Kit Carson Post, No. 2, Depart- 

—_ of the District of Columbia, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Vashington, D. C., praying for the enactment of a service- 
=. law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
an _ presented the petition of Leta Brown and 23 other citi- 
ae Roswell, Idaho, praying foran investigation of the charges 
Sie = filed against Hon, Reep Smoor, a Senator from the 


f Utah; which : i 
leges and elections, was referred to the Committee on Privi 


A bill (H. R. 1906) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Blanchard; 
A bill (H. R. 3272) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 


ardy; 

A bill (H. R. 5718) granting an increase of pension to Adolph 

Heiser: 

we bill (H. R. 2553) granting an increase of pension to George 
yintz: 

A bill (H. R. 4323) granting an increase of pension to Mary 

Wurtz; 

A bill (H. R. 4276) granting an increase of pension to Hamilton 

E. Burritt; 

A bill (H. R. 812) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 

Emery; 

A bill (H. R. 195) granting a pension to Michael Landy; 

an bill (H. R. 660) granting an increase of pension to John S. 
ines; 

A bill (H. R. 4759) granting an increase of pension to David P. 

McDonald: 

A bill (H. R. 4915) granting an increase of pension to James W. 

Hibbert; 

A bill (H, R, 6028) granting an increase of pension to Anson 

Heffron; 

A bill (H. R. 689) granting an increase of pension to Edgar 

Chapman; 

A bill (H. R. 6442) granting an increase of pension to James P. 

Wallace; 

A bill (H. R. 1883) granting a pension to Harriet A. Cook; 


THE CENSUS BUREAU. 


retary AIRBANES. I present a communication from the Sec- 
a letin: ¢ the Department of Commerce and Labor, transmittin 
“r ‘rom the Director of the Census regarding the building 
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A bill (H. R. 6947) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
Cooper: and 

A bill (H. R. 8728) granting a pension to Matilda Lafferty. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 475) granting a pension to Alfred C. 
Isachsen, submitted an adverse report, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Burton), from the Committee on | 


Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 


them each with an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: | 


A bill (S. 1796) granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
Woodworth; 

A bill (8S. 1803) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Morgan; 
=. bill (H. R. 5865) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 

arlan; 

A bill (H. R. 2809) granting an increase of pension to John 
Watt; and 

A bill (H. R. 4526) granting an increase of pension to William 
J. Shepard. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Burton), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
severally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (H. R. 1483) granting an increase of pension to James | 


W. Black; 


A bill (H. R. 3411) granting an increase of pension to William | 


J. Hart: 


A bill (H. R. 6061) granting an increase of pension to Alpheus | 


D. Brown; and 
A bill (H. R. 5883) granting an increase of pension to David 
Warentz. 


Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. TALIAFERRO), from the Committee | 


on Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them each with an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (S. 3480) granting an increase of pension to Swepston | 


B. W. Stephens; 

A bili (8S. 3415) granting an increase of pension to Manluff W. 
Reynolds; and 

A bill (8. 2322) granting a pension to Adolphus N. Pacetty. 


Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. TALIAFERROC), from the Committee | 


on Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them severally without amendment, and submitted reports 
thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 
Shaw Lovejoy; 

A bill (H. R. 2822) granting an increase of pension to Louiza 
Phillips; and 

A bill (H. R. 4946) granting a pension to James F. Wheeler. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Carmack), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them severally without amendment, and submitted reports 
thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7799) granting an increase of pension to John O. 
Rice: 

A bill (H. R. 7798) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Black: 

A bill (H. R. 219) granting a pension to Minerva J. Burton; 
and 
. A bill (H. R. 249) granting an increase of pension to Mollie J. 

fitchell. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Carmack), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4136) granting an 
increase of pension to Caleb Arnett, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2359) to correct the military record of 
James W. Houser, reported it without amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8S. 1272) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Rol- 
lins; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 
Howlett; 

A bill (8. 1392) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Hughes; 

bill (H. R. 6582) granting an increase of pension to Harry 
Haller: and 

A bill (H. R. 4045) granting a pension to Minnie Gusler. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3521) granting an increase of pension to John 
Hawker; 


RRO 


5584) granting an increase of pension to Adaline 


2490) granting a pension to Naomi Green; 
2278) granting an increase of pension to Harriet H. 
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A bill (H. R. 8172) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
E. Pogue: very 
A bill (H. R. 6020) granting an increace of pension tp Willi: 
P,. Conner; ‘am 
A bill (H. R. 561) granting an increase of pension to Ey 
A bill (H. R. 4625) granting a pension to Theresa B. Nash. 
A bill (H. R. 7515) granting a pension to Rebecca A. Mathias: 
A bill (A. R. 2201) granting an increase of pension to Georg: 
| McDonald; “bY 
A bill (H. R. 
| Perkins; 
| A bill (H.R. 
| B. Davis; and 
A bill (H. R. 8123) granting a pension to Eliza S. Smith 
Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were ro. 
| ferred the following bills, reported them each with an amen: 
| and submitted reports thereon: 


iSummy: 


7874) granting an increase of pension to Sibi 


6005) granting an increase of pension to Georop 


iment, 


fong; 
| A bill (S. 8527) granting an increase of pension to Jerningham 
Boone: 
| A bill (S. 3267) granting an increase of pension to Mary y 
| Carson; yeah 

A bill (S. 2043) granting an increase of pension to 
Williams; and 

A bill (S. 3569) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
| Chamberlain. . 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend. 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2838) granting a pension to Louisa Lyon: 

A bill (8S. 1642) granting an increase of pension to Blanche L, 
Chunn; and 

A bill (H. R. 2019) granting a pension to Mary Gwynn. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 134) granting a pension to Wilhelmina Mi!)rr: 

A bill (H. R. 5617) granting an increase of pension to William 
P. Hereford; 

A bill (H. R. 5818) granting an increase of pensior 
Snow; 

A bill (H. R. 3345) granting an increase of pension + 
P. Clarke; and 

A bill (H. R. 5720) granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Filler. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions. to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3839) granting an increase of pension to George B 


Andrew J, 


Philip 


( ‘har] ‘3 


Abbott; 

A bill (S. 360) granting an increase of pension to Mary Lrcetta 
Arnold; and 

A bill (S. 1530) granting an increase of pension to 
Lamphere. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
was referred the bill (S. 3738) granting an increase ension to 
Linus 8. Ludington, reported it with amendments, and submitied 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were 1 
following bills, reported them severally without ame 
submitted reports thereon: : 

A bill (H. R. 9029) granting a pension to Georgie 8. Barbou 

A bill (H. R. 734) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
McAlister: 

A bill (H. R. 727) granting an increase of pension to Jam 


Thercn T, 


De 
I 
ag ik, 


lye; 
A bill (H.R. 2111) granting an increase of pension to henry D: 
Towsley; } 

A bill (H. R. 8729) granting an increase of pension ‘ 

Remick: 

A bill (H. R. 
Craigue; 

A bill (H. R. 
Cannon; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
Gardner; and 

A bill (H. R. 
liams. 

Mr. BALL, from the Committee on Pensions, to w° 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6352) granting a pension to 4 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a repor' 

He also, from the same committee. to whom were ! 
following bills, reported them severally without am 
submitted reports thereon. 


8837) granting an increase of pension to } 
1859) granting an increase of pensi nt 


1855) granting a pension to Harriett B. Riley: . 
2016) granting an increase of pension to O° 


2932) granting a pension to Dudley R. W. W» 





1904. 


_—— 

A bill (H. R. 4457) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Mp H. R. 754) granting a pension to John M. Lawton; and 

‘A pill (H. R. 6994) granting an increase of pension to Theresa 
ay LL. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8916) granting an increase of pension to 
cusie C. G. Seabury, submitted an adverse report thereon, which 
was agreed to: and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr, OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
wore referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 7 ; 

A bill (H. R. 2912) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 

ones; 
4 (H. R. 2916) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
oward; and 
8 Oi (H. R. 4629) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
) nd. 
Or ISTER of Washington. from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them each 
with an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (S. 3656) granting an increase of pension to William 
ner; 
Tea (S, 2966) granting a pension to William Conover; 

A bill (S. 2221) granting a pension to Carlotta E. Hooper; and 

A bill (S. 2969) granting a pension to Henry Dority. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (8. 294) granting a pension to Vin- 
cent de Frietas, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2882) to regulate appoint- 
mentsand promotions in the municipal government of the District 
of Columbia, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was 
agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3117) to expedite business in the | 
district court of the United States for the district of Oregon, re- | 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports | 
thereon, which were agreed to; and the bills were postponed in- 
definitely: 

A bill (H. R. 4707) granting a pension to Margaret J. Snook; 
and 

A bill (8S. 71) granting an increase of pension to Asia Burgess. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
awendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

a bill (H. R. 5299) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
reeler; 

A bill (H. R. 
Nash: 








KKo 


5531) granting an increase of pension to Marvin 





of bil (H. R. 6071) granting an increase of pension to Abraham | 
» NUL 


A bill (A. R. 
A bill (H. R, 8435) granting an increase of pension to John M. | 


5528) granting a pension to Maria Lindhorst; and | 
Pratt, 
Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
auendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
anne (H. R. 5555) granting an increase of pension to James R. | 
at p y; | 
A bill (8, 
1 Ks: 
A bill (S. 3413) granting a pension to Henry P. Howard; 


0 A ms (S. 2868) granting an increase of pension to David C. 
Man: anc 


Guar (5S. 2200) granting an increase of pension to Charles R. | 
ins, 


\ir. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


t ‘ af Ayr SD . >» . ~ . . . 
Was referred the bill (S. 3405) granting an increase of pension to 


Mary F. Pentzer, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
Teport thereon, 


3470) granting an increase of pension to Richard | 


| same salary as the present 


| from the contingent expenses of the Senate, the sai 
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tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs; 
which was agreed to. 
REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 
Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the annual report of the Commissioner of 
Patents for the year 1903, asked to be discharged from its further 


| consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Pat- 


ents; which was agreed to. 
REPORTS OF LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committes 
on Pringing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 37) 


| providing for the editions to be printed of the annual and special 


reports of the Librarian of Congress, to report it favorably with- 
out amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that of the annual 
and special reports of the Librarian of Congress hereafter sub- 
mitted to Congress, but including the report for 1903, there shall 
be printed and bound in cloth 7,250 copies, 750 copies for the use 
of the Senate, 1,500 copies for the use of the House of Repres2nt- 
atives, and 5,000 copies for the use of the Library of Congress. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be;engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed 

ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE IN PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, Iam directed by the Committee 
on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3015) to pro- 
vide for an additional judge of the district court of the United 
States for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, to report it favor- 
ably with amendments. The business has become very much 
congested there, and if there is no objection I should like to have 
the bill acted upon at the present time. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The first amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was in 
section 1, page 1, line 3, after the word “ President,’’ to strike out 
the words ‘‘ of the United States;’’ so as to make the section read: 


That the President, by and with the advice and consert of the Senate, 
shall appoint an additional judge of the district court of tie United States 
for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, who shal! reside in said district and 
who shall possess the same powers, perform the same duties, and receive the 
istrict judge of said district. 


The amendment was agreed to. | 
The next amendment was to strike out section 2, in the follow- 


| ing words: 


Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect immediately. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


| the third time, and passed. 


A. C. HAWLEY. 
Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolu- 
tion submitted by Mr. CULLOM on the 28th ultimo, reported ad- 


| versely thereon; and it was postponed indefinitely, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he is hereby, directed to place 
upon the messenger roll the name of A. C. Hawley, at an annua! salary of 


i $2,440, to be paid from the contingent fund until otherwise provided for, ho 
| having been dropped through the reorganization of the committees. 


THOMAS KENNEDY. 
Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 


| tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolu- 


tion submitted by Mr. CLapp, by request, on the 13th ultimo, 
reported adversely thereon, and it was postponed indefinitely, as 
follows: 
Resolved, That Thomas Kennedy be employed by the Sergeant-at-Arms as 
laborer in the Senate folding room, at a salary of nope annum, to be paid 
employment to take 
effect January 15, 1904. 
COURTS IN MINNESOTA, 


Mr. NELSON. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judici- 


| ary to report back favorably without amendment the bill (S. 707) 


THE DAWES COMMISSION, 

AL BATE, from the Select Committee on the Five Civilized 
‘aie the es to whom was referred the letter of the Secre- | 
ae — n terior, transmitting a memorial of members of the 
peciall oan in regard to certain representations made es- 
Wares _ he Senate by R. C. Adams as attorney for the Dela- | 
with the = ep, the Commission and its action in connection | 
members OF mg of the Delaware segregation and concerning the | 
ficial caren”, Om mission in their personal as well as their of- | 
‘pacity, asked to be discha: from its further considera | 


| to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act providing the terms and places 


of holding the courts of the United States in the district of Min- 
nesota, and for other purposes,’’ approved April 26,1890. On ac- 
count of the importance of the subject, I ask for the immediate 


| consideration of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It proposes to amend section 4 of the act, so 
as to read: 

Sec. 4. That regular terms of the circuit and district courts shall be held 
as follows: For the first division, on the third Tuesday in May and the third 
Tuesday in November: for the second division, on the fourth Tuesday in 
April and the fourth Tuesday in October; for the third division, on the first 
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Tuesday in June and the first Tuesday in December; for the fourth division, 
on the first Tuesday in April and the first Tuesday in October; for the fifth 
division, on the second Tuesday in January and the second Tuesday in July; 
for the _* h division, on the first Tuesday in May and the second Tuesday 
in November. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendinent, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LOUIS J. SOUER. 


Mr. TELLER. I move that the Committee on Appropriations 
be discharged from the further consideration of the amendment 
submitted by myself on the 15th instant, proposing to credit the 
accounts of Louis J. Souer, collector of internal revenue for the 
collection district of Louisiana, with the sum of $3,861.88, being 
the value of tax-paid spirit stamps forwarded by registered mail 
March 21, 1902, and destroyed by fire in a railway postal car, in- 
tended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3959) granting a pension to 
Anna Mansfield; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 3960) for the relief of Mrs. 


S. A. Penniman; which was read twice by its title, and referred | 


to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 3961) for the relief of D. Frone- 
berger, for himself and as surviving partner of the firm of D. & 
C. Froneberger; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 3962) for the relief of the 
estate of Antoine Decuir, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 3963) authorizing the Com- 
missioner of Patents to renew the patent issued to Jacob Karr for 
quarter-second time mechanism; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

Mr. ALGER introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3964) granting an increase of pension to Laura C. 
Dodge; and 


A bill (S. 3965) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel R. | 


Kent (with accompanying papers). 


Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 3966)-to increase | 


the limit of cost of the United States post-office at Kingston, N. Y.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3967) for the erection of a public 
building at Oneonta, N. Y.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 3968) granting an increase of 

ension to Joel Bee; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (8. 3969) for the relief of John 
L. O’Mara; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also intrcduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

a bill (S. 3970) granting an increase of pension to Martha C. 
uhn; 

A bill (S. 3971) granting a pension to William H. Rogers; 

A bill (S. 8972) granting a pension to Thomas B. Collahan; 

A bill (S. 3973) granting an increase of pension to Laura 8. 
Picking; and 

A bill (S. 3974) granting an increase of pension to John B. Wil- 
cox (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3975) to authorize the Presi- 
dent to place the name of John Roop on the retired list of the 
United States Navy with the rank of first assistant engineer, 
United States Navy: which was read twice by its title, and, with 
= accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3976) providing for the erection of 
a statue of Abraham Lincoln at Washington, D. C.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Li- 


brary. 

Mr. DIETRICH introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles,and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3977) granting an increase of pension to Luther §. 
Baker; 


FEBRv Ary ] 
’ 

ee *) granting an increase of pension to George W, 

Eng (S. 8979) granting an increase of pension to Sterling 1 

arker. 5 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 3980) to legalize ana y, 
mit the maintenance of certain dams in and bridges over th rt 
Joseph River in the States of Indiana and Michigan: \ hich “ 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Co 
merce. _— 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (8. 3981) for the 
erection of an additional suitable building, cistern, oj] },, Sy ‘a 
other necessary improvements at the New Dungeness light.) — 
in the Stateof Washington; which was read twice by its title ~ 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3982) making an additional app, 
priation for the Battery Point post light, in the State of Wash 
ington; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. ” 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8983) providing for additiona) em- 
ployee’s quarters at the Robinson Point post light station, State 
of Washington; which was read twice by its title, and 1. ferred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 3984) to reorganize and 
increase the efficiency of the Hospital Corps of the Navy of the 
United States, and to define its duties and regulate its pay: which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee oy 
| Naval Affairs. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 3985) granting an in. 
| crease of pension to Isabel F. Easum; which was read twice by 
| its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions : 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 3986) granting a pension to Cynthia 
Speaks; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. OVERMAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3987) author- 
izing the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to redeem or make 
allowance for internal-revenue stamps; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 2 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 3988) granting an increase 
| of pension to John L. Hughes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3989) granting an increase of pen- 

sion to Eugene Schilling; which was read twice by its title, and 
| referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3990) granting authority to the 
Secretary of the Navy, in his discretion, to restore certain midship- 
men to the Naval Academy; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 3991) to provide for en- 
larging and improving the United States building at Aurora, Ill; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3992) granting a pension to Ada 
L. Carpenter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 3993) for the relief of Ed- 
ward Kershner; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. ah 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8994) for the relief of the heirs of 
Michael Carling, assignee of Joseph R. Shannon, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8995) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion standing against James McGreevey; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 8996) for the relief of the 
heirs of William A. Redman, deceased; which was reac twice 0) 
its title. and referred to the Committee on Claims. _ : 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 8997) providing for the put- 
chase of Mathews’s portrait of Lincoln; which was reac twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. ALLEE introduced a bill (S. 3998) granting a pension t 
Henry Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and reterres 
to the Committee on Pensions. . . wil 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3999) granting a pension 0 WE 
liam H. Torbert; which was read twice by its title, and reterte 
to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 4000) granting & p's 
to Rosannah J. Ross: which was read twice by its title. and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee ou ! 7, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 4001) ie 
pension to Benjamin A. Proovost; which was read twice ¥Y 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. ‘nie 

He also introduced a bill (8. 4002) granting an Incrvas’ ~ a 
sion to Susan E. Armitage; which was read twice by its Ute 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. ; seam 

Mr. PERKINS introduced the following bills; which wet 


, and 





a nension 
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erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
‘or 1erce: ‘i : ' 

“ bill 3 4008) to establish a fog signal at Quarry Point, Angel 

Island. Bay of San Francisco, California; : 

\ bill ($4004) to establish at Cape Mendocino, California, quar- 


ters for the light keeper; 


4 pill (S. 4005) to establish a fog signal on one of the jetties at 
the entrance to the harbor at Humboldt Bay, California; 
A bill (S. 4006) to authorize the construction of quarters for 


light-house keepers at Point Conception, California; and _ 

\ bill (S. 4007) to authorize an increase in the appropriation for 
dwelling for assistant keepers at Point Bonita, California. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 4008) for the relief of the 
Bath Iron Works and others; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims, — 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4009) defining the power of the 
academic board at the Naval Academy with regard to the ad- 
mission of candidates and the retention of deficient midshipmen; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4010) providing for the admission 
of Arthur Mervyn Whitton to the character and privileges of a 
citizen of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, introduced a bill (S. 4011) for the 
relief of the heirs of Jenkins and Havens; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 4012) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Missionary Baptist Church, at Gravelly Springs, 
Ala.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 


a 
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Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 4013) for the relief of the | 


trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Warrenton, 
Va.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 4014) to prevent the fraudulent sale | Vxpennes of tho Senate: 


of merchandise; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 4015) for the relief of Michael 
Kries; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S, 4016) for the 
relief of John Moriarty; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 
38) for the purpose of carrying out the provisions of General Or- 
ders, No. 195, War Department, June 29, 1863, for the presenta- 
tion of medals; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
ccoempaying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $1,775,000 for an exposition to be held at the city of Port- 
land, Oreg., in the year 1905, to celebrate the one hundredth 
anniversary of the exploration of the Oregon country by Lewis 
and Clark, intended to be pro by him to the urgent defi- 
ciency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

é also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
salary of the envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary 
to the Argentine Republic from $10,000 to $12,000, intended to 
be proposed by him to the ene and consular appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $10,000 to provide for the removal of snow and ice from 
the streets, cross walks, and gutters of the District of Columbia, 
intended to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia ap- 

Topriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on the 

istrict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DUBOIS submitted an amendment providing for the issu- 
- by the Secretary of the Interior of a patent in fee to Nora 

: Hazlett, a Caddo Indian, for not to exceed 40 acres of the re- 
jmaining 8) acres of the 160 acres of land heretofore allotted to 


fey be the Territory of Oklahoma, intended to be proposed by him 
a e Indian gh bmg bill; which was referred to the Com- 
uittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted an amendment propcs- 


ing to appropriate $4 : : 5 
tion, and mt $441,580 for the purchase, installation, opera 


ing the head 
8arrisons in 
Military 
on Mili 


ntenance of a submarine military cable for connect- 
quarters, Department of Columbia, with military 
sin Alaska, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the 
“ppropriation bill; which was referred to the Committce 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 








1445 


Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $5,000 to pay such contingent expenses of the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw citizenship court and such of its officers as the Secre- 
tary of the Interior may deem proper, and also $1,136.25, the 
amount of unexpended balance of the appropriation for contin- 
gent expenses as provided in the act of July 1, 1902, of $5,000 re- 
maining on the books of the Interior Department December 31, 
1903, to the credit of the Choctaw and Chickasaw citizenship 
court; also $2,680.65 for one stenographer to each of the three 
judges of the Choctaw and Chickasaw citizenship court to be ap- 
pointed by them respectively, etc., intended to be proposed by him 
to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill; which was ordered to 
be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

MALINDA GORDON. 


Mr. KEAN submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to pay to Malinda Gordon, widow of Fred Gordon, late a 
laborer in the Senate of the United States, a sum equal to six months’ salary 
at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his demise, said sum to be 
considered as including funeral expenses and all other allowances. 


HISTORY OF DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


Mr. PENROSE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed from stereotype plates and bound in cloth 2,000 copies of a history 
of the ee of Justice from 1789 to 1904, written by James S. Easby- 
Smith, including biographies of all the Attorneys-General and solicitors-gen- 
eral; and that there also be printed from plates, etched or engraved by Max 
and Albert Rosenthal, and bound in said history portraits of the Attorneys- 
General and solicitors-general, 1,200 copies for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, 600 copies for the use uf the Senate, and 200 copies for the Depart- 
ment of Justice. 

PROCEEDINGS OF NEW PANAMA CANAL COMPANY. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay from the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of 
the Senate the cost of translating the document entitled ‘‘ Compagnie Nou- 
velle du Canal de Panama,” which the Senate, under date of January 28, 1904, 
directed him to have translated. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 27th ultimo approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 137) granting a pension to Hannah Kelly; 

An act (S. 215) granting a pension to Mary D. Perry: and 

An act (S. 368) granting an increase of pension to Charles M. 


| Wilcox. 


The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on the 30th ultimo approved and signed the following 
acts: 

An act (S. 2121) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act providing for 
public printing and binding and the distribution of public docu- 
ments; ”’ 

An act (S. 484) granting a pension to Nancy S. Marsh; 

An act (S. 586) granting a pension to Annie H. Zoll; 

An act (S. 745) granting a pension to John Swenson; 

An act (S. 814) granting a pension to Mamie Thayer: 

An act (S. 1825) granting a pension to Josephine L. Webber; 

. 9) granting an increase of pension to David E. Bur- 


. 12) granting an increase of pension to Francis E. 
Chase; 

An act (S. 
Clark; 

An act (S. 
Perry; 

An act (8. 
perd; 

An act (5S. 
Holt; 

An act (S. 

ll; 


An act (S. 
Conant; 

An act (S. 
Bullock; 

An act (S. 
Pierce; 

An act (S. 458) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Beattie; 

An act (S. 471) granting an increase of pension to Silas Meserve; 

m4 act (S, 473) granting an increase of pension to Byron D. Bab- 
cock; 


13) granting an increase of pension to William E. 
14) granting an increase of pension to Samuel M., 
99) granting an increase of pension to Joel C. Shep- 
182) granting an increase of pension to Charles F, 
190) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
451) granting an increase of pension to William T. 
452) granting an increase of pension to Albert W. 


456) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
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An act (S. 478) granting an increase of pension to Olive J. Bailey; 
An act (S. 547) granting an increase of pension to Irving W. 
Coombs; 
. An act (S. 555) granting an increase of pension to Royal A. 8. 
Kingsley; 
An act (8. 565) granting an increase of pension to James E 
Barnard; 
An act (S. 
more; 
An act (S. 
Williamson; 
An act (S. 
McMullen; 
An act (S. 
coigne; 
An act (S. 
Templeton; 
An act (S. 
Dennison; 
An act (S. 
Beveridge; 
An act (8. 898) granting an increase of pension to John B, Car- 
ter; 
An act (S. 929) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Stermer: 
An act (S. 930) granting an increase of pension to Ferdinand 
Wiedemann; 
a (S. 937) granting an increase of pension to Rudolph 
Siebelist; 
An act (8. 959) granting an increase of pension to Andrew C. 
Ranard; 
An act (S. 1259) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Stanyan; 
An act (S. 1334) granting an increase of pension to Amy C. 
Bosworth; 


578) granting an increase of pension to John Bulla- 
587) granting an increase of pension to Anson P. 
589) granting an increase of pension to George E. 
744) granting an increase of pension to Stephen Gas- 
798) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
821) granting an increase of pension to W. Neil 


847) granting an increase of pension to John L. 


An act (8. 
Paul; 

An act (S. 
C. Paquin: 

An act (S. 
Bullard; 

An act (S. 
Hoover; 

An act (8. 
Chase; 


1429) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 


1437) granting an increase of pension to Clarence E. 


1497) granting an increase of pension to Walter F. 
. 1498) granting an increase of pension to Winslow 


An act (8. 
Rask; 

An act (S. 
Cutts; 

An act (S. 1827) granting an increase of pension to Harris A. 
P. Lewis; and 


1559) granting an increase of pension to Marie A. 


1826) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 


’ | District of Columbia was read twice by its title. 


| money in the Treasury not otherw 
| able, for the removal of snow and ice from 
| ters in the District of Columbia, one half of said sum to be ; 


iV SDD, 
, FEBRt ARY 1, 


The concurrent resolution was considered by unanim, 
sent, and agreed to. 
REMOVAL OF SNOW AND ICE. 


The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 98) to provide for : 
of snow and ice from the streets, cross walks. and x: 


US CON. 


he rem val 
itters ot the 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, that is an eme) 
ter, and I ask present consideration for it. 
The PRESIDEN T protempore. It will be read t 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the sum of 


Zency mat- 
the Senate 


000 is hereby appropriated 
appropriated, to be immediately ay, 
© streets, cross walks “ 


out of any 


| revenues of the District of Columbia and the other half out of th Ty ‘ 


An act (8. 1938) granting an increase of pension to Aldridge | 


Patterson. 
STATUE OF JAMES MARQUETTE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 

lowing concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives: 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 30, 190k. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
thanks of Congress be given to the yple of Wisconsin for the statue of 
James Marquette, the renowned missionary and explorer. 

Resolved, That the statue be accepted, to remain in the National Statuary 
Hall, in the Capitol of the nation, and that a copy of these resolutions, signed 
by the presiding officers of the House of Representatives and Senate, be for 
warded to his excellency the governor of the State of Wisconsin. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, I rise to ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the concurrent resolution, 

I desire only to state that in 1893 the proposition embodied in 
the resolution was passed upon by both Houses of Congress, and 
the State of Wisconsin was thereby authorized to present this 
marble of Pere Marquette, notwithstanding the fact that he was 
not technically a resident of the State. In 1896 the marble was 
presented, and it was accepted by the Senate of the Unit:d States 
with appropriate s hes and ceremonies. 

The present resolution is only acomplimentary tender of thanks 
to the people of the State of Wisconsin for the presentation of this 
marble. The Senate having twice expressed its views upon this 
subject, and this being nothing but a complimentary resolution, 
I can see no reason, sir, why any committee of this body should 
be troubled with it. ; ; . 

I therefore ask unanimous consent for its present considera- 


tion. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 





| 


| 


of the United States. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objectioy 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was consideyeg 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without ameng. 


to the pres- 


| ment. 


Mr. HALE. There isso much confusion in the Chamber ¢} 
we do not know even what measure this is. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Itisa joint resolution from 
the House appropriating $5,000 for clearing the streets of snow 
and ice. 

Mr. HALE. Now, let me ask the chairman of the Committe, 
on Appropriations whether all the appropriations for removing 
snow and ice, which become at times here very . 


lal 


rious obstruc 


tions to travel, are made by piecemeal—whether we wait until a 
| snowstorm comes and blocks the streets and stops busine:s toa 
degree and interferes with travel? Does Congress always appro- 


riate p:ecemeal as the occasion comes around? If it does, why 


. . F . ' | is it not better somewhere on some appropriation bill to provide 
An act (8. 1335) granting an increase of pension to Calvin Daws; | 


1402) granting an increase of pension to William | 


a sum large enough to cover an entire session of Congress? 
We have been in Washington put to the greatest inconvenience 
for the last month. We had one fall of snow, ice formed, it 


| was difficult to get to business places, travel becoming very hard 
| and as that lasted it merged into another storm with a great de- 
| posit of snow in Washington days ago. 


; ; : r | ing four or five days after the evil has fallen upon us for relievingit. 
1491) granting an increase of pension to James A. | 


Now we are appropriat- 


I should be glad to see the Commissioners intrusted with a 
fund for an entire season, so that the moment a snowstorm be 


| gins at once hundreds of men, if necessary, could be put on, and 


we can do as they doin other cities and not wait for the slow 


| process of the snow melting and removing itself. 


I suggest to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 


| not in any way finding fault with him, because these matters 


originate in the other branch, that we had better provide in some 
of the general appropriation bills for a fund which the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia can use at once and not wait 
for days and days of delay after every storm. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the suggestions of the Senator 
from Maine as respects this particular matter of snow and ice 
think are wise. We have been dealing with this question for 
good many years on the District of Columbia appropriation bil. 
Snow has fallen and ice has accumulated during all these years, 
and as the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] says to me 
that will probably be the casein the future. Of course I will not 
ree as to that. 

e did for several years increase the Sppropriat! m as it came 
from the House from $1,000 to $5,000. Uniformly the House re 
plied to us that if additional appropriations were needed they 
would be supplied, so that we yield I think that was the cas 
in two or three instances at least, perhaps more. An appropm* 
tion of $1,000 was inserted in the District of Columbia appropn 
tion bill originally for the purpose of removing snow an Ice 

At the beginning of this session there was a special appt — 
tion made of $5.000 for this purpose. I believe it was .!! expen 
either during the pendency of the first storm or th: following 
Then came another storm last week, I believe beginning on Thur 
day. The Senator from Maine will correct me if [ make ams 
take. Itcontinued on Friday. The House of Representanves,"" 
Friday, passed the joint resolution which has just been laid belore 
the Senate, but passed it too late in the day for consideration 
this body. The pressure was so great on Friday that we — 
tantly adjourned over until to-day, which is Monday, leaving ™ 
snow and ice hanging. 

Mr. HALE. Inthe air? 

Mr. ALLISON. Not in the air, but on the trees 
and sidewalks. Now, this is the first opportunity w 
to act upon the joint resolution. The Chair has kind! 
fore the Senate, and whilst I agree with the Senator '" 
that it comes rather late, it is better now than not at «!! 
future I shall be glad to have the Senator from Maine 


and streets 
have had 
y laid it be 
rom Maine 
In the 
exert his 
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an ion the Committee on Appropriations to secure a reason- 
P a a ane appropriation for this purpose and place it in the 
hands of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. I think 
that ought to be done. ; , 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 
NEBRASKA SENATORIAL INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. DIETRICH. Mr. President, I rise to a question of per- 

sonal privilege. By a Federal grand jury at Omaha T have re- 
cently been indicted for alleged violation of the laws of the 
United States, and on a trial of the indictments before a Federal 
court at Omaha was discharged by the Federal judge without 
the cause being heard upon its merits, upon the ground that my 
acts were no violation of the Federal law. : ; 
Before taking further part in the deliberations of this body I 
owe a duty to the Senate, whose honor has been assailed, to the 
State which in part I represent, whose credit has been attacked, 
and to myself, Whose integrity has been impugned. If guilty of 
the least of these charges, I deserve to be driven from this high 
place in disgrace and receive the severest penalty of the criminal 
law. Confident in my imnocence, I desire to submit the whole 
matter to the Senate. 

The reason of my being denied a full trial was clearly brought 
out in a published statement made by ex-United States Senator 
Charies F. Manderson, from which I will quote the following: 


When the bribery case was brought on for trial the purpose of the district 
attorney was apparent. He knew that DreTRICH was not a Senator of the 
United States until he had qualified by taking the oath of office. In an open- 
ing statement he put unnecessary and suspicious emphasis upon the fact 
that while DieTRION was elected tor in rch he did not take the oath 
until December, and the transactions complained of were during the spring 
andsummer months. This statement challenged the attention ef both coun- 
se] and court to the fact that the Government would of necessity have its case 
dismissed at the close of the testimony for the prosecution, and the opportu- 
nity would thus be given to those disposed to smirch the Senator to give tes- 
timony that would be uncontradicted by him and by witnesses he might 
bring into court, for the reason that none of them would be heard and the 
jury would be instructed by the court at the end of the Government's testi- 
mony to return a verdict of not guilty. 

There was nothing for Drerrion’s counsel to do except to challe the 
attention of the court to the statement of the prosecutor, and demand that 
if the case was to be dismissed at the end of testimony for the prosecn- 
tion, that it should be dene before those interested in Senator DizrTRicn’s 
downfall could air their amimosities upon the witness stand. I knew that this 
course was strongly deprecated by Senator Drerricn, and his attorneys 
would have been glad to have had a full trial upon the merits, but,as Judge 
Vandeventer said, referring to the statement of District Attorney Summers: 
copmece has pom rendered unnecessary,and it is the duty of the jury to 

nd him not guilty.” 


Mr. President, I shall make no remarks in extenuation, nor 
shall I present any defense, except that which is sustained by the 
best of evidence. I strongly a te that, I could not have had 


OEE eee 








mittee on Privileges and Elections, because it involves the rights, 
privileges, and honor of the Senator from Nebraska. That, it 
seems to me, is the proper committee to which the resolution 
should go. I move that as an amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, I think the Senator from South 
Carolina will, upon reflection, conclude that this matter does not 
belong to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, as it does 
not relate to the question of the election of a Senator or a privi- 
lege, but relates to a charge against a Senator in this body. I 
have examined very thoroughly the precedents from the beginning, 
and I know of no instance where a question of this kind has been 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. In the 
case of Senator Matthews, of Ohio, and in the cases of other Sena- 
tors in every instance the matter was considered by a special com- 
mittee composed of five or seven Senators. That is the usual 
course. I therefore hope the Senator from South Carolina will 
withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have no other desire regarding the matter 
except to expedite the investigation as much as possible. I merely 
thought that, instead of having a special committee of five ap- 

ointed, as we already had aregular committee, the matter would 
9 taking its usual course by being referred to the regular stand- 
ing committee. But of course I want to take whatever is the 
usual course. 

Mr. BURROWS. The course I have suggested is the usual 
course. As tothe suggestion of the Senator that it would expe- 
dite action upon the resolution by referring it to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. I think it would rather retard it, be- 
cause that committee has all it can do at the present time. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment is withdrawn. 
The question is on agreeing to the resolution asit has been modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore subsequently appointed Mr. 
Hoar, Mr. Piatt of Connecticut, Mr. Spooner, Mr. CocKRELL, 
and Mr. Petrus as the committee provided for in the resolution 
submitted by Mr. Dierricu. 


REPORT OF THE PHILIPPINE COMMISSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on the Philippines, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and Flouse of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, a letter from the 
Secretary of War, dated January 28, 1964, accompanied by the annual report 
of the Philippine Commission, dated December 23, 1903, and the appendixes 
thereto, submitted in compliance with the provisions of the act of Congress 


a full trial upon the merits of the case, and in order that I may | entitled “An act temporarily to provide for the administration of the affairs 


have an opportunity to establish my innocence upon the facts and 
evidence, as well as upon the law, 1 ask that the resolution which 
I send to the desk may be adepted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
submits a resolution, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President pro tempore shall a ta committee of five 
to investigate and ‘ooo the Senate all the facts connected with the ap- 
pointment of Jacob Fisher as postmaster at Hastings, Nebr., and the leasing 
of the building used at this time fora ce in that city, and particularly 
tolnvestigate and report as to theaction of CH"ARLEs H. Dierricn,a Senator 
from Nebraska, in connection with such appointment and leasing, with 
power to send for persons‘and papers and to employ a stenographer; and the 
expense of such investigation shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 


Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will necessarily 
have to be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator from Ne- 
braska that he strike out from the resolution the last clause and 
pee the resolution in that form now adopted. Subsequently, 
'y 4 separate resolution, he can obtain authority for the commit- 
tee to take testimony. 

Mr. DIETRICH. ‘Lask that the change suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts be made in the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
— his resolution by striking out the last two lines. 
oma )DGE. Let the resolution be read as it will stand when 


will ce SS LDENT pro tempore. The resolution as modified 


ae — read the resolution as modified, as follo~7s: 
Resolved, Th 


at the President tempore shall appoint a co: amittee of 
appointme ate and report to the Senate all the facta connected with the 
ing of tha ot Jacob Fisher as er at Hastings, Nebr., and the leas- 
Wlarly fy wilding used at this time for a post-office in that city, and parti 
Senator /,. .*Stigate and report as to the action of CHARLES H. Drerricn 
- he '™ Nebraska, in connection with such appointment and leasing 
lutio, TILLMAN, It seems to me, Mr. President, that this reso- 
“lvarly belongs to one of our regular committees, the Com: 


five to invest ig: 


C- 
,a 


| 


| 


of civil government in the Philippines, and for other purposes,” approved 
July 1, 1902, and the act entitled “An act making appropriation for sundry 


7 


civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and 
for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1908. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Write House, February 1, 1904. 


CLAIMS OF ARIZONA COUNTIES. 


Mr. SMOOT. ILask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (S. R. 11) to authorize certain offi- 
cers of the Treasury Department to andit and certify claims of 
certain counties of Arizona. 

Mr. HALE. Has the morning business been concluded, Mr. 
President? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iprefer to get through with the morning busi- 
ness before proceeding with other matters. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is one resolution lying 
on the table. 

Mr. HALE. I suggest to the Senator from Utah that he wait 
until the conclusion of the morning business. 

Mr. SMOOT. I thought it had been concluded. 

Mr. HALE. No. 

Mr.SMOOT. Then I will withhold the request for the present. 


WILLIAM D. CRUM. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution submitted by the Senator from Sonth Caro- 
lina [Mr. TrLLMAN], coming over from a previous day; which 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. TiLLMAN 
on the 29th of January, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, in- 
structed to send to the Senate Tutormation in regard to the appointment of 
William D. Crum as collector of the port of Charleston, 8. C., and that he 
answer ‘ifically the following questions: 

First. Is William D. Crum now holding a commission as collector? If so, 
give date, and send to the Senate a verbatim copy thereof 

Second. Was his second appointment made in accordance with law; and if 
so, what law? 

Third. Is there any law or precedent for the holding of an office of this 
kind by a “de facto” official’ 
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Fourth. Is it the contention or intention to claim and exercise the author- 
ee i make such appointments during a constructive recess, as this appears 

Mr. ALDRICH. TheSenator from South Carolina is not in his 
place at present. I am not sure but that he would be willing to 
have the resolution referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. TILLMAN entered the Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senator from South Carolina to the fact that a resolution 
has just been read before the Senate, submitted by the Senator, 
calling upon the Secretary of the Treasury for information as to 
the appointment of Mr. Crum. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, upon fuller investigation of 
the information already furnished by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and the present status of this matter, I feel that the Senate 
already has all that it needs for the intelligent disposition of the 
case. 

There is, however, another resolution which I had the honor to 
offer, which was sent by the Senate to the Secretary of War, 
bearing upon the question of a constructive recess and the issuing 
of commissions of some kind to certain officers of the Army, 
which I understand has not yet been responded to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that it 
was responded to this morning. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I had not heard of it. If that information is 
already here, I should like to have it laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It has already been laid tefore 
the Senate, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. ThenI ask that it be now read. so that I may 
determine what course I may wish to take in reference to the 
pending resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter of the Secretary of 
War has been sent out to be printed. It is quite a lengthy docu- 
ment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, Mr. President, possibly I had better let 
the whole thing go over until to-morrow, when the reply of the 
Secretary of War will be printed, and we can get the whole sub- 
ject together and act on it. I ask that the resolution may go 
over, retaining its place, until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and that order will be made. 


CLAIMS OF ARIZONA COUNTIES. 


Mr. SMOOT. I now renew my request for unanimous consent | 
of the Senate for the present consideration of Senate joint resolu- 
tion No. 11. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution (S. R. 11) to 
authorize certain officers of the Treasury Department to audit 
and certify claims of certain counties of Arizona. It authorizes 
the Auditor for the State and other Departments to examine all 





claims which may be presented in proper form by the different 
counties in Arizona Territory, and to ascertain the amount due 
each of said counties on account of legal costs and expenses in- 
curred from March 8, 1889, to June 30, 1899, in the prosecution of 
Indians under the act of March 2, 1885 (23 Stats., p. 385), for which 
the United States is liable under act of March 3, 1889 (Stat. L., 
v. 25, p. 1004), and which have been paid by said counties, the 
amounts so found to be certified by the Secretary of the Treasury 
to the Speaker of the House for a deficiency appropriation. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

CONSIDERATION OF PANAMA TREATY. 


Mr.CULLOM. Mr. President, I desire to say that Iam anxious 
that the Senate shall proceed to the consideration of the Panama 
treaty very soon, and that if there are any addresses to be made 
by Senators before we go into executive session I hope they will 
be prepared to make them as the opportunity offers. The general 
discussion has proceeded for a g while, but not to the extent 
it ought to have gone in occupying the time of the Senate daily. 
I hope hereafter Senators will be ready to speak in open session, 
if that is the place for them to speak, as opportunity may present 
itself. I say this because I am very anxious that we shall very 
soon get into executive session for the consideration of the Panama 
treaty. 

PURCHASE FROM NEW PANAMA CANAL COMPANY. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I desire to call up Senate reso- 
lution No. 57. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama | 
calls up a resolution, which will be read. | 
Mr. MORGAN. I have made a little modification of it, and I 
will ask the Secretary to read the resolution as modified | 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
has modified his resolution, and it will be read as modified. 


toil by fraud, amounting to robbe 


FEBRUARY 1, 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Mo) 
December 15, 1903, as modified, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General is directed to inform tho Senat 
whether he has made, or is making, on behalf of the United States, a ».. 
chase from the New Panama Canal Company of ony pe rty rights, privi. 
leges, or concessions that were granted by the Republic of Colomiia toN.B 

yse for the construction of a canal at Panama, or any interest in the 
Panama Railroad, or any part of the stock of the Panama Railroad (: - 


chartered under the laws of New York; and if such purchase has } one 


or is being attempted or negotiated, under what state or government js the 
sale of any or all such property authorized to be made by the New Panama 
Canal arene: 

2. And that he will inform the Senate as to the terms of such pr 
purchase, or consummated purchase, including the sum to be paid for such 
property and canal rights and privileges, and that he will send to the Senate 
copies of all pees relating thereto, so as to inform the Senate fully as to the 
entire transaction. ‘ 7 

8. That he will inform the Senate as to any participation of the Govern. 
ment of France in such purchase or sale, whether the same is proposed or 
consummated, and whether any and what agreement has been entered into 
between France and the authorities now exercising the powers of the gZov- 
ernment on the Isthmus of Panama in respect of said purchase and sale of 
the property and rights of the New Panama Canal Company. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, it is my purpose, in asking the 
Senate to vote this resolution, to get the facts that are not yet 
within the reach of the Senate which affect our duty in acting 
upon article 22 of the Hay-Varilla treaty. 

I will present facts that are of record in support of the resolu- 
tion, which, I believe, will demonstrate the necessity for its ad \p- 
tion. I think they will be found sufficient to enable us at least to 
avoid the unwise and humiliating connection with the New Pan- 
ama Canal Company that the Hay-Varilla treaty forces upon the 
United States. 

It is my purpose to present truly and upon facts of record what 
is our duty in the state of affairs now existing in Panama and that 
recently existed in Colombia, and to prevent, if I can, the u- 
necessary and unwarranted intrusion of the New Panama Canal 
Company into the treaty relations we are engaged in establishing 
between the ple of Panama and the United States. 

To do this I will examine and present the facts now of record 
that relate to the foundation of the claim of that company to the 
grossly unjust demands set up in this treaty and to its persistent 
interference with our Government in its efforts to construct an 
isthmian canal. 

For, whatever else is done or accomplished by the Hay-Varilla 
treaty, there is no reason or justice in so shaping it that it shall 
confer upon the New Panama Canal Company any other benefits 


‘GAN 


oOposed 


_ or advantages than it is entitled to under the concessions it holds 
| from Colombia. When these are fully secured to it justice will 


be done. 

When the full measure of their rights under the obligations of 
their contracts is secured to them our duty will be performed. 
That company has no claim to our regard or sympathy for any 
service they have rendered to the United States or any other 
country. On the contrary, it has been an incubus on the French 
people that has strip millions of them of the fruits of their 
, and is now demanding for 
its membership what rightfully belongs to those people, most of 
whom belong to the laboring classes. 

If we must deal with them in this treaty, as I claim that there is 
no just reason or excuse for doing, let us give them all they can 
justly demand when they have complied with the obligations of 
their contracts. 

I invite the scrutiny of the Senate and of all persons to the 
history I will give of the operations and dealings of those who 
own and control the New Panama Canal Company, taken from 
the undisputed records. 

In what condition was the canal question when this company 
first intruded itself into the policy of the United States and un- 
dertook to control it? ; 

The importance of this inquiry and of a full response te it can 
not be exaggerated. 

The Clayton-Bulwer treaty did not apply to Colombia. !t ap- 
plied in its operative provisions only to the political division known 
as ‘*Central America,” which never included Panama. When 
that treaty was abrogated every international difficulty as to the 
construction of an isthmian canal disappeared. 

The President who cleared away these obstructions and by his 
wise forecast opened the way along the valley of the San Juan 
River, which the people approved with rejoicing and with gifts 
of money to construct the canal, was William McKinley. 

The Senate had twice re‘ected treaties with Colombia to col 
struct a canal at Panama, once in the Administration of President 
Johnson and again in that of President Grant. t 

The people considered that route as condemned; and it was. Des 
when Congress in both Houses had adopted the Nicaragua ™ ane 
in different Congresses by such majorities as are seldom given 
to any measure, the Panama Canal Company appeared anc — 
its demands upon us, first under the lead of De Lesseps ond th? 





1904. 


- Then came the New Panama Canal Company, with 
old om tia, Cromwell, and Bunau-Varilla as its leaders and 
ian: The purpose of these men was to gain absolute con- 
Pot the movement and to turn over the wreck of the Panama 
ps to the United States for the highest possible price, through 
aneesistance of Marroquin. De Lesseps’s efforts to destroy our 
the assis ore directed to the breaking down of a competitive 
policies wer in which he failed, and bh . 
waterway through Nicaragua, In whic , and his com 

any went into bankruptcy. 

PD the Hay-Herran treaty these plans were thus formulated: 
The New Panama Canal Company was to get the sum of $40,000,000; 
Colombia was interested to the amount of $10,000,000, the price 
of her concessions, and $1,000,000, the price of her stock in the 
New Panama Canal Company, and $4,500,000, the cash value of 
lands returned to her, and a perpetual annuity of $250,000, to con- 
tinue without end. To accomplish this raid it was necessary to 
destroy the project of the —— Canal, that McKinley 
secured by the protocols of December 1, 1900. 

He passed away, and his successor turned the whole power of 
the Administration in favor of the Panama route and against the 
Nicaragua route. Not questioning the right of the President to 
thus exercise his preference, I can a say that it is not in the 
power of man to remove or to impair the great record that sus- 
tains the Nicaraguan route as being the most feasible and prac- 
ticable route for an isthmian canal. No such record was ever 
made and none was ever sustained by higher authority in any 
controverted matter than that which rests upon the immutable 
foundation laid by Commodore Maury and built upon by many 
scores of the greatest engineers in the world. 

I donot propose to surrender the final hope or purpose of the 
people of the United States to realize the value of the counsels of 
these great men in opening a canal on the Nicaragua route. 

Especially will I not sacrifice the rights already secured by 
President McKinley and by the Spooner law for this vital, national 
purpose. Above all I will not assist in this work of fatal injury 
to the country by voting to destroy the great work he has done. 
Ican see nothing but breach of faith and dishonor in such a 
course, 

Treating the proposed canal at Panama as a work that will be 
undertaken, and hoping. against my own conviction, that it may 
be successfully accomplished, I feel as deep an interest as any 
member of this body that there shall not be added to the enor- 
mous physical difficulties that stand in the way of success any 
sort of connection with or responsibility for the scandalous repu- 
tation of the old and new Panama Canal companies on the part 
of the United States. 

I wish to point out to the Senate a way in which the Panama 
Canal can be constructed without incurring on the part of the 
Senate any just accusation of complicity in those scandals, which 
have driven a Cabinet minister from office in the United States 
and have caused the resignation of an entire government in 
France, and have consigned so great a benefactor to the world as 
Ferdinand De Lesseps—an innocent man, as 1 hope and believe— 
toa felon’s grave. 

I wish to present record evidence that will establish the fact 
that the New Panama Canal Company, to which article 22 of this 
treaty secures great powers over the United States, that are backed 
ty the power of France, has not only taken by succession and in- 
heritance the crimes of the old company, and that its member- 
ship consists, in large part, of the persons who gave the old com- 
pany its bad reputation, but that it has added a darker defama- 
tion and worse wrongs to that wretched history by its own acts. 

The history of the new company has its origin in the wreck of 
the old company, that was brought about by some of its control- 
ling men who are now the principal stockholders and managers 
of the New Panama Canal Company—the same men with whom 
We are now dealing. 

0 To prove this I will quote from the final report of the Isthmian 
anal Commission of November 1901, on page 83, and from the 


testimony of Hon. Samuel Pasco, given in the hearings before the 
Committee on Interoceanic Canals: 


The liquidator [of the old com 
; ; ( pany] found himself laboring under special 
peal difficulties, von which he obtained relief by the cial law of the 
the acus tambers, dated July 1, 1893. (See Appendix KK.) Fe finally secured 
oie wontons ion of a new company on the 2th of October, 1894, with a capital 
teonaal 50.000 shares of 100 francs each. Six hundred thousand shares had 
stock . ecribed to be paid for in cash, and 50,000 shares were given as full-paid 
connie = pa olombian Government in compliance with the terms of the ex- 
. compan - cos anaania dated December 26, 1890. ‘Thus the cash capital of 
the, provi sional operationec ren . £11.000,000, a sum deemed sufficient for 
ed scandals connected with the failure of the old company, which had 
persons, h Prosecution and conviction of De Lesseps and oth 
J 


er prominent 
rought ad made it difficult to secure even that amount. Suits had been 
others wr peainst certain loan associations, administrators, contractors, and 
managemen Pat ro supposed to have unduly profited by the extravagant 
these pers — the old company. A series of compromises were made with 
the new come. which it. was greed. that they should subscribe for stock in 
anount semen nk on condition that the suits should be dropped. Whatever 

“mained to make up the 60,000,000 francs, after deducting the sums 
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thus obtained and those to be obtained by public subscription, was to be sub- 
scribed by the liquidator. The stock was subscribed as follows, viz: 


Francs. 
: 10, 600, 000 
Crédit Lyonnais - 4, 000, 000 
Société Générale 4,000,000 
Crédit Industriel et Commercial. ..... 2,000,000 
Administrators of the old company , 885, 000 
Artigue, Sonderegger & Co 2, 200, 090 
Baratoux, Letellier & Co 2, 200, 000 
Jacob heirs ~ 750,090 
Couvreux, Hersent & Co 500, 000 
Various persons to the number of 60, who had profited by syndi- 
cates created by the old company 
Hugo Oberndorffer 
Public subscription 
The liquidator 


8, 800, 000 
8, 484, 300 
15,895, 000 


(Gee fourth report of the liquidator to the court, dated November 26, 1895, 
pp. 8, 9, and 13. 
The old company and the liquidator had raised by the sale of stock and 
bonds the sum of $246,706,431.68. 

The securities issued to raise this money had a face value of $435,559,332.80. 
The number of persons holding them is estimated at over 200,000. 


Mr. Pasco testified as follows: 


The CHAIRMAN. Is that report among the appendixes? 

Mr. Pasco. No; it is not. 

Senator MORGAN. Have youacopyofit? — 

Mr. Pasco. There was a copy in the possession of General Ernst, I think. 
He will be before you n>xt week. 

Senator MorG@AN, Is it in French or English? 

Mr. Pasco. I think itis in French. He and I had it there. We had all 
these reports and examined them. 

Senator MoRGAN. You of course had information upon this very impor- 
tant and rather uliar situation, as to the men who were being pursued, I 

pose, in the legal proceedings of course, probably civilly and probably 

inally, for the purpose of compelling them to disgorge money that they 

had obtained from this company and had misused and squandered. You had 
the names of those people? ‘ 

Mr. Pasco. That is the only list I know of. 

Senator MORGAN. Are all of these mentioned here men of this character? 

Mr. Pasco. I do not know the history of every subscription. There were 
compromises, and I do not know the history of all those compromises. I only 
know the fact that those suits and compromises were made and contributions 
were made to the stock of the company. 

Senator MORGAN. Now, you saw enough in the proof before you, the evi- 
—_— before you, to authorize you to make this very strong statement about 
them 

Mr. Pasco. This was prepared by General Ernst, and it is a part of the 
chapter on the Panama route. ; 

Senator MorGan. And the Commission authorized it? 

Mr. Pasco. Oh, yes; it is stated as a part of the report of the Commission. 

Senator MORGAN. It isa finding of fact by the Commission? 

section Yes; this is the best information that the Commission had upon 
the subject. 

Senator MoRGAN. Who were these administrators of the old company who 
subscribed 7,885,000 francs? 

Mr. Pasco. I can not tell you who they are. 

Senator MorRGAN. I do not mean the individuals. What office was it that 
they held? You call them the ‘‘administrators”’ of the old company. What 
is an administrator? ‘ 

Mr. Pasco. I can not give you any information with reference to the 
stockholders other than there is there. 

Senator MorGAN. Do you know what that means—“‘administrators of the 
old company?” : 

Mr. Pasco. No; I do not know what it means. 

Senator MorGAN. Did you find anywhere in the statutes or charter of the 
old company any such office as “administrator?” 

Mr. Pasco. No; I have not thought it necessary to examine. 

Senator MoRGAN. You have not examined into that? 

Mr. Pasco. No, sir. 

Senator MoRGAN. ‘‘ Various perenens to the number of 60 who had profited 
by syndicates created by the old company.” I wish you would explain that. 
How had they profited bg / the syndicates created by the old company? 

Mr. Pasco. I suppose that is a part of the matter referred to on the pre- 
vious page. Itis an interesting fact in the history of these subscriptions, but 
it does not affect the fact that they had subscribed. 

Senator MorGAN. Public subscription, 3,848,000 francs. 
by the general public. ; j 

Mr. Basco. he general public put their money in. 
Senator MorGan. And then the liquidator comes in with 15,895,000 francs. 
Mr. Pasco. Yes. 


This proof might have been added to if our Commissioners had 
thought it worth while, but what they have stated is conclusive 
of the fact that this New Panama Canal Company was a forlorn 
hope to relieve a situation in France that demanded any remedy 
that would ease it. Frauds were to be forgiven; judgments and 
claims for damages were to be released; convictions were to be 
annulled; pardons were to be granted, and the robbers and con- 
victs were to organize this new company and take over all the as- 
sets of the old company on their agreement to complete the canal. 
And these are the men we are dealing with. 

To show the conditions that forced France to create this com- 
pany, as the last hope of quelling serious public disturbance, I 
will quote from the work of Professor Keasbey (pp. 480-432) on 
isthmian canals, etc. 

He says: 

The pace grew quicker as the years went PR: until 1887, when the funds ran 
short, and only about two-fifths of the canal had been dug. 

To meet this fearful drain on the funds De Lesseps had first to call for fresh 
payments on the stock and issue new bonds. But these sources of revenue 
sooncame toanend. Thestock then began to besold out at a large discount 
and fresh loans on the bondscould no longer be floated. De Lessepscontinued 
to make fresh promises at every stockholders’ meeting, but with so little to 


show for the money already spent the fears of the holders were not to be so 
easily averted. To stave off the inevitable crisis the press had to also be 


I suppose that was 





1450 


bribed more liberally than ever, and to keep the condition of affairs from 
being brought up in the Chamber deputies and even dignified senators had 
to be hushed. 

. * * * ” * - 


The company’s affairs were now in a desperate condition, and at this junc- 
ture it was decided to abandon the sea-level project and resort to the lock 
system, thus reducing the amount of the excavation by 85,000,000 cubic yards. 
But this was a fata) modification, for only by promising a straight tide-level 
canal had De Lesseps won adherents to his Panama project at all, and even 
with this reduction in the amount of excavation the cost of the canal was now 
raised to something over $300,000,000, according to the new estimates. Acon- 
tract was nevertheless made with M. Eiffel, the famous engineer, to under- 
take the new works, and elaborate plans were presented. On this fresh basis 
the company then again applied to the Government for its approval of the 
lottery loan, but was again refused. An eloquent petition was then gotten 
up with 185,000 names attached, and this time the Government gave way and 
sanctioned the plan. The effort cost the company large sums, however, and 
it was all to no purpose after all, for on December 14, 1888, the final crash 
came and payments had to be suspended. 

A parliamentary inquiry was at once instituted in the hope of saving the 
enterprise, but its revelations only brought about still more calamitous re- 
sults, as we shall presently see. ork on the canal was soon after discon- 
tinued, and with all the funds that had passed through its hands the com- 
payy had only succeeded in excavating between 15 and 20 miles of the least 
difficult portions of the canal, leaving still the most difficult portion to be dug 
through the interior. 

The official liquidator then found that the canal had already cost over 
$262,000,000, whereas De 3 had declared that $120,000,000 would complete 
the work. Of this sum only $160,000,000 had gone into the works, however, 
the rest having been paid out either in Paris or squande in Panama. Sala- 
ries, profits, commissions, and the like swallowed up $88,000,000, while some- 
thing approaching $32,000,000 had been paid for floating the various loans. 
The total expenses in Paris for the eight years amounted in themselves to 
over $75,000,000. Or, as one of the committee on new proposals put it, one- 
third of the funds was spent legitimately, one-third was squandered, and one- 
third was stolen. 


These extracts from Professor Keasbey’s work are but a faint 
picture of the terrible condition of the people and Government in 
France that was created by the frauds and the failure of the old 
Panama Canal Company. 

Who were the men that brought this ruin and disgrace upon 
France? 

The report of Admiral Walker shows that they are, in large 
part, if not exclusively, the same men who, as contractors and 
directors of the old company, had robbed it of hundreds of mil- 
lions of francs and then organized the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany, and still own its stock, and that they are here now pushing 
its demands on the United States to aid them in recouping the 
money they put into it, for which we are asked to provide not less 
than 33 per cent profit. Unless all accounts are false, M. Bunau- 
Varilla was among the men who wrecked the old company, and he 
is now the minister plenipotentiary of the new company, engaged 
in making the supreme law for the people of the United States in 
this treaty, and largely for his own benefit. 

This is the most startling adventure that has been attempted 
on any government in modern times, and I have found no paral- 
lel for it in older history. 

I must ask the Senate and the President to pause and take 
breath at article 22 of this Hay-Varilla treaty, which is intended 
to force this outrage upon the country, and to consider the evi- 
dence I will produce to prove it. It will not take much longer 
time at most than was consumed in the very hurried final act of 
settling and signing that treaty, which enabled Bunau-Varilla 
and his associates to make the thrifty speculation in the bonds of 
the old Panama Canal Company on or about the same day on 
which it was signed. 

Admiral Walker and his associates seem to have been easily put 
off in their researches into the frauds, felonies, convictions, and 
the pardons granted to the members of the New Panama Canal 
Company. 

The lawyer on the Commission, Mr. Pasco, could not escape 
from making some mention of the matter, in the guarded lan- 
guage I have quoted from that report, but the Commission was 
very deferential to French reputations and contented itself with 
mentioning the fact that there were sixty persons in the list of the 
convicted and pardoned felons whose names are not given, and 
itis intimated in the report that the French Government was 
unwilling that those names should be disclosed. These sixty per- 
sons subscribed 3,285,700 francs to the stock of the New Panama 
Canal Company, the scapegoat for the sins of those malefactors 
that has been turned loose, not to perish in the wilderness, but to 
fatten in the rich pasture grounds of the United States. 

If this resolution is adopted and fully answered, it will bring to 
light those refugees who are being so carefully concealed from 
observation, and some of our syndicated speculators in the bonds 
of the old company will be unearthed. If the stories that fill the 
newspapers as the intangible fogs sometimes saturate the atmos- 
phere are true, M. Bunau-Varilla was among the contractors and 
officers who brought this rnin on the old Panama Company. He 
makes it his chief distinction, in commending himself to the Pres- 
ident as envoy extraordinary from Panama, that he is ‘* the cham- 
pion of the old Panama Canal Company.’’ Let us see, also, if he 
is justly accused of being one of its robbers. 

Eiffel, a noted French engineer, was convicted in the French 
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courts of having defrauded the old company, ani wag },..,. 
fined and sentenced to penal servitude for along term. 

He is to profit by section 22 of this treaty to the , tent of 
less than 33 pe cent on his investment of 10,000,000 frances, a” 
stock of the New Panama Canal Company, in addition +, ve ag 
ing. his pardon from the penitentiary by making thai subsrete a 

his resolution of inquiry is directed to the Attorney.q Hon, 
instead of the Secretary of State, for the reason tha: the Pee 
dent directed that all negotiations with the New Panama face 
Company should be conducted by the Department of Jpg; re 
the time the Hay-Herran treaty was under consideratioy cas 
have not learned that this arrangement has been a);, cae 
reference to the bargain that is to be made under the Ha, Narn 
treaty with that company. ia 

If any Senator can inform me that this matter is 
hands of the Secretary of State, I will ask to chang 
tion to meet that fact. ' 

The resolution calls for information, in the absence of whic) 
is impossible to act on article 22 of the Hay-Varilla treaty 
with intelligence or safety. ; 

No part of that treaty places a limit on the sum to be paid py 
the President for the concessions, rights, or property of the New 
Panama Canal Company, which, under the Spooner Jaw, was }iyy. 
ited not to exceed $40,000,000. = 

That no limit whatever as to the price of these claims is fixe) 
in the Hay-Varilla treaty is a portent of mischief that no ono 
can fail to understand. It must mean that a greater sum thay 
$40,000,000 is demanded, or is likely to be demanded, by the Now 
Panama Canal Company for these claims and nroperties, whey 
the contemplated purchase is agreed upon and consummated. iy 
which case the President will have the discretionary right. under 
article 22 of the treaty, to make an advance in the price to be 
paid for this property. 

Even an honest and just claimant could not decently make 
such a demand; when it is made for the New Panama Canal 
Company its audacity is an insult to the country. 

That article of the treaty first describes the property and the 
rights of every description that it permits that company to sell t 
the United States, and then, in the last paragraph, it provides that 
the title of the United States is to become absolute as to Panama 
when “a contemplated purchase ’’ of these things from the New 
Panama Canal Company is “‘consummated.’’ After granting to 
the United States the supreme and exclusive sovereignty over the 
canal zone, in article 3, to be paid for at the sum of $10,000,000, 
why should we not be permitted to exercise the same right that 
Colombia had to compel the canal company to work out its cor 
tract? Why should that company become the real vender of the 
rights ceded to the United States in article 3 of the treaty? 

will insert a copy of that treaty in an appendix to my re- 
marks. [See Appendix A.] 
: The property and rights thus to be purchased from the canal 
company by the President include everything acquired by it 
under any law or concession of Colombia to Napoleon B. Wyse 
and his transferees or successors and some other property rights 
acquired from other sources, including the rights of that com- 
pany in the stock and property of the Panama Railroat. 

If the rights of Colombia in respect of these concessions passed 
to Panama, under a rule of law that Mr. Hay characterizes a 
rights that “‘ run with the land,”” when we purchase that land and 
acquire supreme sovereignty over it, as we do in article # of this 
treaty, all the rights that Panama acquired from Colombia ‘run 
with the land,” and also the rights acquired under the language 
of the grant. 

The terms of this treaty establish the fact that at the date of 
the signature thereof by the contracting parties no purchas had 
been made by the United States of things described in article * 
of the treaty from the New Panama Canal Compary. It's 
therein described as a “‘ contemplated purchase”’ w! 
to be made and “‘consummated.” If any purchase ! 
been made, a contemplated purchase would be absurd. It uld 
only be valid if an existing purchase should be set aside by \° 
parties. 

The terms and conditions of the purchase as to 
jn or property described in article 22 are nowher 
alluded to in the treaty, and the Senate has no know !es 
cial or unofficial information on the subject. 

I can not reasonably expect to be compelled to vu 
ratification of article 22 of the treaty with Panama 
formation as this resolution calls for is withheld from the >« ily 
Yet, unless it is adopted, or unless the President w1!' \ lantrbe 

ive us the facts, this will prove to be the actual situation: 

nate is required to blindfold itself in ratifying a‘ contemp" 
purchase” of this property at a great price, and also to 11!))" a po 
Congress a national obligation to appropriate the money © 
summate ’’ the purchase. 

I can think of no situation that would be more *! 
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te told from this bedy the state of facts as to the contem- 
a esd urchase, Which is known only to the President and his 
ieee. and yet to demand of the Senate that this contemplated 
oo ra st shi . 

ed oa it may ba, even to the President. 


dwell upon the relations of confidence that the Con- 

“ntion creates between the President and the Senate when they 
Ae cooperating in the enactment of supreme law for the United 
States in conjunction with a foreign state. 

This relation ought to prevent the withholding of any fact from 
the Senate on which it must necessarily pass in enacting a su- 
reme law for the United States, or in enacting such a law with 
studied omissions in the text that he and the Panama Canal Com- 
vany may fill at pleasure. : . 

[am quite aware that the confidence of the relation that existed 
and was s0 conspicuously manifested by President Washington 
and his contemporaries and successors has given place to the evil 
spirit of pr litical partisanship to such a degree that the President 
and the Senate are often found in severe political antagonism. I 
am quite satisfied that there is a spirit of litical domination 
that frowns down all efforts of the minority in the Senate to gain 
information that might be inconvenient in the political policy of 
the President, and that such requests are regarded as being of the 
came class with the offense of lese majeste that is so firmly prose- 
ented in the European monarchies. But there are still rights and 
duties that should control our conduct in these highest matters of 
state that for one I will not voluntarily abandon, nor will they 
be denied to me, as a Senator, without protest. 

The Senate is required by this treaty to enact a law that is void 
on its face for its uncertainty, or else it is only the delegation of 
power to the President to remove the uncertainty in the law by 
supplying all the terms of the contemplated contract of purchase 
in accordance with his own will and at his discretion, without 
submitting it to the Senate, as a part of the treaty-making power, 
or to Congress as the lawmaking power, either for consideration 
or concurrence. This is a domestic matter, in which no foreign 
government can participate. 

If it is only a power of attorney to make such a contract of pur- 
chase and to inject it into the treaty after the Senate has ratified 
it, Panama has no right to assist in conferring such extra-official 
power upon the President of the United States by treaty, with 
the consent of the Senate, for that would be a simple act of mu- 
nicipal legislation. 

But the power, or the act to be performed, is too indefinite to 

be made an enactment of supreme law. If itis anything in the 
form, substance, or spirit of a statute law, it is a bestowal of un- 
limited discretion upon the President to make a purchase of cer- 
tain property from the New Panama Canal Company on such 
terms as to price and payment or such other terms as he may, 
in his discretion, see fit to make; and the Republic of Panama 
can not participate with our Senate in such an enactment. . 
_ If it stopped there and is only operative as a power of attorney 
it would be a discretion that might be in some way controlled by 
Congress, or in some way as yet unknown by the Senate before 
the action of the President would be finally completed or ‘‘ con- 
summated.’’ 

Instead of this the Senate is required, in advance of any action, 
declaration, or promise on his part as to what he proposes to do, 
to ratify all that he may do in making such a purchase and to 
make it a supreme law of the United States, so that Congress 
would be under a moral if not a legal obligation to “ consum- 
mate’’ the purchase by paying the price for it that the President 
may see cause to bind Congress to pay. 

If he agrees to pay $40,000,000 for this property, which is the 
sum fixed as the maximum in the Spooner law, the time of pay- 
ment and the question of title are also left to his discretion. Or, 
if he is willing to raise the price to any sum that meets the de- 
mands of the New Panama Canal Company, that price is foreor- 
dained if the Senate ratifies that treaty. 
gucomment on such a situation conld not be otherwise than in- 
rg and resentful on the part of Senators who respect the 
mo of the Senate, the Constitution, or the rights of a free 
ae he peril of this situation is far greater than its absurdity 
a - 7 facts and conditions that have made it the leading fea- 

ure of the strange policy of the President in dealing with Pan- 


ama are understood 
established republic, independent of 
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7 Saeait that Panama is an 
La mbia. which is not trae under the principles of international 


“w; and that the New Panama Canal Company has ceased to be | treaty —— 


fornia citizen of Colombia, which is not true as matter of 
{0 Conan; Sand that Panama has the right which Colombia had 
vnsent to the sale by the Panama Canal Company of the con- 
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ating to the Senate on the part of the President than | which is not true; and that such rights can be conferred on the 


United States by this treaty, which is not trne. Admit all this, 
and we will only have reached the margin of the real purpose and 
effect of article 22 of the Hay-Varilla treaty. That article estab- 


all be ratified or approved before its terms are known | lishes another fixed qualification upon these rights, which is that 


we shall never own them until we have purchased and paid for 
them under agreement with the Panama Canal Company. 

That treaty gives to Panama the power to deny to the United 
States the absolute right to the full ownership and possession even 
of the canal zone after we have paid her $10,000,000 for it until 
we have made and ‘‘ consummated” “‘the contemplated pur- 
chase ’’ of the things that are mentioned in article 22 of the treaty 
from the New Panama Canal Company. 

The Spooner law and the Hay-Herran treaty did not give to Co- 
lombia any such authority over our dealings with the New Pan- 
ama Canal Company as this treaty gives to Panama. 

In the ——- law the sum to be paid for all the rights and 
property of the canal companies was not to exceed $40,000,000. 

n this treaty there is no limit. In the Spooner law the purchase 
of that property was required to be arranged for before a treaty 
with Colombia could be made, and Colombia had no part in the 
terms of the purchase or anything else except to consent that the 
canal company might enter into agreement with the United States 
for its purchase. 

Did Panama impose these fetters upon us in the majesty of her 
sovereign powers or are they self-imposed by the United States? 

Did Panama require that we should first make the contem- 
plated purchase from the Panama Canal Company, on its own 
terms, before our purchase of the canal zone from her should con- 
fer upon the United States the absolute right to the property for 
which we are required to pay her $10,000,000 at the time of the 
exchange of ratifications of this treaty? And was this done for 
some great reason of state, that might be important to the glory 
and power of Panama and might be demanded by the nobility of 
her sentiment toward the New Panama Canal Company, or to- 
ward M. Bunau-Varilla, the envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary of Panama, who signed the treaty with Mr. Hay? 
Panama had no pu in prescribing this handicap on the United 
States, or in any other part of this proceeding, except to do the 
will of the Panama Canal Company. 

This twenty-second article of the Hay-Varilla treaty introduces 
a third ‘ high contracting power” into this factory for making 
supreme law for the United States that is a stranger to this coun- 
try in every sense except as a conspirator against our Treasury 
and the peace and the welfare of the people. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Patrerson in the chair). 
The Senator from Alabama will suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock 
having arrived, unless otherwise ordered, the Senate will pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the unfinished business, which is 
Senate resolution 82, submitted by the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Bacon}. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope whatever is the order regularly may be 
laid aside until the Senator from Alabama concludes his remarks. 

While I am up, Mr. President, I do not desire to call attention 
especially to what the Senator is saying, but I think he is getting 
a little outside of the rule in diseussing the twenty-second article 
of the treaty which is before the Senate in executive session. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam discussing the effect of the treaty, par- 
ticularly one article of it, upon the people of the United States. 

Mr. CULLOM. I know; but I submit to the Senator whether 
according to the rule he is not going beyond what under the prac- 
tice prescribed he has a right to in the premises; in other words, 
whether he is not violating the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not criticising at all the treaty as a law 
document as it will be when it gets on the statute books of the 
United States as the supreme law. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator is discussing the treaty. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not criticising the motives of anybody 
who has had any hand in negotiating it. I am merely showing, 
as well as I know how to show, that it is anact of injustice to the 
reputation of the people of the United States that the New Panama 


| Canal Company should be allowed te intrude into it in any way 


whatever. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand: but I submit to the Senator on 
his own judgment whether, in discussing the twenty-second arti- 
cle of the treaty, which is now before the Senate in executive ses- 
sion, he is not overstepping the rule without authority from the 
Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, let us test that by the next matter that 
I was going tosay. This twenty-second article of the Hay-Varilla 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama will 
suspend for a moment. The Senator from Ilinois asks, as the 
Chair understands him, that the regular order be laid aside so 


Cessionary ric ; . 7 . 
severed te i mits through the Wyse concession, and that they are | that the Senator from Alabama may continue his remarks. 


olombia and have passed, irreclaimably, to Panama, 





Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. I supposed that had been done. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and it is so ordered. The Senator from Alabama will proceed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam speaking now, and have been speaking, 
and will be speaking about what I call a third high contracting 
power that has been brought into this treaty, with power to regu- 
late its destiny, with power to prevent its operation after we have 
ratified it, until that third power is satisfied in respect of an agree- 
inent that is contemplated to be made with it that it has been 
fully consummated. 

Mr. CULLOM. While I think the Senator is outside of the 
rule governing executive and legislative sessions, yet I am not 
disposed to make the point if he will bear in mind that until 
otherwise authorized he shall keep within the rule of the Senate. 

Mr.MORGAN. The point could have been more appropriately 
made fifty times during this debate than it can be made upon 
the proposition I am now advancing, for the reason that I am not 
discussing the act of either of the contracting powers to the 
treaty, but of a third highcontracting power that is intruded into 
it by its provisions. I want to say that that third contracting 
power ought not to be allowed any day in court, except to receive 
justice at the hands of the people and Congress of the United 
States according to their contract. 

This twenty-second article of the Hay-Varilla treaty introduces 
a third “‘ high contracting power’’ into this factory for making 
supreme law for the United States that is a stranger to this coun- 
try in every sense, except as a conspirator against our Treasury 
and the peace and the welfare of our people. The New Panama 
Canal Company is that high contracting power. It first contrives 
and has confirmed by anagreement between France and Panama— 
that is, outside of this treaty—that its rights and claims of every 
kind under the laws of Colombia shall be solemnly guaranteed and 
protected by Panama as the successor government to Colombia. 

Then Panama agrees with the United States, in the Hay- 
Varilla treaty, that the rights of Colombia, under the Wyse con- 
cession and its extensions, for the constructionof a canal at Pan- 
ama shall not inure to the United States directly, but shall come 
through the New Panama Canal Company. With those rights 
and powers we could compel the New Panama Canal Company to 
complete the canal; but this treaty provides that we shall annul 
and surrender these rights and obligations, instead of having the 
right that Colombia had to compel that company to complete the 
canal or else to forfeit all of its concessionary rights, without 
compensation for any of its canal property, or else to sell them to 
the United States on fair terms. It is the canal company that is 
made the vender of these alleged rights to the United States un- 
der this treaty, not Panama. 

What reason can any just man give for requiring the United 
States not only to surrender these rights and powers to the F’«n- 
ama Canal Company but to become entirely subordinate to the 
power of that company and to force our Government to buy the 
property from it, instead of compelling that company to perform 
the contracts it made with Colombia, if we choose to require that 
this shall be done? 

We engage with Panama, in this treaty, to purchase those rights 
at asum to be agreed upon with the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany, and until thatis done and the purchase is consummated the 
rights of Colombia under the Wyse concessions are not to pass to 
the United States as against Panama. 

This can mean nothing else but this: That until the United 
States purchases the canal ety and railroad stock, at a price 
to be settled with the New Panama Canal Company, Panama will 
grant no canal concessions to us in absolute right. 

When this treaty is ratified the Panama Canal Company will 
stand over us with a rod, and France will compel Panama to ad- 
here to and execute the twenty-second article of the Hay-Varilla 
treaty in its letter. 

When we are thus tied up by this treaty with Panama the dig- 
ging of the canal will not be begun by the United States until the 
demands of the New Panama Canal Company as to the price of 
its peoweney are paid, whatever that price may be. 

Before the Senate can afford to enter that trap it should at 
least know the terms of the ‘‘contemplated purchase’”’ of this 
property and the price we are to pay for it. 

Other rights of other persons and of other states and corpora- 
tions exist in that canal zone that are appurtenant to the land, 
such as the right of New York to protect the property of the 
Panama Railroad Company and of its stockholders, and their 
right to refuse to sell their stock and to surrender the property 
of the company to the United States. Why are we not required 
to purchase these rights before we can get a title to the railroad 
from Panama? Who do we ignore the rights of the New York 
corporation, while we set these French corporation wreckers in 
authority over the Government of the United States? 

There is a meaning in this scheme that is far deeper and more 
to be sought after and unearthed than the mere inconsistency of 
this treaty provision. 
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The answer is plain enough. It is that the Panama C; 
Company is the pet of the Government of the United Stat a 
the life—the raison d’étre—of the Republic of Panama. ans 
must be provided for and settled with before this treaty can } a 
come operative in constructing a canal at Panama. a 

We are trifling with ourselves and with the American po | 
when we assume that Panama has any interest of her oe - 
shaping the terms of the contemplated contract we are to “a _ 
for the purchase of the property and alleged concessions of th ; 
New Panama Canal Company acquired from Colombia? | ' 

Her interests are only to comply with the demands of the P; 
ama Canal Company, that she does not dare to refuse. “al 

She sells us the canal zone, within which these things an 
all located, and confers upon the United States the supreme al 
exclusive sovereignty over the canal zone in article 3 of the oa 
for which we pay Panama $10,000,000 on the ratification of that 
treaty, but she annexes a condition to our purchase that we mye 
first purchase and pay for the property of that company at the sum 
it may demand. ; ; 

Why should Panama concern her mighty spirit with cares for 
the welfare of the New Panama Canal Company and proceed to 
qualify this grant of the 10-mile zone to us by adding, in article 
22, that the grant should not be absolute until a contemplated pur. 
chase of the concessions and property of the New Panama Canal 
Company in that zone is consummated? 

This demand of Panama in favor of the New Panama Canal 
Company as to that contemplated purchase is so strange, un. 
seemly, and apparently unaccountable that it demands some ex. 

olanation from the Government as to the facts and reasons that 

ave caused us to tie our hands and submit to the will of Panama 
and the New Panama Canal Company and of France in the lead- 
ing purpose of this treaty, which is to compel the United States 
to treat the New Panama Canal Company as the owner of the 
entire beneficial interest in the canal zone and in all the railroad 
and canal rights and property in that zone, and to pay Panama 
$10,000,000 for the privilege of purchasing that interest from the 
New Panama Canal Company at such price as it shall choose to 
compel us to pay. 

It is the privilege of purchasing these claims, concessions, and 
properties from the New Panama Canal Company for which we 
are to pay Panama $10,000,000 that comprises the real considera- 
tion for that payment. 

Panama’s largest money interest in her bargain with the United 
States is the perpetual annuity of $250,000. 

If the concessions made by Colombia to N. B. Wyse and sold 
by him to the old Panama Canal Company and turned over to 
the New Panama Canal Company by the liquidator of the old 
company, with all the rights, duties, and obligations that were 
attached to them, have passed to Panama, the sale to the United 
States of the 10-mile canal zone in which these rights and proper- 
ties exist conveys the property subject to these concessions, with 
all the duties, rights, and obligations appertaining thereto. 

This result is accomplished in the third article of the treaty by 
conveying to the United States the supreme and exclusive sover- 
eignty over the 10-mile zone. 

Under this act of cession, for it is only that, the full power of 
Congress is established to legislate for that zone and everything 
and everybody init. Congress, under our Constitution, in legis- 
lating with respect to the 1:ghts of the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany would be bound to respect and enforce all the vested rights 
of the New Panama Canal Company within that zone as they ex- 
ist under the laws of Colombia. 

If any of those rights are to be extinguished by purchase from 
the New Panama Canal Company, Congress must provide the 
laws under which such purc can alone be made and the 
money can be appropriated to consummate it, and all future pro- 
visions of law applicable to any rights, duties, and obligations 
within that zone should be left open and without embari assment 
to the legislative powers of Congress. 

There is no right arising out of these concessions made by ( 
lombia, no duty that they im on Colombia or the canal com- 
panies, or on anybody else, which follows the transfer of the sov- 
ereignty of the 10-mile zone to the United States that the Vom 
gress is not as completely invested with the power to enforce 
and charged with the duty to respect under our Constitution 
if the whole of Colombia had been ceded to and incorporated in 
the territory of the United States. ; 

In the Hay-Herran treaty the United States was to have 4 Pt 2 
petual lease, for canal purposes, of a 6-mile zone from the coi 
at Colon to the coast at Panama, as that treaty was interpretet 
by our Government, ; ‘onty 

In the Hay-Variiia treaty the supreme and exclusive * rene 7 
is ceded to the United States over a 10-mile zone, hich Pas, : 
tween the 8-mile limit in the Caribbean Sea, off the Bayo! Ce - 
and the 3-mile limit in the Pacific Ocean, off the Bay of Pana’ 

Within this 10-mile zone and out to these limits the sover's® 








1904. 










f the United States is as supreme and excluse as it isin our posses- 
Or ee in Alaska, New Mexico, or in any of our insular possessions. 
a in this situation it became necessary for the purposes of 
the New Panama Canal Company that the powers of this nascent 
Republic should be employed in shaping this treaty so as to qual- 
ify and limit the sovereign powers of the United States over the 
canal zone, and so as to compel us to purchase its claims directly 
from that company at such a price as it would agree to take, and 
to reach this result the last paragraph of article 22 was inserted. 

It has no other office, function, or meaning, and that alone is 


++e fixed PUIPOSe. ‘ 

aia Panama Canal Company has failed to get the $40,000,- 
000 from the Treasury of the United States in consequence of the 
defeat of the Hay-Herran treaty, and it determined not to lose it 


and, if possible, to increase that stipend under the Hay-Varilla 


tnt this treaty is ratified with article 22 in it, that company will 
certainly succeed in getting the $40,000,000, and will most likely 
be able to compel us to largely increase that sum. 

Or. if it is ratified with article 22 stricken out, the New Panama 
Canal Company and the Republic of Panama have the assistance 
of France already pledged for the maintenance of all French in- 
terests in Panama, and especially that the Colombian concessions 
to the Panama Cana) Company shall not expire until the 31st of 


October, 1910. some 

lagain quote the language of M. Delcassé, the French minister 
of foreign affairs, in answer to an interpellation in the Chamber 
of Deputies, to prove this statement, as follows: 


LATEST INTELLIGENCE—M. DELCASSE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS. 
Paris, November 23, 1908. 

In the course of the debate on the budget for foreign affairs in the Cham- 
ber of Deputies this afternoon M. Delcassé, the minister for foreign affairs, 
madeanimportant statement on some of the questionsof theday. He began 
by congratulating himself on the circumstance that all the political parties 
had expressed their opinion on all the questions of foreign politics. He now 
proposed to give the explanations of the Government with a brevity conso- 
nant with his functions, which demanded deeds rather than words, and with 
the reserve which those functions im: upon him. 

In reply to the inquiry whether the Government had officially recognized 
the new State of Panama, he gave the following particulars. On the 3d in- 
stant, for reasons as to which they were not called upon to express an opinion— 

The Government of France would not express an opinion— 
as it was not for them to interfere in the domestic affairs of another country, 
the Department of Panama constituted itself into an independent republic. 
Having received notification of that fact, and from the moment that the 
new Republic fulfilled the conditions necessary for the maintenance of order 
and security, they had only to consider what guaranties it offered from a 
French standpoint. They were not quite free from apprehension for a cer- 
tain time, 

For many months past it had been said at Bogota that the decision of the 
Colombian Government to grant an extension of six years from 1904 for the 
completion of the canal was contestable, and that in 1904 the concession 
might be declared to be forfeited. If that theory had on any occasion been 
officially formulated, it would never have received the sanction of France; 
but it was the strict duty of the French ministry to demand from the Govern- 
ment of Panama a preliminary assurance that all French interests, including 
the rights of the concession, would be respected. They had received the follow- 
ing formal and decisive assurance: 

_The Republic of Panama solemnly, expressly,and definitely undertakes 
vigilantly to protect French interests, toi to maintain and to interpret in 
the most liberal spirit the contracts concluded before November 3. Those 
contracts eye to the Isthmus follow the transmission of sovereignty 
and bind the Republic of Panama. All those contracts are maintained, and 
particularly the contract prolonging the concession up to 1910.” 

M. Delcassé added that in these conditions all that remained for them to 
do was what, as a matter of fact, had already been done by the Government 
of the United States—namely, to permit the agente of France to enter into 
relations with all the agents of the new Republic of Panama. 

Permit what? 

The agents of France to enter into relations with all the agents of the new 
Republic of Panama. 

_ No answer has been attempted to this dangerous and dishonor- 
ing situation in which our Government is placed by this treaty. 
The American people will not fail to see and understand this matter 
or resent the humiliation of having France called in by Panama 
and the canal company to coerce us into an‘ utter subordination 
to this combination. 

‘ Panama pledges herself to France to maintain and interpret in 

v most liberal spirit the contracts made before November 3. 
S is does not refer alone to contracts made with Colombia, but 

contracts between the canal company and the United States. 

: ee will examine the official proceedings of that com- 

,, - December 30, 1903, in connection with the statement of 
ie lcassé, they will see that this pledge covers all contracts, 
will ee heretofore made with the United States. They 
23 of 2 “iscover, In running these developments back to article 
lead treaty, the most unworthy and humiliating chapter in 

merican history, 
indeb ner carefully withheld from public scrutiny and we are 
retary TL, © the garrulity of M. Bunau-Varilla and Assistant Sec- 
i , roms at the banquet of the a Club for what light we 
eir fi 18 inprecedented attitude of our Government. 

thecredit re ant utterances would have been at once set down 

bien, . of the adage, “In vino veritas,” but for the fact that 
iuet was presided over by the Reverend Doctor Tipple. 
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The astonishment of the country was subdued to serious re- 
flection when the President gave his open and official approval 
to what was said by these high functionaries. In the part of his 
oration that is most important, Mr. Loomis said: 


WHAT MIGHT HAVE BEEN. 


Reflect for a moment on the grave possibilities which confronted the Gov- 
ernment as it peered into the future and sought to provide intelligently for 
the many serious complications and contingencies which the President fore- 
saw. If the revolution in Panama had not occurred; if the American people, 
guided by the opinions of its most learned, efficient, and highly trusted en- 
ae, contended that the Nicaragua route was an impracticable one; if 

he people and Congress of this country had insisted that we wait for a year 
or until such time as the politicians at Bogota were ready to negotiate a new 
canal treaty and in the meantime their Congress had declared invalid the re- 
newal of the French concession, which might haye happened on the Isthmus; 
I may safely assert without fear of contradiction by any well-informed person 
that the Government of France would not have stood serenely by and wit- 
nessed the pillage of thousands of her people through the act which Bogota 
politicians devised for the looting of the French company of $40,000,000. 

The moment that the cables flashed from Bogota to Paris the astoundin 
news that the extension of the French concession was canceled a Frenc 
squadron from Martinique would have borne down upon the Isthmus and, per- 
haps, landed marines at Colon and sent themacross the Isthmus to Panamaand 
along the line of the canal, to protect the interests and property of French 
citizens. There would inall probability have been an armed conflict between 
France and Colombia, or France at least would have felt herself compelled to 
hold the Isthmus for a long period. This would have wrought immediately 
and poignantly upon the sensibilities of the American people in respect to the 
Monroe doctrine, and we should no doubt have found ourselves viewing 
France with annoying apprehension. The French war ships might easily 
have been followed by those of England and Holland, and Panama, like the 
Balkan States, might well have been expected to furnish the spark to set 
half the world in flames. 


What could have been the threatened situation at Panama that 
caused Loomis and Varilla to look back at what was so darkly 
ominous and to shudder at our narrow escape? It was the same 
that hurried our Atlantic and Pacific fleets to Panama and Colon 
with an array of naval power that was never before exhibited by 
the United States. It was the same that brought the fleet under 
Admiral Robley Evans to Hawaii from the Chinese station at a 
moment when our interests in Manchuria and all of China gave 
our commercial people great anxiety. It was the same that 
caused M. Thiebaud to assail the French Government with bitter 
reproaches, before an assembled multitude in Paris, for not hay- 
ing sent warships to Panama in advance of the uprising there. 

It was the demand of the New Panama Canal Company, as- 
sisted by the compact set forth in the answer of M. Delcassé to 
an inquiry in the French Chamber of Deputies on the 27th of 
November, which I have just read, that caused this warlike com- 
motion and alarmed the fears of the Administration. 

France made these demands on Panama, and they were con- 
ceded before the Hay-Varilla treaty was signed in such hot haste 
on the 18th day of November, 1903. It was only four ‘days later 
when M. Delcassé made his official statement to the Chamber of 
Deputies, which I have just read to the Senate, announcing the 
compact with Panama and acknowledging its independence. 

The signing of the treaty was such an extraordinary affair that 
it gave to the country the amusing idea that it was an opera bouffe 
performance, in which M. Bunau-Varilla held the title rdle. 

The newspapers brought out the fact that it was signed while 
Amador and Boyd, who were joint commissioners with Bunau- 
Varilla to negotiate it, were en route by rail from New York to 
Washington for that purpose. They had never seen the proposed 
treaty and could not have known its provisions, and they must 
have been within two hours’ travel from Washington, on a fast 
express train, when the treaty was taken to Mr. Hay’s sick room 
and was signed by him and Varilla, who met his co-commissioners 
at the depot and informed them of the great coup he had achieved. 

They deeply resented the affront, but restrained their indigna- 
tion. It was soon stated in the newspapers that Varilla’s exalta- 
tion over this strategy was due to the realization of millions of 
dollars in a deal in Panama Canal securities by the announce- 
ment that the treaty had been signed—a fact that has not been 
denied, so far as I am informed. But this financial success, of 
which Mr. Hay was ignorant, had nothing to do with his part in 
this semitragic act. 

He was influenced doubtless by the same emergent policy of 
the Administration that caused Assistant Secretary Darling, of 
the Navy, to send orders ahead of time to Panama to be on the 
lookout for ‘* the uprising *’ and to repel any interference with it. 

Haste was required to put the Panama “** uprising’’ in posses- 
sion of the governing power there and in Colon, but greater dis- 
patch was needed to prevent France fiom intervening and to 
pacify her with the provisions of article 22 of the Hay-Varilla 
treaty, and Mr. Hay ** accepted the situation.”’ 

Mr. Hay must have known the facts that Loomis afterwards 
gave forth in momentous oracles at the Quill Club banquet. 

They were dark surmises that France was preparing to appear 
at Panama with war ships to contest with the United States the 
occupation of Panama and for the protection of French interests, 
and especially the interests of the New Panama Canal Company, 
and, finally, as an ultimatum, to demand the extension of the 
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Wyse concession from 1904 to 1910, that had been conceived in 
frand, sustained by war, in which we had given it aid, and nursed 
“vo ernegune and kept alive by the blood of the people of Co- 
ompbia. 

The twenty-second article of this treaty and the compact be- 
tween France and Panama secured these fruits of fraud and vio- 
lence to the New Panama Canal Company and completed the 
triumph of Cromwell and Varilla. When it was signed he sup- 
posed that his triumph was complete, and our Government was 
in a more tranquil mood. 

The fleets were dispersed and the United States guard at Pan- 
ama went into camp to protect the Republic of Panama while 
the treaty should be matured in the Senatorial incubator, and 
Varilla and Loomis were permitted to explode their joy at the 
Quill Club banquet that we had escaped a war with France. Ii 
was not Colombia, it was France, that or occasion for our grand 
display of naval power at Panama, and it is the surrender of the 
Administration to these demands of France, in article 22 of this 
treaty, that has suddenly ended our great war preparations, that 
included both the Army and the Navy in the projected military 
campaign at Panama. 


The people could not take it seriously that all this war prepara- | 


tion was needed to protect Panama against Colombia, whose great 
General Reyes was in Washington suing for peace. They laughed 
at it as a political pageant, gotten up like the fight of Ransy 
Sniffle with the unseen foe, in Longstreet’s Georgia Scenes. 

They were mistaken. There was an enemy in sight; there was 
a casus belli; there was an ultimatum; there was a surrender and 
a capitulation, which is set forth in article 22 of the Hay-Varilla 
treaty. 

Time was too short to admit of delay in the signature of the 
treaty on that fateful evening. France had to be placated and 
could not wait for the information even of the contemplated pur- 
chase of the property of the New Panama Canal Company. So it 
was postponed until a future time, but was safeguarded with a 
provision to which Panama assented, that our most important 
rights in Panama should not become absolute until the contem- 
— purchase of the things mentioned in article 22 is ‘‘ consum- 
mated.” 

This article is as the apple of the eye to Cromwell, Varilla, and 
the pardoned felons of the New Panama Canal Company. 

For one, I wish to know what it will cost us before I assist in 
its ratification. I am willing to assist in every movement, right 
or wrong in policy, to which the country is committed, even in 
pursuit of policies that my conscience can not approve, but I am 
not willing to join in a surrender to frand and iniquity such as 
France requires us to accept in the twenty-second article of this 
treaty. 

The wars of the Administration, even if they are wrong but 
have become unavoidable, demand my support as the bitter side 
of patriotic duty, but its surrenders to the New Panama Canal 
Company, on the demand of France, to avoid a threat of hostilities 
or the failure of a political exploit, is one thing I will not vote for. 

I will now further identify M. Bunau-Varilla with the move- 
ment of the New Panama Canal Company by quoting an extract 
from his address at the Quill Club banquet. 

He thus states the cause of the rejection by the Colombian Con- 
gress of the Hay-Herran treaty. 

It is known now that the cause of that rejection was the plan to twist the 
articles of that convention with the Panama Canal Company, in order to de- 
clare forfeited the concession and practically rob the French shareholders of 
their property. Thus, on ene 1, when the Colombian Congress was 
closed, it had succeeded in violently insulting the United States; it had ex- 
hibited the unmistakable intention of blackmailing the French company out 
of its properties, and, finally, it had sacrificed the very elements of thc exist- 
ence of the ple of the Isthmus by destroying the possibility of the con- 
struction of the canal. 

The result of these acts, which were virtually crimes, was to provoke on 
the Isthmus a revolution and throughout the whole world a feeling of indig- 
nation, which is shown by the fact that within thirty-five days after its birth 
the Republic was rec zed and had entered into diplomatic relations with 
many of the nations of the earth. 

Varilla and Cromwell have long been hunting in couples to 
destroy the Nicaragua Canal as the only means of foisting the 
property of the New Panama Canal ee wee on the United States. 

To get credit for impartiality in what he calls a work for science 
he has affected to be in some sort the enemy of the New Panama 
Canal Company. If his enmity has any moral reason to support 
it, he has not alluded to it. If it is supported by any other reason, 
he can not assume, in the face of his public speeches, that a canal 
on that route is of doubtful success. 

His alleged enmity to that company deceives no one, especially 
in the face of his diatribe against Colombia for endeavoring, as 
he says, to levy “* blackmail”’ on that company. 

In a lecture before the American Academy of Political and So- 
cial Science he says, among other accusations: 

But all was futile and in vain, and certainly the violent desire of appropri- 
ating, thanks to a twist in the interpretation of the contracts between the 


Panama Canal Company and the Regebie of Colombia, the property of the 
French company was too strong for the Bogota politicians, and in closing up 
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FEBRvAry 1, 


nee o a soete pasate’ ow ae the =~ woe ona of September ap 

withou g shown any disposition to comply the requisites or. 2? 

courtesy toward the United States. Pequisites of vulgap 
MASTERFUL PIECE OF ROGUERY. 


Such a disposition of mind seems incredible, and we hesitate to: hinkit 
sible that a nation can be represented by a legislative body wo fram a pos 
law what is ey known as criminal actions, blackmail, extortio, —. 2” 
spiracy to obtain his neighbor's property fraudulently. Ther. jc nas 
htest doubt, however, that it was so when we read the bla. kmailne the 
of August 29, which is a public document; when we read anoth.; D liege 
ument, official report, and a masterful piece of Lic doc. 


ery, Which the Bogs 
Congress heard before its dissolution at the end of October. Bota 


In this report the commission concluded, in hypocritical terms —_ 
recommendation of upsetting the prolongation from 1904 to 19100? the P,) 
Canal concession, to reimburse the 5,000,000 francs by which the »», Toma 
had been paid, and thus to acquire for nothing the whole property one 
canal company in order to deal with free hands with the 7 OF the 


Republic of the 


United States, with whom they thought a satisfactory deal of the s: len goods 
a easily made, thanks to a little commission on the price «| 0s 


Ce Of the 

This recalls the insolence of Genet, minister of France, jy 
Genet criticised our Government for not responding in a sens of 
gratitude to France, while Varilla flatters the President, whic) 
makes all the difference. Washington dismissed Genet, wij 
Roosevelt hugs Varilla to his bosom. 

An enemy of the New Panama Canal Company would neyo 
have indulged in such violent criticisms of Colombia for claiming 
a fourth of the “ blackmail” that he and Cromwell were trying 
to levy on the United States. It was an interested friend of the 
Panama Canal Company, whose pocket was threatened, that ut. 
tered these calumnies against Colombia. 

He knew that the breach of all the contracts of that company 
ever made with Colombia had caused revolt and war in that Re. 
public, and that the very demand that he was then pressing and 
is still urging for the extension of the Wyse concession from 1904 
to 1910 was the cause of that war. 

Colombia had waited for twenty-four years for the canal, under 
contracts with these French companies, and when they confessed 
their inability to complete the work, and, to avoid the forfeiture 
of their concessions, they were trying to close a ‘ busitess ar. 
rangement ’’ with the United States for the sale of property that 
had cost them less than $12,000,000 for the sum of $40,000,000, it 
was neither unjust nor in any sense impapper that they should 
have been required to Pay Colombia $10,000,000 of their winnings 
in a game that never had an equal in depravity. 

They had inflicted upon Colombia a debt of $6,000,000 and the 
loss of 100,000 lives in their violation of the laws and constitution 
of that Republic in the subornation of Marrognin, and now 
they demand that Panama and the United States slal! adopt and 
confirm that outrage in the ratification of this treaty undera 
threat of the displeasure of France. 

That this person, while holding adiplomatic post near this Gov- 
ernment, should be tolerated in the utterance of such abuse and 
imprecation toward an American Republic, whose minister was 
then recognized and residing at Washington, as Colombia's min 
isters have been received for uarters of a century, is far 
below the conceptions that the world has entertained of the dig- 
nity, sensibility, and honor of the grand Republic. 

Now, no matter how litt'e the extension of the concession from 
1904 to 1910 is entitled to our respect, or what sacrifices of blool 
and money it has unjustly cost the people of Colombia, we take 
over the canal zone subject to the compact between France aud 
Panama, as above set forth, and we confirm that concession 

I need not pause to denounce this intervention of France 
control the construction of a canal through Panama. Every 5 
ator who knows the history of Congress since 1880 will at 
denounce this compact between France and Panama as being 0 
contempt of the declarations of all our Presidents and Secretaries 
of State even further back than 1880 and of both Houses 0 
Congress. 

In this treaty we reverse and then expressly abandon this de 
clared policy on the requirement of France and Panama. | 

I am not occupying the floor to-day to express any opinions’ 
my own as to the propriety of the line of policy we a! 
with reference to Panama or Colombia. My purpose is to!8y 
fore the Senate such matters in the history of these transact! 
as the known facts disclose and to obtain the information '™™ 
the Government that will support or refute or wil! exp!aa the 
true situation. 

Before I enter upon the examination of the specific points ol" 
inquiry made in this resolution, I will state, as briefly as possi” 
another result that is eagerly sought to be accomp!is)' d bY ; ” 
New Panama Canal Company, through the ratification of 
treaty, as to which there must be some understanding that Co» 
gress should be informed about. 

The fact I will now state is perfectly understood am 
who are exploiting this enterprise against our Treasury, “pa 
for speculative purposes in the bonds and stocks of the ot ™™ 
ama Canal Company. 

The ratification of this treaty will repeal every 4)! 


once 


ts of the 


by the mea 


ropriation of 
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oney in the Spooner law for the construction of a canal on the | Cana : . 
Nicaragua route, which result is earnestly desired by some who | that none Ie She meney we-are to pay for it and.te this treaty. 
aim that they are patriotic. eases nak oad eee tn of the property of the Panama Canal 
That result being accomplished, the New Panama Canal Com- | ing of this t ao Rae Sa the harried Ragalienies SOR Sipe 
pany will i ve destroyed its only competitor, and with France at | while o “ aes that cut off the commissioners sent by Panama 
is back and with our President's determination to have a canal | there is fos asain route by vail from New York to Washington, 
i panama or else nO canal anywhere, the whole subject of a canal | that a eee renee why the Government should explain 
will be relegated to the condition it was in after the abrogation of | nity in th n to the people. I hope to furnish that opportu- 
 Cavton-Bulwer treat a the who! . y. the answer to this resolution. The President has t: 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, an whole controversy will have | Varilla into his confid i i : taken 
be again fought over. Tn thet battle the Nicardgue route can | has thereby en . mares Oe these imputations upon him, and 
10 a efor this treaty kills it. ‘This treaty will then force | sell to us the alleged property of the | ae ce anemeee 
nit Wess to consummate hia “ecabeianiate’ Dutchess,” at the | informati leged property of the people of Panama. Upon 
“rl of having no canal. , en eae a our people accept as being true, it is denied 
vi ee epeal of all the canal appropriations, under the effect of | land of pes any lawful authority to sell 500 square miles of the 
oo ake deaivete aa ’ > and of Panama to the United States. 
this treaty, destroys all the work that has been accomplished | Leaving the oth t i 
toward the construction of any canal. | outead ein f sain» matters connected with the Panama secession 
[have no censures, but great commiseration for those who will | other aanenn ; h : bre —- will now present to the Senate some 
assist in this fatal movement. It is both needless and destructive. | th ticul ee ee rene ehone Safran the countey'ae to 
+ T can not forbe. ain to ? . | the particular matter of the contemplated purchase . 
But I can not forbear again to call the attention of Congress to | cessions and property of th : A mare ene ae 
the terrible situation this treaty will create, and to implore the | the canal zo : rok of the New Panama Canal Company within 
sie waking power to reach forth a mighty arm and exert all its cee ne _ . Pe the United States, as I have shown, and 
‘act powers to relieve the country from a blunder that will be felt : mation of that purchase, as a condition on which our 
through many generations. a aene ase an iagien bey aad -_ Panama is to become ab- 
[ will now turn to the facts that involve the New Panam | with t) e terms and cost of that purchase settled 
conmny in full and direet responsibility for the last B se — - canal company before the treaty that binds us to it an 
m article 22 of the Hay-Varilla treaty. In doing this I oe e. =A wees was the cause of this reckless and incautious haste? 
make statements that are based upon the correspondence in repu- | the t oe i. it was, first, to assure France that we would accept 
table public journals, as the President does, and will ask the Gov- | the erms she had already imposed on Panama as a condition of 
ernment, in answer to the resolution before the Senate, to affirm | f the ognition of her independence, and that we would provide 
tr deny these statements. It is thus stated, and I th, hs or them in the treaty now before the Senate, and would even go 
a ’ ererore 80 | higher in our bid for the property if the canal company should so 
1. That M. Bunau-Varilla was active and persistent i iene : Le 78 , 
ine to bring about and to promote the dads of ee ge a this treaty can be safely considered, I submit that it is 
Colombia, and that this plan was agreed to between him and in- | the plain duty of the Government to inform the Senate of the 
uential persons in the United States, and conferences were held | state of facts as to this contemplated purchase. 
between them in New York about the time it was. ascertained This duty seems so clear and obvious that the plainest person 
that the Colombian Congress was opposed to the ratificati ed | can see it, and the most astute mind can not furnish a satisfactory 
S the Hay-Herran treaty. cation of —— ar ee - information from the Senate on 
2. That in the capacity of an engineer in need not dwell on this matter, for everybody must seo th 
old Panama Canal Compan’, tnd thee peer. 2p, te  Sneey ya? — necessity for this information in advance of the final ectien of the 
considerable wealth, and when that company failed he was oo ie ae ee mee: : 
interested in its b onded indebtedness and its property, or in - y In the Committee on Foreign Relations the examination of this 
of the company, and is now, or was when he was Geontae eaeeaee treaty has been without any light on this matter. Members of 
from Panama, largely interested in the contemplated purch 18 : that committee were denied the privilege of moving an amend- 
the property of the New Panama Canal Company that om of | ment tostrike outarticle 22 of that treaty, and this is the first time 
vided for in article 22 of the Hay-Varilla treaty. ; 1 T have had the ps wrtunity to present the facts and reasons to sus- 
‘. That M. Bunau-Varilla, in announcing his appointment as pn motion. The Senate is still without information from 
minister from Panama to the President of the United States and official sources as to anything that has been done or is expected 
in later official functions, proclaimed himself as the champi of ye wens in making or consummating the “contemplated pur- 
the Panama Canal and felicitated himself that his ie chase”’ provided for in that article. ; 
duties so closely corresponded with hi lendi ew official With whom is the President to make this ‘‘ conte a 
is splendid career in the pro- | ch ” ‘ ontemplated pur- 
motion of that canal, pro- | chase of the property and other things claimed by the New 
This also includes his writings and his public lectures, directed Pete er ented 
especially to the destruction of the Nicaragua route. , 4 Eiffel was a contractor for the locks, and he subscribed 10,000,000 
While it is not surprising that M. Varilla, as minister f rancs to the stock of the new company. 
Panama, appointed by cable while he was in New York should The Crédit Lyonnais was heavily interested in contracts for 
provide for his personal interests in negotiating and si ning th work on the canal. It subscribed 4,000,000 francs. 
voy arilla treaty, particularly in article 22, it is surprising @ that cin tam ‘cabecrina § S CX. were contractors on the Culebra 
“ie was considered a fit person to assist in maki | , 1ey subscribed 2,200,000 francs. ; 
mented beeeaal the supreme law of the pal ata —— Letelliex & Oct had ths contract on. the Pacific cut 
to bestow on him and his associates such mone i 5 qe meee 
raed ho from the Treasury of the United Bislee melons The Isthmian Canal Commission, in their final report, say: 
tn depend ated contract,” upon which our treaty rights are atiede as, bene centre oe engaged to complete the work intrusted to them 
If a Member of Con | This er oe 
gress should make such a cont i us group of defaulting contractors was compelled by public 
ee to get money out of the Treasury af the th sentiment, and by the only hope of escape Proare weet # ang 
—— a way, he would not easily escape condign punishment ments in suits pending against them and, in some cases, of con- 
ws of seine ee auenhle to our laws, but, under the oa net for felonies—such as were made in the French courts 
I will not trace phos persona non grata. He is not a fit person. the nst Ferdinand De Lesseps and his son Charles—to agree that 
revolt in Par race further the connection of M. Varilla with the ae would complete the canal, changing De Lesseps’s plan from 
zen of France and had conspirator, except to say that he is a citi- |” roar vel canal to a canal with locks. 
himself from - 7 no patriotic reason for attempting to free ac ne New Panama Canal Company was organized under this 
people, 1¢ alleged oppressions of Colombia toward its aeperen 20.0 = the report of the Isthmian Canal Com- 
His interest ssion, which I have already read to the Senate fr ages 83 
guna ” contracts on the canal, out of which he had and 84 of their final report. e from pag 
United ate glory of a new raid on the Treasury of the oe Saeee are some of the most prominent despoilers of the old 
Canal—was fee Se crushin ‘out his old foe—the Nicaragua comes , into whose hands this treaty delivers us, while France 
in tor being in that onde papas: we I do not criticise a stand by to guarantee their demands on the United 
In looking j a . a o insist that the Senate |~ Rat ; 
aws that ment Bae powers to formulate and agree to cuuetane | But to make this statement more complete and accurate, and 
8crutinize them eeply affect and rule 80,000,000 of our people shall | to show their breach of faith, I will copy the third section of 
With article 29 of this ty and faithfully, especially in connection | — 5 of the agreement under which the New Panama Canal 
righgt of is teaty, ‘That article provides for mmenes | people” of every Kind fom the Nudatcr of ths ld omgun 
&!! the othe : associates and enables them i erty, of every kind, from the liquidator of the old company 
ese to bring | under the orders of the French courts: cone ee 


r purposes of thi i 
In the relations he he this treaty to naught if it is adopted. | : : 
¢ Third. The rights of every nature in the Panama Railroad belonging to 


move e i 
nt and to th ; Panama the estate in liquidation and con ributed by M. Gautron under section 4 of 
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this article shall become the property of the present company (the New 
Panama Canal Company) from and after the stockholders’ meeting provided 
for by article 75 hereof without any pecuniary compensation, but upon the 
express condition that the canal be constructed within the time fixed by the 
agreement of concession. Upon default in completion within such time said 
rights shall revert to the estate in liquidation. 

If,contrary to all expectation, the meeting in question should not take the 
necessary action for the completion of the canal, or if the course adopted by 
the meeting can not be carried out, the said rights in the railroad shall re- 
main the ghyret of the present company (the New Panama Railroad Com- 

any), but it shall pay into the estate in liquidation the sum of 20,000,000 francs 

xy way of indemnity, and theshareof profits set apart for the estate in liqui- 
dation shall be half the profits of the present company without other deduc- 
tions than those provided in sections 2 and 8 of article 51 hereof. 

ena said rights shall remain inalienable in the hands of the new 
company until either the payment of said sum of 20,000,000 francs or the entire 


. 


completion of the canal. 


These official facts show, in a light that is perfectly clear, first: 
That the New Panama Canal Company consists lene exclu- 
sively of men who had robbed the old company. Second, that those 
men had been coerced or induced by offers of pardon for these 
crimes, or by releases from judgments or liabilities to subscribe to 
the capital stock of the new company. Third, that they made the 
agreement with the court, to complete the canal, as I have above 
copied. Fourth, that Colombia was given 5,000,000 francs of 
paid-up stock in the new company as compensation for consent- 
ing to this arrangement. Fifth, that the company was organ- 
ized by the payment of 60,000,000 francs or $12,000,000 cash sub- 
scriptions of stock into its treasury. 

Sixth. I will now quote from the sworn statement of M. Edouard 
Lampre, the secretary of the New Panama Canal Company, when 
he testified as a witness before the Committee on Interoceanic 
Canals, on the iith day of January, 1902. I present this state- 
ment to prove that the subscribers to the stock of the New Pan- 
ama Canal Company are men of wealth and are able, out of their 
private means and credit, to pay the $90,000,000 it was then esti- 
mated thatit would cost to complete the canal, and that with the 
use of all the property of the old company, including the railroad 
stock and the control of the Panama Railroad, which was taken 
over by the New Panama Canal Company, they could have per- 
formed their contract to complete the canal, if that was possible. 

M. Lampre’s deposition is as follows: The questions asked him 
related generally to the letters to President McKinley and to Mr. 
Hay, and especially to the letter of Bonnardel, president of the 
board of directors, to the President of the United States, dated 
Paris, November 18, 1898, which I will place in the appendix to 
my remarks: 


The CHAIRMAN. Now, M. Lampre, that letter to the President of the | 


United States does not contain any proposition? 

M. LAMPRE. No, not at that time; no, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Why was it written? 

M. LAMPRE. Because to my recollection it was contemplated at the time 
that something ought to be done in the way of a reorganination of the com- 
pany. It appeared at the time that the Nicara concession was under dis. 
cussion that the rivalry of such a canal might a great danger to the Pan- 
ama Canal, and we thought at the time, as as Ican remember—it is rather 
old, it is three years ago—we thought at the time that we had to lay the whole 
subject before the President in order to ascertain and to see under what con- 
ditions we might, if necessary, Americanize our “epee and build the 
canal in partnership with the American interests. That is my recollection. 

The CHAIRMAN. With the American Government? 

M. LAMPRE. Well, I ed pe oe or public Americaninterests. I think 
at the time it was contemp. to have a private corporation. 

The CHAIRMAN. You had money enough then at hand or in prospect to 
build the canal? 

M.LAMPRE. We had not in cash money enough. 

The CHAIRMAN. You had good credit, though? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes, I think we had; but still—— 

=e CHAIRMAN, You were confident, then, that you could complete the 
canal? 

M. LAMPRE. We were confident, but still, as you know, there was the 
rivalry of the Nicaragua Canal. 

The CHAIRMAN. And it was the rivalry of the Nicaragua route that caused 
this paper to be printed? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes, sir; exactly. : 

The CHATRMAN. Was itargued at the time the letter was written that the 
United States was about to take or had taken action in favor of the Nicara- 


route? 
. LAMPRE. I forget whether it was at that time. 

The CHATRMAN. We canascertain that byareference. Was this letter dis- 
cussed and the authority given to send it to the President at a meeting of the 
board of directors of the new Canal Company? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes; it is in accordance with the resolution of the board. 

The CHAIRMAN. The letter says that the board of directors is composed of 
gentlemen in an independent position? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes, sir. , 

The CHAIRMAN. They must: have been interested in and identified with 
large affairs in Paris? , 

x. LAMPRE. So they were, and are still at the present time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of a financial character? 

M. LAMPRE. soe. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was it not the fact that the new board was composed of 
gentlemen who took over the property on speculation? 

M. LAMPRE. At the time or now? 

The CHAIRMAN. At the time it was consummated. 

M. LAMPRE. For ulation? No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. They took it over with the intention of completing the 


canal? 
M. LAMPRE. te so. They were honest and straightforward in the in- 
tention. Imust itive on the subject. 
The CHAIRMAN. They are still able to do it, are they not? 


M. LAMPRE. Oh, yes, sir. 





FEBRUARY |, 


The CHAIRMAN. The French people are still able to do it? 

~ te They _—_ ie th nik , 

e@ CHAIRMAN. ey pa © indemnity to Ge > oi 
trouble, and we thought That the most marvelous act over perten nant any 

M. LAMPRE. I think we have enough cash in France. —e 

The CHAIRMAN. You have plenty there to do it? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Why are you trying to sell this canal enterpris 
— when your people are able to build it and have so much inveled 

M. LAMPRE. That is quite a different question, in my opinion 
plenty of cash in France to build it, but the rivalry with the Nicaragy 
and the possibility of the Congress of the United Btates passing a eee 
for the construction of the Nicaragua Canal has frightened t} xe peo : olution 
and so we thought it best to seek some kind of a combination lie». te 1 ere, 
the canal, then with the assistance of the United States, and now t¢ou 
canal go to the United States if they will have it. > Het the 

The CHAIRMAN. Your first proposition was to build the can 
out of it what you expected to do? 

M. LAMPRE. Exactly. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was your first idea? 

M. LAMPRE. Exactly. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was the idea on which that letter was writ} 

M. LAMPRE. Exactly, sir. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Then, if you could not do that, to prevent tho 
it = = Nicara; ——, . a a sin 

. LAMPRE. e did not intend preventing any , but we thoug 
Panama route, in our opinion, the best. S though 

The CHAIRMAN. Was it not the purpose of this movement to com 
United States to build on your ground or not build at all? 

M. LAMPRE. To compel? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

M. LAMPRE. We had no mind to compel anybody. 

The CHAIRMAN. I do not mean by force of arms. 

M. LAMPRE. Our opinion was that the United States Government, or (op. 
gross, passing upona resolution for the construction of the Nicaragua Canal 
would place usin great difficulty to raise the money in France. So we thought 
that we might as well lay the whole subject before the United States 

Senator MrrcHeLu. May I ask a question right there? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Senator MITCHELL. Suppose the United States should decline the offer 
which has been made by your company, and sappoee, furthermore, Congress 
should go on and authorize the construction of the Nicaragua Canal, do yoy 
think that the Panama Canal would then be completed? : 

M. LAMPRE. It might be. 

Senator MIrcHELL. What is your best judgment on that point? What js 
your opinion? 

M. LAMPRE. It might be. We might raise the money still in Franc 

The CHAIRMAN. Just in that connection I will ask you if you have maée 
efforts to raise money in France to complete the canal? 

M. LAMPRE. No; for we have no bondholders and not any bonded indebt- 
edness at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. I do not mean that. Have you asked for subscriptions 

M. LAMPRE. No; we have not. 

The CHAIRMAN. You have not invited the French people to subscribe at all! 

M. LAMPRE. No; we have not, use we thought it best, under the cir. 
cumstances, not to go before the public, being given the possibility of the 
construction of the ares Canal by the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. In this letter to the President it is stated that the assets 
of the company exceed in value $100,000,000. 

M. LAMPRE. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. That the property is free from incumbrance; that the 
title is unquestionable; that the company has no other debts than the monthly 
pay rolls; that it has no mortgages or bonded indebtedness, and its cash re 
serve is largely in excess of its actual needs. 

M. LAMPRE. Yes, sir. 5 

The CHAIRMAN. So this statement of the great strength and confidence of 
the Panama Canal Company was sent to the President to inspire him with 
like confidence in the success of the Panama Canal and to convince him and 
arom and our people that it would bea fatal competition to the Nicaragus 

Canal. 

M. LAMPRE. Well, I do not know, sir. I do not know what was at the 
time in the mind of the board. I can not answer that question. [donot 
know what they aimed at. I think it was only putting the whole subject be 
fore the President in the light in which it s and showing how it stood. 

The CHAIRMAN. Or was it the purpose then to prepare the United State 
to become the purc rs of the Panama Canal? 

M. LAMPRE. At that time? 

The CHAIRMAN. At that time. 

M. LAMPRE. I do not know at the time whatit.was. _ 

The CHAIRMAN. You do not know when that idea originated? 

M. LAMPRE. No. E 

The CHATRMAN. What was the actual purpose and object of the letter 
the President of the United States and the letters and telegrams of - 
well, attorney, given with the message of the President of February a 0 
What was the actual purpose and object of the letter to the President of ti 
United States of the 18th day of November, 1898? - the whale 

M. LAMPRE. As far as I can recollect, the purpose was to lay es the 
subject before the United States; and at the time we stated that snout — 
United States abandon the idea of constructing the Nicaragua Vana . 
were ready to reo under the laws of this country and to Phare 
American corporation to complete the Panama Canal, which we thoug = 
best route and still think the troute. That is why we laid the wholes 
ject before the United States at the time. soa of tho 

The CHATRMAN. In addition to this cheerful picture of the resour — 
company, these letters boast of the conciliation of Colombia, and tha' . oS 
tire feasibility and practicability of completing the canal is establish¢ ‘on thelt 
members of two commissions who were the most distinguished men a is 
professions. Why did not a canal that was so well fortified in i's “py 
public confidence obtain the money to complete it by. subscript ad the 
the French people who had already sunk 000,000 in it ant = y tor thi 
ditch, the buil the machinery, and the material on hand tosho 
expenditure? sontemplated 

M. LAMPRE. Just as I told you, Senator, on account of the cont 
building by the United States of the Nicaragua Canal. 


They became so much afraid of the Nicaragua Canal oe 
dropped in their offer from $109,000,000 to $40,000,000 at as 

Now, there is not a fact in these statements that - ue 
puted, except upon the hypothesis that the officers w4° * 
them had been guilty of falsehood. 


We hava 


al and realizg 


en? 
building of 
t the 
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they show? : 
ey oo <wer is that this new company never had the hon- 


+ purpose of keeping their contract tocomplete the canal. They 
s the ability to raise $90,000,000—their estimate for completing 
the canal with their private fortunes. ; ‘ 

The second answer is that they confined the working capital 

f the new company to the $12,000,000 cash id in by them, and 
a made even an effort to increase it by further sales of stock 
2 by the issue and sale of bonds, and thereby prevented the 

sibility of completing the canal. 

It had already cost the French people and the foreign stock- 
polders and pondholders the sum of 1,329,693,074.74 francs, not 
including unpaid interest. | . ; 

With interest included, this sum amounts to over 2,000,000,000 
francs. 

These figures as oe 
‘anal Commission, part 11, pages ~ c : 
aap enpendl ures have only left a trench in the earth, with 
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as a free lance to move against the United States as the only pos- 
sible purchaser of their holdings. 

It required a New York lawyer to work this purchase, and they 
— an experienced renovator of crippled corporations in Crom- 
well. 

The liquidator of the old company had obtained from Colombia 
extensions of the canal concessions until October, 1904, and had 
paid for them out of the assets of the old company. 

The first overture of the Panama Canal Company tothe United 
States for a deal in the disposal! of canal rights at Panama was 
made by M. Bonnardel, president of the board of directors of the 
New Panama Canal Company, dated November 18, 1898. I will 
insert this letter to President McKinley, with others I have re- 
ferred to, in an appendix to my remarks. (See Appendix B.) 

The next approach, ten days later, was by “‘ William Nelson 


are taken from the final report of the Isthmian | Cromwell, American counsel for the New Panama Canal Com- 


pany.” 
This letter, dated November 28, 1898, I will read, as it is the 


no works of any kind except the plant. A great part of the ditch first appearance of Mr. Cromwell on the stage, which, in his first 


has filled up and, with the embankments, is to be again dug out 
and removed, if we build the canal there on our plan. 

Now, a plainer or more conclusive statement of facts could not 
be made than is here presented to prove that the New Panama 
Canal Company never had the intention or expectation of com- 
rleting the canal with the private resources of the stockholders 
or by any appeal to the French pope for any assistance. 

The story that they were frightened by the assistance proposed 
to be given to the Nicaragua Canal is a cheap invention in avoid- 
ance of the truth. As soon as the old company got to work, ten 
vears before the new company was formed, the United States 
took up the construction of a canal at Nicaragua, with determined 
purpose to aid in its construction. 

The subscribers to the stock of the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany had fortified themselves against a possible loss of money in 
their agreement to complete the canal by two arrangements; 
first, by the extinguishment of all demands by the old company 
against them for their frands and breaches of contract; and, sec- 
ond, by the arrangement made with the court, which I have 
already quoted, that the Panama Railroad should remain the 
property of the New Panama Canal Company, and should never 
revert to the liquidator of the old company in any event. 

If the completion of the canal failed or should be abandoned 
the railroad was to remain ‘‘ inalienable ’’ in the hands of the new 
company on the payment of 20,000,000 francs, or $5,000,000, to the 
liquidator of the old company. 

The stock in the railroad had cost the old company 93,286,186.73 
francs, or $18,657,000. (See report of Isthmian Canal Commis- 


sion, pt. 2, p. 23.) 


| 
| 


act, he prepared to cover with the blood of civil war in Colombia: 
Mr. Cromwell to Mr. Hay. 

New YorK, November 28, 1898 

DEAR Srp: Referring to the interview which you accorded me on Friday 


| last and to your gracious assurance that you would give audience to the di- 


| 


Under this stipulation they get the railroad for really less than | 


one-fourth its value. 

Of the $40,000,000 to be paid by the United States, 40 per cent 
of which the French courts have already decreed to the New 
Panama Canal Company, they get $16,000,000, which is a profit 
of $4,000,000 on the $12,000,000 they paid for their stock in that 
company. 

_Besides this, the report of the auditors (commissaires) of the 
New Panama Canal Company, made on the 30th of December, 


\903, shows that they still have in their treasury the sum of | 


52,000,000 remaining unexpended of the $12,000,000 capital stock 
orginally paid into the treasury, and worked seven years with 
$10,000,000, 

Besides this, they have had the net earnings of the railroad, 
Which has not been less than 10 per cent per annum, on a capital- 
zation of $15,000,000, which for the ten years the new company 
has had control of the railroad must amount to $1,500,000 in ad- 
dition to betterments, 
per cent on their original investment. In Poor’s Manual for 1900, 
pages 485-486, it is stated that the net earnings of the Panama 

ailroad were more than 35 per cent in 1899, and were even greater 
for the three preceding years. 
wae we are confronted with the question, What has been the 
ie policy of the New Panama Canal Company as to realizing 

18 profit on their investment of $12,000,000 in the property of 
the old company? nT 

a semonstrated that it has not been to complete the canal. 
oan i aa to put up the money to complete the canal, or to 
never a : ort to get it, proves this fact conclusively. They 

» er expected with $12,000,000 to complete the canal, two-fifths 
of which had already cost $260,000.000. 


Tr get rid of + ‘ . 
stockondder: : the canal concessions and property ata profit to the 


as & speculative m 
They had alread 


With arinewk ema - 
the court against any possible loss, and were fully equipped 
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In all, their net profits will be at least 50 | 


| 


j 


| 


1 the New Panama Canal Company was left tothem | 


rector-general of the New Panama Canal Company and ourselves in connec- 
tion with the presentation to the President of the communication which the 
New Panama Canal Company is about to make to the Government, I beg 
leave to advise you that by reason of the severe prevailing storm La Touraine 
was delayed in arrival until today, and that we shall, therefore, not be able 
to translate the documents and prepare them for presentation before W ednes- 

I will advise you further of our coming, keeping in mind the preference 
which you indicated, that the hour of conference be about ll o'clock in the 
forenoon. 

I have the honor, etc., Wm. NELSON CROMWELI, 
American Counsel for New Panama Canal Company. 


His next appearance was on December 5, 1898, in a letter to Mr. 
Hay, in which he lifts the curtain and reveals the cause of the 
war which was then imminent in Colombia: 

Mr. Cromwell to Mr. Hay. 
New York, December 


My DEAR Srp: I beg leave toconfirm the telegram whichI sent youat 10.45 
this morning, as per inclosure. 

Upon my return I learned through Director-General Hutin, who had pre- 
ceded me to New York, that the measure which had just been acted on by 
one branch only of the Colombian Congress was a bill to authorize the Execu- 
tive to negotiate the terms of and to conclude a further prorogation of six 
years from 1904 for the completion of the canal under the communication 
which the company had addressed to the Government, in the form of which 
I inclose you a translation. 

You will note that the company specifically stated to the Government that 
the rogation was not a matter of absolute necessity, but was desirable in 
the interests of commerce and navigation to enable even a deeper cut to be 
made, and which would reduce the number of locks to four, but which re- 
duction would require more time than the plan adopted. 

You will note that the bill proposed to confer power upon the Executive, 
and this happened to arise under extraordinary political conditions in Bogota. 
As you have probably been advised through official channels, a serious dif- 
ference has recently been existing between the House of Representatives of 
Colombia and the President, the House having passed formal resolution de- 
elaring the office of President vacant and refusing to recognize the qualifi- 
cation of the President before the supreme court. 

We therefore construe the action of the House of Representatives as only 
a part of the strife between the House and the President, and not a declara- 
tion of the policy of the nation or the Congress in respect of the Panama 
Canal, and as not evidencing hostility to the company itself. We are the 
more confirmed in this belief because of the uniform consideration and cor- 
diality displayed by the Congress and the Government to the New Panama 
Canal Company, which, we ye no doubt, their minister at Washington 


5, 1898. 


| would fully confirm to you. 


Our company has not the least apprehension regarding any prorogation of 
the concessions it may consider necessary in the future. 
I have, etc., your obedient servant, 
Wm. NELSON CROMWELL, 
Counsel, New Panama Canal Company. 

It will be noticed that the letter of Bonnardel to the President 
is official and has been appended to it, ‘‘ certified by the secretary 
of the company, Ed. Lampre,’’ the same witness whose testimony 
I read a moment ago. 

Lampre testified before the Committee on Interoceanic Canals 
in March, 1902, that this plan of operations was discussed and 
adopted by the board of directors of the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany before Bonnardel, Hutin, and Cromwell began operations 
under it. M. Lampre testified as follows (p. 39 of hearings): 

The CHAIRMAN. Was this letter [of Bonnardel} discussed and authority 
given to send it to the President at the meeting of the board of directors of 
the New Panama Canal Company? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes; it is in accordance with the resolution of the board. 

When the fact is considered that this action of the board of di- 
rectors was taken at the very time that Mancini was forcing the 
decree of Sanclemente upon Colombia. at the cost of civil war, 
for an extension of the Wyse concession until 1910, which the 


argin on which it was their. purpose to realize. | Colombians had rejected, a terrible weight of crime falls upon 
y secured themselves fully in the railroad deal | 


thatcompany that it can never expiate, and upon Cromwell, whose 
letter to Mr. Hay proves that he was watching every movement 
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at Bogota with the eager attention of a lawyer who had set on 
foot the scheme to corrupt Sanclemente. The outbreak alarmed 
him only because he was afraid of its effect on President McKin- 
ley, and he atonce began to hedge against it by false explanations. 

Everything being thus prepared, the campaign in the United 

a was opened, the first point of attack being the Hepburn 
lll, 

The fight was expected to be a long one and more time was 
needed to prevent Colombia from even forcing the forfeiture of 
the Wyse concession, thereby destroying all claim of the New 
Panama Canal Company to control that concession and to sell the 
property of the old canal company. 

The situation was desperate and required desperate action. 
The last extension of the Wyse concession would expire on the 
3ist of October, 1904. Within that limit it was impossible to com- 
plete the canal and the time was too short for successful operations 
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| Government had granted the extension subject to the ap 


FEpruary 1. 


Pe asa, 
To meet this and to falsify the facts, Cromwell. : 
Mr. Hay, dated December 21, 1898, says: em, 4D & letter to 


Messrs. Sullivan & Cromwell to Mr. Hay. 


NEw York, Dec: 

My Dear Str: Further to my letter of December 5, 1898. , 
was acknowledged by your favor of the 8th instant, I heg leave; 

are advised by our counsel at Bogota that the official minu:, 
of the House of Representatives declare that the bill conc. > th me 
sion of the New Panama Canal Company has not been acted poo, 4. 
time. We, however, yesterday received further cable advisi, us thane 
. > US that the 


pr Val OT the ey 
erald that simi! co ; xt 
4U83 Dave 


iAT ady 


tber 91. 90 


elnt of which 


© Sty that wa 
oon. 


Congress, and I note from this morning’s 
been received by the press. 


It isthe opinion of the Government executives and of ourselves that 
“aU power 


to give such extension is already located in the Government hy +) 


in dealing with the United States, so the forcing of the extension 


of the concession was a matter of necessity. 


The people of Colombia determined that no further extension of | 


time shou:d be granted to the French company. They knew of 
the campaign inaugurated by the canal company to transfer their 
concessions and property to the United States in some form that 
would evade or violate the express prohibitions of the Wyse con- 
cession. 

They knew that a plan existed for this purpose that was after- 
wards fully developed in a letter of Cromwell to the President of 
February 28, 1899, and of the official letter of M. Hutin to the 
President, dated March 11, 1899. which I will insert in the appen- 
dix tomy remarks. (Seeappendix 3.) Irespectfully invite their 
especial examination. 

At the dates of these letters civil war was general and fierce in 
all the departments of Colombia, caused by the demands of the 
New Panama Canal Company. 

The cool composure of these men in the discussion of the flat- 
tering prospects of this company in these mild and seductive let- 
ters to the President and Mr. Hay, when they knew what their 
attemnted intrigue was costing the people of Colombia, is being 


repeated now to the disgust of all right-minded people in the in- | 


trigues that are dismembering Colombia. 

These furtive schemes of Hutin and Cromwell were not success- 
fully hidden from the Colombian people, and they were resented, 
especially by the Liberal party, with fierce indignation. 

Sanclemente had been elected President and Marroquin Vice- 
President of Colombia by the Church party and were inaugurated 
in July, 1898. 

The Congress of Colombia was then in session and continued 
until December 5 or 6, when they adjourned sine die and never 
met again. 

The cause of that act of dissolution is given in the letter of 


Cromwell to Mr. Hay—dated New York, December 5, 1898—that | 


I have just read to the Senate. 


well’s letter, which was sent to the Senate in a message of the 
President of February 20, 1900, in response to a resolution of that 
body of January 23, 1900. : 

Earlier in the day of December 5, 1898, Cromwell had sent to 
Mr. Hay the following telegram: 


New YorkK, December 5, 1898. 


Am writing you to-day concerning the cable from Consul-General Hart 
published Saturday. It is evident that the limited purpose and nature of the 
measure referred to is not fully reported from Bogota, and is given undue 
significance. 

Ww. NELSON CROMWELL, 
Counsel, New Panama Canal Company. 


The proposition of the New Panama Canal Company through 
Mancini for a prolongation of the concessions until 1910 is printed 
in the appendixes to my remarks. It is dated November 1, 1899. 

In connection with it the canal company offered to pay the Co- 
lombian Government $1,000,000 French gold for six years’ exten- 
sion of time, from 1904 to 1910. 

It was while that proposition was pending in the Colombian 


Congress that Bonnardel, Hutin, and Cromwell were earnestly at | 


work to dispose of the rights, interests, and concessions that the 
canal company held in Colombia to the United States. 


It is not worth while to pause for expressing any denunciations | 
of this double dealing of the Panama Canal Company with Co- | 


lombia. The bare statement of the facts condemns the men, in 
every honest bosom, as being perfidious. The motive was too over- 
powering to be resisted by them. It was to unload their canal 
property, given them by the old company, upon the United States. 

Mr. Hart had informed our Government that the Congress of 


Colombia, after rejecting the proposed extension of the Wyse | 


concession and declaring the office of President ¢acant, had ad- 
journed sine die. 


| cepting the $1,000,000 offered for the extension from 





the original concession; but the formality of ratification w 
due course, and of its being granted we have not the remotest 
You will thus see that my confidence in the attitude of (> 
cated in my last note, has been fully and quickly confirmed 
Faithfully, yours, , 


pprehaer 


4, 48 indi- 


Wo. NELSon Cromwery 
General Counsel, New Panama Canal ( : 


He says that the official minutes of the House of Represey; 
tives declare that the bill concerning the extension of the ; 
cession of the New Panama Canal Company was not 
for the lack of time. If any such minutes are on thy 
that House of Representatives, the statement is fals 
cause of the defeat of the French offer of $1,000,000. 
jected by Congress, and when Sanclemente gave it 
would accept the money and make a decree granting t} 
gation of the concession, the Congress regarded it 
demeanor, declared his office vacant, and adjour ie. 

This was Cromwell’s strongest card in this game of chance, H 
could not expect the United States to intervene and take over g 
concession that had only five years to run, for it would be impos. 
sible to complete the canal in that length of time. If the tin: 
could not be extended the game was lost. Therefore, Cromwell 
in his letter to Mr. Hay on the 5th of December, says: 


Our company has not the least apprehension regarding any | 
its concessions it may consider necessary in the future. 


And in his letter of the 2ist of December he says: 


It is the opinion of the Government executives and of our 
power to = such extension is already located in the Gov: 
terms of the original concession; but the formality of ratification y 
quested in due course, and of its being granted we have not the 1 
prehension. 


All this was urged to reconcile our Government to the threat- 
ened unlawful purchase of the extension of the concession that 
was completed on the 28th of April, 1900, by the decree of San- 
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| clemente, in despite of its rejection by the Congress of Colombia 


and the great convulsion that followed. 
Soon after the Congress dissolved, after having expelled Sancle- 
mente from office as President, civil war began in several of the 


| Departments, and he seized the reins of Government as dictator 
It is very remarkable that no official account of this important | 
event has been sent to Congress besides that which is in Crom- | 


and declared the entire Republic in a state of siege. 

On the 23d day of April, 1900, the Liberal party issued its mani- 
festo declaring the causes of war, and especially mentioned this 
deal with the New Panama Canal Company as a violation of th 
constitution and laws of Colombia, declaring the prolongation 0! 
the Wyse concession as a nullity and warning the nations against 


| acting upon it. 


Sanclemente, on the 28th day of April, 1900, made a deore f 
and granting the extension. 
more audacious or corrupt. 

It was the insistence of the Liberals that this prolongation was 
void that caused the people of Colombia to resent the fact that 
Marroquin, without the consent of Congress, had negotiated the 
Hay-Herran treaty to dispose of the territory of Panama. M. 
Bunau-Varilla admits this fact. 

The dispatches of Mr. Beaupré show that the people were 1 
lently opposed to the Hay-Herran treaty before the Congress le! 


No act of arbitrary power was ever 


in June, 1903, and before they had accurate knowledge of its pr 
| visions. 


They knew the despotic conduct of Sanclemente in prolonging 
the concession, and they resented it. 

The civil war thus precipitated upon Colombia \ 
ordeal of slaughter and destruction. eo 

Marroquin succeeded Sanclemente in the Presidency soon a! 
he had decreed the prolongation of the concessions, and pr’ 


. p..1 
as a feartu 


| cuted the civil war with terrible losses, but with relentless vis0" 


Active hostilities reached Panama in the winter of 1\)!-* and 
raged fiercely until November, 1902. Herrera, the really " 
torious leader of the Liberals, had Panama and Colon 12 &® 
reach of subjection, and was prevented by the active interleren® 
of the United States. The message of the President to the sem" 
on the 19th of March, 1902, leaves no doubt on that pont. 

“The stars in their courses,”’ on our flag, ‘“‘ fought ‘or Marn 








—_—_ 


: caved him his office, and made possible the ratification of 
qe. Terran treaty, that had been negotiated while the civil 


Os “ i vant and while he was dictator of Colombia. 

Se »itulati n of the victorious Herrera, signed on the 21st 
novenber, 1902, stipulated for the election of a Congress for 
one nsideration of ** the negotiations relating to the Panama 
ba aL” Thus Cromwell, who was ubiquitous, if not overpower- 
uae ’ .onducting those negotiations, had the Panama Canal Com- 
ae dened in the f.-ont of the procession of events, 1 aving a 
Pal a blo 1 and desolation in his wake, 


Nothing could be more clearly established by a comparison of 
en facts than the fact that the civil war in Colombia was 


a d by the demand of the New Panama Canal Company 
for a prol ngation of the Wyse concession from 1904 to 1910, 
accompanied with the $1,000,000 paid to Sanclemente, and the 
rejection of that demand by the Congress of Colombia. 

France or the New Panama ¢ anal Company had the power to 
prevent that war by submitting to the laws and constitution of 
Colombia and to the vote of the Congress on the rejection of that 
offer, They preferred civil discord and the effusion of blood and 
the desolation of Colombia rather than that the Panama Canal 
Company should comply with its written obligation to complete 


the Panama ‘ anal by the 30th of October, 1904, or else forfeit its 
charter under the terms of their agreement, which was enacted 


intoa statute of that Republic. 

If there had been any honest purpose to complete the canal 
according to contract, Colombia, having already extended the 
time for its completion for twelve years, would have granted any 
reasonable time for its completion. 


The old and new companies have been engaged for twenty-four 
years in this work, and only claim now that two-fifths of it is ac- 
complished. No possible complaint can_be made that Colombia 
has not been generous in extending the Wyse concession. 

But there was no honest purpose to complete the canal, and no 
effort by the New Panama Canal Company was made to obtain 
or supply more than $12,000,000 for that purpose. and at the very 
time that Mancini, the representative of the canal company at Bo- 
gota, was trying to get the extension from 1904 to 1910 Cromwell 
was in Washington trying to induce the United States to take it 
over. 

The Hay-Varilla treaty requires the United States to purchase 
that extension from the canal company, Panama having expressly 
pledged itself to France that it should be confirmed and pro- 
tected. 

Thus Cromwell again heads the procession of events, and our 
banners in that august movement have ‘‘ submission to fraud "’ 
for their motto, and flaunt out insult to the Liberals, living and 


dead, who fought this outrage for more than three years with | 


heroic sufferings in Colombia. 


In the present situation, as in that of 1898. the Panama Canal | 
Company, whose whole history is frescoed with fraud and is a | 


mere series of broken contracts that it never meant to keep, again 
thrusts itself into our treaty relations and is compelling the Sen- 
ate to enact a supreme law of the United States that a ‘‘contem- 
lated purchase” of its alleged property and claims shall be made 
ythe United States and shall be ‘ consummated ’’ before we can 
get from Panama all that lawfully appertains to the canal zone, 
for which we are to pay her $10.000,000. 

The present intrusion of the Panama Canal Company into our 
affairs, in the location and construction of acanal, is offensive and 
intolerable in the highest sense and even in the lowest sense. 

In the highest sense it comes with the pledged support of Pan- 
ama. given directly to France, that she has the treaty right, de- 
rived from Panama, to interfere with the terms and conditions on 
which the United States shall construct a canal at Panama. In 
the lowest sense it can be truly said that no nation was ever com- 
pelled by its own rulers to stoop so low. 

There can be no possible mistake on this point or as to the 
facts, for they are official and of record. 

Even those who shut their eyes to prevent seeing these facts are 
still compelled to feel them. hey feel that there is in this treaty 
an atmosphere of national degradation at which the self-respect 
of the people revolts. 
ee they come to understand that it is a movement prompted 
aa ercenary motive, that Panama never would have revolted 
OF mae O lombia once to profit by the trade and increased price 
ae owned and controlled by a few wealthy men through 
“a rane of a canal, and that the President would not have 
ioe : a and assisted them except for the ‘‘ contemplated ”’ 
of th at cing the founder of a canal and his view of the necessity 
gay thet thie ie for it, the people will feel, and will not be slow to 

The N us treaty is dishonoring to the country. 

“ew Panama Canal Company has never done an honest 


ay’s work toward the completion of the canal. As it has dug | 


and removed earth from the Culebra Cut it has suffered the 
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20 miles dug by the old company between Bohio and Colon and 
the 7 miles between Miraflores and the Bay of Panama to silt up 
until an Indian canoe can not cross it at many places. 

What work has been done was to keep alive the concessions in 
the hope of disposing of the property to the United States that was 
given to them by the old company and to escape forfeiture at the 
hands of Colombia. 

It is a disgrace to our country that time will not eface and no 
financial success will ever excuse that we permit this Government 
to be coerced by such men and for such purposes into the ratifi- 
cation of article 22 of the Hay-Varilla treaty. 

This is the highest sense in which this matter will be considered 
by those who will sit in judgment on our actions, and some may 
find excuse for us in the magnitude of the subject we are dealing 

| with. 
| 
| 
| 





When they come to examine our work, in the lower sense of a 
voluntary and preferential advantage and profit extended by the 
United States to convicted culprits who have robbed their own 
people of the property they sell to us and will make a vast profit 
from their crimes—and we have placed the official facts on our 
records that establish their guilt—the people wil: not and should 
not be merciful in their censures. 

What we should do in this matter is to strike ont article 22 from 
this treaty and purchase the 10-mile zone and pay for it the price 
stipulated in the treaty. The property will come to us burdened 
with every just and rightful claim that affected is in law or 
equity when Panama belonged to Colombia, and we will concede 
and enforce those claims, rights, and ecuities asif the New Panaina 
Canal Company were a corporation created, as the Panama Rail- 
road Company is, under the laws of one of the Siates of the 
Union. 

At the same time we will require that company to honestly 
keep and perform its obligations under its contracts. If any man 
can object to this as being uniair, let him state the grounds of 
such objection. 

In cutting our Government loose from these treaty obligations 
of the most extraordinary and hitherto unheard of character, im- 
posed on us by Panama—our creature and ward puling in the arms 
of its nurse—we will in some measure escape the odium of sus- 
taining a conspiracy against Colombia. in which the agents at 
Panama of the New Panama Canal Company were the local 
leaders, and Bunau-Varilla was the chief conspirator. I am too 
anxious that the Senate should not be dragooned into this humili- 
ating atiitude to further explore the depths into which we will 
| be driven. 

It is better not to have described such a condition if we shall 
have the good fortune toescape2it. If the President will give the 
Senate information of what he is doing or expects to doin making 
the contemplated purchase of the things mentioned in article 22 
of the Hay-Varilla treaty, it may be that it will result in the elim- 
ination.of the New Panama Canal Company from that treaty and 
the relief of our people from forced contact with the worst pro- 
| ductions of the worst of scoundrels, that yet cause all France to 
shudder at the name of Panamist and the world to look with as- 
| tonishment at our unworthy associates in this business. 

I will not speak now of the second war with Colombia that the 
New Panama Canal Company has provoked, under the advice of 
the New York lawyer, as the surest way to realize its profits on the 
| investment of $12,000,000 in its capital stock. 
| Most likely we will have leisure to repent of his leadership in 
the diplomacy that has brought about these conditions, and he 
| will have leisure for the enjoyment of his fee that grows with the 
increase of our national distress and the deepening humiliation of 
| Colombia; but I protest in the name of civilization that the Senate 

should not voluntarily and unnecessarily follow Cromwell in his 
| provocation of a second war in Colombia to enable him to increase 
his bill of costs for such inigquities. 

I will not now discuss other parts of the Hay-Varilla treaty 
| that are not within the purview of the resolution before the Senate. 
I will, however, as in duty bound, refer to the recalcitrant spirit 
of the people with whom we are dealing in this matter. 

There are not, all told, as many as 5 per cent of the inhabitants 
of Panama—and that is the outside limit of the people in that 
country—who can be rated as being qualified for self-government 
or the actual duties of citizenship in a free and independent 
republic. 

Amendments have been recommended to be made to this treaty 
by the Committee on Foreign Relations that could not possibly have 
| been so recommended but for the fact that they are indispensa- 
| ble to the future safety of our rights and the performance of our 
| duties in Panama. 

I have been notified that a motion to withdraw those amend- 
| ments will be made, not because they are objectionable to Pan- 
ama, but because the treaty if it is sent to the constitutional 
‘convention now sitting at Panama for the acceptance of any 
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amendments to it will cause the possible rejection of some of its 
features or will create dissension In that body. 
Such apprehensions, so readily yielded to, admonish us thatthe 


people we are dealimg with must be approached with open avow- | 
als of our intentions and purposes in everything that relates tothe | 


government of a canal zone and the people living inits immediate 
neighborhood. And we must go there prepared to enforce our 
rights. 

if the warmed viper, just hatched from the egg, so soon begins 


to warn us of its power to sting, we may well consider what wit) | 


occur when swarms of them will be gathered in Panama from the 
lowest classes of all the peoples of the earth. 

I have endeavored, through the kind indulgence of the Senate 
on this and other occasions, to state my views on most of the va- 


rious questions that have arisen inthe many years this great ques- 


tion has been before Congress and the people for discussion. 

I do not recall any fact I have stated, except upon the highest 
authority, or any measure I have advocated that did not seem to 
be necessary for the advancement of the great result the people 
are SO anxious to reach. The growth and expansion of our views 
in the atmosphere of constant discussion as to the full measure of 
our duty and of the great policy to be accomplished has, in my 
judgment, repaid all the delay and all the labor expended in onr 
preliminary work. We do not seem yetto grasp the full scope of 
the great undertaking that is before us, or to be ready to lay hold 
of the possibilities of the future with the firm hand of faith. 

In such a work there can be no room for injustice to any people, 
or for the humiliation of our people or country, or for the least 
real ground of distrust, or for mere political exploitation. 

I have gone further than any of my colleagues in the Senate in 
the direction of gaining powers that are necessary and adequate 
for the actual work of constructing and operating an isthmian 
canal, yet I reach out for nothing that is not lawful. 

Any mercenary appeal to anybody, for political or other reasons, 


that relies upon the base doctrine that the end justifies the | 


means has no weight with any just man, nor will it make any 
impression on the people who have so long honored me with their 
confidence. 

The South still holds its heroic attitude as a proud people, un- 
bent by distress and unmoved by mercenary temptation. It still 
wears its baldric of honor undefiled over its bosom, jeweled with 
the love and fear of God. 

The people of the old South, who stand for its past glory and 
will forever stand as the model of its future character, are true 
to their historic honors, as they are true to the blood in their veins. 

That tide of life still flows as a benediction to the world, and 
will always flow uncorrupted through all the hearts that have 
claimed or will ever rightfully claim a share in the honorable heri- 
tage. 
and pulseless. Yet their living example—like the light that is 
shut out by night, but comes again to-morrow—still lives and 
rules their day in supreme power. 

The people of the South will pity and forgive, but will not for- 


get, such as can find excuse in their fears of upstart despotism for 


the acceptance of gifts that are stained with fraud and are gath- 
ered from the wreck of the Constitution, the statutes enacted by 
Congress, and the laws of nations. 

Whatever we have done in the most perilous actions of our peo- 
ple has been done in the effort to preserve rights that were guar- 
anteed to us in the Constitution and by the laws of the land, and 
no true Southern heart repents or will ever repent the cost. 


We can not, if we would, now convince those who live or those | 
who will live that it is honorable or just or reputable to assist any 


man who may be President in the violation of the Constitution or 
the laws of the land. 

We can not mark down the people of the South to the figure, 
in commercial politics, that accepts a favor of any party or any 


man as the price of its support of men who disregard laws and | 


trample the rights of the weak under foot, or of measures that 
are wrong and dishonorable. We have never been robbers or 
faith breakers, and we will not lend our assistance to those who 
are. 

There is nothing in this entire transaction that is complained 
of by the President, or that could be rationally complained of, 
besides the loss of an apparently good bargain. 


trying to make with Co 


stated in that message, or in any utterance from the Department 
of State. Itis simply the seizure with armed power of the advan- 
tages we failed to obtain in the Hay-Herran treaty. 


; . 2 aaieine i sco | | zone | 
Our children and our children’s children will scorn the thought | rightsof way over t Woners anioas maid rinhta of way oF private 


that any sentiment but that of condemnation could be created in 
our bosoms by such unworthy considerations. 
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| construction, maintenance, operation, sanitation, and protection of 
| canalof the width of 10 miles, extendin 


It was bestowed on us by other hearts that are now still | 


Take from the | 
situation as it is described by the President in his annual mes- | 
sage to Congress the supposed advantage of the bargain we were | 

Siosbin and failed to complete, and there | 
is nothing to justify his movement against Colombia, as it is | 


| or in or to any of the lands or waters granted to 
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APPENDIX A. 


[Confidential. Executive A, Fifty-eighth Congress, second sessioy 
ber 16, 1908, made public. | ere 

PANAMA CANAL, 

Message from the President of the United States, transmitting a cony 
between the United States and the Republic of Panama for t}o mnvention 
tion of a ship canal to connect the waters of the Atlantic a d Pa, lc 
oceans, signed on November 18, 188. Deeember 8, 1903.—Read enn... fic 
read the first time and referred to the Committee on Foreign Ru 
and, together with the message, ordered to be printed in eon; ne 
the use of the Senate. dence for 

To the Senate: 


I transmit for the advice and consent of the Senate to its ratification ap 
vention between the United States of America and the Republic of Pa.” 
for the construction of a ship canal, etc , to connect the waters of the it “ 
and Pacific oceans, signed om November 18, 1903. ae 

I also inclose a report from the Secretary of State submitting the 
tion for my consideration. pa 


Decem. 


onven- 


THEODORE Roosgyezr: 
~ SEVEL?T 
Waits Hovse, December 7, 1903. an 


The PRESIDENT: 


The undersigned, Secretary of State, has the honor to lay before the Prosi 
dent for his consideration, and, if his judgment approve thereof, for submis. 
sion to the Senate, with a view to receiving advice and consent of thar 
body to its ratification, a convention between the United States of Ameri” 
and the Republic of Panama for the construction of a ship canal. ete to... 
nect the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, signed by the res “1 
plenipotentiaries of the two countries on November 1s, 1903. 

Respectfuily submitted. 


pective 


JOHN Hay. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, November 19, 1903. 
TISTHMIAN CANAL CONVENTION. 

The United States of America and the Republic of Panam» beir 
to insure the construction of a ship canal across the Isthmus of 
connect the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, and the Congress of the Unit 
of America having passed an act approved June 28%. 1%, in furt 
that object, by witch the President of the United States is authorized ¢ 
acquire within a reasonable time the control of the necessary territ 
the Republic of Colombia, and the sovereignty of such territor 
actually vested in the Republic of Panama, the high contracting parti 
resolved for that purpose to conclude a convention, and .have accord 
appointed as their plenipotentiaries— 

The President of the United States of America, John Hay, Secretar 
State, and 

The Government of the Republic of Panama, Philippe Bunau-Va 
voy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the Republi 
thereuntospecially empowered by said Government, who, after 
ing with each other their respective full powers, found to be in good 
form, have agreed upon and coneluded the following articles: 

ARTICLE I. 


The United States guarantees and will maintain the independence : 
Republic of Panama. 
ARTICLE IH. 

The Republic of Panama grants to the United States in perpetuity the 
use, occupation, and control of a zone of land and land under water for = 
Sale 
to the distance of 5 miles on each 
side of the center line of the route of the canal to be construct t 
zone beginning in the Caribbean Sea 3 marine miles from mean low-wat 
mark and extending to and across the Isthmus of Panama into the 
Ocean to a distance of 4 marine miles from mean low-water mark, with t 
proviso that the cities of Panama and Colon and the harbors adjacent ' 
cities, which are ineluded within the boundaries of the zone above d 
shall not be included within this grant. 

The Republicef Panama further grants to the United States in perpet 
the use, oecupation, and control of any other lands and waters out 
zone above described which may be necessury and con 0 
struction, maintenance, operation, sanitation. and protection of th 
or of any auxiliary ecanais or other works necessary and conven 
construction, maintenance, operation, sanitation, and protect 
enterprise. 

The Republic of Panama further grants in like manner t 
States ey all islands within the limits of the zone al 
and in addition thereto the group ef small islands in the Bay 
named Perico, Naos, Culebra, cod Winmnente. 


ARTICLE IT. 

The Republic of Panama grants to the United States all the rich 
and authority within the zone mentioned and described in Arti:i 
agreement and within the limits of all auxiliary lands and waters | 
and described in said Article If which the United States would p 
exercise if it were the sovereign of the territory within which wid 
waters are located to the entire exclusion of the exercise by the he, 
Panama of any such sovereign rights, power, or authority. 

ARTICLE IV. 


As rights subsidiary to the above grants the Republic of Pa oe 
in perpetuity to the United States the right to use the rivers, strean 


| and other bodies of water within its limits for navigation, the s\) 
| water or water . ; 
| streams, lakes, and bodies of water and the waters thereof may 


power, or other &, 80 far as the use of 5 
and convenient for the construction, maintenance, operation 
and protection of the said canal. 
ARTICLE V. 
The Republic of Panama grants to the United States in per! 
nopoly for the construction, maintenanee, and operation of any 
communication by means of canal or railroad across its terr 
the Caribbean Sea and the Pacifie Ocean. 
ARTICLE VI. ; J = thaiieacail 
_'The grants herein contained shall in no manner invalidate the i 
rights of private land holders or owners of eeeante Ban ae So ee the the 
he United States a 
provisions of any article of this treaty, nor shall they interfer’ 
rights of way over the public roads passing through the said zone ' 


with ? 5 
ris sl all 
: j se th 
conflict with rights herein granted to the United States, in w! case te 
rights of the United States shall be superior. 











tused to the owners of private lands or private property of 
n of the grants contained in this treaty or by reason of the 

United States, its agents or employees, or by reason of the 
maintenance, operation, sanitation, and protection of the said 
rks of sanitation and protection herein provided for, shall 


ind by rea 





iw 
anal or of U 
be wee nited States and of the Republic of Panama, whose decisions 
ments ’n damages shall be final, and whose awards as to such damages shall 
as 0 om slely by the United States. No part of the work on said canal or 
be A ea Railroad or on any auxiliary works relating thereto and author- 
the Panama ena of this treaty shall be prevented, delayed, or impeded by 
ized ee <ueh proceedings to ascertain such damages. The appraisal of 
oF i. ands and private property and the assessment of damages to 
call be based upon their value before the date of this convention. 

LOCH: Sites. * 


ARTICLE VII. 


The Republic of Panama grants to the United States within the limits of 
the citie Panama and Colon and their adjacent harbors and within the 
sorritory adjacent thereto the right to acquire, by purchase or by the exer- 
cca of the right of eminent domain, any lands, buildings, water rights, or 
a er properties necessary and convenient for the construction, maintenance, 
* uration, and protection of the canal and of any works of sanitation, such 
he ion and disposition of sewage and the distribution of water in 
the said cities of Panama and Colon, which, in the discretion of the United 
‘tates Inay be necessary and convenient for the construction, maintenance, 
tion, sanitation, and protection of the said canal and railroad. , 
“All such works of sanitation, collection, and disposition of sewage and dis- 
tribution of water in the cities of Panama and Colon shall be made at the ex- 
pense of the United States, and the Government of the United States, its 











as the « ollect 
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ARTICLE XIII. 


The United States may import at any time into the said zoneand auxiliary 
lands, free of custom duties, imposts, taxes, or other charges, and witaout 
any restrictions, any and all vessels, dredges, engines, cars, machinery, tools, 
explosives, materials, supplies, and other articles necessary and convenient 
in the construction, maintenance, operation, sanitation,and protection of the 
canal and auxiliary works, and all provisions, medicines, clothing, supplies, 
and other things necessary and convenient for the officers, employees, work- 
men, and laborers in the service and employ of the United States and for 
their families. If any such articles are disposed of for use outside of the zone 
and auxiliary lands granted to the United States and within the territory of 
the Republic, they shall be subject to the same import or other dutiesas like 
articles imported under the laws of the Republic of Panama. | 


ARTICLE XIV. 
As the price or compensation for the rights, powers, and privileges granted 








| in this convention by the Republic of Panama to the United States, the Gov- 


agents or nominees, shall be authorized toimpose and collect water rates and | 


sewerage rates Which shall be sufficient to provide for the payment of inter- 
est and the amortization of the principal of the cost of said works within a 
period of fifty years, and upon the expiration of said term of fifty years the 
of the cities of Panama and Colon, respectively, and the use of the water 
shall be free to the inhabitants of Panama and Colon, except to the extent 
that water rates may be necessary for the operation and maintenance of said 
system of sewers and waters. b 

"The Republic of Panama agrees that the cities of Panama and Colon shall 
comply in perpetuity with the sanitary ordinances, whether of a preventive 
or curative character, prescribed by the United States, and in case the Gov- 
nt of Panama is unable or fails in its duty to enforce this compliance 
y the cities of Panama and Colon with the sanitary ordinancesof the United 
States the Republic of Panama grants to the United States the right and 
authority to enforce the same. 

The same right and authority are granted to the United States for the 
maintenance of public order in the cities of Panama and Colon and the terri- 
toriesand harbors adjacent thereto in case the Republic of Panama should 
not be, in the judgment of the United States, able to maintain such order. 


ARTICLE VIII. 


The Republic of Panama grants to the United States all rights which it 
now Las or hereafter may acquire to the property of the New Panama Canal 
Company and the Panama Railroad Company asa result of the transfer of 
sovereignty from the Republic of Colombia to the Republic of Panama over 
the Isthmus of Panama and authorizes the New Panama Canal Company to 
nd transfer to the United States its rights, privileges, properties, and 
neessions, as Well as the Panama Railroad, and ail theshares, or part of the 
shares of that company; but the public landssituated outside of the zone de- 

ribed in Article II of this treaty, now included in the concessions to both 
saidenterprises and not required in the construction or operation of the canal, 
shall revert to the Republic of Panama, except any property now owned by 
or in the px wsession of said companies within Panama or Colon or the ports or 
terminals thereof, 


ern 




















ARTICLE IX. 
The United States agrees that the ports at either entrance of the canal and 


cvstem of sewers and waterworks shall revert to and become the properties | 


ernment of the United States agrees to pay tothe Republic of Panama the 
sum of $10,000,000 in gold coin of the United States on the exchange of the 
ratification of this convention, and also an annual payment during the life 
of this convention of $250,000 in like gold coin, beginning nine years after the 
date aforesaid. 

The provisions of this article shall be in addition to all other benefits as- 
sured to the Republic of Panama under this convention. 

But no delay or difference of opinion under this article or any other pro- 
visions of this treaty shall affect or interrupt the full operation and effect of 
this convention in all other respects. 


ARTICLE XV. 


; The joint commission referred to in Article VI shall be established as fol- 
Ows: 

The President of the United States shall nominate two persons and the 
President of the Republic of Panama shall nominate two persons and they 
shall proceed to a decision; but in case of disagreement of the commission 
(by reason of their being equally divided in conclusion) an umpire shall be 
appointed by the two Governments, who shall render the decision. In the 
event of the death, absence, or incapacity of a commissioner or umpire, or of 
his omitting, declining, or ceasing to act, his place shall be filled by the ap- 
ointment of another person in the manner above indicated. All decisions 
Ge a majority of the commission or by the umpire shall be final. 


ARTICLE XVI. 


The two Governments shall make adequate provision by future agreement 
for the pursuit, capture, imprisonment, detention, and delivery within said 
zone and auxiliary lands tothe authorities of the Republic of Panama of per- 
sons charged with the commitment of crimes, felonies, or misdemeanors 
without said zone, and for the pursuit, capture, imprisonment, detention, 
and delivery without said zone to the authorities of the United States of 
persons charged with the commitment of crimes, felonies, and misdemeanors 
within said zone and auxiliary lands. 


ARTICLE XVII. 


The Republic of Panama grants to the United States the use of all the 
ports of the Republic open to commerce as places of refuge for any vessels 
employed in the cana! enterprise, and for all vessels passing or bound to pass 
through the canal which may be in distress and be driven to seek refuge in 
said ports. Such vessels shall be exempt from anchorage and tonnage dues 
on the part of the Republic of Panama. 

ARTICLE XVIII. 

The canal, when constructed,and the entrances thereto shall be nentral in 
perpetuity, and shall be opened upon the terms provided for by section 1 of 
Article II of, and in conformity with all the stipulations of,-the treaty en- 
tered into by the Governments of the United States and Great Britain on 


| November 18, 1901. 


the waters thereof and the Republic of Panama agrees that the towns of | 


Panama and Colon shall be free for all time, so that there shall not be imposed 
or collected custom-house tolls, tonnage, anchorage, light-house, wharf, pilot, 
or quarantine dues, or any other charges or taxesof any kind upon any vessel 
usingor passing through thecanalor belonging tooremployed by the United 
States, directly or indirectly, in connection with the construction, mainte- 
hance, Operation, sanitation, and protection of the main canal, or auxiliary 
works, or upon the cargo, officers, crew, or passengers of any such vessels, 
except such tolls and charges as may be imposed by the United States for the 
use of the canal and other works, and except tolls and charges imposed by 
the Republic of Panama upon merchandise destined to be introduced for the 
consumption of the rest of the Republic of Panama, and upon vessels touch- 
ing at the ports of Colon and Panama and which do not cross the canal. 

. The Government of the Republic of Panama shall have the right to estab- 
lish in such ports and in the towns of Panama and Colon such houses and 
guards as it may be necessary to collect duties on importatious destined to 
other portions of Panama and to prevent contraband trade. The United 
aa “ _— have the right to make use of the towns and harbors of Panama 
— 1 olon as places of anchorage, and for making repairs, for loading, un- 
the ing, dep. siting, or transshipping cargoes either in transit or destined for 

© service of the canal and for other works pertaining to the canal. 


ARTICLE X. . 


magne Republic of Panama agrees that there shall not be imposed any taxes, 
vailware me pe departmental, or of any other class, upon the canal, the 
of there ~~ auxiliary works, tugs and other vessels employed in the service 
of all kir ds  Storehouses, workshops, offices, quarters for laborers, factories 
effects oo ‘, warehouses, wharves, machinery and other works, property, and 
officers ons rtaining to the canalor railroad and auxiliary works, or their 
there shall mployees, situated within the cities of Panama and Colon, and that 
of any kind». o~ imposed contributions or charges of a personal character 
servinene ppm officers, employees, laborers, and other individuals in the 
“eof the canal and railroad and auxiliary works. 


ARTICLE XI. 


agrees that the official dispatches of the Government of 
phone fines wg aeons shall be transmitted over any telegraph and tele- 
basiness at sotablianed for canal purposes and used for public and private 
of the Unitas - nt higher than those required from officials in the service 


hited States 
ARTICLE XT. 


The Gover 
nin’ catem eae of the Repubiic of Panama shall permit the immigration 
of all emplorae rt ne lands and workshops of the canal and itsauxiliary works 
Work upon Or seeks en of whatever nationality under contract to 
said canal and ite ang gmbloyment upon or in any wise connected with the 
Persons shall he fe uxiliary works, with their respective families, and allsuch 


ofPanama. free and exempt from the military service of the Republic 


The United States 
the Re sublic of Py = 





ARTICLE XIX. 


The Government of the Republic of Panama shall have the right to trans- 
port over the canal its vessels and its troops and munitions of war in such 
vessels at all times without paying charges of any kind. The exemption is 
to be extended to the auxiliary railway for the transportation of persons in 


| the service of the Republic of Panama, or of the police force charged with 


the preservation of public order outside of said zone, as well as to their bag- 
gage, munitions of war, and supplies. 


& 


ARTICLE XX. 


If by virtue of any existing treaty in relation to the territory of the Isth- 
mus of Panama, whereof the obligations shali descend or be assumed by the 
Republic of Panama, there may be any privilege or concession in favor of the 
Government or the citizens and subjects of a third power relative to an in- 
teroceanic means of communication which in any of its terms may be incom- 
patible with the terms of the present convention, the Republic of Panama 
agrees tocancel or modify such treaty in due form, for which purpose it shall 
give to the said third power the requisite notification within the term of four 
months from the date of the present convention, and in case the existing 
treaty contains no clause permitting its modification or annulment, the Re- 

sublic of Panama agrees to procure its modification or annulment in such 
K orm that there shall not exist any conflict with the stipulations of the pres- 
ent convention. 

- ARTICLE XXI. 

The rights and privileges granted by the Republic of Panama tothe United 
States in the preceding articles are wpalersteed to be free of allanterior debts, 
liens, trusts, or liabilities, or concessions or privileges to other governments, 
corporations, syndicates, or individuals, and consequently, if there should 
arise any claims on account of the present concessions and privileges or oth- 
erwise, the claimants shall resort to the Government of the Republic of Pan- 
ama and not to the United States for any indemnity or compromise which 
may be required. 

ARTICLE XXII. 


The Republic of Panama renounces and grants to the United States the 
participation to which it might be entitled in the future earnings of the canal 
under Article XV of the concessionary contract with Lucien N. B. Wyse 
now owned by the New Panama Canal Company and any and all other rights 
or claims of a pecuniary nature arising under or relating to said concession, 
or arising under or relating to the concessions to the Panama Railroad Com- 
pany or any extension or modification thereof; and it tikewise renounces, 
confirms, and grants to the United States, now and hereafter, all the rights 
and property reserved in the said concessions which otherwise would belong 
to Panama at or before the expiration of the terms of ninety-nine years of the 
concessions granted to or held by the above-mentioned party and companies, 
and all right, title and interest which it now has or may hereafter have, in 
and to the lands, canal, works, property, and rights held by the said com- 

nies under said concessions or ether wien, and acquired or to be acquired 

y the United States from or through the New Panama Canal Company, in- 
cluding any property and rights which might or may in the future, either by 
lapse of time, forfeiture, or otherwise, revert to the Republic of Panama ander 
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any contracts or concessions, with said Wyse, the Universal Panama Canal The CHAIRMAN. I want to get at the precise nature of j: 
Company, the Panama Railroad Company, and the New Panama Canal Com- | obligatory upon you to comply with that agreement as it w. 
pany been enacted by the Parliament of France? 

The aforesaid rights and property shall be and are free and released from | M. LAMPRE. It could nevet have been enacted by the Pa; 
any present or revisionary interest in or claims of Panama, and the title of | It is as binding as possible, if you will let me put it this wa 
the United States thereto, upon consummation of the contemplated purchase | The CHAIRMAN. I want to know what is possible. Man\ 
by the United States from the New Panama Canal Company, shall be abso- | possible to you appear to me to be impoasibilities. 
lute, so far as concerns the Republic of Panama, excepting always the rights Senator Foster of Louisiana. Let meask a question a 
of the Republic specifically secured under this treaty. your company now transfers to this Government this c; 

ARTICLE XXIIL Government assume the obligation to pay the 60 per cent 

M. LAMPRE. Notatall, sir; no. I must make this qu 
mittee,if I can. You understand, of course, that this a 
liquidator I was just telling you about, inserted in what \ 
and what you are pleased to call the caarter, might not a; 
condition of things; that is to say, it might be claimed b 
any amount that we would get from the United States for { 
ARTICLE XXIV. | have to be divided between the liquidator and ourselves, 

No change either in the Government or in the laws and treaties of the | ditions not definite at the present time, 

Republic of Panama shall, without the consent of the United States, affect We claim, and we are right to claim, that we have, ac 
any right of the United States under the present convention or under any | @tes, according to the authority given us by the stockho 
treaty stipulation between the two countries that now exists or may here- | #24 complete power to deal with the United States for t 
after exist touching the subject-matter of this convention. company's property. But as it has been contended In 

if the Republic of Panama shall hereafter enter as a constituent into any | We Were to deal with the | ited States Government the i 
other government or into any union or confederation of states, so as to merge | liquidator would absolutely be necessary, we thought it fit 
her sovereignty or inde-endence in such government, union, or confedera- | (#24 that was done recently with the liquidation of the 
tion, the rights of the United States under this convention shall not be in any | ®8TC ment by w hich this liquidator, ae far as he is concern 
respect lessened or impaired. authority of the law and of the courts, gives the new « 

a nlete, and absolute power to deal alone, without his int: 

ARTICLE XXV. Jnited States for the transfer of the concessions and pr 
For the better performance of the engagements of this convention and to | amount the company may think fit under the authority of 
the end of the efficient protection of the canal and the preservation of its | meeting. 
neutrality, the Government of the Republic of Panama will sell or lease to | The only question that might have been left aside is as | 
the United States lands adequate and necessary for naval or coaling stations | which we might get from the United States would be 
on the Pacific coast and on the western Caribbean coast of the Republic at | new company and the old company, and that has been s 
certain points to be agreed upon with the President of the United States. | lowing conditions: That is to say that we (I mean th 

ArticLe XXVL company) leave the whole thing to the judgment of an a 
which has been agreed upon between the new company a 

However, the question of division of the amount whi 
the United States has, to my judgment, nothing to do w 


If it should become necessary at any time to employ armed forces for the 
safety or protection of the canal, or of the ships that make use of the same, 
or the railways and auxiliary works, the United States shall have the right, 
at all times and in its discretion, to use its police and its land and naval forces 
or to establish fortifications for these purposes, 


This convention when signed by the plenipotentiaries of the contracting 
parties shall be ratified by the respective Governments, and the ratifications 
shall be exchanged at Washington at the earliest date possible. is only a matter to discuss and to put straight between 1 

In faith whereof the respective plenipotentiaries have signed the present | ourselves. However, for your information, I am pleas 
convention in duplicate and have hereunto affixed their respective seals ; 


; ; ; — ; ect has been settled, and has been decided to be submitt 
Done at the city of Washington the 18th day of November, in the year be which we have agreed upon. : 5 - 
of our Lord, 1903. 


i Senator MITCHELL. May I ask a question just at that p 
JOHN Hay. ore United States accept your offer and pay you $40,000,000, a 
P. BUNAU-VARILLA, [SEAL. | there should be some failure of the arbitration proceedings y 
— sult in the lic nt those ne represents not getting a 
| $40,000,000, The United States having obtained the ber 
APPENDIX B. would not these stockholders have an equitable claim aga 
STATEMENT OF M. EDOUARD LAMPRE. States, through the liquidator? 


The CHATRMAN. The old stockholders have interests, legal or equitable, _M. LAMPRE. No, sir; in no way whatever, because a 
in the property of the Panama Canal Company, the new company? | of the agreement passed between usand the liquidator, a 
M. LAMPRE. I did not say the old stockholders, Senator. I said the bond- | Over, to the legal conditions in France of an arbitratio1 
holders. I said, in general words, the liquidation, because we have nothing | t”acting parties, on the one side the liquidator and on t! 
to do with the individuals. The only thing we would have to do, if the cana] | Company, agree, positively agree, to accept as absolutely | 

were built, according to our charter, and profits were derived out of it, would ; Of the arbitration 


be out of 100 francs to give 60 to the liquidator, and we have nothing what- Senator MircHeLi. The United States would have to r 
ever more to do with it. It is his own business and not ours. " carrying out that agreement with the liquidator? 
The CHAIRMAN. That is your view of the law? M. LAMPRE. No; they would have to run no risk whatey: 
M. LAMPRE. It is my view. It is the general law,I may state. Therecan | MY Opinion. ; , 
not be a mistake in France about that. i Senator MITcHELL. This is merely a subject of inquiry 
The CHATRMAN. I will take the liberty of saying that there are mistakes Senator FosrErof Louisiana. Let me see if lunderstar 
made by lawyers very often. They are just as apt to be mistaken as others action between the old and the new froidatos I unde 


M. LAMPRE. I can admit that express an opinion on what I knowto be | COlMpany went into liquidation and a liquic 
truth in France, and of course I have nothing to say on the view here M. LAMPRE. Exactly. _ 

The CHAIRMAN. I doubt the correctness of your statement and must be Senator, Foster of Louisiana. Of course he represents th 
permitted to take the general judgment about a matter of law of this kind. creditors, and bondholders? 

M. LAMPRE. I understand the thing fully. M. LA MPRE. That is right. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Why is it that your company is bound to pay to the liqui- | Senator Fosrer of Louisiana. Representing these part 
dator for the benefit of the old stockholders anything, if you have no obliga- | 4! the right, title, interest, and pr , rty of the old « 
tions? pany, and that was duly ratified and homologated by th: 

M. LAMPRE. How is it? court? : ; 

The CHAIRMAN. How is it that the new company is bound to pay of the M. LAMPRE, That is the whole subject, sir. Cal 
proceeds of the canal, when completed, any percentage to the liquidator of Senator Foster of Louisiana. As the consideration of t 
the old company, and through him to the stockholders of the old company, | Company was to pay to the liquidator, representing 
unless you have some responsibility fixed by law upon you? holders, stockholders, and shareholders, 60 per cent of the ben 

M. LAMPRE. Not by the law, Senator, by what we call statutes, and you M. LAMPRE. That is correct. 
would call, I believe, charter. It includes an article of agreement between Senator Foster of Louisiana. Then your company pu! 
the liquidator and the new company, according to which that division of | ®ll_your right, title, and interest to this Government fo 
benefit has been agreed upon; that is to say, we agree that when the canal M. LAMPRE. Yes. . “ 
would be open to navigation and profits would be derived out of the opera _ Senator Foster of Louisiana. Now, what guaranty W 
tions—we agreed with the liquidator, under an article of agreement which is | #!Ve, 1D the event of the purchase of the canal by this G: 
inserted in our by-laws, upon the division of profits, which I have just stated | 6 per cent of benefits which the old company was to der 
to you tion will not be a part of the obligation which this Govern! 

Senator FostEr of Louisiana. Is that 60 percent a part of the consideration M. LamprE. I understand the question. : 
of the transfer? Senator Foster of Louisiana. I tried to make it clear 

M. LAMPRE. Sixty percent? Yes; it was the consideration of the transfer. M. LAMPRE. The guaranty we will give is that very agr 

Senator FosTEr of Louisiana. Sixty per cent will be paid to the representa- | telling you about, according to which the liquidator and 
tive of the old company?’ accepts of the question to be settled, the division of the an 

M. LAMPRE. We have nothing to do with what would be done with that 60 | get to be settled by a board of arbitration. To my unde! 
per cent. That is his business; none of ours. We agreed to give him 60 per | Sion of the amount we might get from the United States 
cent and we have dene with it all. | with the United States itself. I beg pardon, if Iam too cru 

Senator Foster of Louisiana. Was that the consideration or a part of the Senator Foster of Louisiana. We think you are perfe 
consideration’ _ M. LAMPRE. It is a matter to be settled only and exclu 

M. LAMPRE. The whole consideration—the whole of it. | liquidator and ourown company. _ It is settled under the p1 

The CHAIRMAN, You say that this contract is incorporated in the by-laws Senator Foster of Louisiana. Under your law has n 
of the new company? bondholder or any holder of stock the right to go into cou! 

M. LAMPRE. It is. any settlement that the liquidator might make? 

The CHATRMAN. And is a part of it? M. LAMPRE. The liquidator has authority. ' 

M. LAMPRE. Article 5. Senator Foster of Louisiana. The liquidator, as I un 

The CHAIRMAN. Are those by-laws a part of your charter! thority, or you have authority, to make this arbitration. 

M. LAMPRE. We do not have charters in France. M. LAMPRE. He has authority from the court. 

The CHAIRMAN. I call it a charter. Senator Foster of Louisiana. Under your law, does not 

M. LAmMpRE. If you will call it a charter, it is the charter. homologation by the court? 

The CHAIRMAN. What do you call it? M. LAMPRE. I understand your question, Senator. But that 

M. LAMPRE. We call it statutes. foreseen, and there is at the present time a judgment of the 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it incorporated there? liquidator that very authority to enter upon that contract 

M. LAMPRE. It is. the new company, so that the thing is quite clear and certs 

The CHAIRMAN. And becomes a law you are bound to obey? rot a special Tedainent. special authority and authorization 

M. LAMPRE, Exactly; as it is an agreement between the liquidator and to enter upon a contract with us. : 
ourselves. Senator Fosrer of Louisiana. To enter upon this arbitrat 

The CHAIRMAN. It is as much a law as if it had been enacted in that form | M. LAMPRE. Anarbitration contract, an agreement, unde! 


ator Was ap] 





by the Parliament of France? would have to deal with the United States. 
M. LAMPRE. Oh, it is an agreement that we must execute, of course. Senator TURNER. What court is that? 








1904. 


nail 
yee. The French court. 

M os wt <n What is the rank of thecourt? Is ita court of last resort 

po iuigment subject to review by other courts? 
ru Lanpre. The first court, . 

« - » Ty RNER. A court of first instance? 

wT me. Exactly. 7 

M u oy { — Then its judgment is subject to review if any stock- 

ee wills to open it up? 
ho LAMPRI It might bes but I do not expect any trouble from that source. 

M. LAM Tr RNER. Now, let me ask you this question: When you took this 

a hroject over from the liquidator, was it a contract to complete the 
cana) : 

land operate it? 
oe 7 \wpRE. Yes; that was the contract. 

Sen tor TURNER. And to turn over to the old stockholders 60 per cent of 
the net procet as? z 

M. LAM! It Was. 

cenator TURNER, That was your contract? 

M LAMPRE. It was 

= at , TU wer. If the bonded indebtedness amounts to 800,000,000 francs 

ee there would be none of this $40,000,000 to turn over to the old stock- 
hh iders at all, that being the first lien, of course? . 

: M.LAMPRE. This is how the thing stands: The stockholders, as I said—— 

Ganator TURNER. The stockholders would be out and injured? 

M.Lampre. That is a matter for the liquidator to decide. % 

Genator TURNER. Would they have a standing in some court to come in 
nd sav that the liquidator had no authority to contract to turn over this 
— ary toa foreign government and cut them out from the possibility of 
i ae onefits whatever from the construction and operation of this canal? 

“M. LaMpRE. Well, you know any claim may always be set forth, but Iam 
a ator TURNER. Is it not quite likely that they would urge a claim of 
er ‘pre. It might happen, but Iam convinced there would be no diffi- 


it at all under these conditions. s 7 
r TURNER. What right would any court have, in justice and equity, 
ut e old stockholders out of any possibility of any benefit? 





M.LAMPRE. The law itself, sir; because it is the law in France that when 
a corp ition fails the first interests in that corporation to satisfy are the 
Satan f the bondholders. The stockholders, who are only associates, who 
are d rs to the bondholders, have no right to get anything unless the 
bor rs are completely disinterested. 

Senator TURNER. | understand that; but having failed, the liquidator, in 
the it tof the stockholders as well as the bondholders, made this con- 
tract with the new company. Now, what right has any court to say to that 
liquidator, “* You may make a contract which will cut these stockholders off 
from any possibility of any benefits whatever?” 


mauy 
M. LAMpRE. The law itself. : ; 
Senator TURNER. Does the law give them that right absolutely? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes. ; ; : 

Sesator TURNER. Without any compensation or consideration to them 
whatever? 

M. LAMPRE. Quite so. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Colombia, I learn from these papers, holds stock in the 
Panama Canal Company? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The old company and the new? 

M. Lawpre. Not the old company, the new company; and that is 50,000 
shares, or 5,000,000 francs, as provided by extensions of the concession granted 
in the years 1890 and 1893, making the entire stock of the new company 
66,000,000 frances, 

The CHAIRMAN. It holds that in its own right as a government? 

M. LAMPRE, Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. How isa French court, under this law you speak of, going 
to deal with Colombia and cut her off from a benefit in this canal? 

M. Lampre. The court can not cut her off in the amount which we might 


obtain. In the amount which we might get from the United States, Colombia 
would have its proportion as a shareholder of the new company. 
The CHAIRMAN, Can a French court decree that Colombia shall receive 


her share of this sale for $40,000,000 after the bondholders are satisfied? Can 
it decree that she, as a stockholder, shall receive her share? 

M Lampre. I amafraid thereis confusion there, Senator. Weare speak- 
ing at the present time of the stock the Colombian Government owns in the 
bew company, 

The CHAIRMAN. Oh, either company. 
M. LAMPRE. As concerns the new company, the same agreement, the same 
laws, binding all the stockholders, apply to the Colombian Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question I want to get at is this. You seem to rely 
upon the power of the French court to confirm this sale that you make and 
to bind the liquidator, if he agrees to it,to an arbitration, and to bind the old 
stockholders through the liquidator. You seem to insist on that. Now, Co- 
lombia being a sovereign government and one of the stockholders of the old 
company, | want to know if a court of France can reach Colombia and com- 
pel her to abide by its decree? 

M. LAMPRE. The court of France has nothing to do with the Colombian 
Government, Let me make myself clear on this subject. The Colombian 


Government being, as you know, a stockholder of our company, has at every | 


meeting of the stockholders of our company a representative, who is to vote 
upon resolutions presented by the board of administration; and the Colom- 
bian Government has agreed, as a member of the meeting, to accept what 
Weare about to do with the United States Government, if it is to be done. 
This has been passed upon by the representative of the Colombian Govern- 


ment in the stockholders’ meeting, 

The CHAIRMAN, Then, if I gather your idea correctly, the Colombian Gov- 
ernment, because it is a stockholder in the Panama Canal Company, has 
uae up a sovereign powers and has no other powers than those of any 

oP Stock holder? 
‘ at LAMPan. Its powers as a stockholder and the power derived from the 
tal CHAIRMAN, And she is subject to the courts of France, to be disposed 
“i » Jer interests in this stock as if she were a citizen of France? 
of Fras ‘PRE. I must insist on this point. We are not subject to the courts 
stock Ce; and, moreover, the only authority that we have to apply to is the 
Series ‘cers Ineeting. The Colombian Government, being a stockholder and 
olution a “presentative at the stockholders’ meeting, has passed upon the res- 
he ( . ing power to the company to negotiate a sale to the United States. 
overnne nu an. Now, you state that as being the action of the Colombian 
f. L AMPRE T do. 
manae CHAIRMAN, Has that ever been communicated to the French Govern- 

FR Law rke. The French Government has nothing to do with it, sir. 
myself HLeMAN, That is a matter of opinion which I will determine for 
States) ** ©Ver been communicated to the Government of the United 
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M. LAMPRE. I do not know about that. No; I think not. 

The CHAIRMAN. So, whether Colombia is interested as a sovereign or as 
a stockholder in this transaction, the interest of Colombia and her dealings 
with it have not been communicated to the Government of France? 

M. LAMPRE. Not to my knowledge; because in this business the Colom- 
bian Government is only a stockholder, and, of course, is entitled to the rights 
put forth in the concession and in the by-laws. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is this arbitration that you propose to have? What 
is it to cover? 

M. LAMPRE. The division of the amount we may get—only that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Whatever that may be? 

M. LAMPRE. Whatever it may be. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you say that the court had passed an order? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes; the court has given authority to the liquidator, a special 
authority, besides the general powers that the liquidator derives from the 
law and from the judgment by which he has been appointed. It has given 
him special authority to resort to an arbitration court upon the division of 


the property. 

The Or AIRMAN. Has there been a judicial proceeding in that court? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. When was it had? 

M. LAMPRE. August 2, 1901; last August; six months ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. Wasit based on the proposition to sell for $40,000.00 

M. LAMPRE. No price was mentioned. It was based on the comtemplated 
sale to the United States. The offer had not been made at the time 

The CHAIRMAN. The liquidator might arbitrate under the laws of France 
as to— 

M. LAmpRE. As to the offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Let me put my question, please. The liquidator might 
arbitrate under the laws of France as to any amount of money that might be 
received under any trade or transaction with the United States out of the 
sale of this canal? - 

M. LAMPRE. That is the very thing. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the general order of the court? 

M. LAMPRE. It is the special order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Your proposition to sell for $40,000,000 has not, I under- 
stand, been acted on by the court? 

M. LAMPRE. No; it has been acted on by the stockholders’ meeting and 
agreed upon, under a special decree of the court, by the liquidator. 

The CHAIRMAN. So the liquidator, as you describe it and as I understand 
it, has general authority to arbitrate with the new company as to any amount 
of money that may be received from the United States on a sale of the prop- 
erty at any time’ 

M. LAMPRE. Exactly so. 

The CHAIRMAN. And that was done when? 

M. LAMPRE. The decree of the court giving special authority and general 
authority is dated August 2, 1901, and the agreement between the tidator 
and our company under such authority is dated December 24 of last year, 
1901, after authority having been given us by the stockholders’ meeting 
enter upon negotiations with the United States under the condition of the 
report of the Isthmian Canal Commission. 

The CHAIRMAN. Who were the parties to that last agreement? 

M. LAmMpRE. The liquidator and our company. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the name of the liquidator? 

M. LAMPRE. Monsieur Gautron. 

The CHAIRMAN. Have you with you a copy of that agreement? 

M. LAMPRE. I have it not with me, but I expect it to reach this country 
very soon. I guess it will come with the letter to Admiral Walker c 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, if I understand these terms, it is that the liquidator 
will enter into an arbitration under the laws of France for the purpose of 
ascertaining the amount of money that is due out of the $40,000,000, if received, 
to the stockholders whom he represents? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes; the liquidation. 

Senator MircHELL. What tribunal, if any, is designated in the agreement 
as arbitrator? 

The CHAIRMAN. Has this last agreement been assented to by any tribunal’ 

M. LAMPRE. The court has given authority to the liquidator. ~ 

The CHAIRMAN. No. Has this particular last agreement been assented to 
by any court? 

M. ve AMPRE. It has been assented to. Before it was made it was as- 
sented to. 

The CHAIRMAN. It could not bave been assented to before it was made. 

M. LAMPRE. Yes, sir. 

The CHATRMAN. That is an impossibility. 

M. LAMPRE. The terms of that decree are—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Since it has been signed? 

M. LAMPRE. No; because there was no occasion for that, as the liquidator 
has received full authority. 

Senator MitcHELL. I understood you to say that the court had authorized 
this agreement? 

M. LAMPRE. It has. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is your interpretation of it, but—— 

M. LAMPRE. Itisa fact. I beg your pardon; it is quite a fact. 

The CHAIRMAN. The authorization is based upon an entirely different set 
of facts. 

M. LAMPRE. The court has given authority to the liquidator to enter into 
that particular agreement, and the liquidator entercd into this agreement. 

The CHAIRMAN. To divide the $40,000,000? 

M. LAMPRE, To resort to an arbitration court as to the division of the 
amount, whatever it might be, that we might get from the United States, 

The CHAIRMAN. And whenever it might be obtained? 

M. LAMPRE. Whenever it might be obtained. There is no limitation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The object of the Panama Canal Company, the new com- 
pany, according to its by-laws, according to its charter, according to all of its 
professions here, was to build and complete that canal? 

M. LAMPRE. It was. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is that the present object? 

M. LAMPRE. It is still the object; but, at the present time, the object is 
the sale or transfer to the United States. That is what we contemplate at 
the present time; but, this failing, of course the object of the company stands. 

The CHAIRMAN. You know the internal workingsof thiscompany. When 
they set forth to form the new organization to build a lock canal instead of 
the old sea-level canal, was it or was it not the purpose of the company really 
to build a canal, or was it to make a showin regard to the property by which 
and through which they could sell it to somebody else? 

M. LAMPRE. No, sir; the honest, clear, straightforward, and clean purpose 
was to build the canal. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thisagreement, then, between the liquidator and the new 
company, and this judgment of the court transferring the property to them, 
was for that purpose, was it not? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes; for that purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was there any purpose at that time, either expressed or 
implied or understood, that this new company was formed for the purpose 
of getting hold of that property to sell it to somebody else? 
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M. LAMPRE. No; the object of the company at that time was to complete 
the canal; but I must state that in the charters, or by-laws, as I would say, 
for private corporations it is always contemplated that at any time the cor- 
poration may sell out to anybody. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is your judgment about it. 
just the square, naked facts. 

M. LAMPRE. Will you please repeat the question? 

The CHAIRMAN. We form our own judgment about what the facts amount 
to, and we try to do it properly and correctly. We have a right toour judg- 
ment upon the facts, not to accept yours absolutely. 

M. LAMPRE. Oh, yes, I do not presume it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, I want to know if it was the purpose of your com- 
pany as you have stated it here. 

M. LAMPRE. The purpose was to build the canal. 

The CHAIRMAN. Have not these stockholders the right to say to the liqui- 
dator, ‘* We have not put this property in your bands, and the court has not 
put it in your hands, for the purpose of traffic; but it has been put in your 
hands for the purpose of completing a great establishment, out of which we 
are to draw interest at 5 per cent upon these stocks from the date of their 
issue 

M. LAMPRE. I understand the question thoroughly. But you see the liqui- 
dator is a party to the agreement which has been inserted in the by-laws. 
Moreover, the liquidator is a shareholder of the new company. Under these 
conditions, the liquidator acts upon the resolution passed by the stockholders’ 
meeting. Moreover, there is no authority whatever which could prevent 
the stockholders’ meeting to decide about what it can do. It is left exclu 
sively and solely to the stockholders’ meeting of the new company. 

The CHAIRMAN. You will allow me to observe that on this side of the At 
lantic universally the powers of a corporation are those that are expressed 
or necessarily implied in the law granting the privilege. 

M. LAMPRE. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, if the powers are not found there, expressed or 
necessarily implied, they do not exist. 

M. LAMPRE. I understand the thing, but you will find an express power. 

The CHAIRMAN. I understand you to go upon the idea ¢if Iam incorrect 
about it you can correct me) that under the power of this charter and by- 
laws your corporation hasa right to do anything with this property that it is 
not prohibited from doing. 

M. LAMPRE. That is it. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is your view? 

M. LAMPRR. That is the very thing. 
act 
The CHATRMAN. That is so strange to us that we shall be obliged to take 
some time to consider it before we come to that conclusion. 

M. LAMPRE. It is quite a different thing, I understand, in the United 
States. 

Senator MrTrcHELL. You understand that there was this difference in the 
law heretofore? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes; I understand it. 

The CHATRMAN. So you claim now that you and your company have the 
right tosell this property to the United States because you are not prohibited 
from doing it? 

M. LAMPRE. Exactly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under that charter? 

M. LAMPRE. Exactly; and we have the right to do it (that is what we 
claim) without even the assent or interference of the liquidator of the old 
company; but, to make things quite clear, we have got this agreement with 
him. 

The CHATRMAN. Now, then, that brings up some other considerations 

Senator KirrTREDGE. What is the name of the court that rendered the 
judgment and authorized the agreement you have mentioned? 

M. LAMPRE. It is called the “Tribunal Civil de la Seine.” 
tribunal of the Seine Department. That is in Paris, of course. 

Senator KirrrepGEe. What is the name of the court to which an appeal 
might be taken from such a judgment? 

M. LAmMpreE. The court of appeals. 

Senator KITTREDGE. Where will we find the law conferring jurisdiction 
upon those courts to act as they have acted in this matter? 

M. LAMPRE. You will find it in the general expressions of the law of July 
24. 1867 

Senator KITTREDGE. In what code? 

M. LAMPRE. The Commercial Code. It is the duty of the court, whatever 
court it is, to act upon any question that concerns liquidation and a particu 
lar corporation. 


I want to get at facts— 


That is the law under which we 


It is the civil 


Senator TURNER. What principle of law authorized that court to render a | 


decree cutting the stockholders of the old company out of the benefits of 
your contract with this liquidator for their benefit? 
“ M. LAMPRE. I do not get the question quite well, Senator. 

Senator TURNER. You contracted, as a part of your charter, I understand 
you to say, that you would build this canal and operate it and pay the liqui- 
cator for the benefit of the old company 0 per cent? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes. 

Senator TURNER. Now, if you sell out to the United States, of course y 
can not carry out that obligation to the old company or to the stockhold 
of the old company. 

M. LAMpPRE. No, I understand. 

Senator TURNER. And there will be nothing to goto them. This contract 
with the liquidator relieves you of the obligation for the benefit of the stock 
holders of the old company? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes; but we shall have to let them share in the amount we 
may obtain. 

Senator TURNER. Now, I want to know what principle of law of France 
would authorize the liquidator to make a contract which would cut the old 
stockholders out from the benefits of the provisions of that contract. 

M. LAMPRE. The general principle under which receiverships are organ- 
ized. 

Senator TURNER. Your company is not in the hands of a receiver, is it? 

M. LAMPRE. No. 

Senator TURNER. It is still operating? 

M. LAMPRE. Still operating. 

Senator TURNER. It is still obligated to carry out this contract made for 
the benefit of its stockholders? 

M. LAMPRE. Exactly. 

Senator TURNER. What right has this liquidator to relieve it of its obliga- 
tion to the old stockholders? 

M. LAMPRE. I would like to make it clear that the stockholders’ meeting 
of corporations in France is the only authority to decide this business. The 
court cas nothing to do, I wish it to be understood, if possible, with what we, 
the standing corporation, do. That is the business of the stockholders’ 
meeting. 

Senator TURNER. The stockholders of this new company have no right to 
relieve the new company of this obligation to the stockholders of the old 
company? They can not by a mere vote relieve themselves from the obliga- 
tiou of their contract? 
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| cent out of the profits. 


M. LAMPRE. I do not see that. They can, indeed. 

Senator TURNER. You predicate their right upon the action 
iders, the stockholders of the new company? r 
M. LAMPRE, Yes. 


Senator TURNER. To contract with the liquidator for the } 


stockholders of the old company? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes. 

Senator TURNER. Now, the action of the stockholders of 
pany can not relieve that company from that obligation? 

M. LAMPRE, I understand the question itself, but you see T 
course of this hearing that we are guided solely and only by o, 
the charter does not forbid in any way that we should mak: 
sale of our rights to anybody whatever. 


FEBRUARY 1 
) 


a | 


Senator TURNER. But I understood you to say that your cha 


tain this contract with the liquidator? 

M. LAMPRE. It does contain it. 

Senator TURNER. Under which you were to construct +) 
operate it? 

M. LAMPRE. The liquidator has authority torelieve us fro; 
and he has agreed to what has been just passed upon. 

Senator TURNER. What I ask you is whee principle of law 


liquidator to relieve you of the obligation for the benefit of 
holders without securing anything to them? 
: M. be MPRE. That is the business of the court to decide. and 
decided it. 

The CHAIRMAN. I think you had better make that clear. be: 
believe the Congress of the United States will want to join yo 
inflicting an act of absolute | eyo upon these old stockho| 


M. LAMPRE. I am guite willing to make it clear, as much 


Senator HANNA. At the meeting did the old stockholders take 


this agreement? , 

M. LAMPRE. The liquidator was present. 

Senator HANNA. By what authority? 

M. LAMPRE. By authority of the judge appointing him ar 
of the law itself, as well as for the reason that he is a la: 
the new company. 

Senator Foster of Louisiana. What I am trying to reach ; 
facts of this transaction and what obligations thisGovern 
in the event that it should accept your proposition. 

M. LAMPRE. Nothing but to pay the price agreed upon, : 

Senator Foster of Louisiana. Your purchase of the ri; 
of the old canal imposed upon you certain obligations. Once 


| was to dig the canal, and the other was to pay 60 per cen 


the canal to the old company? 

M. LAMPRE. Exactly so. 

Senator Foster of Louisiana. Now, you propose to transf 
right, title, and interest to this Government? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes. 


Senator Foster of Louisiana. The general principle of lav 


stand it, is that this Government would then step into your 


assume your obligations. That, 1 believe, will be accepted asa ; 


| sition of law. 


M. LAMPRE. Yes; but—— 

Senator Foster of Louisiana. Now, how will your compar 
the obligation which you have assumed to the old stock) 
stand that you say this will be done by an arbitration betw: 


| and the a, which arbitration will be finally acted 


gated by the court? . 
M. LAMPRE. I do not say that, sir. I beg your pardon 


| preseut time we have full authority on the one part from 
| meeting andon the other part from the liquidator, who i 
| of these interests we are speaking of in the old company, to 


the 


without any interference, with the United States Governn 
our rights and property atany amount whatever. Moreover 
has agreed that the amount to be obtained from that sale w 
according tothe decision of anarbitration court which bas | 
The names of the men have been agreed upon,and thisis to be t] 
ity to decide as to what proportion is to be given to the liquida 
company. 

The question of division, I must insist upon, has to my mind 
with our dealings with the United States, and this agreen« 
two, gives full power to the company to act as tothe dealing 
States. Second, the division of the amount to be obtained ha 
upon by the court at the date of August 2, 1901, under a decr 
court giving full authority to the liquidator to pass such ana 

Senator TURNER. Does that decree undertake to cut off t! 
from pursuing your successor, as they would havea right t 
compel the performance of the contract by which you 
canal? 

M. LAMPRE. I do not think that I understand the quest 
about the 60 per cent? 


Senator TURNER. No. Does that decree which you say aut 


| make this sale cut off —— 


M. LAMPRE. The rights of the liquidator? 
Senator TURNER. The rights of the stockholders of th« 


| sist that your company shall carry out the obligation whi 
| to carry out toward them? 


Does it specifically cut them oll? 
M. LAMPRE. It does not say so. 
Senator TURNER. Then it is a question of judgment as t 
would have a right not to be cut off if they should insist on 
M. LAMPRE. You see, sir, our obligations were to give the | 
We have no profits. 
Senator TURNER. Your obligations were to construct tl 
er cent? 
M. LAMPRE. Sixty per cent out of the profits when the 
completed; but in the present condition of affairs there is no} 
There will be a fixed amount, whatever it may be, to be divics 
old company and ourselves: and that will be divided according 
of that arbitration court under the authority of the agree: 
tween the liquidator of the old company and ourselves—an ag! 
under the authority of the court. : 
Senator Foster of Louisiana. Suppose a majority of the: 


60 


a majority of the creditors should come into court and oppose 


or homologation by the court of the action of the liquidator in 


M. LAMPRE, In my opinion the court would do away ve! 
a claim, having given the authority. 


Senator FosTeR of Louisiana. The liquidator represents the 


M. LAMPRE. He represents the whole of the interest. 


Senator Fosrer of Louisiana. Suppose the majority of the 


and the majority of the bondholders should come into cour! 
think the hqui i 
homologating the action of the liquidator,” what would be th 
tion of a judge in a case of that kind? ; 

M. LAMPRE. In my opinion there would be no doubt as to t 


tor has made a very bad bargain for us, a 
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Tt x dconfirm purely and simply the decree authorizing the liqui- 
ut that agreement with us and to settle the whole buisness. 
‘AN. Without reference to its justice? ons : 

sTER of Louisiana. Without reference to the justice, the fair 





- oer. Of course the court thought it fair when it.gave the authority 


the itor, . . 
" be t ITTREDGE. Were those stockholders and creditors given an op- 
ee be heard at the time the court authorized the making of this 
portunity | 
al 1 orp, No, sit; because the liquidator is the representative, and he 
a aia r to act. ; : . ; : 
bes ae K)rTREDGE. Then the liquidator had notice of the application for 
wrhority to make this agreement? ‘ 
oe. LAMP He himself applied for that authority. He was the man who 
sited for the authority in the capacity of liquidator of the old company, 
representing the interests involved in that company. 


nator MITCHELL. Youstated a moment ago that the names of the arbi- 
already been selected. I should like to know how many there 


trator: 

are and who they are. . 
. MI ,were. There are four of them, who are to appoint a fifth as presi- 
1o¢ The names are the highest legal authorities in the court. One of 
them—there are two for the company—is M. DuBuit. 


Senator MITCHELL. It is stipulated in the agreement between the liqui- 
dator and the new company that the decision of this board shall be final? 
“yw. Lampre. It is, and it is legal. It is the law in France of arbitration. 

Senator MrrCHELL, Does it require a majority or the whole of the board 
to determine’ 


M. LAMPRE. Ob, no; a majority. 





Senator MircneLL. There would be under your law a review of the deci- 


: y rhy¢ rad 
sion they might make! who 
M. LAMPRE. No; because any parties resorting to arbitration in France 


are at liberty to state that they agree that the decision of the arbitration 
court is final, and without any appeal whatever, and so has it been done. 
An ring to the question just put me, the names of the gentlemen are 







the highest legal authorities in France, and three of them have been presi- 
dents of the bar association in the court of appeals of Paris. These are the 
names: M. DuBuit and M. Léon Devin, arbitrators for the company; M. Lim- 
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Senator TURNER. How much money has the new company put into this 
enterprise? 

M. LAMPRE. At the present time? 

Senator TURNER. Yes. 

M. LAMPRE. I think I stated at the beginning of this hearing that as faras 
I can recollect at the present time about 16,000,000 francsare left from 60,000,000 
francs originally subscribed. 

The CHAIRMAN. I expect to examine M. Lampre on that point. Do you 
mean the stock? 

Senator TURNER. How much money has the company actually expended 
in the enterprise? 

M. LAMPRE. The difference between 60,000,000 francs and the 16,000,000 
francs; that is to say, assuming my figures to be correct, we would have ex- 


| pended 44,000,000 francs 





bourg and M. Thieblin, arbitrators for the liquidation of the old company; | 


and the fifth is to be M. Betolaud. at hei 

The CHAIRMAN, Iwill nowresume the examination, if the other members 
of the subcommittee are ready. 

Senator Foster of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, there is one question on this 
same line that I should like to ask. 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Senator Foster of Louisiana. If Iunderstand the law correctly, it is about 
this, that where parties agree to enter into an arbitration, that arbitration 
between them is final. 

M. LAMPRE. It is. 
Senator Foster of Louisiana. But in order to have binding force it must 
ye submitted to the court. 

M. LAMPRE. No, sir, no; it is final between the parties. 

Senator Foster of Louisiana. Where a liquidator is appointed? 

M. LAMPRE. He has the authority to enter into that contract. He has it 
now. It has been given to him before he passed the agreement. He was en- 
titled under a decree of the court to enter into an agreement to that effect. 

Senator Foster of Louisiana. Have the arbitrators acted on this matter? 
M. Lampre. Not yet; they can not act before we know what we may get. 

The CHAIRMAN. The case has not been presented to them yet? 

M. LAMPrE. Not yet, to my knowledge. 

The CHAIRMAN. You have been speaking of the stockholders’ meeting. I 
will take the last one. Who represented the stockholders of the old company 
at the last meeting? 

M. LAMpre. The liquidator, Mr. Gautron, 

The CHAIRMAN, Is he recognized as being authorized to represent it? 

M. LAMPRE. Oh, yes; it is in his powers. Moreover, he is a stockholder 

mself 

The CHATRMAN,. So the stockholders in the old company are stockholders 
In the new 

M. LAMPRE, Oh, no, sir; not at all. 

= S \IRMAN. How could they be there represented, unless they were 
stockholders? 

M. LAMPRE. I do not get the question quite. 

_ The CHAIRMAN. How could they be represented in the stockholders’ meet- 
ings unless they were stockholders of the company? 

M. LAMpRe. Oh, quite so. Mr. Gautron, as the liquidator of the old com- 
pany, has subs« ribed in the stock of this company for the liquidation an 
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amount, I believe, of 16,000,000 francs outof the 60,000,000 francs, and of course | 


he appears at the stockholders’ meeting not only as the representative 4f the 
old company but as shareholder in the new one. 


e a Ht a MAM. Very good. He is a shareholder, then, for the benefit of 
1€ Old stockholders? 


M. LaAmpreE. Yes. 


The CHAIRMAN. So that they have in equity, to say the least of it, all of 

the rights of st« «kholders to be represented by their man, their liquidator? 
M. Lampre. Yes; and they are represented by him. 

woe’ HAIRMAN, Did they select the liquidator or did the court appoint 

M. LAMpre. The court qgvcintes him. 


ee AIRMAN. The old stockholders had nothing to do with select- 
I) 


M. LAmpre. No; nothing. 


qui CHAIRMAN, It was just taken into court and the court appointed a 
avory 


M. LAMpre. Exactly, . 
om spe HAIRMAN. And from that time forward he represents them and sub- 
rt all their stock, no matter how much it amounts to? 
Th, LAMPRE. With the approval of the court. 
60.000 cur a AIRMAN, I know; but he subscribes 16,000,000 francs out of the 
would ‘ranes, because he represents what on this side of the Atlantic we 
ale. stockholders, On the other side I do not know what they are 


Mt LAMPRE. He is a stockholder because the liquidation is a stockholder. 
Mt 7 \IRMAN. Of course, as trustee for the stockholder. 
The t “y Rk. Oh, no; we have no such thing. It is quite different. 
Mla : AIRMAN, The stock does not belong to the liquidator? 
The Crine, No; it belongs to the interests he represents—the liquidation. 
merely as than: Of course. I think we understand that. He is there 
Mt S thelr agent to represent them? 
Th ONERE, Quite 80, sin 
D IRMAN. Att is t 
LAMPRE. Quite — same time he is the agent of the law? 


The CHATRMAN. A ‘i 
M. Lampre, Qdeen hte 


Senator TURNER. That is eight or nine million dollars. If the new com- 
pany are to get 40 per cent of the $40,000,000, they would be making consider- 
able money. 

M. LAMPRE. I do not know what the percentage will be. 

Senator TURNER. That is a matter for the arbitrators? 

M. LAMPRE. That is so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Government of Colombia, as you stated, was one of 
the old stockholders? 

M. LAMPRE. The Government of Colombia is a stockholder now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is she represented also by the liquidator? 

M. LAMPRE. No; represented by a representative of the Colombian Goy- 
ernment in the stockholders’ meeting, appointed every time. 

The CHAIRMAN. A director? 

M. LAMPRE. Nota director; a diplomatic representative of Colombia. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does he enter into the directors’ meetings? 

M. LAMPRE. There is one. There is a perrranent representative of the 
Colombian Government atthe meetings of the board, and he knew everything 
about what happened. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does that representative enter into the stockholders’ 
meeting’ 

M. LAMPRE. Yes: he does. He is present. 

The CHArRMAN. Is he living in France? 

M. LAMPRE. He lives in Paris. 

The CHAIRMAN. He isan agent appointed by the Colombian Goverment to 
represent them there, I suppose? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes; and, moreover, at every stockholders’ meeting the Co- 
lombian Government gives authority to this or to another representative to 
yote, to be present at the meeting, and to pass upon the resolutions 

The CHAIRMAN. Then, the Colombian Government being stockholder in 
the old company that we know has interests which are entirely separate and 
different from the balance of the stockholders of the old company 

M. LAMPRE. The Colombian Government is not a stockholder in the old 
company, but in the new. 

The CHAIRMAN, You say the Colombiau Government is not represented 
by the liquidator. 

M. LAMPRE. No; not being a shareholder in the old company 

The CHAIRMAN. And the Colombian Government has this agent that vou 


h 





| speak of to act with or be present at the meetings of the board of directors 


and managers? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes 

The CHAIRMAN. Has that agent a voice in the management? 

M. LAMPRE. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. No voice? 

M. LAMPRE. No voice. 

The CHATRMAN. Like one of our Delegates here from a Territory, he can 
come and take a seat, but can not vote? 


M. LAMPRE. I beg pardon; he has, according to the commission, all the 
rights belonging to the directors themselves. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does he participate in the direction of the company 


M. LAMPRE. No; he does not participate in the direction of the company, 
but he is present at all the meetings if he chooses. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does he vote? 

M. LAMPRE. He votesif he chooses to vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. As a director? 

M. LAMPRE. As a director. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, have you any authority besides that which this 
man represents in the canal, that you have just stated. from the Government 
of Colombia by which that Government is bound to this proposition to sell 
for $40,000,000 and divide the proceeds by an arbitration’ 

M. LAMPRE. We have the authority of the Colombian minister here to 


| enter upon negotiations with the United States. 








The CHAIRMAN. You have? 

M. LAMPRE. We have. That was given in May last. 

The CHAIRMAN. Have you a copy of that authority? 

M. LAMPRE. No, sir; but certainly it can be had 

The CHAIRMAN. Wasit an authority to make a specific contract or was it 
a general authority to enter into any arrangement you pleased? 

M. LAMPRE. A general authority. 

The CHAIRMAN. The $40,000,000 proposition has not been submitted to the 
Colombian Government? 

M. LAMPRE. Not formally. I advised the Colombian minister here, but 
to my knowledge, unless it has been done from Paris, it is the only thing at 
the present time. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is a matter between private gentlemen. That is 
not a governmental affair. 

M. LAMPRE. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, I observe that your concession from the Colombian 


| Government, and all the right it has ever granted, and all the amendments 


that have been granted to it have been by act of Congress of Colombia! 

M. LAMPRE. Yes, sir. 

The CHATRMAN. The paper, the contract itself, was signed by the authori- 
ties of the Colombian Government? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. And then that contract was embodied in and made a pub- 
lic statute of Colombia? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes, sir. 

The CHATRMAN. By an act of Congress? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the Colombian Congress given you any authority to 
proceed to make this arrangement with us now? 

M. LAMPRE. None at all; we could not ask them for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. What authority could you possibly have from the Colom- 
bian Government, unless it came from an act of Congress, when the act 
Congress forbade you to do it? 

M. LAMPRE. It is the authority given us by the Colombian minister under 
his Government's authority. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is all the authority you have? 

M. LAMPRE. That is all we have at the present time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Have you a copy of that? 
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M. LAMPRE. I guess we have. 
B81on 

The CHAIRMAN. That is all the governmental authority that you have 
from Colombia’ 

M.LAMPRE. At the present time. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is as deep into the subject as Colombia has ever 

M. LAMPRE. Exactly; to my knowledge. 

The CHAIRMAN. You have been before this Government from time to time 
with var.ous propositions. I have here a message from the President of the 
United States which informs us of all of the communications that you haves 
made up to this last one on the subject of this canal, sent to Congress by a 
message of the President, President McKinley, on the 20th day of February, 
1900 

M. LAMPRE. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. You are aware of the contents of that first proposition, 
signed by M. Bonnardel and countersigned by you? 

M. LAMPRE. I should like to hear the words again, if you please, or to pe- 
ruse them 

The CHATRMAN. It is quite an extensive document. 

M. LAMPReE. As far as I recollect it was a proposal as toa partnership with 
the United States Government. Is not that the case’ 


It is printed in the report of the Commis- 


The CHAIRMAN, No; you had notadvanced to a partnership then, It is as | 


follows: 


“Paris, November 18, 1898. 
“To the PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

“Sin: The New Panama Canal Company believes it to be its duty to 
respectfully submit the following statement: 

‘It is common knowledge that in 1889 the ¢ ‘ompagnie Universelle du Canal 
Interocéanique de Panama, the old company, fell into financial difficulties 
after about one-third of the canal had been finished. The rightsof that com 
pany then passed judicial administration. A liquidator (receiver) was ap 
pointed by the judgement of the civil tribunal of the Seine under date of the 
4th of February, 1889. During his administration (1859-1884) and with the 
t ation of the court, the greatest care was taken to preserveand main 
tain the work already done” 

I wish to call your attention to that 
and a prolongation was obtained from the Republic of Colombia of thé 
time stipulated for the compl \of the canal, thus preserving the rights of 
the company under its concession in their entirety 

‘In view he advanced state of the work on the canal, and the consik 
able sum (at least $150,000,000) actually expended for canal work properly s 
called, and for installations and plant, the logical conclusion followed that 
the very large capital invested would be protected through a reorganization 
of the affairs which took place successfully in the month of October, 1804. At 
that time and with this object in view the undersigned company was organ 
ized under the general laws of France. The company is a commercial ass 
ciation, formed exclusively upon private capital, and has no connection, alli 
ance, or relation whatever with any government, except the relations esta} 
lished by the concessions which it holds from the R publicof G lombia. The 
board of directors of the company is an entirely new board, and « 
gentlemen of independent positions, having no official relation with the old 

*anama Company, and for the most part identified with large financial and 
commercial enterprises 

‘Pursuant to judicial sale, authorized by the court as aforeaid, the under 
signed company in 1894 became the sole canal works, plat 
material, concessions, and other property of the old company. The title of 
the undersigned to this property is therefore unquestionable, and has been 
Officially recognized by the Government of Colombia 

‘Surveys had been made by the old company, but the new company, while 
making use of them, would not be bound by theirconclusions. The board of 
directors resolved at the start to examine and study anew all the questions 
involved, making use of the most recent improvements in material and of 
the alvances made in engineering. 

‘It is needless for us to enumerate the difficulties and enormous expense 
involved in the choice of a definite plan for the execution of this work, which 
is one of the greatest undertakings of our time. 

“Different plans, equally practicable but varying in probable cost, have 
been studied. Many months have been spent in preparing, studying, and 
revising them. This work has not been done hastily and superficially. En 
gineers chosen specially for their professional ability have studied the ques 
tion in all its details—technical, climatic, physical, geologic, and economic 

“Though the skill of its own technical staff is worthy of the highest con 
fidence, the undersigned company, out of abundant caution and in order to 
place beyond criticism the final conclusions, caused to be appointed an inter 
national! technical commission, composed of engineers selected from different 
nationalities, a course which assures to the company the benefit of the widest 
possible experience, the severest judgment, and the most independent con- 
clusions. The international technical commission is composed as follows” 

Giving the names of these gentlemen, among whom is General Abbot 
United States Engineer Corps, the only American, except Mr. Sosa, who died 

Mr. LAMpRe. I beg pardon; I believe there was another American, Mr. 
Fteley, of New York 

The CHAIRMAN, Yes; I beg pardon. 

re ceeds 

“As to all statistical and economic questions, the new company established 
a special commission, presided over by M. Paul Leroy-Beaulieu, the eminent 
economist and a member of the Institute of France. 

“It is certain that the members of these two commissions are the most dis- 
tinguished and able men in their professions. No one of them would compro- 
mise his reputation and his honor, acquired by along life of eminent services, 
by formulating conclusions upon unfounded, incomplete, superficial, or un- 
certain information. 

“ By the closest study of the subject; by actual inspection of the works of 
the canal, made by several of its members; by full discussion, and by fre- 
quent exchange of views; by subjecting every problem to the critical judg- 
ment of all, thus obtaining the most varied opinions; by all the methods and 
with all the care which the most advanced technical experience could sug- 
gest, this eminent commission of engineers has reached a unanimous conclu- 
sion, which has been officially communicated to this company, and upon 
which this company is pursuing the work of construction. These conclu- 
sions, signed by every member of the commission, establish the entire feasi 
bility and practicability of completing the canal. 

*“ We do not doubt that you will be interested to learn the essential fea 
tures of our plans, which have been prepared with so much labor and care 
an confirmed by four years of continuous study. 

“1. The old company had already substituted for the proposed sea-level 
canal a system of locks.” 

j ce l your attention to the fact that you have abandoned the old sea-level 
cana! 

‘This principle, with important modifications and improvements, has been 
adopted by the new company. 

“2. The length of the canal from ocean to ocean is 46 miles, 


anthor ‘ 


tion of 


ompose Tt 


owner of all the 1 


After the names the communication 
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“3. The locks will not exceed four on each slope of the divid 
have a rock foundation, and all will have double lock cham}, 

**4. There is nothing in the physical conditions on the Isth) 
change from a canal with a system of locks toa sea-level cana) 
ter seem desirable in the future. . 

“5. The time of passage from ocean to ocean will be less t} 
“6, The harbors situated at either extremity (Panama an 
artificial harbors; they are natural harbors, safe and satisfa 
but slight improvement. This fact is known to all the wor\ 
merce, which for almost fifty years has made use of the Pa) 

Panama Railroad). 

“7. Two-fifths of the work on the canal has been actually « 
remaining three-fifths is in a fair way of completion. Duri) 
years three or four thousand workmen, on an average, have | 
in working on the canal 

“8. The company’s concessions are unquestionable. The R 
lombia has given to the enterprise its cordial and sincere coo) 

“9. The existence and operation of the railroad, long est 
proposed line of the canal, greatly facilitates its constructio: 

“10. No construction is planned which is not fully justit 
experience. 

**Formerly the greatest difficulties were: 

“(a) Tne control of the floods of the Chagres River: and 

“(b) The excavation of the Culebra Cut. 

“The manner in which each of these difficulties is to bx 
shown with the greatest detail in the report of the tech: 
which we have the honor to present to you. 

“The condition of the new company is equally satisfact 
including the work actually done on the canal, the buildings 
the material on hand, exceed in value 500,000,000 francs, or 3 
valuation has been made by a special commission. of wl 
rector af the National Academy of Roads and Bridges of | 
man. The company has no mortgage or bonded indebtedn 

I suppose that means the new company? 

M. LAMPRE. That is true; yes. 

The CHAIRMAN (reading): 

“ The property is free from all incumbrance. 
debts than monthly pay roils. 
actual needs. 

“The undersigned company also invites your attention t 
ot its concession, particularly articles 5 and 6, which reser 
Government of the United States secured by the treaty with 
Colombia signed in 1846 and ratified in 1848 ; 

“We have the honor to be, your obedient servants, 
“7 Ro 
“ The President of the 
“Certified by the secretary of the company. 


i 


The comy 


Its cash reserve is larg 


It seems to be countersigned by you. Then Mr. Cro: 
attorney, or so signs himself 

M. LAMPRE. He was the attorney 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Cromwell, counsel for the company 
on the 28th day of November, 1808, and refers to an interview 
had accorded him last Friday, and says 

* By reason of the severe prevailing storm La Tourain: 
arrival until to-day, and we shall therefore not be able to 
ments and prepare them for presentation before Wednesda 

That, of course, referred to the engineer's report? 

M. LAMPRE. Yes, sir 

The CHAIRMAN. Then Mr. Cromwell telegraphs to Mr. Ha 
of December, 1898, as follows: 

“Am writing you to-day concerning the cable from Cons 
published Saturday. It isevident that the limited purpose a 
measure referred to is not fully reported from Bogota, and 
significance.” 

That was a disturbance, of course, in the Government dow 
one as is going on there now. 

There are several other communications which I will ha\ 
sertion at this point. It is unnecessary that they should b 
particularly. 

The letters referred to are as follows: 

“New York, 

“My Dear Srr: I beg leave to confirm the telegram w! 
10.45 this morning, as per inclosure. 

“Upon my return I learned through Director-General H 
a ed me to New York, that the measure which had ju 

yy one branch only of the Colombian Congress was a bi! 
exequtive to negotiate the terms of and to conclude a furt 
six years from 1904 for the completion of the canal, und: 
which the company had addressed to the Government in th 
Linclose you a translation 

“You will note that the company specifically stated to tl 
that the prorogation was not a matter of absolute necessity 
in the interests of commerce and navigation to enable an e\ 
be made (and which would reduce the number of locks to 
reduction would of course require more time than the plan a 

“ You will note that the bill proposed to confer power upo! 
and this happened to arise under extraordinary politica! com 
As you have probably been advised through official chann 
ference has recently been existing between the House of Rey: 
Colombia and the President, the house having passed forn 
claring the office of President vacant and refusing to recogni 
tions of the President before the supreme court. 

**We therefore construe the action of the House of Represen'! 
a part of the strife between the House and the President, an 
tion of the policy of the nation or the Congress in respect of 
nal, and as not evidencing hostility to the company itself. W 
confirmed in this belief because of the uniform consideration | 
displayed by the Congress and the Government tothe New | 
Company, which we have no doubt their minister at Washing! 
confirm to you. ; 

‘Our company has not the least apprehension regarding a! 
of its concessions it may consider necessary in the future 

“TI have, etc., your obedient servant, ; 
“Wma. NELSON CRO 
“Counsel New Panama Canc 
[Inclosure in letter of Mr. Cromwell to Mr. Hay, Decembe! 
“To the Seigneurie, Dr. P. A. MoLina, ear 
‘* Minister of Finance of the Republic of Colombia, Box 

“Alexander Napoleon Mancini, representative to the Gove 
lombia of the New Panama Canal Company, has the honor to! 
excellency and to explain the following, viz: 


“At the time of the prorogation accorded in 1808 there was 1" 
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’ 





1904. 





acaciaaed 
lat the canal in accordance with the plan as established by the 
coi ‘mission, Which plan determined the lowest level of the divide 
tee woe 39 and 30 meters below the sea level. get 
OTT 4 ,;made by the new en show that it will be of great ad- 
wantaa ike the cut deeper, and such work will naturally require a 
long: ~ »rocessary to call urgent attention to the fact that the Colombian 
G aa me tself has the greatest interest to facilitate the completion of 


rding the best possible conditions for navigation and commerce. 
doubt that the interests of Colombia are closely identified with 


the cana! a 
“T! canal company and that the future of this nation depends in 


Gen * o uccess of the works of the canal at Panama; and it is admitted 
-; ‘ ) provide in a very complete manner the increasing necessi- 
poe én and commerce it becomes doubly important to deepen the 
lt , 





10S OF vo contral mass below 25meters. The plan of completion of the canal 
See the company, with the aid of its technical commission, sug- 


asp ‘the . to the canal management of deepening the cut to about 10 me- 
gents Therefore the time of completion of the canal, which is at the end of 
04, hace nsufficient for the completion of said important work, and the 
sany could not withoutserious risk of miscalculation affirm that the ca- 
nee modification can be completed within the said time, and the 
= aunt ders that it is proper to ask a prorogation of six years from 
3904, 80 may complete the canal in the condition above mentioned. 

“jl that precedes is not of absolute necessity. The company can if neces- 
sary ma cut at 25 meters, for instance, as heretofore calculated, and in 
that case a further prorogation will not be absolutely necessary. But on the 
other hand, the company considers, as said above, that the deepening of the 


to 


cut to: + 10 meters will give much better results in respect to the opera- 
ue mbian Government can not fail to realize the importance of the 
explained and of the interest attached toa prorogation. Con- 
i in consideration of the considerable advantages which will 
aa neral commerce from the opening of the canal, the undersigned 
wit { name of the New Panama Canal Company. a prorogation of 
the completion of the canal, and is confident that the Govern- 


purp 


seue 


&i\ ve ya . . : 
ment Republic will accord such extension of time under the best pos- 
sil is . - . ‘ 

“The ipany relies upon the kind cooperation of the Colombian Govern- 
ment, wh has such great interest in the work, to facilitate the completion 
of su 5 
” wm iersigned does not need to recall to your excellency that during 
the pa r years the company has constructed works of such great impor- 
tance hey have attracted the attention and approbation of all competent 
pe have visited the Isthmus, 


yple \ 
“T have, etc., “A. MANCINI, 
“Representative of the New Panama Canal Company. 
“Boaora, November 1, 1898.” 


“NEw YORK, December 21, 1898, 


“My Dear Sir: Further to my letter of December 5, 1898, receipt of which 
wa viedged by your favor of the 8th instant, I beg leave to say that 
v ‘ 1y our counsel at Bogota that the official minutes of the ses- 
sic e House of Representatives declares that the bill concerning the 
ext f the New Panama Canal Company has not been acted upon for 
la We, however, yesterday received further cable advising us 
that the Government had granted the extension subject to the approval of 
the next ( rress, and I note from this morning's Herald that similar advices 
have | ved by the press, 


“Tt is the opinionof the Government executives and of ourselves that 
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een 


and our offer of all the facilities to that end. 


power t such extension is already located in the Government by the 
tern original concession; but the formality of ratification will be re- 
ques iue course, and of its being granted we have not the remotest ap- 
pre : . . | 

You | thus see that my confidence in the attitude of Colombia, as in- 
dicat y last note, has been fully and quickly confirmed. 


“Faithfully, yours, 
“Wa. NELSON CROMWELL, 
“ General Counsel New Panama Canal Company.” 
“New YORK, December 21, 1898. 
“Sir: In addition to the certified copy of the official report of the Inter- 


nati rechnical Commission, which I had the honor of delivering to you 
on the 2d instant asa part of the communication of the company addressed 
to the President under date of November 18, 1898, I now have the honor of 
handing you a copy of an additional report made November 19, 1898, by 
Messrs. Zurcher and Bertrand, eminent engineers of France, upon the cut of 
the Culebra and the Emperador mountains. 

“The report of the International Technical Commission, as well as the in- 
Closur ng part of our official communication to the President, are for 
your official filesand use. I merely mention this that you may not courte- 
ously consider them confidential, 

“| have the honor, ete., 
: “M. Hurtin, 
“Director-General of the New Panama Canal Company.” 
APPENDIX CO. 
Mr. Hutin and Messrs. Sullivan & Cromwell to the President. 
New York, February 28, 1899, 
j — 1. The New Panama Canal Company has never proposed and does not 
eK 


eek any appropriation of financial aid from the Government of the United 

Btates int he completion of its canal. 
meni pecs its canal works on the Isthmus of Panama subject to the exam- 
} on f his Government or any special commission through whom it may 
e desired to make such examination, and will facilitate in every possible way 

any + h desire of the Government. 

oe He Government will find that fully two-fifths of the canal works are al- 
tian structed: that continuously during the past four years from 3,000 
engaged a, anaes a large force of engineers, have been and are now actually 
— by the eminent “International Engineering Commission,’’ whose re- 
fe he! : - sanber 18 last is before you; that the canal is undoubtedly feasi- 
that its oc iarbors at both ends natural harbors and entirely satisfactory; 
the United oe are perfect and unquestioned, and that the relations of 
“snecial cua lates to the canal are especial and superior by reason of the 
tween the Tre mable ecveeinges secured to it by the treaty of 1846 be- 
© United States and Colombia, and which ‘rights, whatever they 


may be. ware en 
ony be a ‘ : © a rupulously respected, observed, and confirmed in the conces 
las 0 be = to the ma Canal Company, under which the canal is 


mth a the New Panama Canal Company does not seek any financial aid 
© vovernment, it recognizes the national sentiment in favor of acquir- 


works; that all technical and physical problems have been | 
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ing some pecuniary interest in any canal connecting the Atlantic and Pacific 


oceans. herefore the New Panama Canal Company declares that if, as the 
result of any such investigation, the Government of the United States adopts 
the Panama route, the company, if the Government so desires, will reincor- 
porate under the laws of the State of New York (under the laws of which 
State the Panama Railroad Company has existed for nearly fifty years) or of 
some other State of the Union, subject to the provisions of its concession, and 
vest its concessions and property in such corporation. It will also in such 
event accord to the United States such representation in its board of direct- 
ors, and such opportunity to acquire an interest in its securities, as may be 
permitted by its concessions, which, of course, must be scrupulously observed. 

And further, if the United States should desire to perpetuate or enlarge 
its existing rights and privileges, acquired under said treaty of 1846, the com- 
pany will conform to such supplemental treaty as may be entered into be- 
tween the United States and Colombia. 

We beg leave to say that yesterday, at a public hearing accorded us by the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors of the House of Representatives, we sub- 
mitted to the chairman and gentlemen of that committee a communication 
to the foregoing purport, and have the honor to be, 

Your obedient servants, 
MAURICE HUTIN, 
Director-General of the New Panama Canal Company. 
SULLIVAN & CROMWELL, 
General Counsel, New York City. 


Mr. Hutin to the President. 


COMPAGNIE NOUVELLE DU CANAL DE PANAMA, 
45 Wall street, New York City, March 11, 1899, 
To the PRESIDENT: f 
Referring to the act of Congress approved on the 4th instant respecting an 
investigation of the Panama and Nicaragua canals, the New Panama Canal 
Company, as one of the subjects of the inquiry, respectfully invites attention 






to its communication addressed to you Decem ber 2, 1598, and to itssubsequent 
offers to the honorable Secretary of State, and, finally, to its o ] posi- 
tion of February 27 last, all of which contain the proffer and ur vita- 
tion that the President or Congress make the fullest investig f the 


canal works, plans, seven concessions, and status of the New Pa 
pany; and it also refers to the official report upon the canal made by the In- 
ternational Technical Commission November 16, 1898, and placed in your 
hands by us on December 2 last. 

The said act of Congress is therefore in full accord with our repeated offers 
and our warmest desires. 

We again most respectfully renew our proffer of the fullest investigation 
But the subject is of such tran- 
scendent consequence to the United States, to the people of the world as well 
as to ourselves, that we venture, with due respect, to submit this our petition 
that any commission designated to aid you in making the investigation and 
comparison contemplated by the act of Congress be composed of gentlemen 
of the widest experience, of exceptionable character and unquestionable 
professional standing, and who are not embarrassed by public committals or 
previous records favorable or unfavorable to either one or the other project, 
and who have not heretofore served upon any canal commission. 

The New Panama Canal Company ioe not present or suggest any name 
for membership of any commission. Its only petition is that the selection | 
of gentlemen whose conclusion will at once command public confidence, fully 
relying upon its ability to satisfy fair and impartial investigation of the 
merits of its canal. 


re 


THE NEW PANAMA CANAL COMPANY, 
By MAURICE Hutt, Director 
SULLIVAN & CROMWELL, Gene) 


FROM THE HOUSE, 


, y 
fyenera 


al Counsel. 
MESSAGE 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 540) providing for an additional officer in the district 
of Chicago, in the collection district of Indiana and Dlinois; and 

A bill (S. 2795) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the regu- 
lation of the practice of dentistry in the District of Columbia, 
and for the protection of the people from empiricism in relation 
thereto,’’ approved June 6, 1892. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 10418) to ratify and amend an agreement with 
the Sioux tribe of Indians, of the Rosebud Reservation, in South 
Dakota, and making appropriation and provision to carry the 
same into effect; and 

A bill (H. R. 10954) making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1904, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 


RELATIONS WITH COLOMBIA, 


| The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, being the resolution submitted by the 
| Senator from Georgia [Mr. BAcon], which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Senate resolution No. 82, by Mr. Bacon, fa- 
voring the negotiation by the President of a treaty with Colom- 
bia for the adjustment of all differences between the United States 
and that country growing out of the recent revolution in Panama. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I had intended earlier in 
the day to address the Senate upon the Panama question, but the 
| hour is so far advanced that 1 shall defer my remarks until to- 
| morrow or some other more convenient occasion. 
| Mr. CULLOM.,. Does the Senator desire to retain the floor for 
| that purpose? 
| Mr. FAIRBANKS. I do not particularly desire to do so. I 
| have no doubt I can arrange to get the floor in the morning. If 

there is any question about that, however, I will take it now. 
Mr. CULLOM. I was going to suggest that there are several 
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Senators who desire to speak to-morrow, and I should have been 
glad if the Senator could have gone on this evening. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Then I will take the floor now, and submit | 
what I desire to say to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution of the Senator 
from Georgia |[Mr. Bacon] is the unfinished business, and would | 
not come up until 2 o’clock; but by request it can be taken up 
immediately after the routine morning business. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Then I will say that to-morrow, after the 
routine morning business, I shall take the floor. 


Dakota, and making appropriation and provision to carry tho « 

into effect, was read twice by its title, and referred to ¢), , _— 

mittee on Indian Affairs. ee 
The bill (H. R. 10954) making appropriations to supply yy 

deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 

30, 1904, and for prior years, and for other purposes, wa; 

| twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Any» 
tions. at 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr.CULLOM. Imove that the Senate proceed to the considor. 
ation of executive business. ee 
| The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to +) 

consideration of executive business. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER DAM AT SAUK RAPIDS, MINN, 
Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2818) permitting the building of a dam 
across the Mississippi River at or near the village of Sauk Rap- 


After one hour srent jn 


executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 40’ clock and 5 


ids, Benton County, Minn. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole. proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 


The first amendment was, on page 2, in section 1, line 16, after 


the words ‘‘ That the,’’ to insert ‘‘dam shall be so constructed 
that the;’’ in line 18, after the word ‘*‘ connection,’’ to strike out 
the words “‘ with said dam’’ and insert ‘‘ therewith;’’ 
page 3, line 2, after the word “‘ navigation,’’ to insert ‘* And pro- 
vided further, That suitable fishways, to be approved by the 
United States Fish Commission, shall be constructed and main- 
tained at said dam by the Sauk Rapids Water Power Company, 
its successors or assigns;’’ so as to make the section read: 


and on | 


minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesdy 


February 2, 1904, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate February 


CONSULS, 


John Fowler, of Massachusetts, now consul at that place. 


ps 


consul-general of the United States at Chefoo, China. 
John Todd Hill, of Connecticut, to be consul of th: 


States at San Juan del Norte, Nicaragua, vice Alfred L. M 


chalk appointed consul at Callao, Peru. 


That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to the Sauk Rapids Water | 


Power Company, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of 
Minnesota, its successors and assigns, to build a dam across the Mississippi 


River at or near the Sauk Rapids, so called, in said river, and at or near the | 


village of Sauk Rapids, Benton County, Minn., for the development of water 
power, and such works and structures in connection therewith as may be 
necessary or convenient in the development of said power and in the utiliza- 
tion of the power thereby developed: Provided, That the plans for the con 
struction o 
approved by the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of War before the 
commencement of the construction of the same: And provided further, That 
the said Sauk Rapids Water Power Company, its successors or assigns, shall 


said dam and appurtenant works shall be submitted to and | 


not deviate from such plans after such approval, either before or after the | 


completion of said structures, unless the modification of said plans shall have 


previously been submitted to and received the approval of the Chief of Engi- | 


neers and of the Secretary of War: And provided further, That there shall be 
placed and maintained in connection with said dam a sluiceway so arranged 
as to permit logs, timber, and lumber to pass around, through, or over said 


dam without unreasonable delay or hindrance and without toll or charges: | 
And provided further, That the dam shall be so constructed that the Govern- | 


ment of the United States may at any time construct in connection there- 
with a suitable lock for navigation purposes, and may at any time, without 
compensation, control the said dam so far as shall be necessary for pur- 
poses of navigation, but shall not destroy the water power developed by said 
dam and structures to any greater extent than may be necessary to provid 
proper facilities for navigation, and that the Secretary of War may at any 
time require and enforce, at the expense of the owners, such modifications 
and changes in the construction of such dam as he may deem advisable in 
the interests of navigation: And provided further, That suitable fishways, to 
be approved by the United States Fish Commission, shall be constructed and 
maintained at said dam by the Sauk Rapids Water Power Company, its suc 
cessors or assigns. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, section 2, line 11, after the 
name ‘‘ United States,’’ to insert: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to repeal or 
modify any of the provisions of law now existing in reference to the protec 


tion of the navigation of rivers or to exempt said structures from the opera- 
tion of same. 


So as to make the section read: 


Sec. 2. That in case any litigation arises from the building of said dam, or 
from the obstruction of said river by said dam or en works, cases 
may be tried in the proper courts, as now provided for that purpose in the 
State of Minnesota, and in the courts of the United States: Provided, That 
nothing in this act shall be so construed as to repeal or modify any of the 
provisions of law now existing in reference to the protection of the naviga- 
tion of rivers or to exempt said structures from the operation of same. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


NEBRASKA SKNATORIAL INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the special committee appointed to inquire into certain 
charg: s affecting the Hon. CHARL#s H. D: eTR:!cH, a Senator from the State 
of Nebraska, be authorized to employ a clerk and stenographer and, by 
themselves or any subcommittee of their number. to sit during the sessions 
of the Senate, to send for persons and papers, and to administer oaths. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 10418) to ratify and amend an agreement with 


the Sioux tribe of Indians of the Rosebud Reservation, in South | lard. 


SECRETARY OF LEGATION, 


William W. Russell, of Maryland, now secretary of the | 


at Caracas, Venezuela, to be secretary of the legation of t! 
States at Panama, Panama, to fill an original vacancy. 


MARSHAL. 


Charles Lewiston, of Wisconsin, to be United States mars 


the western district of Wisconsin. 


A reappointmen 
expiring February 3, 1904. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


A. A. Gillis, of Walla Walla, Wash., vice Yancey C. 
resigned. 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Chaplain William T. Helms to have the rank of comm 
the Navy from the istday of October, 1903, vice Chaplain Arthur 


O. Sykes, resigned. 
POSTMASTERS, 


CALIFORNIA, 


Leonard §. Calkins to be postmaster at Nevada Cit) 


county of Nevada and State of California. in place of L 
Calkins. Incumbent’s commission expires February 5 
GEORGIA, 
Mattie H. Hanson to be postmaster at Forsyth, in t! 


Monroe and State of Georgia, in place of Mattie H. Han: 


| cumbent’s commission expires February 12, 1904. 


Hugh M. Pierce to be postmaster at Moultrie, in the: 


Colquitt and State of Georgia, in place of Hugh M. Pie! 


cumbent’s commission expires February 12, 14. 
ILLINOIS. 
James F. Crawford to be postmaster at Warsaw, in t! 


of Hancock and State of Illinois, in place of James I, ©: 


Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1902, 
MISSOURI. 
Henry J. Crider to be postmaster at Maitland, in the 


| Holt and State of Missouri, in place of Henry J. Crider. 


bent’s commission expired January 23, 1904. 

John P. Rankin to be postmaster at Higbee, in tl: 
Randolph and State of Missouri. Office became Presid: 
uary 1, 1904. ; 

Edward Myers to be postmaster at Appleton City, 1 


of St. Clair and State of Missouri, in place of John A. Gilbre: th, 


resigned. 
NEW YORK. 
John M. Brown to be postmaster at Port Jefferson, int! 


_of Suffolk and State of New York, in place of John \ 


Incumbent’s commission expires February 2, 1904. 

William S. McLaughlin to be postmaster at Avon, in © 
of Livingston and State of New York, in place of \\ 
McLaughlin. ) 

Owel H. Willard to be postmaster at Randolph, in t': 
o Cattaraugus and State of New York, in place of Ow’ 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 2, 10 


+} 


Uy 


Incumbent’s commission expires February -. 








Eee reece ttt 4, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 1469 


OHIO. ems coe Lm OU OF REPRESENTATIVES: OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
s FE. Frame to be postmaster at West Union, in the county 
same and State of Ohio, Office became Presidential January Monpay, February 1, 1904. 
1, 1904. The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Vaeee Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupe, D. D. 
Walter C. Crocker to be postmaster at Spooner, in the county The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
of Washburn and State of Wisconsin, in place of Anah Crocker, SIOUX TRIBE OF INDIANS, SOUTH DAKOTA. 
resigned. ae Mr. BORED, ae Reocies. upon Sete iog when the House 
adjourned the bi 10418 was before the House for consider- 
CONFIRMATIONS. ation and the motion for the previous question was pending. 
rrecutive nomination confirmed by the Senate January 29, 1904.| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota asks the 
; previous question. 
POSTMASTER. PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 
George R. Foster, to be p Laceeiats at Lisbon Falls, in the county a BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
teorge ®, rivilege. 
of Androscoggin and State of Maine. | "The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 1, 1904. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Miss Martha C. Brewn, of Colorado, to be receiver of public | ago. ‘ 

moneys at Gunnison, Colo. Mr. BURKE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask a parliamentary 
question. 
ee eT en ae "The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

George F. B artlett, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs | Mr. BURKE. I desire to inquire if, npon motion for the pre- 
for the district of New Bedford, in the State of Massachusetts. vious question, it is in order for the gentleman to raise the ques- 

James Br ady, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs for j tion of personal privilege? 
the district of Fall River, in the State of Massachusetts. Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New 

Obed G. Smith, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs for | York was on his feet demanding recognition of the Chair, and 
the district of Nantucket, in the State of Massachusetts. had announced to the House that he raised the question of per- 

POSTMASTERS, sonal privilege when the gentleman rose and made his motion. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair will state thatthe gentleman from 
New York did at one time get upon his feet for a question of per- 
J. E. Olmsted to be postmaster at Petaluma, in the county of | sonal privilege, but the gentleman from Minnesota had already 


Mr. BAKER. Ihave here, Mr. Speaker, a copy of the Wash- 
ington Post of this day, giving what purports to be a statement 
of the action of this House in which I was concerned two days 


as 


CALIFORNIA, 


Sonoma and State of California. | been recognized for a question of privilege, and he could not take 
Lucetta Wood to be postmaster at Point Richmond, in the | the gentleman from Minnesota off his feet. Then the gentleman 
county of Contra Costa and State of California. | from South Dakota, before the gentleman from New York ad- 
IDAHO. | dressed the apg — — wow previous question. But it 

tall to be postmaster at Pocatello, in the county of | may or may not be that this is such a question as would be in 
ee State of Faaho. fond order at this time. The Chair can not determine until he hears 


John Larson to be postmaster at Hope, in the county of Kootenai | what it is. 
and aes Nano yaaa tons : : ee | Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentleman 
from South Dakota did not raise the question of personal priv- 
ilege. 

The SPEAKER. That is unnecessary to discuss now. 

Mr. BAKER. This article in the Post, Mr. Speaker, contains 


KANSAS. 


Henry S. Mueller to be postmaster at Sedgwick, in the county 
of Harvey ‘and State of Kansas. 


MONTANA. | several misstatements of fact. I desire to have my position made 
James W. Wedum to be postmaster at Glasgow, in the county clear upon the matter. 
of Valley and State of Manian ; : ’ The SPEAKER. Does it affect the gentleman’s standing asa 
5 : Member of the House or his condition as a Member of the House? 
aa Sane Mr. BAKER. It does. 
Frank 8. Huckins to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s rights or reputation? 
of Grafton and State of New Hampshire. | Mr. BAKER. My reputation, Mr. Speaker. I desire to have 
NORTH CAROLINA. ’ | the Clerk read the article. 
Samuel M. Jones to be postmaster at Sanford, in the county of The Clerk read as follows: 


Moore and State of North Carolina. | Republican pty ae — now Se atte fo sleep o’ nis ghts. 
> Representative AKER, of New York, no longer will haunt their dreams. His 
RB William P. King to be postmaster at Windsor, in the county of inger has been placated and his ferocity has subsided He has w Siloam 
sertie and State of North Carolina. his threat that no Republican Member shall have unanimous consent to ex- 
tend in the Recorp remarks begun on the floor of the House. 


t OHIO. A week or so ago Mr. BAKER ———— to — a speech, but the man in 
eo L. Cc charge of the Democratic time could not give him as many minutes as he re 
Muski a . “y — to be master at Dresden, in the county of quired. When the allotted minutes were exhausted, he asked unanimot us 
ngum and State of Ohio. consent to ext nd his remarks in the RECORD. Some one on the Republican 
John C Douglass to be postmaster at College Corner, in the side objected. eae wanes Mr. panes ire, -—_ he served public notics 
count 3 that on on ce an 2 he would object whenever a member on the Republican sido 
y of I utler and State of Ohio. asked unanimous consent to extend remarks. 
PENNSYLVANTA. But Saturday Mr. BAKER made another speech, and again found himself 
C.V.I short of time. He asked unanimous consent to extend his remarks, and no 
1. McMinn to be postmaster at Newberry, in the county obje ection wasoffered. Theembargoon extended Republican speeches, there- 
of Lycoming and State of Pennsylvania. fore, is lifted. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, Imake the point of order that that 
Elizabeth L. Bampfield to be postmaster at Beaufort, in the 15 No’ &@ question of privilege. : a : 
co a of Beaufort and State of South Carolina. The Soe The Chair thinks it is hardly a question of 
dgar E. Poag to be postmaster at Rockhill, in the county of Personal privilege. 
York and State of South Carolina. . Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, the Recorp distinctly shows that 


I did not use the word ‘* Republican.”’ 


eer ee Ae Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 


Abram E. Van Camp to be postmaster at Highmore, in the | 





county of Hyde and State of South Dakota. SIOUX TRIBE OF INDIANS, SOUTH DAKOTA. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the regular order. 
EXTRADITION WITH THE NETHERLANDS. | The regular order is the motion for the previous question de- 


Tha | manded by the gentleman from South Dakota. 
ween  inje junction of secrecy was removed February 1, 1904, from | | The previous question was ordered. 
signed on ene 18, 1904, between the United States| The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and 
) Kingdon of the etherlands, extending the extradition | third reading of the bill. 


and the 


aus . of June 3, 1887, between the two countries to their re-| The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
“tive island possessions and colonies, read the third time, and passed. 





1470 


On motion of Mr. BURKE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE OF CONNELL V. HOWELL, 


Mr. McLAIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present the report of the 
minority of the Committee on Elections No. 3 in the case of Wil- 
liam Connell v. George Howell, from the Tenth Congressional 
district of Pennsylvania, and ask that the same be printed. 

The SPEAKER. It will be referred to the House Calendar. 


AMERICAN MERCHANT MARINE COMMISSION, 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the minority of the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries may file the views of the minority on the bill (H. R. 
7056) creating a commission to consider and recommend legisla- 
tion for development of the American merchant marine, and for 
other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the minority of the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries may present its views on the bill H. R. 7056. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 


TO REGULATE PRACTICE OF DENTISTRY 
COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 2795) to 
amend an act for the regulation of the practice of dentistry in 
the District of Columbia, and for the protection of the people 
from empiricism in relation thereto, and ask unanimous consent 
that a similar House bill (H. R. 8327) lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act of Congress entitled “An act for the recu 
lation of the practice of dentistry in the District of Columbia, and for th 
srotection of the pecs from empiricism in relation thereto,” approved 

une 6, 1892, be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking out al! of the 
proviso in section 3 of said act and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 
‘Provided, That the board of dental examiners may issue a license to practice 
to any dentist who shall have been in legal practice for a period of five years 
or more, upon the certificate of the board of dental examiners of the State or 
‘Territory in which he practiced, certifying his competency and moral char 
ucter, and upon the payment of the certification fee without examination as 
to his qualifications.” 

The bill was considered and read a third time. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask if it is now in order 
to offer an amendment to this bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that the bill is not 
amendable at this time. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Then I ask unanimous consent to offer the 
amendment which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 

Mr. RODEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
in charge of the bill, the gentleman from Wisconsin |Mr. Bas- 
cock], if the bill applies to anything except the District of Co- 
lumbia? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield to 
the gentleman from Georgia |Mr. Griaas] for the presentation 
of an amendment? 

Mr. BABCOCK. [yield for the reading of the proposed amend- 
ment, not for its being offered, until I know whatitis. I want 
to say that all of the dentists in the District have come together 
and agreed on this proposition, so that there is no opposition to it 
whatever. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the amendment may 
be read for the information of the House. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding at the conclusion of the bill the following: 

“ And provided further, That the provisions of this act shall apply to stu- 
dents who are regularly matriculated in dental colleges in the District of 
Columbia, who at the time of such matriculation required only a three 
years’ course of study, the certificate to be issued in such cases after gradua- 


tion and without examination as to qualifications, upon the payment of the 


certificate fee.” 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I object to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin objects. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr.RODEY. Mr. Speaker, before that question is taken I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill may be read again for informa- 
tion. Iam informed that it applies to the Territories as well as 
to the District of Columbia, and I have not yet heard it read. I 
see no objection to it so far as the Territory of New Mexico is 
concerned. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the bill will be again 
reported. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk again reported the bill. 

The question being taken, the bill was —_ 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Senate bill with pro- 
visions duplicating those of this bil will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection, 


IN THE DISTRICT OF 
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ont ee 
BONDS ON CONTRACTS, 


Mr. BABCOCK. I ask for consideration of the bil! (17 R 
in relation to bonds on contracts with the District of (; 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in all cases where the Commissioner 
of Columbia enter into contracts for work or material they sh, . 
and sufficient bonds to the United Statesin a penal sum suffieion 75” 
judgment, to secure the strict and faithful performance of ; 
the satisfaction of and acceptance by said Commissioners. ay, 
that the contractors shall keep new pavements or other new 
for a term of five years from the date of completion of their 
sum shall not in any case be less than 25 per cent of the « 
such work or material. 

Sec. 2. That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with ; 
hereof are hereby repealed. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I will state just w) 
proposes. Under the present law in the District o! 
contractor is required to put up a bond for the full a 


Pon. 
» 15H) 
Olumbia, 
he District 


nt 


nea 
ra 


| contract, and in cases of street improvements the | 


five years. The contractors go to the guaranty c: 
pay for this five-year bond, and then add the amount 
bid for the work. The Commissioners recommend { 
in such cases may be reduced to 25 per cent of th 
of the contract, which will amply secure the Dist) 
good deal of money. That is all that the measure ( 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a th 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JURISDICTION OF RESERVATION NO, 82 


Mr. BABCOCK. Iask the consideration of the bill (1. R. ge 
to transfer jurisdiction of reservation No. 82in th. city of Was 
ington, D. C. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the jurisdiction and control of pu) 

No. 32, bounded by Pennsylvania avenue, Fourteenth str 
Thirteen-and-a-ha!lf street NW., in the city of Washington 
transferred from the Chief of Engineers of the United Sta 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, in order to pr: 
approach to the new District building to be located fronting sa 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, this bill refers to t! 
iron piece or block of ground immediately in front of 1 
the new municipal building on Pennsylvania avenue. Thy 
gives the Commissioners, instead of the War Department, con- 
trol of that block—transfers the jurisdiction to the Commission 
ers of the District. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and reada third time; a 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

REMOVAL OF SNOW AND ICE FROM SIDEWALKS, 

Mr. BABCOCK. I ask the consideration of the bill (H.R 
10421) to provide for the removal of snow and ice from the side- 
walks of the District of Columbia, and for other purp: 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be the duty of every tenant 
any lot or lots of ground in the District of Columbia improved | 


| building adjacent to any improved sidewalk, within the firs 


daylight after the ceasing of any fall of snow, to cause said sn 
from the paved sidewalk adjacent to such lot or lots to the extent 1 
to which said lot or lots abut thereon and to the extent in br: 
than six feet, and if such improved sidewalk be not of su 

the extent of the width thereof; and in the event any snow tla 
fallen shall, before its removal, become so hardened by freezing 
that it can not be removed without great difficulty, or if at any 
have formed on any such improved sidewalk by the freezing 
melted snow, or in any other manner, it shall be the duty of 
occupant, within the first four hours of daylight thereafter, { 
cause such snow or ice, to the extent aforesaid, to be sprink 
sawdust, or other such substance. And for any violation of t 
this section such tenant or occupant shall be guilty of a misd 
upon conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine of not moi 
imprisonment in the workhouse of the District of Columbia 
five days, and by an additional fine not exceeding $5 or by 


| prisonment in the workhouse of the District of Columbia 


five days for each additional twenty-four hours after the exp. 
time hereinbefore provided that such tenant or occupant shal 
mit such snow or ice to remain without being sprinkled or rem 
inbefore provided. ; 
Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of the Commissioners of 
Columbia, as soon as practicable after the ceasing of any fall: 
the accumulation of ice on the paved sidewalks of the District 
in front of and adjacent to public buildings, public squares, 41 
ervations in the said District owned or leaned by said District 
snow or ice to be removed, and also to cause the same to be re! 


+ 


| cross walks of improved streets and places of intersection « 


improved sidewalks; but in the eventof inability to remove § 
tion of snow or ice by reason of the hardening thereof, it sha! 
as soon as practicable, to cause such paved sidewalks, cross W®'! 
of intersection of —- with improved sidewalks to be sprink 
sawdust, or other such material. 

Src. 3. That it shall be the duty of the owner or owners of ‘ 
or unimproved lot in the District of Columbia fronting or abut 
paved sidewalk, within the first four hours of daylight after 
any fall of snow, as set forth in section 1 hereof, to cause such *! 
moved from the paved sidewalk in front of such lot or lots in the samy 
ner, and to the same extent, and subject to the same penalty as prover 
said section; and in the event any snow that may have fallen §)0\, 
its removal, become so hardened by freezing or other wise that it can DO) 
removed without great difficulty, or if at any time ice shall have | ry other 
any such sidewalk by the freezing of rain, hail, melted snow, 0T } arst four 
manner, it shall be the duty of such owner or owners, within the Urs 
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‘avlight thereafter, to sprinkle, or cause such frozen snow or ice, 


‘ 















hours "vont aforesaid, to be sprinkled with sand or sawdust or other such 
to the rnd for failure to do so such owner or owners shall be subject to 
gabeten jonalty provided in section 1 of this act. 
the same peat in the event of the failure of any such owner or owners of 
oe ant or unimproved lot to cause the removal of such snow or ice, or 
any var!" ‘he same as hereinbefore provided, it shall be the duty of the 
to sp tors of the District of Columbia, as soon as practicable after the 
( hat the time herein provided for the removal or sprinkling thereof, 
expire tne snow or ice in front of such lot to be removed or to cause the 
De he nkled as hereinbefore directed to be done by such owner or 
fain’ =: and upon each and every such removal or sprinkling by them they 
OWT ce the sum of $l against each such lot, and where any such lot has a 
Boe eo excess of 25 feet an additional sum of $1 for each additional front- 
cron t or fractional part thereof, which said assessment shall be a 
The ol ) lot when entered of record on the tax records of the District of 
Colun .. and to continue until paid, and shall be added to the general tax 
nnua vied on such lot, and shall be collected in the same manner and | 
= art of such general tax: Provided, however, That such removal or sprink- 
a by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and assessment 
thant for. shall not relieve the owner or occupant from the penalty hereinbe- 
fore provided for failure to remove or sprinkle such snow or ice. 

Sec. 5. That it shall be the duty of every owner of any unimproved or non- 
tenanted improved lot or lots, and of the tenant or occupant of any improved | 
Jot or lots of ground iu the District of ¢ olumbia, within three days after no- 
tice to do so. by the Commissioners, to cause to be cleaned off and removed 
all dirt, sand, gravel, or other refuse matter that may fall, wash, or be placed 
upon any paved sidewalk adjacent to such lot or lots in the District of Co- 
lumbia ject to the same penalty provided in section 1 of this act. 

Sec. 6. That in the event of failure on the part of any owner, tenant, or 
oceupant of any improved or unimproved lot or lots of ground in the Dis- | 
trict of Columbia to comply with the provisions of the preceding section of | 





hin five daysafter notice hereinbefore provided, it shall be the 





aut >of the Commissioners of the District to cause the removal of such ac- 
cumulation of dirt, sand, gravel. or other refuse matter; and upon any and | 
every such removal by them they shall make an assessment on account 
there the same rates and under the same provisions named in section 4 
« Sec. 7. That, to enable the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to 
comply with the provisions of sections 4 and 6 of this act, the sum of $5,000 is 
hereby appropriated, one-half out of the revenues of the District of Colum- 
bia and one-half out of any money inthe Treasury of the United States not 
otherwise appropriated: Provided, however, That all assessments collected 
under the provisions of this act. shall be deposited in the Treasury of the | 
United States to the credit of the appropriation herein made, and shall form 
acont nuous fund for the purpose of complying with the provisions of said 
“ s4and 6, 
" Si That all prosecutions under this act shall be in the police court 
of the District of Columbia, in the name of said District, and by its attorney 
yr or it issistants. 
’ Sec. 9. That the act of Congress approved March 2, 1897, entitled “An act 
for the removal of snow and ice from the sidewalks, cross walks, and gutters 
in the District of Columbia,” be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 


The amendments reported by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia were read, as follows: 


Page 2, strike out, in lines 9 and 10, the words “not more than” and insert { 


fter the word “dollars,” in line 10, the words “and costs.” 

Page 2, line 12, strike out the words “‘not exceeding’ and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “of,” and insert after the word “dollars” in said line, the 
words “and costs.”’ 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask a vote on these amend- 
ments of the committee. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. BABCOCK,. I offer the amendments which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page |, line 4, after the word “ ground,” strike out the word “in,” and in- 
Ber’ iy lieu thereof the following: “ within the fire limits of.” 

Page 3, line 12, after the word “lot,” strike out the word “in,” and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: “within the fire limits of.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 





A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading | 


clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bill and joint resolu- 
tion of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested: 
5. 3479. An act making provision for conveying in fee certain 
aa — in the city of St. Augustine, Fla., for school 
urposes; anc 
S. R. 34. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to 
roe for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point 
‘fonso Zelaya, of Nicaragua. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
7, imendmnens joint resolution of the following title: 
" J. Res, 98. Joint resolution to provide for the removal of 
mow and ice from the streets, cross walks, and gutters of the 
istrict of Columbia, 
a he message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
‘encient of the House of Representatives to Senate concurrent 
Tesolution No. 20, 
e x. he Sehare = also announced that the Senate had passed without 
*nament the following resolution: 
Riadied i House concurrent resolution No. 38. 
thanks of Con the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
arquette oe be given tothe people of Wisconsin for the statue of James 
Reeotuncd. ae renowned missionary and explorer. 
> pted, to remain in the National Statuary 


mene aiat the statue be acce 
yp “ae Capitol of the nation, and that a copy of these resolutions, signe 
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by the presiding officers of the House of Representatives and Senate, be for 
warded to his excellency the governor of the State of Wisconsin. 


INSANE PERSONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. I ask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
| 8692) to authorize the apprehension and detention of insane per- 
| sons in the District of Columbia and providing for their tem- 
| porary commitment in the Government Hospital for the Insane, 
, and for other purposes. 

| The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That any member of the Metropolitan police of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia or any other officer in said District authorized to make 
arrests is hereby authorized and empowered to apprehend and detain, with- 
out warrant, any insane person or person of unsound mind found on any 
street, avenue, alley, or other public highway, or found in any public build- 
ing or other public place within the District of Columbia; and it shall be the 
duty of the policeman or officer so apprehending or detaining any such per- 
son to immediately file his affidavit with the major and superintendent of 

| said Metropolitan police that he believes said person to be insane or of un- 
| sound mind, incapable of taking care of himself or herself or his or her 
| property, and if permitted to remain at large or to go unrestrained in the 
District of Columbia the rights of persons and of property will be jeopardized 
| or the preservation of public peace imperiled and the commission of 

| rendered probable: Provided, however, That it shall be thed the major 
| and superintendent of the said Metropolitan police to forthwith notify the 
| husband or wife orsome near relative or friend of the person so apprehended 
| and detained whose address may be known to the said major and superin- 

tendent or whose address can by reasonable inquiry be ascertained by him. 

Sxc. 2. That the major and superintendent of said Metropolitan police is 
hereby authorized to order the apprehension and detention, without warrant, 
of any indigent person alleged to be insane or of unsound mind or any alleged 
insane person of homicidal or otherwise dangerous tendencies found else 
where in the District of Colombia than in the places mentioned in section 1 

| hereof whenever two or more responsible residents of the District of Colum- 
bia shall make and file affidavits with said major and superintendent of the 
Metropolitan police setting forth thatthey believe the person therein named 
to be insane or of unsound mind, the length of time hon have known such 
person, that they believe such person to be incapable of managing his or her 
own affairs, and that such person is not fit to be at large or to go unrestrained, 
and if such person is permitted to remain at liberty in the District of Colum- 
bia the rights of persons and of property will be jeopardized or the preserva- 
tion of public peace imperiled and the commission of crime rendered prob: 

ble, and that such person is a fit subject for treatment 4: account of his 


crime 


o 
i 











or 
her mental condition: Provided, however, That before the major and superin- 


tendent of the said Metropolitan police shall order the apprehension and de- 
tention of any person upon the affidavits of the aforesaid residents, he shall, 
in addition thereto, require the certificate of at least two physicians who 
shall certify that they have examined the yo m alleged to be insane or of 
unsound mind, and that such person should not be allowed to remain at li 
erty and go unrestrained, and that such person is a fit subject for treatment 
on account of his or her mental condition. 

Suc. 3. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby 
authorized to place inthe Government Hospital for the Insane in said District, 
and the superintendent of said hospital is hereby authorized to receive, upon 
the written request of the said Commissioners, for a period of time not exceed- 
ing thirty days, indigent persons alleged to be insane or of unsound mind, resi- 
dents of or found within the District of Columbia, and alleged insane per- 
sons of homicidal or otherwise dangerous tendencies residents of or found 
within the said District, so apprehended and detained as provided in sections 
| land 2of this act, pending the formal commitment of such persons to said 
hospital as provided by law, or their transportation to their homes when 
their places of residence are ascertained by the proper officials charged by 
law with that duty. 

Sxc. 4. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia may authorize 
| the temporary commitment of any of the above-mentioned insane persons or 

persons of unsound mind so apprehended and detained as provided in sec- 
tions 1 and 2 of this act (for a period of time not exceeding thirty days) in 
any other hospital in said District which, in the judgment of the health of- 
ficer of said District, is properly constructed and equipped for the reception 
and care of such persons, and the official in charge of which, for the time 
being, is willing to receive such persons pending the temporary commitment 
or the formal commitment of such persons, as provided by law, to the Gov- 
, ernment Hospital for the Insane or to any other hospital or insane asylum: 
or any such alleged insane person or person of unsound mind apprehended 
under sections | and 2 of this act may be detained in any police station or 
house of detention in said District pending: the completion of arrangements 
for his or her temporary detention in the Government Hospital for the In- 
sane or any other hospital or insane asylum; and such persons may be detained 
in any police station or house of detention in said District until formally com- 
mitted to the Government Hospital for the Insane or any other hospital or 
| asylum. in the manner provided by law, in case he or she can not be provided 
for by the said Government Hospital for the Insane and no arrangement can 
be made for his or her temporary detention in any other hospital or asylum: 
Provided, however, That if, pending the formal commitment of such alleged 
insane person or person of unsound mind to the Government Hospital for the 
Insane or to any other hospital or asylum, the superintendent of said Gov- 
ernment Hospital for the Insane, in the case of the commitment of a person 
| to said hospital under the provisions of this act, or if two or more physicians 
| in regular attendance at any other hospital or asylum where any person is 
committed under the provisions of this act, or if two or more surgeons of the 
police and fire departments, in the case of any person detained at any police 
station house or house of detention under the provisions of this act, shall 
certify in writing to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia that such 
person is not insane or that he or she has recovered his or her reason, the 
| Official in charge of the Government Hospital for the Insane or the hospital 
| or asylum in which such person is confined, or the major and superintendent 
| of said Metropolitan police, if such cyte be confined ina police station 
| house or in a house of detention, shall discharge such alleged insane person 
| or person of unsound mind forthwith and immediately report such action to 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 5. That for the purposes of this act no certificate as to the sanity or 
the insanity of any person shall be valid which has been issued (a) by a phy- 
sician who has not been regularly licensed to practice medicine in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, unless he be a commissioned surgeon of the United States 
Army, Navy, or Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service; or (b) by a phy- 
sician who is not a permanent resident of the District of Columbia; or (c) by 
a physician who has not been actively engaged in the practice of his profes- 
sion for at least three years: or (d) by a physician who is related by blood or 
by marriage to the person whose mental condition is in questiou. Nor shall 
any certificate alleging the insanity of any person be valid which has been 


- 


' issued by a physician who is financially interested in the hospital or asylum 
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in which the alleged insane person is to be confined, or who is professionally 
or officially connected therewith. 

Ssc. 6. That any person who makes an affidavit, as required by section 1 or 
2.of this act, by which he or she secures or attempts to secure the apprehen- 
sion, detention, or restraint of any other person in the District of Columbia 
without probable cause for believing such person to be insane or of unsound 
mind, or any physician who knowingly makes any false certificate as to the 
sanity or insanity of any other person shall, upon conviction thereof, be fined 
not more than $590 or imprisoned not more than three years, or both. 

Spec. 7. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 


or 


The amendment reported by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia was read, as follows: 
au“ 


On page 3, line 12, insert, after the word 
in case of arrest, as provided in section 1.” 


The SPEAKER. The questionis on agreeing to the amendment 
‘ported by the committee. 

Mr.PEARRE. Mr. Speaker, before the question is put, I should 
like to make an inquiry of the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
BaBCOCK]. 
jury the question of sanity in these cases? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield tothe gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
SamvurL W. Smiru], the chairman of the judicial branch of our 
committee. that he may answer the gentleman's question. 

Mr. PEARRE. 
bill any provision for submitting the question of sanity in these 
cases to a jury for its determination? 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. No, sir. 

Mr. PEARRE. 
the practice of almost all the States, it would be wise to provide 
that, at least in the last resort, there should be a reference of the 
matter to the judgment of a jury? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. 

Mr. PEARRE. Temporary? 


r¢ 


upon the simple affidavit of two physicians a man may be con- | 
Is there any limitation | 


fined in an insane asylum—for how long? 
as to the time? 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. Not exceeding thirty days. 

Mr. PEARRE. Then what is to be done with him? 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. Then he hasa trial in the ordinary 
way. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will say to the gentleman that the object of 
this bill is particularly to provide for indigent insane persons, and 
that class of insane people who are found on the streets—— 

Mr. PEARRE. What is to be done with them eventually, un- 
der this bill? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I understand that the usual course of law is 
proceeded with. Ordinarily it will not require thirty days, but 
if they had a press of business and a great number of cases it 
might be that long before a case could be reached. In the end 


they are brought before the court in the usual way for examina- | 


tion. There is nothing in this bill that interferes at all with an 
examination by a court or a jury or anything of that kind. It 
provides for the temporary work of the officers, and the gentle- 
man understands that there is now no provision in the District of 
Columbia which covers that at all. 

Mr. PEARRE. There ought to be. 


Mr. BABCOCK. There is no provision for temporarily detain- 


ing even a violently insane person. 

Mr. PEARRE. Underthe gentleman’s assurance that this pro- 
vides for only a temporary detention, and does not contemplate 
a permanent detention of anyone 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, no. 

Mr.PEARRE. Underhisassurance thatit does not contemplate 
the permanent detention of the party charged with insanity, with- 
out examination by a jury, I will, of course, withdraw any objec- 
tion. But it would be a very dangerous principle to permit a man 
alleged to be insane to be apprehended and permanently detained 
upon a mere affidavit. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. PEARRE. Or upon the ex parte statement ofa physician. 

Mr. BABCOCK. 


upon policemen. It is contained in the first section. As I under- 
stood it from the reading, it provides that a policeman may arrest 
and take into custody without warrant any person who is insane 
or of unsound mind, without regard to the question whether he 
is dangerous or violently insane. Does it not so provide? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Under the police powers of the District a 
policeman has the right to arrest a drunken man without a war- 
rant if the man is disorderly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. BABCOCK. If it is patent and clear that a man is insane, 
he may be dangerously insane, and the lives of other people may 
be endangered, and it becomes the duty of a policeman to take 
him in charge. 
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residents,” the following: “or | 


Is there any provision in this bill for submitting to a | 


I should like to know whether there is in this | 
Does not the gentleman think that, following | 


This is only a temporary matter. | 
Does not the bill provide that | 


Oh, certainly; the gentleman isentirely right. | 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, there is one provision in | 
this bill that struck me as conferring quite extraordinary powers | 


FEBRUARY 1, 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is true; but the criti 

| of your bill is that it does not limit the subjects of a 

lent or dangerously insane persons. A man may be a harm)... 

| lunatic. He may be of unsound mind according to th; sta land 

fixed by the courts, but may be perfectly harmless: an j a 

| liceman is given the power to take him into custody and'to cs: 

| motion proceedings to take from him his liberty. I thin} _ » 
| Mr. BABCOCK. I call the gentleman’s attention to this. 
Provided he is incapable of taking care of himself. 


| Mr. CRUMPACKER. Where is that provision? 
Mr. BABCOCK. In line 3 of page 2, section 1. 
| Mr. CRUMPACKER. I did not hear the provision 
being ‘read on account of the confusion, but what I hear 
pressed me that it was an exceedingly dangerous and a yx i 
traordinary power to confer upon a policeman, to arrest a harm. 
| less insane person without warrant or authority of law. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Another thing I want to call the x ntleman's 
attention to is that the policeman making the arrest must jy 
diately and forthwith report to the chief of police. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. But suppose the man be a reside; 

the city, a harmless lunatic, and we know almost every 
| them. It is not the policy of the law and perhaps 1 
pose is subserved by setting in motion machinery to detain ; 
persons. Confinement is not necessary for the public sat 
| where a lunatic is harmless. 
| Mr. COWHERD. May I call the gentleman's attention { 
limitation of that power? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I wish you would. I may ha 
tained a wrong impression from the reading. 

Mr. COWHERD. This affidavit must also provide that 

If permitted to remain at large or to go unrestrained in th: 
| Columbia the rights of persons and of property will be jeopa 
preservation of public peace imperiled and the commission of cr 
probable. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. How soon after the arrest is t 
| davit required? 
| Mr. COWHERD. That must be made immediately, : 

must be the certificate of two physicians. 

Mr. PEARRE. I call the gentleman’s attention, also, to 
fact that the relatives of the alleged lunatic must be i 
notified. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. These safeguards may be 
do not know. Iam willing to submit that question t 

| ment of the committee. 

Mr. COWHERD. There must be a certificate of two physi- 
cians, and there must be the affidavits of two responsible resi- 
dents of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. My first impression was that it o 
ferred upon policemen, without warrant of law, the aut! 
take up anybody the policeman might deem to be of 
mind. without regard to the question of danger or vi 
if in the judgment of the committee the personal rights 
alleged lunatic are sufficiently safeguarded, I have no objectio! 
to it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I want tosay, further, to the gentlema 
Indiana that this bill has been as carefully provided \ 
guards as the Commissioners, the medical societies, the 
tendents of the different asylums, and the committee « 
bly provide. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, this bill provides for the: 
of the insane. Does it undertake to provide for guardii 
| Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, no. 
| Mr. CRUMPACKER. Or control of the property 

Mr. BABCOCK. The very object of the bill is to provide 
the indigent insane. That is the prime object of the |! 
instance, a man has gone crazy round here without fm nds oF 
without relatives. . ee 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. To provide for their restraint and uve 
ment? 

Mr. BABCOCK. It provides for examination. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Within thirty days. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The purpose is to protect the | 
against the violently insane? 

Mr. BABCOCK. That is it exactly. ; 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. And does not undertake to take! 
| action as to the property? 
| Mr. BABCOCK. Not at all. 
| Mr. CRUMPACKER. And it is merely temporar) 
Mr. MORRELL. I would like to say to the gentlen 
_ the present time to effect the arrest of an insane pe 
_ be accomplished on the charge of some crime, as that | 

mitted a theft. or something of that description. As ' 
at present, the police department is incapable of arrest\ns 
son whether he is evidently insane or not. 
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Is there no authority now for the police 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. L 
~ mpat _ dangerously insane person? 

Except on a charge of being disorderly. 
Except on a charge of being disorderly or 
fraction of police regulations. 

Lask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

The question is on the committee amend- 


Mir, BABCOCK. 
Mr, MORRELL, 

some other 

~ Mr. BABCOCK. 
The SPEAKER. 

m nt. 

The ques t 

The bill, | : 
‘ing: and, being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


‘on was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 


ne, and p ssed. 
(MENT FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY OF THE DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA, 


MUTUAL IN\ 


Mr. BABCOCK. 
the bill H. R. 2781 
The bill was read, as follows: 


pany of the District of Columbia. 


Re it ena ; 
con, R. O'Neill, Bernard Leonard, Howard Beall, and John R. Wright, all of 
the’ f Columbia, with their associates and successors, are hereby cre- 





mol » Insurance Company of the District of Columbia,” and by that 
hall have perpetual succession, with power to sue and be sued, plead 
led, in courts of law and equity; to adopt a common seal, and 

sto break, alter, and renew at pleasure: to ordain and establish by- 
sand regulations; and generally to do such acts and things as may be 





scary to carry into effect the provisions of this charter and promote the | 


»s and designs of said company. 7 

», That the purposes and designs of said company shall be to insure, 
nst lost or damage by fire, the eres 10uses and other build- 
_and the furniture and every 

nembers 
“tec. 6 That the capital stock of said company shall consist of the premium 
notes given by the insured, the cash paid as interest thereon, and all property 
and profit derived from the investment or use of its income or assets, but the 
reserve fund of said company shall not, at any one time, exceed $200,000, ex- 
clusive of the real estate it may hold as hereinafter authorized. 

Sec. 4. That 
each constitute and be a lien to the amount thereof respectively upon the in- 
tand estate, legal and equitable, of the insured in the said buildings at 
1 said company,and upon the land, premises, and appurtenances thereto 

s: Provided, That the lien upon personal property shall continue 
ile the same remains in the ownership of the person insured: And 
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nly wh 

led 
District of Columbia a memorandum of the name of the person insured, a 
description of the property, and the amount of the premium note unpaid, 
nd said lien shall commence from the time of filing said memorandum. 
ginent upon said note may be entered upon confession by virtue of a war- 
of attorney, and execution may at any time be had thereon; but the 
privileges, immunities, and franchises granted by this charter shall be con- 
fined to the District of Columbia. 

Sec, 5. That all persons who shall hereafter insure with said company,and 
heir executors, administrators, and assigns continuing to beso insured, shall 

ereby become members thereof during the period they shall be and remain 
soinsured, and nolonger, and the word ** person” as used in this charter shall 

ve held to include corporations also. 

Sec. 6. That eachand every member of said company shall have full power 
to withdraw therefrom, in whole or in part, at any time, upon application in 
writing to the proper officer thereof, and payment of all arrearages of asseas- 
ments and interest that may then be due and owing to said company from 
said member. Upon such application, the said officer shall cancel the in- 
surance or insurances designated in said application, together with the pre- 
mium note or notes held by said company on account of said ceneaied in- 
surance. Said officer shall also return any amount of money which may be 
due said member on the books of said company on account of said canceled 
insurance, and thereafter said member shall be debarred from all claim on 
said company on account of such canceled insurance accruing subsequent to 

h withdrawal and cancellation. But no premium note or notes shall be 
canceled or in any manner discharged or given up until all assessments 
thereon on account of liabilities incurred_before or at the time of such with- 
drawal shall be fully ascertained and paid. 
on nae. 1 hat the affairs of said company shall be conducted by a board of 
Seven trustees, who shall be elected at the annual meeting of the members, 
and shall continue in office until their successors are elected and qualified. 
“ot less than a majority of said board shall constitute a quorum to do busi- 
hess, but. a number may adjourn from time to time. Vacancies happen- 
ing in said board, otherwise than by removal, as hereinafter provided, may 
be tilled by the remaining trustees for the residue of the term for which they 
Were elected. Said board shall choose one of their number as president and 
25 Vice-president; and they shall also appoint such other officers as may 
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) 
ve necessary for conducting the affairs of said company. 


mp re ore persons first named in this charter shall be the 
their en ; 
_ it successors are chosen and qualified, Such of them as may be present 
president. and. Lae may proceed to organize by electing a president, vice- 
shal! adc me ‘ other officers; and assocn thereafter as practicable said board 
company f ") “ane 8, provide the necessary books, and otherwise prepare the 
ereheyh “dans . i ansaction of business, and thereafter said board shall ex- 
That the seid hr i e! intendence of the affairs of the company: Provided, 
least two-t} inde og aws shall only be adopted by the concurrent vote of at 
alteration or en the whole board of trustees, and when once adopted any 
company. né ty ae ment shall only be made at an annual meeting of the 
office of the such proposed alteration or amendment having been filed 
© OF The company at least thirty days before the day fixed for said 








In the 


a us » . : 

an ‘ th r Tent A majority of two-thirds of the votes cast shall be neces- 

adopted the sare oh or any. such alterat ion or amendment, but when thus 
SEO. 9. That +t all be binding on all the members of the tompany. 

rates of ‘t the board of trustees shalk, by general rules, determine the 


insur : : - 2 . 
Upon the me ance, the sum to be insured, and the rate of interest to be paid 


perannum. No a eng which latter, however, shall not exceed 3 per cent 

Premium notes shall than $5,000 shall be insured on any one risk, unless the 

Shall exceed 5 ner ai amount to over $100,000; and in that case no one risk 
» per cent on. the whole amount of premium notes. 
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Dee ee ee ee 


; amended, was ordered to be engrossed for a third | 


Mr. Speaker, I ask for the consideration of | 


{71) to incorporate the Mutual Investment Fire Insurance Com- | 


fed. ete., That Richard J. Beall, Andrew O. Nash, William O. Deni- | 


itic and corporate by the name and style of the ‘“‘ Mutual In- | 


escription of property belonging to its | 


the said premium notes shall be payable on demand, and shall | 


so, That said company shall file with the recorder of deeds for the | 


said company until the first annual meeting, and until , 
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Sec. 10. That every person who shall become a member of said company 
by effecting insurance therein shall deposit his promissory note, payable on 
demand, for such sum, and upon such interest, not exceeding 3 per cent per 
annum, as may be required under the general rules prescribed by the board 
of trustees; and said notes shall be liable to assessment pro rata at any time 
when the trustees shall deem the same requisite for the aren of losses or 
the current expenses of the company; and no policy shall bind the company 
until such note has been given. 

Sec.11. That whenever the board of trustees, for the purpeses of paying the 
losses or current éxpenses, shall deem it necessary to call for the payment of 
any portion of the principal of the premium notes, they shall settle and de- 
termine the sum to be paid by the several members (but always in propor- 
tion to the original amount of the respective premium notes). Notices of 
such call shall be given to the members in such manner as the by-laws shall 
prescribe; and if any member shall neglect or refuse to pay the sum assessed 
upon said member for thespace of thirty days after receiving such notice, the 
company may proceed to collect the whole amount of such prem‘um note, 
together with costs; and the amount of the note, less the expense of collect- 
ing the same, shall be placed in the treasury of the company subject to the 
same liabilities as said note would have been subject to. But nothing in this 
charter contained shall be construed as requiring losses and expenses to be 
paid exclusively from assessments on premium notes, but —— may be paid 
out of such assets as the board of trustees shall, by general rules, prescribe. 

Sec, 12. That all just and lawful claims of members for loss or damage 
sustained by fire shall be certified in accordance with the terms of the policy 
within sixty daysafter due notice of the loss has been filed with the company. 
No suit shall be brought upon any such claim for damages until after the 
expiration of said sixty days,and no member of the company shal! be in- 
competent as a witness in such suit on account of his said membership. 

Sec. 13, That a general meeting of said company shall be held annually at 
such time and place as shall be designated in the by-laws. The } sident 
may, at any time, call a special meeting of the company, and shall do so at 
the request in writing of fifty members. The election of trustees shall be 
held at the annual meeting, and shall be by ballot. and each member shall 
have one vote on each risk, which must be deposited by the policy holder. 
At least two weeks’ previous notice of each annual or special meeting shall 
| be given by publication in two newspapers of general circulation in the city 
| of Washington: Provided, That at any called meeting of the company the 
| trustees, or any of them, may be removed by a vote of three-fourths of the 

members present and voting, and the vacancies thus createc may be filled at 
such meeting for the unexpired term; but notice of such proposed action 
shall be given in the call for the meeting. . 

Sec. 14. That the board of trustees of said company shall cause to be pub- 
lished annually, in some newspaper of general circulation in the city of Wash- 
ington, and at least two weeks prior to the annual meeting of the members, a 
statement of its financial condition, in which shall be shown the amount of 
premium notes and cash on hand, the amount of securities held by the com- 
pany, the amount of losses, if any, during the previous year, and such other 
items relating to the business of the company as said board may think 
proper. ieee ‘ . 

Sec. 5. That nothing in this charter shall be construed to grant banking 

rivileges or the right to issue any note to circulate as currency or money. 

t shall, however, be lawful for said company to employ and improve all 

moneys received by it and the profits thereon in such manner as the trustees 
may deer best for the interest of the company; but the said company shall 
not purchase and hold real estate, at any one time, in excess of a cash value 
of $50,000: Provided, that this shall not include any purchase to protect the 
interests of the company at sales under trusts, mortgages, judgments, or 
decrees. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Page 2, line 5, strikeout the words “ capital stock ’ and insertin lieu thereof 
the word “assets.” 

The SPEAKER. The questionis on the amendment to the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill to explain the language of section 15, 
beginning with the word “it,’’ in line 14. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Powers], who made the report on the bill. 

j 

Mr. HEPBURN (reading): 

It shall, however, be lawful for said company to employ and improve all 
moneys received by it and the profits thereon in such manner as the trustees 
may deem best for the interest of the company; but the said company shall 
not purchase and hold real estate, at any one time, in excess of the cash value 
of $50,000. 

Now. there is also a limitation in this bill that they shall not 
issue bank notes to circulate as money; but aside from these two 
limitations it appears to give to this corporation authority to 
transact any business which they see fit to, and to employ their 
money in any way, any kind of business, that they may see fit 
to do. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Well, I think, Mr. Chair- 
man, that is a rather broad construction of the bill. Let me say, 
in reply to the gentleman from Iowa, that this bill as drawn is 
almost an exact copy of the bill which Congress passed in 1876, 
to incorporate the Provident Mutual Fire Insurance Company. 
Perhaps I may say just here, in explanation of the bill at 
time. thatin 1855 Congress granted the first charter to a company 
for mutual fire insurance in the District of Columbia, and in 1876 
it passed another charter of the same kind. These incorporators 
assumed that they had the right under the general insurance 
laws of the District to incorporate, and they did go through the 
form of incorporation; they did business for some six years, and 
at the end of that time, last summer, they had 311 members in 
their association and property in the form of premium notes 
amounting to $85,000, when notice was served on them that they 
did not have the right to do business, because they were a mutual 
company and not a stock company. Then they framed and pre- 

i sented this bill, which is a copy, or substantially a copy,of the 
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charter that was granted to the Provident Company in 1876. In | NAMING STREETS, ETC., OUTSIDE THE CITY OF Wasnyy, 
the peeanalene for the past six months, their business has been The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title. 
suspended, The Clerk read as follows: 

Now, with reference to the clause which has been referred to! 4 ,i1) (a1, R. 7024) to name streets, avenues, alleys, highways. and r 
by the gentleman from Iowa, I will say that my understanding | tions in that part of the District of Columbia outside of th. ae etre 
of that limitation is this: They have money in the treasury, and | ton, and for other purposes. a 
in order that they may improve that money or invest it, they are| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Wiscons; 
limited to any improvement or investment of that money outside | mous consent to discharge the Committee of the \\ 
of any investment in real estate. the state of the Union from the consideration o{ 8 bill ana 

Now, I do not assume that there is any likelihood that they will | that the same may be considered in the House as in (ommitte,..+ 
build a railroad, nor is there any likelihood that they will go into | the Whole. Is there objection? [After a paus: The C 
any such venture, for the very reason that the company can never | hears none. 
have property over $200,000. As I said, the bill follows the other The bill was read, as follows: 
two acts passed by Cx ngress, and those were carefully examined A bill (H. R. 7024) to name streets, avenues, alleys, highw 
by the committee, and the bill is also recommended by the Com- tions in that part of the District of Columbia outside ot 
missioners, so I assume that the character and standing of the | meen pene aes the jx the? 

incnieiinaies as et Dacian celina = ce ae s am je it enacted, etc., 1a 1¢ Commissioners of the District 
ase clates Or Incorporators have already been approved by the and they are hereby, authorized and directed to name 
Commissioners of the District. avenues, alleys, highways, and reservations in that part 

Mr. SULZER. If the gentleman will give way for a moment, Columage vane cuanto one of Washington, under su 

: wats — Ratan guebimeius cam ideannsines a ing as they shall see fit to adopt, and such names when recor:|; 
os =e ~ tand this bill relates entire ly to fire msurance. of the surveyor of the District of Columbia shall thereafter 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. To fire insurance on the mu- | names of such streets, avenues, alleys, highways, and resery; 
tual plan. Sec. 2. That upon the abandonment of any street, av 

‘TY : . 1. I i cement way, or part thereof, under the provisions of “An act t 

Mr. St LZER. And it does not relate to life insurance’ _. | nent system of highways in that part of the District of Co! 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. No, it does not relate to life | side of cities,” approved March 2, 1893,and the amendment theret.. syn 
insurance. June 28, 1898, the title to oe eae contained in such abandoned port 

7PRIT y 7 ine . eeicmnies an. | revert to the owners of the land abutting thereon. . 
. Mr. HEPBl RN. I would like to call the gentleman's atten Sec. 3. That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions 
tion to the proviso in line 21, page 7: | hereof are hereby repealed. 


at at any calie se ti > co t > stees r : : 7s : 1: . 
‘cas en eT z sonar threst ae st re neal : The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and be- 
voting. ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
Not a quorum, but of those who happen to be present. Is that MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE. UNI KD STATES, 
as the gentleman wants it? ; | A message in writing from the President of the United 
Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Well, the fair presumption | was communicated to the House of Representati, 
is that every member has been notified to be present and that | Barnes, one of his secretaries, who also informed the Hu 
three-fourths of those present and voting issatisfactory. You un- | Representatives that the President had approved and si 
derstand that the public are not interested in this charter beyond | of the following title: 
the framing of a proper law for the government of a mutual as-| On January 30. 1904: 
sociation, and this isa mutual association at the presenttime, with | HH, R. 6804. An act providing for the appointment 
a trifle over 300 members. I see no objection to that proviso that | toms appraiser at Pittsburg, Pa. 
if three-fourths of the members present and voting at a regular oo aces ) 
meeting choose to remove a trustee and the members of the asso- VINCENZO GERARDI. 
ciation are satisfied with that form of the bill—I see no objection Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
why they should not have that proviso. the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union: 
Mr. HEPBURN. This may be a special meeting. be discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4: 
Mr. SULZER. I desire to ask in that connection what con- | the relief of Vincenzo Gerardi, of Washington, D. C., ; 
stitutes a quorum? | the same may be considered in the House as in Committee of 1 
Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I am not sure what the pro- | Whole. 
vision is in reference to a quorum of the members. | TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill by title. 
Mr. SULZER. Why should not this provision read three-| The Clerk read as follows: 
fourths of a quorum? A bill (H. R. 4344) for the relief of Vincenzo Gerardi, of Wa 
Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I assume that the by-laws The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsi: 
they adopt will determine what a quorum shall be. I think we | mous consent that the Committee of the Whole H: 
may fairly assume they will insist that a quorum shall be a ma- | of the Union be discharged from the consideration 
jority of the members of the association. That is left entirely to | that the same be considered in the House as in 
the by-laws to be adopted hereafter by the incorporation. Whole. Is there objection? [After a pause.| T! 
The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. none. The Clerk will read the bill. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- The Clerk read as follows: 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, Whereas the petitioner is about 60 years of age; he pur 
and passed. thecity of Washington, D. C., before he was a naturalized 


EXTENDING DUTIES OF HARBOR MASTER. a resident of ee ee A ad ~ aol argh Pe 
; a > : as naturalized and reputable citizen o e District of Colun 
Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 8686. Congressional relief: Therefore, 
The Clerk read as follows: : 4 re etc., ph. real mete ying in @ Di 
” . - 7 . . 1eretofore purchased and conveyed to neenzo Gera 
A bill (H. R. 8686) to amend section 895 of the Code of Law for the District of prior to ihe cannes of this act. we Selireed endl euesipte if? 


si Colum bia. ees of an act entitled “‘An act to restrict the ownership of rea 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 895 of the Code of Law for the District of | ritories to American citizens,” approved March 3, 1887, a 
Columbia is hereby amended by adding the following to the first paragraph | curred by force of said act are in respect of such real esta 
thereof ° 

“Src. 895. Every vessel coming to anchor in any other portion of the navi- The following amendment was recommended b) 

able waters in the District of Coenen, _—_ amo be so moored under the Strike out the preamble 
direction of the harbor master, or the pilot of the police boat acting in the ts anal ue . , 
harbor master’s absence, as not to obstruct the channel, and be secured with | Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, T desire to ask for 
an anchor at bow and stern as to keep the long axis of the vessel parallel with | of this bill. I remember a few years ago that th 
of he «el ; ‘ave i "« rj i s struc » free . : 5 

that f the hannel and y nt it fr mm swinging 80 as to obstruct the free ber of gentlemen at that time Members of thi 
passage of the channel by other vessels . 4 Ps ‘6 Eh 7 -  ¢ 

Sec. 2. That the provision in the third paragraph of said section requiring Populists,’’ who were very insistent on the pas: 
“any captain or owner of or anyone = oasee of any Sarge, me scow, or | that is referred to in this one—namely, to prevent 
any vessel that may sink in said canals, shall raise and remove the same in mnt a reer tere faa ; Tnitod 
five days,” is hereby made applicable to the captain or owner of any sunken owning real estate w ithin the limits of the [ att a 
vessel or other structure in any dock or at the end of any wharf in the Dis- | many of our Democratic brethren were very 11s): 
trict of Columbia law should pass. It was almost a party question 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I would say that this billsimply | want to know from some of these gentlemen w! 
extends the duties of the harbor master. Under the provisions of | cised at that time over this matter. I see befor 
the present law if a boat or scow sinks at the dock the owners | friend from Georgia, who, I think, took quite an 
must raise and clear the river within five days. This extends the | legislation, and I want to know why he is willir 
law to Georgetown and to the Eastern Branch. foreigner to have an interesé in real estate in the | 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and Mr. GRIGGS. Which gentleman from Georg: 
being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. | tleman refer to? There are two of them before t 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that Mr. HEPBURN. I think I may take either « 
the bill H. R. 7024 may be considered in the House as in the | take the one who represents his party as chairma 
Committee of the Whole. d | gressional committee, 


iTON, 


asks unani- 
© House op 


ualr 








1904. 


— 


Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I would like for the gentleman to 
sald to me long enough to say that if I ever took such a position 
ido not reme p it. 
Mr. BARTLETT. 
Mr. long in Congress as the gentleman from Iowa, but I 


ot been as ; eae Aah 
hi a no recollection of taking any such position as he intimates. 
I will state that it has been a law on the statute books of Georgia | 


ince long before I was born, and I expect before the gentleman 
from Iowa, young as he is, was born, providing that corporations 
‘oners shall not own over 5,000 acres of land in Georgia. 


and foreigne J . ae , ; . 
hae no recollection of taking any position on this question in 


YongTess, 
what this bill is. : 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I dissent somewhat 
from the suggestion of the gentleman from Iowa that this is a 
Populistic question, a8 he well understands this alien land law 
formerly applied to all the Territories and as to them has been 
repealed, 80 that a foreigner may own land in the Territories. I 
want to say that if this was a proposition to allow foreigners to 
acquire land in the District of Columbia without limit I should 
oppose it, for I do not believe it would be ‘og ea legislation or 
tend toward making this capital city the truly American city in- 
tended by its founders. For one I should seriously object to for- 
eigners, owing no duty to our Government, intruding themselves 
into our national life in this way. 

Mr. SULZER. So would I, Mr. Speaker. 
gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker. I would like to say a word my- 
self. and then I will yield to the gentleman from New York. iam 
not expressing or desirous of expressing any views as to the wis- 
dom or unwisdom of this particular legislation. I want to know 
why it is that these gentlemen and my friend from New York, 
since he has jumped in, why it is you have changed front so upon 
this question? 

Mr. SULZER. Ihave not changed front. I am now, always 
have been, and always expect to be opposed to aliens and alien 
corporations buying up and owning large tracts of land in this 
country to the exclusion of out own bona fide settlers and citi- 
zens. This bill is quite a different proposition. This man is now 
anaturalized citizen. This bill simply gives him a good title to 
hisown property. It is all right in my opinion. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
is not the first bill of this kind. There have been a dozen or 
more since the legislation that is referred to in this bill was en- 
acted of this same character; they make an exception in favor 
of every foreigner that wants it made in his behalf. They want 
the general legislation, but they do not want to enforce it. Why 
is that? Will you pass this legislation now? Is it wise or isn’t 
it? Here is a question whether this foreigner shall be permitted 
to have land in the District of Columbia, this sacred soil; and I 
submit to the gentleman from Michigan that now is an oppor- 
tunity for him to be heard. Will the gentleman from New York 
vote to pass this legislation? 

Mr. SULZER. 
he is entirely mistaken regarding this matter. This man is a cit- 
wen, and this bill only gives him a title to his own property with- 
out a cloud, so that he can convey a good title if he wants to sell 
itor will itaway. The man is not a foreigner now. That is all 
there is to this matter, 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
not when the title was acquired. 

Mr. SULZER. That is so; and this bill simply corrects his 


I agree with the 


title, 
Mr. HEPBURN, And I want these gentlemen now to fish or 
cut bait. [Langhter.] I want them to acknowledge that they 


were simply playing——. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Horse. 
Mr. HEPB 
this le 
it and 


! [Laughter. ] 
‘EPBURN, No, spectacular politics, when they offered 
sislation a little while ago, that there was not anything in 


Mr. Speaker, speaking for myself, I have | 


and I am free to confess that I do not know exactly | 
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I want to call attention to the fact that this | 


Let me say to the gentleman from Iowa that | 


He claims he is a citizen now, but he was | 


that there is not anything in it now, and they know there | 


18 not, becanse they make exceptions under some pretext or other | 


whenever there is a possibility of enforcing the law which they 
insisted a little while ago was so important. ; 
Mr. SULZER. The trouble is that the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. Hersurn] has not read the report. This man is now a nat- 
uralized citizen. 
Mr. Rt /BINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the 
gentleman from lowa a question. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the 
gentleman from Indiana? 
rx Srnen RN. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana. 
abi e _ x IN of Indiana, And that to ask if itis nota fact 
purchase ae he under national jurisdict on now foreigners may 
<altiee od old Teal estate, and that Washington is the only 
or op othe rule; and in addition to that, in his invitation 
Pposition to that law, to explain why they should not have 


1475 


the same right in the District of Columbia as in all other cities 
under national jurisdiction. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iam not explaining. I did not vote for the 
legislation. I knew it was humbug and bug dust, when the gen- 
tlemen were insisting upon it, and I knew that they did not mean 
anything, and now I want to know why it is they are changing 
front. *¢ 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But the gentleman does not ex- 
plain why we should not have the same rule here as obtains in 
other cities under national jurisdiction. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is not my place to explain. The gentle- 
man is voting for all the possible exceptions to it, and is trying to 
do away with the effect of the law in each particular case when 
anybody asks it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. No; but we have not done that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But you have done it right along. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. We are only asking for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia the same rights that they have in other cities. 

Mr. HEPBURN. This committee has been compelled to bring 
in this kind of a bill to secure a special privilege for some one or 
other over and over again. 

Mr. POU. I will explain, if the gentleman will permit me. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But I do not want any explanation, unless 
the gentleman is going to tell us why he has changed front. 
| Laughter. | 

Mr. POU. The reason is this: The simple fact is that at the 
time to which the gentleman refers a large number of Populists 
were sent here by Republican votes to this body from my own 
State. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, no. 
shake thy gory locks at me.’’ [Laughter. ] 

Mr. POU. But your party did it from the South, and they 
were the gentlemen to whom the gentleman refers. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, no; it was the Kansas variety of Popu- 
lists, the Nebraska variety, the W. J. Bryan tribe of Populists 
that did this. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman vield? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield for a question. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman proceeds 
I would like to ask the gentleman from lowa how much time he 
has left? [Laughter. | 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, my honr is not expired. 
my friend from Wisconsin in a moment. 
tleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman charges this original law up 
to the Bryan Democracy. I want to say to the gentleman that 
the act which stands in the way of naturalized citizens owning 
real estate was approved March 3, 1887, and I want to ask the 
gentleman if we did not have the Cleveland brand of Democracy 
at that time and not the Bryan brand? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ithink youmayhavehadthat. Itisa pretty 
good brand, the best you have ever had, and the only brand that 
has ever been approved by the American people in forty years. 
{Laughter.| You had better go back toitif you want another 
indorsement. [Laughter.] Now I will yield to the gentieman 
from Wisconsin | Mr. BABcocK]. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, before that is done, 
I desire to make an inquiry of the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr ROBINSON of Indiana. At the last session of Congress a 
bill was introduced giving the right generally to foreigners to 
hold real estate in the District of Columbia, as the right is gen- 
erally enjoyed throughout the other Territories, subject to na- 
tional jurisdiction. That bill, I believe, is pending before the 
gentleman's committee at this session, and I want to ask how it 
is getting along? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will say that the bill has not been consid- 
ered at this session of Congress. I believe the committee is in 
favor of the bill and will report it tothe House before the close 


‘*Thou canst not say I did it; never 


I will yield to 
I now yield to the gen- 





| of the session. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Can the gentleman give us any 
reason why Washington or the District of Columbia was excluded 
from the general law enabling foreigners in cities to hold title to 
real estate under national jurisdiction? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Ido not know that I can answer that ques- 
tion. This law as originally passed included the Territories. 
The principal object at that time was to prevent the getting to- 
gether of large ranches in the Territories into a few hands. The 
Committee on the Territories or some other committee r “ad 


port 


a bill which was enacted into law, relieving the Territories from 
this restriction, so that the District of Columbia is now the only 
part of the national territory where the law applies. 

The gentleman knows of no rea- 


Mr. KOBINSON of Indiana. 
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son why the District of Columbia should not be governed by the | service on any part owner, after thirty days from the date , 
same law as those Territories? | copy or copies of such order of condemnation was so affixed 
Mr. BABCOCK No. sir : sec. 6. That if the owner or owners of any building or 
Mr. BAB Kn. No, sir. condemned under the provisions of this act shall make sy 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: and pairs as will remedy in a manner satisfactory to said board t} 
is accordingly read the third time. | which led to the condemnation of such building or part of build, 


1t wi . > 
TT} iDET ay : : : — shall cancel its order of condemnation and the building may, 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment striking | pied; and if such owner or owners can not make such chon. 
out the preamble. within the period within which they may lawfully permit such 
The amendment was agreed to. part of building to be occupied under section 5 of this act, but p 
The bill as amenied — } es such changes or repairs with reasonable diligence during 1 
1 lll as amended was then passed. board may, by special order, extend from time to time t} 
NDEMNATION OF TXCAW — oe which the occupants of said building or part of building may r 
CONI ss [NATION OF INSANITARY Bt TLDINGS. | and within ahi the owner orowners P ener may perm t th 
Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that Sec. 7. That the owner or owners of any building or buil 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union be dis- | "er the provisions of this act, which can not be so c 
bared from, the farther eanekieveiia f House bill No. 9293 to remedy the condition which led to the condemnatio1 sr 
charged from the furthe r consideration of hiouse bi No. 9293, | ish and remove such building or part of building within a ti; 
and that the same be considered at this time in the House. by -_ pease = 0 Oeee Come sneenee. ppd ifany ow: 
The tle nt thea bil teat tian re lie shall fail or refuse to demolish and remove said building or ; 
| a titie or aoe bill was read, as follows: 3 F within the time so specified he shall be deemed guilty of a n 
A bill (H. R. 9293) to create a board for the condemnation of insanitary | liable to the penalties provided by section 18 of this act, and s 
buildings in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. pe rt of building _—_ be ae and ae under the d 
r (PRAT - oe ell ee oe : ,,,. | board for the condemnation of insanitary buildings in the Dis 
; The SI EAKER,. Is there objection to the request of the gen- | bia, and the cost of such demolition ned removal less the amo 
tleman from Wisconsin that the Committee of the Whole be dis- | ceived from thesaleof the old material, but including the cost of 
charged from the consideration of this bill and that it be consid- | such Commane ko adjoining premines aa inay Deve resulted from 
rom : , t i : | tion s » Onn - > he sd for 
ered now in the House as in Committee of the Whole? _ by Se ee eiancea of tan Disien Oates oo = : 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is it proposed to consider this | ises on which such building or part of building was situated 


vill in the Honse as in the Committee of the Whole, so it may be | collected in the same manner as general taxes are collected, and w 
open to amendment? - | lected shail be deposited in the Treasury to the credit of the Unit 
i ee . : and the District of Columbia in equal parts. 

Mr. BABCOCK. It will be subject to amendment, of course. Sec. 8. That whenever the title to any building or part of a 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then I have no objection. |S a which uaF ene pe isin liti praem sald boar 
rt . x FIND 7 2 ee : = . demnation of insanitary buildings shall notify all parties to t} 

The SPEAKER aed In the absence of objec tion, the request of the | report the circumstances to the corporation doanael of the Dist 

geutleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BaBcock] will be agreed to, bia, who shall bring such circumstances tothe attention of t) 
There was no objection. = oe is penne for the es rey suc] ler or 
™) ; con mend ae oe — will enable said board to continue such proceedings lookin» toward 
The bill was read, as follows: nation, and such court is hereby authorined to make such decrees a 
Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and is hereby, created in and for the Dis- | in such pending suit as may be necessary for that purpose 

trict of Columbia a board to be known as the board for the condemnation of Sec. 9, That whenever the title toany buildingor partof buil 

insanitary buildings in the District of Columbia, to consist of the assistant | in a person non compen mentis, or a minor child or minor 

to the Engineer Commissioner in charge of buildings, the health officer, and | legal guardian, said board for the condemnation of insanitary b 

the inspector of buildings of said District; and to have jurisdiction and au- | report that fact to the corporation counsel of the District of ( 
thority to examine into the sanitary condition of all buildings in said District, | shall take due legal steps to secure the appointment of a guar 

to condemn those buildings which are in such insanitary condition as to en- | ans for such person non compos mentis, or minor child or c] 

danger the health or lives of the occupants thereof or of persons living inthe | for the purpose of the condeunnation proceedings authoriz 
vicinity, and to cause all buildings to be put into sanitary condition or to | Andany justiceof the supreme courtof the District of Colum 

be vacated, demolished, and removed, as may be required by the provisions | equity court is hereby authorized toappoint a guardian or gua 

of thisact. Said board may authorize and direct the performance of any of | purpose. 

the ministerial dutiesof said board by officers, agents, employees, contractors, Sec. 10. That any notice required by this act to be served 

and employees of contractors duly detailed or employed by the Commissioners | to have been served if delivered to the person to be notified, 

of said District for that purpose. Said board, the members thereof, and all | usual residence or place of business of the person to be notifi 

persons acting under its authority and by its direction, may, between the | son of suitable age and discretion then resident therein: 
hours of 8 o'clock a. m. and 5 o’clock p. m., enter into and upon any and all | dence or place of business can be found in the District of Colum! 
lands and buildings in said District for the purpose of inspecting the same, | able search if left with any person of suitable age and discret 

and for the purpose of causing any such buildings to be vacated, demolished, | therein at the office of any agent of the person to be notified, w 

and removed, as may be required by the provisions of thisact. Said board | any authority or duty with reference to the land or tenement 
shall report its operations to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia | notice relates; or if no such office can be found in said District 
from time to time as said Commissioners direct. Said Commissioners shall | search if forwarded by registered mail to the last known add 
furnish said board such assistance as may be required for the proper con- | son to be notified and not returned by the post-office auth 
duct of its work, by details from various departments and offices of the gov- | dress be known or can by reasonable diligence be ascertaine: 

ernment of said District. forwarded as authorized by the preceding clause of this s 
Sec. 2. That a majority of the board for the condemnation of insanitary | by the post-office authorities, if published on three consecuti' 

buildings shall constitute a quorum, and a majority vote of the members | newspaper published in the District of Columbia; or if by 
present shall be necessary to condemn any building under thisact. When- | standing unrecorded transfer of title the name of the owner 
ever for any reason the health officer is unable to act asa member of said | be ascertained beyond a reasonable doubt if served on the ow 
board the deputy health officer shall act as a member thereof in place of said | the manner hereinbefore in this section provided. Any not 
health officer, and whenever for any reason the inspector of buildings is | tion shall, for the purposes of this act, be deemed to have bee! 
unable to act as a member of said board the principal assistant inspector of | corporation if served on the president, secretary, treasurer 
buildings shall act asa member thereof in place of said inspector of build- | ger, or any principal officer of such corporation in the manr 
ings; but no person shall act as a member of said board who has any property | provided for the service of notices on natural persons ho 
interests, direct or indirect, in his own right or through relatives or kin, in | their own right; and notice toa foreign corporation shall 

the building the sanitary condition of which is under consideration. ‘The | of this act, be deemed to have been served if served on any 
deputy health officer and the principal assistant inspector of buildings. when | poration personally, or if left with any person of suitable ag 
acting as members of the board for the condemnation of insanitary buildings | residing at the usual residence or employed at the usual 
in the District of Columbia, shall have all authority and duties which are | such agent in the District of Columbia. 
vested by this act in the health officer and the inspsctor of buildings, re- Src. 11. That no person shall interfere with any mem 
spectively, when acting in the same manner. the condemnation of insanitary buildings or with any pe 

Sec. 3. That said board for the condemnation of insanitary buildings be, | authority and by direction of said board in the dischar 
and is hereby, authorized to investigate, through personal inquiry and in- | nor hinder, prevent, or refuse to permit any lawful 

spection by the members thereof, and through inquiry and inspection by | formance of any work authorized by this act to be done b; 
officers, agents, and employees appointed or detailed for that purpose, into | and direction of said board. } 
the sanitary condition of‘ary building or part of a building in said District, Szc. 12. That no person shall, without the consent of said 
except such as are under the exclusive jurisdiction of the United States. If | demnation of insanitary buildings, deface, obliterate, re 
any building or part of a building be found, as the result of such investiga- | copy of any order of condemnation which has been : 
tion, to be in such insanitary condition as to endanger the health or the lives | part of building by order of said board; and the owner a! 

» occupants thereof or of persons living in the vicinity, said board shall | ing custody of any building or part of building to which 
notice to be served on each owner and part owner of such building | any such order has been affixed shall, if said copy of sai: 
requiring him to show cause within not less than twenty days. exclusive of | his knowledge defaced, obliterated, or removed, forthwi 

Sundays and legal holidays. from the date of the service of said notice way | in writing to said board, unless he has good reason to believ« 
such building or part of building should not be condemned. And if within | of such an order has been removed by authority of said 
the time specified in said notice no cause be shown sufficient in the opinion of | copy of such order has been concealed shall forthwith ex 
a majority of said board to prevent the condemnation of such building or | view. ; 
part of building said board shall issue an order condemning such building Sec. 13. That any person violating or aiding or abetting 
or part of building, and shall cause a copy of such order to be served on each | of the provisions of this act shall, upon conviction thereof in 
owner or part owner thereof, and a copy or copies to be affixed to the build- | of the District of Columbia, upon information filed in the 1 
ing or part of building condemned. trict, be punished by a fine of not more than $100 or by im] 

Sec. 4. That from and after thirty days, exclusive of Sundays and legal | more than ninety days; and each day on which such unlaw! 
holidays, after a copy or copies of any order of condemnation has been affixed during which such unlawful negligence continues shall cous 
to any condemned building or part of building no person shall occupy such and distinct offense. 

building or part of building. Szc. 14. That the owner or owners of any building or pat 

Sec. 5. That no person having authority to prevent shall permit any build- | demned under the provisions of this act may, within the ti 
ing or part of building condemned to be occupied except.as specially author- | order of condemnation, institute proceedings in the supr 
ized by the board for the condemnation of insanitary buildings in the Dis- | District of Columbia, sitting as a district court, for the modi! 
trict of Columbia, under authority of section 6 of this act, after thirty days, | tion of the order of condemnation aforesaid, and the court 
exclusive of Sundays and legal holidays, from and after the date of the serv- | dence to any such case and shall hear the testimony adduc 
ice of a copy of the order of condemnation on the owner of such building; or, | unless the court shall find that there is sufficient proof mac« 
if there be several] part owners of such building, from the latest date of service of the destruction of such building or part of building, the or 
on any part owner; or, if a copy or copies of such order of condemnation has | for the condemnation of insanitary buildings shall be modi! 
been affixed to the condemned building or part of building at a date subse- | as said court shall direct; otherwise the court shall issue so 
quevt to the date of service of the notice on any owner or the latest date of | crees as may be necessary to carry the order of said board, « 





+ 
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—* 
ardoras modified by the court, into effect; and the court may appoint a 
boar stom of award, consisting of three persons, each of whom shall have 
CO vacations of jurors in the District of Columbia, who, after taking the 
the quay ired of jurors in the trial of civil causes, shall proceed to hear and 
Oat evidence respecting the amount of damages to be awarded to the 


ners of such condemned building or part of building aforesaid, 
‘ittee may issue subpoenas requiring the attendance of wit- 

m and may administer oaths to such witnesses. 
be compelled to appear and testify before said committee 
manner as Witnesses may be compelled to appear and testify in 
urt of the District of Columbia; and, if need he, said commit- 
» entitled, upon application, to the aid of said court to compel such 
rondance and giving of testimony. Unless the court shall order otherwise, 
» hearing of evidence before said committee need not be in the presence of 
rt. but they may meet in any room assigned to them by the United 
s‘chal for the District of Columbia, who shall, in person or by dep- 
h hearings. In such poses evidence shall be received 

ynmittee of award appointed as aforesaid, to prove— 

' the rental of the building was enhanced by reason of the same 
as to be dangerous 


r or OW 
id CO 


aia 











tee fll 











for illegal purposes, or being so overcrowde 

o the health of the inmates; or : fait : \ 
t the building isin a state of defective sanitation, or is not in 
d repair; or 





Third, That the building is unfit and not reasonably capable of being made | 
ft for human habitation; and if the committee, or a majority of the mem- | 
pers thereof, is satisfied by such evidence that compensation should be 
awarded, then thecompensation— — 
~ (a) Shall in the first case, so far as it is based on rental, be on the rental of 
the building (as distinet from the ground rent), which would have been ob- 
tainable if the building was occupied for legal purposes, and only by the num- 
ber of persons Whom the building was, under all the circumstances of the 
case. fitted to accommodate without such overcrowding as is dangerous or ir- 
urious to the health of the inmates; and 


b) Shall in the second case be the amount estimated as the value of the 
building if it had been put into a sanitary condition, or into reasonably good 
repair, after de Suoting the estimated expense of putting it into such condi- 
tion or repair; anc 
¢) Shall in the third case be the value of the materials of the building. 

That after hearing and considering the testimony offered by the owner 
and offere 
award shall report to the court in writing the compensation allowed by them 
to the owner according to the 
shown tothe court within ten days from the filing of said report why the 

should not be confirmed, the court shall confirm the same and judgment 
ntered thereon accordingly; but from the damages awarded in any case 
he cost of removing the building, including the cost of making good such 

nag adjoining premises as may have resulted from such removal, and 
cost of publication, if any, authorized by section 10 of this act, shall be 
leducted unless the owner shall, at his own expense, remove the same within 
such time & 
the said committee as hereinbefore provided. 

That each member of the committee of award appointed by the court as 
aforesaid shall receive for each day’s attendance the sum of $5, and any va- 
cacy ona d by death, sickness, or disqualification may be filled by appoint- 
ment by the court, 

Sec. 15. That except as herein otherwise authorized all expenses incident 
to the enforcement of this act shall be paid from appropriations made from 
time to time for that purpose. 

_ Sec. 16. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 








re ti 














The amendments reported by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia were read, as follows: 


Page 4, line 1, strike out the word “and” and insert in lieu thereof “or.” 
Page 4, line 13, insert after the word “after” the following: ‘ten and not 
exceeding,” and insert after the word “days” the following: “in the discre- 
tion of the Commissioners.”’ 

Page 6, line 15, strike out the word “‘such” and insert in lieu thereof “‘care- 
Jessness or Willful recklessness in the,” and add after the word “demolition” 
the words “of such building.” 

Page 8, line 14, strike out the word “three” and insert in lieu thereof 
“ten 

Page ] 
distinct f 


2, lines 9and 10, place parentheses before and after the words “as 
rom the ground rent.” 

Vage 13, line 8, insert before the word “such” the words “carelessness or 
willful recklessness in.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I wish to suggest to the 
chairman of the committee, and I will make a motion 
rhe SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. MorreELL], who made this report. I suggest, however, that 
ane arst a we adopt the committee amendments and then 
ake up the bill, . 

Mr. MORRELL, 
read by the ( “le rk, 
ma aren INS. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
£0 nw to give me five or ten minutes in order that I may refer 
» some provisions of the bill which, with great respect to the 
commnittes, seem to me very questionable. 
denen a RI “LL. I am perfectly willing to yield, but I suggest 

re fmendments be first acted on. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the question will be taken 
on the committee amendments. 

mae Lee taken, the amendments were agreed to. 

Mr MORT = - + eee I wish tomove an amendment. 
Mr. WILT TAMA baer to the gentleman for that purpose. 
words ‘op eae _ Mississippi. I wish to suggest that the 
tary” where it lh re in the bill after the word ‘insani- 
serted after the euny a a so that the words “‘ or safe’’ be in- 

Sanitary ’’ wherever it occurs. 


oat MORRELL, «I am perfectly willing to accept that amend- 


The SPEAKER, 





I move the adoption of the amendments as 


The amendment will be reported. 


rovisions of this section. Unless cause be | 


on behalf of the District of Columbia, the said committee of | 


may be fixed by the court in the order confirming the report of | 





| will be the practical result of-section 14? 


| 


The Clerk read the amendment as stated by Mr. WiLtiams of 
Mississippi. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRELL. I nowyieldtothe gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Perxrns] for ten minutes. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I never looked at this bill until 
the last five minutes, and I am somewhat unfamiliar with its pro- 
visions; but I wish to suggest to the members of the committee 
and of the House whether one section of the bill does not present 
a new phase of legislation and one of very questionable character? 

It is all right to destroy insanitary buildings; that is done in 
every city, either by the owners of the buildings or by the proper 
authorities, whenever buildings become unsafe. But this bill, it 
seems to me, is unfairly in the interest of the owners of property 
that may have become worthless, because by the fourteenth sec- 
tion it is provided—what? That where a man owns a building 
that has become unsafe or insanitary—a building that in the or- 
dinary progress of affairs in any city, so far as I know, he would 


| himself be obliged by the authorities to pull down—that building 


can be destroyed under the direction of the authorities (which is 
all right), but then it is provided that this man shall be paid by 
the other people of the city—in other words, the cost of this build- 
ing, which I submit can have no value, is to be paid by the other 
property owners. 

It is provided in section 14 that there shall be a commission of 
award, and the rule of damages by which they are to be governed 
is fixed by the provisionsof this bill. Take the third, for instance; 
if the commission finds that a building is unfit and not reason- 
ably capable of being made fit for human habitation, is sucha 
building of any value? Is it right that a man who owns a build- 
ing unfit for human habitation, which he could sell to no one, 
should be allowed to have the public pay him for a value which 
dces not exist? Yet the bill provides in section 14 that he shall 
be paid the value of the materials in the building. 

Section 2 provides that where the building is in a state of de- 
fective sanitation he shall be paid the value of the building as it 
stands, deducting the expense necessary to put it in good repair. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what is the result of this legislation? What 
Every man in the city 
of Washington who has property that has become ansafe and un- 
fit for use, instead of pulling it down at his own cost, as is done 
in every other city in the land, will have his building declared 
unsafe, unfit for human habitation, which it is, and then a com- 
mission must be appointed, who are bound by the provisions of 
this bill to impose upon all the owners of real estate in Washington 
and the Government, which pays one-half of the expense, the 
cost of that property, of which the market value was not one 
cent, 

I do not quite understand this bill, and coming from this com- 
mittee as it does I criticise it with diffidence; but still I know 
somewhat about condemnation proceedings in cities and the 

value of property in cities. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I should like 
to ask the gentleman from New York if he has read the first 
page of the bill, which provides the method of assessing damages 
in a case where a building is insanitary or is unfit and not reas- 
onably capable of being made fit for human habitation. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have read it, and that is what I criticise. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. What do you understand is 
the provision for the assessment of damages in the case of a build- 
ing that is being used for illegal purposes, according to the first 
provision, which is in line 3 of page 12? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will answer the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts in this way: Here is a building that is being used in part for 
illegal purposes: here is a building which by the act of the owner 
is so used as to be dangerous or injurious to the health of the in- 
mates. Why should the owner of a building who is overcrowd- 
ing it, so that it is dangerous to the public, have any repara- 
tion or be allowed practically to sell his building to the public 
and get for it all it is worth, except the additional crowding he 
has put on? Practically, Mr. Speaker, this bill might be entitled 
‘**A bill to allow the owners of unfit, dangerous, insanitary build- 
ings in the city of Washington to sell them to the public.”” That 
is what it comes to. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. 
question, really, by asking another. 

Mr. PERKINS. Possibly. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman whether he understands that a city or a State, exercising 
the right of eminent domain, has the right to take the property 
of the individual, unless the building or the property which he 
owns and is maintaining amounts to a public nuisance? 

Mr. PERKINS. I understand that under the exercise of the 
police power, where a building can properly be condemned by the 


lors 


The gentleman answers my 
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officers—I not only understand, Li: the gentleman knows as well 
as I do 


of the power of a board of health. 
tion that? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. 
of the voard of health. 

Mr. PERKINS. In the exercise of the powers of a board of 
health, as part of the police power. 

Mr. POWERS of Mas:achusetts. 


The gentleman does not ques- 


By the exercise of the powers 


That is, the city exercising 


the power, through the board of health, may require either a | 


change in the condition of the building—— 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Or failing to make a change 
in the condition of the building, may remove it. 

Mr. PERKINS. Exactly; justasthey canif a building is dan- 


gerous from the standpoint of protection against fire, as is done | 


every day. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Now, does the gentleman 
understand that one of the purposes of this bill is to bring about 
the abolition of what are known as the alleys in the city of Wash- 
ington? 

Mr. PERKINS. 
vision in reference to compensation of owners of buildings that 
are legally condemned as being insanitary and unfit for use. 
Otherwise I sympathize with the bill. 
lieve that people who have no right to compensation under the law 
are given compensation by this bill. That is what I object to. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Does the gentleman mean to 
say that they are not entitled to compensation for the real estate 
that is condemned? 

Mr. PERKINS. You do not condemn the fee of the land. 
tear down the insanitary buildings. The fee remains in the 
owner, as it was before. He is keeping up a building that is prac- 
tically a nuisance, because it isinsanitary and unsafe. It is taken 
down, and then you turn around and pay him the value of the 
building, materials, and rental, less the overcrowding. 

If you would leave the question of damages to be disposed of by 


You 


the law and strike out the fourteenth section, I certainly should | 


have no objection to the bill; but I can tell the gentleman what 
will happen if this bill becomes a law. If I had a building in 
Washington that was insanitary, if I wanted to get rid of that, 
as a man often does, for there is not a person familiar with cities 
who does not know that there are many owners of real estate 
whose buildings are worthless, I would have it condemned under 
this bill. 

A man has got a building that is of no value, and he pulls it 
down that he may put up a better building. But in the city of 
Washington, by this law, he can have the property condemned, 
and instead of losing the value of the building the citizens of 
Washington will be obliged to pay at least the cost of the build- 
ing material, which is about all the value of any building; and I 
do not see why that provision should be made. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. 
attention to Paragraph A, on page 12, with reference to the cost of 
the building. Under the first provision— 

That the rental of the building was enhanced by reason of the same being 


itation; and if the committee, or a majority of the members thereof, is satis- 


fied by such evidence that compensation shall be awarded, then that the com- | Jaw inthe State of New York isconstitutional. T! 


pensation, etc. 


Now, the method by which the damages are to be assessed is as 
follows: 


Shall in the first place, so far as it is based on rental, be on the rental of 


the building (as distinct from the ground rent) which would have been ob- 
tained if the building had been occupied for legal purposes, and only by the 
number of persons whom the building was, under ali thocironmetances of the 
case, fitted to accommodate without such overcrowding as is dangerous or 
injurious to the health of the inmates. 


Now, that provides that the party whose property is taken shall | 
receive such a price as he would have been entitled to receive if | 
In | 
Now, the | 
same is true with reference to section3. Then there was another | 


the building had been legally occupied and not overcrowded. 
other words, if it had been in a sanitary condition. 


srovision here by which the party can not recover except the 


uilding be in such condition that it can be properly and legally | 


used, 

Now, I will ask the gentleman if that is not his construction of 
the language. In other words, is not there a provision to pay 
nobody for the property, except where it is legally and properly 
used? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will answer the gentleman by saying that I 
think that the provision is all wrong. 
tleman and the committee what it seems to me is a fair rule to 
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that buildings that are insanitary, that breed disease in | 
any great city can, if necessary, be destroyed under the exercise | 


| crowded it. 


| to destroy the buiiding simply because it is overcro\ 


| offer a reward to him not to make it a good building. 
I object to nothing in this bill except the pro- | 
| will he make it sanitary. 
It is a good bill, but I be- | 


| God’s heaven would give him except the authorities ; 











Let me state to the gen- | 


FEBRUARY ] 
’ 


the city of Washington; he illegally overcrowds it. 
get rid of it and get a new building. Yon tell him ¢) 
cease his illegal overcrowding. That isall right. 1 
do so. Then you destroy it. 

Mr. MORRELL. Not necessarily, simply becaus 


} 
he wants to 
it he must 


© refuges to 


he has over. 


Mr. PERKINS. You may destroy it. 

Mr. MORRELL. There is nothing in the bill that /,,,, eS A Man 
Mr. PERKINS. Well, it provides that you may ( : 
Mr. MORRELL. You are mistaken. ; 
Mr. PERKINS. Then he is not entitled to any day; 

you do not do anything, he gets no damages. : . 
Mr. MORRELL. Unless the commission takes foy.i} 

sion and destroys the building the owner gets no dama 
Mr. PERKINS. If you do not take forcible poss: 

it is not a practical question. 

ing. What happens? If he takes down his building and rebyi)jas 

it and makes it a wholesome building, then he gets nothing. f, 

obeys the law; he makes the building sanitary; he stops oyey 

crowding. He getsnopay. That is what heshould do, But yor 

Here is a 

worthless building, and he will not stop overcrowding it, neither 

He knows that if he does not do that 

the authorities will destroy that building and give him the money 

to start a new building. Under the provisions of your law \) 
gets more for an utterly worthless building than an: 


stroy it, 


} 
ne pe She. 
7e, 
ssion, t} el 


But the man is tired of his byijd. 


DOCY under 
f Washing- 
ton under this bill. Now, it may be that that is wise, but w. 
would not have such a bill in Rochester. 

Mr. MORRELL. I would like to say to the gentleman that if 
he disputes the law he is subject and amenable to the law and tu 


| the penalties prescribed in this bill of practically $100 per day. H 


can not keep on indefinitely disputing the law. 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, no; but under this bill you yourselyes go 
on and destroy the building. 

Mr. MORRELL. Not necessarily. 

Mr. PERKINS. But you have the power. That is the idea 
Unless you do it, why, the bill docs not amount to anything. | 
you pass a bill giving you authority to destroy a man’s worthless 
building and do not destroy it, why, then the bill will be useless 

If you destroy an insanitary building, then you have got to pay 
him the value of it. Why? Why should aman be paid? Why 
should a man be paid the full value and cost of the building mat 
rial, put up ten years before perhaps, of a building that is rotten 
and falling tothe ground? Why should he? I do not see th 
wisdom of it. It seems to me the committee has acted hastily i 
framing this rule of damages. It is not the legal rule, it is not: 
practical rule, and it does not seem to me, Mr. Speaker, the nght 


| rule, with all due = to the committee. 
f 


Mr. MORRELL. r. Speaker, I would like to call the gentle 


| man’s attention to one fact, that the provisions of this bill int 


] 


| particular have been very carefully drawn and are almost 
I want to call the gentleman’s 


exact copy of the law in New York. a law which has 
test of the common pleas courts of New York, ani has | 
carried up from those courts to the court of appeals and sto 


| the test there, and has been brought also, I believe, tv the Un 
used for legal purposes or being so overcrowded as to be dangerous orinjuri- | 
ous to the health of the inmates; or, second, that the building is in a state of | 
defective sanitation, or is not in reasonably good repair; or, third, that the | 
building is unfit or not reasonably capable of being made fit for human hab- | 


States Supreme Court and stood the test there. 

Mr. PERKINS. Your law is constitutional. Tl: 
does not understand the objection. I think this law 
exercise of the police power; the law is constitutiona! 


your law is not the general provision, not the exercis: 
power, but paying a man for damages when he is it ' 


| them, 


Mr.MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, the provisions of t! 
provide that damages shall be paid when actual pl 
sion is taken by the commissioners of a building whi 
ment of that commission can not be put in a sanitary) 

Mr. PERKINS. But why should he be paid if tl 
not be put in a sanitary condition? eo 3 

Mr. MORRELL. This bill provides the owner sha) si 
paid for the material. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is all a building costs, the! 

Mr. MORRELL. Oh, no; it may be all it cost, but 
ent value. The building has a rental value. 

Mr. PERKINS. Which does not have to be paid. 
pay for rental value and the value of the materia 
take an insanitary building, and if a man would | 
such property for the value of the material he ™ 
deal of a fool. ae 

Mr. MORRELL. But the gentleman may not be awat’ 
there are hundreds, perhaps thousands, of buili ay 
Washington which, if this commission is created, \ 
be declared insanitary—buildings which are to-day 0" 


1 of 
da 
ngipg » 


be adopted. What is the condition? A man owns a building in ' rentals. 
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an 
Mr. PERKINS. 


What a godsend it will be to owners of un- 
canitary buildings. They will all sell them. 
Mr. MORRELL, _That may and may not be the case. 

Mr. PERKINS. It will be the case. 

Mr MORRELL. Notatall. petty 

Mr. PERKINS. You take a building which is unsafe and in 
danger of falling; there is not a man in this House living in a city 
who does not know buildings are constantly destroyed by the fire 
marshal who declares them to be unsafe and liable to fall. He 
gives notice to the owner to make it safe. If he does not. make it 
safe within a certain time the city has the power to tear it down, 
put never is compensation made. The owner has the right to 
protect himself by making his building safe, and if he will not do 
that the building goes down, and the public does not have to — 

Mr. MORRELL. I think I might be safe in saying, Mr. 
Speaker, that there are a number of buildings which will come 
under the operation of this law the owners of which probably 
get for one year’s rental as much as they would get for the ma- 
terials which constitute the buildings if this law were put into 
effect and if these buildings were torn down. 

Mr. PERKINS. Does the gentleman think, does the gentle- 

man say here to the House of Representatives, that a man who 
owns an unsafe, unwholesome building, dangerous to the people 
of a city, dangerous to the community, has the right to keep that 
puilding there because he gets good rent and can complain be- 
cause it is taken away from him? Is that the contention of the 
rentlemen? 
. Mr. MORRELL. The gentleman does not say so or think so, 
but I would like to say to the gentleman that that is exactly the evil 
which this bill is trying to get at. We desire to give this com- 
mission the power to go to work and take these buildings; if the 
owner refuses to tear them down, this commission shall have the 
power provided under this bill to tear down these buildings. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will give you one prophecy: The owner of 
any one of these buildings, if he has proper counsel, will always 
refuse. You can bet your life on that. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. DoI understand the value of the materials 
is to be what they were when they were new, or the old materials? 

Mr. MORRELL. No; just the value of the old materials as 
they then exist. I will now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. PowErs]. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I want to say 
one word, because I think my friend from New York misconceives 
the provisions of this bill. If a person residing in Washington is 
so occupying or using his building as to amount to a nuisance, 
that nuisance may be abated by the board of health. If the 


building is an insanitary building it may or may not amount to | 
In other words, a building may be in such a condi- | 
tion, either by overcrowding or some other conditions which are | 


a nuisance. 


not healthful, so as to constitute a nuisance, or it may not consti- 
tute a nuisance, 

Now, the object of this bill is to permit the District of Columbia 
to condemn buildings, paying for the same according to the pro- 
visions of the bill. Whatare the provisions of this bill? The bill 
provides for the payment of damages. We pay for this property 
not wiat it is worth at its rental, if it was used for unlawful pur- 
pose, or when it is in an insanitary condition. It is a question 
for the jury to say what the property is worth if it be legally used, 
pg in such @ manner as not to constitute an insanitary con- 
qgition, 

It is said that this bill affords an opportunity for owners to sell 
their buildings to the District of Columbia. Not at all. The 
District of Colnmbia is not bound to take the buildings unless it 
desires them. If the owners of buildings so conduct them and 


use them as to amount to a nuisance, or render them unsafe to | 
= health, the board of health may condemn them. This | 
egislation goes further, and provides that when a building is | 


used illegally—for instance, for gambling—and when it is in an 


insanitary condition—if it is not in a sanitary condition, that we 
may proceed and condemn the property. 

e I do not understand that my friend from New York objects to 
pea Beneral purpose of the bill. The purpose of the bill is to reach 
wpuinge which the board of health can not reach and condemn 
= emove, It seems to me, under the circumstances, the amount 
a ee the owners are to receive is the amount which they 
ee entitled to under all the circumstances. I do not 
inverstand there is any provision in the bill which gives the 


eat a building more than what the property is worth if 
Pe S _ properly used. I assume that after the property has 
rial rp a it 1s simply the value of the property for mate- 
it is of ‘he property can not be used in a sanitary condition, then 
nbc except as to the material. If it can be used for 
valne of ve te bound to take into consideration what is the 

Mr. ‘he property for alteration or rebuilding. 

“ir. GAINES of West Virginia. 


@ qnestion? Will the gentleman allow me 
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Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. 
Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. 
in measure of value in a proceeding of this sort and in one of or- 

dinary condemnation, taking property for public use? 


Certainly. 
What would be the difference 


Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. There is not any difference. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Is it the purpose of this bill 
to give the owner of an insanitary or unsafe building the same 
compensation that the Government would pay if it wanted the 
property for public use? 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. No; I should say that the 
rule is not the same as it would be where we condemn property 
without the restrictions contained in the bill. If we should con- 
demn property that was insanitary, the rule would be the value 
of the property so condemned for any purpose for which it could 
be legally used. The bill provides that if it is insanitary the 
owner shall not receive the rent he receives when it was in the 
insanitary condition, but he shall be entitled to receive the value 
of the property—what it might be worth if put in proper condi- 
tion and used in such condition. So it differs from the ordinary 
case of condemnation of individual property for public use. In 
other words, there are certain limitations contained in the bill. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Its being in an insanitary 
and an unsafe condition goes against the value of the property. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the gentleman I 
would like to say that, in my judgment, the reason why these dif- 
ferent provisions are put in the bill in regard to condemnation is 
this, that in this bill'we only proceed for the condemnation of 
the building. The fee remains in the original owner. We only 
provide in the bill for taking of the building itself or for the put- 
ting in proper repair of the building, or putting it into sanitary 
condition. We do not contemplate in this bill the taking by 
the Government of the fee of the ground upon which the build- 
ing stands. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of 
the House to one or two matters in this bill which I think will 
throw some light on the subject, and that is the penalty clause. 
I do not believe if this bill should become a law that in one case 
out of a hundred the District would remove a building. Section 
13 says: 

That any person violating or aiding or abetting in violating any of the 
»rovisions of this act shall, upon conviction thereof in the police court of the 

istrict of Columbia, upon information filed in the name orf said District, be 

punished by a fine of not more than $100 or by imprisonment for not more 
than ninety days; and each day on which such unlawful act is done or dur- 
ing which such unlawful negligence continues shall constitute a separate and 
distinct offense. 

Now, the prime object of the bill is, in the first place, to abate 
this unsanitary condition, and if the owners do not do it they are 
liable to a fine of not more than $100. Now, I want to say that 
the buildings attempted to be reached here are o'd shanties, of no 
value at all except for illegal and unsanitary purposes, for which 
they are being used now. 

The bill provides further that in case the parties have refused 
to remove the buildings the District may do so. And what is 
the case then? That they shall have only such measure of dam- 
ages as could be assessed if the property were used for sanitary 
and proper purposes. Now, if this property were used for that 
purpose it practically would be worth nothing. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask for a vote on the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, before that question is taken, I 
offer an amendment, simply to test this. I move to strike out in 


| section 14, beginning at line 6 on page 11, the remainder of that 


section. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 11, section 14, after line 6, strike out the remaining portion of the 
section. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, that amendment, if it prevails, 
will practically destroy the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, that amendment leaves in force 
every provision of the bill; it leaves in force the power to destroy 
insanitary buildings. The entire police authority provided by 
this bill is left untouched, and if any owner of this property has 
any right to compensation, my friend from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Powers] knows perfectly well that we could not take that right 
away if we tried. He knows perfectly well that if we destroy 
any property and the owner has a legal right to compensation, he 
will get his compensation, and no law passed by this Congress will 
prevent it. 

What it does strike out is simply the measure of damages pre. 
scribed by this bill, which results in the owners of worthless 
property being put in a position where they can turn it over to 
the public and be paid by the public. I say to strike that ont, and 
if they have any legal rights they will get them. This bill can 


be enforced just as well without this provision as with it, and I 
think the gentleman from Massachusetts |Mr. Powers] knows 
that. 
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Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, if that is struck Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

out. then it compels the District, if it wishes to condemn these Mr. DALZELL. Is the District Committee serious j;, >, mpi 

buildings, to take the real estate. this bill? PR has | 
Mr. PERKINS. Oh, no. Mr. BABCOCK. The committee has reported it, and 1 +3.) 
Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Does not the gentleman from | is a serious matter. ieee 

New York understand that that is the very thing we do not want | Mr. DALZELL. Does the gentleman believe that wo . a 

to do—that we want to take the buildings and not the real estate? | law prevent a man from bringing his own property into the 


t 


Mr. PERKINS. My friend surely does not mean that at all, as | trict of Columbia—— une Dis 
good a lawyer as he is. He knows that where the public enters| Mr. BABCOCK. Iwillrefer the gentleman from Pe») iene 
real estate and pulls down the buildings it does not buy the land. | to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Powers]. w})o Tl : 
If the act of the public is illegal, then the corporation is liable | lieve, prepared to cite some legal authorities. ; Pts 
for the value of the property destroyed. Mr. DALZELL. If I understand the bill—perhaps I misyyq 

When, for instance, the public enters, as it constantly does, to | stood it—then under this provision if I happen to own a 
destroy a building on the claim of the fire marshal that it is un- | with a docked tail and bring it into the District of Col, Hee 
safe, and it is pulled down, and the owner claims the building | keep it here a certain length of time I become guilty of a yyicio. 
was safe and complied with the regulations, he sues the corpora- | meanor and liable to fine and imprisonment. : 
tion. Now, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Powers] | Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. That is a provision . 
does not claim for one moment that he sues for the value of the | bill. The case is exactly the same as if my friend from Pe 
land. He sues for trespass, for illegally destroying his building, | vania had shot a bird in Pennsylvania in an open s 
and if he recovers he gets the valueof his building. Ifthe public | brought it here during a closed season. If he did so. 
can show that the action of the officer in tearing the building down | find himself liable to a penalty. 
was in conformity with law, then the owner gets nothing,and| Mr. DALZELL. Oh, I do not see any analogy. 
that will be the case here. Surely my friend knows that. Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. This bill, which orivinat 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I am a little astonished at the | with the Washington Humane Society, is inevery respect, wit] 
argument of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Perkrys] when | exception of the provision to which the gentleman from P; 
he says that the owners of property have their recourse for dam- | yania has called attention, the same kind of legislati 
ages to the property taken and at the same time moves an amend- | been enacted in most of the States of the Union. 
ment to strike out this provision which protects the District and Now, the provision which provides a penalty in case ; 
protects the public and prescribes the rules and regulations under | horse is brought into this District hereafter i8 a nrovisioy a) 
which such proceedings shall be taken, and further says that no | lutely necessary for the proper enforcement of the bill. Of course 
estimate of damages shall be considered except it is based upon the | there is no question that Congress under its police power has the 
sanitary and proper condition of the property. right to pass a measure of this kind. Nearly all the States in the 

In other words, in the case of these little shanties which are | North have passed bills of this character. 
renting for from 25 to 50 per cent of their value every year, are | [understand that certain States bordering on the Distr 
overcrowded, where a great many people are living in the same | Columbia have not enacted any penalty for docking the | 
room, and they are in an insanitary and unhealthful condition, | horses. If the provision which has been referred to by t 
with no proper sewer connections, this bill provides a remedy, | tleman from Pennsylvania were omitted from this bill. 1 . 
and says that no damages shall be considered except they are on | alty referred to could not be enforced, because anyone might take 
the basis of the buildings being in a sanitary condition. Now, to | a horse over into Maryland and have its tail docked there and t! 
strike that out will be striking a blow at the District and at the | bring the horse back to the District of Columbia. The pur 
very safeguards of the bill. | of the provision to which the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 

Mr. PERKINS. I think the gentleman is entirely wrong, if I | called attention is to enable the authorities to enforce this act. 


may be permitted to say so. There are plenty of precedents for provisions of this kind. You 
Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote. will find the precedents everywhere in our game laws. 
TheSPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered by Take such acase as I referred to ashort time ago where it would 


the gentleman from New York. : | not be a misdemeanor to kill certain game in Virginia, yet if the 
The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. | game after being killed should be brought into this District at 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and | certain seasons of the year the person having possession of the 


h Ui 


third reading of the bill. : , | game would be liable toa penalty. The claim is made that those 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, | provisions are necessary in order to enforce the penalties in the 


read the third time, and passed. | law. The enactment of this bill without such a provision would 
seein abies : be of no avail. 
CRUELTY TO CERTAIN ANIMALS. Mr. PERKINS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 


Mr. BABCOCK. I ask the present consideration of the bill| Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Certainly. pn 
(H. R. 10417) to prevent cruelty to certain animals in the District Mr. PERKINS. Why does not the gentleman elas phd 
of Columbia. | making it a misdemeanor to clip the ears of a bull terrier: 

The bill was read. as follows: | terriers are just as important animals as horses. ee 

i Ste a alin lean : Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Well, I am not sure b 

te it enacted, etc., at it sha uniawiu or any person or persons to | ; 2 y, 77Q1] as an amend 
dock the tail of any horse within the District of Columbia, or to procure the | if the gentleman would offer such a provision as an 
same to be docked. or to import or bring into this District any docked horse | to this bill I would ac cept it. 


or horses, and _—— ~~ »e ——— to ae Nog) use, aaee e oeee in Mr. PERKINS. Let me ask the gentleman another quest 
any unregistered docked horse or horses within the District of Columbia, . : ‘ : ‘ "as se docked al 
not registered within ninety days after the passage of this act, as hereinafter Why should it be a misdemeanor to have a horse «i 
provided. than to have your own hair cut? 

SEc. 2 _ raat within sincty Goys atver Gs aa — aie ant avery ounes Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. This is a questior 
or user of any docked horse within the District of Columbia shaliregister his | },, sar “ 3 ftar yy, . 
or her docked horse or horses by filing in the office of the Commissioners of been discussed for the last fifty years hink that it 
the District of Columbia a certificate, which certificate shall contain the Mr. PERKINS. Does the gentleman think that it 
name or names of the owner, together ao or ~4 _——- —. a | horse at all? 
full description of the color, age, size, and the use made of such docked horse j ~stion, | 
or horses, which certificate shall be signed by the owner or his or her agent. Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. . This — st © and ther 
The Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall number such certifi- been discussed for the last fifty years in this country apg 
cates consecutively and record the same in a book or register to be kept for | not a humane society or, so far as [ know, not a per: 


- ee ~ | ane aan receive as a fee for the recording of such certifi- country who does not believe that the docking of a ho 
“Ate as vo) cents. 


Sec. 3. That the driving, working, keeping, racing, having in possession, of cruelty to the animal. or 
or using of any mavauiaeetad docke acum or horses a many days agver Mr. PERKINS. Did the gentleman ever see a } 
the passage of this act shall be deemed prima facie evidence of the fact that 9 . . is? 
the party driving, working, keeping, racing, or using such unregistered ge ng = _—_ em the — r +1] say to the gen- 
docked horse or horses docked the tail of such horse or horses. _ ; r. 0 assachusetts. ly, 2 Will 5s r if 

Sec. 4. That any person or persons violating any of the provisions of this | theman that I never could afford to own a horse, and | « 


act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemewnor, and upon conviction shall be wn : ber of Cong! 
punished by a fine in a sum not less thea $100 nor more than $500, or by im- pect to be able to o one while I am a Mem 


prisonment in the workhouse not less t'an thirty days or more than ninety Mr. PERKINS. But you may have seen other pe > aaa 
days for each offense, or by both such ‘ine and imprisonment. For the pur- Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. I have seen other pel 

oses of this act the word “docking” wherever used shall refer to the cut- | horses, a 1 

ing of the bone of the tail of the hors». Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman knows perfectly a al 7 
The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the bill to be en- | everybody knows, that this talk about its hurting a horses )"* 


ossed and read the third time. | and nothing else. I think it a little tiresome for us to spr" 4 
\ 








Mr. DALZELL rose. | time passing silly legislation of this sort simply because 1! | = 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield to | for by a lot of foolish women who do not know a horse !'0" 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? cow, 
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and all the horses I own are docked. If you will simply pass a 
law that all horses docked shall be registered, I have no objection 
to offer. And I have noobjection to your saying that horses shall 
not be docked in the District of Columbia; but I do not think you 
ought to exclude a man who already owns horses from bringing 
them here if they are docked, when he is a careful man who takes 
good care of his horses. If you strike out these words, you will 
do away with much of the trouble. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I want to say to the gentleman that any 
amendment in the line he suggests would destroy the bill. [ 
would suggest to the gentleman that he vote against the bill and 
kill it if he does not like it, because that amendment is unneces- 
sary and it would do no good. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not see that that applies at all and the 
bill can be properly amended. I shall vote against it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I now yield to the gentleman from Wiscon- 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman from New 
York ] ormit me to say @ word right there? ‘ 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes. : ne 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I have heard a veterinarian of 
canding say that it did hurt a horse, and that he thought the 
whole process Was an outrage. heir , 

Mr. PERKINS. Then that veterinarian of standing must have 
been a very ignorant veterinarian, because I have seen many a vet- 
‘ynarian perform this operation. I have seen a horse standing eat- 
aa -s oats and never stop eating them while the operation went 
on, Ihave seen that time and time again. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Well, that was a hungry horse. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PERKINS. This talk about the docking of horses being 
crael comes from people who do not know anything about it, and 
it makes me tired. That isallI can say aboutit. 

Mr. HITT. The horse would stop eating his oats if it were hot 
weather and he had been docked and was tormented by flies until 


: |5 
he was nearly crazy, as anybody can see who will visit the pas- 
| 
| 


sin. 
Mr. MINOR. I want to ask the gentleman from New York a 
question. 

Mr. PERKINS. All right. 

Mr. MINOR. Are you really serious when you say to this 
House that the cutting off of a horse’s tail is not cruel—that is, 
painless? 

Mr. PERKINS. If it is properly done, it is painless. 

Mr. MINOR. With bone, with muscle, with nerves, and with 
veins clear through it? 

Mr. PERKINS. Properly done, with the use of cocaine, it is 
painless. 


tures just outside the city, where horses which have their tails 
left in the natural state can go out and pasture, while the docked 
horses are blanketed or kept closely shut up to be protected from 
the tormenting flies. [Applause.] 

Mr. PERKINS. If my friend wants to know what to do in 
order to stop flies troubling horses, let him pass a law to compel 
hem to be blanketed, as every man does who has a decent horse. 
Itkeeps off the flies ten thousand times more that all this talk about 
the flicking of a horse’s tail around his hind quarters. But these 
humane societies do not think of that. They say, ‘‘ We will pass 
a bill in the Congress of the United States providing that it is Mr. MINOR. Now, that is a strange statement to make, hay- 
eruelty to dock a horse’s tail.’’ | ing personal knowledge. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman answer a} Mr. PERKINS. I have seen it done many times. 
question? | Mr. MINOR. Ido not propose to argue with the gentleman, 

Mr. PERKINS. I will if I know how. because he may be better informed than I am on the subject and 

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. Why doesanybody dock a horse’s | have personal knowledge. 
tail? Mr. PERKINS. I have seen lots of horses operated on. 

Mr. PERKINS. First, because it looks a great deal better. Mr. BABCOCK. I now yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 
Why do you cut your hair, instead of having 1t down over your Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I was raised with very 
shoulders? [Laughter.] high notions about the perfection and complete perfection of the 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is the cruelest question I | works of the Almighty on an early occasion when he planned out, 
have been asked in a great many years. [Laughter.] Asa gen- | among other things, the dumb animals of this world. I am now 
tleman in my city used tosay, “‘ Thatis very unwrong.”’ [Laugh- | driven to believe, if Iam to.take the opinion of the gentleman 
ter,] But I never could see why on earth anybody wanted to | from New York, that if God Almighty had only had some wise 
dock a horse’s tail. There is no more sense in it than there is in | advice before he would have made a horse with a tail sticking 
the practice of the Chinese, who bind the feet of their female | rightup. [Laughter.] 
children. Both practices are cruel, and, in my judgment, one is Mr. PERKINS. No, I do not say that; but I stated it was not 
just exactly as senseless as the other. cruelty to animals. Now,some may like to dock his horse, but 

Mr. PERKINS. Willthe gentleman answer a question? you like it with along tail. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The Chinese for generations have Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam in favor of an acknowledgment of 
followed that practice simply because some people in remote times | the universal and supreme wisdom of the Almighty. 


followed it. Now, the docking of the tail of a horse and the mak- Mr. PERKINS. Well, you do not follow it in many respects. 
ing it curl up into a short stub because Lord Flubdub, somewhere Mr. GROSVENOR. I come as near to it as you do, 
over in England, a few generations ago did it—— Mr. BABCOCK, ILask for a vote. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, Or Earl Snob. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks for a 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Yes; that does not preventit from | vote. 
being cruel. It does not make the horse look better. Thereisno| Mr. MORRELL. I would like to ask the gentleman who re- 
earthly reason for it that I can see. ported this bill whether or not he does not think that the second 
Mr. PERKINS. Will you answer a question? section well might be amended, so that a man may not be pro- 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. hibited from bringing horses in after the expiration of ninety days; 
Mr. PERKINS. A man has a right to dress himself or to! and alsoif he does not think it would open the door to fraud in 
dress his horse as he pleases. I do not suppose Congress is going | the sale of certificates of registration, and be rather hard upon 
to pass a law saying we shall wear red cravats or blue cravats, or | those who may be obliged, from their being elected to an official 
that our harness shall be black or yellow. This law can only | life, or being sent here, or obliged to come here, that they shall, 
stand upon one proposition, and that is that docking is cruelty to | if they have at home a docked horse, be obliged to leave it there 
animals, and walk when they come to Washington? Or if they havea 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Does not the gentleman know | horse at home and they are fond of him. if he is docked. they can 
that there are nerves that run down to the end of the bone in the | not bring that horse here, and they will have to sell that horse, 
horse's tail, and does not the cutting of a nerve involve pain? and when they come here if they want to have one be compelled 
Mr. PERKINS. Time after time I have seen horses that went | to buy a horse with a long tail, whatever he may look like? 
right straight along eating their oats. When a little cocaine is| Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. The bill provides for tho 
used, they do not know the difference. Now, let me say that if | registering of docked horses which are now here. It simply 
“ie House of Representatives is going to pass a law to prevent | requires that the Commissioners should dothis. A man can not 


ee to horses, let it pass a law that is good for something. | come to the District if he owns a docked horse and bring it. He 
‘ese people who come here and cry about docking horses, say- | must, if he needs a horse here, bring one with a long tail. I do 


‘ug It 1s cruel, nine-tenths of them keep their horses in constant | not think there is any difficulty about the question. My friend 
an every moment by the use of an overhead check, which | from Ohio takes the position that God’s plan is the best, and I 
Jolds the head back. Let the Committee on the District of Co- | shall be glad if the House will agree with the views of the gen- 
— Teport a bill forbidding the use of overhead checks. They | tleman from Ohio. I do not see why there should be any further 
watts . the horses ten thousand times as much torment as they | trouble about the enforcement of this law than there is about the 
ig ae a bill as this. Let us be sensible and pass a bill that | enforcement of any penal statute. 
itis = omething instead of such a bill as this, simply because| Mr. MORRELL. I would like to suggest to the gentleman that 
e Dot rr by some female society. it is unjust and illegal to make a provision that a man who is 
not leave GLAS. I-would like to ask the committee why it can | obliged to come here after the expiration of these ninety days who 
trict oan mre these words, ‘‘ or to import or to bring into this Dis- | wants to bring his horses shall not be able to bring them unless 
anthoriti aa horse or horses.” I have no objection to the | they have long tails. mr ; 
no more he “ the District of Columbia saying that we shall have The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
re horses docked here, but my taste runs to docked horses, | reading of the bill. 
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The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. PERKINS. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 85, noes 8. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was read the third time, and passed. 


REGULATION OF ISSUE OF LICENSES FOR TURKISH, RUSSIAN, AND 
MEDICATED BATHS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the Members of 
the House that we have only one more bill, but it is a very im- 
portant measure, and particularly the Members of the House are 
interested in it. I call up the bill H. R. 10669. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 10669) to regulate the issue of licenses for Turkish, Russian, or 
medicated baths in the District of Columbia. 


Be it enacted, etc., That paragraph 30 of section 7 of “An act making ap- 
propriations to provide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal yo ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes,” 
approved July 1, 1902, is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

“ParR.30. That ownersor managers of massage establishments and Turkish, 
Russian, or medicated baths shall pay a license tax of $25 per annum: Pro- 
vided, That no license shall be issued under this paragraph without the ap- 
proval of the ae and superintendent of police: Provided further, That it 
shall be unlawful for any female to give or administer massage treatment or 
any bath to any person of the male sex, or for any person of the male sex to 
give or administer massage treatment or any bath to any person of the fe- 
male sex, in any establishment licensed under this paragraph. Any person 
violating the provisions of this paragraph shall, upon conviction, be punished 
by a fine of not less than $40 nor more than $500 for each offense, or by im- 

risonment for not less than thirty nor more than one hundred and eight 

ys, or by both such fine and imprisonment; and, in addition to such penalty, 

it shall be the duty of the assessor to revoke the license of the owner or man- 

ager of the establishment wherein the provisions of this paragraph shall 
have been violated.”’ 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Page 2, line 7, strike out the word “five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “one.” 

_ Page 2, line 9, strike out the words “‘ one hundred and eight” and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “ ninety.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. | 


Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to move to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill passed, and I move to lay that 


motion on the table, and to have that apply to the several bills | 


which have been called up by the District Committee to-day. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 


ADDITIONAL NAVAL OFFICER IN DISTRICT OF CHICAGO, 


Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table the bill S. 540, which is the same 
as the bill H.R. 4818, which has been unanimously reported by 
the Ways and Means Committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent to consider the following bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 540) providing for an additional officer in the district of Chicago, in 
the collection district of Indiana and Illinois. 


Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be in the district of Chicago, in the col- 
lection district of Indiana and Illinois, in addition to the officers now provided 
for by law, a naval officer for the district, who shall perform the duties per- 
taining to that office, and shall receive a salary of $5,000 a year. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to | 


object, I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois if any 
committee has considered the bill. 

Mr. BOUTELL. The bill is unanimously reported by the 
Ways and Means Committee, and is also recommended by the 
Treasury Department, and the bill under consideration is the bill 
which has already passed the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and | 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. | 


The SPEAKER. The similar bill, being H. R. 4818, will lie 
on the table. 

On motion of Mr. BouTELL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


TO AMEND ACT IN RELATION TO FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF THE 
UNITED STATES. 


Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the | 


present consideration of the bill H. R. 9648. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9648) to amend the first section of an act providing that the cir 
cuit court of appeals for the fifth judicial circuit of fre United States shall 
hold at least one term of said court annually in the city of Montgomery, in 
the State of Alabama, approved January 30, 1903. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the first section of the act providin 


J c that the cir- 
cuit court of appeals for the fifth judicial circuit of the Uni 


States shall 
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hold at least one term of said court annually 


Feprvary | 
’ 
lari, 
in the city of Monto, 
the State of Alabama, approved January 30, 1903, be, and the sama’ 
amendeé by striking out the concluding words of said sec; 
the first Monday in September in each year,” and inserting j; 
the words “on the third Monday in October in each year.” 


| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama 
| mous consent to consider this bill at this time. 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
|_ The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading a i 
| being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, ang pai oa 


assed, 
| CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS OF UNITED STATES AT ALBANY. ¢, 


Mr.GRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consen 
sider the bill H. R. 5498. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5498) to provide for circuit and district courts of the United 
States at Albany, Ga. — 


Be it enacted, etc., That the southwestern division of the northern judicia) 
district of Georgia is hereby established, to be Comnpoeed of the counties of 
Paker, Clay, Early, Quitman, Randolph, Terrell, and Webster, of the northern 
| district of Georgia, and of Berrien, Calhoun, Colquitt, Decatur, Dougherty. 

Lee, Mitchell, and Worth, of the southern district of Georgia oe 

Sec. 2. That a term of the circuit court and of the district court for the 
northern district of Georgia shall be held at Albany, in said State. on tha 
second Mondaysin June and December in each year; and it shall be the duty 
of the clerk, marshal, and other officers of the northern judicial district ¢) 
attend said terms of said court and perform all the duties pertaining to theip 
positions, and no additional clerk or marshal shall be appointed in said dis 
trict. If,in the opinion of the court, it shall become necessary, a deputy 
clerk may be appointed: Provided, however, That suitable rooms and accom 
modations are furnished for the holding of said courts free of expense to t} 
| Government of the United States. 
Sec. 3. That all suits not of a local nature in the circuit and ourts 
| against a single defendant, inhabitant of said State, must be brought in ¢} 

division of the district where he resides; but if there are two or more defend 

ants residing in different divisions of the district such suits may be br: 

in either division. All issues of fact in said suits shall be tried at at 
| the court held in the division where the suit is so brought. 

Sec. 4. That prosecutions for crime or offenses hereafter committed in ar 
of the counties of the southwestern division shall be cognizable hin su 
division; and all prosecutions for crime or offenses heretofore committed 
within either of said counties, taken as aforesaid from the southern district 

| or committed in the northern district as hitherto constituted, s 
menced and proceeded with as if this act had not been passed 

Sec. 5. That all civil suits and proceedings now pending ir 
or district courts of either district or division from whi 
constituting this division have been taken, and which would, if 
after the passage of this act, be required to be brought in tlh: 

| division of said district, may be transferred by consent of al 

order of the court to said southwestern division of said dist: 

| disposed of in the same manner and with like eftect as if th: 
instituted therein; and all processes, writs, and recogniz: 
such suits and proceedings so transferred shall be considered : 
the term of the court in the southwestern division of said dist: 
manner and with like effect as if they had been issued or ta! 

| thereto originally. 
Sxc. 6. That in all cases of removal of suits from the courts 
Georgia to the courts of the United States in the northern 
such removal shall be to the United States courts in the divi in W 
county is situated from which the removal is made, and the time wit 
which the removal shall be perfected, in so far as it refers to or is! \ 
by the terms of the United States courts, shall be deemed to 1 
terms of the United States courts in such division. 
Sxc. 7. That all grand and petit jurors summoned for servic 
| sion shall be residents of such division. All mesne and final pr 

to the provision hereinbefore contained, issued in either 

may be served and executed in either or all of said divisior 
| $xc. 8. That this act shall be in force from and after th 
| ary, A. D. 1905. 

Sec. 9. That the counties of Berrien, Colquitt, Calhoun, | 

| erty, Lee, Mitchell, and Worth be, and the same are hereby, tr: 
| the southern to the northern district of Georgia. ff S 
} Sec. 10. Thatall acts and parts of acts in conflict herewith be, and tl 
are hereby, repealed. 


1, WO wit, “gn 
1 Heu therege 


asks unanj- 
] there Objec- 


t to con. 





rn 
eri 


The amendments recommended by the committe: 
follows: 
On page 1, line 5, strike out the word “ Baker; and in the 
the word “ Terrell,” insert the word “ Miller.” 
In lines 6 and 7, of the same page, strike out the word “! 
| sert in place thereof the word “ Baker.” % et 
| In line 7, same page, strike out the words “ Decatur”’ anc *'‘ 
On page 4, line 6, strike out the word “ Colquitt;” and int 
out the word “ Berrien” and insert in place thereof the wor 
In line 7 of the same page strike out the word “ Decatur 


| The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause. 
| Chair hears none. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engros 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly ! 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Griaas, a motion to reconsid 

| which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


SESSIONS OF CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS IN WIS! 
Mr. MINOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 10! ' 


| present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk's « an 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wiscon- n asks She 
mous consent for the present consideration of the Dill which 


Clerk will read. 


The 


1 for a third 
id the third 


r the vote 


‘ONSIN. 








1904. 


aaa 
The Clerk read as follows: 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to determine the ses- 


A bill - . circuit and district courts of the United States for the eastern 

istrict of Wisconsin,” approved March 31, 1892, chapter 28. 

a acted. ete., That said act, entitled ‘ An act providing the termsand 

Be ve jolding the courts of the United States in the eastern district of 
ea in,’ approved March 81, 1892, be amended so as to read as follows: 
Vise the regular terms of the circuit and district courts of the United 
aie ‘or the eastern district of Wisconsin shall be held at the times and 
States ‘llowing: At Milwaukee on the first Mondays of January and Octo- 
e “id at Oshkosh on the second Tuesday in June of each year, and at 
cae , Bay the first Tuesday in April of each year. : 
“ > That this act shall take effect and in force from and after its 
passage 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


nair hears none. 
Ont on was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. Minor, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


APPEALS FROM CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS, BEAUMONT, TEX. 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 10145) to provide 
for appeals, writs of error, and other appellate proceedings from 
the circuit and district courts of Beaumont, in the eastern dis- 
trict of Texas. . 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all appeals, writs of error, and other appellate pro- 
ceading which may hereafter be taken or prosecuted from the circuit or dis- 
trict courts of the United States from the courts at Beaumont, Jefferson 
County, Tex., in the eastern judicial district of Texas, to the court of appeals 
of the fifth circuit shall be heard and disposed of by said court of appeals at 
the terms of court held in the city of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana: 
Provided, That nothing herein contained shall prevent the court from hear- 
ing appeals or writs of error wherever the said court shall sit in cases of in- 
junctions and in all other cases which under the statutes and the rules or in 
the opinion of the court are entitled to be brought to a speedy hearing. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Henry of Texas, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


PORTO RICAN TEACHERS. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the immediate consideration of joint resolution No. 79, 


States and return. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized, 
during the year 1904, at such time as requested by the governor of the island 


of Porto Rico, to transport from the island of Porto Ricoto the United States 
and to return from the United States to Porto Rico, on one of the vessels en- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 











Mr. PAYNE. And there are similar guards in the bill? 

Mr. MARSHALL. Yes. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman state about how many 
acres are involved? 

Mr. MARSHALL. One hundred and four thousand acres. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Reserving the right to object, Mr. 
Speaker, I would like to ask if this makes any charge on the pub- 
lic Treasury different because of the fact that the proceeds of 
sale of public land now goes to the fund for reclaiming arid land? 
By reason of that irrigation act is not this now a direct charge on 
the Treasury? 

Mr. MARSHALL. There is acharge on the Treasury precisely 
similar to the one in the Rosebud bill, which has been passed, and 
that is to pay for sections 16 and 36, which are ceded to the State 
of North Dakota for school purposes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The provision in the gentleman’s 
bill making appropriations out of the Treasury for sections 16 
and 36, taken from the Indians and turned over to the settlers at 
so much an acre, is that the Treasury of the United States isasked 
to give a certain sum similar to the one in the bill passed Saturday. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I want to ask the gentleman if he 
does not recognize the changed conditions now with reference to 
the Treasury of the United States and a charge on the general 
fund from what it was before we passed the irrigation bill in this: 
That before we passed the irrigation bill the proceeds from the sale 
of public lands went into the general Treasury, and now he is 
asking the Treasury to appropriate money, although that Treasury 
does not receive the proceeds of the sales of public lands? Am I 
not correct in that changed condition now? 

Mr. MARSHALL. I will yield to the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. MARTIN]. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, the question of disposing of the 
public lands in the interest of irrigation is not connected with the 
disposal of any of the Indian reservations. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. No; but this is what I mean: 
Prior to the irrigation act the proceeds of the sale of public lands 
went into the Treasury of the United States, and now it goes into 
a reclamation fund. Before that we had a fund out of which we 
could pay for sections 16 and 36, and in cases similar to the one 
now presented. But now that fund is diverted or placed in the 


| irrigation fund, and so this means a direct appropriation without 
| any reimbursement to the National Treasury, if I am correct in 


| made out of the Treasury was a direct appropriation. 


gaged in the transport service of the United States, not to exceed 600 of the | 


Porto Rican teachers in the public schools of said island, and in addition 


thereto not to exceed 25 necessary attendants, such teachers and attendants 
to be selected by the commissioner of education of said island, for tha pur- 
pose of attending the various summer schools of the universities, colleges, | 
andother institutions of learning in the United States during said year: Pro- 


vided, That a subsistence charge of $1 per day for each day on such vessel 
shall be collected from each of such persons so transported; and that the 
Government of the United States shall not be liable for. and shall not defray, 
the exp nses of said teachers and attendants, or of any such of them, in- 
curred while in the United States. 
The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I object. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will not the gentleman from 
Mississippi withdraw or reserve his objection? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I will reserve it if the gentle- 
man wants to talk. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
Mississippi st 
Mr. 
consin can have time to talk if he chooses. 
a COOPER of Wisconsin. Ido not want to take the time of 
the House if the gentleman is to object. 
o LD y “an . : 
The SPEAKER. This is proceeding by unanimous consent. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


ae SHALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
bil a : dispe sition of the diplomatic and consular appropriation 
the'D ahora H.R. 11128, to modify and amend an agreement with 
z cae Lake Indians in North Dakota be made the special 
he am that it continue the special order, not to interfere with 
with le or appropriation bills or bills on the Private Calendar or 

1any business that is privileged under the rules, and that the 


bill be con idered i 
onsidered in th sé, 
Mr. PA YNE, oaetice ie 


ask the ge eae 
= utleman if this bill is similar to the one passed this 
_ Mr. M, 
ing of 


Will not the gentleman from 
ate the ground of his objection? 


Mr. MAR 


ARSHALL. Very similar, except it provides for open- 
aller reservation, 


a sm 


WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman from Wis- | 


Reserving the right to object, I would like to | 





for the transportation of Porto Rican teachers to the United | ™Y @8sumption. 


Mr. MARTIN. In the previous legislation the appropriation 
Before the 
irrigation act was passed the fund did not pass from the sale of 
public lands to the payment for school lands. That was not the 
case. Theappropriation was alwaysa direct appropriation, where, 
under the enabling act, the Government was obligated to make 
good to the State sections 16 and 36. In the enabling act under 
which North Dakota and South Dakota were admitted into the 
Union there was a clause in it different from that under which 
any other State was admitted into the Union prior to that time 
upon the subject of school lands, and it is expressly anticipated 
in that enabling act—owing, no doubt, to the fact that the condi- 
tions of these particular States were peculiar in that large areas 
of the State when admission took place were Indian lands—that as 
Indian reservations should be removed the Government would 
make good to the States sections 16 and 36. 

This bill to which the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. Mar- 
SHALL] has now reference does not provide for the payment to 
the State of any appropriation out of the General Government, 
but it does provide for the completion and fulfillment of the con- 
tract of the Government in that enabling act to purchase from the 
Indians these particular sections 16 and 36, and to place them at 
the disposal of the State for general public school purposes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Let me ask the gentleman why it 
is that in fixing the price of the land as the bill now before the 
House fixes it he does not fix the price sufficiently high so that 
resort will not be needed to the general fund in the Treasury? 

Mr. MARTIN. That would bea very unjust provision, I think, 
where in an enabling act like the one in question the Government 
has bound itself along a general line of policy which has been pur- 
| sued ever since the ordinance of 1787, namely, to set aside sections 

16 and 36 in new States as they should be admitted for the bene- 

fit of school funds. I think to do differently would be a very im- 

proper hardship on the settlers, who must take the other sections, 

and that the expense of these particular sections should not be 

loaded off onto the settlers instead of the obligation being ful- 
| filled by the Government. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman’s position might 
be well taken. except there is a change in the conditions, and that 
| I present to him for explanation. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from South 
| Dakota [Mr. MARTIN] will permit me, I would state to the gen- 
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eee 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Rogtnson] that the irrigation act does Mr. HITT. I move to dispense with the first or for» 
not provide that this reclamation fund shall belong to the States. | of the bill, so that we may proceed at once with the 
It still belongs to the National Government, and upon the con- There being no objection, it was ordered accordin|y 
struction of any reservoir or any irrigation enterprise the persons Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, as it is probable there yi) 
who settle on the lands under that reservoir pay back to the Gov- | sire for some general discussion before we take up ‘thi 
ernment every dollar of cost. It does not cost the Government a | paragraphs, I will now first briefly explain its provisi ea ta 
cent. I trust I can arrange with my friend from Arkansas |’ s 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman recognizes, how- | MORE] as to the time that may be desired for genera] dehata 
ever, that that is a departure from the real question here. | This is the bill annually reported to provide for our seryic 
Where does the National Government get the fund out of which | diplomatic and consular, throughout the world, Thero 
to pay the obligation provided for in this bill? It is clearly evi- | rule of the House which restricts very closely the power 
dent that it does not get it now from the public lands. ment by the committee or even by the House except by una 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The Government gets it from the fund put | consent, not many changes have been proposed in the ex 
aside for reclamation purposes. and those changes are as usual chiefly in the way o 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will remind the House that this is | salary or other provision for the service. y 
a request for special order,making it in order to consider this bill | _The committee has been very sparing in making these i; 
under the terms reported by the Clerk. A discussion of the merits | of salaries all through. About eighty increases were yeep. 
of the bill would go only far enough, of course, to enable the gen- | mended by the State Department. The committee, knowing tha: 


ial readin . 


ussion, 


) 
- 
l 


tlemen to see whether there is objection to making the special | the House is always jealous in regard to any departure from it 
order. | fixed standing rule on this subject, have proposed an inc 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, with that view | only a fewcases, where such a provision was manifestly n 
in mind, I desire to ask the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. | its action covering only thirteen consuls-general and four 
MARSHALL] a question. This bill does just what has been done | lates among the eighty recommended. Some small sums | 
in the other States, does it not? In Indiana and Mississippi and | been added to the provision in the larger offices to enable t! 
all the States certain lands were bought from the Indians and | suls to have more clerical assistance. As the whole service ha 
then given by the Federal Government to the States for educa- | enlarged year by year, the contingent expenses havo increa 
tional purposes. 7 so that the provision for the ‘‘ contingent expense of the foreixy 

Mr. MARSHALL. It goes even further thanthat. Under the | missions” is $10,000 more than last year, and that for contingent 
enabling act by which North and South Dakota were admitted, | expenses of consulates is increased $40,000. 
provision was made that as fast as these reservations were opened | _ The salaries I will not go over. Anyone who tak 
up these school sections—— | in the details will find them given in the report with 4 

Mr. WILLLAMS of Mississippi. But independently of the en- | remerks and the reason in each case for the increas 
abling act, and supposing that had never existed, still this billdoes | Close of the report is a tabulated statement giving ey 
nothing except what has been done in connection with every State | the items, both of increase and diminution. I may sa) 
admitted into the Union since Tennessee. Lands previously | 2nd generally that the whole provision for our foreign servi 
bought from the Indians and paid for by the Federal Government | enlarged only $28,850. The bill appropriates $1,996 ,600.6 
are handed over to the States for educational purposes. The bill is so familiar to most of the Members and its pro 

Mr. LACEY. It istwo sections now instead of one. are so little changed from what they were in previous Cong 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes; two sections now instead | that I will not take up further time, save to add that every. 
of one, but a great many have gotten two. | these changes has been made after very careful consi 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The | the subcommittee and by the unanimous vote of the { 
Chair hears none. | mittee. 

Mr. HITT rose. Now, I will ask my friend from Arkansas [Mr. DivsMo 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman from Illi- | Whether we can arrange about the time for general debate, if ger 
nois to suspend for a moment to ascertain whether he is willing | tlemen desire such debate. t 
to allow a joint resolution to be considered on request of the Mr. DINSMORE, Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to discuss 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper] by unanimous consent, | this bill myself; but a number of gentlemen on this side ha 
which joint resolution has already been reported? pressed to me a wish tomake some remarks. I suppose we 

Mr. HITT. Certainly. | let the matter run on this afternoon, and if there are th 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will again be reported. | Who want to sp« ak they can do so. ‘ ete 

The Clerk again reported the joint resolution. | Mr. HITT. Then the gentleman can yield his time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- | let thedebate run for a while, and then we will make an agr 
tion of the joint resolution? bs Mr. DINSMORE. The gentleman from Massach 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. When I objected before, I | THAYER] wishes to make some remarks. 
understood that the Federal Government or the treasury of Porto | _ The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arka 
Rico was to pay the expenses of these people. As I have ascer- | DINSMORE] desire to control half the time’ : 
tained that such is not the case, I have no objection. | Mr. DINSMORE. No; I prefer that the chairman 

There being no further objection, the House proceeded to the | mittee control the time, unless he desires me to tak 
consideration of the joint resolution, which was ordered to be | “4! on this side. ee 
engrossed and read a third time; and it was accordingly read the ft cae : ene the gentleman take his | 
third time, and passed. arter wards aN ATTANZS i. | 

On motion of Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin, a motion to reconsider The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands the ge1 


» last v vs :d or able | Illinois to reserve his time. 
the last vote was laid on the table. | Mr. HITT. Yes. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. Mr. DINSMORE. [yield tothe gentleman from M: 
| [Mr. THAYER] such time as he desires. a 

Mr. HITT. Before making the motion that the House resolve | Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, I avail myself of this 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union | tunity to address the committee upon a question W 
for the consideration of the diplomatic and consular appropria- | now directly before us for discussion, but a question, | ' 
tion bill, I ask unanimous consent that an order be made for the | the American people are more directly interested in 
reprint of the bill and the accompanying.report, as they are | timethananyother. I refer to our position in relat) 
nearly exhausted. bia, Panama, and the Panama Canal. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the order for a In my opinion a very large majority of the Am 
reprint will be made. regardless of party or locality, are anxious, and hav 

There was no objection. many years, for a canal to be built across the Isthmu 

Mr. HITT. I now move that the House resolve itself into the | by the American people and maintained and cont 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for | American people. This much, I think, must be co1 
the consideration of revenue bills. and especially to consider the The time for constructing this canal has been alr 
bill (H. R. 11287) making appropriations for the diplomatic and | delayed. But it were better that the waters of the 
consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905. should not commingle for years yet to come than tha‘ 

The motion was agreed to. of the canal should be constructed under condition 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the | be to the everlasting disgrace of our good name and | 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Lacry in the chair) and | honor of the American Republic, in that the same 
proceeded to the consideration of House bill No. 11287, the diplo- | without law and without right, and in violation 0! 
matic and consular appropriation bill. | principles of justice, which should always prevail in 

The title of the bill having been reported, | with all nations and with all people. We can not all 


aS n 
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J name called in question. We should avoid the appear- 


a ada wrong doing. 

~ Ave W this miserable Panama fiasco. sustaining the dignity, 
honor, and glory of the Ame rican Republic? Are we not rather 
attempting. by special pleading, to establish a defense whereby | 
we may screen and conce ‘al our real position? An unbiased, even 
if brief, consideration of the facts and circumstances attending | 
the birth and nurture of the stillborn Panama Republic may help 
na in ne our real status. 

“The Republic of Colombia, formerly New Granada, is a little 
South American Republic with 5,000,000 people; Panama, the 
newcomer, a smaller one still, with 250,000 people. 


aty was entered into between the United States and New 
(6. and Colombia later succeeded to the rights and 








Ga in iS B : 7 : 

obligations under this treaty with New Granada. That treaty 
contained. among many other things not necessary now to be re- 
ferred to for the purpose I have in mind, the following reciprocal 


rreements: 


as 


ARTICLE XXXV, PRoviso 4. 


- more of the citizens of either party shall infringe any of the 
ity, such citizens shall be held personally r sponsible for 
e harmony and good correspondence between the nations 
iterrupted thereby, each party engaging in no way to protect 
r sanction such violation. 








Each Republic assumed in this treaty certain responsibilities 

and du ti es sacred as any obligations re yublics can assume. New 
(Granada guaranteed to the United States that travel and tran-it 
across the Isthmus of Panama should be open and free to the 
Government and citizens of the United States, and in case there 
should be interruption of the free transit ‘* each party engages in 
no way to protect the offender or sanction the violation.”’ 

New Granada was bound to prevent any interference by her 
citizens with travel across the Isthmus, and the United States 
bound herself to defénd the sovereignty of New Granada. 

And again, supposing either of these high contracting parties 

} § 
should for any reason fail to keep its agreement. what was to 
happen? This possible condition was carefully provided for in the 
compact itself in these words, which we should keep clearly in 
mind when we are attempting to ascertain the true status of the 
deplorable situation down there on November 2, 1903. 

Provision 5 states: 
nately, any of the articles contained in this treaty should be vio- 
: din any way whatever it isexpressiy stipulated that neither 

contracting parties shall ordain or authorize any acts of reprisal, 
r shall wre War against the other on complaints of injuries or damages, 
1 t! party considering itself offended shal! have laid before the other 
f t nt of such injur es and dam ages, verified by competent proofs, de- 
sfaction, and the same shall have been denied in violation of the 
ternational right. 





manding sa 
jaws and of 


It vlainly appears from this provision what the United States 
had a right te do and what she had not a right to doin the event 
that Ni . oor did not keep her agreement and protect travel 
across the Isthmus. The United States could lay before New 
‘‘a statement of her injuries and damages, and demand 
’ but until that had been done she.could not ‘* ordain 
ze any acts of reprisal, nor declare war,’’ by interven- 

wise. 


Gri nada 
satisfaction 
or author 
tion or oth 


Bearing in mind that the United States had guaranteed to New 
Granada “the rights of sovere ignty and property which she had 
over the territory,”’ we are called upon to decide what was our 
cuty toward New Granada in the event that some of her citizens 
should mpt to interfere with free travel across the Isthmus. 
New Granada had agreed to keep the way open and free and to 
pay damages if she failed to do it, and this agreement we had ac- 
cepted, | there any question that she not only had this right, 
but th s her duty under the ¢ ompact to keep this way open, 
and to ] h such of her citizens as might interfere and prevent 
an open and free transit; that she was to preserve order and pro- 
tect travel there? If the United States was to do anything in the 
prein ase of threatened interference with free travel across 
the Isthmus on the part of a little body of Colombian insurgents, 
Was it r ‘plain duty ’’ to assist New Granada in maintain- 
ing her sovereignty, that she might keep the compact made with 
is’ This was no new question. We had done it several times 
: ‘ore under similar circumstances. If we but exercise our nat- 
1 Sern sea r 


ot 


justice and right, we can arrive at no other con- 


Clusior 


_ I submit that it is impossible to so torture language as to read 
— this treaty any right on our part to prevent Colombia from 
‘“cping or restoring order and protecting travel across the Isth- | 
stk. But at rtunately we are not without the best of authority 
or contention, 


- = 6 ) the 'y had a riot down there in Panama, and, by the way, 

» had riots or insurrections in Panama about as fre- 
as there has been a change of the moon. Well, in 1857, 
me ear after the riot, the United States and Colombia had 

Treaty for the purpose of adjusting the claims which we made 


the 
mn i 
the next \ 


| for losses caused by the riot, and in that treaty they made use of 
| this language: 

All claims, and especially those for damages which were cansed by the 
| riot at Panama on the 15th ds ay of April, 1856, for w) hic h the said Government 
of New Granada acknowledges its liabiiity arising ‘out of its privileges and 
oblig{tions to preserve peace and order along the transit route. 


This shows where the duty to deal with insurrections was then 
| thought to rest by those who represented the United States. 

But let us come down a little later and get another well 
nized authority for our contention. 

On April 30, 1866, Secretary Seward wrote to our m 
Bogota as follows: 


rect g- 


nister at 










_ The United States desires nothing else, not hing better, and nothing more 
in regard to the State of Colombia tha e « anys Lent on their part of 
complete and absolute sovereignty and i rendence. If these creat inter- 
ests should ever be assailed at home or abroad, the Unit »d States 

Will do what? Send an armed force by land and by sea to 


blow up the first boat and shoot the first soldier who _ ut at- 
tempt to quell the riot. restore order, and reestablish an open and 
free transit across the Isthmus? Not at all, but 

will be ready, cooperating with the Government and their ally, 
and defend them. : 


to maintaiz 


Again, on October 27, 1873, Secretary Fish said, referring to the 
provisions we are now disc ussing: 

tis regarded as the undoubted duty of the Government of Colombia to 
protect the way against attacks from local insurgents. The dis ze of 
that duty will be insisted upon 

Again, and later on, Secretary Bayard, in referring to this 
same matter, said: 

On several cecasions the Govet ent of the United States, at the inst e 
and always with the assent of C olor <~ a, has, in times of civil tum ult, sent its 
armed forces to the Isthmus of Panama to preserve American citizens and 
property along the transit from injuries which the G »vernment of Colomb:a 
might, at the time, be unable to prevent. But,in taking such steps, this 
Government has always recognized the sovereignty and ‘Obl igations of Co- 
lombia in the premises, and has never acknowledged, but on the contrary 


expressly disc 
distur bance 

President Cleveland, in his annual message of December, 1885, 
took the same ground. and President Roosevelt, in one of his sane 
and calm intervals. when not actuated with a desire to astonish 
the world by his ability to do things others would never dream 
', nor to emphasize the strenuosity of his remarkable person- 
ality, declared in his message. to Congress in 1902 that— 

No inde} entient nation in America need have the slightest fear of 
sion from the United States. It beh s each to maintain order 
own borders and to discharge its just obligations to foreigners. Wien this 
is done, be the y strong or weak, they have nothing to dread from outside in- 
terference. 

I have cited the highest authority in support of the contention 
I make, and I assert that no man can cite any authority what 
to the contrary. 

Thus we see that the mandates of justice, right, and honor re- 
quired us, in compliance with the terms of the treaty, in 


laimed, any duty of protecting the transit against domestic 


0 


aggres- 
i 


Ov ts 


ever 


case 


there was insurrection in Panama which threatened the sover- 
eignty of Colombia and impaired the right to free transit across 
the Isthmus, to acknowledge the sovereignty of Colombia and, if 
we were to take any ac tual part at all in the controversy tl here . to 
aid Colombia in restori ng — and keeping the peace. That 
duty, as I have shown, h ad beer 1 performed on several occasions 


in faithful recognition of the terms of the treaty and our obliga- 
tions under it. 

Let us now see how these obligations, principles, and precedents 
square with the acts of the Administration toward - lombia and 
Panama, which acts finally culminated in recognizing the pe 
engaged in the revolt in Panama and the territory han licated as 
an inde spende nt Republic. 

Early this year the United States and the Republic of Colombia, 
through their duly accredited and authorized representatives, 
entered into an agreement and proposed a treaty known as the 
Hay-Herran treaty, by the terms of which a canal was to be built 
to join the two oceans at Panama. I need not now stop to con- 
sider the terms of that treaty, as it is immaterial for the purpose 
I now have in mind. The Senate of the United States confirmed 
that treaty, and Colombia refused to ratify it, and adjourned 
without ratifying it on October 31 last. No one claims that 
Colombia had not a perfect legal right to refuse to ratify the 
treaty, or that it is a strange or uncommon thing for one country 
or another to refuse to r: atify a treaty, as we rejected the Johnson- 
Clarendon treaty, and later Engle and rejected the Hay-Pauncefote 
treaty until it was amended. 

We need not now stop to inquire whether it would not have 
been far better for Colombia and for us had she ratified the treaty 
and relied upon our fairness to recognize later on any just claims 
she might have for further and greater concessions. She claimed 
that the treaty was unsatisfactory in that the lease was not per- 
petual, but renewable at long intervals; also, that the canal zone 
was too narrow, so that aconflict of jurisdiction within the canal 
| zone seemed inevitable; and also in some other vital particulars 


ple 
t 


< 
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the treaty was not satisfactory, so she saw fit to reject the treaty, 
and her Congress dissolved October 31. 

Ten days later the Congress of the United States was to con- 
vene in extraordinary session to pass upon the ratification of an- 
other treaty with Cuba. It was to be specially engaged in the 
treaty business. We had been waiting from early spring to see if 


Colombia would accept the treaty. Ten days longer wait would | 
not have seemed an unwarranted delay to any but an impetuous | 


and overstrenuous person. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. THAYER. Certainly. 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I gather from the gentleman’s re- | 


marks that he placed the rejection of the treaty by Colombia at 
some time in October. 


Mr. THAYER. The gentleman ought not to gather that from | 
anything I have said. I have not said anything of that kind. I} 


said that the Colombian Congress adjourned October 31. Away 


back in the August before that they had rejected the treaty, but | 
they remained in session, and we. as legislators, know that at any | 


time up to the date of their final adjournment, which was Octo- 


ber 31, they could have reconsidered their rejection of the treaty | 


and agreed to it, if they had so desired. 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Was not a resolution introduced | 


into the Colombian Congress looking to a renewal of the treaty 
or the making of a new treaty? 

Mr. THAYER. Therewas. The matter was under discussion, 
and our representative there was communicating with the Gov- 


ernment here, saying that probably the treaty with some amend- | 


ments might be ratified. But our President is not the man to 
wait when there can be something a-doing. If this matter of 
having a canal at Panama was not settled before Congress con- 
vened ten days later, the friends of the Nicaragua route and the 
friends of other routes might be reenforced and make more trou- 
ble for the Panama route. 

Personally the President was in favor of building the canal at 
Panama. and he was not unfriendly with the French canal com- 
pany. He seemed anxious to impress upon the American people 


trifles—one who would ride any kind of a broncho where others, 
more cautious, dare not tread. It was this impetuous and irre- 
sistible personality that he wished to impress upon the people. 
They were to realize that their Chief Executive was not only a 
man of word, but of action. If there was no precelent to sus- 
tain, he would establish one, and if there was no law he would 
make one. The present occupant of the White House was not to 
be trified with, law or no law. 

He tells us in his message of January 4 that prior to October 
31 certain newspapers predicted the secession of Panamaif Colom- 
bia did not accept the treaty. In his message he says: 


Everyone knew that it was possible, but it was not until toward the end of | 


October that itappeared to be an imminent probability. Although the ad 
ministration, of course, had special means of knowledge, no such means were 
necessary in order to appreciate the possibility, and toward the end the like 
lihood, of such a revolutionary outbreak and of its success. 


And to further show what was likely to occur he incorporates 


in his message a statement of the New York Herald of September | 


10, as follows: 

Representatives of strong interests in the Isthmus of Panama, who make 
their headquarters in this city, are considering a plan of action to be under- 
taken in cooperation with men of similar means in Panama and Colon to 
bring about a revolution and form an independent Government in Panama 
opposed to that of Bogota. 

Bearing in mind that the Colombian Congress adjourned on 
October 41 without ratifying the treaty, and also that, so far as 
we can determine by the correspondence laid before Congress be- 
tween Mr. Beaupré, member of our legation at Bogota, or any 
other of our representatives there, and any Department of our 
Government here. no intelligence or communication was had 
between October 31 and the following November 6 relative to any 
revolt by the people of Panama, yet the Administration of the 
United States sent to our forces at Panama this order on Novem- 
ber 2: 

Prevent landing of any armed force with hostile intent, either Govern- 
ment or insurgent. at any point within }) miles of Panama. Government 
forces reported approaching Panama in vessels. Prevent their landing if, 
in your judgment, the landing would precipitate a conflict. 

And on the same day. November 2, the Navy Department gave 
the following order to the commander of the Nashville at Colon: 

Maintain free and uninterrupted transit. If interruption threatened by 
armed force, onary the line of railroad. Prevent landing of armed force with 
hostile intent, either Government or insurgent, either at Colon, Porto Bello, 
or other points. 

And the same orders were sent the Boston and the Dizie. 

These orders, we should remember, were given to a force which 
had been gathered within the last few days near the Isthmus, and 
before any insurrection or revolt had occurred. Remember, this 
was upon the Monday following the Saturday when the Colom- 
bian Congress adjourned. 


i. 

Note also the language: 

Government forces reported approaching the Isthmus in veg els. 

Who reported this? 

When, where, and to whom? 

The correspondence furnished the Senate under a reep)ns; 
asking for all the correspondence fails to show any such pono 
from anyone, and there has not been till this blessed hoy, os 
official report or notice given to the American peoy)le stating ; 
sources from which this report came. _ 

Is it true that thus early the three traitors to the Co) mbian 
Republic—namely, Jose Agustin Arango, Federico Boyd. a), 
Tomas Arias—had begun communicating with our Goyérnmes 
here in Washington? These were the same three. with a}, 
twenty other influential men in Panama, who incited the pyaoy, 
>anama to revolt and urged immediate revolution and coco 
These were the men who had been to New York co 
the counsel and directors of the French canal compa 
were the parties who were deeply interested that th 
be built at Panama at once, at any cost, and at any | 

I do not charge that they made the report, for | : 
and no one else can ever know from the corresponde1 
to the Senate relative to the unfortunate affair. 

But we do know that the President gave the order referred ty 
on November 2, twenty-four hours before there was any revolt 
whatever on the Isthmus, and probably the leaders of the gece. 


on 


hea 
Ut 


| sion movement knew of the order as soon as our representatiy, 
| there did. 


1 » few n! +. 


It must have given great strength and comfort to + 
ting the revolt. One can easily see the effect which would be pro. 
duced upon that ignorant and irresponsible peeple when thir 


agitators and coconspirators could go among the people and truth- 


| fully declare that the United States had allied itself with then 


and by force, if necessary, would prevent a soldier or a marin 


| coming into Panama or anywhere within 50 miles of the city 


secure order, quell disturbance, and force the little band of in- 
surgents to lay down their arms, if they had any, and submit t 


| the law of the land; in short, break up and put an end to the in- 
é | subordination and rebellion. 
that they had a strenuous man at the helm who did not stop at | 


Could Colombia have put down the rebellion and restored order 
if we had permitted her to? 

Colombia had a population of 5,000,000 people, Panama abont 
250.000. If we had ‘ stood hands off,’’ as we were in duty bou 


to do under the provisions of the treaty we had with Colombia. i 
is but natural to assume that Colombia would have put down 


| rebellion, restored order, and reestablished free transit across t 


Isthmus in a very brief time. 
If perchance she found herself unable to do this, it was our duty 
if we were to do anything, to assist her to maintain her soy 


| eignty. and it was not our duty to prevent her doing this by in- 


tervention of our armed force. 
Now, what, as a matter of fact, happened after the Administra- 


| tion had sent orders to our troops not to permit the | 
| troops to enter upon the Isthmus? Just what we m 
| expect would happen. There was a revolt the next : 


ber 3, by some of the people of Panama. 

Colombian generals in command, with four or 
troops, went to Panama on November 2. Captain 
the Nashville, allowed these troops to come, as, he 
not feel justified in preventing them, as the insurr 
broken out. 

On the next day, November 3. the Colombian ge: 
their troops sent across from Colon to Panama. 
Hubbard would not allow, and on the next day, Nov 
dered a force from the Nashville ashore and took po 
railroad station, so the Colombian troops could no! 
day or two more they were forced to leave the Ist! 
stood not upon the order of their going, but went a' 

On November 5, two days after the first revolt occ 
ama, the United States received from Panama a for! 
ment, signed by the three persons to whom | have alr 
‘alling themselves a ** junta,’’ that ‘‘ the Republic o! 
established.”’ 

And on the very next day, November 6, four days befor 
American Congress was to convene, the Administ: recog 
nized the new Kepublic by the following dispatch to our mint? 
at Bogota: 

The people of Panama have, by an apparently unanimous 1 
solved their connection with the Republic of Colombia am 
independence, and having adopted a government of their ow 
form, with the Government of the United States of America 
relations; the President of the United States, in accordance \ 
friendship which have so long and so happily existed betwee! 
nations, most earnestly commends to the governments ot! 
Panama the peaceful settlement of all questions at issue bet 


How did this Government know that Panama ha 
clared her independence? What did our Govern™ 
the sentiments of the people of Panama in less tha! 
after the first revolt began? 


w 
W 


three days 
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In no other way than that the three self-elected persons calling 
themselves @ “junta”? had so reported. Had this ** junta,” or 
the people of Panama, any constitution, any officers, any legisla- 
ture, any form of government? None whatever! 

\nd yet they are recognized by the American Republic as an 
independent people “* with a government republican in form. 


What a commentary upon republics and republican form of 
government! 


[am mindful of the fact that those who would try to bolster | 
Administration in its conduct in this whole matter have | 
i to justify the landing of troops by Captain Hubbard of | 


up the 
claime 
the Nashville on 
protect the z f 
danger by the Ce jlombian troops. 


the ground that it was necessary and done to 


at 
bard landed his 
should not be transferred across the Isthmus by rail. The troops 


of the two countries were there, face to face, near the depot. 


The Colombian troops did not and dared not attempt to take pas- | 


sage to Panama. 


Can anyone doubt what Captain Hubbard and his troops were | 


there at the railroad terminal for? Was he there to protect Amer- | man, that in my judgment President McKinley did not need to 


| make any excuse for his delay in recognizing the independence of 


ican citizens, women and children? Captain Hubbard was there 


in response to orders from our Navy Department “‘ to occupy the | hi 
| his 


line of railroad and prevent the landing of any armed force,” and 
the further order from our State Department that ‘* troops which 
landed from the Cartagena should not proceei to Panama.”’ 


Captain Hubbard, in reporting what took place at the railroad | 


station in Colon, says: 


Iam positive that the determined attitude of our men (American troops), 
their coolness and evident intention of standing their ground, had a salutary 
and decisive effect on the immediate situation and was the initial step in the 
ultimate abandonment of Colon by their troops (Colombia's). 

It isa mere subterfuge to claim that we used our troops to pro- 
tect American citizens at Colon or elsewhere. 


subjugation, restoring order and a free transit across the Isthmus, 
and the maintenance of Colombia’s sovereignty over the Isthmus 
and the whole Colombian territory; and all this in the face of and 
against our solemn obligations incurred in our treaty with Co- 
lombia when we “‘ positively and efficaciously ’’ promised perfect 
neutrality of the Isthmus; and, further, that— 

If any one or more of the citizens of either party shall infringe any of the 
articles of this treaty, such citizens shall be held personally responsible for 
the same. and the harmony and good correspondence between the nations 
shall not be interrupted thereby. 

The defenders of the President’s conduct in this Panama mat- 
- me a as if it were a fact, that the President has vio- 
ated no law. 
toitas any law. International law is mainly the recital of what 
nations have done under treaties, and the precedents established 
by the conduct of nations under varied circumstances. 

_ Lbave attempted to show, and I believe I have succeeded, that 
sending our troops to Panama before any revolution had begun, 
and that upon the very first day that it did begin, interposing 
our forces to prevent Colombia from putting down the rebellion, 
We Violated the treaty and committed an unlawful act. 

But even if I am in error in this matter, I can tell 
Chairman, what law the President did violate. 
great, supreme law of justice and righteousness. 

What is the next step in this melancholy history? 

On November 6 Arango, Boyd, and Arias, the self-organized 
and self-characterized ‘* junta,” sent to our Secretary of State 
ohe Senor Philippe Bunau-Varilla with this letter: 

PANAMA, November 6, 1908. 


ou, Mr. 


SecReraRy oF STaTR, Washington, D. C.: 
point 
Plen potent 
and finan 


» 


The board of provincial government of the Republic of Panama have ap- 


Seflor 


hilippe Bunau-Varilla envoy extraordina 


‘. hegotiations. Deign to receive him and heed him. 
J. A. ARANGO, 
TOMAS ARIAS, 
FEDERICO Boyp. 


ait dependence of the Republic of Panama was at once rec- 
a ed, 
veake . a h of November the commissioners for the said “‘ junta” 
re ” . “ country, The treaty was ready for them when they 
ame sshington. It was negotiated, signed, and sealed be- 
abn inch and dinner, The agony was over, the curtain falls, 
Cess f th, ie ene return to inform the ‘‘junta’’ of the suc- 
me Uhelr errant 
These ; ; 
ADpear ne (ue Undisputed facts in this unfortunate affair. 
Wh nainly by official documents and correspondence. 


endence of revolting people rests with the President, that 


he American citizens on the Isthmus from harm and 

This is but a miserable excuse. 
bia’s 4 landed at Colon on their way across | ) 

Pe at nae de to quell this Detainee wat not | violation of that international law which is the guardian of the wor 

ne Ls 108 « ’ . 2 

Colon. for there was no disturbance at Colon. Captain Hub- | 


troops and gave orders that Colombia’s troops | 





A treaty is as binding on the people who are parties | .nq Panama violated precedents, international law, and the plain 


bind the strong nation in its dealings with the weak. 
national law and jurisprudence rests upon the principles of eternal 


He violated the | 





e and minister | 
‘ry hear your Government, with powers to conduct diplomatic | 


| friendly nation. 


They | 
in tat * concede that the right and authority to recognize the | 
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right should not be abused. It is not a new or complicated rule, 
but one well recognized and universally observed among all na- 
tions. I will cite three instances in our own country where the 
rule was referred to. 

John Quincy Adams, in dealing with the South American re- 
publics, said to President Monroe: 


There is a stage in such contests when recognition of independence may 
be granted without departure from the obligations of neutrality. It is the 
stage when independence is established as a matter of fact so as to leave the 
chances of the opposite party to recover their domains utterly desperate. 

Charles Sumner, later on, in referring to the action of England 
in recognizing the Southern Confederacy as a belligerent, said: 

The conclusion is clear. To justify recognition it must appear beyond 
doubt that de facto the contest is finished and that de facto the new govern- 
ment is established secure within fixed limits. These are conditions prece- 
dent not to be avoided without open offense toa friendly power and om 

i's 
peace, Armed recognition is simply recognition by coercion. It isa bellig- 
erent act constituting war, and can be vindicated only as war. But an at- 
tempt under guise of recognition to coerce the dismemberment or partition 
of a country is in its nature offensive beyond ordinary war. 

And last I will cite a no less worthy and respected authority 
than the late President McKinley. In his message of April 11, 
1898, Mr. McKinley, seeking to justify his refusal to recognize 
the independence of Cuba—and here let me stop to say, Mr. Chair- 


Cuba. If Congress had been content to follow the President in 
urpose at that time, rather than with each returning sun to 
rod, force, and hound him till he was finally obliged to depart 


| from his own wise policy in the Cuban matter, we should be far 


better off to-day, Cuba just as well off, and the poor Filipinos 
not the source of trouble they are to-day and will ever continue 
to be, or at least until we ‘“‘ back out.”” Mr. McKinley said in 


| that memorable message: 


There are evidences that the United States, in addition to the test imposed 
by public law as a condition of the recognition of independence by a neutral 


| state (to wit: that the revolting state shall in fact constitute a body politic, 
| having a government in substance as well as in name. possessed of the ele- 


We did it, prima- | 
rily and purposely, to prevent Colombia’s troops from quelling | 
the disturbance at Panama and forcing the insurrectionists to | 


ments of stability and forming de facto, if left to itself, a state among 
nations, reasonably capable of discharging the duties of a state), has im- 
posed for its guidance in dealing with cases like these the further condition 
that recognition of independent statehood is not one toa revolted depend- 
ency until the danger of its being subjugated by the parent state has en- 
tirely passed away. 

_ How pertinent are these words and this statement of interna- 
tional law to the conditions which confronted the first successor 
of President McKinley. Who will say that on November 6 the 
Government of Panama was any such government as Mr. Mc- 
Kinley described, ‘that the danger of its being subjugated by 
Colombia had passed away,’’ when Colombia had hardly learned 
that any insurrection had occurred? 

No thoughtful, reasoning man, be he lawyer or layman, can, I 


| think, stop short of the conclusion, unwilling as he may be to 


reach it, that the Administration in its conduct toward Colombia 


duty and undisputed terms of the treaty with Colombia. 
Mr. Chairman, international law has no meaning if it does not 
Inter- 


justice. If its rules and principles can be set aside from motives 
of interest or ambition or to gratify revenge whenever for the 
moment a great people or its rulers desire, then there is no inter- 


| national law save the highwayman’s plea that might makes right. 


It should be the highest ambition of our great Republic to be a 
leader among the peoples of the earth in the scrupulous regard for 
the rights of the weak rather than in the reckless exercise of 


| overwhelming power at their expense. 


We want the canal, and we shall have it: but we do not want 
it to the detriment of our good name, which is above all price. 
and we would have had it without the possibility of criticism of 
our conduct in procuring it had impetuous haste waited upon 


| calm judgment and conservative action. 


But above all, Mr. Chairman, we wish our Government to be 
one of laws and not of men. 

Mr. Chairman, let me conclude my remarks by inserting this 
brief selection taken from an editorial in a friendly paper in a 
I quote from the London Graphic in an editorial 
on this Panama subject: 


We regret that the President has allowed the fair name of his Administra- 
tion to be smirched by a transaction so utterly at variance with the most ele- 
mentary principles of public law and international morality. We can not 
mere a more lamentable outrage on the public conscience of the civilized 
wor 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR] such time as he desires. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I shall not attempt, in the 
very brief moments that I shall occupy, to discuss in detail the 
geen of the gentleman from Massachusetts {[Mr. THAyEr]. 

here is nothing that I could say, and there is nothing he has 
said, but has been repeated a hundred times in this Capitol dur- 
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ing the last three months. I have no disposition to refer disre- 
spectfully to any branch of the Government; but if there ever 
was a subject worn threadbare, worn out, until it became odious 
to the ears and obnoxious to the nostrils of the American peo- 
ple, it has been this endless and infernal iteration of a lot of plati- 
tudes about the recognition of the Panama Republic. So I shall 
not try to say anything new about it. 

I have this to say, however, that I have a lawyer’s training and 
a lawyer's instinct about the question of the receiver of stolen 
goods, and I can not by any possibility disconnect the act of the 
acquirement of the Isthmus of Panama from the receipt of it 
afterwards and the enjoyment of itafterwards. By no ethics, by 
no logic, no argument that I can make can I disconnect the crim- 
inality of the one. if there is any, from the character of the other; 


we are going to have it,’’ he has admitted away all of his case, 
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| 
United States a year or two afterwards, and which was } 
ocratic policy at the time. The Ostend manifesto was ; 
tion to notify Spain, on behalf of the United States, t); 
give $100,000,000 for the island of Cuba. 
Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman—— 
Mr.GROSVENOR. Let me finish mystatement. 1 


he Dem. 
4 Proposi- 
40 We Would 


| become a kind of political necessity that we should have ( 


and stands indictable at the same bar, by the same grand jury, | 


and upon the same evidence that he brings against the President. 

Now, I want to say another thing. If the United States was 
guilty of a violation of international law, it was that violation 
and that alone that made any republic, or government, or com- 
bination, whatever it may be called, possible in the Isthmus of 
Panama. And so the original character of the conspiracy that 


apart of our Government. Therefore Spain was n 
if she would accept $100,000,000 and quiet title to the 
if she was willing she could have that $100,000,000. a) 
would go to war and seizeit. Now I will listen to th; 
Mr. THAYER. And is it not true that the next 
convention, in 1856, condemned that in the strongest | 


| is not the Adiministration now doing what you then put 
and, therefore, when the gentleman says, ‘‘ We want a canal and | 


as being worthy of condemnation? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. If we did, we did exactly right 
Mr. THAYER. You are now doing what you co) 
Democrats for doing. You said the Democrats wer 
state that the Republicans were exactly right in condemning 


emn 


| Why do you not condemn the same thing now? 


the gentleman has described, if there was one, and the original | 
character of the relation of our Government to the transaction, | 
tainted the whole transaction, and no lap:e of time, and no new | 


conditions can by any possibility rechristen the child of that revo- 
lution by any higher or better name than the one given to it by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. Therefore, while he con- 
demns the 
makes insinuations against the President of a character to which 
I do not wish to refer, I point out to the gentleman that the great 
nations of the world are also receivers of these stolen goods. 

Bear in mind that my argument consists, in the first instance, of 
this: ‘‘ Whatever there is of the Republic of Panama,’’ says the 
centleman, *‘ was born of a conspiracy between somebody in the 
United States’’—and by insinuation born within the knowledge 
at least of the President of the United States—‘‘ and a little irre- 
sponsible coterie down at Panama,”’ all of which nowis laid bare 
by the gentleman, and all of which is known by the whole civi- 
lized world; and yet, over the protest of Colombia, and yet with 
just as much information as the gentleman from Massachusetts 
has, and without any purpose of partisan advantage, England, 
France, Germany, Russia, Holland, Austria, Spain, Portuga!, all 
the nations, all the great powers of the world. with every South 
American republic, have come in and indorsed the action of the 
United States Government by ratification, as it were, the recog- 
nition of this new Republic. 


United States in unmeasured terms of bitterness, and | 


Mr. GROSVENOR. What thing? 

Mr. THAYER. Our transactions with Panama. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Thereissomuch difference I do n 
nize the analogy. 

Mr. THAYER. Then why did you refer to it at all if 
tions are not analogous? You referred to it for the 
showing that Democrats need not complain, as they 
tempted to do just what I have shown that the Administra‘ 
has now done. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. To point the sins you have been: 
ting in the days past [laughter on the Republican sid 


_ congratulate you on the fact that you have improved in jx 


So when the gentleman, for partisan purposes. assails the Presi- | 


dent of the United States and assails the fair fame of his own 
country, he is assailing the intelligence and law-abiding character 
of the whole civilized world. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. THAYER. Is it not true, I ask the gentleman, that the 
other nations failed to recognize the Republic of Panama until at 
least a month in most instances after we had stood behind, pro- 
tecting and guaranteeing Panama, and until Panama had, at least 
to some extent, become a de facto Republic? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Theargument of the gentleman is that if 
you are committing a crime and defying the world and standing 
up to it and holding onto the proceeds one month, then the char- 
acter of it is condoned. because you have been so persistent to 
hold on. Thatis the argument. That is where he is driven to. 
Does he think that the nations of the Old World, with their won- 
derful intelligence and great diplomatic wisdom and knowledge, 
have been carried by the action of the United States to condoning 
an act of criminal violation of international law? Our Democratic 
friends on the other side have not always, Mr. Chairman, been 
so careful of the rights of other countries as is manifested by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts in the particular occasion now 
under consideration. If he is right about it, if all these crimes 
have been committed, then history is repeating itself with a little 
appendix to the former chapter. 

I remember, although only a boy at the time, that the whole 
country became greatly interested in the movement of the Demo- 
cratic Administration, represented in Europe by Mr. Mason of 
Virginia, Mr. Soule of Louisiana, and Mr. Buchanan of Pennsy!]- 
vania, ministers at London, Paris,and Madrid. They assembled 
at the town of Ostend, a beautiful watering place on the English 
Channel, in neutral Belgium, and they made a certain ‘* mani- 
festo,’’ which passed into history, indorsed by the Democratic 
party, by the election of the chief mover in it to be President of the 


morals very great'y, and that your memories are so short 
you do not remember the depth of iniquity out of which you! 
come, [Laughter on the Republican side.] That i 

Now, Mr. Chairman, without o& ing through over t! 
in detail, I will make a few suggestions. I believe tl 
every 100 people in the United States of America, except 
wumps of Massachusetts | langhter] .are unqualifiedly 
astically in approval of the course taken by the Presid 
United States in the matter of the Panama Canal. I bel 
he had not done just exactly what he did do, or if h« 
there in the Isthmus a feather’s weight in the vindi 
masesty and duty and rights of the American people i 
half, that side of the House and that side of the Se 
be resounding to-day with the abuse of the President : 
unfit to represent a great nation upon a great questio 

I believe that Theodore Roosevelt placed a star in 1 
his Administration brighter than it had heen the good ! 
any American President in the last thirty years to have « 
lished. [Applause on the Republican side.] I believe it will: 
down to the latest generations of our country’s history as an Ad 
ministration of what one man or one Administration ¢ 
redeem the character of the nation from the pos 
charge of imbecility and lack of courage in an hour o! 
peril and excitement. [Applause on the Republican s 

I believe that if the gentleman will put his ear to t) 
just now and listen to the sounds that are coming f1 
the United States, from the North and the West and t 
and even the South, he will hear a sound of indorsem 
Theodore Roosevelt in this particular matter of the P 
tion that will unsettle his views as to the future } 
Democratic victory in the coming election for Pres 
plause. | 

Mr. THAYER. Will the gentleman refer me to an 
any standing that justified the President of the | 
his course at recognizing Panama at the time he « 
way he did? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If I was going to reach the 
rectly, I would ask the gentleman to refer me to any 
condemns it. 

Mr. THAYER. I will refer the gentleman 
made by the professors of Yale College. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, my God! [Laughter. 

Mr. THAYER. Their opinion is worth a little s 
international law. The gentleman can not laugh a 
in that manner. These professors know about as m' 
ternational law as the gentleman from Ohio. It ill | 
to state that in his opinion all the people are in [1 
Roosevelt’s proposition, and then when I call to his at 
men as these professors in Yale College simply 5! 
wump,” or can he make the proposition and then lau 
cule the opinions of these learned men. The profe 
College are entitled to some consideration, Mugwum)> 
Mugwumps. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. I can state a thousand papers which are 
, favor of it. The New York Tribune—— 

" Mr. THAYER. The New York Sun, did you say? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not. Yes, the New York Sun, also, 

d strangely enough, the New York Sun, while opposing Presi- 
dent Ro sevelt and condemning President Roosevelt in many 
respects, as I read it, thoroughly approved of his course in that 
rer TH AYER. It does not, as anybody ought toread it. Ido 
not know how you read it. You have such a noted faculty of 
reading things in papers that nobody else can find. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And now I am told the gentleman has 
not been quite in good faith in this matter of Yale College, and 
while some twenty professors there have condemned the Presi- 
dent, Mugwump professors, fifty professors of Yale College 
strongly indorse the President’s conduct and have signed a paper 
o that effect. . 

Mr THAYER. Then, whatare you ridiculing them for—Mug- 
wumps? [Applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not ridicule them. 

Mr. THAYER. Another thing, I ask the gentlemen wherein 
have I showed any bad faith? I did not say all the met of Yale 
College; I said twenty or more, and——. 

Mr. GROSVENER. I have not yielded the floor to the gentle- 
man, and I decline to be interrupted. 

Mr. THAYER. I did not know—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR (continuing). And the gentleman gets ex- 
cited and disturbs the peace, and I do not want that to happen. 
{Laughter. 
~ Mr, THAYER. The gentleman’s peace of mind seems to be | 
easily disturbed on this matter. 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. Mr. Chairman, I am quite aware that po- 
litical action of gentlemen is not confined to the House of Repre- 
sentatives nor to the Senate. I am not oblivious of the fact that 
if the question was whether the Ten Commandments were abso- 
lutely a guide to good morals, I could find a good many college 
professors who would denounce them without any hesitation, or 
at least they would want to amend them and put in some later 
discovery of science. Now, I am not to be misled, I have but a 
very few moments, and I promised to occupy but a very few mo- | 
ments; I have pointed out what, in my judgment, will be the 
voice of the American people. For more than a hundred years | 
we have been trying by every process of diplomacy and by every 
known acquirement of knowledge to build a canal, and the time 
has come when the country is acutely in favor of it, when the 
necessity for it is pressing much stronger upon the great agri- 
cultural region of the South than it is upon the North. 

And when all the people looked forward and witnessed the great 
battle that was fought here with so much distinguished success 
and ability by the gentleman on my left [Mr. Hersurn], chair- 
man of the great committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
in favor of the Nicaragua Canal, and finally, when that question 
seemed to turn the other way, all the people of the country said, 
“We are in favor of now going forward,” and it ceased to be a 
party question, or had reduced itself down to the struggle of a 
fewmen, Then came the question. We accepted the proposition 
of Colombia, because that was in fact what took place. The 
treaty that was afterwards rejected was a treaty drawn in effect 
and agreed to absolutely by their own agent. 

then they came to a point where they undertook to jockey | 
with us and force the payment of a larger sum of money. Be- 
oe that the President’s position now is true, that when it 
i beyond the power of the President to negotiate for the 
fe — Canal, actuated by the mere purpose of attempting to 
r “cup the Government of the United States by seizing it by the 
: —_ and compelling the payment of ten million more dollars 
‘0 them, and when that attempt came and the people of this 
“ountry witnessed the uprising of Panama—that was the time 
when the patriotism of this country said, ‘‘ We have settled the 
great question of the world by the genius of American diplomacy 
“ the American courage of action.’’ 

mi HARDWI CK. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mi at SVENOR, I will yield to the gentleman. 
this Gaacee WICK. I want to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
R eulieanes Even if it is true that the diplomatic agents of the 
- Am aco ( 0 ombia negotiated this treaty with the United States | 
word te os Would the fact that the Senate of Colombia after- 
come ta ‘tie exercise of its functions, rejected the treaty be any | 

Mr Gmont ae against that Government? 
the ie EN OR. It would depend wholly and entirely upon 
it was ine es under which it was done, and no matter how | 
world. a ri 1ere is & power, and it is moving in the civilized | 
Cok wahion a T greater than the little contemptible spirit of the | 

an Senate, a power that says that in the interest of civili- | 
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zation, in the interest of prosperity, in the interest of the mil- 
lions of American people, in the interest of the millions of the 
people in the Orient, a canal shall be built; and woe to the poli- 
tician or the newspaper man or the college professor that gets in 
the way of this mighty movement of a mighty people to do a 
mighty thing. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

Now, I have in my hand a paper of at least fair repute 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield fora 
question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Inamoment. I consider it a great and 
ablenewspaper. The Philadelphia Inquirer has an editorial to-day 
headed ‘‘ Panama Canal obstructionists should be placarded from 
one end of the countryfto the other.” I will, in order that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts may see that I have accepted his 
challenge, put it into my remarks: 


[From the Philadelphia Inquirer, February 1, 1904.] 


PANAMA CANAL OBSTRUCTIONISTS SHOULD BE PLACARDED FROM ONE END 
OF THE COUNTRY TO THE OTHER. 


As long as there are Senators who are inclined to doso there can be ob- 
struction to the ratification of the Panama Canal treaty. 

But the time has come when the Republican majority should not longer 
submit to the miserable game of hold-up in a spirit of meekness. 

The names of the obstructionists ought to be placarded from one end of 
the country to the other as foes of progress. 

They ought to be smoked out—every one of them—in order that the Amer- 
ican people may know just who the men are who are so shamefully and 
shamelessly misrepresenting public sentiment. 

The whole story of the canal negotiations has been given to the people. 
There is no stain upon the hands of the Administration. The President has 
Public censure does not fall 
upon him, but upon those Senators of the United States who have thought to 
gain some partisan end by opposing a measure that is of the utmost impor- 
tance to the nation. 

Let the friends of the treaty and of national progess force the fight and 
drive the obstructionists out of their hiding places and into the full glare of 





| publicity. 


The nation demands action, and it will know how to deal with those who 
are not with it in hurrying work upon the greatest of all world enterprises. 

Mr. THAYER. I notice that the gentleman has by calling to 
my attention one single newspaper in this country. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Isay that 95 per cent of the newspapers 
are on that side, among them the Atlanta Constitution, one of the 
ablest papers in the South, a Charleston paper, two New Orleans 
papers, and all over the country. I know of no great, intelligent 


paper not steeped in partisanship that is not in favor of this ca- 


nal that is to be built by the American people. 
Mr. THAYER. Will the gentleman be willing that I shallread 


| a resolution in the Republican platform of 1856 for his informa- 


tion in relation to the Ostend manifesto? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; I cast my first vote in favor of that 
I am held by it; I am in favor of it; splendid old plat- 
form! Never has been improved upon. Free speech, free press, 
free men, Fremont and anti-Democratic wherever they were. 
{Laughter. } 

Mr. THAYER. Yes; and they all went down together like the 
one-horse shay—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
Kentucky. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. The gentleman has passed away 
from the point that I was about to question him upon. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to say to the gentleman that I 
have not indorsed the Ostend manifesto. I say it was an at- 
tempted piratical outrage. 

Mr. THAYER. That was that we should take Cuba at a cer- 
tain price; and if she would not agree to it, we were to take her 
whether or no? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is what it was. 

Mr. THAYER. And that is what we did with Panama—if 
they would not accept our treaty we would take the right to build 
the canal, law or no law. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Isn’t the gentleman satisfied with his 

ech? [{Laughter. ] 

Mr. THAYER. Perfectly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then why doesn’t he put an end to it? 

Mr. THAYER. I suppose the gentleman from Ohio would like 
everybody to put an end to his speech except his own, and he 
talks ten times more than any man on the floor. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But the gentleman ought not to take his 
own time and then break me up into pieces. 

Mr. THAYER. Oh, there is not anything that will break the 
gentleman up in his talk except the judgment day. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, whenthe judgment day comes, and 
I am hunting around for an advocate to present my cause, let me 
say to the gentleman that I shall not spend my time looking in 
that section of the country for him. [Laughter. | 

Mr. THAYER. Oh, I shall be ina cooler place. 
laughter. } 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, Mr. Chairman, I was practically 


I will now yield to the gentleman from 


[Renewed 
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through with my very able remarks when the gentleman injected 
himself in here to show that the Ostend manifesto—— 

Mr. THAYER. But the gentleman referred to it himself. I 
did not. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. To show that the Ostend manifesto was 
condemned by the Republican party. I thought he had done it. 
He has forgotten italready. I thought he had doneit. I thought 
he got that platform to read to us to show that the Republicans 
in 1856 condemned the Ostend manifesto. 

Mr. THAYER. I hold it now in my hand, but you will not give 
me the time to read it. You prefer, as in many other things, to 
continue in your ignorance of it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
man came in here to show me that we had condemned that 
platform. 

Mr. THAYER. 
ministration is taking a position right the contrary to that. 
is my position. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Notatall. I have shown the gentleman 
as far as I could,in my feeble way, that there is not the slightest 
parallel between them, any more than there would be between the 
Mexican war on the one hand and the war of our Revolution on 
the other. 

Mr. THAYER. I will say that the gentleman has entirely 
failed to convince me of it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
plete a sentence or two without putting his answer into it? 
not want to have it all broken up into patches. 

Mr. THAYER. Oh, there is no danger of breaking the gentle- 
manup. I can only expect to bend him a little. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
speak with the vim that the gentleman did. 
from the inspiration of the moment, and the gentleman ought to 
take pity on me and give me achance. [Laughter. | 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a single word more. There are issues 
enough, my Democratic brethren, upon which you can go to war 
with the Republicans this coming campaign. 
what they all are, but I know there are several of them. 
have enough of them, in my judgment, of sufficient strength to 
make avery respectable fight. The last twocampaigns you have 
waged were not respectable in power. The defeats that you sus- 
tained were so great, so overwhelming, so expected by us and so 


And now the gentleman in sustaining the Ad- 
That 


I do 


unexpected by you, that the glory of two great campaigns was | 


stripped away. 
You are in a position now, if you will call off a few more lead- 


ers and get rid of them, to give us a whole lot of trouble in the | 


coming summer and fall. Weare gladof that. We do not want 
to kick and beat the airany more. Give us an enemy. You 
have been an enemy worthy of the steel of any political party on 
earth—grand in your principles, glorious in your devotion to 
party duty,and powerful when you come under a banner that you 
are not ashamed of. You have issues enough. 

The tradition of your party is substantially the tradition of a 
free-trade party, and you can pick a whole lot of little criticisms 
of our career in office during all of these eight years—there is plenty 
of fuel to feed the flame of partisan excitement and interest; but 


do not go into this battle tied hand and foot to a proposition so | 


distasteful to the American people as to strip you of fighting 
ower. 

. Do not come to us with an indorsement of any man’s speech, 
whether a Representative or a Senator, that undertakes to con- 
demn the United States in its action in the matter of the Panama 
Canal. If you do, there will not be enough left of you in Novem- 
ber to make a respectable funeral procession. [Laughter on the 
Republican side.}] I know that some gentlemen who are a little 
bit inclined to be protectionists, a little bit inclined to be gold- 
standard men, are quite willing to get up some cry of imperialism 
or some cry about Panama and get a banner under which they can 
fight without being driven to support the attitude you are going 
to take upon the great political questions of the day; but do not 
follow those men. If you do, you will go to ruin again just as 
you have done heretofore. [Laughter.] 

I say that the brightest star in the galaxy that to-day shines 
upon the pathway of the candidate of the Republican party is 
his course in the Panama Canal question. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] It was not unduly precipitate. It was intelli- 
gent, wise. and characteristic of the Administration, doubtless 
in some part advised and recommended by the distinguished 
Secretary of State, than whom we have had no better, more clear- 
headed Secretary of State within the memory of living man. 
[Applause on the Republican side. } 

And the people of the United States are in favor of the men 
who didit. If you want to be wise, you must not drive the rank 
and file of the American people to vote for Roosevelt because of 
his action on the Panama Canal, and that is what you are 
likely todo. He will be nominated by acclamation, and among 


Then I am righte I say that the gentle- | 


Will not the gentleman allow me to com- | 


I have not mine written out, and can not | 
I am trying to speak | 


I do not know | 
You | 
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| ee, 
the strong arguments that we shall make in his favor wij } 
on ae we . ; € tw 
| things: First, when you say he is overstrenuous, overactive »... 
impetuous, we will ask you, ‘* What has he done’’’ ae 
| thing now. Where was he overimpetuous? What ; ublic oe 
Roosevelt would you criticise to-day on the stump of the t ; . 
States? What act has he done that the Republican cao 
not indorse in its convention and the people of the ; antes = 
not indorse at the polls? [Applause on the Republicay ; s 
| What is it? There is not one such act. ? ny 
He promised at Buffalo to execute the policy and princip}es 99 
hered to by William McKinley. I challenge any man ae 
| up and interrupt me now—but I challenge him to t; 
come here and tell me and tell the American peop! 
ple, what act, what policy of McKinley, Roosevelt has on 
| cuted. And when we go to the American people and say to ¢}, “f 
‘** You must either vote for Roosevelt or you must conde) . Vo. 
| Kinley,’’ and when you supplement all that by saying 
|‘ You must condemn the policy of the American nation jy, + 
| eyes of the whole world because of the Panama question.” 
will find yourselves in a dilemma that I hope you will p 
into. [Applause on the Republican side. } 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Will the gentleman all 
| him a question for information? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I observe that th 
spondence between our representative on the Isthin 
and the State Department here in Washington i 
knowledge of the revolution was possessed her 
down there. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not care—— 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. What I want to ask t 
is this: Thinking that he might be able to throw s 
that question, I would like to know if he can give‘ 
tee any information showing that the State Depart 
its knowledge of the revolution from Panama first 
whether there was any official correspondence sent to t 
Department from Panama before this message was sent from the 
State Department to Panama advising that a revolution had oc- 
curred or was about to occur? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not get my information in that way, 
I got myinformationin July. LIreaditagain in the L 
| of the early days of September, that there was in motion an ele- 
ment in Colombia sure to result in revolution in Panama if that 
treaty was defeated, and I believed it, and I believe the gentle. 
man now believes it; and whether the President of the United 
States heard of it first or not, Ido not know. Where heg 
information I do not know. But I will tell the gentleman from 
Kentucky one thing. Roosevelt may be impetuous and he may 
be strenuous, but he is honest, he is truthful, and he would not 
lie, even under the pressure of the Senate of the United Siates 
[Applause.] Whatever he says about the matter | implicitly be 
lieve, and so do 10,000,000 voters of the American people, as they 
will show the gentleman in good time, 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I wish to say that I have the ut 
confidence in the President’s integrity, and I have asked these 
questions simply to get information, if it were possible to elicit! 
from the gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. So much talk has been made about! 
much has been said about it that it is becoming tiresome. 
gentleman who can get an audience anywhere com! 

a great lot of telegrams and official reports. I have no 

the President, keenly alive to his duty, on the alert with anauuty 
of alertness second to no man on earth, heard the reyerberat 

the forthcoming revolution at Panama long before 11 | 
the formation of the provisional government. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I simply wanted 
formed the basis of that first message, sent, I believ: 
Secretary Loomis. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The long experience we ha: 
ery of those South American fellows down there was 
to the President to be on the alert and attend to bu: 
friend from Kentucky would stand here to-day t 
if he had waited twenty-four hours and injury had cc 
cause down there, because it is our cause as well as t! 
civilized nations. D>. 

Mr. SIMS. May I interrupt the gentleman wit) 4 4" 

I never did it before in my life. 4 cl 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I shall be delighted to hear the 5“ 
man’s question. : 

Mr. SIMS. Iam afraid you might think I did » 
attention if I did not ask you a question. : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman need not ¢! 
concern on that. 

Mr. SIMS. Now, seriously, I can understand h 

ublican and every Democrat who believes the 
done nothing wrong should advocate the raul 
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treaty. I think that is consistent, and think they ought to; but 

— nt to know how the man, Republican or Democrat, can 
I cao Ne his position when he gets up here and tells us that the 
= as of the Administration was equivalent to a crime, but that 
a areas to ratify the treaty and thereby get the benefit of the 
fruits of the crime. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, that is the old cry. The gentleman 
has had a great deal of practice in the courts of the country, and 
if he has had an unfortunate tramp assigned to him by the order 
of the court to defend for the presence on his person of a stolen 
watch or something of that kind, the gentleman knows how he 
always says somebody else gave it to him and puts the responsi- 
pility over onto someone else. I can not answer the gentleman's 
qué Sion. I think every man must answer that question for him- 
self. I think that every American who votes to build the Panama 
Canal, to appropriate the money, and who stands by the future 
action of the Government, 1s estopped by the record and by his 
own conduct in pais to say now that the act of the President was 
a crime against the international law of the world. That is what 
ot SIMS. I want to ask this further question, as the gentle- 
man is so candid: If the gentleman from Ohio himself believed 
that the conduct of the Administration was a crime, he h.mself 
would not vote to ratify the treaty, if he had an opportunity? | 
My. GROSVENOR. Most assuredly I would not. But I wish 


al 


the zentleman would not put such a cuestion, because it suggests 
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self-reliance to put forth efforts in trade with the best results. This will be 
one of its chief aims. Conditions exactly as they are found will be shown in 
a true and impartial light. 

“Statements of fact and statistics issued by this Department will be non- 
partisan, not only in the usual political sense of the word, but in the broader 


| sense of the freedom from bias of preconceived theories or of predilections 


toward or against individuals, associations, or organizations. By carrying 
out this policy the various branches of the Department, acting as a single or- 
ganization, can render far greater service to labor and to capital than could 


| be had from independent offices specifically devoted to particular inter- 


ests. * * # 

“The Department deals with the great concerns in commercial and indus- 
trial life. To be of service to these interests it must have their hearty coop- 
eration and support. It must be a Department of business. It must be pro- 


| gressive, but at the same time conservative. It must not deviate in its course 


from the pathway of justice, strict and impartial. It must be nonpartisan in 
the highest and broadest sense. 

“Tt must recognize no distinction as between large and small interests, 
as between theafiluent or powerful and the humblest citizen. If itattempts 


| to occupy a field that properly belongs to private endeavor, it will inevita- 
| bly fail to realize the high hopes of its present well-wishers. It must adhere 


rigidly to the lines marked out since the foundation of the Government for 


| Federal agencies in executing the will of the people. 


the possibility of a suspicion that I might believe that the Admin- 


istration as now constituted could commit one of those crimes, and 
I do not believe it. 

Mr. SIMS. I do not mean that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Mr. Chairman, the Republican party will 
settle this question, as it has settled all the other great questions 
that have come before it; and in the long run, sooner or later. the 
merchant marine and the navies of the United States will go tri- 


umphantly through the Panama Canal, and all the people of the | 


country will say, ** Hallelujah! ’’ and Roosevelt's name will stand 


“If these general principles are made effective, if conservatism and im- 
rtiality, coupled with ever increasing efficiency, mark its administration, 
can not but believe that this new Department will become a mighty influ- 
ence for good in our commercial and industrial affairs.” 
DEPARTMENTS OF COMMERCE IN OTHER COUNTRIES. 


The Government of the United States has been none too soon in the organ- 


ization of a Department of Commerce and Labor. The great importance of 
international trade has attracted attention in all parts of the world, and the 
struggle for representation in the world’s markets has become more and 
more intense with each year. Already many of the leading nations of the 


world have organized departments of commerce, with cabinet ministers to 
direct the work and to make and cause to be made such studies and investi- 
gations as may prove helpful to the producing, manufacturing, and commer- 
cial interests of their respective countries. 

No less than twenty countries and colonies of the world now have depart- 
ments which, under one title or another, devote theirattention to commerce 
and among these are nearly all the great commercial countries of Ei 


rope and 
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of the commercial world, and while we are somewhat late in organizing a 


high up on the scroll of fame for his part in this magnificent in- | 


ternational act. [Applause on the Republican side. } 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to place in the Recorp 
avery carefully written and wholly nonpartisan discussion in re- 


gard to our foreign and interstate commerce, I ask to extend 


my remarks for that purpose. It was furnished by Hon. O. P. 
Austin, of the Bureau of Statistics of the Department of Com- 
merce. 

Mr. THAYER. Not objecting at all, I wish to ask, Has it any- 
thing to do with this question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, yes: it shows the value of the canal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the line indicated. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


[Address delivered before the Rochester (N. Y.) Chamber of Commerce, by 
0. P. Austin, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics of the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor, Thursday, January 7.) 

ider myself greatly honored in being permitted to address you on 

t ion, and especially so in view of the fact that I come representing 

in some sense the new Department of Commerce and Labor. Unfortunately 

the head of the Department, the Hon. George B. Cortelyou, was unable to 

accept the cordial invitation which your officers extended to him to be pres- 

he = pe nally address you, and I can assure you that this fact was to him 
latter of sincere regret. 

Himself a native of this great State, attached to its people by tender ties 
and personal association and recognizing keenly the important relation of 
this State and this city to commerce and industry, he greatly desired to ac- 
cept ‘he invitation and have this opportunity to personally talk with you 
about this subject of mutual interest, the work of the new Departenent and 
its relation to the growing commerce of our country. But the exacting du- 
ties of his position rendered this impracticable. 
oat ae anew Department consisting of over 10,000 people, scattered 
arog out all parts of the country, to adjust the relations of bureaus and 
whith new and old, not only to each other, but to the important interests 
which they and he as the head of the Department must consider, is a great 








Bw am ve consider that our country has now an area equal to that of all 
the Ant our population is over 80 millions, and the number under 
millions ‘ an flag and under the care of the Government is more than 9 
=o ,, that our exports are now greater than those of any other nation, 
We Inve me nal commerce equal to the international commerce of the world, 
upon ti realize in some degree the importance of the duty which devolves 
Commeg nt Who organizes and directs the work of a new Department of 
a meron and Labor. 

uth Gen . people of Rochester,” said he to me on leaving, “ that I very 
the opportr my inability to accept in person their invitation and to have 
of the new Dp ty personally to talk with them about the work and ambitions 
of may oat in partment of Commerce and Labor, and it is only the pressure 

y public duties here that leads me to ask them to excuse me on this oc- 


casion.’ 
And while you are thus, 


me by force of circumstances, deprived of his pres- 

e 0 * . 
— on at that which he might say if here, I want to saan to you jast a 
which hots rom his first annual report, which will indicate the broad view 
and of the tne Prospective work of the Department of Commerce and 
tries of the the subjects with which it must deal—the commerce and indus- 

“The = nations of the world. In that report he said: 

By furnishing thee was not established to control theenergies of the people. 
Shing them with needed information, it can help intelligence and 





department which will give its exclusive attention to commerce and indus- 
try, we havea magnificent foundation upon which to build and an enormous 
interest to care for and develop. 

And it is because of this fact. the magnitude of the task, and the interests 
involved, that the Secretary of Commerceand Labor has moved slowly, care- 
fully, and conscientiously, preferring, as he saysin his report, to“ lay the f 
dation on broad lines and build thoroughly and conservatively for the ft 
rather than ‘to sacrifice the essentials of sound organization to a desire to 
make an early showing from ill-considered and ill-timed investigations.” 








DEVELOPMENT OF OUR COMMERCE. 
And now, having said what seems proper on such an occasion regarding 


| the work of the new Department, I want to say something about the com- 


merce with which it is to deal, and the future which I believe awaitsit. This 


| isasubject which to you men of affairs—merchants, manufacturers, exporters, 
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bankers, transporters—can not but be, it seems to me, of great interest. You 
occupy a central position between the producing sections of the West and 
South and the manufacturing and exporting sections of the North and East. 

The raw materials of the farm and mine and forest from the South and 
West pass your doors in immense quantities daily, and nota little of them 
find their way into your factories, and the production of your factories with 
that of other sections farther East and North find their way into every part 
of the civilized world, and in constantly increasing quantities. It is not un- 
reasonable, then, to believe that you will be interested in this question of the 
expansion, past, present, and prospective, of our production and commerce, 
and while it is a subject with which you are familiar, to which you are giv- 
ing your constant attention and labors and your best thoughts, it has oc- 
curred to me that perhaps a review of what has been accomplished in the 
past and some suggestions of what this accomplishment means for the future 
might not be improper. 


A MOVING PANORAMA OF THE WORLD'S COMMERCE. 


The student of commercial statistics who has at his command the record 
of the production, consumption, manufacture, and exchange, not only of his 
own country, but of all countries, not only of a single article, but of all arti- 
cles, not only for a single year, but forall years as far back as records are 
available, should be able to draw some general conclusions from them which 
would be of interest even to those engaged in one or another of the various 
industries which he so considers. 

The columns of figures which appear dry and uninteresting to many are 
to him living pictures of conditions during a long term of years and over a 
wide area, a moving panorama of the world’s progress or of the progress of 
any particular section into which he may desire to examine: and While sta- 
tistics when presented in detail are tiresome and uninteresting, I trust that 
some great facts, stated in general terms, measured merely by round millions 
or billions, may not prove tiresome but rather a picture of progress which 
may interest you and give you new faith in our great country and new cour- 
age for the sharp contests which are before you in the invasion of the world’s 
markets. 





THE GREATNESS OF GREAT FIGURES. 


Before beginning my discussion of a subject on which I must talk almost 
exclusively of millions and billions, I trust you will pardon me if I saya word 
about the relation of these two great measures of quantity and value. We 
are so accustomed in this great country of ours to talk of millions, and even 
billions, that I think we scarcely stop to consider what an enormous sum a 
billion is. I do not need to say, of course, to you men of business that a bil- 
lion is a thousand millions. in our acceptance of the term. But do we,any of 
us, fully comprehend what a vast sum a billion is? 

It is so easy when you write a million simply to add three more ciphers 
and make it a billion that I hardly think we fully realize the difference. Let 
us take a simple and familiar subject as a method of determining the com- 
emnre greatness of the two terms‘ millions” and ‘‘billions.” Weall know 

Ow rapidly an expert counter of coins will manipulate them. You can 
scarcely follow the motion of his fingers as he shifts the shining coins from 
one pile to another and counts them. The Treasury experts will! count 4,000 
silver dollars in an hour and keep it up all day long, but that is their limit. 

Working eight hours a day, then, an expert counter of coins will count 
32,000 silver dollarsina day; but how long will it take him at that rate tocount 
a million dollars? Thirty-one days. Think of a man counting silver dollars 
hour after hour, day after day, as fast as he can count them, and yet finding 
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that at the end of thirty-one working days he has only counted 1,000,000! But 
that is only the beginning of the measurement of great figures, for if this 
same man were to go on counting silver dollars at the same rate of speed for 
ten years, he would find that he had only counted 100,000,000 of them, and 
that to count a billion dollars would require one hundred and two years of 
steady work at the rate of eight hours per day during every working day of 
every one of the one hundred and two years. 

So when I begin to talk to you of billions of dollars in the measurement of 
our commerce or that of the world, please remember that a billion is a 
thousand times as much as a million, and thateven that expert who can count 
a million in thirty-one days must take a full century tocounta billion. And 
when you realize this I think you will agree with me that the figures which 
measure our commercial progress are not merely wonderful; they are 
appalling. 

. Ser best—indeed, our only—method of foretelling the future is by a study 
of the past. If we want to know what our country is likely to accomplish in 
supplying the great markets of the world, both at home and abroad, we must 
first see what it has done in that line in the past and compare that work with 
that accomplished by other nations which are to be our competitors in the 
world’s markets. 

THE IMPORTANCE OF THE HOME MARKET. 


Before beginning a study of the question with reference to the markets of 
other parts of the world, let me call your attention to the importance of our 
home market. This is a subject of which we hear much from time to time, 
especially during politicalcampaigns; but it isone which must impress itself 
upon all who study the figures of the actual consumption of the prosperous 
population of this great country of ours, a country with 80 millions of 
busy people, a population now increasing at the rate of nearly 2 millions 
per annum. 

Before stating the figures of the value of ourinternal commerce, however, 
I want to give youa standard of measurement, a great unit of value by which 
we may measure its importance and its growth. The international com- 
merceof the world, the entire foreign commerce of all the nations and colo- 
nies of the world, so far as we can measure it, amounted im the year 1900 to 
about 20 billions of dollars. Thatis the total of imports and exports com- 
bined of all countries and colonies of sufficient importance to maintain any 
sort of a record of their commerce. 

A third of a century ago, in the year 1870, the international commerce of 
the world was 11 billions, but the deve opment and use of steam and steel 
and electricity in transportation and commerce, by land and sea, during the 
wonderful period in which this generation has lived has brought it to 22 
billions in the year 19038. 

Here, then, we have a definite measure of value; the entire international 
commerce of the world in 1870 amounted to 11 billions of dollars and in 1908 
to 22 billions. And with this standard of value—this immense measuring 
rod—I propose to measure the internal commerce of the United States. 

To determine what the internal commerce of a country is is much more 
difficult than to measure its foreign commerce. In the foreign commerce 
there are certain gateways through which all merchandise entering and 
leaving the country must pass, and it can there be definitely measured by 
the customs officers of the country; but there are no gateways at which the 
internal commerce of the country, that which passes from hand to hand or 
city to city, can be measured. 

Our best mode of measuring the internal commerce, then, is to take the 
value of the various great products at the farm and mine and forest and fac- 


tory, as stated by the decennial census, and after allowing a —~ addition 


for the cost of transportation to the first dealer who handles them, accept 
this general total as the value of the internal commerce of that year, allow- 
ing for only a single transaction in each article. 


OUR INTERNAL COMMERCE EQUALS THE INTERNATIONAL COMMERCE OF THE 
WORLD. 

Applying, then, this mode of measurement—a mode generally accepted 
among economists—I find that the internal commerce of the United States 
was in 1870 7 billions of dollars, and that in 1900 it was 20 billions. With this 
definite basis of 20 billions in 1900 and knowing what rapid development has 
occurred in all lines during that period, we may safely and conservatively 
put the internal commerce of the year 1903 at 22 billions of dollars—a sum 
which actually equaled the entire international commerce of the world in 
that year. 

Think of it, men of Rochester; you producersand manufacturersand mer- 
chants and traders and bankers and gan ye think of it! The market of 
our own country, the home market, in which you can transport your goods 
from the door of the factory to the door of the consumer without breakin 
bulka single time, is equal to the entire international commerce of the world. 

Not only is this true that our home market is equal to that offered by the 
international commerce of the entire world, but it is evidently growing far 
more rapidly than international commerce, for, as I have said, the internal 
commerce of the United States has grown from 7 billions in 1870 to 22 billions 
in 1903, while the international commerce has grown from 11 billions in 1870 
to 22 billions in 1903, or, in other words, while the international commerce of 
the world is now twice as great as in 1870, the internal commerce of the 
United States is now three times as great as in that year and equals the en- 
tire commerce between all nations. 


CAUSES OF THE GROWTH OF OUR COMMERCE. 


What has been the cause of this wonderful growth in our internal com- 
merce in the thirty-three years, a period over ,which the memory of most 
of those here present easily extends? There have been, during that time, no 
additions to our area upon this continent; no material changes in general 
conditions other than those which any energetic people might make in any 
country blessed with conditions equally favorable. Yet in that period our 
internal commerce has trebled while the international commerce of the 
world was doubling, and our foreign commerce has also trebled while that 
of the world as a whole was only doubling. 

First, we must consider the increase of population. The prosperity of this 
country, its free homes offered to a free people, its high wages, its varied cli- 
mate and productions and occupations, its rapid growth in wealth and devel- 
opment of the comforts and conveniences of daily life, all these things have 
attracted the attention of the world, and there have come to us from other 
parts of the world since the beginning of the year 1870 no less than 15,000,000 
people, people whom we usually designate as “immigrants.” 

They have become permanent residents of the country, and the census of 
the year 1900 showed more than 10,000,000 persons of foreign birth then resid- 
ing in the United States, forming 13 per centof our busy population; earnest, 
energetic workers, in most cases, and adding materially to the wealth and 
prosperity of the country. The result of this vast addition of people, coupled 
with the increase natural to a country of prosperity and plentiful employ- 
ment for a new generation, has been that our population has more than 
doubled in the past thirty-three years, while that of the world as a whole has 
increased but 25 per cent. 

The world’s population in 1870 was about 1,300 millions and in 1908 about 
1,600 millions, an increase of 25 per cent, speaking in round terms. The popu- 
lation of the United States was in 1870 38} millions,and in 1908 80 millions, an 
increase of a little more than 100 per cent. 


es 
INCREASE IN PRODUCTION OF STAPLE ARTICt Fe 


This is the first cause, then, of the development of our pros; eriie 
| pared with that of other parts of the world—a rapid growth a }..) 
| energetic, intelligent population in a country with a large ares w.. 
development—an area which, for variety of climate, fertili;c ee 
power of production in agriculture, in minerals, for manufacty.; 
natural facilities for transportation is unequaled in any part of + 

Now, let us see some of the results: In 1870 our production ; 
235,000,000 bushels: in 1903 1s was 637,000,000, or nearly three tina. 
while the population had but little more than doubled. Of ear, 
duction in 1870 was_1,000,000,000 bushels; in 1908 it was 2250004) 
cur cotton production was about 3,000,000 bales; in 1903, practica ) 
bales. Paar 

In 1870 our production of steel was less than 100,000 tons: in 1902 
15,000,000 tons; and our production of pig iron and steel is now 
that of England and Germany combined, and about one-third ¢j,a: , 
| tire world. In 1870 our production of copper was but 13.000 ton... 
was 280,000 tons, and we now produce one-half of the copper in th 

In1870our production of petroleum was 220,000,000 gallons. and ip 189) 
than 3,000,000,000 gallons, the exportations of that year being nearly . 
gallons, or more than four times as much as the total producti mn f 187 
coal production of the country in 1870 was 32,000,000 tons: in 19 i+ « 
000,000 tons, or more than eight times as much as in 1870. ‘The cold ana 21. 
| production of 1870 was $66,000,000 in value; that of 1902, $156,000.00. Tie 
| value of products of agriculture in 1870 was less than $2,000.000,000: ; 

nearly $4,000,000,000, af 

The value of the prosasts of the mines in 1870 was but little ; 
$200,000,000; in 1900 it was over $1,000,000,000. The length of the ra 
the country, by which the product of the farm and mines and forest 
sembled for manufacturing, was, in 1870, 53,000 miles; in 1908, 210.000; 
four times as great in 1903 as in 1870, and our railroads now form twos 
of the entire railroad system of the world. ‘ 

The result of this rapid development of material for manufact 
facilities for its concentration has been an increase in the gross \ the 
manufactures of the country from a little more than $4.(00.000.000 in Is + 
$13,000,000,000 in 1900. And remember that all these things. this doub); 
trebling aud quadrupling and quintupling of the products of our « 
have occurred while population was but little more than ccubline 

INCREASE IN CURRENCY, WEALTH, AND BANK DEPOSITs. 

And now for some of the financial results so far as relates to 
ple. The internal commerce, as I have already said, has increased | 
billions in 1870 to 22 billions in 1908; foreign commerce, from 828 mi 
2,445 millions, and the exports alone, from 392 millions to 1,420 mi 1 
this increase in production and commerce has come increased wea 
financial accumulations. The total money in circulation in 1870 was 675 
lions. In 1903 it was 2,466 millions, or nearly four times as much in 1M as in 
1870, while popuneiicn was but little more than twice as much 

The result is that the money in circulation in 1903 is over $30 per capita. 
while in 1870 it was but $17.50 per capita. With this increase in money r- 
culation has come increased wealth per capita and increased bank deposits 

The total wealth fof the country in 1870 was stated by the census at 3 
billions of dollars; for 1900 it was estimated at 94 billions, and to-day it may 
safely be put at a round 100 billion dollars. 

The average wealth per capita, according to these figures, would be, in 
1870, $780 and in 1908 $1,250, an increase of 60 percent in the average per capita 
wealth in 1903, as compared with 1870. The effect of this increase of money 
and wealth is seen in increased bank clearings and, what is much better, in 
increased bank deposits among all classes of our population. 

The bank clearings of New York City grew from twenty-eight billions in 
1870 to seventy-five billions in 1902, and the bank clearings of the whol . 
try from fifty-two billions in 1887 (the earliest available figures) to on: 
dred and sixteen billions in 1902, having thus doubled in fifteen y« The 
total deposits in the various classes of banks in 1875, the earliest year for 
which we have data, were, in round terms, $2,000,000,000; in 1902 they y 
nine billions, having thus quadrupled in twenty-seven years. 

GREAT INCREASE IN SAVINGS DEPOSITS. 

But the most gratifying feature of this picture of banking and 
conditions in our country is the fact that depositsin savings banks 
stitutions Sos Doeetotnecsng & the earnings of workingmen and widows 
orphans and children of the country—have increased from $5),00),Ui 
to two thousand nine hundred and thirty-five millions, or almost $),(\' 
in 1908. What say you, business men, of the future of a country 
ingmen and working women and children have three thousand ! 
dollars laid aside for a ‘‘rainy day,’’ a sum so great that to « 
dollars would require the time of one expert for three hundr 
counting steadily during eight hours of every day except Sunday 
entire period. 

OUR PROGRESS COMPARED WITH OTEER NATIONS. 

And now that we have taken a hurried glantve at the cor 
financial conditions at home and the growth which has char 
xeriod under consideration—the lifetime of a single generat 
10w we have fared as compared with other nations. [ have aires 
you that we have trebled our internal commerce while the interuauoue’ 
commerce of the world was doubling, and that our foreign commerce ! 
also trebled while that of the world was doubling. _ s 

But I want to say a word or two about our standing among a 
producer and consumer and exporter of the surplus products ani 4 
progress compares with that of the great nations which are consiiers 
justly so, ee and progressive. The three great nations of Ui 
with which it is necessary to compare our rate of progress are BN” 
France, and Germany. These three countries, combined with We | 
States, supply one-half the total international commerce of the wor! 
is therefore unnecessary toconsider the other countries in an atie™ 
termine what our commercial growth has been as compared Wil! 
great nations of the world. ; 

Taking still the year 1870 as a starting point, and comparing 
the four countries in 1870 with the latest available data, it ma 
the exports of France have increased 277 million dollars; th 
Kingdom, 443 million; those of Germany, 607 million, and thos 
States, 1,028 million dollars: the increase of the United States | 
that of Germany and the United Kingdom combined, and nearly ed 
of the three countries under consideration. Comparing the grv" ’ 
centage of increase, it may be said that the United Kingdom * 

45 per cent: France, 50 per cent; Germany, 110 per cent, ane t 
260 per cent. ’ enorts beings 

In 1870 the United States stood at the bottom of the list, he Pex nds at the 
less than those of any of the three nations named. In 105 sh: y other of th 
head of the list, her exports being greater than those of any a 
countries under consideration. These figures, it is pr Pet on spor" 
exports of domestic merchandise only and do not include the ret + th 
of foreign or colonial merchandise, which forms a considera! ily the United 
total exports of the European countries in question, especi*') 
Kingdom. 
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PROSPECTS OF FURTHER GROWTH OF COMMERCE. 


aw a few words about the pr s of a continuance of this mar- 
And now o ; growth in which Fwe have outstripped all other nations. 
yelous growtl. © eh we are all anxiously asking is, Will it continue? To 


The question nay give an affirmative answer. 

this I eS ye they appear complicated and numerous, may be classi- 
ok tad arranged into a few simple groups, namely: Food, clothing, heat, 

al factures. 

light, and manufacture the world's greatest producer of the chief factors 
i a vn great requirements, for food, breadstuffs, and meats are the prin- 
in all th nirement. We produce more wheat than any other nation; we fur- 
cipal Ted ent of the meat which enters into international commerce, and 
nish # i. -o three-fourths of the corn of the world and are nyo megan 4 
we prod ty distributed to the markets of the world. For clothing, cotton 
the quay the most important single raw material, and we produce three- 
fe OF sof the cotton of the world and turn one-third of it into cloth in our 


rn . heat, the world’s chief reliance is coal, and our coal area equals that 
¢ all Europe, and our production now exceeds that of any other country. 
For light, the world’s chief reliance is now petroleum, and we produce more 
of that article for use in lighting than a nation, and have sold more 
than 500 million dollars’ worth of it to the foreign world during the past 
decade. s . . 
res is the last on the list of man’s = t requirements which I 

ae aa but in this, as in all others, the United States is the world's 
argest producer. : 
a iw, according to an estimate made by that distinguished statistician, 
Mr. Mulhall, the rank of the world’s leading manufacturing nations was 
United Kingdom, France, Germany, United States, the United States thus 
being at the bottom of the list. In is96 the same statistician made another 
estimate, and the list stood as follows: The United States, the United King- 
dom, Germany, France, with the United States at the head of the list as the 
world’s greatest producer of manufactures. And the pacgpess made in the 
United States since that date is such as to fully warrant the assertion that 
not only is this country the greatest manufacturer of the world, but that our 
manufactures now nearly or quite equal the value of those of the United 
Kingdom, France, and Germany combined. 

So we may assume, it seems to me, that our power to supply our enormous 
home market is now as great_as ever, and is not likely to diminish, at least 
in the near future. The fields are still fertile, the mines still furnish their 
supplies to meet the requirements of the factories, the railroads continue to 
expand, and the manufacturing industries are steadily increasing their out- 
put and their power of production. 


OUR RELATION TO FOREIGN MARKETS. 


The principal questions with which weare concerned are, then: (1) Are the 
producing countries likely to drive us out of the field, and (2) are the coun- 







tries which are now taking our products of the farm or factory likely to ex- | 


clude them by adverse legislation or hostile rulings? 

To both of these questions I am inclined to return a negative reply. 

On the first question, that of the rivabry of other nations, I call your at- 
tention to the fact that we produce three-fourths of the world’s cotton and 
corn, which makes it improbable that rivals are likely to trouble us in either 
of these directions, unless a willful limitation of production or excessive 
prices through speculation forces other countries into development of new 
industries of this character. As to meats, there have been for the past 
twenty years continuous reports that our meats and cattle were being shut 
out of this country or that, but our exportation of meats and live animals for 
food, instead of decreasing in that time, have practically doubled in value. 

In manufactures we have heard a good deal about the exclusion of our 
products, but our exportation of manufactures in 1908 was nearly three times 
as great in value as in 1898 and six times as greatas in 1870. The only article 
about which we need seriously inquire as to rivalry of production, then, is 
wheat, and a recent investigation which I have made assures me that we 
need have no serious difficulty on that ground. I find that the United States 


produced only 13 per cent of the world’s wheat crop in 1870 and 22 per cent of | 


the world’s wheat crop in 1902. 

[also find in this investigation that while we supplied 38 per cent of the 
wheat entering the world’s international markets in 1875 we supplied 49 per 
cent in 182. I also find that the increase in the production of wheat in the 
United States during the decade ending with 1901 was actually greater than 
the increase shown by Russia, India, Argentina, Australia, and 
bined during that same period. 


The remaining question, then, regarding the prospective retention of our | 


foreign markets is as to the possibility or probability that our products may 
' » excluded by adverse legislation and our total exports thus reduced. And 
: can not believe that this isatall probable. I have already called your at- 
ention to the fact that despite all the talk which we have heard for twenty 
— about the exclusion of our meats and live animals from the various 
“uropean countries the value of our exports of this class has practically 
doubled in the past twenty years. 
Eat there are other reasons for believing that Barope will not exclude or 
rs a to exclude our products. I have already said that we produce three- 
D : ‘hs of the corn and cotton of the world, and it is also true that we sup- 
py more than one-half of the wheat imported by European countries. The 
foie a of our cotton, corn, or wheat by these European countries would 
tion es uce their own supply of these seer? articles, and by such reduc- 
The we’vailable supply must increase the price of the quantity remaining. 
oun Tequires all of our cotton and corn and wheat, and even if some 
in Ame or group of countries should reject them because they were grown 
find rica those countries would have to purchase elsewhere, and we should 
our market in the spot from which that supply was drawn. 


mila WORLD'S DEMAND FOR AMERICAN MANUFACTURES. 
abana manufactures we need scarcely fear serious results in view of the 
very tim ont exports of manufactures to Europe have doubled during the 
the © in which we have been hearing the threats of their rejection by 
The mas of that part of the world. 
There has a tat our manufactures sell themselves in foreign markets. 
sales of ae ee less effort expended by our manufacturers in making 
competitir products in foreign markets nm in the home market, where 
keteof oe factories and workmen of equal skill is sharp. In the mar- 
Ido not Whe os goods have found their way purely on their merits. 
tion of our mannt, word “invasion,” which has been applied to the introduc- 
plies a for. a ee in European countries. To my mind, the term im- 
fact, are only sent to anal process in the introduction of goods, which, in 
people who rely ’ those markets because the markets themselves and the 
As Ihave cies those markets demand our merchandise. 
of Europe is ac — y said, the sale of American manufactures in the markets 
sale of equal quanthie se with far less “drumming” than is utilized in the 
200 million dofinre’ woe our home markets. And yet we send to Europe 
€Xportation of orth of manufactures every year—one-half of our total 


‘ manufactures—and practically al 


hatlug with the mercha 


1 of them upon orders origi- 
nts and consumers of those countries. 


nada com- | 
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OUR SHARE IN THE MARKETS OF THE WORLD. 

And now, ina a word about the direction in which our exports are sent 
and the possibilities of their development. 

Europe, which is by far the largest consumer of foreign goods, imports 
about 8 billion dollars’ worth of merchandise annually, and of this we supply 
about 10 per cent; Africa about 500 million dollars’ worth, of which we sup- 
ply about 6 per cent; South America nearly 400 million dollars’ worth, of 
which we supply about 10 per cent, while the countries of North America 
other than the United States import about 400 million dollars’ worth, of 
which, by reason of our proximity and facilities for direct transportation to 
those countries, we supply about40 per cent. 

While a considerable chaste of the international commerce of many of the 
countries is drawn from contiguous countries, we may safely assume that in 
view of the fact that we only supply from &to 15 per cent of the total imports 
of the countries other than those contiguous to us, that there are sti! in all 
of those countries opportunities awaiting the American producer and manu- 
facturer, and I feel sure that we shall continue to enlarge our sales to each of 
the great divisions of the world. 

Europe is opeenty requiring more of our raw materials and foodstuffs, 
and she has a decided liking for our manufactures. Africa is developing new 
markets, and our exports to that continent areincreasing rapidly. In South 
America and the Orient are awaiting vast opportunities for our commerce. 
From each of those parts of the world we now buy more than we sell tothem. 
Our imports from South America are nearly three times as great as our ex- 
ports to that continent, and from Asia and Oceania our imports are twice as 
great as our exports to those sections of the world. 

SPECIAL ATTENTION REQUIRED IN SOUTH AMERICA AND THE ORIENT. 

To every other part of the world except South America, Asia, and Oceania 
our exports far exceed our imports, but to those divisions we sell, as I have 
already indicated, much less than we buy from them. Our ambition, then, 
should be, it seems to me, to so cultivate those markets, whose importations 
are nearly $2,(:00,000,000 every year, that we may obtain our proper share of 
those markets, and make our sales to them an offset to our purchases of their 

roducts. Two great factors are essential to this result—direct steamship 
ines and an isthmian canal. 

We should have from our various ports direct and plentiful steamship 
lines to the great centers of South America and Asia, as we already have to 
other parts of the world; and we should have from our great eastern and 
southern ports the direct communication with western South America and 
all of the Orient which an isthmian canal will give us. The steamships, I 
feel sure, will be provided by the calm, business judgment of our business 
men and statesmen. 

The canal, which the whole country and the whole world have for years 
demanded, is now almost an assured fact, and I trust and believe that before 
the termination of the year upon which weare now entering the Government 
of our country will be actively engaged in the completion of a canal at that 
eat which nature seems to have aan and which is now favored by a 

rge majority of those familiar with the subject—the Isthmus of Panama. 

A SHIP CANAL FROM THE ATLANTIC TO THE LAKES. 

And now just one word more. I have spoken of an isthmian canal and of 
the value which on completion it will prove to our commerce. But there is 
one other great improvement, one other great canal, which I hope to see our 
Government undertake, and that, too, as the very next stepafter the com- 
pletion of the one upon the Isthmus. 

And that is a ship canal which shall connect the Great Lakes of the United 
States with the Atlantic Ocean, a canal through which vessels which now sail 
the Atlantic will move steadily westward past your very doors, making the 
city of Rochester a seaport city, passing on into the Great Lakesand landing 
at Buifalo and Cleveland and Detroit and Duluth and Chicago, and thus mak- 
ing that most productive section of the world a great ocean frontage. 


And then, on motion of Mr. Hirr, the committee rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Lacey, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
H. R. 11287, the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Underclause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 1597. An act granting a pension to Rosa D. Mayhew—+to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3130. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan P, 
Bowman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 38274. An act granting an increase of pension to Jane I. Long— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3378. An act granting a pension to Eliza Williams—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3400. Anact to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act granting a 
pension to Flora Stanton Kalk,’’ approved February 25, 189)—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 8408. An act granting a pension to Lizzie Breen—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

S. 138. An aet granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth B. 
Sarson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3479. An act making provision for conveying in fee certain 
public grounds in the city of St. Augustine, Fla., for school pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

S. R. 34. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to 
receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point 
Alfonso Zelaya, of Nicaragua—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

REPORT OF THE PHILIPPINE COMMISSION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United Stat:s; which was read. and, 
with the accompanying documents, ordered to be printed, and 
referred to the Committee on Insular Affairs: 

To the Senate and the House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, a letter from the 
Secretary of War, dated January 28, 1904, accompanied by the annual report 
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of the Philippine Commission, dated December 23, 1903, and the appendixes 
thereto, submitted in coimpliance with the provisions of the act of Congress 
entitied “An act temporarily to provide for the administration of the affairs 
of civil government in the Philippines, and for other purposes,” approved 
July 1, 1902, and the act entitled “An act making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and 
for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1903. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Waite Hovuss, February 1, 1904. 
BURNETTA B. LEHMANN, 


By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. Rrxgry, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 
copies, the papers in the case of Burnetta B. Lehmann, Fifty- 
seventh Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
BoweERSsockK, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
ADJOURNMENT. 


And then, on motion of Mr. Hitt (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to an inquiry of. the House, a statement of the number of 
horses and vehicles maintained by his Department—to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Navy Department, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the sloop Charlotte, Joseph Ingham, 
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| the endowment of schools or departments of mines and mining }; 
| connection with the colleges established in the several s; 


| ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on th: 


master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. | 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting a report 
in relation to the public building at Des Moines, lowa—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting a re- 
port in relation to the public building at New Orleans, La.—to the 


Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be | 


printed. 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with the draft 
of a bill, arecommendation for the increase of the Engineer Corps 


of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered | 


to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending 
authorization of additional cost for the public building at Iowa 
City, lowa—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for improvement and care of public 
grounds—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a favor- 
able recommendation, a draft of a bill providing rewards for dis- 
tinguished services in the Army—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of survey of Charles- 
ton Harbor, S. C.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for monuments and markers at 
—. the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
William A. Gordon, administrator of estate of William D. C. 
Murdock, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting, in re- 
sponse to the inquiry of the House, a statement of the number of 
horses and carriages used by his Department—to the Committee 
on a in the Treasury Department, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

. A letter from the vice-president of the Anacostia and Potomac 
River Railroad Company, transmitting the report for the year 
ended December 31, 1908—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the vice-president of the Georgetown and Ten- 
nallytown Railway Company, transmitting the report for the 
year ended December 31, 1903—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed, 


| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R 


| 


| with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 64! 


FEBRUARY 1, 
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A letter from the vice-president of the Washington Rai. 
and Electric Company, transmitting the report for the we 
ended December 31, 1903—to the Committee on the Dic). 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. SUICt of 

A lettergfrom the receiver of the City and Suburhay Railw 
transmittifig the report of the company for the year ended By’ 
cember 31, 1903—to the Committee on the District of Colu bin 
and ordered to be printed. Mia, 

A letter from the vice-president of the Bright wood Rail 
Company, transmitting the report for the year ended Decer 
31, 1903—to the Committee on the District of Colum)j 
dered to be printed. 


2c. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS ayp 
RESOLUTIONS, = 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow. 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named a 
follows: ; 

Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Mines ana 
Mining, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. RB. 1x9 
to apply a portion of the proceeds of the sales of public | 
ales 
under the provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, entitled “Ay 
act donating public lands to the several States and Territories 
which may provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture and +) 
mechanic arts,’’ and for similar purposes, bein; : 
ment to said act, reported the same with amendment, accom. 
panied by a report (No. 666); which said bill and : 


| irth r TY) 
Mer Sul 


OTT Were Ta- 
state of the 
Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private billsand re 
following titles were severally reported from comuuittees, deliy- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid P 

{Uu,4 [or tl Te. 
lief of Mrs. Mary Tate, of De Soto County, Miss., reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by areport (No. 647); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1(682) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Marion Arnold, reported the 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 645 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. _ 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10550 
an increase of pension to Joseph Longberry, reported tlie same 
* WHICH said 


itions of the 


Ss] 8 


Same 


; 
rhich s 
; Wicd Said 
esate 
granung 


bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to wi 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10068) granting a pet 
sion to James G. Soims, reported the same with amendmen! 
companied by a report (No. 650); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, © 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. {)55) grantns 
anincrease of pension to William Ellis, reported { 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 651); wich said! 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. | a 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid F snsions, 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 0/21) grants 
pension to Virginia Boyd, reported the same w'' amendn 
accompanied by a report (No. 652); which said bill and repo" 
were referred to the Private Calendar. ane 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. BR. 97'\)) grants’ 
pension to Ada L. Carpenter, reported the same wt 
accompanied by a report (No. 653); which said bull 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invali: ~ 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 191) granting *) 
crease of pension to Francis Roy, reported the same 7 bil 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 654); wi! h said bu 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Inv 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. 8. 
an increase of pension to Henry Frazier, reported th 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 655); w» 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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NOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


- ~s referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4631) granting an 
z - ase of pension to Julius Rosie semtet the same with amend- 
mer, accompanied by a report (No. 656); which said bill and re- 


nt. accomp: 7 
ne were referred to the Private Calendar. 


ur S\MUEL W.SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
gions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5749) 
granting a pension to James B. Combs, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by & report (No, 657); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar, — 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3011) granting 
se of pension to Philip Duttenhauer, reported the same 


an increa . : ; 
‘+h amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 658); which said 
TI sat ae rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 807) granting an 
increase of pension to William F. Benefiel, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 659); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. — ‘ 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8863) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward O’Malley, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 660); which said 
pill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


By Mr. HEARST: A bill (H. R. 11515) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to protect trade and commerce against unlawful 
restraints and monopolies,’’ approved July 2, 1890—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 11516) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Carlinville, in the State of Illinois—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 11517) providing for the 
payment of a portion of the expense of a census taken by any 
State or Territory in the year which is the mean between the decen- 
nial censuses of the United States—to the Committee on the Cen- 


sus. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 11518) to authorize the holding 
of a regular term of the district court of the United States for the 
western district of Virginia in the city of Bigstone Gap, Va.—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 11519) establishing 
a United States court and recording district at Duncan, Ind. T., 
and conforming other district therewith—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 11520) providing for an addi- 
tional homestead entry under certain conditions—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H.R. 11521) to pay clerks 


Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | and deputy clerks in the Indian Territory the deficit in their sal- 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7221) granting an | 


increase of pension to John Ryan, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 661); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which.was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6977) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary A. Graves, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 662); which 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4910) granting a 


pension to Prudentia L, D. Nugent, reported the same with | 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 663); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7311) granting a 
pension to Thomas Large, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 664); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7410) granting | 
an increase of pension to Enos D. Hoge, reported the same with | 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 665); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Und rclause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bili (H. R. 4796) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Allen—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Comittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7612) for the relief of the estate of Brig. Gen. 

ager Swayne, in charge of the Bureau of Refugees, Freedmen, 
and Abandoned Lands—Committee on Claims discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R, 9992) for the relief of B. L. Davis—Committee on 
Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS, 


aries—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 11522) granting pensions to officers 
and enlisted men of the Eighteenth Battalion and Nineteenth Regi- 
ment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry who served thirty days or more 
in the Sioux Indian war in 1867, 1868, and 1869, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 11523) authorizing the estah- 
| lishment and organization of a corps of dentists in the United 
| States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 89) 
directing the Secretary of War to cause an examination and sur- 
vey to be made of the channel from deep water in Hampton Roads 
to the Norfolk Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 40) 
directing the Secretary of War to cause a survey to be made of 


| the west channel of Tampa Bay, in Florida, thence of the west 
| channel of Tampa Bay leading from the town of St. Petersburg 


to the northwest passage of Egmont Key—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 








PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 11524) granting a pension 


| to John F. Borrows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BOWIE (by request): A bill (H. R. 11525) appropria- 


| ting payment for services to be rendered in securing just trials for 


laboring men in the Navy—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 11526) for the relief of 
Thomas J. McBride—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11527) granting a pension to Abraham 
Mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 11528) for the relief of the 


| Harbison-Walker Company, of Pittsburg, Pa.—to the Committee 
y 8, 


on Claims. 
| By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 11529) for the relief of the legal 
| representatives of Henry W. Freedley—to the Committee on 


| Claims. 
By Mr. GARDER: A bill (H. R. 11530) for the relief of George 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | R. Gary—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


ree, he following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


a Mr. GILLETT of California: A bill (H. R. 11512) to amend 
aoa the enrollment of an act approved March 8, 1887, entitled 
the o t to amend sections 1, 2,3, and 10 of an act to determine 
a = isdiction of the circuit courts of the United States and to 
aan the removal of causes from the State courts, and for 
. Julich approved March 8, 1875’ ’’—to the Committee on 
oun: McDERMOTT: A bill (H. R. 11518) to authorize the 
finn nent of boards of investigation and arbitration, and to de- 
By ue powers and duties—to the Committee on Labor. 
semateat LOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 11514) providing for an ap- 
public | a for the purpose of purchasing a site and erecting a 
ae ding thereon at the city of Greencastle, State of Indi- 
—to the Committee on Public Buldings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11531) for the relief of John Howell—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. , 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11582) granting an increase of pension to 


on | of an act approved August 13, 1888, entitled ‘“‘An act to | Erasmus B. Manahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11533) granting an increase of pension to 
George M. Ricker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11534) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Nauss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOOCH: A bill (H. R. 11535) for the relief of John J. 
Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11536) for the relief of Effie B. Graziani— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 11537) for the relief of 
Wazsren B. Hutchinson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 11538) to correct the mili- 
= record of George H. Gibson—to the Committee on Military 

airs, 
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By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 11539) for | 
the re'ief of F. F. Morr’s—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 11540) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Vernon L. Johnson—to the Com- 
m ttee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 11541) to authorize the 
President to appoint Gen. A. 8. Daggett to the grade of major- 
general in the United States Army on the retired list—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11542) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin Bonney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 11543) granting an increase | 
- pension to George A. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid 

-ensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 11544) granting an increase of 
pension to Sarah E. Losee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11545) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi S. Stephenson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11546) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Schachleiter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11547) granting an increase of pension to | 
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Thomas Huffman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11548) granting a pension to Elizabeth L. 
Morrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 11549) to correct the military 


By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 11550) for the relief of the 


heirs at law of Sarah M. Rittenhouse, deceased, and others—to | 


the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11551) for the relief of Elizabeth Cramer, ad- 
ministratrix of J. Henry Cramer—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11552) for the relief of Isaac Renner—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 11553) for the relief of Fred 
McDonald—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 11554) granting an increase 
of pension to James Langdon-—-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11555) granting a pension to Serilda J. 
Shire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHOBER: A bill (H. R. 11556) granting an increase of 


pension to Edward M. Tappen—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 
3y Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 11557) granting a pension to 
Alfred D. Barton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 11558) granting an increase 
of pension to James B. Luckey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11559) granting a penson to Mary Kirk— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 11560) granting a pension to 
Frederick B. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11561) granting a pension to Edmund W. 
Shelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 11562) granting a pension 
to Lucretia Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 11563) for the relief of Julia A. 
Allison—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11564) for the relief of Elizabeth Mullins—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11565) for the relief of Julia A. Patton—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11566) for the relief of Samuel Garner—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 11567) for the relief of William 
Worley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11568) for the relief of William Pastell—to | 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11569) for the relief of William Pastell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11570) for the relief of Enos H. Gribble—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11571) for the relief of Thomas J. Benton— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11572) to restore First Lieut. Henry H. Car- 
roll, Company B, First Georgia Infantry Volunteers, to pension 
roll—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11578) granting a pension to Eliza A. Woody— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THAYER: A bill (H. R. 11574) granting an increase of 
= to Oscar A. Phetteplace—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions, 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 11575) granting a pension to 
Abel N. Button—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 11576) granting an increase 


| vannah Board of Trade, protesting against passage of pil! per 
record of Miles F. Durkee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. | 


| Trade, protesting against bills S. 2260 and H.R. 7298, in rv. 
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of pension to James E. Stalker—to the Committee on Inyay; 
Pensions. atone 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 11577) granting an inorens 
of pension to Rinaldo Adams—to the Committee on Invalid oan 
s810n8. 

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 11578) granting an ip weees 
of pension to Gabriel Stephens—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. - 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 11579) recognizing Coy 
pany A of the Eleventh West Virginia Militia as United s +o 
soldiers, and so forth—to the Committee on Military Affair: = 

By Mr. WYNN: A bill (H. R. 11580) to correct ‘the record of 
Charles Ellis, late of the United States Navy—to the Commit 9 
on Naval Affairs. is 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 


were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of seven Grand Army of the Repnb. 
lic posts in York and Cumberland counties, Me.. favoring the 
passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on In; alid 


| Pensions. 


By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolutions of board of directors of 


i- 


y 
s 


Se 
lin 
stat 


for national inspection of grain—to the Committee on Inte 
and Foreign Commerce. 
Also, resolutions of board of directors of Savannah Board of 


ence to pilotage—to the Committee on Inerstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCE: Petition of citizens of Garnett, Kans. 
praying for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committ 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of citizens of Tablerock, Nebr, 
relative to compensation of rural free-delivery carriers—to tho 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of business men of Omaha, Nebr., in opposi- 
tion to bill H. R. 89, known as the “ anti-injunction bill ’—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Roberts Post, No. 104, of Talmage. Nebr., 
in favor of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Bethany, Lancast»r county, Nebr., 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee o 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of citizens of Cor 
Kans., urging support of Dolliver-Hepburn bill—to the Commit- 
tes on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Salina, Kans., urging an ai 
ment to the Quay statehood bill—to the Committee on t! 
tories. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Resolutions of Cigar Mak: 

Pittsburg, Kans.,in favor of bill H. R. 6—to the Cor 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Papers to accompany bill for re! 
bison-Walker Company for a refund of certain duties 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, resolutions of Post No. 59, Departnent of Pt 
Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the passage o! 
pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 
ing an increase of pension to Peter A. McGuire—to the 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of citizens of New Yor! 
bill H. R. 7033—to the Committee on Interstate and ! 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of National Grange, Patrons of Husbat 
the Committee on Agriculture. ae 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of the National League 0! ‘ 
sion Merchants, of Boston, Mass., protesting against 
crimination in tariff rates—to the Committee on Int 
Foreign Commerce. ; as 

Also, resolutions of the regents of the University 0! Wi 
favoring the passage of the bill H. R. 8678, to increa 
aid to agricultural experiment stations—to the Com 
Agriculture. aa 

Also, resolutions of the legislative committee of the \* 
Grange, relating to national aid to road building and ot) 
ters—to the Committee on Agriculture. ee 

By Mr. FULLER: Resolutions of Streator Post, No. 0,0" - 
Army of the Republic, of Streator, Ill., favoring a service}Y"™ 
law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. —— 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Resolutions of Merchants’ Assoca"' ioe 
New York City, favoring ge of a national irrigation * 
peal of desert-land act, of commutation clause of homestea® %" 


r 


mar 
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and of the stone and timber act—to the Committee on the Public 
_— resolutions of New York Board of Trade and Transporta- 
tion, of New York City, favoring the passage of bill H. R. 7056— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Mr. GREENE: Resolutions of Post No. 46,Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Fall River, Mass., favoring the passage of a service- 
onsion law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

; Mr. HUFF: Resolutions of Captain George A. Cribbs Post, No. 
org. of Pennsylvania, urging passage of a service-pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. HARDWICK: Resolutions of Board of Trade of Savannah, 
Ga., protesting against passage of bill S. 199—to the Committee 
mn Agriculture. 
= resolutions of the Board of Trade of Savannah, Ga., favor- 
ing the passage of bills H. R. 7298 and 5. 2260—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. . 

Also, papers to accompany the bill for the relief of Warren B. 
Hutchinson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petitions of H. McGlaughlin Post, No 
616, of Indiana, and Samuel H. Dunbar Post, No. 92, of Indiana, 
Grand Army of the ee favoring passage of Hemenway 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of many citizens of Nebraska, pro- 
testing against passage of parcels-post bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, affidavit in relation to passage of bill H. R. 1489—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. LACEY: Petition of D. H. Carter and 30 others, of 


Whiting, lowa, urging passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the | 


Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Prohibition Alliance of Grinnell, Iowa, favor- 
ing passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. F 

Also, petition of the Iowa Brick and Tile Company, opposing 
the enactmentof the anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEVER: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 7302, to pro- 
mote the efficiency of army chaplains—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petitions of Marshall Owens and 
other voters of Wenonah, N. J., in favor of the passage of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Massachusetts State Board of 
Trade, in favor of establishment of merit system in United States 
consular service—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Resolutions of Dick Lambert Post, No. 165, 


of Ironton, Ohio, and Spencer Cherrington Post, of Jackson, Ohio, | 


Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension law— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Portsmouth, Ohio, 
favoring the passage of the Cooper interstate-commerce bill—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

_By Mr. PEARRE: Resolution referring H. R. 6066, for the re- 
lief of the heirs of John D. Clemson, with accompanying papers, 
to Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

sy Mr. RAINEY: Petition of Matt Starr Post, No. 878, of 
Jacksonville, I1l., and Major Sam Hays Post, No. 477, of Summer 


Hill, Il., Grand Army of the Republic, urging the passage of | 


service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: Petition of citizens of Ransom, Kans., in 
wee the H:pburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, 

_By Mr. RIDER: Resolution of the Merchants’ Association of 
New York, for the construction of great reservoirs and main-line 
canal—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 2268, for the 
relief of Luther H. Potterfield—to the Committee on War Claims. 
na Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana; Petition of 8. B. Tucker and 

ontz & Green, of Cromwell, Ind., opposing the parcels-post 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Petition of Rev. F. K. Stratton and 50 oth- 
ers, of Wakefield, Mass.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
— petition of William B. Eaton Post, No. 199, of Revere, 
ae Grand Army of the Republic, favoring a service-pension 
ill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Q By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petition of 50 citizens of Linn, Osage 
county, Mo., urging passage of Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
ar ee aciclary. 

’y Mr. SHULL: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Capt. 
Aniony I sracklin—to the Guieniahen on Invalid Pensions. r 
ben 0, affidavit in case of Anthony F. Bracklin, for an increase 

‘E — to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.. 

*y Mr. SIBLEY: Resolutions of nine Grand Army of the Re- 


Public posts urging the i 
posts, passage of a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. SLAYDEN: Petitions of G. M. Knox and others, of 
Bertram, Burnet County, Tex., favoring the passage of the Hep- 
burn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Resolutions of Hamilton Post, No. 90, of 
Bradner, Ohio, and Bond Post, No. 24, of Grand Rapids, Ohio, 
Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the passage of a service- 
pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: Resolution of board of county commis- 
sioners of De Soto County, Fla., urging an appropriation to 
dredge and make navigable Charlotte Harbor and lower Peace 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the board of county commissioners of De 

| Soto County, Fla., in reference to improvement of Charlotte Har- 
bor and lower Peace River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

| By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Resolution of the Manu- 
facturers’ Association of New York City, urging an amendment 
to the bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Medal of Honor Legion of New York 
| City and vicinity, urging the passage of the Penrose bill (S. 972)— 
| to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of the legislative committee of 
the National Grange, in favor of national aid to road building, 

| and for other purposes—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SWANSON: Petition of J. B. Guerrant and 92 other 
voters of Danville, Va., favoring the passage of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
| sion to Abel N. Button—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of H. B. Magoun and 23 others, of Luenberg, 
Mass.,and H. J. Eldridge and 70 others, urging the passage of the 
Dolliver-Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WALLACE: Petition of Gabriel Stephens, for an in- 
crease of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: Resolution of Stanley Post, No. 283, of 
Forest, Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, urging passage of 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
| Radnor, Ohio, to prohibit polygamists from being eligible to seats 
| in Senate or House of Representatives—to the Committee on the 
| Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
| Radnor, Ohio, prohibiting sale of intoxicating liquors in Govern- 
ment buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: Petition of Holly G. Armstrong, Wil- 
| liam Staats, and 133 other voters, favoring the passage of the 
| Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
| By Mr. WRIGHT: Resolutions of five Grand Army of the Re- 
public posts in Wyoming County, in favor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 2, 1904. 
PRAYERS. 


The Chaplain, Rev. E>warD EVERETT HALE, said: 

The Lord thy God is one God, and thou shalt love the Lord 
thy God with all thy heart, with all thy soul, and with all thy 
might. Let us pray. 

Rabbi Davip Purieson, of Cincinnati, Ohio, offered the fok 
lowing prayer: 

Almighty God, Father of us all, in the presence of the manifes- 
| tations of Thy supreme greatness we humbly bow the head and 
| exclaim, ** Holy, holy, holy, is the Lord of Hosts; full isthe whole 
| earth of His Pro fc 


We thank Thee for every noble thought that has been thoncht, 
| for every ungelfish deed that has been performed, for every in- 
| spiring word that has been spoken among men. We thank Thee 
above all for this dear fatherland of ours, the promised land of 
these latter days, the new Canaan, where modern prophets have 
| preached truths no less inspiring than those spoken by Thy chosen 
| messengers of old, where ideals have been set that point to the 
era of universal brotherhood and peace, the hope of all the great 
spirits of the race. To these ideals may we all remain true. 
May those who guide the helm of our ship of state be constantly 
mindful of the high mission of this American people among the 
nations of the earth to stand as the exemplar of justice, the pro- 
tector of the weak, the foe of all unrighteousness, the scorner of 
all wrongdoing, the lover of peace. So imbue all with these 
ideals that our dear land may stand to the very end as the refuge 
of all those oppressed elsewhere, the sanctuary of liberty, the 
haven of peace. 
May Thy blessing rest upon this place, this holy place of the 
liberties of our people. May Thy blessings rest upon the Presi- 


me 


ipa pote aera! 1s: 


Seas, bite! 





1498 


dent. his counselors and advisers; upon all those intrusted with 
the guardianship of our rights and liberties. May peace and good 
will obtain among all the inhabitants of our land. May religion 
spread blessings among us and exalt our people in righteousness, 
that from one end of this great land to the other there may sound 
the glorious refrain, Praised be the Lord God from everlasting to 
everlasting. Amen. 

The Chaplain recited the Lord’s Prayer, as follows: 

Our Father who art in heaven, hallowed be Thy name. Thy 
kingdomcome. Thy will be done on earth, as it is done in heaven. 
Give us this day our daily bread, and forgive us our trespasses as 
we forgive those who trespass against us. And lead us not into 
temptation, but deliver us from evil, for Thine is the kingdom, 
and the power, and the glory, forever. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on the request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved. 

BRIG WILLIAM. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
findings by the court relating to the vessel brig William, Joseph 
Thompson, master; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TESTS OF SUBMARINE BOATS. 
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| 


| nual report of the Anacostia and Potomac Railroad () 


| 


| nual report of the Baltimore and Washington Transi( 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- | 
munication from the Secretary of the Navy, stating, in response | 


to a resolution of the 13th ultimo, that certain information asked 
for relative to the nonacceptable tests of submarine boats in the 
year 1903 should not be disclosed, as such information would be 
incompatible with the Government interests: which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
LAND-ENTRY CASES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, tran 
mitting,. in response to a resolution of the 18th ultimo, a copy 


‘ 
Ol 


a report by the Acting Commissioner of the General Land Office | 


in the case of Calvin A. Stanfield. What does the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. Perrus] desire to have done with the communica- 
tion? 

Mr. PETTUS. 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
it is merely a law question. 
Committee on the Judiciary, and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PAWNEE INDIAN SCHOOL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting. in 
response to a resolution of the 27th ultimo, the original charges, 
reports, and other documents on file in the Interior Department 
relating to the superintendent and employees of the Pawnee 
Indian School, Oklahoma; which. with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 


t concerns public lands, but 


BRIGHTWOOD RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Brightwood Railway Company, of the District of 
Columbia, for the year ended December 31, 1903: which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CITY AND SUBURBAN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the City and Suburban Railway Company, of Washing- 


ton, D. C., for the year ended December 31, 1903; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered | 


to be printed. 
WASHINGTON RAILWAY AND ELECTRIC COMPANY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Washington Railway and Electric Company for the 
year ended December 31, 1903; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGETOWN AND TENALLYTOWN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the an- 
nual report of the Georgetown and Tenallytown Railway Com- 
pany forthe year ended December 31, 1903; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 


I am inclined to the opinion that it ought to go | 


I move that it be referred to the | 
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z ~ 
ANACOSTIA AND POTOMAC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Sena: the an. 


) pany fo 
the year ended December 31, 1908; which was referred ¢, the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be print, " 

BALTIMORE AND WASHINGTON TRANSIT Compaxy_ : 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate tho on. 
“lpany, 
Nich Was 


4, ald or. 


of Maryland, for the year ended December 31, 190::: 
referred to the Committee on the District of Colum! 
dered to be printed. 
STATUE OF COUNT DE ROCHAMBEAU, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate t) 
ments of the House of Representatives to Senate conc) 
lution No. 4, which were, in line 7, before the word * th 
strike out ‘‘ three’’ and insert ‘‘two,’’ and in line + 
word ‘* thousand.’’ to strike out ‘‘six’’ and insert ** seyen:” 
to make the concurrent resolution read: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring 
be printed, and bound in the form such as is customary in th: 
gies, with accompanying illustrations, 10,000 copies of the pro 
the unveiling of the statue of the Count de Rochambeau, of w 
be for the use of the Senate, 7,000 for the use of the House of Ry 
500 to be delivered to the ambassador of the Republic of Fran: 
tribution as he shall think fit, the remaining 500, of which 20) sha 
in full morocco, to be distributed, under the direction of the chair: 
Joint Committee on the Library, to the guests invited from t! 
public and the speakers who took part in said celebration 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I move concurrence i: 
ments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of the Woman's Christ 
Temperance Union of Delton, Mich., praying for an 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrep Sx 
tor from the State of Utah; which was referred to th 
on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of the Good ( 


| League of Pike County, Ind., praying for the enactinent 


lation to regulate the interstate transportation of 


| liquors: which was referred to the Committee on the Ju 


He also presented a petition of the Blish Milling Con 
Seymour, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation 
the practice of freight discrimination between localiti 
| modities; which was referred to the Committee on l 

Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of | 
terian Church of Walkerton, Ind., and the petition 
and sundry other citizens of Mount Vernon, Ind., | 
investigation of the charges made and filed agains 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were r 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of the Woma: 
of Shelbyville, Ky., praying for an investigation o 

| made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator f) 

| of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Pri 
Elections. 

| Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of Uzal Dodd P 

| Department of New Jersey, Grand Army of the k 

| Orange, N. J., praying for the enactment of a service-pe: 

| which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christi 

| ance Union of Manahawkin, N. J., and a petition o! 
gation of the Presbyterian Church of Succasunna, N. . 
for an investigation of the charges made and filed a 
RerED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; whi 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DUBOIS presented a petition of the Chamber of 
of Genesee, Idaho, praying for the enactment of leg:s 
viding for the construction of good roads throughout 

| which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture a) 

Mr. DILLINGHAM presented a petition of Brooks ! 
13, Department of Vermont, Grand Army of the I 
Montpelier, Vt., praying for the enactment of a service )eusiv® 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. _ 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of Albert \. 1 
New York City, praying for the enactment of legislatio! 
ing for the construction of good roads throughout t! 
| which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
estry. , ‘ali. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of sundry citizens of (a 
fornia, Oregon, and Florida, praying for the passage 0! '"'" 
called parcels-post bill: which were referred to the Com 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. = 

He also presented a petition of Energetic Lodge, No. 278. B! tion 
erhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Allegheny, Pa., and a peu 
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- arson Run Lodge, No, 632, Brotherhood of Railroad Train- 
of D Me | oman ay raying for the passage of the so-called 
Ti junction bill, and also for the enactment of legislation rela- 
tive to the liability of common carriers by railroads; which were 


referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Philadelphia; 
of the A. M. Collins Manufacturing Company, of Philadelphia: 

f the congregation of Christ Evangelical Lutheran Church, of 
aes -s-n: of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Monessen; of the Woman’s Christian Temperancy Union of 
Monessen; of the congregation of the Parkside Lutheran Church, 
of Philadelphia; of the Society of Christian Endeavor of the Thirty- 
fourth Street Baptist Church, of Philadelphia; of the congregation 
of the Thirty-fourth Street Baptist Church, of Philadelphia; of 
sundry citizens of Tioga, and of the congregation of the Methodist 
Epis opal Church of Trainer, all in the State of Pennsylvania, 

raving for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Fron. keep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
Mr. GAMBLE presented the petition of William H. Newcomer 
and 468 other citizens of Huron, 8. Dak., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of in- 
toxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the 
udiciary. 
_ Mr. HOAR presented a petition of John H, Chipman Post, No. 
89, Department of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Beverly, Mass., praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law: which was referred to the Committee of Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Coal Club, of Boston, Mass., 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the negoti- 
ation of a permanent treaty of arbitration between the United 
States and the Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Alliance Israelite Universelle 
of Worcester, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
prohibit discriminations against American citizens of the Jewish 
faith in Russia; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented the petitions of Edward F. Kirkness, 
William R. Flowers, Baker Brothers & Co., James Corner & Sons, 
and 28 other business firms, and of the congregation of the Sec- 
ond Presbyterian Church, all of Baltimore, in the State of Mary- 
land, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
closing on Sunday of the St. Louis Exposition and the Lewis and 
Clark Exposition; which were referred to the Select Committee 
on Industrial Expositions. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the congregation of the Fair- 
field Baptist Association, of Fairfield, Me.. praying for an investi- 
gation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rexp Smoot, 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


_Mr. HALE. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10954) making appro- 
priations to supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for prior years, and for 
other purposes, to report it with amendments, and to submit a 
report thereon. As soon as the bill as proposed to be amended 
= the report are in print I shall ask the Senate to take up the 


the PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill will be placed on the 
alendar, 

Mr, GALLINGER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them each with 
an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
wor a 3218) for the relief of Civil Engineer P. C. Asserson, 

vired; an 

A bill (S, 2650) to transfer Capt. Seth Mitchell Ackley from the 
retired to the active list of the Navy. 

s '. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
Whom was referred the bill (S. 2f05) to authorize the appoint- 
a of Acting Asst. Surg. Leopold Herbert Scherwin, United 
States Navy, a8 an assistant surgeon in the United States Navy, 
"rs it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
t ‘lr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
oe ‘o whom was referred the bill (S. 2164) for the relief of 
tis - E. Rhoades, assistant engineer, United States Navy, re- 
— : Teported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
... ; BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
ar Were referred the following bills, reported them each with 

- ‘ndment, and submitted reports thereon: 
3 a ‘5. 1288) for the relief of William H. Crawford; and 
~ J OS. 1786) restoring James G. Field, naval surgeon, to the 


line of promotion. 
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Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3142) granting a pension to Isabella Britton, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

NEBRASKA SENATORIAL INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the reso- 
lution submitted yesterday by Mr. Hoar, reported it without 
amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 


| Resolved, That the special committee appointed to inquire into certain 
charges affecting the Hon. CHARLES H. DiurricnH, a Senator from the State 





of Nebraska, be authorized to employ a clerk and stenographer and, by them- 
selves or any subcommittee of their number, to sit during the sessions of the 
Senate, to send for persons and papers, and to administer oaths. 


PROCEEDINGS OF NEW PANAMA CANAL COMPANY, 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. MorGaAn, reported it with- 
out amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be,and he hereby is, authorized 

| and directed to pay from the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of 

the Senate the cost of translating the document entitled ‘ Compagnie Nou- 

| velle du Canal de Panama,” which the Senate, under date of January 28, 1804, 
directed him to have translated. 


MALINDA GORDON, 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolu- 
| tion submitted yesterday by himself, reported it without amend- 
| ment; and it wasconsidered by unanimous consent and agreed to, 

as follows: 
| Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, anthor- 
ized and directed to pay to Malinda Gordon, widow of Fred Gordon, late a 
laborer in the Senate of the United States, a sum equal to six months’ salary 
at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his demise, said sum to be 
considered as including funeral expenses and all other allowances. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED, 


Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 4017) granting an increase of 

| pension to Joseph Weems; which was read twice by its title, and, 

| with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

| Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 4018) granting an increase of 

| pension to James Gunn; which was read twice by its title, and 

| referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BALL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4019) grantinga 
pension to Anna C. Ray; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4020) to modify and simplify the 
| pension laws of the United States; which was read twice by its 
| title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 4021) for the relief of An- 
drew A. Lipscomb, administrator of the estate of George W. Es- 

| lin, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

| Mr, COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4022) granting an in- 

| crease of pension to James H. Pearson; which was read twice by 

| its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the peti- 
tion for an increase of pension of James H. Pearson, together 
with the affidavits of Dr. E. B. Brown, Thomas C. Anderson, and 
Lewis Williams and a copy of military record and letter from the 
Pension Office. I move that the bill and accompanying papers 

| be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
| The motion was agreed to. 
| Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 4023) for the relief of Anna 
| F. Polk, Susan H. Keesee, Anna Lee Pepper, Griselda H. Har- 
graves,and Robin A. Polk, heirs of Allen J. Polk, deceased, or 
the egal representatives of said Allen J. Polk, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 4024) for the relief of Thursa G., 
Williams; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4025) granting a pension to Mary 
E. Chamberlain; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (S. 4026) for the relief of the 
heirs of John H. Richardson, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4027) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Zebulon A. Shipman; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 4028) for the relief of the 
estate of J. M. C. Knight; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 5 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 4029) granting a pension 
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+E NROSE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
ee 7 15 to pay Julius A. Kaiser the amount disallowed by 


ae vant ing officers for difference between active duty pay of 
: Ne nd assistant engineer and retired pay of a first assistant en- 


snoor from October 13, 1868, to July 8, 1873, while on the active 
wn f ofticers of the Navy, intenJed to be proposed by him to the 
eo jeficiency appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
po oro and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
pittee on Appropriations. , 


roposed by me, to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, and 
. that it ay be read and lie on the table. 
"There being no objection, the amendment was read and ordered 


to lie on the table, as follows: 


Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. CULBERSON to H. R. 10954, making 
appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fic-al year ending June 40,194, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 
Add on page 13, after the word “States,” the following: “ 

“Provided, That range cattle and halter-broke cattle from all sections of the 

United States, Whether above or below the quarantine line established by the 

Secretary of Agriculture, may be exhibited at the Louisiana Purchase Expo- 


sition under such regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of Agri- | 


vulture.” 
RECESS APPOINTMENTS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour is closed, 
and the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution coming over 
from a previous day, which will be stated. : 

The SecreTARY. Senate resolution 114, by Mr. Tr__LMAn, in- 


structing the Secretary of the Treasury to send to the Senate | 


information in regard to the appointment of William D. Crum as 
collector at the port of Charleston, 8. C. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I will be very glad indeed to 
have some action by the Senate on this resolution, but in view of 
the fact that the Senator from Indiana and the Senator from Ar- 
kansas are here with prepared speeches and had not anticipated, 
I suppose, any interference with their convenience, I shall ask 
the indulgence of the Senate to this extent, that we will let those 
two gentlemen get through, and then if I may be allowed I will 
try to call up the resolution and have some acticn onit. It will 
be out of order then, but it can be done by unanimous consent. 
Of course, it takes unanimous consent now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the 
table for the present, then, without prejudice. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowNinG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2871) to incorporate the Mutual Investment Fire 
Insurance Company of the District of Columbia; 

a ne H. R. 4844) for the relief of Vincenzo Gerardi, of Wash- 
ington, D. C.; 

A bill (H. R. 5498) to provide for circuit and district courts of 
the United States at Albany, Ga.; 

A bill (H. R. 7024) to name streets, avenues, alleys, highways, 
and reservations in that part of the District of Columbia outside 
the city of Washington, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7869) in relation to bonds on contracts with the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (HL. R. 8335) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to deter- 
mine the sessions of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States for the eastern district of Wisconsin,” approved March 31, 


1892, chapter 28; 


A bill (H. R. 8686) to amend section 895 of the Code of Law for | 


the District of Columbia; 
_ A bill (H. R. 8688) to transfer jurisdiction of reservation No. 32, 
in the city of Washington, D. C.; 

A bill (H. R. 8692) to authorize the apprehension and detention 
of insane persons in the District of Columbia and providing for 
their temporary commitment in the Government Hospital for the 
Insane, and for other purposes; 

. A bill (H. R. 9208) to create a board for the condemnation of 

—— buildings in the District of Columbia, and for other 
urposes: 

a ee (H. R. 9648) to amend the first section of an act provid- 

ry : iat the circuit court of appeals for the fifth judicial circuit 

. a United States shall hold at least one term of said court an- 
iaily in the city of Montgomery, in the State of Alabama, ap- 

Proved January 18, 1908; 

P. bil (Hl. R. 10145) to provide for appeals, writs of error, and 

Be: r appellate proceedings from thecircuit and district courts of 

— nt, in the eastern district of Texas; 
no | (H. R. 10417) to prevent cruelty to certain animals in the 

istrict of Columbia; 


' ‘ bill (H. R. 10491) to provide for the removal of snow and ice 
Tom the sid 


patpene ewalks of the District of Columbia, and for other 


Mr. CULBERSON. I submit an amendment, intended to be | 


1501 


A bill (H. R. 10669) to regulate the issue of licenses for Turk- 
ish, Russian, or medicated baths in the District of Columbia; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 79) for the transportation of 
Porto Rican teachers to the United States and return. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. J. Res. 98) to provide for 
the removal of snow and ice from the streets, cross walks, and 
gutters of the District of Columbia; and it was thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore. 


RELATIONS WITH COLOMBIA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate, at the request of the Senator from Indiana, the unfinished 
business. 

The SecrRETARY. Senate resolution 82, by Mr. Bacon, favoring 
the negotiation by the President of a treaty with the Republic 
| of Colombia to satisfactorily adjust and determine all differences 
between the United States and Colombia growing out of the recent 
revolution in Panama, etc. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, yesterday I listened to the 
speech of the honorable and distinguished senior Senator from 
Alabama {Mr. MorGan] with much interest. There are some 
portions of it to which [ would like to direct attention, but I 
think, under the rule of the Senate, treaties should be considered 
in executive session. 
| Mr.CULLOM. Especially as that is the rule. 
| Mr. FAIRBANKS. That is, as I understand it, the well- 

established rule. Therefore, what I may desire to say in response 
to the remarks of the Senator from Alabama will be said when 
| the Senate takes up the treaty in executive session. 

I believe in the wisdom of the rule which requires the consid- 
eration of treaties with other countries in executive session, and 
so far as I am concerned I will not intentionally violate that wise 
rule of the Senate, which has the sanction of long usage. 
| Mr. President, it is not my purpose to consider particularly at 
| the present time the resolution before the Senate, but rather to 
discuss the larger questions arising out of recent events in Colom- 
| bia. I may say, however, that I earnestly favor the arbitration 
| of all proper international differences which can not be adjusted 
through the usual diplomatic channels. Political questions are 
not such as governments refer to the determination of arbitral 
tribunals. The Secretary of State notified the special envoy from 
the Colombian Government that the good offices of the Govern- 
| ment of the United States would be used with Panama. if desired, 
to secure an adjustment of claims of a material order which 
either may bring forward against the other, but he pointedly 
declined to submit to arbitration the alleged questions between 
the United States and Colombia. His refusal was distinctly put 
upon the ground that such questions are essentially political, and 
| therefore not within that class of questions which self-respecting 
| governments can properly submit to arbitration. 
| Mr. President, the questions growing out of affairs in Panama 
| are importantand deserve earnest consideration. The opposition 
| sharply challenges the wisdom of the course of the Administration 
| in dealing with the Republic of Colombia and the new Republic 

of Panama. Many phases of the Isthmian Canal question have 
| been touched upon in the course of the debate; a debate which has 
| been characterized by much earnestness and some manifestation 
| of feeling. 

We do not object because those who may disagree with us upon 
public measures or policies should criticise, for criticism plays a 
| very important and beneficent purpose in public affairs. Measures 
| and policies which can not successfully withstand opposition and 
| criticism should not long receive our serious attention. There 
| must be #he utmost latitude of disagreement in republican gov- 

ernment, for, out of the conflict of opinion, out of the collision of 
views, the most wholesome results will come. 

We are well aware that in popular government objection and 
| criticism are sometimes inspired by the thought of mere partisan 
advantage. We do not object to even this manner of opposition. 
It has been indulged in from the foundation of the Government, 
and will continue throughout the future. It seems to me in the 
progress of the debate that some of the criticism has been inspired 
by the exigencies of the political situation. I do not mean to 
suggest by this that some of the questions have not been raised 
in the utmost good faith, with the view of promoting in the best 
manner possible the construction of an Isthmian canal under 
conditions in entire harmony with the good name and best inter- 
ests of the United States. 

The larger question which is before us is of unusual moment; 
it is of far-reaching significance; it means much, not only for the 
future of the United States but for the entire civilized world. It 
should be considered upon the high level of national duty and 
national honor, It should be considered deliberately and in good 
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temper, to the end that only that which is best may ultimately be 
done. 

We are dealing with a situation, the essential facts of which 
are generally known. For centuries attention has been directed 
to securing a waterway across the Isthmus of Panama. The 
efforts which individuals, corporations, and governments have in- 


effectually made to accomplish the world-wide desire are familiar | 


to us. Although the attempts thus far made have resulted in 


failure, we derive some advantage therefrom, for we may avoid | 


the mistakes made by others. 


In all the centuries the most significant and decisive step was | 


taken by the Congress of the United States less than two years ago 
when it enacted into law the bill presented by the very able and 
distinguished senior Senator from Wisconsin |Mr. SPOONER}. 
When that bill was enacted into law and placed upon the statute 
books it became evident to the world that the great work would 
be speedily carried forward to completion, for it was to be un 
dertaken by the Government of the United States. 

As all are well aware, the act authorized the President to secure 
the property of the New Panama Canal Company and to obtain 
the requisite concessions from Colombia for a canal across the 
Isthmus. The act wisely provided that in the event the President 
should ** be unable to obtain for the United States a satisfactory 
title to the property of the New Panama Canal Company and 
the control of the necessary territory of the Republic of Colombia, 
* * * within a reasonable time and upon reasonable terms, then 
the President ’’ should proceed with the canal upon the Nicaragua 
route. 

The act very properly did not undertake to put upon him any 
specific limit as to time. What shoald be a * reasonable time 
must, in the very nature of the case, be left largely to his discre 
tion. 
dent proceeded with the utmost dispatch to negotiate a treaty with 
Colombia for the necessary property, rights and ‘franchises for 
the construction and maintenance of the Panama Canal. Healso 
agreed with the New Panama Canal Company upon terms for th« 
purchase of its property which were to be effective when the 
requisite concessions were obtained from Colombia. 

The treaty with Coloinbia, known as the Hay-Herran treaty, 

yas laid before the Senate forits ratification. It provoked earnest 
and protracted debate. It was sharply opposed by those who 
favored the Nicaragua route. It was as severely antagonized as 
has been the course of the Administration with respect to the 
recognition of the Republic of Panama. In due time the treaty 
was ratified and transmitted to the Colombian Government for 
its approval. The action of that Government was awaited with 
interest. 
bia had but to give her approval of the proposed convention nego- 
tiated by her minister at Washington and upon her own initiative, 
and the great work would proceed. Her disapproval would put 
the enterprise in peril or delay it indefinitely. 
the United States and other countries was but slight when com- 
pared with the anxiety of Panama. The treaty which was ap- 


proved by the Senate of the United States March 17, 1903, was laid | 


‘fore the Colombian Congress which assembled June 20 fol- 
lowing. 

Opposition to its ratification manifested itself early. Political 
alr undertook to make capital out of it. Our minister at 
3ogota informed the State Department before the close of the 
month in which we ratified it that there was strong opposition to 
its ratification. The public mind was agitated and misdirected 
by a portion of the public press and by politicians opposed to the 
Marroquin administration. 


As early as May 4, 1903, our minister informed the Secretary of | 


State that— 


Private discussion, which perhaps more clearly reflects the real situation, 
is to the effect that the price is inadequate; that a much greater sum of 
money can be obtained, and that the United States can be obligated to guar- 
antee the sovereignty of Colombia ports outside the Department of Panama 
against the invasion or seizure by foreign enemies. The one great deter 
mining point, however, is the belief that the price can be greatly augmented. 


Three days later he wrote: 


All of the enemies of the Government are united in the onslaught upon the 
canal convention. * * * Probabilities are that when the measure is pre 
sented to Congress there will be a lengthy debate and an adverse vote. Then 
the representatives of the coast departments of the Cauca, Panama, and 
Bolivar will ask for a reconsideration and urge ratification of the convention 
as the only means of preventing the secession of those departments and the 
attempt to constitute of their territories an independent Republic. 


This dispatch clearly shows that early in the consideration of | 


the proposed convention the spirit of revolution was in the air. 
The varying fortunes of the treaty are disclosed by the dis- 
patches of our minister, a few of which I have selected from the 
many he sent. 
On August 5, 1903, he advised the State Department that— 
Itis now apparent that the treaty will not be ratified without amendment. 
On August 7 he reported: 


The situation is chaotic just now and intense feeling is being manifested in 
the debates in the Senate. Apparently there is little prospect that the treaty 


| as to the new demands to be made upon them. 


| the ratification of the treaty; fixing regulations concerning 


3eing thus clothed with the authority of law. the Presi- | 


The world looked on with great solicitude, for Colom- | 


But the concern of | 


| derived therefrom has gone to Bogota. 
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will be ratified without modifications, but I must stil] hope that a } 
timent will be brought about before the end. is 


On August 12, 1903, he said: 

The treaty was rejected by the Senate to-day initsentirety. 
Do not accept this as final. There is stillsome hope. Wait { 
Vices. 

On August 15 he became somewhat optimistic w) 
ported: 

The most intensely critical period for the canal treaty seems { 
and now there is some hope for a satisfactory conclusion. 

But on October 81 following he was obliged to report: 

Congress adjourned to-day. 
port concerning the canal. 
lz rejecting treaty done. 

It was perfectly obvious from the earliest consider: 
treaty that a determined effort would be made, not 
the United States under further contribution, but th. 
pany also. Numerous suggestions were made fro 
Or 


etter Sen. 


No action has been taken 
Therefore, nothing more than th: 


Mr. Hay was informed that— 
The committee have reported a law which approves reje 


| authorizes the President to conclude treaties for Panama c 


for same with ee parties, subject to rights of comp 
pany permitted to transfer, purchaser assuming all ob 
annual payments of $250,000 and transfer of property to ( 
canal company permitted to transfer on payment to Co! 
the President authorized to make following concessio 
one hundred years, not including Panama or Colon: annua 
1967; lease renewing every hundred years on payment of 25 
neutrality of canal and the recognition of Colombian 


| whole territory and inhabitants; mixed tribunals only 


commissions Colombian only; excluded from zone; tim« 
f works; Colombia to receive from contracting gover 


a 


vate company. 
This will suffice to show the exaggerated idea of the ( 
at Bogota as to the value of the proposed concession : 


| motive of opposition to the approval of the proposed 


At a later date it was manifest that there was a n 
templated to annul the concessions made by Colomb 
ama Canal Company, to confiscate the property of 


| under the law, and sell it tothe United States, to the; 


of the French stockholders and owners. Our minister: 
State Department on the 30th of September— 


It is said,and generally believed in this city, that there 
among certain Senators to annul the arrangement enter 
lombian Government and the French Canal Company in 19) 
franchises and privileges of that company. Even men zg 
candidates for President are advocating this action with al 
solemnity. It is urged that Congress has full power to either a 
the action of the Government in this matter, and that if t 
made extending the contract is decreed null and void, the &: 
rights and interests in the Isthmus cease to exist, and C 
arrange with the United States to receive not only the $10,(" 
but the $40,000,000 offered the company. 


This is important only as showing the total lack of appreciation 
at Bogota of the rights of Panama. It all tended to 


| minds of the people of that Department and stir within the: 


spirit of resentment and revolution. 

-anama saw in the machinations at Bogota the possible rui 
her long-deferred hope. The Government might force t 
States under the alternative provision of the Spooner |a 
the Nicaragua route and leave the Panama enterpris 
The wrongs and outrages which Panama had so long ¢1 
destroyed all love for the Republic. The dearest rig 
people were cruelly trampled upon. Her history duri 


| the time since 1821 when she became a part of the Rep" 
| lombia is but a monotonous recital of acts of opp 


justice committed by the national authority. Whi! 
department of a nominal Republic, she has been 
of a brutal dictatorship; she has been made virtua! 
the Government at Bogota. 

Millions of dollars have been wrung from her p 
last, and they have received no adequate return ther 
olies in the necessities of life have been granted, and ' 
Millions 
ceived from the canal and railroad companies for ¢ 
franchises in Panama have gone into the federal tr 


| only the most insignificant fraction of it has ever | 


the benefit of that department. 
For the millions contributed to the Bogota treasur) 


| to a trustworthy newspaper correspondent recently © 


the Isthmus, there is ‘“‘not in existence in the whole 0 Pana : 
day a single bridge, street, plaza, public building, or 01)" Sait 
ture of public utility or comfort, the expense of which was !°™ 
by the Colombian Government.”’ rons of 

From information I have derived personally from 7" 
Panama, it is perfectly apparent that the conditions upo! 
Isthmus have long been absolutely intolerable, and rev: 
seemed to be the only means of escape. 

I have an extract from El Relator, published at Bor 
after the revolution, that: constitutes an indictment 4 


lution has 


tA shortly 
rainst the 
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—————— . 
oublic of Colombia without scarcely a parallel in the history 
. P vernments. It is impossible for the imagination to conceive 


more despotic course pursued toward a province than the Bo- 
po Government pursued toward the Department of Panama. 
Whe extract alluded to is as follows: 


ve have converted the lords and masters of that territory [Panama] into 
we new their native soils. We have cut their rights and suppressed all 





para ‘hart s unexpectedly. We have robbed them of the most precious 
seat fa tree people—that of electing their mandataries, their legislators, 
Orbe o restricted for them the right of suffrage; we have falsified the 








t of votes: we have made prevalent over the popular will the will of a 
a ary soldiery and that of a series of employees entirely strange to the 
cents of the Department; we have taken away from them the right of 
Inier ying, and a8 a compensation we have put them under the iron yoke 
ae eptionnl laws; state, provinces, and municipalities have lost entirely 
the autonomy Which they were enjoying formerly. * °° ¢ 

In towns of & cosmop« jlitan character of the Isthmus we did not found any 
national schools where children could learn our religion, our language, our 
history, and how to love their country. In the. face of the world we have 
punished with imprisonment, with expulsion, with fines, and whippings the 
writers for the innocent expression of the thought. Since December, 1854, to 
October, 1908, the presidents, governors, secretaries, prefects, mayors, chiefs 
; itary chiefs, officials and soldiers. inspectors of police, the police 








f M ce, m . . 
fteclf captains and surgeons of harbors, magistrates, judges of all descrip- 
tions, State attorneys, évery body came from the high plains of the Andes and 
from other parts of the Republic to impose on ‘the Isthmus the will, the law, 
or the whims of the more powerful, to sell justice, or speculate with the treas- 
ury. ‘his series of employers, similar to an octopus with its multiple arms, 
was sucking the blood of an oppressed people and was devouring what only 
the Panamaians had right to devour. , . 

We have made of the Isthmus a real military province, and when this na- 


tion of 850,000 souls had men of continental reputation like Justo Arosemana, 






| 


| 


| 


legislators of the first. order, and of an irresisti > popes? like Pablo Arose- 
mana and like Gil Colunje, men of talent like Ardila, brilliant diplomats like 
Hurtado, and scientific celebrities of European reputation like Sosa we leave | 
them aside, we relegate them in contempt and in forgetfulness instead of 





putting them at the head of the Isthmus in order to quench the thirst of 
equity and justice and satisfy the legitimate aspirations of allthe Panamaians. 
Sucha way of proceeding has wounded the pride, the dignity, and the patriot- 
ism of all the intellectual people of the Isthmus, and has provoked and de- 
yeloped the hatred and the anger of the popular mass. 

The result is of all those errors—we are touching them now! The last 
twenty years have been for the Panamaians too bitter and too sad, and they 
will never in the future like to be Colombians if they have to continue to live 
under a régime that did not allow them to be citizens in their own territory. 


What more natural than that the people of the Isthmus, in view 
of their past history, and the recent action at Bogota, should seek 


to throw off their allegiance to the parent government? What | 
else was there left for them to do? Every sentiment of self-inter- | 


est commanded them to take the step when they saw that the 
treaty was doomed to defeat. They took counsel of their own 
future welfare; they laid carefully their plans; there was no divi- 
sion of sentiment among them, and on the 3d of November, 1903, 
they moved as by a common impulse. They took possession of 
their own country, and set up their own independence. They 
were guilty of no barbarities; they avoided bloodshed, and treated 


| responsible, duties which in the first instance rested on Colombia 


their oppressors with rare forbearance and kindly consideration. | 
Did the Administration inspire the revolution that it might 


despoil Colombia of her property upon the Isthmus? Such has 
been the virtual charge made. It has been made both by direct 
statement and innuendo. It is a graveand serious charge, and it 
is worth our while to pause and observe whether or not it is well 
founded in fact. From what we have observed of the history of 
Panama prior to the revolution the only wonder is that separation 
was so long postponed. No people ever had better warrant for re- 
nouncing allegiance to their government than had the people of 
the Department of Panama on the 3d of last November. 
Notwithstanding the wrongs which they were obliged to endure. 
they would undoubtedly have continued to submit to the rule of 
; am if their long-cherished hope of a canal had been grati- 
ed, 
, Uur Government was fully informed of the state of public feel- 
ing in Colombia, and it also knew the intense desire of the people 
of Panama for the prompt ratification of the treaty. 

It was obvious from the beginning of the consideration of the 
— oe a crisis was near at hand, On May 7, 1903, our minis- 
LT Said: 


rm; 5 Sa%a% 
gre ne re are that when the measure (treaty) is presented to Con- 
88 there wi e § 
sy 
Ora recor are $4 : : : 
Senate usideration and urge a ratification of the convention as the only 
const: int preventing the secession of those Departments and the attempt to 
~“Snstitute of their territories an independent republic. 


The treaty was rejected by the Senate on August 12, and three 
ays later our minister reported: 
most hye roreiection of the treaty on the 12th instant there has been an al- 


action of the United States. 


On September 11 he further advised the State Department as | 


folk Ws: 


Thave the ‘ 
ou : a 3 honor to report that events of interest have taken place in con- 
the Departme ‘© appointment of Senator Obaldia to the post of governor of 
nown, and = of Panama. Senator Obaldia’s separatist tendencies are well 
&8, the Depart a ported to have said that, should the canal treaty not 


‘partnie > Sees 3 
8 right in eine - - of Panama would declare its independence, and would 


° y » lengthy debate and an adverse vote. Then the repre- | 
Atives of the coast Departments of the Cauca, Panama, and Bolivar willask | 


On October 31 he said: 


The people here are in great anxiety over conflicting reports of secession 
movements in the Cauca and Panama. 


As was foreshadowed at Bogota. as soon as Congress adjourned 
without ratifying the treaty, the Department of Panama revolted 
and set up her independence. 

It becomes important in view of what has been said in oppo- 
sition, to ascertain what our rights were, and what was done by 
the Government at the time of and subsequent to the revolution. 
The record is before us, accessible to everyone. The facts are 
spread before the world, and we may judge whether, in what was 
done, our officials acted in contravention of our national obliga- 
tions. 

For nearly sixty years the United States has had very important 
rights across the Isthmus which were derived from the treaty of 
1846. By article 35 of the convention New Granada (Colombia) 
stipulated— 


The Government of New Granada guarantees to the Government of the 
United States that the right of way or transit across the Isthmus of Panama 
upon any modes of communication that now exist, or that may be hereafter 
constructed, shall be open and free to the Government and citizens of the 
United States, and for the transportation of any articles of produce, manu- 
factures, or merchandise, of lawful commerce, belonging to the citizens of 
the United States. 

It further provided that— 

In order to secure to themselves the tranquil and constant enjoyment of 
these advantages, and as an especial compensation for the said advantages 
and for the favorsthey have acquired by the fourth, fifth, and sixth articles of 
this treaty, the United States guarantee positively and efficaciously to New 
Granada, by the present stipulation, the perfect neutrality of the before- 
mentioned isthmus, with the view that the free transit from the one to the 
other sea, may not be interrupted or embarrassed in any future time while 
this treaty exists; and in conseqtence, the United States also guarantee, in 
the same manner, the rights of sovereignty and property which New Gra- 
nada has and possesses over the said territory. 

This treaty conferred upon the United States a very substantial 
right and privilege, and that was the right and privilege of open 
and free transit across the Isthmus. The necessity of safeguard- 
ing the property and lives of the people of the United States 
across the Isthmus, which was inhabited by many people who had 
not thoroughly emerged from a state of savagery, was vitally im- 
portant. The United States has exercised the right to protect her 
own interests at all times and under all circumstances since she 
entered into the enjoyment of the privilege granted by the treaty. 
Secretary Hay says: 

The United Stateshas * * * assumed and discharged, as if primarily 
; Acct rd- 
ing to the language of the treaty, the right of the Government and people of 
the United States to a free and open transit across the Isthmus was quaran- 
teed by New Granada; but the United States has been able to secure the beneyits 
of it only by its own exertions; and in only one instance, and that as far back 
as 1857, has it been able to obtain from Colombia any compensation for the 
injuries and losses resulting from her failure to perform her obligation. 

The United States by the article above mentioned guaranteed 
the sovereignty of New Granadaover the Isthmus. The generally 


| accepted interpretation of the meaning and effect of this guaranty 


is that the United States did not undertake to maintain such sover- 
eignty except against foreign powers; that she did not engage to 
protect her against overthrow by domestic convulsion. 

Referring to this provision of the treaty, Secretary Seward said, 
in 1865: 

The question which has recently arisen under the thirty-fifth article of the 
treaty with New Granada, as to the obligation of this Government to com- 
ply with a requisition of the President of the United States of Colombia for 
a force to protect the Isthmus of Panama from invasion by a body of insur- 
gents of that country has been submitted to_the consideration of the At- 
torney-General. His opinion is that neither the text nor the spirit of the 
stipulation in that article, by which the United States engages to preserve 
the neutrality of the Isthmus of Panama, imposes an obligation on this Gov- 
ernment to comply with a requisition like that referred to. The purpose of 
the stipulation was to guarantee the Isthmus against seizure or invasion by 
a foreign power only. It could not have been contemplated that we were to 
become a party to any civil war in that country by defending the Isthmns 
against another party. As it may be presumed, however, that our object in 
entering jto such a stipulation was to secure the freedom of transit across 
the Isthzhus,if that freedom should be endangered or obstructed, the em- 


| ployment of force on our part to prevent this would be a question of grave 


expediency to be determined by circumstances. 
The effort to connect this Government with the revolution 


has been industriously made. The searchlight has been applied 
in every direction in the quest of information which would sup- 


| port the charge of complicity of the Administration in the move- 
I 8 


al condition of alarmand uncertainty in Bogotaas to the future | 


ment, 

We must consider this subject not upon idle rnmor or unfounded 
assertion, but from the record which the Government has made. 
That record is written; there it stands irreversible. By it, and 
by it alone, the Administration must be judged. As for myself, I 
shall accept the record as it has been made by the executive de- 
partment and submitted to the Congress unless it is impeached 
by something more conclusive than vague suspicion, unsupported 
assertion, and wild conjecture. 

In the orderly administration of the affairs of the Government 
it is necessary that each of the three departments should repose 
trust and confidence in the acts of the others performed within 
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their proper sphere of action. We must proceed upon the as- 
sumption that the executive department, within its constitu- 
tional prerogatives, is actuated by proper motives, and that it is 
as regurdful of the good name of the country as either the legis- 
lative or the judicial departments. 

But it is said that the precautionary measures adopted interfered 
with the assertion of her sovereignty by the Colombian Govern- 
ment. Whether that is so, we have no means of knowing, except 
as we are advised by the executive department. Weare informed 
by that department that the independence of Panama was secured 
by the people thereof upon their own initiative, and without the 
exercise of force, improper or otherwise, on the part of the United 
states. 

Who shall determine what steps should be taken to make secure 
peace and protect our people from harm upon the line of transit? 
A determined revolution was at hand under circumstances dis- 
similar to any that had preceded it. Bloodshed was apparently 
imminent, and interruption to the highway across the Isthmus 
was among the reasonably early probabilities. What was the 
duty of the President under the circumstances? Who should 
determine what should be done in that serious exigency? Ob- 
viously, the Chief Executive was to decide, and manife stly the 
duty devolved upon him to take such steps as in his judgment 
were necessary to preserve the lives of Americans and to maintain 
unbroken peace. 
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'at Bogota it was perfectly manifest that a revoli 


| honor. 


The primary right of the United States to protect freedom of | 


transit exists without reference to the treaty. 
fundamental law of self-preservation. But I think the right is 
clearly inferred from the language of thetreatyitself. Colombia 
expressly guarantees the freedom of transit. It is a collateral 
obligation and expressly implies thatthe primary duty rests upon 
someone else. Obviously that duty rests, and could only rest, 
upon the United States. Others, I am aware, hold that by th 
terms of the treaty the primary duty of protecting the highway 
rested upon Colombia, but the difference of view is of no practi- 
cal importance, for the United States usually has assumed and 
discharged the duty of preserving the transit free from interrup- 
tion. 

Under the treaty of 1846 and the protection of the United States, 
Panama ‘‘ has become a great commercial highway between the 
nations of the coasts of western Europe and eastern Asia, as well 
as between the western and eastern coasts of the United States.”’ 

The Panama Railroad, chartered by the legislature of New 
York in 1849 and opened to commerce in 1855, has carried mil- 
lions of passengers and millions of tons of freight. 

It is fair to say that for more than half a century the people of 
the world have looked to the United States to see that life and 
property upon this great highway were made secure against at- 

tacks from either the citizens of Panama or those of any other 
country. 
nent, under circumstances that promised a more determined re- 
sistance than any which had preceded it, it was not only the right 
of the President of the Unitea States to adopt such measures as 
he deemed essential for the general safety, but it was a solemn 
duty which rested upon him to protect the lives and property of 
the people of other nations, who had so long relied upon the pro- 
tecting care of the United States. If loss and damage had ensued 
because of his having failed to adopt reasonable measures for their 


It rests upon the 
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Was imy 


ni- 
of the rising 


nent. The public press published broadcast accounts 
revolutionary spirit. As early as August 81, 1902. a 
sent to the Washington Post from San Jose, Costa Rica 


Travelers from Panama report the Isthmus alive with fires os 
lution. It is inspired, it is believed, by men who, in Panama 
systematically engendered the pro -American feeling to sec 
of thé isthmian canal by the United States. 

+ * » * + 


The consensus of opinion gathered from late arrivals f 
that the revolution is coming, and that it will succeed. 

Later it was reported, in the press of New York and Waghjno: 
that troops were being gathered by Colombia for use iy ox, 
tion with the revolution. That military demonstratic ns 
liable to occur upon the line of transit across the Ist} 
perfectly manifest. American citizens and American 
were there. Should no steps be taken by the Ac ~ 
tosafeguard them? Wecan readily account for the 
President upon principles entirely consistent with tl, 
As for myself, I prefer todo so. That which 
the exigency with which we are familiar. was done { 
American interests. If the revolutionists derived ther 
moral advantage, who shall say that wrong was done? 
good ground for the belief that the Panamaians v uld 
have achieved their independence but for the attitude of ¢) 
States in the purely domestic affairs of Colombi: 

Secretary Hay says in his note to General i 3 t] 
month that— 


Advices came to this Government, not only thronch th 
through its own officials, of the existence of dangerous « 
Isthmus, as well as in the adjacent States whose interest 
Disorders in that quarter were not new. In the summer 
in that of 1901, this Government had been obliged by its 
order on the transit route, and it took steps, as it had done 
sions, to perform a similar duty should the necessity ar 
trouble might take could not be foreseen, but it wasimport 
any destructive effects. 

The reasonableness of these precautions soon became ¢ 

On November 8, at 6 o'clock, the uprising in Pan: 
Prior to this time what word was said, or act 
of our national duty? We are not left in uncert 
was done, for Secretary Hay says emphatically in hi 
eral Reyes, January 5, 1904: 

Any charge that this Government, 
intercourse, whether official or 
lombia, is utterly without justification 

Equally so is the insinuation that any action of this Gove 
the revolution in Panama, was the result of complicity wit 
revolutionists. The Department sees fit to make these denia 
them finally. 

This is a complete refutation of the charge that th 
ment hadany complicity with those engaged in the r 
movement. The American people will accept the em] 
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or any responsible 1 
unofficial, with agents 


| of the Secretary of State wi 1 sti r doubt. 
And when the revolution of November last was immi- | a tary of State without question or d 


More than this: We have the positive assurance 


| dent of the United States that this Government did n 


protection a heavy moral responsibility would have rested upon | 


him. 

He had no guide except his own conception of executive duty. 
What others had done before, or what others might do in the 
existing situation. afforded no absolute criterion to him. He 
must be governed by his own view of responsibility. 
one in this Chamber, under the same circumstances, inspired by 
the same exalted purpose, would have read his duty in the same 
way as the President. Some might have regarded no precautions 
at all necessary; others might have considered the situation so men- 
acing as to have justified ampler provision. The fundamental 


Possibly no | 


to set on foot the revolution. There was nothing 
ister,’”’ to employ the language of the opposition, 
of the Government. It had no advices with respect 
tempiated uprising which were not possessed by ev: 
of passing events. In his message of the 4th of last 
President says: 

I think proper to say, therefore, that no one connected v 
ment had any part in preparing, inciting, or encou . 
on the Isthmus of Panama, and that save from the re] 
and naval officers, given above, no one connected with th 
any previous knowledge of the revolution except such a: 
any person of ordinary intelligence who read the newspa) 
current acquaintance with public affairs. 

This is a deliberate and important utterance 
weighs all assertions and insinuations of ‘“ guilty 
the part of the Government in which some have ! 
indulge. No one can misunderstand it; and it will 


ragu 


| everywhere as conclusive. 


fact which I seek to emphasize is this: That the President was | 


in the very 
power, and it seems to me, in view of all that occurred, and in 
the light of all that has followed, no one can say that he did not 
act well within the limits of sound executive discretion. 

He informed Congress in his last annual message that his in- 
structions were in accordance with our rights as interpreted by 
former Administrations. ‘‘ The duty of the United States in the 
premises,”’ he says, *‘ was clear. In strict accordance with the 
principles laid down by Secretaries Cass and Seward * * * 
the United States gave notice that it would permit the landing of 
no expeditionary force, the arrival of which would mean chaos and 
destruction along the line of the railroad and of the proposed canal, 
and an interruption of transit as an inevitable consequence.”’ 

We are not left in doubt or in the dark as to what the Adminis- 
tration did with respect to the revolution. From what transpired 


nature of the situation clothed with large discretionary | 


We had no troops upon the Isthmus and only 0 
Nashville, at Colon. Shearrived on November ?. 0! 
was ordered in the interest of peace to make every ‘ 
vent Government troops landed at that point from 
Panama, and to keep open the transit across the [sth 
maintain order. Commander Hubbard, who displa 
courage and good judgment under serious circum 
detailed account of what transpired after his art 


| morning of the 3d of November the Colombia: 
| tagena arrived and disembarked four or five hundr 


| 


out hindrance by the commander of the Nashvill: 
Railroad Company would not transport them to 
upon the request of the governor of Panama. C01 
bard learned on the night of the 3d that the provis! 
ment had been established at Panama. Says he: 

I sent, early in the morning of November 4, written n 
general superint: ndent of the Panama Railroad, to the pre 


p 
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tua officer left in command of the Colombian troops, later ascertained 
to the ee) Torres, that I had prohibited the transportation of troops in 
» ay dir ‘ion, in order to preserye the free and uninterrupted transit 
either airect a) 
f the Isthim : , | 
* On November 4 Colonel Torres, in command of the Colombian | 
troo] = at Colon, practically made war against the United States. 

at] o’cl ,. m. on that date I was summoned on shore— 


The commander says— 

-» preconcerted signal, and on landing met the United States consul, 
by & Pee and Colonel Shaler, the general superintendent of the Panama 
eee rho consul informed me that he had received notice from the 
smanding the Colombian troops, Colonel Torres, through the prefect 
‘to the effect that if the Colombian officers, Generals Tobal and 
‘bo hed been seized in Panama on the evening of the 3d of Novem- 
no Tndependents and held as prisoners, were not released by 2 o'clock 
s. would open fire on the town of Colon and kill every United | 
n in the place, and my advice and action were requested. | 








as a: a 4 that all the United States citizens should take refuge in the shed | 
*+he Panama Railroad Company, a stone building susceptible of being put | 
«ato good state for defense, and that I would immediately land such body of | 
men, with extra arms for arming the citizens, as the complement of the _ 
would permit. This was agreed to, and {[ immediately returned on board, | 
eine at t.iop.m. The order for landing was immediately given, and at | 

| 





the 


‘ its left the ship with a party of 42 men under the command 
mmander H. M. Witvel, with Mi J.P. Jackson as second 
‘ommand, Time being pressizig, I gave verbal orders to Mr. Witzel to take 
the building above referred to, to put it into the best state of defense pos- 
sible. and protect the lives of the citizens assembled there—not firing unless 
fired upon. The women and children took refuge on the German steamer 
Varcoma and Panama Railroad steamer City of Washington, both ready 

to haul out from dock if necéssary. 

The Nashville [got underway and pares with her along the water front 
closein and ready to use either smali-arm or shrapnel fire. The Colombians 

i ied the building of the railroad company almost immediately after 
we had taken ] ession, and for about one and a half hours their attitude 
was most threatenmng, it being seemingly their purpose to provoke an attack. 
Happily our men were cool and steady, and while the tension was very great, 
no shot was fired. At about 3.15 p.m. Colonel Torres came into the building 
foran interview and expressed himself as most friendly to Americans, claim- 
ng that the whole affair was a misapprehension and that he would like to 
send the ak ‘of Colon to Panama to see General Tobal and have him direct 
the discontinuance of the show of force. 

Jam positive— 

He further says— 
that the determined attitude of our men, their coolness and evident inten- 
tion of standing their ground, had a most salutary and decisive effect on the 
immediate situation, and was the initial step in the ultimate abandoning of 
Colon by these troops and their return to Cartagena the following day. Lieu- 
tenant oan Witzel is entitled to much praise for his admirable work 
in command on the spot. 

| feel that I can not sufficiently strongly represent to the Department the | 
grossness of this outrage and the insult to our dignity, even apart from the 
savagery of the threat. 

On the following day the commander, finding that the Colom- | 
bian troops had not been withdrawn by Colonel Torres as far from 
the town as had been agreed, and were occupying buildings near 
the outskirts, relanded an armed force and reoccupied the building 
occupied the day previous. He— 
also landed two 1-pounders and mounted them on platform cars behind pro- 
tection of cotton bales, and then in company with the United States consul 
— an interview with Colonel Torres, in the course of which I informed 

im— 

Said he— 
that [had relanded my men becanse he had not kept his agreement; that I 
had no interest in the affairs of either party; that my attitude was strictly 
neutral; that the troops of neither side should be transported; that my sole 
purpose in landing was to protect the lives and property of American citi- 
zens if threatened, as they had been threatened, and to maintain the free 
dud uninterrupted transit of the Isthmus, and that purpose I should maintain 
by force if necessary. Lalso strongly advised that in the interests of peace, | 
a a to prev ent the possibility of a conflict that could not but be regrettable, 
he should carry out his agreement of the previous evening and withdraw to 


Monkey Hill. ~ 

During the evening negotiations were pending with Colonel Tor- 
res by representatives of the new Government, and he was per- 
a ‘to embark on the Royal Mail steamer Orinoco, with all 
all lan and return to Cartagena.’’ The troops numbered 474 

Old, 
I beg to assure the Department— 
Says Commander Hubbard in conclusion— 


he 1 1 : . . . 
; ee a ho part whatever in the negotiations that were carried on between 
‘ne. torres and the representatives of the provisional government; that 


surroul 







threntened.. = fae force only when the lives of American citizens were 
for further me a it vdinew this fc TOe as Soon as there seemed to be mo grounds 
vlanied as cena usion of injury to American lives or property; that I 
bismeruae ned force because of the failure of Colonel Torres to carry out 


My attitude tan withdraw and announced intention of returning, and that 

My onic... Omenout was strictly neutral as between the two parties, 

, 4! pose being to protect the lives and property of American citi- 
Serve the free and uninterrupted transit of the Isthmus. 


owl gainsay the truth of this report? Is there any act 


ze! 


se a : Pa = Violation of any treaty rights or obligations? If 

nak Mh ton econne the commander—and who doubts him?—is he 

for havine OnIneneH. and the Government he represented also, 

for having a. 7 the lives and property of American citizens, 

tien a deen a led loodshed, and for having prevented interrup- | 
The ; a ee the Isthmus? rae 

could have een mes to regard it improbable that Panama 


‘uccessfully asserted her independence except for the | 
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| which began in 1899, prevented the fulfillment of the laws in rega 


| legistation as well as to 
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support of the United States. That the disparity in numbers 
between Panama and the parent Government was such that 
Colombia could have readily established her sovereignty in the 
revolting province but for the alleged intervention of the United 
States. We should bear in mind the fact that but for the assist- 
ance of the United States, undoubtedly Colombia would long 
ago have lost Panama. This was made clear in the very able 
speech of the junior Senator from Iowa. It was also made mani- 
fest by the President in his last annual message. He says: 

The experience of over half a century has shown Colombia to be utterly 
incapable of keeping order in the Isthmus. Only the active interference of 
the United States has enabled her to preserve so much as a semblance of 
sovereignty. 

We should bear in mind the further fact that the seeds of revo- 
lution are in the blood of Colombia, and that they are not a loyal, 
homogeneous mass like ourselves. Colombia fully realized her 
insecure hold upon her provinces, and that the defiance of Panama 
might be followed by the revolt of other departments. We have 
already observed that there was early a fear at Bogota that Cauca, 
Bolivar, and Panama might set up their independence. When 





| Panama revolted Colombia knew that she had not only to regain 


Panama, but that she might be obliged to take into serious 
consideration a revolt in the departments of Cauca and Bolivar 
also. 

Furthermore, it should be remembered that Colombia had but 
recently emerged from a three years’ war which sorely taxed her 
resources, and she was in no condition to compel so remote a 
province as Panama to submit to her authority after it had firmly 
resolved to withdraw from the Federation and had prepared to 
maintain her independence at any cost. The message of the Vice- 
President, transmitting the treaty tothe Congress at Bogota, shows 
the extreme weakness of the General Government. It isa pitiful 
story, and I refer to it only to show how improbable it was that 
such a government could maintain its sovereignty in Panama 
when the people in that province unanimously rose against it. 

The profound disturbance of the public order— 

Says the Executive— 

l to elec- 
tions, and consequently the reunion of Congress which onght to have taken 
place in 1900 and 1902. 


Therefore there arose a political situation unforeseen by the constitution 


and the law, in that the Government was forced to assume the functions of 


rotect itself against those who sowght to destroy it by 
rorce, and to attend to the satisfaction of many necessitics of all classes. 

One uf these necessities was that the National Congress should be for nn 
reunited, but this could not be attended to during the war, because ma 
cities of the Republic were occupied, either continuously or for short 
by the forces of the rebels, and on this account the lega! authorities conid 
reside in them nor exercise their preper functions. 

The President promptly recognized the independence of Pan- 
ama. He has the constitutional power to recognize new states. 
He may receive ministers and ambassadors from and may com- 
mission ministers and ambassadors to foreign governments. He 
does this clearly in the exercise of an executive function. In 
commissioning ministers and ambassadors he must do so by and 
with the consent and advice of the Senate, but he may receive 
ministers and ambassadors from foreign governments without 
sharing the responsibility therefor with the Senate or with any 
of the other departments of the Government. He acts solely in 
this regard according to his own official discretion. 

The hour when a revolting state has secured its independence 
is a question of fact which each recognizing government must de- 
termine for itself. When the President, in his judgment, believes 
independence has been asserted and secured, he may recognize the 
fact. Recognition does not depend upon the lapse of time, but 
it is predicated upon the existence of an ascertained fact. While 
the independence of Panama was for a time denied, it has at last 
become a generally acknowledged fact. so that there is little profit 
in the further discussion of the principles upon which recognition 


is peer ope 

It should be observed that the United States has some very im- 
portant rights and duties in Panama which the revolution and 
change of government did not extinguish. They arise out of 
Article XXXV of the treaty of 1846. The express grant of- the 
right of free transit across the Isthmus contained in this article 
constituted, as has been well said by others, a servitude which. as it 
were, ran with the land, or a burden upon the sovereignty which 
became a subsisting obligation upon whatever power should suc- 
ceed to the rights of New Granada in the Isthmus 9f Panama. In 
other words, the right of free transit across the Isthmus was a con- 


land 
i tre 
times, 


not 


| tinuing privilege during the life of the convention which New 
| Granada and every government succeeding her was bound to ob- 


serve and respect. In consideration of this privilege the United 
States guaranteed the sovereignty of New Granada upon the Isth- 


| mus, and the governments succeeding in Panama would enjoy 


the same guaranty. 
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The Republic of Panama h v | 
as succeeded New Granada (Colom- | delay i i 
bia) upon the Isthmus, and it follows that her ee Ss = necessarily defeat the accomplishment of 
effectively guaranteed by the United States against alie 7.3 | ae desire. It did not relieve the President fr — 
meen ‘ alien in- | es in any Saami effort still to secure it. 7 rom per. 
It has been urged repe , a : is a large one and must be dealt with i arge ne Subject 
public in tent oe — ae is no re- | treaties between governments upon nl er ays. Making 
co a ae, ee apacit) er into a valid convention | a tedious sess. N 7 j oe 8 at bes 
with the United States. There is, itis tr 4 8 process. No body in the world is 
i States. 8, itis true, no government unde is fac i senate | i a aul 
a written constitution conforming to our opinion of all of re le it a ee Se eee ees. In 
sentials of republican Saetlinbionn but th - _ i ¢ all of the es- | stances years are consumed in the negotiation an tiene 
> avs 8, there has been since the aties wi vera: treati ee. TAtiiCation 
day of the revolution, and there is to-day, a government in ew oe aan th th Seeaiien Of ok token ne ; : 
exercising governmental functions. It is not essential that there tome ; t} an —_ aioli 1 " 
should be any particular form of government before a people “an acti eee Seen ena emmeennte in this creat tra 
enter into a valid international engagement or ta eat Par = inate een. The 0 va 
~~ . . . . : . 8 O £ ‘ ‘ 7 oT a¢ Y @QVan- 
Any form of organization which for the time being expresses onal justify the Pre aAent th the « somuch superior that wecould 
the popular will has the power, in my humble opinion to enter thi heh: : : : resident in the expenditure of much more tin 
into a treaty compact with other powers A treaty is but an ee aaah ait se eee at eae en eaty ‘esired He 
agreement of the people in their collective capacit vy made ~¥ a aed oita ae er eran the § wre t \ 
through their agency, the government. The government may be | wi oa the Cor lately dropping Panama and going de 
\ : i p L : " £ i a) 7 » , ¢ ) . . - 
a republic in fact or in name. It may be a dictatorship or a <a 7 See at Bogota rejected the treaty. He has hee 
Kec. yaaa Prony sane * eS: borship or 1e contrary, acting clearly within the intendment of (yo 
seed fe J ner form which the wit of man | gress. ae 
can devise. Mere form necessarily is not of the essence; the | - There are several conclusi i 
— consideration is, does the government in fact speak | lish. They may be sae eee dea Peay renord soem to ene 
1e voice of the people? If so, it may fi —< BCt Spee | sm. ay ma) suinmarized thus: a 
7 : é ‘ rmly bind then ir; T svoluti y 
eS eee y j 1 in their a nd the people of Panama was due to a long 
The Government of Panama since the revolution has been dis- seh a A eee on on win the nee. oe ut Bo 
——_ its functions peacefully and satisfactorily. The pe yple loonie. eee are verter the Hay-Hern 
yield it their loyal allegiance. There is, s we j @ ) re 
3 eir loyal : ance. re is, so far as we are advise P Vv i vas initi 
se shee oe med g as we are advised, | ro revolution was initiated by the people of Panama and 
. “ ~ > y . ite, St< 2» a ee as 
Under these circumstances it is plain to me that we are treating | wT ne ee @ by of the , aden 
with a sovereign power, one which in fact and under sound prin- deem d eee be: Se cee eceeares 8s 
me of law may enter into treaty relations with the United Scmuummanin se technal tha tive _ SiS areca across te 
an eee eed Pe ‘ 8é otect the lives and property of American 
; yg 1isite concessions for ar . vitie ; : : ie oe eect 
a ee ee ntaithaily oon s for an inter SS other countries upon the line of transit. 
There has been some discussion during the debate of the relative | of the dunes ence of Panama was accomplished by the people 
merits of the Nicaragua and Panama routes. It is obvious from | There was no vessel ‘ Ini 
what has been said that the course of the Administration in Panama | city of P: cae i a ten oe 
is antagonized by some because it did not abandon the Panama Col = cng and only one vessel, the Nashvillc, third rat 
route when the Colombian Government rejected the treat y and io ae tt Sliven od d poet we ene Teer were landed 
proceed with the acquisition of concessions and the construction of Seomaiiien t * a Seaeen Seeene seo were in serious aid 
the canal through Nicaragua and Costa Rica. It is urged that a | their purges. oer eny ermine wr Sccomplshing 
a . P . . . = | < S 
reasonable time,’’ within the contemplati ; ide 
. AS . ion of the Spooner law y ; 3 i 
in which the President should obtain the necessary Siaaiieiinin sskanieanete roams ener cenaee pat Sena Se 
from Colombia, expired as soon as the Colombian “Government | as C csalad 2 > th ‘eine arte ner 
rejected the treaty, and, by force of the provisions of the law, the | ident aaa ential ; 1e independence of the new Republic the Pres. 
President was driven to adopt the Nicaragua route nee es ~nitior solely within his constitutional rights. The duty of 
t It is unnecessary to recite the considerations which led Congress cons Sadinn Seen ex Ca st — 
‘© prefer the Panama to the Nicaragua ro spon: | ei * Mf tho Republic. 
: ute. The great, prepon- | , ; i 
derating sentiment of the Congress was and is, I eller in Saves ae — oo e of the Republic of Panama was recognized 
of the former. It is obvious, however, that if Congress had | Unit d States. ee secoemicaon by 
committed itself absolutely to the Panama route, the Government | Within eight lays afte iti bl 
would have been left at great disadvantage in negotiating terms | she sig 1 Shean’ Ualnek Skates eet tec cnet 
eh ee eee g g Ss | seme signed a treaty with the United States, through her accred- 
It was very wisely provided that in the event suitable terms eee Sinemet a ee 
could not be obtained from Colombia within a*‘r ti 9 | Th Sy ieeeniilinal emminaraendbede 
wD 1in a *‘ reasonable time,”’ N he i ani ith tl 
then the Nicaragua route should be adopted But this Taeapled United Stet eae i co open agus ites ones, 
ee od. this, ‘ 4 ed States, she was in the exercise of soverei: P.O 
at the t Vv many prudential provision, was not | was discharging fully i i 
ee ee eet r » Was as discharging fully her domestic and internati: 
( e, by any means, he two routes were substantially f “apacity ri i 
alike available, or that it was a matter of little difference which Tass Gate Se 
was adopted. It was my belief at the ti spoone Jnder the ta 
. } e time the Spooner law w: j saty i i 
wen that the Panama Canal was far ealentiile to any er, eee ‘obligatiz "3 —_ vs a “obta oa tl 
pap ay pe ale enemas of J y 2 ations in Panama. She obtained tli 
é ort shoul > mé sec sit ac i 
mes ould be made to secure | arenes aaeeee the Isthmus and the right to presery: 
. 8 . « § . «< » + . 
— what the President has done in attempting to secure the sight and ae rst gota ty ay 
anama route he has acted clearly within the l ?, wed —* e eges the sovereignty of the z 
ac j e letter and spirit | Panama. By tl ansf ignt) 
of the Spooner Act. What isa ‘‘ : é i . y the transfer of sovereignty upon th 
; ot. reasonable time’’ contemplated | the R blic of P: igation - 
oe cee = 5 platec 1e Republic of Panama, the obligation to gua 
} i » of the law it must depend upor me i i forei t 
J ‘ : ; 1 > “ ,« . > = . . 
cumstances of the particular case. What wound os — = “Theor: com vwith the Re nibh oO aan 
able time”’ in one case would be qui ; ee » new treaty with the Republic of Panama 
a se quite the reverse in another. | the Senate, the Uni ; i 
While the subject of an i : her. : Senate, the United States will obtain adequat 
sub, 1 interoceanic canal has been long : i i ivileges ious otal 
consideration, the fact is but a comparatively brief wo Fe ons mar ue a = ~ —ae 
ee ne oe a compa of as } n isthmian canal. 
‘ 1 riously considering stical fez , i i 
oF etek y g the practical features a President, I have endeavored to consider 0! 
Two years were consumed by the Walker Commission in exam to non os ae t : Tike ae eccoraighs We 
_ Two 3 , erC am- | to me to be controlling ot > might be s 
ining the entire canal situation and makin i ‘i oa hi tnkaky prolon 
nin; ‘ : g report of its conclu- | would appear to be littl it i 
sions. When its report was submitt ’ ; ppear to be little profit in unduly prolong): 
é ed to Congress we were | sion. I f isthmi 
then, and not before. prepared to act i : ; sion. In one form or another the isthmian cana 
. . pre act intelligently. Congress en- | b« i i 
, pr antly. C - en under considerat: f sveral ce re 
acted the Spooner bill into law, und i i cisi Saat Ene tate tons to cal 
f , under which the President was | decisive action | y 
charged with the duty of negotiatix i ; ia. yarn: bymabeape A wd. angie tebe 
: 3 1g a treaty with Colombia. | Senat I ‘ i 
eee ee ane eae oe 7 . | Senate upon the treaty with Panama, and we will 
goti: sre taken up promptly and pushed to a con i i i i } 
\ - | motion the machinery which wil acc ish t 
clusion with all reasonable dispatch. The S ifie oF ape me tanya 
‘ h. e Senate ratified the| Others h id is j i 
See Se. ae eee ee : : € ars have said that this is an American quest! 
y. 0 the Colombian Congress for its ap- . 7 
proval and was rejected. All of this transpired within less ae couple tealan of th ore me | 
year and a half after the passage of the Spooner bill W a tha eenneets iti i 
When the Colombian Congress rejected the treaty that did not Cand wilh ee patie de wall tans beck of the b , 
necessarily close the door to further effort to cz : f will have back of it the best plevet* 
arily carry out the mani- | vs aki 5 y it wi Bu 
fest will of Congress in the construction of the Panama Canal "It Uni aGeates. Tha ergy os tt mre A tly fal 
anal, nited States. What we say for and against it will sw) fade 
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eam . . 
cone forever, but the canal—the rich fruit of four 


away and be ope and human effort, the colossal tribute of our 

eT te the -ommerce of the world—will stand. Yes, we can 

pent believe that it will survive the pyramids. 

M CLARKE. Mr. President, I do not intend to address the 
Ss - in enpport of the general proposition that an isthmian canal 

Benet hn constracke y ited States Government. This 
onld be constructed by the United St ( 

aoe or has passed out of the domain of discussion. It is no longer 

et en th public policies of the country as a matter of mere 


rated in the } ese 
= it is recognized as one of the absolute necessities of our 


‘is time. No section of the country has more thor- 
oughly recognized this as the proper at‘itude of the Government 
than the section from which I come. This condition of opinion is 
due in no small degree to a knowledge of the fact that our people 
are to be among the chiefest and most immediate beneficiaries of 
a successful c¢ msummation of the enterprise. These benefits have 
been heretofore discussed at such great length and in such com- 
plete detail that it will serve no useful purpose to restate them 
now. For the present, further progress toward the actual con- 
struction of the canal depends upon the ratification of the pending 
treaty recently negotiated by the United States Government with 
the Republic of Panama. — u& fe 

Ordinarily, in determining what course it is proper to pursue, 
it would only be necessary to consider (1) the competency of the 

arties to enter into the contract, and (2) the terms and provisions 
of the contract submitted for approval by the Senate. 

The second of these considerations is not deemed to present any 
obstacle in this instance, because it is conceded that whilst the 
terms of the present treaty do not concede anything to the United 
States by way of mere donation, it does exceed in the liberality of 


utility; : 
situation at t! 


its provisions any that we have heretofore been able to secure for | 


the purpose of acquiring authority to construct an isthmian canal. 


Within the past year the Hay-Herran treaty providing for the | 


construction of the canal upon the same site, containing terms 
much less favorable to the United States, met the almost unani- 
mous approval of the Senate and the country. On the score of 
the mere provisions of the treaty, there seems to be no dissatis- 
faction expressed, either here or elsewhere. 

On the question of the competency of the Republic of Panama 
to make a treaty there is more dispute, and this presents, directly 


and indirectly, the chief cause of division and consequent oppo- | 


sition. 

That actual recognition has been extended to the Republic of 
Panama by the President of the United States in formally receiy- 
ing its minister and by this Senate in confirming the appointment 
by the President of a minister from this Government to Panama 
is not and will not be denied. That it has taken place in accord- 
ance with the forms of law prescribed in such cases is also a 
matter not subject to dispute. Under our system the matter of 


extending recognition to a new government may be said to exist | 
concurrently and independently in those departments of Govern- | 


ment which are said to be political; that is to say, the legislative 
and executive branches. think it may be safely asserted that 
the doctrine of the Supreme Court of the United States is that it 
will respect and enforce, in so far as it is called upon to deal with 
the question at all, a recognition made either by the President or 
by the legislative branch of the Government. 

In some of the opinions of that court expressions are to be found 


to the effect that the power of recognition is in the political de- | 


partments of the Government, naming as such the legislative and 
executive branches. It was plainly not the intention of the court 
im saying that the power was to be exercised by the legislative 
and executive departments of the Government to convey the 
meaning that it was to be exercised by these acting in conjunc- 
tion, the one putting limitations upon the power of the other. In 
none of the cases before the court, and in which these expres- 
sions are to be found, did the legislative branch of the Govern- 
meas ape any part in making the recognition which was deemed 
- ve to give to the new government the status of a litigant 
a ons ourt or the existence of which was made an element in 
adiuas nts of any litigant who resorted to that tribunal for their 
Scat n. This statement of the doctrine of the Supreme 
Hor 7 hot different from that in which Andrew Jackson and 
sight” ? ay agreed upon as being a proper method in which the 
O; ; TOC Ognition is to be exercised. 
of Teme Me (836, referring to the matter of the independence 
Section thekiss lay, in a report from the Senate Committee on 
én delations (S. Doc. No. 406, 24th Cong., ist sess.), said: 


The recognition of * * « 
hited Kier on of an independent power may be made by the 
wren in various ways. First, by treaty: sscond, by the passa 5 of a 
tending a dines mercial recourse between the two powers; third, by 
ne Execute noe agent * * * with the usual credentials; or, lastly, by 
the power in cmass vine and accrediting a diplomatic representative from 

question, which would be a peace as far as the Executive 


Only is compete 
of the Senate ini. make it. In the first and third modes the concurrence 


in its legislative on’ capacity would be necessary, and in the second 
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The Senate alone, without the cooperation of some other branch of the 
Government, is not competent to recognize the existence of any power. 

The President of the United States, by the Constitution, has the charge of 
their foreign intercourse. Regularly he ought to take the initiative in the 
acknowledgment of the independence of any new power. But in this case he 
has not yet done it, for reasons which he, without doubt, deems sufficient. 
If in any instance the President should be tardy, he may be quickened in 
the exercise of his power by the expression of the opinion, or by other acts, 
of one or both branches of Congress, as was done in relation to the republics 
formed out of Spanish America, 

Together with this report a resolution was submitted to the 
Senate from the Committee on Foreign Relations that was as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the independence of Texas ought to be acknowledged by 
the United States whenever satisfactory information shall be received that 
it has in successful ee a civil government capable of performing the 
duties and fulfilling the obligations of an independent power. 

President Jackson, in approving this resolution, expressed his 
satisfaction with the course taken, and said that it was entirely 
proper for the legislative branch to make any suggestion which 
in its judgment it felt it to be expedient for the Executive to con- 
sider in connection with the discharge of public duties. 

On July 1, 1836, this resolution being in debate in the Senate, 
Mr. Webster said he was willing to go so far as to vote funds to 
enable the President to send out a proper minister, but against a 
direct recognition he thought there existed strong objections, be- 
cause it was the proper function of the President to take the lead 
in this matter. 

In a debate in the House in the following year John Quincy 
Adams said (February 27, 1837) he objected to the proposition 
before the House on the ground that the act of recognition of a 
foreign power had heretofore always been an Executive act of 
this Government. It was the business and duty of the President 
of the United States, and Mr. Adams was not willing to set the 
| example of giving that recognition on the part of the legislative 
body without recommendation of the Executive. 

It will thus be seen that President Jackson and Mr. Clay agreed 
that while the power of recognition by the President was implied 
in the power to receive foreign ministers, and that if he should 
exercise the power without invoking the aid and support of the 
legislative branch, his action in that respect would be beyond 
question, yet it was conceded that where the willingness of the 
legislative branch to assume responsibility for the recognition of 
a new government, in advance of the President being satisfied 
that it was prudent and proper to do so, a suggestion from the 
Congress that if the President should, through the regularly con- 
stituted channels, extend recognition, he would be supported by 
the legislative branch in any consequences that might ensue. was 
not only not an offensive suggestion, but one within the com- 
petency of Congress to make. This, I take it, Congress could do 
in connection with any duty which the President is called upon 
to discharge where the public peace and welfare might be in- 
volved in his action. 

In the present case the Republic of Panama has received the 
recognition of this Government through the act of the President 
| in receiving her minister and in negotiating a treaty with her. 
| This action on the part of the President, in my opinion, is no® sub- 
| ject to review in any proceeding, directly or collaterally, con- 
| nected with the ratification of the pending treaty. The recogni- 
| tion, no matter whether by the action of the Congress or by the 
| President alone, is the act of the Government of the United States 
| and is to be respected and supported as such. The recognition is 

final, and the existence of Panama is a fact accomplished, and 
| this, to borrow a phrase from Bismarck, removes every objection 
| and silences every dispute. Approval of our course, if approval 
| by others of anything this country does can ever be deemed to 
| add anything to its validity or justice, is shown in the action taken 
| by other governments, as follows: 

List of governments which have recognized the independence of Panama, with 

the dates of recognition. 











United § Pncasduneeed Nov. 18, 1908 | Nicaragua... .............. Dec. 15, 1908 

| NR Me in uniditcocccces RTs ee EF ORY conc cdi cnc ccccedccces Dec. 19, 1908 
0 OS ae Nov. 26, 1903 | Cuba ...........-.....---- Dec. 23, 1963 
Austria-Hungary ........ Nov. 27, 1908 | Great Britain ............ Dec. 24, 1993 
OS eae SUITS Ge EN 1 LORIE noc < . dnc ceceuseceee~ Dec. 24, 1908 
ED de sunvededcondins ae ULE eee Dec. 28, 1908 
NSE ae --Dec. 6, 1908 | Costa iat Dec. 28, 1903 
Sweden and Norway ....Dec. 7, 1908 | Switzerland ......... .Dec. 28, 1908 
I i dlindslcGeeed ademd Dec. 9, 1903 | The Netherlands .........Jan. 10, 1904 





The terms of the treaty being satisfactory and the technical 
competency of the parties to the contract being established, my 
support of this treaty would follow naturally and without further 
question. But it isobjected that while the recognition of the Re- 
public of Panama may conform to the mere forms of the law gov- 
erning such matters, the facts which preceded it show such an 
utter disregard by the President and those acting under his 
orders of the cardinal principles of right and justice as to make 
it the imperative duty of every right-thinking man to condemn 
his actions and to refuse to take any steps that can directly or in«i- 
rectly be construed into a condonation of his course; that, while 
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it is admitted that there is no issue pending in the Senate, and | When the President comes to consider, in quiet ret 


that none can be framed for consideration here by which this body 
can directly review that act of recognition, and if found to have 
been improperly given to recall the same and restore the status 
quo existing at the time it was extended by the President, it is 
contended that there is an indirect remedy. to be found in the 
power of the Senate to refuse to ratify the pending treaty. 

And it is earnestly and forcibly insisted that the necessity and 
justification for thus penalizing an enterprise which means so 
much to the country arises from the greater obligation to pre- 
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| 


| 


serve untarnished the honor of the country; that no matter how | 


splendid the material gain to the country by the ratification of | 


the pending treaty, it will be too dearly bought when taken over 
as the result of a conspiracy on the part of our chief officers 
against the rights and sovereignty of a sister republic, to whom 
our guaranty of amity and justice is pledged by solemn treaty 


| 
| 


| they maintain, and the kind of officers by which 


| 
} 
| 
| 
| 


stipulations, as well as by the well-recognized requirements of | 


common honesty. 

This contention is supported by Senators on this side of the 
Chamber, whose great ability is recognized by everyone and whose 
sincerity all are bound to respect. 
of an isthmian canal project, and some of them earnest advocates 
of the Panama route, 1 entertain such respect for their judg- 
ment that unless I am clearly convinced that I should differ with 
them, I should deem it to be a duty and a matter of pleasure as 
well to bring myself into harmony with them. But I shall profit 


me here by expressing with fearlessness and earnestness the con- 
victions under which they rest if Ido not state with frankness the 


conclusions which my investigation of the matter has forced me | mn. 3 AS80 
| such manner to political revolts and with the fears and distrust e: 


to adopt. Such investigation and consideration as I have been 
able to give to the matter has not enabled me to reach the con- 
clusion that I should oppose the ratification of the treaty on the 
grounds which have been stated in opposition to it. 

I announce this conclusion with some diffidence, but without 
misgiving. In consequence of the character of the reasons urged 
in opposition to the treaty I have felt under the necessity of giv- 
ing to the matter a more thorough examination than would other- 
wise have been thought necessary to the adoption of my course. 
This must account for the fact that I shall see proper to go over 
the matter in somewhat greater detail, covering many aspects of 
the case that have been so satisfactorily dealt with by others 
who have participated in the presentdebate. I have no confidence 
that I have succeeded in being able to point out the errors that I 
think lurk in the arguments of others, yet I have succeeded in im- 
pressing upon my mind a conviction that will not permit me to 
vote against this treaty as a means of emphasizing my opposition 
to the course pursued by the President. 

I say, without hesitation, that if I had found myself convinced 
the secession and recognition of Panama to be the result of a 
conspiracy, expressly or impliedly formed, by the direction or 
with the connivance of the President, I should vote against the 
ratification of the treaty regardless of its merits. And at this 
point I take occasion to say that Ido not find it to be necessary 
to commit myself to the approval of every act done by the present 
occupant of the White House since his term began before I can 
vote to ratify the Hay-Varilla treaty, nor does it follow that I 
should vote against ratification because I may disapprove of every 
other act of his Administration. My duty, and therefore my in- 
quiry, is confined to this one matter and the aspect in which it 
comes to me for action. I say, as I have said, that I have been 
unable to bring myself to the belief that I should obstract the 
consummation of an enterprise in which my State, in common 
with the entire country, is so vitally interested. 

When I consider the whole facts of the transaction, its history 
and that of those who have been and who are now identified 
with it; find the President urged to action by the incitement of 
the great purpose to redeem the pledge of his Government to af- 
ford to the civilized world the benefits of an isthmian canal, and 
to gratify national pride by giving definite assurance of an early 
realization of a sens lhetinnel peapess to promote national inter- 
ests and safety thereby; find him called upon to work out these 
results while smarting under a natural resentment at the perfid- 
ious and foolish conduct of Colombia—I can well understand how 
these impelling forces, operating on the impetuous and strenuous 
temperament of the man, might prompt him to do much that has 
subjected him to harsh criticism; but I am entirely content to 
say that in what he actually did he did not, in my opinion, so 
far transgress the boundaries of the power and discretion vested 
in him as to warrant me in repudiating his act by voting to re- 
ject the treaty. 

To the well-informed and conservative observer of passing 
events, and of the persons, places, and things connected there- 
with, the wonder is not that he did so much to give free rein to 
the inherent spirit of revolution always rampant in Panama, but 
it rather excites wonder that he did so little in that direction. 


| and their rulers, I read an extract from the inaucura] 
| Vice-President Marroquin on taking the oath of off 


fany of them are supporters | 


| assume to govern, and generally the sense of pride wit 


A k , | sult of his labor, is becoming unknown among us. 
little by the splendid lessons of independence they have taught | 
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TOspect, the 
Will fee] like 
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» SAald: 


events of the past three months, I do not doubt he 
exclaiming, as did Warren Hastings, who, when c 
a catalogue of his irregularities in the Far East 

When I contemplate the magnitude of my opportuniti 


of my performances I am struck with profound amazeme; 
pled moderation. 


It will tend to a better understanding of the sit, 
therefore of the environment in which they acted who, 


i A 
has been so freely condemned here, to consider bries 
ter of the people of Colombia with reference to their), 
moral responsibility, and civic pride; the character of 


tered and the respect accorded to their acts by the peoy), “he 


they support a contract or course of dealing which I 
national honor. 


} 
Involve 


As indicating the character of the (o) 


L add 

: : , ce on Augt 
7, 1898, after having overthrown and imprisoned Preside 
clemente. He said: 


Hatred, envy, and greed cause men to differ in their opinions 
litical sphere where we struggle with earnestness, not so mu v 
obtain a triumph of principles as we do for sinking or raising men; 
ties, public tranquillity, so essential in order that every citizen ; 
contentment the welfare which has been his lot to secure or w 
We liveas 
ical crises are our normal condition; commerce and industry lac} 
ful condition which they require in order to advance. Poverty j 
atalldoors. * * * , 

Our political disturbances have caused the conception of . 
annulled or mistaken. The idea which we have of coun ry 


thereby that itis not an uncommon thing to hear from « 


| men what we would not hear from a native of any other co 


should like to have been born somewhere else.” 
Are there many among us who pride themselves in saying, “I a1 
lombian,” as a Frenchman prides himself in saying, “I am a French: 


In his message to the special session of Congress which con- 
vened on June 20, 1908, to consider the canal treaty, speaking in 
the same strain, he said: 


Politics, as this country has up to now considered the t« 
less than the furthering of personal interests at the expe: 
welfare. 


He likewise congratulated himself upon the fact that 
forts to obtain a loan abroad had resulted in failure, 
of affairs left the revenues unburdened. 

I have here an extract from an article which appeared in 
September, 1902, number of the North American Review ! 
E. A. Morales. That publication speaks of him as a pr 
man, an able lawyer, and a native of Panama. Hi 
made secretary of state under the junta, administeri 
the Republic of Panama at this time. He says: 


Those who were for a just and honorable government sty 
Historical Conservatives, while those in power appropriated 
tionalists,a vague appellation that has served to cover sudden 
shameful transformations. * * * 

In 1897 the situation was still more graveandcomplicated. The 
Conservatives proclaimed as their candidate for the Preside 
lic Miguel A. Caro, the Vice-President, who had acted as Pr 
demise of Doctor Nunez, while the Historicals presented ast 
Gen. Rafael Reyes, a politician of no definite tendency, wh: 
assume the aggressive attitude befitting the candidate of 
and the Liberal party awaited events, ready either to give it 
candidate who would bind himself to be a faithful upholder « 
who would guarantee the effectiveness of its rights, or to prucia 
of its own. 

Caro, after a silence that seemed to signify his accepta: 
ture, performed an act of disinterestedness, which cert 
country expected of him, by making himself ineligible a~ 
stitution, since he could not at the same time appear \ 
white mantle of the candidate and the staff of the magistrat 
to be proclaimed instead the candidature of Dr. Manuel A. 5a! 
Jose Manuel Marroquin for the Presidency and Vice-Presi«: 
and these were elected. 

Doctor Sanclemente was an old man of over 80, whose year 
unable to reside in the capital of the Republic, and from th 
was designated for the Presidency it was evident that tho | 
sooner or later, must fall into the hands of Mr. Marroquin, 
the absence of Doctor Sanclemente, on the 7th of Aug 
President-elect took possession of the executive power. | 

rise, Mr. Marroquin abandoned the Nationalist party, | 
yen elected, and declared himself an Historical. The | 
— acts which gave evidence of the firm resolve on the 

*resident to place the country on the footing of a just, honor 
régime that would have regard to the popular suffrage 

3ut such astate of affairs could not beagreeable to those v 
by fair means and foul, to perpetuate their hold on pow: 
months of the government of Mr. Marroguin had elasped th 
was conducted to the capital to serve the purpose of s\| 
guarding the Nationalist conservatives, who resumed t! 
ment now more uncompromising than ever, since they had ! 
for several months dieposseased’ of what they had grown | 
their property—the treasury. * * * . : 

Had Mr. Marroquin at that time refused to resign the 
the hands of Doctor Sanclemente, as the majority of the Hou 
atives and many conspicuous men of his party counseled 
the Republic of Colombia would not have become what it Is 
it has been for the last three years—an immense battlefield w! 
of thousands of its citizens lie bleaching in the sun, and wher 















1904. 





ine. there issues the haggard form of distress in the wretched garb of 

ruins, there ee 

horror ane > with which we are now afflicted is the consequence of that 
The civ" weaction, ‘The hopes that had been fostered by the Liberal party 

Nationa ated. the tempest could not be held back. The leaders of the 


d their partisans to peace; but their exhortations were power- 
.. confidence in the bosom of the great mass of those who had 
heirrightsand in their property; and toward the end of October, 


. bloody struggle of arms began. 
= , in full sway, on the 3ist of July, 1900, another revolution 
.aded by Vice-President Marroquin and Gen. Manuel Cassabi- 
¢ war to thelegitimate President, Doctor Sanclemente, which 
the latter with the support of the military garrisons and the 
‘aofthecapital. Doctor Sanclemente was imprisoned and his post filled 
p fe onic? of the revolutionary movement, who, on his own authority and 

-aneth of the mutiny, declared himself better entitled to it. 


Pn oe th © reasons adduced for the justification of the movement was a 
Jeaire to terminate the war, assuming it to have been directed against 
D tor canclemente and not against the régime of which he was the repre- 
ne + 0-8 
sontatho meanwhile a vacuum was being formed around the Vice-President. 
With a few exceptions his fervent partisans left him, seeing that it was im- 

“cihle to govern in the face of a revolution every day more powerful, and 
h legitimate President imprisoned a few leagues from Bogota, but alive and 
resolutely dete remaee not to legally resign his authority into the hands of 
his persecutor and jailer. . 
™ That disrupt ion fn the rank and file of the political forces that had real- 
ized the movement of the 3ist of July, 1909, seemed to pass unnoticed by the | 
D rson most interested in interpreting the signs of the time. The vacancies 
in the ranks were filled by ignorant men of bad precedents, so that men have 


heen seen to attain to the officesof ministers and governors who were not capa- 
ble of filling the post of chief of police in the meanest village. That group of 
incapable and ignorant men are they who rule Colombia to-day. 

Such has been the course of Colombia politics in the last eighteen years, 
and the actual situation may be summarized as follows: 

A government de facto rules the country by the power of its bayonets, 
packed by no political party, for the Liberal party opposes it by force of 
arms, the Nationalist Conservative party repudiates it as the offspring of 
treachery, and the Historical Conservative party, in a state of dissolution, is 
only composed of the public officers and the military chiefs, for whom war- 
fare is the most profitable of industries. * * * 

Commerce, all industries, and even the very life of the nation were highly 
affected by this situation, as may be aay understood when it is known that 
one American dollar is equivalent to $50 in Colombian notes. * * * 
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I read again from an article which appeared in the North’ 


American Review for July, 1908, written by Raul Perez, a nephew | 


of one of the former Presidents of Colombia, and himself a man 
of prominence in affairs until he was expelled by the Marroquin 
revolution. Under the heading *‘A Colombian view of the Panama 
Canal question,’? Raul Perez says: 

meee is not the term that befits the character of the Colombian people. 
We Colombians are ae unfortunate and unhappy, owing to the exist- 
ence in our land of two bitter 
ally opposed views, with regard not only to government but the very con- 
ceptionsof life. One isa mediseval, fanatical, and autocratic party, professing 
that the good of the people lies in complete ignorance and absolute submis- 
sion to the church, with no other guide through the world but unlimited 
faith in the clergy. The other is a liberal, progressive, enlightened party, 
which believes that the people will not and can not obtain any rational de- 
gree of comfort and stability except through popular and universal educa- 
tion, and after securing some independence from the iron control of the 
clergy. 

The $10,000,000 that Colombia would receive as the only compensation is 
considered inadequate, 


He was referring to the $10,000,000 proposed to be paid to Co- 
lombia under the terms of the Hay-Herran treaty, which was then 
pending before the Colombian Congress for ratification. He says: 


The $10,000,000 that Colombia would receive as the only compensation is 
considered inadequate, and the same would be the case if the sum were in- 
creased to fifty millions. This may sound preposterous on first considera- 
tion, but not to those who know that the money would be distributed among 
the dictator's clique and the religious orders, that it would thus serve but to 
strengthen the fetters that already cut the Colombian flesh to the bone, and 
that posterity would only contemplate its heritage turned into deeper ig- 
cs more ignominious slavery in proportion to the larger amount 

eceived, 
Px. — stated are perfectly well known to Colombians, who, from the 
oe Bolivar, have imagined that within the narrow strip linking the two 
— continents, Colombia held her great trump card. It would be an 
ham akable disappointment to them to see that advantage fall into other 
nds, with no return but a few million dollars to be employed not for, but 


y contending parties, representing diametric- | 





against, their welfare and prosperity. Indeed, so strong is this sentiment | 


hs ws Tr, ws more patriotic to feel that no compensation at all would be prefer- 
nore her ®are many who maintain that a seizure of the Isthmus bya world 
P ee roa be more satisfactory, inasmuch as Colombians would be ina po- 
neur.” OTe in all coming years the phrase: “Tout est perdu, fors l"hon- 
he des oo rights of Colombia in that case would hold good forever, and 
could he seat come when they would be revindicated; but no such hope 
ment of Corn wuned if the dishonest band * * * whoactas the Govern- 
Sean mbia give a seemingly legal consent to the transaction. 

love it to bes o0k that band are in favor of the canal, not because they be- 
any love or adn practical good to their country, and not because they have 
possibility . miration for the United States, but simply because they see the 
argue mare cee $10,000,000 to be applied to their own pur . They 
where aie iss thus: “The Isthmus is a se ted limb of the country 
for $10,000.00 hot fullsway. We may just as well abandon it in exchange 

lorie, th Which to establish our uncontested dominion in the rest 


of the territory.” 

a coon required to form our opinion alone from what these 
and the n aa of their Government—its intelligence, integrity, 
algae tin es which inspire its action—but we have the corrobo- 
state in — ¥ hose opportunities to observe and whose ability to 
I velo? ~ and forceful terms what he saw can not be excelled. 
. 0 the Hon. William L. Scruggs, who for more than twenty- 
diplomatic representative at several of the gov- 
ntral and South America. He has recorded his 
a book, published a few years since in this country. 


five years wag our 
ernments in C 


observations in 
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He says that party conflicts, as they are understood in this coun- 
try, are wholly unknown there; that the division among the peo- 
ple is not along lines where one party professes to be better able 
than another to administer the government in the interest of the 
people; but that strife is the result of a struggle between factions 
and leaders for the aggrandizement of the personal fortunes of 
those who affiliate for the time being and at the sacrifice of the 
public interests; that no thought of the public welfare enters into 
any of their contests, nor is it even pretended that such is the case. 

He says that during the thirty years intervening from 1830 to 
1861 there were five successive constitutions, all of which were suc- 
cessfully overthrown by revolutionary leaders who, in turn, took 
the existence of each one as a pretext for engaging in revolt; that 
these conflicts were so frequent that there were not two years of 
peace and tranquillity during the entire thirty years, and that dur- 
ing this period the maintenance of public order was exceptional, 
and that civil war was the rule; that the constitution of 1876 re- 


| mained in force for twenty-two years before the book was written, 


and that during that time there were as many as eleven revolutions 


| against the authority of those who exercised power under it. 


Of course, under circumstances like these. there was no oppor- 
tunity for the people to progress in the intelligence and virtue in- 
separable from good citizenship; their condition to-day is worse 
from every moral and material standpoint than that in which 
Cortez found them four hundred years ago. 

Mr. Scruggs gives an account of how these numerous revolu- 
tions were organized and the means by which soldiers were en- 
listed to fight the battles that ensued. ‘They usually came about 
in connection with the holding, or the declaration of the result, 
of an election, although they occurred many times when no elec- 
tion was pending. In speaking of those where the alleged pretext 
is the unfairness in which the election is held, he says: 

The standing army consists of a few skeleton regiments of ill-paid privates 
and hordes of generals and other commissioned officers, who are invariably 
politicians. They may resign whenever they like, for others are always 
ready to take their places. To fill up the rank and file as emergencies arise 
the Government relies entirely “os impressments. Recruiting officers 
scour the country, lasso in hand, or lie in wait for the simple-minded aldeano 
at the market places, and catch peons very much in the same manner that 
a Texas herdsman lassoes his cattle. The “ revolutionary” leaderadopts the 
same method, and between the two the docile and simple-minded Indian 
rarely escapes. Oncecaughtand putintothearmy, he knows only obedience. 
He is easily drilled and rarely fails to make a good soldier. He is stupidly 
indifferent to bodily danger, and will stand up and shoot and be shot at with- 
out flinching. If taken prisoner he is at once enlisted in the ranks of his 
captors, and will fight quite as well there as he did on the other side. If he 
is killed while on the winning side some show of provision is usually made 
for his family. If he falls while fighting on the losing side his family are 
expected to make nocomplaint. If he survives the strife he returns, unpaid 
and half naked, but quietly and peaceably, to his humble home, never seem- 
ing to realize that he has been badly treated. Almost any other human 
being in any other country would, under like circumstances, become an 
outlaw and a desperado, but the native Indian of the Andes accepts his hard 
lot without even an audible murmur. 

Lieutenant-Commander Culver, of the war ship Bancroft, ina 
communication to the Secretary of the Navy, dated Colon, De- 
cember 13, 1902, says, among other things, of these Colombian 
soldiers: 

The Government forces are being slowly disbanded. Forty per cent of 
them are boys from 9 to 15 years of age. They are stationed at various posts 
along the route of the railroad, are filthy in person and dress and poorly 
clad, and appear like a rabble of children. 

I have presented this recital of conditions in Colombia with no 
desire to be offensive to a people who are so unfortunately situ- 
ated, but for the purpose of showing the kind of people who con- 
stitute that Republic, and who create its public opinion, thus 
affording some idea of the extent to which a moral obligation 
would be deemed binding upon them in compelling compliance 
in good faith with an undertaking assumed on their behalf. We 
may then more fairly and justly estimate the conduct of those 
who have dealt with them in a manner somewhat more arbitrary 
than would be justified under other and different conditions. 
The ciréumstances of every particular case fix its character as be- 
ing right or wrong. What would be a proper negotiation, or a 
proper detail of a negotiation, with one of the greater govern- 
ments of the earth, where reciprocal good faith is assured in ad- 
vance, would not fit a condition made up by people and politicians 
such as are there described by evidence that never has been con- 
tradicted and never can be. 

I am not to be understood by this as saying that we should ap- 
propriate to ourselves, or by guilty complicity assist others to 
appropriate, that which rightfully belongs to another, however 
wanting in honesty and intelligence that other may be. Our 
Government owes it to our own people to treat everyone justly, and 
this not because we fear penalties for failing to do so, but because 
of the comforé that comes from the sense of having done right 
for its sake alone. 

But in the important negotiations which she is required to con- 
duct in carrying out the great purposes for which this Govern- 
ment was instituted among men she has a right to insist that 
those with whom she deals shall not make a mockery of her efforts 
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by a course of duplicity and trifling. In her negotiations with 
Colombia she was not dealing with a commercial adversary who 
had the right to be independent to the extent of being whimsical. 

For a proper understanding of the relations between the United 
States and Colombia it is necessary to advert to a few well-known 
historical facts. These will indicate that at the time the Hay- 
Herran treaty was rejected by the Colombian Congress, in August, 
1903, matters had progressed too far for Colombia to claim an 
unrestricted discretion in dealing with the matter. By a long 
course of dealing and acquiescerce the so-called sovereignty of 
Colombia had been diminished in the interests of her continued 
existence. 
Hemisphere from European aggression by what is known as the 
Monroe doctrine. Under this doctrine we declare and maintain 
that any attempt on the part of European governments to extend 
their systems to any part of this hemisphere will be dangerous to 
our peace and safety. 


ican States, has been permitted to enjoy the immunities from for- 
eign aggressions which this doctrine afforded them. But for this 
declared policy the continued revolutions and conflicts in Colom- 
bia would long since have passed her into the control of some one 
of the European governments. So jealous have we been of the 


isthmian canal by any foreign government to be within its scope. 
When the old Panama Canal Company became insolvent, onl it 
was evident that the project was too gigantic for any private com- 
pany to undertake in that revolutionary and disturbed section of 
the world, the French Government, our traditional friend, con- 
cluded to take up the project and complete it, in the hope of sav- 
ing something for her citizens, who had invested and lost so much 
of their money. While the matter was under discussion in the 
French Assembly, the United States Senate, by a vote of 49 to 3, 
on January 7, 1889, passed the following concurrent resolution: 


That the Government of the United States will look with serious concern 
and disapproval upon any connection of any European Government with the 


construction or control of any ship canal across the Isthmus of Darien or | 


across Central America, and must regard such connection or control as in- 
jurious to the just rights and interests of the United States and as a menace 
to their welfare. 

Sec. 2. That the President be, and he is hereby, requested to communicate 
this expression of the views of the Government of the United States to the 
governments of the countries of Europe. 


This resolution went to the House of Representatives and was 
reported by the Committee on Foreign Affairs without amend- 
ment. 
Interoceanic Canals of the Senate, in the Fifty-sixth Congress, 


designated as a very learned and able report by Mr. McCreary, | 
of Kentucky, now an honored member of this Senate, on March | 


2, 1889, too late for consideration at that session of Congress. 


trine that the construction of an isthmian canal was an enterprise 


of a character and magnitude governmental in many of its aspects, | 
and that it should not be constructed under the ownership, patron- | 


age, and control of any foreign government, for it was known 
that sooner or later the armament necessary to protect it would 
become a menace to our peace and welfare in this hemisphere. 


In 18:6 the United States authorized our representative at the | 


Colombian capital to open up negotiations with a view to reliev- 
ing the commerce of the United States of certain onerous and dis- 
criminating duties levied upon our products sold in the Colombian 
markets. The Colombian authorities, while assenting to this, 


made it a condition that that Government should be permitted to | 
| tended only by numerous generals, of which there were ap 


dedicate the Isthmus to a perfect neutrality, and required the 
United States to become the guarantor thereof. That after hav- 


ing carved out of the sovereignty of Colombia over the Isthmus | 


this estate of absolute neutrality, she required the United States 
to guarantee the residuum of her sovereignty therein. 
In the exposition of motives which the Colombian representa- 


tive transmitted to our State Department it was stated that this | 


course was necessary because of the aggression manifested by 
Great Britain on the Atlantic coast, citing the fact that she had 
already acquired control over numerous places that would enable 
her to enjoy advantages at the expense of the United States and 
other Governments seeking to carry on commerce to the south of 
us. This treaty was entered into by our Government; and for 
more than fifty years we have extended to Colombia the protec- 
tion that it contemplated. It is not pretended by anyone that 
this treaty required the United States Government to protect the 
sovereignty of Colombia as against the insurrections carried on 
by her own citizens. As a result of all these declarations of pur- 

se On OUT part, and contracts entered into with Colombia, the 
fatter was shorn of many of the attributes of sovereignty as we 
understand that term when it is applied to England, France, or 
others of the great governments of the world. ‘To the extent that 
Colombia lost it we gained it, and it amounted to a definite in- 
terest in the Isthmus. 


For eighty years we have protected the Western | 
| ment of the 





| its accomplishment and successful operation. 
Colombia, in common with the other Central and South Amer- | 
| ment is necessarily the United States. 


| to have been due largely to the fact that President Sanclemente 
_ had made an unauthorized extension of ten years to the Panama 


| ing letters from Admiral Casey, who was in charge o! 
| sent to the Isthmus to protect the transit granted to our citizens 


| Colombian Government, except so far as is absolutely necessary 


It was accompanied by a report which the Committee on | 


| would be in Panama in forty-eight hours. 
| is very willing that they should remain, making occasional ! 


| plete annihilation threatened by the adoption by the 





FEBRUARY 2, 


es 

Colombia’s attitude thereafter was that of the owner of — 
cle of property that was hers only in the sense that sho w: ; 4 
tled to receive its value when disposed of, and that. in «; ling # oe 
should not be required to surrender her incidental ¢o, = ney 
rights further than was necessary to vest the purchaser with al 
title and control necessary to make the purchase effective. ™ 
left the situation where Colombia might utilize the Isthmy. = 
-anal purposes by constructing the canal herself or by authoriy;,, 
a private corporation to doso. It goes without saying tha: ¢ 
lombia is wholly without the resources to do so on her own ., 
count, and experience demonstrates the fact that available pri = 
enterprise and capital are wholly inadequate to the a: complish 
urpose. The undertaking was of such magnity,, 
and the locality in which it was to be carried on presented 


MO) 


many natural and political difficulties that the unlimited creas 
and authoritative powers of a great government were necessary i» 


ssary in 


Zine 
Zing 


Under conditions evolved by the past fifty years that govern. 
Prior to 1902 the disens. 


sions in this country assumed that in consequence of the contracts 


| between Colombia and the French canal company that the Pay. 
| ama route was not to be taken into consideration in any effort 
| that the United States might make to build a canal on hi 
Monroe doctrine that we have declared the project to build an | 


} w 
her own 


account, and because of this the discussions related almost ep. 


| tirely to the advantages and disadvantages of the Nicaragua route. 


In 1898 a very formidable revolution broke out in Colombia, said 


A 


Canal Company. This revolution made such prewress that in the 


| year 1902 it was plainly evident that the Departments of Panama. 
| Cauca, and Bolivar were quite likely to be able to maintain them- 


selves as an independent republic. This is shown by the follow- 


our forces 


and commerce under the treaty of 1846. I will read from anote 
written by the Admiral, dated on the 13th of October, 1902. 


I inclose a clipping from the Panama Star and Herald of October 12, 192 
In this connection I take occasion to inform the Department that I have r 
frained, as far as possible, from in any way embarrassing the officials of the 
in my jud 


ment to maintain uninterrupted and unembarrassed transit and to prevent 


the line of transit from being converted into a theater of hostilities. I shall 
| decide such oe as the conditions may change from day to day 


and when 
in doubt will consult the Department. 

Further, in this connection, I have to inform the Department that I have 
been unable to learn of any effort on the part of the Colombian Government 
to crush the revolution in this district just prior to or since my arrival at 
Panama. On the other hand, it is my opinion that if it were not fort! 
straining influence of our naval force here Panama would fal! an easy vict 
to the combined land forces and gunboats of the insurgents. 


Again, on the 20th of October he wrote the following in a letter 


This resolution declared it to be a corollary to the Monroe doc- | to he Soeapteny of Cho Bary: 


Judging from conditions now existing and from information I am able t 


obtain, there seems little Ereepeet of eee termination of this sti 
Panama and Colon are practically besieged. 

That was on October 20. They were practically besieged by 
Herrara and his forces. 

Troops at neither place dare to go beyond their intrenchments 


They had Colombia hemmed, in until her troops did not 
go beyond the trenches. 


I firmly believe if our men were removed from shore ft 
I think the Gove! 


which, really, it does not mean shall be taken seriously. 
Great things were expected on Perdomo's arrival; but 


a surfeit in the city, I fail to see how he can accomplish muc 


In 1902 it became evident that the New Panama ‘ 
pany never could complete the canal it had under' 
pally because it was impossible to rais» the monc) 
market for carrying on an enterprise which was no! 
tected, but which was continually obstructed by the 
of the country in which it was located. Colombia 1c 
the same time that her only chance to suppress the rey 
save her boundaries from dismemberment was tv 
United States in the Panama route. For this purpose ! 
ter of war, Mr. Concha, was sent here nominally t 
of the legation during the temporary absence of the r 
ister, but really to cooperate with Cromwell, the att! 
New Panama Canal Company, in the negotiation 0! 
that would put an end to the revolution and at the s 
able the New Panama Canal Company to find a pur’ 
property and franchises, and thus rescue the latter !! 


r ins 

e charge 
ular min- 
eV ol the 
a contract 
me els 
ser for 11S 
the com- 


’ 


ted States 


hy the pas- 


of the Nicaragua route, which had become imminen' ae 
sage of what is known as the “‘ Hepburn bill” by the! i. 
Representatives, providing for the construction of tue can’™ 
this latter route. hich Mr 

As a result of the efforts of Mr. Concha and others, wc? 








—_ 


arv of State, says were pressed for more than a year, 
a 1902, the form of a treaty was entered into and 
med on behalf of the respective Governments, by which the 
signs Pal ama Canal Company was authorized to sell to the United 
i +s rights and property, and the Government of Colombia 
y oed to accept from the United States $7,000,000 for the grants 
wr franchises necessary for the construction and operation of the 
ae An additional annuity was provided for in the contract 
a but the amount of this was to be determined on the basis 
of the profit derived from the operation of the canal, to be defi- 
nitely fixed by arbitration. 

In acommunication sent by Concha after the protocol had been 
sioned, he perpetrates the following act of characteristic Co- 
lombian disingenuousness, which becomes palpable when we 


Hay, Sect’ 
on the 22d 0 


recall that the sum of $10,000,000 was demanded a few months | 


jater for the very same grants and franchises then being offered 
for $7,000,000: 


‘slombia has no lust of unjust gain through the construction of the canal 
in emer ry, and a final convention on this subject will not be hampered 
by pecuniary considerations. Her pride in the matter is bent on having the 
neutral waterway between the two oceans, that ideal of universal peace and 
progress, become a reality on her territory and under the protection of her 
sovereignty. ‘he compensations asked by Colombia have special impor- 
tance only in that they will imply a practical and constant recognition of her 


sovereignty. 

This Hay-Concha protocol was to become operative as a treaty 
as soon as our Government should authorize its execution on our 
art. This was done on June 28, 1902, by the passage of what is 
mown as the ‘‘ Spooner law,” by the provisions of which the Presi- 
dent of the United States was authorized to acquire from the Re- 
public of Colombia a strip of land not less than 6 miles in width, 
over which the canal was to be constructed, provided this terri- 
tory could be acquired within a reasonable time, and if not, then 
negotiations were to be entered into with Nicaragua and Costa 
Rica looking to the construction of the canal on what is known 
asthe Nicaragua route.’”? The Colombian Government pretended 
that it was not possible to assemble its Congress for the ratifica- 


tion of the Hay-Concha treaty as long as the revolution was in | 
progress, and because of this the good offices of the United States, | 


aiding to suppress the rebellion on a pretext of protecting the 
Isthmus, were invoked, as will be seen from the following letter 
received by our State Department: 

Bogota, September 11, 1902. 
SECRETARY OF STATE, Washington: 


Minister for foreign affairs desires me to inform you that his Government 
would appreciate your good offices to bring about peace in the country, espe- 


cially on the Isthmus, where the revolution is strong. This Government has | 


no new terms to offer, but thinks your good offices may avail to induce revo- 
lutionists to accept terms heretofore offered, and thus prevent otherwise in- 
evitable heavy loss of life. 

At that time this Hay-Concha protocol had been signed and was 
pending, 

Minister for toreign affairs added: Not only is the question of humanity 


involved, but so long as the war lasts Congress will not be convened, and 
therefore the continuance of war will delay submission of the canal matter 


to Congress. 

Minister for foreign affairs emphasized this last point as being well to pre- 
sent to your consideration. 

HART. 

As a result of the intervention of the United States, on the 21st 
of November, 1902, the revolution, under the leadership of Gen- 
eral Herrera, collapsed just at a time when it was evident that 
no resistance that Colombia could interpose would prevent its 
triumph and the establishment of a new republic composed of 
Panama, Cauca, and Bolivar. The chief cause of the Herrera 
outbreak was the dissatisfaction in Panama because of the dis- 


honest juggling by the Colombian Government with the canal | 


interests. It was evident to the Panamaians that all hope of 
having the canal constructed in their territory was about to be- 
come hopeless, notwithstanding the superiority of the route, by 
the | nited States being forced to adopt the Nicaragua route. 
Herrera, in his letter to Admiral Casey, speaks of the canal ques- 
hon as being condensed into a national interest, one of the most 
ae to the life and prosperity of Panama. The very first stipu- 
enn in the treaty or compact entered into between the Colom- 
he n Government and Herrera for the termination of the revo- 

ition provided that the Congress of Colombia would at once 


je ~_ consider and dispose of the mattter of constructing 
) Canal, 


The dishone 


st a . sass ‘ 
Government nd perfidious politicians who constituted the 


revolution } at. Bogota had thus succeeded in putting down the 
“ ae by aid secured on the promise to close the negotiations 
wh ned cone site on the basis of the Hay-Concha treaty, and then 
i nas the United States had committed itself in a statute 
broken off a? adoption of the Panama route and had, therefore, 
gunen, te pending negotiations with Costa Rica and Nicara- 
demand 7 oo the act of Concha in entering into the treaty and 
upon 6 ‘hat the terms of a new convention should be agreed 
» Our Government reluctantly acceded to this, and, on the 
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22d day of January, 1903, what is known as the “‘ Hay-Herran 
treaty’’ was signed by the representatives, respectively, of Colom- 
bia and the United States. 

Under the terms of this treaty the amount to be paid to Co- 
lombia was, without explanation, required to be increased from 
$7,000,000 to $10,000,000, and the annuity fixed at $250,000 a year, 
with the right of readjustment at every period of one hundred 
years. Other provisions were incorporated in the treaty, deemed 
by many to be unfair to the very limit of toleration to the United 
States Government. But so great was the anxiety on the part 
of Congress and the people to see actual work begin on the great 
enterprise that the treaty was ratified by our Government, not- 
withstanding the palpable imposition practiced by Colombia. 

In the regular course the treaty was now transmitted to Bogota 
for ratification by the Colombian Congress. It is admitted by 
everyone that the treaty is more than fair to Colombia, both in 
the amounts that were agreed to be paid and in the concession of 
territorial rights to the United States. Not only is this the case, 
but every well-informed man knows that the sum of money stip- 
ulated to be paid was in excess of the value of the franchise, tak- 
ing into account the great amount of money necessary to be 
invested to make the franchise effective and the problematical 
character of the volume of business necessary to make the project 
a self-sustaining one; while the rights of occupancy reserved were 
| scarcely in excess of those which the landlord concedes to a ten- 
ant on a tract of hisland. But, in addition to these material ad- 
vantages the treaty secured to Colombia, its fair treatment by 
her was made a matter of duty by the sentimental relation grow- 
| ing out of dealings between the two countries for the past sixty 

years. 

7 Therefore, in the acts of duplicity and unfairness manifested 
by Colombia in connection with the consideration and rejection 
| of the treaty could only be taken as an act of cupidity, encour- 
aged by the dishonest spirit which blinded its authors to the extent 
of their own rights and the natural and imminent character of 
theirdangers. Even before the assembling of the Congress which 
| was to consider the treaty a systematic scheme of blackmailand 
oppression was developed both as against the interest of the New 
Canal Company and that of the United States by the politicians of 
| Colombia. As evidencing this fact, and as well showing the atti- 
tude of the representatives of Panama in threatening to secede in 
the event the treaty was not ratified, I make the following some- 
what extended quotation from the official correspondence between 
our diplomatic agents in Colombia and our State Department. 

It appears from the communication from Minister Beaupré, on 
April 7, 1903, after the treaty had been ratified by the United 
States Senate, but before the Colombian Government was notified 
of the fact officially, that the Bogota authorities had informed the 
railway and canal companies that it would be necessary to ap- 
point agents to negotiate terms upon which these companies would 
| be allowed to sell and transfer their property and concessions, as 
| provided for in the first article of the treaty. 

This is the first evidence of bad faith, since the very purpose of 
the first article of the treaty was to enable these companies to do 
the very thing that it was now sought to deny to them by these 
proposed negotiations. 

The following extracts from the correspondence between Min- 
| ister Beaupré and the State Department will show the duplicity 
| and perfidy which characterized the manner of the Bogota Goy- 
ernment in dealing with the ratification of the treaty: 

Mr. Beaupré to Mr. Hay. 





APRIL 15, 1903, 
The financial crisis had, previous to this announcement, reached a most 
| acute stage, and the only feeling expressed was that of relief at the prospect 
of receiving $10,000,000, which was then considered sufficient to put in rea- 
sonably good condition the finances of the country. I am convinced I am 
right in saying that the public had never expected better terms. The proof 
is that when the news of the signing of the convention came foreign exchange 


ran gown from 10,000 per cent to oewree cent, and when it was rumored that 
the Uni States Senate had refused its assent a panic immediately ensued 
on thefharket, and exchange at once rose again to over 10,000 per cent. 


This was the state of affairs until General Fernandez, the minister of gov- 
ernment in charge of the ministry of finance, issued a circular to the Bogota 
press (which had suddenly sprung into existence), inviting discussion on the 
canal convention. The circular was to the effect that the Government had 
no preconceived wishes for or against the measure— 


He was minister of finance under Marroquin’s administration, 
the administration that had negotiated this treaty on behalf of 
Colombia— 


that it was for Congress to decide, and Congress would be largely guided by 
public opinion. At the same time what purported to be a translation of the 
text of the convention was published. 

Since then a complete revolution in feeling hastaken place. From appro- 
bation to suspicion and from suspicion to decided opposition have been the 
phases of change in public sentiment during the last month. 

* * * * * * * 

As, for instance, I may mention that one of the most widely read of the news 

pers states, and brings forward a whole collection of figures in support of 
its statement, that on the initial deal alone the United States starts with a 
clear profit of $180,000,000. Absurd as such statements are, they voice the 
opinions and convictions of the Bogota public. 

* * * * . ” . 
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This, then, is the present state of affairs. As to what will happen it is im- 
possible to predict; yet this much seems certain to me: If itis the wish of the 
Government that the convention be ratified, it will be done. 


Mr. Hay to Mr. Beaupré. 
APRIL 28, 1908. 
Secretary of State, again referring to the announced purpose of Colombia 
to disregard the authority given to the railway and canal companies to as- 
sign to the United States their franchises and convey their property, said: 
“Passing for the moment the terms of the treaty by which consent is 
given, the consent of the Colombian Government to the proposed sale has 
been given so repeatedly and in so many different ways, and has been so fre- 
quently ang officially brought to the notice of this Government by the min- 
isters plenipotentiary of Colombia, duly accredited to the United States, as 
to make it impossible for the executive government of that Republic to re- 
tractit. The entire action of this Government upon the subject has been 
taken in reliance upon these official assurances of the consent of Colombia, 
and any withdrawal or qualification of that consent would be wholly incon- 
sistent with such assurances. 


conceived that it would now disclaim its own propositions, nor can this Gov- 
ernment acquiesce in such a course. 

“It is further to be noted that the Republic of Colombia is the second larg- 
est shareholder in the New Panama Canal Company. At the meeting of the 
shareholders of this company held on December 21, 1901, at which the board 
of directors was authorized to make the proposal of sale to the United States 
which has been accepted, the Republic was represented by M. Uribe, her 
consul-general at Paris, specially credited for that purpose, who was one of 
= officers of the meeting and voted the shares of Colombia in favor of the 
sale. 
December 23, 1901, M. Samper, the representatiye of the Colombian Govern- 
ment on the board, voted in favor of the sale.” 


Mr. Beaupré to Mr. Hay. 
May 4, 1908. 
Mr. Mancini, the representative of the French canal company at the capi- 
tal, says that he is emphatically of the opinion that the Congress will refuse 
to ratify the convention and that he has written to his company to that effect. 
He also said that while there was a moral obligation clearly upon the Govern- 
ment to defend a contract of itsown making, it had not done so and evidently 
did notintend to doso. Itisentirely impossible to convince these people that 


the Nicaragua route was ever seriously considered by the United States, that | 


the negotiations concerning it had any other motive than the squeezing of an 
advantageous bargain out of Colombia, nor that any other than the Panama 
route ever will beselected. Therefore it iscontended, and generally believed, 
that there is no immediate necessity of a the Hay-Herran conven- 
tion; that the negotiations can be safely prolonged, in the end securing very 
much better terms for Colombia. 


The public discussion is largely along the lines of the loss of the national | 


honor by the surrender of sovereignty. 

Private discussion, which 
is to the effect that epeste isinadequate; that a much greatersum of money 
can be obtained, and that the United States can be obligated to guarantee 
the sovereignty of Colombian ports outside the Department of Panama 


against the invasion or seizure by foreign enemies. The onegreat determin- | 


ing point, however, is the belief that the price can be greatly augmented. 


Mr. Beaupré to Mr. Hay. 
May 7, 1908. 


The probabilities are that when the measure is presented to Congress | 


there will be a lengthy debate and an adverse vote. Then the representa- 


tives of the coast Departments of the Cauca, Panama, and Bolivar will ask | 


for a reconsideration and urge a ratification of the convention as the only 
means of preventing the secession of those Departments and the attempt to 
constitute of their territories an independent republic. The debate will be 
resumed and in the end the friends of the Government and of confirmation 
will prevail. 


There was constant warning by our State Department that 
good faith in dealing with the treaty was expected at the hands 
of the executive department of the Colombian Government. 

In a communication dated the 9th of June, 1903, Mr. Hay says: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

Washington, June 9, 1908. 
The Colombian Government apparently does not appreciate the gravity of 
the situation. The canal negotiations were initiated by Colombia, and were 
energetically pressed upon thisGovernment for several years. The proposi- 
tions presented by Colombia, with slight modifications, were finally accepted 
by us. In virtue of this agreement our Congress reversed its previous judg- 
mentand decided upon the Panamaroute. IfColombia should now reject the 
treaty orunduly delay its ratification, the friendly understanding between the 
two countries would be so seriously compromised that action might be taken 
by the Congress next winter which every friend of Colombia would re t. 
Confidential. Communicate substance of this verbally to the minister of for- 

eign affairs. If he desires it, give him a copy in form of ee 
AY. 
Beaupré to Hay. 

JUNE 10, 1908. 
Mr. Mancini, the local agent of the Panama Canal Company, has informed 
me that he had received an official note from the Colombian Government, 
stating that it did not think that the convention would be ratified because of 
the opinion that the compensation was insufficient, but that if the canal com- 

pany would pay to Colombia about $10,000,000 ratification could be secured. 


Congress had been called to meet June 20, 1903. 
Beaupré to Hay. 

JUNE 23, 1908. 

Confidential. 

lieve no legislation seriously desired by the Government will 


Mr. Beaupré to Mr. Hay. 


pass. 


JUNE 25, 1903. 
Opposit‘on Chamber of Representatives opened canal discussion yesterday, 
demanding documents relating to thetreaty. The Government objected be- 
cause it was not ready to present the treaty. The Government was sus- 
tained—vote 38 to 5. 


President Marroquin in his message to Congress June 20, 1903, 
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Similarly, at the meeting of the board of directors of the company on | 


perhaps more clearly reflects the real situation, | 


| functory act of signing his name to a treaty, and to 


Friends of the Government have control in Congress. I be- 


| by future diplomatic negotia 


FEBRUARY 2, 


after adverting in an unconcerned way to the arguments 
for and against the ratification of the treaty, said: 


Happily for me the immense msibility of coming to a deci 
Congress. Thatis the body which to give its approbation, “ 
tion of the agreement proposed by the Government of the Unit 

The minister for foreign affairs will lay before you the subject o 
vention proposed by the Government of the United States of An 
forth the antecedents thereof, and give such explanations as may s, 
esting in connection with the canal. oe 

I think it unnecessary to state that since I have thrown upon you » 
responsibility that the decision of this negotiation brings, it is not my ;, 
tion to allow my opinion to weigh in the matter. Whenever I hayetm 
mitted instructions to our representatives in Washington I have dire. 
them to formally express my resolution to submit the study and decisis 
this most serious affair, in its general sense and its details, to the supra... 


advanced 


S100 falls to 
lisapy 
4 States, 


ba. 


|} Congress. 


Indeed, it has been one of our indisputable diplomatic tri hs ¢) 


| Senate and Executive of the United States, in spite of the strong effoy 


ee tr | to the contrary, declared the superivrity of the Cok a“ 
‘The Government of Colombia initiated the negotiations, and it can not be | 7 . rYs ” 7 © Colombian route. 


The President, who had used every art of diplomacy for « veral 
years to induce this Government to enter into a convention with 
his Government to take off the hands of a bankrupted company 
a project to build a canal in its territory; who had pledged. i. 
rectly and indirectly, in every way open to him to pledge, to this 
Government good faith, and thereafter got his consent to send 
that message to his Congress, either rested under some force that 
was intimidating him into a false position or was unfit to be 
trusted in any negotiation where honorable men were called 


ed on 


| to act. 


Beaupré to Hay. 
JULY 5, 1903. 

Your telegram construed by many as a threat of direct retaliation ag 
Colombia in case the treaty is not ratified. This, and the sts*ement of 
arrived members of Congress from Panama that this Department 
volt if the treaty is not ratified, caused alarm, and the éffect is { 

The very first thing that the senators and representatives from 
the Department of Panama said when they came to Bogota to at 
tend the special session of Congress to which this treaty was to 


| be submitted for ratification was, ‘‘ If you do not ratify the tr 


this time, we will secede.’’ Their purpose to secede became a 
matter that they did not seek to conceal. 
Beaupré to Hay. 
JULY 9, 198, 

Prominent politicians had indicated before treaty could be passed two 
amendments must be made, namely, stipulating the payment of $1(),000.000 by 
canal company for the right to transfer and $15,000,000 by the United States 
Government. 


Mr. Beaupré to Mr. Hay. ; 
JULY 11, 198 


Minister says that opposition to Government raises the point that t 


acting President should sign the treaty before it can be considered by th 


Senate. 

Debate on this question has been going on for many days, and th 
not yet. 

E:x-President Caro has been the leader of the opposition in the debate ar 
has made many brilliant speeches. He has charged the Government 
lack of good faith and consistency, both to the United States and Co 
in not defending a treaty of its own making and for endeavoring to throw 
the whole responsibility upon Congress. % ; 

The theory of ths discussion is to the effect that if the Vice-President 
the twenty entire responsibility for its making rests with the Ex f 
power, while if the Vice-President does not sign, and the treaty is either 
ratified or rejected, no responsibility can attach to the Executiv« 

The Vice-President (Marroquin) has positively declined to s 
motion as posenaned should prevail, and he still refuses his signatu 
Senate will not consider the treaty at all, and in all probability the ( 
will be dissolved. 


He absolutely refused to sign the treaty, to perform th 

that ¢ 

to lend his indorsement to it, notwithstanding that he had « 

ducted negotiations to that end for several years. oe 
Mr. SPOONER. And after he had directed his diplomatic re] 


| resentative here to sign it. 


Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Certainly. He had furnished hit 
with the full authority usually given diplomatic agents to ma’ 
treaties. It was exhibited to the other contracting party 4 


| time the negotiations were entered upon. 


If one could know just what would be the attitude of the Governn 
on, it would be easy <r to predict the outcome, for I still ac! 
oft-repeated opinion that if the Governmentshall seriously desire 1t 
will be ratified. Its present attitude of washing its hands of the who 
ter will not do, for while the House is favorable, there is a deciared nih” 
in the Senate against ratification, and only the influence of the Govern® 
can win it over. 
Mr. Beaupré to Mr. Hay. TuLY 21. 108. 

i 
It has been most difficult to overcome the at one time almost gone’h™ 
lief that the United States did not seriously intend to adopt the - it “under 
route should this Congress fail to ratify the treaty and to make! struc 
stood that the great benefit Colombia expected to realize from We Cor gd 
tion of the canal depended upon prompt action and could never be sect 

ns, + #h on 

In this same dispatch the minister informs the State Department t! — 
of the prominent members of the committee of the Senate hav! i ffaires, t0 
the consideration of the treaty os to the German chars, v erising out 
inquire the attitude of the German Government in case of trou! aid the com 
of the matter, and whether it would be willing to undertake to © 
struction of the canal. 








1904. 





sa similar application was made by others to the representative 
It semis) : ee ae Neither of these diplomatic representatives 
om cont encouragement to such a suggestion. 


Mr. Beaupré to Mr. Hay. 
Aveust 5, 1903. 

+ now onnarent that the treaty will not be ratified without amendment, 
cee nitive influence on the part of this Government can not be 
expec ted. ay 
Mr. Beaupré to Mr. Hay. 

Avavst 12, 1903. 


eaty was rejected by the Senate to-day in its entirety. Confiden- 
ok be et accept this as final. There is still some hope. 
‘On the same day the minister said he was advised by 
Congress was in accordance with pane effected b 
tial Senators and citizens in the belief that the treaty could be 








the ac- 


tion of the Government 
wv 


and influen . 
os ithout amendments, but that within a short time he believed a re- 
ee blic sentiment would enable the President to present the treaty 


and secure its passage without amendments. 


Mr. Beaupré to Mr. Hay. 


again to the Senate 


Avast 15, 1903. 


As [have on many occasions informed you, ratification has seemed almost 
hopeless from the beginning without the active influence of the Government, 
and this it has never used. The Nationalists, under the lead of Senator Caro, 
have been too deeply concerned in their efforts to belittle the Government 
to consider the merits of the treaty at all. The Liberals, while not repre- 
sented in Congress, are the most active factors in creating public opinion, 
and have taken an almost identical tion. The coffee planters and ex- 
sorters, Who think their business would be ruined by low foreign exchange, 

ave been unpatriotic enough to place personal interests above national 

ood, and have been inst the treaty because, the $10,000,000 once paid, Co- 
fombia would send exchange so low that coffee could not be exported from 
the interior. Even the Panama representatives have lately become so thor- 
oughly imbued with the idea of an independent republic that they have been 
more or less indifferent to the fate of the treaty. 


‘a 


Mr. Beaupré to Mr. Hay. 
Aveust 18, 19038. 
There is a feverish anxiety here to know what your position will be upon 
receiving news of the rejection of the treaty and further action by Congress 
upon it. 


Mr. Beaupré to Mr. Hay. 
(Telegram. ] 
UNITED STatTEs LEGATION, 
Bogota, August $1, 1903. (Received September 5.) 
August 31, 1908,2 p.m. I had an interview with Senator Ospina to-day. 
He informed me that he is willing to remain so long as there is hope for the 
treaty, but he is convinced that there is none, and will leave, therefore, on 


the 6th proximo. 
Confirms General Reyes’s statement concerning presidential candidate, and 


says that the next Senate was made certain for the treaty; that he bears in- | 


structions to Governors Signares and Barrios concerning the elections which 
will be held next December; that in accepting the governorship of Panama 
he told the President that in case the ment found it necessary to re- 
volt to secure canal he would stand b nama; but he added if the Gov- 
ernment of the United States will wait for the next session of Congress canal 
can be secured without a revolution. 


about to leave, thinking the treat e. 
Confidential. My opinion is nothing satisfactory can be expected 
from this Congress. ro’s party has been joined by Velez and Soto and | 


their followers, constituting a decisive majority against the treaty. General 
Reyes seems to still enter hopes. 
Braupre. 


Mr. Beaupré to Mr. Hay. 


LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATEs, 
Bogota, September 11, 1903. 
Sm: I have the honor to soueve that events of interest have taken place 
in connection with the appointment of Senator Obaldia to the post of gov- 
ernor of the Department of Panama. 
Senator Obaldia’s separatist tendencies are well known, and he is reported 
to have said that, should the canal treaty not the 
ome would declare its padiependenes, and would be right in doing so. That 
ese are his opinions there is, of course, no doubt, as I stated in my telegram 
to the Department of August 31, 1903. 
calcein ences ana tnt enngo,oronion 5 Ser 
»pointment was given expression by a reso! m pro sen- 
ator Perez y Soto, to the effect that ibe * - poe 
= The Senate of the blic can not see with indifference the appoint- 
pant which has been © for the post of governor of the 
sama, W hich it regards as a menace to the safety of the Republic.” 
shi : pectation was amended omitting the reference to the governor- 
belt nd tme in particular, and made to include all administrative posts 
eld under the Government. 


this form it passed with an almost unanimous vote. 


Publicly avowed on the floor of the Senate and discussed in | 


Nore with the resolution calling attention to it, his appoint- 
tion oa perfectly well known to be the first step in a revolu- 
a = s the canal treaty was not adopted. It was a settled and 
ee policy, in the of which no sort of secrecy was 
oe = it was stated upon the floor of the Senate; it was made 

Subject of a resolution and a vote there, and yet there are 


those who pretend : : ae 
and elsewhere, to believe that it was instigated at a later day 


Panama had the right i i 
upon her, although ght of revolution, and we did not confer it 
Tesort to it, 
compelled to 
exercised it, 


we had frequently prevented her successful 
We had the right of recognition, and we are not 
account to Colombia for the manner in which we 
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Senator Campo, from the Cauca, is | 


tment of Pan- | 


ment of | 
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The debate itself, though short, for it lasted under two hours, was one of 
the most important that has yet taken place in open session. AsI telegraphed 
yesterday, it was nothing more or less than a direct vote of censure. 

It was said that Obaldia’s a ntment could have one, and only one, expla- 
nation: That he was sent to the Isthmus to make necessary preparations for 
the presidential election— 


Reyes was the candidate of the party with which Obaldia af- 
filiated— 
and that other similar appointments had been made with the same end in 
view—such as that of insignares to the Department of Bolivar. 

The speakers showed greater heat than I have yet known them to evinca 
in this Congress. It seemed to be the general opinion that the Government 
was prostituting the general interests of the country for purposes of elec- 
tioneering intrigue. _ 

Gen. Pedro Nel Ospina, in a passionate and much applauded speech, warned 
| the Government that should it persist in its present course, exhausted as the 
country was, a fresh revolution was not far distant. 

The notable feature in the debate was the general spirit of hostility shown 
toward the Government, both by the senators themselves and by the public 
assembled in the gallery and round the lobbies. With the exception of one 
senator there was not a speaker who did not bitterly and uncompromisingly 
denounce the Government. When Senator Marroquin, the son of the Presi- 
dent, rose to defend the action of the Government, he was greeted with hisses 
from all parts of the house, and hisses and jeers accompanied him through- 
out his speech. There was absolutely no sympathy for him nor for his posi- 


tion. 
It is evident, I think, that a cross current was at work during the debate. 
It was initiated by an opponent of the canaland a believer in the integrity 


of Colombia against the gn of a Panamaian who ardently sup- 
ported the canal, and who, if foreed to accept an alternative, would rather 
see the Isthmus independent than lose the chance of seeing the canal built 
through his Department. The opponent of the canal scheme carried the 
house with him, but he gained their support not in virtue of his attitude on 
the canal question, but because his resolution opened the door to a general 
attack on the Government. 


Here is another: 

Boaora, October 21, 1903. 

S1r: I have the honor to inform you that there is no disguising the alarm 
existing as to the possible action of the Government of the United States 
should the feeling of disaffection undoubtedly existing in the Department of 
Panama find expression in overt acts. This alarm took the form of a heated 
debate in the Senate yesterday, when the Government was again attacked 
for the appointment of Sefior Obaldia as governor of Panama. The reply 
elicited from the minister for foreign affairs was rather significant. Heread 
an extract from the treaty of 1846, in which the United States guaranteed 
Colombian evernenty on the Isthmus, and assured the Senate that in case 
of an insurrection in the Department of Panama the United States would be 
bound to support the Government. 

In the course of this debate Sefior Caro said that the minister for foreign 
affairs had the notes of the American minister read to the Senate, in secret 
session, with the object of convineing that body of the necessity of accepting 
the Hay-Herran treaty, in view of the menacing attitude outlined in those 
| communications. Findingin that secret session that the Senate disapproved 
the treaty and was determined to act accordingly, the Government, through 
Senator Lorenzo uin, its spokesman, o ned a resolution demanding 
that those notes be read in public session, with the object of making it appear 
that the rejection of the treaty was influenced bya sentiment of indignation 
at the threatening attitude assumed by the United States minister. 


They began to manufacture a false public opinion there by seek- 
ing to make it appear that the Senate resented the implied threat 
contained in some of the correspondence from Washington and 
that this was the ground on which they rejected the treaty. 


| This comedy became known to the Government of the United States, and 
it has resented it. He was not influenced, generally, by what was reported 
in the newspapers, but the statement universally given expression to in the 
press of the United States that the Washington Government resented the 
criticism made against the United States minister in carrying out the orders 
emanating both from the President and Secretary Hay can not be without 
foundation. This was only one instance proving that the Colombian Govern- 
ment had not acted in good faith in these negotiations. The refusal on the 
= of President Marroquin to sign the treaty before presenting it to the 
mate was another. 

Whatever reasons the Government adduced as tothere being no necessity 
for such a signature was outside the point. The intention was clear that the 
treaty was not signed because the Government wanted to have a loophole 
whereby to escape their obligations to the United States. In other words, it 
did not want to be under the obligation of coming forward to defend and 
support a treaty which was signed byitsorder. It was bound in good faith 
to the United States todoso. It was for Congress alone to accept or reject 
it. Had such a course been followed there would have been no reason to look 
forward with alarm to the attitude which the United States might adopt. 
The Colombian Government had nothing to fear from the United States had 
it clearly done all in its power in supporting the treaty. No responsibility 
would then have have attached to this country for the rejection of the treaty 
by Congréss, a non which had the perfect right to reject or accept as it 
p . What he feared was that the United States might take the Isthmus 
‘rom us under the just plea that we had acted in bad faith with them. 


And he uttered a statement which ought to be emblazoned in 
golden letters on the walls of that Senate: 


The only strength which a small nation has is its good faith. 

- * « = ~ « * 

An effort was made by the Government to falsely place the blame for the 
rejection of the Hay-Herran treaty upon the notes addressed by this lezation 
to the minister for foreign affairs, and the result was awaited in the belief 
that this view would be accepted by the Government of the United States. 
This attempt failed; the situation isdisturbing; and now the further delay is, 
quite Ses for the purpose of awaiting the action of President Roose- 
velt in his message to the special session of our Congress which is to mest, it 
is understood here, on the 9th proximo, and the attitude of that Congress 
bes me) the President's message. (Mr. Beaupré to Mr. Hay, Novem- 


Senator Caro, in the course of an impassioned speech in the 
Senate arraigning the Marroquin government, said: 


The second great error committed by the Government was the appoint- 
ment of Sefior Obaldia to the governorship of the Department of Panama, 


Ee snmtes sta 
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The election of General Reyes to the Postion of Colombia meant the elec- 
tion of a Congress next year pledged to pass whatever canal treaty the Gov- 
ernment should present. Sefor Obaldia was therefore a supporter of the 
candidacy of General Reyes, and it was for this reason that he was appointed 
governor of the Isthmus. But Sefior Obaldia was before all an Isthmanian, 
and he was known to have said that should the Department rise in favor of 
the canal he would be with Panama. Therefore the Government had for 
electioneering purposes endangered their ssion of the Isthmus. He | 
read to the Senate an extract from the New York Herald, containing an 
interview with Governor Obaldia, in which the above-mentioned facts were 
stated, and in which Sefior Obaldia said that, before leaving Bogota, he had 
had several interviews with the American minister, to whom he had com- 
municated these facts, which Mr. Beaupré had doubtless telegraphed to his 
Government. 

The reading of thisextractcaused muchexcitement. Senator Caro pointed 
out that whatever the views of President Roosevelt may be, this much was 
certain, he had no intention of adopting the ns route. Theonly pos- 
sible explanation of the present inactive attitude of the United States Gov- 
ernment was that events on the Isthmus were being watched. Senator Caro 
then, for the first time, openly attacked the policy of the United States Gov- 
ernment. Colombia was told that the construction of the canal was essential 
to the commerce and, therefore, to the progress of the world, and that she 
should not, therefore, stand in the way of so important an undertaking 
merely because of the loss of sovereignty overa small stripof territory. But 
why, he asked, did the United States wish to deprive Colombia of her sover- 
eignty? 
and not for commerce and civilization. 


Beaupré to Hay. 
OCTOBER 31, 1903. 

Congress adjourned to-day. No action has been taken upon the last re- 

wrt concerning the canal. Therefore nothing more than the vote of August 
te rejecting treaty done. ae 3 

The people here in greatanxiety over conflicting reports of secession move- 
ments in the Cauca and Panama. 

After the rejection of the treaty and final adjournment of Con- 
gress the Colombian Government in its official notification to this 
Government of the fact placed the rejection of the treaty upon 
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/its negotiation and approved its terms, 


It was because the United States wanted the canal for themselves | 





the hypocritical and unfounded ground that the provisions of the 
treaty invaded its sovereignty to such an extent as to threaten her 
territorial integrity. Here is the communication: 


At the time it (the treaty) was signed by the Colombian plenipotentiary | 


the country was in a state of siege. 


Thus seeking to justify her unpardonable act by attempting to 
take advantage of the very fact which made it necessary to enter 
into the negotiations in April, 1902, when the Herrera revolution 
was about to succeed. 

The country was in a state of siege; there was not any law giving author- 


ity to enter into such negotiations, and the national representatives could not 
consider the matter— 


No, of course not; simply because the minister for foreign af- 


irs i is re ber 11, 1902, says | : ; 
ed y) angy ponden pendgacsin. -finan iy palingy gad eee | been made to them which exhausted every equity, which cov- 


that until the American people put down the Herrera rebellion 


they would not call Congress together. That was the reason they | 


could not consider it— 


and as the treaty implies the construction of public works on a large scale, 
and also the permanent occupation of a portion of the Colombian territory 
by the concessionary, who is nota oares liable to the laws of the country, 
but a sovereign political power, if the ae wave to be carried out two co- 
existing political powers would be established, one national and the other 
foreign, which would necessarily cause collisions and practically limit the 
jurisdiction of the nation on its own territory, and all this would be incom- 
— with the constitutional laws and the traditional organization of the 

epublic; and so a treaty of this nature could only beapproved by a national 
convention or by a reforming act of the constitution effected in the manner 
herein provided. 

The Senate declared by the same resolution that “the refusal to masept 
the treaty by the Congress does not mean in the least any change toward the 
United States, and solemnly confirms the sentiments of 
nity which animate the Colombian people, as well as the friendly relations 
which have existed and shall exist unalterably between Colombia and the 
United States.” 


So far from this being true, it will be seen from the following 
provision that we had not only to guaranty her sovereignty to an 
extent that left us scarcely sufficient freedom of possession to con- 
struct and operate a canal, but she actually made us disclaim a 


purpose to increase our territory at the expense of Colombia or 


any of the sister republics in Central or South America. 
Mr. SPOONER. From what is the Senator reading? 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The Hay-Herran treaty, which 
was rejected by Colombia. 
I now read Article IV of that treaty: 
ARTICLE IV. 


The rights and privileges granted to the United States by the terms of 
this convention shall not affect the sovereignty of the Republic of Colombia 
over the ee within whose boundaries such rights and privileges are 
to be exercised. 

The United States freely acknowledges and recognizes this sovereignty 
and disavows any intention to impair it in any way whatever or to increase 
its territory at the expense of Colombia or of any of the sister republics in 
Central or South America, but, on the contrary, it desires to strengthen the 
power of the republics on this continent and to promote, develop, and main- 
tain their prosperity and independence. 


It appears from the foregoing extracts from the official corre- 
spondence that the Marroquin Government was either too cor- 
rupt or too badly intimidated to give to the ratification of the 
treaty the support that the comity between nations and the his- 
tory of this particular transaction made it its absolute duty to do. | 
On the contrary, we find him refusing to commit himself un- 





| every other Department of the Colombian territory. 


merican confrater- | ; . c . ; nate 
| revolution would inevitably ensue. They did not have to go back 


| conceal the fact that if the treaty was not ratified ancth 


| tonegotiate the Hay-Concha protocol down to the rejectiou® 
| Hay-Herran treaty, and the adjournment of the Colom)ian Col 


| enough to do for her—that is to say, by taking from lh 


| procedure we could not do this; but we could take due nou 
| what had actually transpired and observe with proper 4 
| those other acts, the occurrence of which must Inevita')! 


stances might develop. The Colombian Government «i 
Colombian people had demonstrated an utter Incapaci 
| their own interests, or a want of willingness to pursuc 


FEBRUARY 2, 


by decl cam 
equivocally to its support by declining to perform the perfyn. 
act of signing his name thereto, and ie latter he had ns teeny 
We find the execntiy 
officers addressing communications to the canal eouvene aa 

. ° ° . pany, pro- 
posing levies of blackmail, which could only be success/ J]; mad 
by denying the authority to sell contained in the firs: article of 
the Hay-Herran ar and for which the Colombiay Gover 
ment was compensated in the payment of $10,000.00) provided 
for; find them scheming to deny the validity of an, xtension of 
the ten years granted to the canal company to complete its project 
on the pain of forfeiture, in the hope that after committing thi 
act of spoliation they would be able to dispose of the same to the 
United States and receive the $40,000,000 contracted to he paid the 
canal company. 

We find in the debates that took place on the general 
of the treaty, and the circumstances under which it was made 
the expression of an utter want of confidence in the Government 
and a covert indication of a belief that the United States had go 
complicated itself by the passage of the Spooner Act that it 
could not now go back to the Nicaragua route, and in congo. 
quence could be successfully blackmailed into paying an addi. 
tionalsum. Another large element in the Senate was so bitterly 
and uncompromisingly hostile to Marroquin and his administra. 
tion that a purpose to undo him dominated all of its action and 
subordinated the desire to advance the public good to that of his 
obstruction. This element cared nothing for the interests of tho 
United States nor the bad reputation for the want of good faith 
which-Colombia would make by conforming her conduct to their 
suggestions. As Parez said in the article in the No» h American 
Review from which I have quoted, to them the amount of 
$10.000,000 was offensive; $50,000,000 would have been more go. 

Just as I remarked a few moments ago, the recorded history of 
the entire transaction is evidence of the utter want of good faith 
upon the part of that Government; or, if its officers were acting 
in good faith, they were living in an environment that subjected 
them to the control of a despotism behind the throne greater than 


que stion 


| the throneitself; where the intriguesand cabals of politicians out- 


weighed in importance the public good and blinded the judgment 
of those who should have advised that unhappy country of its 
rights and warned it of its dangers. They ought to have known, 


| as one of the Senators stated upon the floor of the Senate, that the 
| only protection for a weak nation is its good faith. 


They ought 
to have understood that the time for trifling with this great Gov 
ernment upon this great question had passed, that an offer had 


ered every value, which protected every right, which pandered 
to every whim—and Latin-American vanity is prolific of these 


| latter—that fairness and justice in its fullest limit had been ten- 


dered to them, and that their opportunity was now. 

They knew, or ought to have known from past experience, how 
lightly national attachment rested not only on zaeeene, but up n 
They knew 
that the Isthmus, outside of the canal and railroad interests there, 
was of no value whatever, being in greater part wholly unin- 
habited. The Bogota Government knew, or should have know! 
that whenever it became evident that it was the purpose to defeat 


| the treaty, thus driving the United States to Nicaragua, and 


thereby rendering the canal and railroad property valueless, 4 
very far in their history to learn this. It was repeated upon the 
floor of the Senate during its then session, time and again, a! d 
there was not the slightest attempt on anybody’s part to deny 0°! 
r revo 
lution would break out in Panama. : —_ 
There is no fair-minded man who has considered in all i 
stances and details this transaction from the initiator) 


gress on the 31st of October, 19038, and shall weigh th e in the 
light of our historical and contract rights, but who w)! admit 
that on the 3d of November, 1903, a condition and_not 4 theory 
confronted the authorities of the United States. Under no pio’ 
cedure recognized by international law were we permitted dot . 
Colombia what her officials should have had sense an: ean a 
to her 11s 


t 
Ol 


her consent, a canal strip on the Isthmus upon paying to hit 
fair and full value. But under existing and recognized m0" 


Hie 


follow, 

‘ of ities that circum: 
ready to avail ourselves of any proper opportunities t! eo 
to know 


m, that 
mbia was 


+} 


is amazing. Further negotiation on our part with Co! 
out of the question. 











We were therefore warranted in a course of interested nonaction, 
hi ae a right to assume that out of the chaos of inevitable revo- 
se re spe adjustment would come that would approximate 


_ on to justice than from the deliberations of the so-called 
Rovernint it of Colombia. We therefore stood at arm’s length 
th Colombia. We accepted the situation. We had a right to 
pe to her, in the homely language of the day, ‘‘ You can paddle 
er ean canoe. For the last fifty years we have been putting 
ie ;nsurrections on that Isthmus for you, looking to the time 
when it could be used for the construction of a canal to promote 


the commercial intercourse of the world. We have entertained 
negotiations at your invitation, in the progress of which we have 
provided ample and liberal pay for every right we sought to ac- 
quire from you and respected every suggestion of territorial pro- 
tection and sovereignty that you expressed. Now we are con- 
yinced, beyond the necessity of further enlightenment, of your 
utter want of that self-respect, coherence, stability, and civic 

ride that is necessary to constitute any people a government to 
be dealt with and respected. Now, go your way.” 

In saying this we had no right to imply that we had it in contem- 
platic in toourselves to invade her rights, or by corrupt connivance 
aid others to do so, notwithstanding our abundant provocation. 
We still rested under our traditional duty of dealing justly and 
fairly with all. But when mere matters of favor are considered 
we were restored to our absolute freedom in choosing the bene- 
ficiaries thereof. This we could well and justly say in the face of 
a full knowledge of what was going on on the Isthmus; not only 
what would go on there as the result of natural and local influ- 
ences, but of what others might be encouraged to do as the result 
of assuming that this Government no longer intended to stand 
ready to suppress insurrections which the misgovernment of Bo- 
gota had made a necessity on Panama. These influences were 
sufticiently formidable to provoke a revolution against the Bogota 
Government, wholly regardless of any attitude of indifference that 
the United States might manifest. 

In its last analysis the rejection of the Hay-Herran treaty and 
the continuance of the domination of Colombia over Panama 
meant that the United States Government would be forced to go 
to Nicaragua foracanal route. If this were done, the $40,000,000 
to be paid for the canal property, as well as the value of the rail- 
way property, would be absolutely wiped out of existence. In 
all former revolutions on the Isthmus the influence of the pro- 
moters of these great enterprises was against revolution. Now 
a successful revolution was absolutely essential to their preserva- 
tion. Fifty million dollars can mobilize a great many friends, 
particularly when it has its quarrel just. The foundation for the 
obligation to support a government consists in the duty and will- 


it becomes evident that the very purpose for which governments 
are established among men is being defeated by the government 
itself, the right of revolution becomes a duty. 

Enterprises of the magnitude of the isthmian railroad and the 
Panama Canal necessarily require in their successful management 
many ablemen. That they had such it is unnecessary to go out- 
side of these negotiations to be convinced. They and those with 


whom they cooperated had witnessed so many revolutions on the | 


Isthmus that they had literally become experts in the business. 
This will account for the consummate skill as international lawyers 
they displayed in getting into possession of the Isthmus, the neu- 
trality of which the United States Government was bound by 
solemn treaty to guaranty, by peaceable means, or, at all events, 
means that did not involve actual warfare. Thereafter they were 
secure from attack there. 
Indeed, it is doubtful if they ever contemplated that a serious 
attack would be made upon them. They knew that as a result 
of the revolution of but a year ago, in which Herrera came so 
nearly being successful, that Colombia had become so exhausted 
inTesources and military forces that she was compelled to impress 
0ys trom 9 to 15 years to fill the ranks of her army. The pro- 
moters of the revolution also had reasons to believe that, since 
governmental mismanagement and oppression had destroyed the 
cree of pride and patriotism among the people, no plea 
aa 0 ombia could make to them to suppress people in other 
ware seeking to rid themselves of the same oppressive rule 
on famine with any response. It is, therefore, evident to any- 
Sa - With the situation of affairs and the history of the 
tituda v a independently of the then known or prospective at- 
oe ae the United States, in the revolution on the 3d of Novem- 
er, 1908, I anama began operations under more formidable aus- 
wa than any of its predecessors. 
of the Uni “ it necessary to deny that I believe that the President 
Or what - e ‘a knew what was taking place on the Isthmus 
his eee are to take place there, If it is necessary to show 
I maintai ! a events there in order to establish his eee 
n that this can only be done at the expense of his intelli- 
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ingness of the government to protect those who support it. And | 
when by the dishonesty and criminal folly of governmental action | 














gence and sagacity, if not his fidelity to his duty. Every well- 
informed observer of public events knew it. It was the logical 
and necessary culmination of forces which the Colombians them- 
selves had set at large. After the rejection of the treaty in the 
manner it was done we owed to the Colombians nothing and 
could afford to laugh when their calamity came. Our only duty 
in the premises was to ourselves, and that was to respect the car- 
dinal principles of right and justice, refraining religiously from 
clandestinely or openly inflicting wrong upon her. That we did 
so refrain I have no doubt. 

In what was done by the President and those acting under his 
orders irregularities may have occurred, I have no doubt. It is 
probably true that in some of the things done by the President he 
was, in the opinion of many, too hasty. It may be that in some 
things he displayed qualities which arouse indignation and sub- 
ject him to criticism. But with his irregularities I have nothing 
todo. Others who stand nearer to him must take care of that. 
But with the fundamentals I must deal, because if I were con- 
vinced that he had been guilty of entering into a conspiracy to 
dismember that country, that fundamental fact would determine 
my course to vote against this treaty. So far as mere details and 
methods and incidents are concerned, they are matters for his 
friends to take care of and for his enemies to exploit as evidencing 
a tendency of charactor by which he is made to do wrong even 
when he seeks to do right. That is their business, and not mine. 

Of course, an active conspiracy with the revolutionists or prior 
assurances of aid clandestinely given to them would constitute a 
fundamental violation of the principles of rights, and then to as- 
sume that after this had been done that the positive disclaimer 
contained in the President’s message was untrue is to make a 
case of total depravity. Leaving out of the view the President’s 
denial, not because I have any doubt about its sincerity, for I 
have none, the development of the facts show no aid or comfort 
given to the revolutionists prior to their declaration of independ- 
ence, and any haste in thereafter extending recognition to the 
new Republic was a matter of detail and largely within the dis- 
cretion of the President. A mistaken or improvident exercise of 
it furnishes no foundation for a charge of prior complicity. We 
were under no further obligation to Colombia to consider any in- 
cidental injury to her welfare that might come about as the re- 
sult of the exercise of any of-our discretionary powers of govern- 
ment. 

Keeping within the boundaries of our rights, we could act as 
our interests or inclination prompted, wholly without responsi- 
bility to her. She had kept a Punic faith with us. A jury com- 

osed of nearly all the nations of the civilized world has rendered 


| its verdict of the issue tendered by our action, and I see no rea- 


son why we should view it with less favor than they. Any sym- 
pathy bestowed on Colombia is, in my opinion, sympathy wasted. 

Mr. President, it may serve to remove a misapprehension that 
is quite prevalent when I call attention to the fact that in the 
construction of an isthmian canal the United States is to reserve 
to herself no rights or privileges in its use that are not, upon the 
same terms, afforded to all of the nations of the earth. A reali- 
zation of this fact will serve to disarm criticism aimed at our 
recognition of Panama upon the assumption that in so doing we 
sought by the power of might to acquire for ourselves a sordid 
and exclusive benefit in a great improvement which in its nature 
is vital to all. As showing the character of ownership we will 
possess with reference to its use, I call attention to the provision 
of the treaty of November 18, 1901. 

Acting upon the belief that any negotiation entered into with 
Colombia or Nicaragua would be carried out in good faith, this 
Government made whatis known as the ‘‘ Hay-Pauncefote treaty ”’ 
with Great Britain, by which it agreed to dedicate the canal, 
when constructed, to the commerce of the world upon terms of 
perfect equality and impartiality as to tolls and use and added a 
guaranty that absolute neutrality should be maintained in its 
zone. “1 confess that my benevolence is not sufficiently assimilated 
toimpress me with the conviction that we should not have re- 
served to ourselves, at least to our coasting trade, some discrimi- 
nating advantages. However, we entered intosuch a treaty with 
Great Britain, and here it is: 

ARTICLE I. 

The high contracting parties agree that the present treaty shall supersede 

the aforementioned convention of the 19th April, 1850. 
ARTICLE II. 


It is agreed that the canal may be constructed under the auspicesof the 
Government of the United States either directly at its own cost, or by gift or 
loan of money ‘¢ ‘ucividuals or corporations, or through subscription to or 

urchase of stock or s)iares, and that, subject to the provisions of the present 

reaty, the said Government shall have and enjoy all the rights incident to 
such construction, as well as the exclusive right of providing for the regula- 
tion and munagemext of the canal. 


ARTICLE III. 


The United States adopts, as the basis of the neutralization of such ship 
canal, the following rules substantially as embodied in the convention of 
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Constantinople, signed the 28th October, 1888, for the free navigation of the | often necessary even where the things have become 


Suez Canal, that is to say: 

1. The canal shall be free and open to the vessels of commerce and of war 
of all nations observing these rules, on terms of entire equality, so that there 
shall be no discrimination against any such nation, or its citizens or subjects, 
in respect of the conditions or charges of traffic or otherwise. Such condi- 
tions and charges of traffic shall be just and equitable. 

2. The canal shall never be blockaded, nor shall any right of war be exer- 
cised nor any act of hostility be committed within it. The United States, 
however, shall be at liberty to maintain such military police along the canal 
as may be necessary to protect it against lawlessness and disorder. 

3. Vessels of war of a belligerent shall not revictual nor take any stores in 
the canal except so far as may be strictly necessary; and the transit of such 
vessels through the canal shall be effected with the least possible delay ir ac- 
cordance with the regulations in force, and with only such intermission as 
may result from the necessities of the service. 

Prizes shall be in all respects subject to the same rules as vessels of war of 
the belligerents. 


4. No belligerent shall embark or disembark aoa, munitions of war, or | 
en 


warlike materials in the canal, except in case of acci tal hindrance of the 
transit, anc insuch case the transit shall be resumed with all possible dispatch. 

5. The provisions of this article shall apply to waters adjacent to the canal, 
within 3 marine miles of either end. Vessels of war of a belligerent shall not 
remain in such waters longer than twenty-four hoursatany one time,except in 
case of distress, and in such case shall depart as soon as possible; but a vessel 
of war of one belligerent shall not depart within twenty-four hours from the 
departure of a vessel of war of the other belligerent. 

6. The plant, establishments, buildings, and all works necessary to the con- 
struction, maintenance, and operation of the canal shall be deemed to be part 
thereof, for the purposes of this treaty, and in time of war, as in time of 
peace, shall enjoy complete immunity from attack or injury by belligerents, 
and from acts calculated to impair their usefulness as part of the canal. 


It may be said and has been said that many of the things that | 
were done conflicted with some of the declared principles of in- | 


ternational law. Many of the arguments based on citations from 
this code, abstractly considered, seem sound and plausible, and 
all of them have been ably presented. I have heard with atten- 
tion, and listened, under my responsibility as a Senator, with a 
desire to be instructed. 
not only by what has been said here, but from such examination 


as I have been able to make on my own account, that it is true of | 


: : . : ; | list o inci - se pe ViO on any given occasior 
international law, as with other codes, that no cause is so just | [St f principles supposed to be violated on any given occasion, 


| finds its compensation in that they furnish the soothing and « 


that it can not be vigorously assailed, nor one so bad that it can 


not be earnestly defended, by generalities borrowed from the com- | Sceer. im thew tnseltabie dence tte artnemitest destiny. hac bis 


| grievance sanctified in the assurance that the convulsion by which 
| he was undone did not in all things come to pass ‘‘ according t 


mentaries. 

Many things are boldly asserted and plausibly maintained in 
attacking or defending a given action that are afterwards mis- 
taken for the generally recognized principles of an accepted code 
and sought to be utilized in the solution of complications wholly 
dissimilar. Theoretically these generalities make for the estab- 
lishment of a lofty standard of conduct, while in practical appli- 
cation no system is so inherently saturated with the belief that 
the end justifies the means as is the genius and spirit of inter- 
national law. 
with, the occasions are not few where a grotesque misapplication 
has been made in their use. 

At the consummation of nearly every era-marking achievement 
in our history many of these venerable maxims of state morality 
have come forth as on dress parade, robed in the verbiage of a 
dignified protest against all progress, and keeping step to the dirge 
of pessimistical predictions of calamities to come hereafter. 

A reference to two such instances will suffice for the purposes 
of the present occasion. When the bill making appropriation to 
pay the price for the Louisiana purchase was pending, from his seat 
in Congress, Josiah Quincy, a leading New England statesman of 
his time, said if the bill became a law it would free the States 


would be the duty of some to prepare for a separation—amicably 
if they could, violently if they must. The doctrine of secession 
and nullification thus obtained its first practical application in 
New England. 


the Empire State of the Union, was about to become a part of the 
great Republic, the legislature of Massachusetts, in its session of 
1843, resolved: 

That under no circumstances whatever can the people of Massachusetts 
regard the proposition to admit Texas into the Union in any other light than 


as dangerous to its continuance in peace, in prosperity, and in the enjoyment 
of those blessings which it is the object of a free government to secure. 


The danger to the peace of the Union contemplated by this resolu- 


I have become impressed with the fact, | 
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| confidence and respect of its own citizens that 


| preventing or making rarer the errors and the faults which er 
| into the history of things done, and which when «ce done are 
| never to be undone. 


FEBRUARY 2, 


Lt 


: 2 : accomplishe 
facts, if there is thought to be a wrong side to the transa pshed 


in the manner of its accomplishment. The wholesome eff 
educate the public opinion of the country into an unders 
of correct principles, because no government c 


Ction 0; 
€Ct Is to 
tanding 
: maintain the 
disre rd re 
tablished principles of rights in its public acts and | Tey N, 
occasion is more appropriate for this than the pendency of es.. 
great even such as the present one, for it is difficul: 
the point of impossibility, to impress these lessons in a y», 
stract way, disassociated from some occasion large enough jn i 
aspect to arouse the curiosity and interest of the people. 
But this does not mean that whatever is done must }y assumed 
to be wrong and wholly unjustifiable, unless in its scope and do. 
tails it can escape academic criticism by those versed in tho »j,, 
ties of the doctrines of international law. These must be any), 
and understood rationally, leaving room for legitimate cine 
of the aggressive spirit of progress, which is the mission of tho 
American people; giving some consideration to the broader yp. 
derlying principles and purposes which point to an event tha: 
justifies an action, which, upon first consideration, might se 
invite censure. Nor must we overlook the fact that many o! 
most important events in the world’s history have been m 
by intrigue and written in blood, but where the better 
mankind has in the end justified them. I say a proper discussion 
of these things is useful to familiarize the -people with the ep. 
lightened principles, and in this way to influence future action 


some 


aln OST to 


rer 
CACT 


ill 


iter 


History does not furnish an instance where mere discussion has 
turned a revolution backward or restored a sundered relation, 
Speaking in a less serious sense, the vigorous cataloguing of the 


solatory balm that the vanquished find in sympathy; thereby t 


law.’’ And these, as well, intensify the elation of the Phar 


| as he returns unctuous thanks for being permitted to see the ri: 


| with clearer vision than other men. 


Notwithstanding 


| observations, I would not advocate, nor do I excuse or justify, 
| departure from the fundamental principles of right either bya 


| government or by an individual. 


But even where this vice need not be reckoned | “istinction between the obligation which rests upon the one or the 
4 j /-» j 








| ber. 


tion could exist only.in the determination of the New England | 


States to forcibly resist the annexation of Texas or tosecede from 
the Union at the happening of that event. The resolution was 
forwarded to Congress and to the several. States. 


It was noticed | 


on the part of Massachusetts that no matter under what circum- | 


stances Texas might be acquired by the Union, secession must 
follow. The succeeding legislature adopted a similar resolution, 
which it was directed should be sent to the Congress, and in this 
last it was solemnly resolved: 


old, may tend to drive these States into a dissolution of the Union. 


those things in public affairs which he does not approve. 


Again, when Texas, now the Empire State of the South, and | ernment in the revolution at Panama, and have adverted 
when the Panama Canal is in successful operation, will become | come an established industry, a resort to which had bee 


| on many occasions when the provocation was very mu” 


| the Cok 

That the project for the annexation of Texas, unless arrested on the thresh- | all = shore by a preconcerted signal, an ol 
| States consul, vice-consul, and Colonel Shaler, the general super!n'°’" 
In our country it is the right of everybody to speak out against | *®¢ Panama Railroad. 


This is ' 


And if there is to be drawna 


other, I insist that it rests more strongly upon a great govern- 
ment than upon an individual, because there is no tribunal to 
administer a penalty to or to correct the wrongs of a govern- 
ment, except war, or in a certain way, by the force of public 
opinion in its own country. The correction enforced by public 
opinion in other governments is not deemed to be of much prac- 
tical value, since the rule there applied is that those who are 
‘* without fault shall cast the first stone.”’ oh 

I hazard nothing when I say that when this Panama affairs 
thoroughly discussed and thoroughly understood by our people 
that a fair and enlightened public opinion regarding the spirit 0! 
progress characteristic of the time, making allowance for the ao- 


| ss invi ; asion, will en 
from their moral obligation, and as it would be the right of all, it | ruptness invited by the history of the occasion. wi 


| nothing that can not be condoned without loss of the good opin- 


ion of others and of our own self-respect. 2 
I have expressed the opinion that there is an absence of evidence 
to show affirmatively any complicity upon the part of our Gov- 


1 to the 


fact that the business of revolution on the Isthmus had be- 
made 


ess 


meritorious than this which called for action on the 3d of Novem 


But I think the evidence of complicity of Marroquin s 
ministration and Reyes in fomenting and encouraging secessio" 
of Panama up to the point where the revolution was announ® d i 
fairly well established from the facts and circumstances which 
have come to the surface in the course of the discussions here 


Bearing on this general question I here read the two official 


reports made by Commander Hubbard, the only American officer 
on the Isthmus until after the declaration of independence 0” 


the 
part of Panama was made: a 
U. 8. 8. NASHVILLE, THIRD RATE, 
Colon, United States of Colombia, Nove wag 
Srr: Pending a complete report of the occurrences of the last t - 
in Colon, Colombia, I most respectfully invite the Department 5 a\'c™ 
those of the date of Wednesday. November 4, which amounted to prac ~ 
the making of war against the United States by the officer in commit” 
Gian troops in Colon. At 1 o'clock p. m.on that date} we" | 
on landing met the »™ of 


yfficer com 


The consu! informed me that he had received notice from the ‘ oe Colo, 


manding the Colombian troops, Colonel Torres, through the pret 











1904. 
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4+ that i » Colombian officers, Generals Tobal and Amaya, who 
to the effec’ bea ghey = on the evening of the 3d of November by the in- 
had bee o evnnd held as prisoners, were not released by 2 o'clock p. m. he, 
dependents ‘pen fire on the town of Colon and kill every United States 
Torres, FO he race, and my advice and action were requested. I advised 
citizen ‘he United States citizens should take refuge in the shed of the Pan- 
that oil road Company, @ stone building susceptible of being put into good 
ama Railt cfonse, and that I would immediately land such he men, with 
state tor es for arming thecitizens, as the complement of the ship would per- 
The was agreed to, and I immediately returned on board, arriving at 
115 p. 2... for landing dat1.20p. m.the boats left 
1. dor for landing was immediately given, an Pp 
he hoo wit h a a of torty-two men under the command of Lieut. Com- 
7 jer H. M. Witzel, with Midshipman J.P. Jackson as second in command. 
being pressing, I gave verbal orders to Mr. Witzel to take the building 
Tine oefcrred to, to put it into the best state of defense possible, and protect 
* » lives of the citizens assembled there—not firing unless fired upon. The 
pe and children took refuge on the German steamer Marcomania and 





wom ° : . 
roe a Railroad steamer City of Washington, both ready to haul out from 
at ane The Nashville I got under way and patrolled with her 
‘long the water front close in and ready to use either small-arm or shrapnel 
aT he ( Jombians surrounded the building of the railroad company almost 





immediately after we had taken possession, and for about one and a half 
hours their attitude was most threatening, it being Se their oye 
to provokean attack. Happily our men were cool and steady, and w he the 
tension was very great, no shot was fired. At about 3.15 p.m. Colonel Torres 
came into the building for an interview and ee himself as most 
friendly to Americans, claiming that the whole affair wasa misapprehension 
and that he would like to send the alcalde of Colon to Panama to see General 
Tobal and have him direct, the discontinuance of the show of force. A spe- 
cial train was furnished ahd safe conduct. ranteed. At about 5.30 p. m. 
Colonel Torres made the proposition of withdrawing his troops to Monkey 
Hill if I would withdraw the Nashville's force and leave the town in posses- 
sion of the police until the return of the alcalde on the morning of the 5th. 

” After an interview with the United States consul and Colonel Shaler as to 
the probability of good faith in the matter, I decided to accept the proposi- 
tion and brought my men on board, the disparity in numbers between my 
force and that of the Colombians, nearly ten to one, making me desirous of 
avoiding a conflict so —— the object in view, the protection of American 

itizens, was not imperiled. x 

, Iam positive that the determined attitude of our men, their coolness and 
evident intention of standing their ground, had a most salutary and decisive 
effect on the immediate situation and was the initial step in the ultimate 
abandoning of Colon by these wens and their return to tagena the fo!- 
lowing day. Lieutenant-Commander Witzel is entitled to much praise for 
his admirable work in command on the spot. 

I feel that I can not sufficiently strongly represent to the Department the 
grossness of this outrage and the insult to our dignity, even apart from the 
savagery of the threat. 

Very respectfully, Joun HUBBARD, 
Commander, U. S. Navy, Commanding. 


The SBCRETARY OF THE NAVY, 
Navy Department, Washington, D. C. 


In this letter of November 8 Commander Hubbard sets forth 


the facts more in detail: 
U.S. S. NasHvi..e, Tairp Rarer, 
Porto Bello, U. S. Colombia, November 8, 1903. 


Srr: 1. [have the honor to make the following report of the occurrences 
which took place at Colon and Panama in the interval between the arrival of 
the Nashville at Colon on the evening of November 2, 1903, and the evening 
of November 5, 1908, when by the arrival of the U. 8. S. Dixie at Colon I was 
relieved as senior officer by Commander F. H. Delano, United States Navy. 

2. At the time of the arrival of the Nashville at Colon, at 5.30 p. m. on No- 
vember 2, everything on the Isthmus was quiet. There was talk of proclaim- 
ing the independence of Panama, but no definite action had been taken and 
there had been no disturbance of and order, At daylighton the morn- 
ing of November 3 it was found that a vessel which had come in during the 
night was the Colombian gunboat Cartagena, carrying between 4%) and 500 
troops. I had her boarded and learned that these troops were for the garri- 
Sonat Panama. Inasmuch as the Independent 
Government of Colombia was at the time in undisputed control of the Proy- 
ince of Panama, I did not feel, in the absence of any instructions, that I was 
Justified in preventing the landing of these troops, and at 8.30 o’clock they 
were disembarked, 

a he commanding officers, Generals Amaya and Tobal, with four others, 
quartering their troops, leaving the command in charge of an officer whom I 
\ter learned to be Colonel Torres. The Department's message addressed to 
the care of the United States consul I received at 10.30 a. m.; it was delivered 
to one of the ship's boats while I was at the consul’s and not to the consul as 
addressed. The message was said to have been received at the cable office 
whs holes sateen on deciphering the message I went on shore to see 
aan ‘angements 
a eo troops to Panama, and learned that the company would not trans- 
yt h cm except on request of the governor of Panama, and that the prefect 
by ti onand the officer left in command of the troops had been so notified 
ne general superintendent of the Panama Railroad Company. 
part ood at the company’s office until it was sure that no action on my 
noon, wher Tees to prevent the transportation of the troops that after- 
effaine, At re turned on board and cabled the Department the situation of 
the maaan | ®bout 5.30 p.m. Lagain went on shore and received notice from 
forthetn superintendent of 
on the - “nsportation of the troopsand thatthey would leave on the 8a. m.train 
and learne Aad ing Gay. Iimmediately went to see the general apenas, 
had beer a wt it bad just been announced that a provisional government 
\d been established at 





ioe hen a am, and four officers, who had gone to Panama in the morn- 
force of 1.500 tremens and were held as prisoners; that they had an organized 
over. This | ps and wished the Government troops in Colon to be sent | 
iIntendent fr ans ; 

“Tee! om Fatowe transportation to the troops of either party. 

4 written notifies aan = the evening, I sent early in the morning of November 
the prefect of « akon eo general superintendent of the PanamaRailroad, to 
troops, later onsen to the officer left in command of the Colombian 
transportatine = ained to be Colonel Torres, that I had prohibited the 


and uninta, on of troops in either direction, 
7. °trupted transit of the Isthmus. 


&ppended: also « : : 
Dothing : - opy of my notification to the 


of the train 


in order to preserve the free 
Copies of these lettersare hereto 
s knowsien pconsul. Except toa few people, 
‘nown im Colon of the proceedings in Panama until the arrival 
&t 10.45 0n the mornin 


1, made to Colonel Torres by the representatives of the new 


Was later tok 


rty had not acted and the | 


mediately went over to Panama to make arrangements for receiving and | 


the railroad company had made for the transportation | 


railroad that he had received the request | 


Panama—that Generals Amaya and Tobal, the gov- | 


declined to permit, and verbally prohibited the general super- | 


g of the 4th. Some propositions were, I | 





Government at Colon, with a view to inducing him to reembark in the Car- 
tagena and return to the port of Cartagena, and it was in answer to this 
peroete that Colonel Torres made the threat and took the action reported 
nmy letter No. 9, of November 5, 1903. 

The Cartagena left the port just after the threat was made, and I did not 
deem it expedient to attempt to detain her. as such action would certainly, 
in the then state of affairs, have precipitated a conflict on shore which I was 
not prepared to meet. It is my understanding that she returned to Carta- 
gena. After the withdrawal of the Colombian troops on the evening of No- 
vember 4 and the return of the Nashvilie’s force on board, as reported in my 
letter No. 96, there was no disturbance on shore, and the night passed quietly. 
On the morning of the 5th I discovered that the commander of the Colom- 
bian troops had not withdrawn so far from the town as he had agreed, but was 
occupying buildings near the outskirts of the town. 

I immediately inquired into the matter and learned that he had some triv- 
ial excuse for not carrying out his agreement, and also that it was his in- 
tention to occupy Colon again on the arrival of the alcalde, due at 10.45 a. m., 
uniess Genera! Tobal sent word by the alcalde that he, Colonel Torres, should 
withdraw. That General Tobal had declined to give any instructions I was 
cognizant of,and the situation at once became quite as serious as on the day 
previous. I immediately landed an armed force, reoccupied the same build- 
ing; also landed two 1-pounders and mounted them on platform cars behind 
protection of cotton bales, and thenin company with the United States con- 
sul had an interview with Colonel Torres, in the course of which I informed 
him that I had relanded my men because he had not kept hisagreement: that 
I had no interest in the affairs of either party; that my attitude was strictly 
neutral; that the troops of neither side should be transported; that my sole 
purpose in landing was to protect the lives and property of American citi- 
zens if threatened, asthey had been threatened, and to maintain the free and 
uninterrupted transit of the Isthmus, and that purpose I should maintain by 
torce if necessary. 
| _ Talsostrongly advised that, in the interests of peace and to prevent the possi- 

bility of a conflict that could not but be regrettable, he should carry out his 
agreement of the previous evening and withdraw to Monkey Hill. 
| Colonel Torres’s only reply was that it was unhealthy at Monkey Hill,a 
reiteration of his love of Americans, and persistence in his intention to occupy 
Colon, should General Tobal not give him directions to the contrary 

On the return of the alcalde atabout 11 a.m. the Colombian troops marched 
into Colon, but did not assume the threatening demeanor of the previous day. 
The American women and childrenagain went on board the Marcomaniaand 
City of Washington, and through the British vice-consul I offered protection 
to British subjects, as directed in the Department's cablegram. A copy of 
the British vice-consul’s acknowledgment is hereto appended. 

The Nashville I got under way, as on the previous day, and moved close in 
to protect the water front. During the afternoon several propositions were 
made to Colonel Torres by the representatives of the new Government, and 
| he was finally persuaded by them to embark on the Royal Mail steamer Ori- 
noco With all his troops and return to Cartagena. The Orinoco left her dock 
with the troops—474 all told—at 7.45 p.m. The Dirie arrived and anchored 
at 7.65 p. m., when I went on board and acquainted the commanding officer 
with the situation. A portion of the marine battalion was landed and the 
Nashville's force withdrawn. 


* + * * 


4. I beg to assure the Department that I had no part whatever in the nego- 
tiations that were carried on between Colonel Torresand the representatives 
of the provisional government; that Ilanded an armed force only when the 
lives of American citizens were threatened, and withdrew this force as soon 
as there seemed to be no grounds for further apprehension of injury to 
American lives or property; that Irelanded an armed force because of the 
| failure of Colonel Torres to carry out his agreement to withdraw and an- 
nounced intention of returning, and that my attitude throughout was strictly 
neutral as between the two parties, my only purpose being to protect the 
lives and property of American citizens and to preserve the free and unin- 
terrupted transit of the Isthmus, 

Jery respectfully, 


JOHN HUBRARD, 
Commander, United States Navy, Commanding, 
The SECRETARY OF THE Navy, 
Bureau of Navigation, Navy Department, 
Washington, D.C. 


By consulting the newspaper accounts and other reliable sources 
of information, mainly for identifying the persons referred to in 
this correspondence, we can readily come to the belief that the 
Bogota Government deliberately brought about a condition where 

| the power of ratifying the Hay-Herran treaty could be exercised 
by the President of Colombia without the intervention of the leg- 
islative branch of the Government, as he is authorized to do by 
their constitution after martial law has been proclaimed. In the 
extracts taken from the correspondence between our minister to 
Colombia, Mr. Beaupré, and the Secretary of State it is made plain 
that Marroquin’s appointment of Sefior Obaldia as governor of the 
Department of Panama was understood to be the first step in the 
secession of that Department should the Colombian Congress refuse 
| to matify the canal treaty. This was not only asserted in debate, 
but wgeactually made the occasion for resolution of censure, voted 
uper and adopted by the Senate. No effort at concealment was 
made by the members of the Colombian Congress from Panama 
in asserting the purpose to set up aseparate government if the 
ratification of the treaty should fail. This was asserted so often 
and so publicly, and harmonized so completely with the previous 
| history of the Isthmus in the matter of a revolution, that it came 
| to be taken for granted. 
1 


Marroquin was well aware of the history and sentiments of 
Obaldia. and the appointment under the circumstances of the lat- 
| ter could only be understood on the Isthmus as a manifestation of 
| Sympathy on the part of the President in any movement they 
| might make to precipitate revolution. I do not assume that it 
| was the intention of Marroquin and Reyes, nor, for that matter, 

Governor Obaidia, that the revolution should succeed to the ex- 
| tent that afterwards turned ont to be the case. It suited the pur- 
| pose of President Marroqnin to allow the revolution to progress 
| to a point where he would be authorized, under the constitution, 
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to declare martial law as a means to its suppression. This act 
would incidentally give him the power to negotiate and ratify 
treaties. Considering the hostile environment in which he was 
seeking to administer the Government, and the violence and utter 
want of patriotism manifested in their factional contests on the 
art of those who, in the regular course, should cooperate with 
Pim in concluding the negotiations for the construction of the 
canal, we may well accredit him with a motive not altogether 
reprehensible when we attribute to him the purpose to acquiesce 
in a revolution at Panama formidable enough to warrant him in 
taking into his own hands the whole power of government under 
his authority to declare martial law. 

He knew that the Hay-Herran treaty was as favorable to Co- 
lombia as any that he could ever hope to obtain; that it not only 
contained the best terms that could be secured, but it contained 
all that in fairness could be demanded. He knew the hopeless 
state of bankruptcy that existed in his country, and how greatly | 
the magnificent sum to be paid under the terms of the treaty would 
advance the interests of his unhappy country. He was likewise 
well aware that under the terms of the Spooner Act, whenever it 
became plain that no concession could b2 obtained from Colom- 
bia, that negotiations would be concluded looking to the construc- 
tion of the canal on the Nicaragua route, and tat in this event 
the splendid values on the Isthmus in the way of the railway and 
the partially completed canal would be entirely destroyed and the 
causes of strife among his people there infinitely increased. In | 
the light of this suggestion I call attention to the facts set out in 
Commander Hubbard's reports. Before doing so I will say that | 
the persons referred to in the commander's report by title were 
as follows: The governor of Panama, Obaldia; the superintendent 
of the railway, Colonel Shaler, a native of Kentucky, ani known 
locally as the ‘‘ King of the Isthmus,”’ and a leading spirit in the 
revolution; the alcalde of Colon, who was sent to Colon by Torres 
on the evening of the 4th, one Melendez. 

It appears from a telegram sent to the State Department by | 
Malmros, the American consul at Colon, that the troops who 
arrived at Colon on the night of the 2d of November were not 
expected until the 10th. Malmros is a native of Colon and a 
sympathizer with the revolution. It thus appears that the revo- 
lutionists were advised of what was going on at Bogota in so far, | 
at least, as the movement of troops was concerned. After the 
arrival of the troops at Colon on the morning of the 3d for the 
pretended purpose of being transported to Panama to constitute 
@ garrison there, ostensibly to keep down a revolution, they were 
permitted to remain in Colon while Generals Tobal and Amaya | 
went over to Panama to arrange quarters, as it was said. The 
475 troops were left at Colon in charge of Colonel Torres. 

Instead of awaiting orders from Panama, to be given by Gen- 
eral Amaya as to when Torres should proceed to Panama, it seems 
that the latter applied for transportation for his troops during the 
day of the 3d. This Colonel Shaler, superintendent of the rail- 
way, refused to furnish unless he was requested to do so by Gov- 
ernor Obaldia. Later in the day Obaldia furnished Colonel Shaler 
with the necessary request to send the troops forward. It is dif- | 
ficult to explain why Obaldia, the head of the revolutionary party, 
should desire the Government troops sent to the point at which 
the revolution was to be proclaimed within a few hours, unless it | 
is admitted that he fully understood what their attitude was to | 
be after they reached Panama. It also appears from the conclud- | 
ing clause of the second paragraph from Commander Hubbard’s 
report of November 8 that after the revolution was proclaimed 
and its leaders had organized a force of 1,500 troops they requested 
that these so-called Colombian troops at Colon under Torres be 
then sent over to Panama. 

It is shown that on the 4th numerous “‘ propositions ’’ were made 
by the representative of the new Government to Colonel Torres | 
at Colon, and that after one of these consultations with Melendez, 
the alcalde of Colon, and which was carried on in a well-known | 
cafe of that town, Torres appeared on the streets at 12 o’clock and 
announced publicly that he intended to slay all the American citi- 
zens in Colon unless the Generals, Tobal and Amaya, were released 
by 2 0’clock. This declaration on his part necessarily created | 
consternation among the Americans, and knowledge of the threat | 
having been made was promptly communicated to Commander | 
Hubbard, who proceeded to fortify the depot building and to | 
assemble there all the American citizens who believed in good | 
faith that this warlike preparation was necessary to prevent 
their extermination. After thus affording a pretext requiring 
the American forces to land for the first time on Colombia's | 
soil, for a purpose unmistakably justified under the practice of 
nations, and in doing so made a show of force that would afford 
Torres an excuse for any course that he might have it in mind to 
puisue as the result of his negotiations with Melendez, Torres en- 
tered the fortified building and notified the officers in charge 
that he had no intention of injuring any American citizen, but 
on the contrary he loved them very much. 








| The story is that $3,000 of the money was publicly 


| to form part of the revolutionary force at Panama, a: 
| roquin and Reyes knew this to be true, 


| in Panama, 


| Colombian chargé d’affaires, this Government will declare martial 
| by virtue of vested constitutional authority, when public order is disturbed, 


| adjust matters along above lines to the satisfaction of the people t! 
| he goes, he would like to act in harmony with commander of Unit 


| Atlantic side. 


| new Government. 


FEBRUARY 2, 


Se eit aii 
It became necessary for Melendez to procure from p name of 

ews of war of a certain kind much sought in Colom) 3 “Te a 
under the pretext of having the alcalde obtain from the i.” 
oned General Tobal an order authorizing him (Torr 18° oe 
draw, secured as the result of this interview, at 3.45. . oe 
train to carry the alcalde to Panama at once. At 10.45 on | pecial 
Melendez returned to Colon, and it is a fact that is pos ic or 
that he brought with him $8,000, which was paid over to — 
without any effort at concealment, and after receiving the. 
Torres brought his soldiers into the town of Colon. and Con 
mander Hubbard’s report says upon this second entrances: « Tha, 
did not assume the threatening demeanor of the pre. ious oar’ 


uid to the 


troops on the pier of the Royal Mail Line, and ¢)); shortly 


thereafter the troops, together with Colonel Torres, 
Cartagena. 

The 600 or more Colombian soldiers stationed at Panama 
the command of General Huertes were likewise won over to tho 
revolutionists by bribery, and thereafter constituted part of their 
force, and do now. There is not the slightest doubt that the 
troops which reached Colon on the 2d of November were intended 
1d that Mar- 
That the show of forea 
that the revolutionists could make when these soldiers were a) 


a] 
auded 


departed for 


under 


| to the garrison already at Panama, Marroquin would be furnished 


with the pretext for declaring martial law, which he could justify 
when assailed by his political rivals by calling attention to the 
force at the disposal of the revolutionists. This is clearly showy 
by the following telegram sent by the minister from Bogota on the 
6th of November. It sustains perfectly what the 


-OTeR( ing clr- 
cumstances make probable: 


Beaupré to Hay. 
Boaora, November 6, 1908, 
November 6,6p.m. Knowing that the revolution has already commence: 
says that if the Government of the United States will land 
troops to preserve Colombian sovereignty and the transit, if requested by the 
law, and 


will approve by decree the ratification of the canal treaty as signed; or if the 
Government of the United States prefers, will call extra session of Cor 
with new and friendly members next May to approve the treaty 
General Reyes has the perfect confidence of vice-president, he says and if 
it becomes necessary will go to the Isthmus or send representatives there t 


gress 


1 States 
forces. This isthe personal opinion of Reyes, and he will advise this 
ernment to act accordingly. here is a great reaction of pu 
favor of the treaty, and it is considered certain that the t: 
legally repoqees by Congress. To-morrow martial law will be declared; 1,0 
troops will be sent from the Pacific side; about the same number from the 
Please answer by telegraph. , 

3EAUPRE. 


The same is true of the following telegram of the 7th: 


Beaupré to Hay. 
BoGora, November 7, 1 
November 7,2p.m. General Reyes leaves next Monday for Panan 


| vested with full powers. He has telegraphed chiefs of the insurr 


his mission is tothe interests of Isthmus. He wishes answer fro: 


| leaving to the inquiry in my telegram of yesterday and wishes t 


American commander will be ordered to cooperate with him a 
Panama Government to arrange peace and approval of the 
waren Wee be accepted on condition that the integrity of Colv: 
served. 

He has telegraphed President of Mexico to ask the Govern: 
United States and all the countries represented at the Pan-An« 
ence to aid Colombia to preserve her integrity. The question of | 
of the treaty mentioned in my telegram of yesterday will | 
Panama. He asks that before taking definite action you wi! 


| rival there, and that the Government of the United States in tly 


preserve the neutrality and transit of the Isthmus, and do n 
Great excitement here. Martial law ba 
in the Cauca and Panama. Answer. 


It will not fail to attract attention that this is a ver 
unconcerned form of communication, considering that | 
to be an effort in good faith to suppress the outbreak. 

It will also not escape attention that General Reyes 
the United States Government to take no definite ac! 
arrived at Panama and had an opportunity to consu 
new Panama Government, and urges above all thing: 
States Government must not recognize the new Gove! 
do that would cause his whole scheme in bringing a) 
lution to miscarry. 

Then again, on the point of the utter want of confi: 
bia had in her people being able to suppress the revo 
be well to note that our minister, on November 7, * 
gram: 

Boaora, 4 

As the Government of the United States has war vesse's 
Colon, minister for —— affairs has requested me to ask \ 
lombian Government to land troops at those ports—to figh 
line of railway? Also, if the Government of the United St' 
tion to maintain Colombian right and sovereignty on the Is! 
ance with article 35, the treaty of 1846, in case the Colombici 
entirely unable to suppress the secession movement there. 











ly admitted that a contingency was likely to 


ve it is square. : 
Here it 18 84" the Colombian Government would be entirely 


ahout wuere 
= See na the secession movement at Panama. Well 
una joubt might be expressed, for the revolution then in progress 
aa mene elements of strength to pmeees it than any of its prede- 
seors, and, in addition to this, it found the United States in a 
velationship to Colombia that had never existed on any former 
a aealia In support of this supposition of knowledge and com- 


licity on the part of Marroquin and Reyes, the following letter 
yom Vice Consul Ehrman is relevant, as showing that the whole 
: brought about by a previous arrangement: 


CoNSULATE-GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Panama, November 9, 1908. 


revolution was 
No. 463.] 
» Francis B. LOOMIS, ; 
~ Assistant Secretary of State, Washington, D, C. 
I have the honor to report that on the 8d of November, at about 6 


SIR ee : 
a there occurred an uprising in the city of Panama. Itseems that every- 
f ne had been prearranged with the officials of the army and navy, as there 
was pract ically accord among all the officers. General Tovar, General Castro, 


fer Tovar of the gunboat Bogota, finding out about the move- 
ment just a short while before it occurred, rushed to the barracks in the 
hope of frustrating the plans; but on their arrival General Huertas, second 
incommand of the troops stationed at Panama, and chief of the ‘*Colombia 
Battalion,” ordered the soldiers out and arrested the above-mentioned gen- 
erals, together with Governor Obaldia. The movement was to occur at 8 
o'clock, but as the people had assembled and everything in readiness they 
moved at6o'clock. At8o’clock a boat was sent off from the gunboat Bogota, 
saying that unless Generals Tovar and Castro were set at liberty immediately 
they would bombard the town. This note was not answered by the people 

shore. 
as about 10 o'clock on the night of the 3d the Bogota fired several shells, 
which were answered by the fort. These shots struck in different parts of 
the city, and one Chinaman was killed. After firing, the Bogota hoisted her 
anchor and steamed away. She was supposed to be behind some islands 
which are directly in frontof Panama. On the morning of the 4th I received 
information direct from one of the chiefs of the movement, and he said that 
the Bogota had threatened to again bombard the city, and on this I immedi- 
ately sent word by telegraph to the commander of the Nashville and cabled 

e Department 
Othe pastes Twenty-first of November (Padilla) was lying off Panama all 
this time, but did not try to intercept or pursue the Bogora. On the morning 
of the 4th the Twenty-first of November came in and anchored near the fort, 
and in the afternoon of the same Cay hauled down the Colombian flag and 
hoisted the flag of Panama. In the afternoon of the 4th, at 3p. m., there was 
a general mass meeting held in the central plaza, and the declaration of inde- 
pendence was read and signed, The following is a list of the Government 
officials, as given me by the committee of the provisional government: 

Committee of provisional government, J. A. Arango, Tomas Arias, and 
Federico Boyd; minister of government, Eusebio A. Morales; minister of 
foreign relations, F. V. De la Espriella; minister of war and marine, Nicanor 
A. De Qbarrio; minister of justice, Carlos A. Mendoza; minister of finance, 
Manuel E. Amador; minister of public instruction, Julio J. Fabrega; chief 
of the division of Panama, Gen. Domingo Diaz; general in chief of the army 
of the Republic, Gen, Esteban Huertas; commander of civil battalion, Gen. 
Manuel Quintero; genera] treasurer of the Republic, Sefior Albino Arose- 
nani commander of the gunboat Twenty-first of November, Gen. H. O. Jet- 
ries 

+ * 


and Commant 


Fe.ix EAXRMAN, 
United States Vice-Consul-General. 

An important discrepancy is also made apparent in this com- 
munication. In all of the other official documents it appears 
that on the occasion of the outbreak at Panama the Colombian 
Generals Tobal and Amaya were the generals arrested and im- 
prisoned. Ehrman says that General Castro, instead of Amaya, 
was the one arrested and imprisoned. Castro does not figure 
elsewhere in the history of the transaction, nor does Ehrman 
state what became of Amaya. It is said in the newspaper ac- 


counts that he was to succeed Obaldia as governor of the Depart- | 
ment, being the principal man in the entire party connected on | 


either side with the revolution. 

But their whole scheme came to nothing by the action of the 
United States and other governments in recognizing the inde- 
pendence of the Republic of Panama. The hopes of the best of 
the ( olombians and the intrigues of all had at last and forever 
passed into history, She had attempted to make Shylock’s bar- 
gan and met Shylock’s fate. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mu.arp in the chair). 
oe Senator from Arkansas yield to the Senator from North 

ollna? 

Mr, CLARKE of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. SIM MONS. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator a 
before he leaves the subject he has just been discussing. 
A _Pretace the question with the statement that I agree with 
the P, aator that the revolution was instigated and engineered by 
mma anal Company, and that the revolution was not dis- 
ef or * ; y Marroquin, not, of course, because he was in favor 
codes the led the separation of Panama from Colombia, but in 
tial tnays an excuse might be furnished him for declaring mar- 
United = that he might again open up negotiations with the 

“ States and make a treaty with this country, which the 


onstitution would permit in the case of martial law, without re- 
consent of the Colombian Congress. 

Senator from Arkansas, in view of the ease with 

own the insurgents induced the military forces 

naval forces of Colombia located at Panama to 


quiring the 
Wish to ask the 
Which he has a) 


and a part of the 
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pull down the Colombian flag and side with the revolutionists, 
and in view of the ease with which the insurgents made arrange- 
ments, not to use a harsher term, with Torres by which, right on 
the eve of a conflict, he took the troops which the Government of 
Colombia had sent to Colon and left; and in view of the known 
fact that ina case of revolution at least three other Departments of 
Colombia would in all probability, I might say would almost cer- 
tainly, have gone to the assistance of Panama. if in his opinion, in 
view of these facts, the United States had held aloof and not in- 
terfered, there would not have been a serious struggle as a result 
of the assistance which Panama would have received from the 
three other Departments, and as a result of lukewarmness on the 
part of an element of the Colombian army? Would not there 
have been a serious struggle, the result of which would not have 
been so free from doubt as those Senators contend who have said 
| upon this floor that the Government of Panama could not have 

lived a day unless the United States had taken it under her 
| protection? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I can only say as to that, that it 
is well known that in the revolution. which we may designate as 
the Herrera rebellion, and which collapsed about a year since, 
that the revolutionists were virtually successful when the inter- 
| vention of the United States in behalf of Colombia put an end to 
the strife just at a time when the revolutionists were about to 
achieve their independence. In that revolution the power and in- 
fluence of the Panama Railway and Canal companies were against 
the revolutionists. Now, these great corporations are enlisted in 
promoting the revolution actively, and its prominent officers and 
|} agents are openly identified with it, while the corporations, as 
| institutions, are energized in its support by the fear that upon its 
| failure their vast properties must be rendered valueless by the 
adoption by the United States of the alternative prescribed in the 
Spooner law. Through the resources of the railway and canal 
companies, which constitute the backbone of the revolution, the 
means of supplying the soldiers and paying them is vastly in- 
creased. 

I should say, without hesitation, that the demoralized state of 
affairs in which the revolution of 1902 left Colombia—its fighting 
force was reduced to where she was compelled to impress boys 
from 9 to 15 years of age for her army, bankrupting her treasury 
and credit, and costing the lives of 100,000 of her people, as the 
result of the three years’ strife incident to that rebellion—that 
almost any well-equipped body of three or four thousand men 
would be able to maintain themselves to such an extent that it 
must be evident to the governments interested in the affairs of 
| the. Isthmus that the time had come that would justify the rec- 
| ognition of the Panama Republic. The people of the Isthmus are 

practically unanimous in their support of this revolution. They 
| constitute about 300,000 people. From this number, struggling 
| to be rid of the semibarbarism known as the Bogota Government, 
| a very formidable army can be enrolled, particularly when they 
| have an opportunity to draw on the resources of the canal and 
| railway companies to supply the arms and munitions of war. 
It appears from the information furnished to our President by 
Captain Humphrey and Lieutenant Murphy that the revolutionists 
| have already been supplied with warlike material. In the revo- 
| lution that closed in 1902 the Departments of Cauca and Bolivar 
were in alliance with the Department of Panama. Itis probable, 
almost to the extent of a certainty, that upon any showing by 
Panama which would justify the belief that her efforts would be 
successful that these Departments would join with her in the revo- 
lutionary movement. In fact the Department of Cauca is in a vir- 
tual state of revolution now, and, among the documents printed 
for the use of the Senate in connection with the consideration of 
this treaty, one contains a communication showing that the prin- 
cipal general of the army stationed in that Department has frankly 
notified President Marroquin that he would not hesitate to join 
in a revolution if certain reforms which he indicated were not in- 
wy er the policies of the local government. 

Mr/President, it may be that notwithstanding the reckless and 
perfidious course of Colombia she still has some right of property 
that must be taken into consideration in the adjustment of the 
controversies that have grown out of the recent revolution and 
may hereafter grow out of it. I infer from what is said in the 
following provision, taken from Article I of the Hay-Herran 
treaty, that Colombia is a stockholder in the New Panama Canal 
Company: 

But it is understood that Colombia reserves all its rights to the special 
shares in the capital of the New Panama Canal Company to which referen 
is made in Article IV of the contract of December 10, 1890, which shares shall 
be paid their full nominal value at least; butassuch right of Colombia exists 
solely in its character of stockholder in said company, no obligation under 
this provision is imposed upon or assumed by the 

The right of property indicated by the recital in this article is 
one of which she has not been deprived by events in her recent 
history. Iam sure I feel warranted in saying, if, upon a full in- 
vestigation, it shall be made to appear that she has a proprietary 





nited States 
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interest in this canal stock, or in any other property to which we 
may acquire title, that all her rights will be duly ascertained and 
properly respected. 


Complaint is made that the President should have declared the | 


negotiations looking to the selection of the Panama route to be at 
an end and begun negotiations looking to the construction of a 
canal over the Nicaraguaroute. Under the Spooner Act it was 


left to the President to determine when ‘‘a reasonable time ”’ had | 


expired. 

There was an attempt made in one of the Houses of Congress— 
T have forgotten which—to fix a period within which he must be- 
gin negotiations with Costa Rica and Nicaragua. But that lim- 
itation was not put in the law, and the President was left free to 
exercise his own judgment about it. In view of my decided 
preference for a sea-level canal over one of lock-and-dam con- 


President was justified, in delaying for a very considerable time 
the adoption of the Nicaragua route. Atall events he should have 
delayed it nntil he considered it beyond any kind of cavil that 
there was no prospect of obtaining authority to build a canal on 
the Panama route. Particularly is this the case in view of the 


character of treatment which the treaty had received at Bogota, | 


and that up to October 31, 1903, our minister at Bogota was daily 
advising the State Department that there was a large element 
there who still believed that something would come out of the 
canal situation, and that all this is to be considered in connection 
with the fact that on the 20th day of October. 1903, a special ses- 
sion of our Congress was called to meet on November 9. 


Even if the time had been fixed in the statute, I believe the dif- | 
ference to the country between a sea-level canal and a lock-and- | 


dam canal is so great that the President would have been justified 
in awaiting the further judgment of Congress before adopting the 
Nicaragua route. An act of Congress, when considered in court 
or by an officer charged with its enforcement in an administrative 
way,is as binding‘as a provision of the Constitution; it is the law 
of the land; but when it is brought into consideration before Con- 
gress itself in the legislative fixing of a policy, it does not amount 
to so much, because Congress made it and Congress can change 
it. “‘A breath can make them as a breath has made.”’ 

I do not believe that any objection growing out of the fact of 
this delay would warrant me in saying that to permit it would be 
setting a precedent that will operate in the end to the greater det- 
riment of the Government than to defeat the treaty. 

To say nothing of its obvious superiority on every other account 
and from every other point of view, I believe that a sea-level canal 
is the only kind of a canal that can attract business enough to 
prevent the enterprise from becoming a burden to the revenues 
of the United States Government. While I believe that much 
will come out of the building of the canal, I have never believed 
that the very extravagant statements which we find in the press 


of the country and in the discussions here will be verified in | 


actual results. 


From New York to the Philippines and to southern China the | 


distance through the Suez Canal is shorter than it will be through 
the Panama Canal, and an amount of business sufficient in vol- 
ume to make the Panama Canal a profitable enterprise will have 


to take part of the business that now goes through the Suez | 


Canal, not only from Europe, but from the northeastern ports of 
America. 

Ships are now being built on a scale that wiil not permit them 
to go through the Suez Canal unless its channel is deepened, as was 
done once since it was built. That canal has nowa depth of only 


or 


Cedric, that draw. when loaded, 32 feet. Such boats as these will 
be the carriers of the future, and we shall need a canal at least 35 
feet in depth in order to be able to afford a passage from ocean 
to ocean to the best class of ships, and which can not use the Suez 
Canal. 

It was estimated that during the year 1901—that is the last year 
for which I have had occasion to examine the statistics—the Suez 
Canal carried 13,000,000 tons, which were carried at a cost of 
about $1.36 a ton, leaving a vast profit to the owners of the canal. 
The stock, on the basis of $100,000,000, is selling at 10 for 1. The 
British Government owns more than half of it, and the canal gets 
its business to the extent of three-fourths from English shippers. 
Three-fourths of the tonnage that passed through that canal in 
1901 went through on English ships. It is not to be presumed 
that England is going to se2 her interests as a stockholder de- 
stroyed or allowed to dwindle into insignificance, if she can pre- 
vent it, by reason of a canal being built at Panama. 

Another development of the situation necessary to be taken into 
the account is the fact that the transcontinental trunk lines of rail- 
Way are even now getting ready to operate lines of first-class ships 


| are now being built at New London, Conn.. for tha No 


' | that will enable the canal to compete with that at Su 
struction, I believe I should have been justified, and I believe the | . 


27 feet 10 inches. There are several ships coming into our ports, | 
and which have only recently been built, such as the Celtic and the 


te 


— 


Orient. It is said that four of the best ships afloat 


have been op 


Pacific Railway Company, to be employed in trans-Pac nen 
ping. So it is, that the only way we can get business eno, 
make the canal profitable, or even self-sustaining. 
one that will afford better facilities than any exis 
furnish. 

Of course, in the matter of defense the canal wil] | 
and vital benefit to us, because it will enable us to m 
ively and economically defend our seacoast and po 
can be done if we are required to maintain separat 
one on the Pacific and another on the Atlantic sho 

The business that can be attracted by the canal j 
the Canal Commission at 6,000,000 tons. At any rat 


ship. 
’ Zh to 
18 bv ( ff ring 

. . s 


DS route can 


ore 


not yield enough income to pay the fixed charges an: 
ingexpenses. That estimate is on the basis of alock-and 
It is thought that a sea-level canal can be construct 
000,000. At the rate of interest of 2 per cent pres 
Spooner Act it will require $6,000,000 a year to pay { 
charges, and $2,000,000 more is estimated to be required { 
the operating expenses. There must be business enough s 
for that. If this can be secured, then the enterprise wil] yo: 
the people of the United States a single cent, because th 
ment will take care of itself out of its income, but for ey 
lar of income less than that $8,000,000 there will by 
the revenues of the United States Government. Incident 
matter of getting business for the canal we come to the matter 
competing for the carrying business to and*from the Far Fa: 
We must, in order to be able to carry the freighi for t) 
less rates that European ships can carry it, have a canal t! 
admit the passage of the very largest ships that can |} 
Ships that draw 32 feet of water and more are tlie ships t 
be employed in our commerce in the future, because by 1 
their great size economies of management will be introdn 
will make it possible to reduce the freight rates beyond 1 
of European competition through the Suez, where shi; 
28 feet can not pass. 
Because of this and other reasons I strongly favor a 
canal as against a lock-and-dam canal anywhere. So fi! 
wedded to this preference that any time necessary to 
would be, in my estimation, ‘‘a reasonable time.’’ It ma 
some such preference of route has influenced the Presid 
tion. Whether it did or not, and independently of my « 
preference for a site at which a sea-level canal is a possi 
do not think that there has been such an unreasonab! 
turning to the Nicaragua as to justify the charge that t! 
has been so unreasonably delayed as to make it evident 
ought to be rebuked for his contumacy by a vote agaiust 
fication of this treaty. : 
It is a matter of great gratification to me that the Panama Cant 
question has not been treated as one that should en 
strife and opposition of party conflict. It is really not a pa 
and, least of all, not a nonpartisan, question; it is a bipart 
question in the sense that it is entitled to that energet 
' that is given by parties to any declared policy, in contradis 
tion to the namby-pamby support that nonpartisan qu 
ceive as they drift to their destiny. Both the great par 
on record in their respective platforms as favoring an 
canal. Then,if I am right in assuming it to be a bipart 
| tion, when called upon to deal with the Democratic side: 
am gratified to be able to say that the only approval the Pr 
has received for his action in Panama in the popular ex] 
of the country has come from Democratic sources. 
Democratic legislatures, Democratic boards of tra‘e.a 
cratic citizens throughout the country have manifested 
proval in open, unmistakable, and enthusiastic expres 
the other hand. popular Republican approval of his cou! 
spicuous only because of its entire absence. The De 
party is proud of its history connected with an isth! 
| Democratic statesmanship and foresight of sixty years 
it a possibility through our diplomatic policies in th 
and maintenance of a purpose to permit no progress 1” ! 
lishment that did not recognize and respect our interes's 


na 


| voice in its protection and control. And indispens 


cratic votes to-day will makeitacertainty. I sayt 
boldness, since listening to the persistent and ¢ 

made by my versatile and learned friend from W 
Spooner] to the Senators on the other side of th 
rise above mere party schemes in its consideration 

peals shall influence the votes of any considerable ! 
party associates to the extent of inducing them for 
lives to do a patriotic and praiseworthy act by 5" 
| great movement in the world’s advancement, tlic 





in connection with the railways, from our Pacific ports to the | this side of the Chamber enough willing Democr«' 
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ee 
__ 


of the can 


mere probe ; 
I have salt 





ibilities this great enterprise. ; : 

i that evidence of popular approval of the President’s 
‘in Republican ranks is wanting, notwithstanding he has 

— iown upon his head plausible and caustic criticism by some 

“y lact and most fair-minded men in this Chamber, by rea- 

“on of the lengths that he felt authorized to go in the advance- 

vent of this great enterprise. In fact, I think I may go further 

a ay that popular approval of the President himself is some- 

anal if we may rely upon the surface indications. 

‘now the central figure of a continuous Belshazzar’s feast, 


calle 


of the ablest 


what sc 

He is now t 
awaiting in pert aon 
forth who can interpret the handwriting on the wall, so that he 
may know definitely what the chairman of the Republican national 
committee intends to do—"** to fish ’’ or ‘‘ tocut bait. It isdeemed 
a matter of sufficient importance to be blaz yned forth to the coun- 
tryin box-car headlines when Alaska has instructed her delegates 
to the national Republican convention in favor of his reelection. 
It is likewise an event calling for friendly journalistic exploita- 
tion when the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] 
sends out to Boston orders that the collector, surveyor of the port, 
and the postmaster at Boston shall announce unequivocally that 


.turbation of spirit for some friendly Daniel to come | 
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they are for Roosevelt and that they intend to see that the dele- | 


cation from Massachusetts is instructed in favor of his candidacy, 
aud that they shall see to itthat any efforts to Hannaize or Dem- 
ocratize the Republican State convention of Massachusetts shall, 
through their joint and combined efforts directed by the junior 
Senator aforesaid, come to naught. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ar- 
kansas yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LODGE. I am’sure the Senator does not mean to attrib- 
ute to me words that I did not utter. They appeared in the 
newspapers, but Iam not responsible for them. I saw the state- 
ment ina newspaper, but I assure the Senator nothing of that 
sort was said by me. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. ‘‘ Et tu, Brute!’’ Then to whom 
can the President look for comfort and succor in this his hour of 
travail? So it is even doubtful whether the three Federal officials 
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al project to unite with them to take out of the list of | cate its success upon the loss of dignity or national pride that 


would inevitably ensue from such a course, and I trust it never 
will, No matter how widely and vigorously we may differ as to 
internal policies or to policies relating to future international 


| affairs, I believe I may say wheu it comes to a matter that has 


passed into history the Democratic party never has and never 
will, in my humble opinion, insist that this country shall stand 
discredited before the nations of the earth by insisting upon an 
abandonment and retreat from any position taken. 

Partisanship ceases at the water’s edge; there the glorious spirit 
of national pride works its magic; there the black flag of party 
conflict is transformed into the resplendent folds of the red. white, 
and blue, typical of the loyalty and unity of American citizen- 
ship; there the discordant notes of angry political discussion blend 
with the music of the murmuring waves and are borne to foreign 
shores as the soul-stirring strains of ‘‘ The Star-Spangled Banner.”’ 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 2871) to incorporate the Mutual Investment Fire 
Insurance Company of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 7024) to name streets, avenues, alleys, highways, 


| and reservations in that part of the District of Columbia outside 


the city of Washington, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7869) in relation to bonds on contracts with the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 8692) to authorize the apprehension and detention 


| of insane persons in the District of Columbia, and providing for 


of Boston are actually for Roosevelt, and the Republican conven- | 


tion of Massachusetts is not entirely safe from the danger of being 
Hannaized or Democratized. 


Again, we find in the now rock-ribbed Republican State of Ohio, | 


after having just recorded an almost indecent majority of 125,000, 
hat a veteran who has served that party for a quarter of a cen- 
tury, displaying every type of activity from the “ fire-alarm ”’ 
variety down to a present well-nigh innocuous docility, can no 


longer hope to appear in his prescriptive capacity as delegate at | proved January 13, 1903; and 


large except it be upon condition that he shall forego the right to 
inscribe upon his banner a formal inscription of his well-known 
preference for the President’s reelection. 

This reluctance to permit the Republican masses of the country 
to express themselves in formal instructions to their delegates is 
unprecedented in the history of parties in this country and dis- 
closes @ condition of mistrust in their ranks that can not but be 
cheering to the friends of good government. 

On the other hand, what is the condition in the Democratic 
tanks? Even its vigilant enemies proclaim to the world that it is 

becoming sane and dangerous.” The countenance of every 
Democrat is radiant with the smiles of hope and promise of a 
better day near at hand. The breezes are fairly laden with the 
sound of the tramp of feet and the hum of voices of the hosts as 
they approach the shrine of Democracy to there renew their 
pledges to the party that has always sought to maintain a gov- 
frnment of the people, for the people, and by the people. I do 
net intend without an humble oe from me to see these pa- 
bowed away from that s hrine now and allow it to be con- 
a into a Wailing Place against which shall be poured forth 
,_,.ahentations of those who misunderstand their country’s 
“a ‘ny or doubt her ability to achieve it. 
time eh eee: that we should profit by the inspiration of the 
etrive for | ¥ ithout calling sinners to full repentance, should 
ahead necmany of effort and action. For through this we see 
wie mn e triumph of Democratic principles and policies, and 
el Sr aeacmaane destinies of this nation its safety and ad- 
eee: Mr, President, is outside of the purpose of the 
national i = The matter here under discussion is one inter- 
thank onaret shown ter. If in carrying out some of its details 
should relneta ae which might be turned to party advantage, I 

at my Scuntonr y —_ myself of it, for in doing so I can see 
ot the essen ye nt suffer loss of prestige among the nations 
' ie Democratic party has never sought to predi- 
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their temporary commitment in the Government Hospital for the 
Insane, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 9293) to create a board for the condemnation of 
insanitary buildings in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 10417) to prevent cruelty to certain animals in the 
District of Columbia. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill (H. R. 5498) to provide for circuit and district courts of 
the United States at Albany, Ga.; 

A bill (H. R. 8335) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to deter- 
mine the sessions of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States for the eastern district of Wisconsin,’’ approved March 31, 
1892, chapter 28; 

A bill (H. R. 9648) to amend the first section of an act provid- 
ing that the circuit court of appeals for the fifth judicial circuit 
of the United States shall hold at least one term of said court an- 
nually in the city of Montgomery, in the State of Alabama, ap- 


A bill (H. R. 10145) to provide for appeals, writs of error, and 
other appelate proceedings from the circuit and district courts of 
Beaumont, in the eastern district of Texas. 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 79) for the transportation of 
Porto Rican teachers to the United States and return was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Pacific 
Islands and Porto Rico. 


CONSIDERATION OF CERTAIN DISTRICT BILLS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, there have come from the 
House of Representatives five bills relating to the District of Co- 
Similar measures have been reported favorably from 
the Committee on the District of Columbiaof the Senate. I wish 
simply to make a statement, occupying a moment, to show the 
difference between the two Houses in the matter of dealing with 
District legislation. 

In theother House two days in each month are given for the 
consideration of District legislation, while here no such rule ap- 


plies. Sein getting through legislation for the District we have 
to take our chance of reaching a bill on the Calendar or calling it 
up by request. I desire to ask that these five bills may be given 
consideration at the present time, subject to objection. If objec- 


tion be made, they will then be referred to the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Have they all been reported here? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Similar bills have been reported. 

Mr. BAILEY. LIhope the Senator from New Hampshire will 
not ask the Senate to agree that these bills shall be before it for 
consideration without any of us having an opportunity to exam- 
ine them. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Texas that 
similar bills are on the Calendar of the Senate, reported some time 
ago by the Senate committee. 
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Mr. SPOONER. And these are to be taken up subject to objec- 
tion? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; subject to objection. 

Mr. BAILEY. Tae Senator is not now asking unanimous con- 
sent for their consideration? 

Mr.GALLINGER. Not at all, unless the Senate shall agree to 
consider them. 

Mr. BAILEY. ThenT have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of five 
House District bills. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield 
to me for a moment? 

Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It looks like I am going to get lost in the 
shuffle to-day. I had a resolution which came over, and I gave 
way to let the two speeches, these eloquent and magnificent speci- 
mens of oratory to which we have just listened, be made. It is 
now so late that Ido not know whether the subject I have on hand 
can well be disposed of to-day; but in order to get a chance to 
bring it up to-morrow, if the Senator from New Hampshire will 


Certainly. 


allow me to introduce another resolution and ask for its immedi- | 


ate consideration, he can then object, and it will go over and I 
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| other cases. 


| the statute. 





can call it up in the morning. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 
RECESS APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I submit a resolution and ask for its immedi- 


ate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Car- 
olina asks unanimons consent for the present consideration of a 
resolution, which will be read for information. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Whereas Article II, section 2, of the Constitution of the United States pro- 


“The President shall have power, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators present con- | 
cur; and he shall nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, shall appoint * * * ali other officers of the United States whose 
appointmentsare not herein otherwise provided for, and which shall be estab- | 
lished by law;” | 

And further: | 

‘The President shall have power to fill upall vacancies which may happen | 
during the recess of the Senate by granting commissions which shall expire | 
at the end of the session;”’ 

And 

Whereas it is known that certain officers appointed during the recess of 
Congress from March 4 last to November 9, and whose appointments were 
not confirmed by the Senate, are now in possession of and exercising the pow- 
ers and functions of said offices: Be it 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee of the Senate be, and it is hereby, 
authorized and instructed to report to the Senate— 

First. What constitutes a “recessof the Senate,”’ and whatare the powers 
and limitations of the Executive in making appointments in such cases. 

Second. What legislation is necessary to prevent the holding of an office 
by any person or persons whose commissions issue or are held by Executive 
exercise of unlawful authority, if any there be. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Let the resolution go over, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over under the rule. 
VINCENZO GERARDI. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 


| 
| 
vides: 
| 


quest of the Sentator from New Hampshire, that the five bills | 
referred to by him be taken up for consideration, subject to objec- | 


tion? The Chair hears none. 

The bill (H. R. 4344) for the relief of Vincenzo Gerardi, of 
Washington, D. C., was read the first time by its title, and the 
second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all real estate lying in the District of Columbia 
heretofore purchased and conveyed to Vincenzo Gerardi, of said District, 
prior to the passage of this act, be relieved and exempted from the operation 
of an act entitled “An act to restrict the ownership of real estate in the Ter- 
ritories to American citizens,” approved March 3, 1887, and all forfeitures in- 
curred by force of said act are in respect of such real estate hereby remitted. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. BAILEY. I should like some explanation of this measure. 
Really, I had supposed that the request was that all these bills 
should remain on the Calendar, subject to be called up and still 
subject to objection. That is what I had supposed to be the re- 
quest preferred by the Senator from New Hampshire a moment 
ago. 

Mr. GALLINGER. My request,I will say, Mr. President, was 
gaat consent should be given for their consideration, subject to 
objection. If objection was made, they would then be referred 
to the committee from which similar bills have been reported. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand that similar bills are on the Cal- 
endar, reported from the Senate committee? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Precisely similar bills. 

Mr. BAILEY. With favorable reports, of course? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course. 


| But I venture to say that there is some reason outsid 


Frprvanry 9 
“) 


ila 
Mr. BAILEY. It would seem a little ungracious for Senat 
é Or, 


because he does not know anything about a Dill, to oh;.. 
consideration when a similar measure has been pepyoy Ject to ity 
committee having the subject in charge, and I ay) 
object. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course I expected to m 
planation if any Senator wished it. 

For instance, in relation to this bill I will say that wo y.. 
passed quite a number of bills to accomplish the same yyy ave 
A man, who was an alien, came into » PUrpose in 
certain property here. He has since become natu) 
bill simply waives the statute which provides that alicns o. 
shall not hold property in the District of Colum)i, a 

Mr. BAILEY. If he is naturalized, he would ha 


ted by the 
1 Ot going to 
t 


ake a bri f ey. 


SSession of 


L11Zed, and the 


lly be Within 


Mr. GALLINGER. He acquired the property w) 

Mr. BAILEY. lam inclined to think that if’) 
before an action was instituted by the Governm 
property the Government could not forfeit it: that ¢) 
of the defendant at the time the suit was instituted 
mine the power of the Government to forfeit. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I know that in this and a 
similar cases it has been held that legislation was 


ile an al en, 


8 & Citizen 


| of course, legislation can do no harm if the Sena 
Mr. President, Ican not resist that appeal. | 


is correct. I will not 

Mr. BAILEY. The Government must allege th: 
an alien; and, mark you, it is not merely a disa 
when the defendant acquired the title, but it is 


| must exist when the Government institutes th 


Government might never institute the suit under the law 
of course, it can do no harm to give this man double prot 
or th i! 
ind in the 


varely p 


Mr. GALLINGER., I think the reason may be fo 
line or two of the bill, if it may be read again. It is 
ble that that is one reason. 

The Secretary again read the bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. There have been forfeitures not 
but declared. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is it exactly. 

‘ Mr. BAILEY. It is practically a proposition to give it back to 
im. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a bill. which will be indefinitely postponed. 

The bill (S. 3597) for the relief of Vincenzo Gerardi, of Wash- 
ington, D. C., was indefinitely postponed. 


PUBLIC RESERVATION NO. 32, 


The bill (H. R. 8688) to transfer jurisdiction of reservation 
No. 32,in the city of Washington, D. C., was read the first tim 
by its title, and the second time at length, as follows 

Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe jurisdiction and control of pul 
No, 32, bounded by Pennsylvania avenue, Fourteenth street, ! 
Thirteen-and-a-half street NW., in the city of Washington, D. C., 
transferred from the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, in order to provide a suite 
approach to the new District building to be located fronting said reserva 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Comuuittee of 4 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. ma 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordere’ 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed eer 

The bill (S. 2885) to transfer jurisdiction and conti! over res 
ervation No. 32 in the city of Washington, D. C., was indefinite) 
postponed. 


Is there objection to the pres- 


i 


REMOVAL OF SNOW AND ICE. 


The bill (H. R. 10421) to provide for the remov: 
ice from the sidewalks of the District of Colum! 
oe was read the first and second time by its 11 

ing no objection, the Senate, as in Committee 
proceeded to its consideration. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without ameniu 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

The bill (S. 3600) to provide for the removal 
from the sidewalks of the District of Columbia, : 
purposes, was indefinitely postponed. 

SECTION 895 OF THE DISTRICT CODF. - 

The bill (H. R. 8686) to amend section 895 of the Code of lA 
for the District of Columbia was read the first time by 1 ™ 
and the second time at length, as follows: 


$ jn ) istrict of 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 8% of the Code of Law tur the D 
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past: hereby amended by adding the following to the first paragraph 





Columbia 1s 
thereo!: . bvery vessel coming to anchor in any other portion of the navi- 

“DEO ea in the District of Columbia shall also be so moored under the 
gable waters", harbor master, or the pilot of the police boat acting in the 
direction of .psenee, as not to obstruct the channel, and be secured with 










harbor n Sow and stern as to keep the long axis of the vessel parallel with 
an anchor ® pannel and prevent it from swinging so as to obstruct the free 
that of ‘ f the channel by other vessels.” : 
passage 0 That the provision in the third paragraph of said section requiring 
SEC. = vin or owner of or any one in charge of any barge, sand scow, or 
“any cap it may sink in said canals, shall raise and remove the same in 
aDy Vesee eh, ‘y made applicable to the captain or owner of any sunken 
five CH) yer structure in any dock or at the end of any wharf in the Dis- 
yesse! . 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | county of Shelby and State of Missouri. 


Wh le procet ded to msider the bill. q 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The bill (S. 2884) to amend section 895 of the Code of Law for 
the District of Columbia was indefinitely postponed. 


LICENSES FOR BATH ESTABLISHMENTS. 
The bill (H. R. 10669) to regulate the issue of licenses for Turk- 


ish, Russian, Or 
read the first time 
follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That paragragh 90 of section 7 of “An act making ap- 
propriations to prov ide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes,” 
approved July 1, 1902, is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

*\ Par. 90. That owners or managers of massage establishments and Turk- 
ish, Russian, or medicated baths shall pay a license tax of $25 per annum: Pro- 
vided, That no license shall be issued under this paragraph without the ap- 
proval of the major and superintendent of police: Provided further, That it 
shall be unlawful for any female to give or administer massage treatment or 
any bath to any person of the male sex, or for any person of the male sex to 
give or administer massage treatment or any bath to any person of the fe- 
male sex, in any establishment licensed under this paragraph. Any person 
violating the provisions of this paragraph shall, upon conviction, be punished 
bya fine of not less than $40 nor more than $100 for each offense, or by im- 
prisonment for not less than thirty nor more than ninety days, or by both 
such fine and 
duty of the assessor to revoke the license of the owner or manager of the 
establishment wherein the provisions of this paragraph shall have been 
violated.” 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 1 desire to amend the bill by striking out, 
in lines 9 and 10, page 1, the words ‘‘ massage establishments 
and.” The next section of the code provides for their regulation, 
and these words ought not to be in the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


by its title, and the second time at length, as 


imprisonment; and, in addition to such penalty, it shall be the | 
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or medicated baths in the District of Columbia was | 





The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 


ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read the third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. CULLOM. 


session. 


I believe some Senators desire an executive 


eration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in ex- 


POSTMASTERS, 
MINNESOTA, 
Ira C. Richardson to be postmaster at Thief River Falls, in the 
county of Red Lake and State of Minnesota. 
MISSISSIPPI, 
William B. Martin to be postmaster at Indianola, in the county 
of Sunflower and State of Mississippi. 
MISSOURI. 
Samuel R. Durham to be postmaster at Piedmont, in the county 
of Wayne and State of Missouri. 
James M. Freeman to be postmaster at Shelbyville, in the 


Thomas L. Howden to be postmaster at Skidmore, in the county 
of Nodaway and State of Missouri. 

Isaac V. McPherson to be postmaster at Aurora, in the county 
of Lawrence and State of Missouri. : 

William E. Osterwald to be postmaster at Festus, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Missouri. ; 

Clarence M. Zeigle to be postmaster at Bunceton, in the county 
of Cooper and State of Missouri. f 

NEW YORK. 

Delano D. Cottrell to be postmaster at North Cohocton, in the 

county of Steuben and State of New Yo: 


Charles H. Griffin to be postmaster at Oakfield, in the county 
of Genesee and State of New York. 
Henry P. Wilcox to be postmaster at Cohocton, in the county 
of Steuben and State of New York. 
Peter H. Zimmerman to be postmas‘er at Wayland, in the 
county of Steuben and State of New York. 
TEXAS. 
Charles R. Bone to be postmaster at Beaumont, in the county 


of Jefferson and State of Texas. 
B. M. Sheldon to be postmaster at Rockport, in the county of 
Aransas and State of Texas. 
WISCONSIN, 
Dean J. Hotchkiss to be postmaster at Foxlake, in the county 
of Dodge and State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TuESDAY, February 2, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


| RESIDENT COMMISSIONER TO THE UNITED STATES FROM PORTO RICO, 


| therefore move that the Senate proceed to the consid- | 


ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 40 | 


minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, 
February 3, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 2, 1904. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 


John Fowler, of Massachusetts, now consul at that place, to be 
Consil-general of the United States at Chefoo, China. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


William H. Armbrecht, of Alabama, to be United States attor- 
hey lor the southern district of Alabama. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE, 
John Q. Walton 


Service of the U 
Horatio N, W 
heer, with the 
=e of the United States. 
trey W. Thompson, a first lieutenant, to be 


Ye uue-Cutter Service of the United States. 
Walker W, 


im the Revenu 


nited States. 
ood, a first assistant engineer, to be a chief engi- 


a captain in the 


&-Cutter Service of the United States, 


eaaa a ,& first assistant engineer, to be a chief engi- | 
, With the rank of first lieutenant, in the Revenue-Cutter | 


rank of first lieutenant, in the Revenue-Cutter | 


Taw . . : . 
voynes, a second lieutenant, to be a first lieutenant | that govern the Democratic convention, anyhow. 


Mr.DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following privileged 
report from the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania submits 
a privileged report, which the Clerk wiil read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Rule XII of the House of Representatives be amended by 
adding thereto the following as section 2 

“The Resident Commissioner to the United States shall possess the same 
powers and —_se as to committee service and in the Hou \ 
sessed by Delegates, and shall be competent to serve on the Commit 
Insular Affairs as an additional member.” 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask the previous question on 
the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
inquiry. I read in Rule XVII, on page 279, the following: 

It shall be in order, pending the motion for, or after the previous question 
shall have been ordered on its passage, for the Speaker to entertain a motion 
to recommit, with or without instructions, to a standing or select committee. 

Now, I wish, pending the motion for the previous question, to 
movethat, the resolution be recommitted to the Committee on 
Rules. ae. 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman from Mississippi can not take 
me from the floor to make a motion; and even if he could, a mo- 
tion to recommit a report of the Committee on Rules is not in 
order at any time. But suffice it to say that I have the floor, and 
the gentleman. is not entitled to it at this time. I insist on my 
motion for the previous question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I was making a parliamentary 
inquiry and telling the Chair what I wished to do. 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman can not take me off the floor 
to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. We can make a parliamentary 
inquiry in the gentleman's time; certainly. 

Mr. DALZELL. I think not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mivsissippi. 


sc are Pp s- 


vee on 


It is in order under the rules 
{Great laugh- 


| ter.] 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair is not obliged to answer parlia- | 
mentary inquiries touching a matter thatis not before the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. DALZELL. I insist on my motion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then I come right under Rule | 
XVII to offer, pending a motion for the previous question, a mo- 
tion to recommit. 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman has not the floor. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And I do offer the motion to 
recommit, with the following instructions. 

Mr. DALZELL. Linsist that the gentleman is not entitled to 
the floor, and in my time, to make a motion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. ThenI rise toa point of order, 
Mr. Speaker. 


TheSPEAKER. TheChair will ruleonthemotionmade. The 


Chair gathers his meaning, a motion to recommit this resolution 
to the committee with instructions, claiming the right to offer 
that motion at this time, pending a motion for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, then, Mr. Speaker, I make the point of 
order that the motion to recommit is not in order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, I want to be heard on 
the point of order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr.DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, Icall the attention of the Speaker 
of the House to the following ruling: 


On April 11, 1900, the House was considering a resolution, reported from 
the Committee on Rules, providing time and conditions for consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 8245) entitled ““An act temporarily to provide revenues for the 
relief of the island of Porto Rico,and for other purposes,” with Senate amend- 
ments. 

The previous question having been ordered on the resolution, Mr. JAMEs 
D. RicHARDSON, of Tennessee, moved to recommit with instructions. 

Mr. Joun DALZELL, of Pennsylvania, made the point of order against the 
motion, 

Speaker Henderson said: 

“The Chair will state that on the proposition of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee there has been a conflict of rulings. Some Speakers have held that 
the motion was in order, and others have held that the motion is not in 
order. Speaker Crisp has held that the motion was not in order. Speaker 
Reed has admitted it. The present Chair is clearly of the opinion thata rule 
reported by the Committee on Rules, upon which the previous question is 
ords red, is not subject to a motion to recommit, and therefore overrules the 
motion. 


And I call the attention of the Speaker to this ruling, also made 
by Speaker Henderson: 


On May 31, 1900, the previous question had been ordered on a resolution 
reported from the Committee on Rules relating to the consideration of House 
resolution 138, proposing an amendment to the Constitution relating to trusts, 
ond H. R. 10539, to amend the law relating to unlawful restraints and monop- 
oes. 

The question being on agreeing to the resolution, Mr. JAmEs D. RICHARD- 
s0N, of Tennessee, proposed a motion to recommit the resolution with in- 
structions. 

Mr. JoHN DALZELL made the point of order against the motion. 

The Speaker sustained the point of order, saying: 

‘‘ The Chair has ruled in this session on this question, following the ruling 
of Speaker Crisp, who made the ruling distinctively * * * The Chair will 
say that he has thoroughly examined all of these authorities; that he did so 
before making the ruling he made in the early part of the session, and there- 
fore the Chair follows the ruling that he then made. The Chair will hear 
arguments when the Chair has not made up his mind and is in doubt, but 
when his mind is clear, of course there is no use in making arguments and 
unnecessarily taking up the time of the House.” 


The same Speaker on another occasion, to which I will refer, 
declined to entertain the motion to recommit. 


On February 17, 1902, Mr. Jonn~w DALZELL, of Pennsylvania, from the Com- 
mittee on Rules, presented the following: 

“ Resolved, That immediately on the adoption of this rule, and immedi- 
ately after the reading of the Journal on each day thereafter until the bill 
hereinafter mentioned shal] have been disposed of, the House shall resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on thestate of the Union for consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 10530) to repeal war-revenue taxation, and for other 
purposes; that on February 18, at 4 o'clock p. m., general debate shall be 
closed in Committee of the Whole, when the committee shall rise and report 
the bill with such amendments as have been recommended by the Commit- 
tee on Waysand Means, and immediately the House shall vote, without de- 
bate or intervening motion,on the several amendments reported from the 
Committee of the Whole on the engrossment and third reading, and (if the 
bill shall have passed to be engrossed and read a third time) on the final 
passage. General leave to print is granted for ten days from February 18 on 
the bill (H. R. 10530). 

The previous question having been ordered, Mr. JAMEs D. RICHARDSON, 
of Tennessee, moved to recommit the resolution with certain instructions. 

The Speaker declined to entertain the motion to recommit, announcing 
os me respect to this question he would be governed by the ruling of Mr. 
Speaker Crisp. 

Mr. RrcHARDSON having appealed, the appeal was laid on the table—yeas 
166, nays 123. 


And I will ask the Clerk to read the ruling of Speaker Crisp, to 
be found in Mr. Hinds’s Parliamentary Precedents, section 1553. 

The Clerk read as follows; 

On March 28, 1894, the previous question had been ordered on a resolution 
reported from the Committee on Rules, fixing times for the consideration of 


the contested election cases of O'Neill v. Joy, from Missouri, and English v. 
Hilborn, from California. 


| to the Committee on Rules with instruction to 


| new election if the House should determine that the 
| with instruction to allow a suitable time for discussion. ae 


| amendment ts cut off by the previous question. 
| provision in its rules that even pending the demand for the previous ane« 


2 , he unal : L | but after the result is announced he shall not entertain any 
gentleman from Mississippi rises in his place and proposes, as the | i 


| read, was thaton re 


| sucha report. 





ee 
Mr. Thomas B. Reed, of Maine, moved to recommit the pending % 
so modify tl en 
on the 


, ‘Solutio 
16 resolution tha: 
question of onder’ 
facts requi é 


an additional vote might be had in the Joy case 


Mr. Joseph H. Outhwaite, of Ohio, made the point of order tha:, 
to recommit a report of the Committee on Rules was not now jn 1. oti 

The Speaker sustained the point of order, holding as follows. °°’ 

“In the first place, ordinarily, under all parliamentary rulos with + 
the Chair has any acquaintance, except the system under which w....” 


| operating, a motion to recommit is not in order after the prey i 


is demanc ed or ordered. A motion to recommit is simply an the 
of permitting the House to amend, and under ordinary rules the 
The House has 7 


or after it is ordered, a motion to recommit may be in order. , 
“Rule XI provides that ‘It shall always be in order to cal) yy fay 


| eration a report from the Committee on Rules, and pending the 


tion thereof the S er may entertain one motion that the House...” 


motion until the said report shall have been fully disposed of’ ener dilatory 
“ Now, the purpose of the rule, as disclosed by the language which has es 
rts from the Committee on Rules the House should has 
the right, without delay and without motions tending to delay. to dies. 
The language issimilar to that used in reference to m.1:,... 
suspend the rules, and the Chair is aware that there may be some e- 
ment at times because of the distinction between a report from the Comm 
tee on Rules and a motion to suspend the rules. But take the case now)... 
fore the House. The Chair has no doubt that it is within the r of 
House to amend a rapes from the Committee on Rules. 
entertained any dou iown 
mand for the previous question, then this report could be amended. _ 

“The idea that the Chair has always had in enforcing this new rule. 
to construe it as to permit the House to vote without delay upon t 
pr position, either as reported by the committee or as agreed 

iouse, if the House should choose to amend it. , 

‘“* Now, the House has ordered the previous question. What d 
vious question mean? It means that the House shall proceed to vote upon the 
ps on which itis ordered. Ifa motion to recomm+ is in order, per. 
1aps a motion to lay on the table might be in order; and the eff } 
these motions, whatever the motiveof the mover might be, would be 
the House in reaching a final vote on the proposition before 
the House has expressed a desire for a final vote by order e pr 
question. The Chair has always held, in construing the rule, that a: 
tion which would tend to prevent the House from a speedy you 
final proposition is not in order. 

“The Chair holds that on a reportfrom the Committee on Rules, when ¢! 
previous question has been ordered, it is not in order to move t 
to the committee. The Chair thus holds the more willingly t 
matter is entirely in the power of the House. If the House d 
or alter in any respect a report of this character, it need only vot 
demand for the previous question, and then the whole field of amendmer 
open; the report can be altered in any way to suit the wishes of the Hou 

“In other words, the Chair accepts the ordering of the previous 
an expression of the desire of the majority of the House to vote upon t 
olution as it stood when the previous question was called upon it. Th 
the Chair holds that the motion to recommit is not in order.” 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, these rulings, in my judgment, 
are conclusive against the right of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi to recomimit. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Speaker, I listened 
very attentively to the ruling of Speaker Crisp as it was read 
from the Clerk’s desk, and, if the Chair noted it, it was based, all 
of it, upon two things. First, that the previous question had 
already been ordered when the motion was made, and, secondly, 
that the resolution from the Committee on Rules was a resolu- 
tion which demanded that a certain vote should be taken without 
delay or intervening motion. 

Now, that is not the case with the resolution before us now, 
and I purposely did not wait until after the previous question had 
been called, but made the motion pending the call of the previous 
question. Speaker Crisp says that he never denied the pov 
the House to amend, but ‘‘after the previous question hac 
ordered’ upon a rule, which rule set forth that a certain yore 
was to be taken “ without delay or intervening motion, | 
then the difficulty was to get et the rule without \ 
the previous question, which had not been done. 
quote his language again: ‘‘ When the previous qui 
ordered, it is not in order to move to recommit.”’ 

I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that Spea' 
ruling upon that case was based principally upon the 
the rule which had then been brought in. Now, Mr. * 
there is no such thing as was in that rule here. Theres! 
spirit about this rule at all. This rule is simply as ! 

That Rule XII of the House of Representatives be amend 
thereto the following, etc. 

Now, the rule does not say “‘and that thereupon the pr 
tion shall be ordered,” or *‘ that a vote shall be take: 
lay,” or ‘ without intervening motion.’’ It does not say 
except simply what is contained in the resolution. 1t: 

House like a resolution from any other committee. sh 
the Committee on Rules when it presents a simpie Tes 
amend or add certain language, as far as that resolution ©" 
cerned, has no higher standing in the House than S om. 
worded exactly the same way from any othe” commitice, ©. 
the Committee on Rules could have inserted in this resol" id at 
resolution to the further effect that it should be conside™ 
once. There have been precedents in the House whic a 
have followed to that effect, and this language mg” 


mbarr 


power 
The Chair } 


st about that. If the House should vote dow. 


upon by ‘the 


s the pre 


} 
I 


they ¢ yuld 


been 


h ve 
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he 
aided to th 
jntervening 
[want t 
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motion.’ i 
call the Chair’s attention to this other language where 
cpeaker Crisp is quoted, and the Chair will find that it turns princi- 
; Dy tt on what the word “ dilatory’’ means. It is said that— 
ra he n « be in order to call up for consideration a report from the 
i It ssithee O1 Rules, and, pending the consideration, the Speaker may enter- 
angen vn that the House adjourn; but after the result is announced, 
= ertain any other dilatory motion. 


he shall not . . ° ° 
Now. the gentleman from Pennsylvania with his intellectual 


integrity, Will not contend for one moment that there is anything 





, 
ym 


jijatory in intent or purpose or fact in the motion before the House | 
(ile ° 


now—the motion to recommit with instructions. ; mit 

But it is ** no other dilatory motion, even of the highest privi- 
love.” Pending the consideration before the Committee on Rules, 
ng of consideration of bills has been ruled out of order 
when dilatory, Whenever, in the opinion of the Speaker of the 
House, they were dilatory. — Now, Mr. Speaker, this motion that 
I make to recommit to the Committee on Rules with instructions 
to bring in a resolution with the amendments which are stated 
jere is of a substantive character and is in no sense dilatory at 
all, and the motion is made pending the motion for the previous 


the question 


aad at allas to procedure, but merely contains the legislative 
langua e intended to be enacted. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, just one word. The gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. WiLLiams] has utterly misconceived the 
rulings I have already cited to the Chair. 
upon resolutions that contained no method of procedure at all— 
plain, simple resolutions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker Crisp says that 
they were to “ proceed to the vote without delay.” 

Mr. DALZELL. 


reference to procedure at all; plain resolutions that brought cer- 
ills on the Calendar before the House for consideration. At 
all events, it makes no difference whether before or after-— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
I dislike very much to differ with the gentleman ina matter of 
memory, because as a rule his memory is much more accurate as 
to details than mine. I have not this morning seen the motion 
upon which Mr. Speaker Crisp was ruling, but my recollection is 
that it was one of those rulings which we brought in very fre- 
quently in the Fifty-third Congress—had to, because of the dif- 
ficulty of holding a quorum here—and was that ‘‘ without inter- 
vening motions *’ and ‘‘ without delay,”’ 


a vote, 


¢ } 
tall t 


‘ote,’ and I think if the gentleman examines the resolution he 
will find that to be the case. That ismy recollection of what then 
occurred. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman is mis- 
taken, but whether that be so or not, the other three cases I set 
lorth, Where the r lings were made, were simply resolutions from 
¢ Committee Cn Rules, bringing the House to a vote upon a cer- 
iin bill pending on the Calendar; so that the gentleman’s argu- 
‘ent, based on that proposition, is entirely aside from the ques- 

Ai all events, it makes very little difference one way or the 
Rule XVI “ovid for th aw 3 shic a ee 
: le 2 provides for the order in which motions shall 
be submitted to the House. It reads as follows: 

’ ition is under debate, no motion shall be received but to ad- 
n the table, for the previous question (which motions shall be 

cebate), to postpone to a certain day, to refer, or to amend, 


finitely, which several motions shall have precedence in the 
, tc, 


ul 
+ 
le 
1 
‘ 


ithar 
oOLner, nm 
1 
i 


force 
iuregolng order 


So that it se ms to me I am entitled to have put to the House 
, r the previous question at this time, and if the House 
the previous question then it is utterly immaterial, because 
“ ochlcmhan s proposition will be out of order under the ruling. 
Mr. WILLIAMS ississipni i 
= sLIAMS of Mississippi. 
the last remarks of the 


“whe ante is true that under clause 4 of Rule XVI, 
« atiourn a . 1s —— debate, no motion shall be received but 
But Rule XVII ay On t 1¢ table, for the previous question, etc. 
mu 2 tells what can be done when one of these motions 


1s made. t ‘ ; : : . 
a motion for the previous question. A motion 


my motion f 
vot 


LO Wit, 
for the ‘pr 


Rule X\ rs lous question is one of the questions in order under 
when ie ¢. uu under Rule XVII we are told what can be done | 


len it is made. ¢ ' : : 
“ending ade, and amongst other things, we are told, is that 


commit.” ete motion, the Speaker may entertain a motion to re- 
AAAL, ete 
The SPRAKTRP ee 
aw? . = KER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wit- 
motion = es 1 » recommit the bill with instructions, pending a 
‘he previous question. Rule XVII provides: 


It shal] } 
sad ” in order . : . . . 
shall have been or le r DB nding the motion for or after the previous question 
mit the rcered on its passage, for the Speaker to entertain and sub- 


} 
a Motion to r 


commit 


ecommit, with or without instructions, to a standing or 


Section 4 of R -T\y ‘ : 
on 4 of Rule XTV , a8 to resolutions, conflicts with this rule. 


rule. that it should be considered at once ‘‘ without 


ion. and it is made upon a resolution which contains no lan- | 
They were all made | 
Oh, well, that is part of Mr. Speaker Crisp’s | 


opinion; but the rulings were made upon resolutions that had no | 


Mr. Speaker, just one word. | 


we were to * proceed to | 


Mr. Speaker, I do not think | 
gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. DaL- 
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The Chair has been called upon already at this session of Con- 
| gress to rule upon a motion to recommit a resolution, and held, 
somewhat reluctantly, that it was in order to make the motion as 
| to a resolution the same as to a bill, and the Chair stated at the 
| time that the rules might well have been construed together and 
| one applied to a resolution and another to a bill. 
sut owing to the precedents, which were quite numerous and 
which the Chair carefully examined. the Chair held that Rule 
| XVII applied to resolutions as well as to bills, and that it was in 
order to move to recommit a resolution pending the motion for 
the previous question. Now, the gentleman moves to recommit 
pending a motion for the previous question. Ordinarily this mo- 
| tion would be in order, but as to reports from the Committee on 
Rules it is well settled by a ruling made by Mr. Speaker Crisp 
and by three rulings following that of Mr. Speaker Crisp. made 
| by Mr. Speaker Henderson (the last one being appealed from and 
the House by a decided majority sustaining the ruling), that re- 
ports from the Committee on Rules are exceptional and that the 
same rule does not apply to those reports as applies to reports 
from other committees. 


| Some gentlemen may say that this ruling is not logical. Ex- 
| amining it. however, in the light of Rule XI, which has been read, 


| the Chair is inclined to hold that it is logical. But let that be as 
it may, the rules are what the House construes them to be; and 
this rule of construction having been given first by Mr. Speaker 
Crisp in a matter of very considerable importance, and followed 
in three different rulings of Mr. Speaker Henderson, and affirmed 
by the House on a yea-and-nay vote by a decided majority, the 
Chair feels that it is his duty to follow the precedents, and there- 
| fore holds that the motion of the gentleman from Mississippi is 
not in order. 

Mr. DALZELL. 


I ask the previous question. 
| The previous question was ordered, there being on a division 
| (called for by Mr. WIrLuiams of Mississippi)—ayes 111, noes 104. 
| Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to take just long enough 
| to explain what this report of the Committee on Rules is. Inthe 
| original legislation relating to Porto Rico provision was made not 
| for a Delegate, but for a Resident Commissioner. When he came 
here, of course he was not entitled to the privileges of the floor, 
| and it was very inconvenient for Members of the House to be 
| called out from time to time to confer with him, and it was in- 
| convenient for him to be obliged to conduct his official business 
outside of the House. Therefore, in the last Congress a rule was 
| adopted admitting the Resident Commissioner to the privileges of 
| the floor. 
| Being on the floor, however, he is not entitled in his present 
situation either to speak or to serve on a committee. To mend 
that this resolution extends to him all the rights and privileges, 
|so faras the House and the committees of the House are con- 
| cerned, that belong to a Delegate froma Territory. It is entirely 
proper, in the judgment of the Committee on Rules, that this 
Commissioner should have the rights and privileges proposed to 
be conferred. 
| The people of Porto Rico are entitled to have these rights and 
| privileges bestowed upon their Commissioner; and, of course, it 
| will be very much to the advantage of the Members of the House, 
when called upon to legislate for Porto Rico, that they should be 
| brought in contact with a person having the rights of a Delegate. 
Those are the reasons that justified the committee, as they thought, 
| in reporting this rule. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state 
at the outset that if nothing better than is proposed by this reso- 
| lution can be done in the shape of legislation with regard to the 
| position of this nondescript official, known to the statutes of our 
| country at present as the ‘* Resident Commissioner ’’ to the United 


| States from Porto Rico, we on this side want at least that much 
done, a 

| In so#&r as the resolution improves the condition of the Com- 
missioner Resident to the United States from the island of Porto 
Rico it is good legislation. Our objection to it is only that it does 
not go far enough, and we desired, by amendment or a moti 
recommit with instructions, to get to the right point, to ol 
more than partial, full justice. 

There is no reason, Mr. Speaker, why the island of Porto Rico 
should not have upon this floor every power and privilege and ad- 
vantage which the island of Hawaii has. There is no reason why 
the gentleman who now represents Porto Rico here as a Resident 
Commissioner should not be a Delegate as much as the gentleman 
| who now represents the islands of Hawaii. And when I say that, 
| Mr. Speaker, I am speaking in no partisan sense, because [ hold 

in my hand a bill which has been carefully considered by the 

Committee on Insular Affairs, reported to this House. and is now 

upon the Calendar with a favorable report—a bill (H. R. 8540) °- 

provide for a Delegate in the House of Representatives of the 
' United States from Porto Rico.” 


n, to 
tain 


to 
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Mr. JONES of Virginia. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Is it not a fact that the House of 
Representatives in the last Congress unanimously passed that 
identical bill—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
that fact. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. 
port this rule voted for it? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Iam glad the gentleman re- 
minds me of that fact. It is true that the House of Representa- 


I am glad to be reminded of 


And the very gentlemen who now re- 


I do not now remember—did pass a bill to provide a Delegate for 
the island of Porto Rico on this floor. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman tell the House what be- 
came of that bill? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 

Ose. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, no; it did not die in the Senate. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I will tell what became of it, if 
the gentleman from Mississippi will yield. 

Mr. DALZELL. Ican tell what became of it. 
entitled ‘An act to provide for a Delegate in the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States from Porto Rico.’’ It passed 
the House of Representatives without a dissenting voice, and the 
Senate sent it back to us with these amendments, which I will 
read: 


It died in the Senate, I sup- 
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| Understand me, Ido not mean that that is the y 
| Speaker has 1uled as he did. 
he satisfied me that from the standpoint of par); 6 
| precedents, at any rate, his ruling was correct. | 
tives in the Fifty-seventh Congress—whether unanimously or not | 
| have been called and the right to amend shut off un 


| pass what we wanted. And this was what we want«d: 


It was a Dill | 


FEBRUARY 9, 
_— oe. 


) Serve 


House as are possessed by Delegates, and shall be competent t 
Committee on Insular Affairs as an additional member.” 
Now, what we proposed to do upon this side was + a 
so that it should read as follows; mark me and fo), ss mend it 
and I believe that if we could have gotten it befo) . 
would have passed, and I believe that the reason w) 
get it before the House promptly is the fear that 


on +) 
M the 


Closely, 
Honse i 
Wie Can n t 
t would pags 
“i . eason wh 
When the Speaker gave } isr 
unentary law 
m not criti- 
non would 
S there} ad 


cising him, but I hardly believe that the previons q1 


been some fear among leading Republicans that the House w, uld 


Motion to recommit to the Committee on Rules, with ins' 
in the following: 
“Resolved, That the third Tuesday of February "— 


Or any other day, that would make no difference: we }\» 


| a day, of course. in the resolution— 


“immediately after the morning hour, be fixed for the cor 
3540, entitled ‘A bill to provide for a Delegate in the Hous: 
of the United States from Porto Rico’— 

That being the bill which has been reported, and I believe 
although I am not certain of that, reported unanimously by ; 
Committee on Insular Affairs, a large majority of v 
publicans. It was merely that there should be a 
that. Then our amendment goes on— 


are 


| “and that after two hours’ general debate on a side and 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: , 

“That the President is hereby authorized to apocens, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, a commission of t 
shall be to make careful investigation into titles and claims, legal and equi- 
table, of the Holy Roman Catholic Church in and to any and all real property 
situate within Porto Rico, and claimed, respectively, by said church and the 
Government of the United States or the government of Porto Rico or any 
local or municipal government thereof” 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
itall. I have very short time, you know. 

Mr. DALZELL. I will yield to you my time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. All right. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is part of the first paragraph of a Senate 
amendment to a bill to create a Delegate from Porto Rico, The 
second is— 

That all the applicable provisions of the naturalization laws of the United 
all persons not citizens who owe permanent allegiance to the United States 

And so on. 
ment. Now, the third paragraph amendment is— 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, empowered to authorize 
the construction or extension of any wharf, pier, dolphin, boom, weir, break 


water, sea wall, bulkhead, jetty, or other structure on any lands belonging 
to the United States— 


passed giving Porto Rico a Delegate met at the other end of this 
Capitol, and gentlemen who are opposing the adoption of this 
rule, which gives something tangible, are proposing simply the 
consideration of a bill that would probably meet the same fate 
that this bill met in the last Congress. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississiy pi. Mr. Speaker, the conduct of 
the Republican Senate has been worse than I thought it was. 
{ Laughter. ] 
a-borning’’ because they did not want to do justice to Porto Rico; 
but it seems that in addition to that they wanted to do a great 
many other things, which, in the opinion of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, would be altogether wrong, and in my opinion 
would be altogether wrong, too, if I had time to examine it, 


among other things, to appoint by the President, ‘‘ with the ad- | 


a and consent of the Senate,’ a Delegate on the floor of the 
ouse. 

The gentleman’s argument, Mr. Speaker, reminds me of an 
anecdote that Zeb Vance, of North Carolina, used to tell. He 
says there was an Irish landlord who sent a message to his agent, 
“* Collect the rents.” The agent sent back word. “ It is physically 
impossible to collect the rents. 
through my hat, two through my coat, and one through the seat 
of my trousers.’’ [{Laughter.] Immediately upon receipt of 
that, a message went back from the landlord, ‘‘ Collect the rents. 
They can not scare me by shooting at you.” [Laughter. ] 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania can not scare me by shooting 


1ree persons, whose duty it | 


The gentleman need not read 


| mously reported by that committee. 


I have now three bullet holes | 





at a Republican Senate. That is all right. 
him. [Laughter. } 

Now, I was going on to say, Mr. Speaker, that this resolution, 
reported by the Committee on Rules, reads as follows: 

Resolved, That Rule XII of the Rules of the House of Representatives be 
amended by Seng Suanete the aevanes | 

“The Resident mmissioner to the United States from Porto Rico shall | 
possess the same powers and privileges as to committee service and in the i 


I shall heartily join | 


the five-minute rule a vote shall be taken upon the bil! and 
ments. 
** Resolved further, That in the meantime Rule XII of the R 


| of Representatives be amended by adding thereto the f 


dent Commissioner to the United States from Porto R 


| same powers and privileges as to committee service and 


vossessed by Delegates, and shall be competent to serve on t 
nsular Affairs as an additional member.’ 


In other words, we simply ask, in addition to t) 

| from the Committee on Rules, that a day shall b 

| consideration of a bill thatis upon the Calendar for c 
reported by the Insular Committee, which stand 

licans to six Democrats, and, if I am not misin! 

I am informed that 
We merely ask t 


not misinformed upon that subject. 


| may be fixed for the consideration of that bill and ¢ 
States shall apply to and be held to authorize the admission to citizenship of | 


meanwhile, beginning now, the resolution which has be« 


| in here from the Committee on Rules, designating an: 
That is the second paragraph of the Senate amend- | 


standing, powers, and privileges of the Resident ‘ 


| shall be passed and be our rule of conduct, but that 


time he should become a Delegate, and that Porto Rico, nearer to 
us and more like us, more geographically bound up wit! 


| tinies, should have given to herthe same power and pri\ 


| advantage of representation upon this floor as Hawaii ha 


And so forth. That is the fate that the bill that this House | might, perhaps, not be able to have from Porto Rico s 


a succession of Delegates; we might not have some of thos 
ous names out of Tooke’s Pantheon, which are commo! 
population of Hawaii; but I think the people of Porto 
just as fully competent to elect a Delegate here as are th 


| of Hawaii, and especially when under the previous | 
| which has come from the Committee on Insular A! 


| come a part of the law of the land only the intelligent | 
I had the idea that they had allowed the bill to “die | oontaten of a far a De 


pulation of Porto Rico can vote for a Delegate. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman permit me to 
question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I yield to the ger 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentlem 
better, in view of the fate that our bill met last yea 
end of the Capitol, that we pass this resolution and | 
Delegate bill also? 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. My friend takesit f 


_and I as a Democrat never did that—that if the Repu 
| does make a fool of itself itis going to keep on fore) 


ter on the Democratic side.] I do not think it ne 
they will conclude to introduce that substitute for ' 
they did last time, and especially when they found tha! 
stitute did not go down with the House of Represent: 
I ask now is that a day be fixed when this bill shall be: 
and if considered, I think it will be passed, because 
Members of the Fifty-seventh Congress, with the cha! ene 
bership—a large proportion of those constitute the members)” 
the Fifty-eighth Congress who voted for that measure 
for it again. 

How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has nine minutes 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I wish to give 
the gentleman from Missouri, if he desires it. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I do not. 


their sub 
tives. All 
nsidered, 
I think the 
ges of mel 


—Wwill vow 


remaining 
ne minutes 


to 
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ee | 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is there any other Member on | meled, and therefore I can see no reason why the rule should be 
this side who desires to speak? I will yield to any other Member, | recommitted or anything attached to it. 
[shall reserve the nine minutes, Mr. Speaker. The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 
‘Mr. DALZELL. W ell, I suggest to the gentleman that he use; Mr. DALZELL. How much time have I remaining? 
his time, as we are entitled to close on this side. The SPEAKER. The gentleman has fifteen minutes remaining. 
“Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I know that you are. Have Mr. DALZELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
you more than one you wish to put in to speak? If you have, put | wanes Tee eee . 
iy in nee, . r.C ER o isconsin. Mr. Speaker, I introduced the bi 
or, DALZELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from | to which the gentleman from Missisetppi has aeons aaa 
; Porto Rico a Delegate on this floor. It was unanimously reported 


Indiana [ Mr. CRUMPACKER]. ad . . 
Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. We will vote for your reso- | from the Committee on Insular Affairs. I introduced a similar 
bill in the Fifty-seventh Congress. It also was unanimously re- 


ported from the Committee on Insular Affairs and passed the 
Mr. CRUM PACKER. Mr. Speaker, the last Congress passed | House by a unanimous vote. Iam still in favor of th ecabiane’ 


| 
| 
| 
Jution. | 
aresolution giving the Commissioner from the island of Porto of that bill intolaw. But I am also in favor at this time of the 


Mr. DALZELL. Thank you. 


Rico the privilege of the floor. The pending proposition will | passage of the pending resolut«n reported by the Committee 
confer upon him the right to introduce bills, the right to speak, | on Rules. The bill which went through the House in the Fifty- 
the right to representation upon committees. It confers upon | seventh Congress met in the Senate the fate described by the gen- 
him, as 1 understand it, all the rights of Delegates from the Ter- | tleman from Peansylvania. It is possible, if not probable that 
ritories, excepting the right of a private secretary and the right | to-day a similar bill would meet a similar fate in that bi dy. 
of mileage. If I am correctly informed, if this amendment is However, the passage of this resolution amending the rule will 
made the Commissioner shall have all other rights and privileges | not prevent the passage of the bill through the House at a later 
ofa Delegate except a private secretary and the right to receive | day. I therefore think that it will be the part of wisdom to pass 
mileage. the resolution amending the rule without regard to what may be 
Now, the Committee on Insular Affairs in the last Congress re- | the ultimate fate of the bill. . 
ported a bill creating a Delegate for the island of Porto Rico, Now, Mr. Speaker, in my judgment, Porto Rico, with a million 
andthe House passed the bill. But itfailed tobecomealaw. The | of inhabitants, is as much entitled to representation by a Dele- 
Committee on Insular Affairs during the present session of this | gate on this floor as is Hawaii, with less than two hundred thou- 
Congress has reported a similar bill, and it is now on the Calendar. sand—— 
st that bill has no connection with the present proposition, Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask 
which is a proposition to amend the rules. The House has con- | the gentleman a question. 
trol of its own rules. It has the right to admit to the floor, the Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Certainly. 
right to admit to discussion and to membership upon committees Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentleman 
a representation from each of the outlying Territories as it | howit would hurt this proposition to amend the rule by coupling 
chooses. It can do that without the consent and cooperation of | with it the proposition to set the bill down for consideration by 
the other branch of the legislative department of the Govern- | the House at an early day? , 
ment, and it can confer this right immediately. We can con-| Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Because, if this resolution passes 
fer upon the island of Porto Rico a substantial benefit now, | the Delegate from Porto Rico will at once be given a seat ‘on the 
without delay, and it is the object of the Committee on Rules to | floor with an opportunity to speak. He will also become a mem- 
grant that right, and it does not interfere with the subsequent | ber of a House committee. He can voice the needs of his con- 
right of the House and the subsequent power of Congress to grant | stituents and be questioned in open debate. If you wait until 
a Delegate to the island of Porto Rico. It does not exclude the | the passage of the bill, he may never be heard. " 
right to pass subsequent legislation; but it is the purpose of this Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield to me for 
side of the House to confer this benefit upon the people of Porto | a suggestion? 1 
Rico, and it seems to be the object of the other side of the House,| Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 
judging from the remarks of its leader, to further illustrate the Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. This rule does not propose to wait 
in rrigible cussedness of the Republican Senate. until the passage of the bill; it gives him his rights immediately 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the | but fixes an early date for the consideration of the bill. ot 
gentleman a question for information? Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The resolution reported from 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yon may. the Committee on Rules does not go to the Senate at all, but it 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman himself | goes into operation at once; and all my amendment does is to fix 
believe that if this resolution is passed that the bill which came | a day for the consideration of the bill, so that the House can ex- 
from the Committee on Insular Affairs providing a Delegate from | press its opinion, no matter what the Senate did. If the Senate 
4 Rico will ever be considered at this session of Congress? acts as foolishly as it did last year, when it tried to make the Pres- 
= wi Ly - KER, I believe it will. ident of the Senate appoint a Member of this House or a Dele- 
. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. You do? gate to this House, still the resolution would become effective 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I have no reason to believe otherwise. | immediately. 
it was considered in the last House, but I fear if it shall be con-| Mr. COt )PER of Wisconsin. The Committee on Insular Affairs 
aon and pass the House again it will be many, many months | will attend to the passage of the bill in good time. They are 
ore it will ultimately become a law, and if that apprehension | unanimous now in the opinion that the resolution should pass 
" = grounded it will be many months before any advantage | without delay. a 
ainae o oe of Porto Rico by virtue of that measure Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 
Seni ave the opportunity to confer upon them immediate | ee oo — ee eight cen 
a ‘ : a Mr. DALZELL. I yield three minutes to the gentleman fro 
bat i ae pg. Mississippi. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, | New Mexico | Mr. Ropry}. , Te 
time—beit the ee just a moment—I dislike to use up his; Mr. RODEY. Mr. Speaker, on the 2d day of March, when the 
sec, ne vs eman clearly did not catch the drift of the | bill referred to by the speakers that have preceded me was under 
Comedie saa We do not propose to prevent the Resident | consideratign, I spoke on the bill and said there was something 
resolution fie sdiat getting the advantages proposed under this | pathetie-in the Territories at that particular time trying to aid 
be fixed forthe a y- Wesay, merely, that a certain day shall | people in a worse c mndition than themselves. I would like, if I 
Will give me Moule eration of the bill, and now, if the gentleman | had time, to repeat those remarks here, but I will only take time 
gute shall oem . ention, we say then in the meantime the Dele- | to say that I believe there isa kindly feeling on behalf of the 
olution brou Tht in =ee those advantages proposed by this res- | States represented in this House to grant the million people liv- 
not to wait : th rom the Committee on Rules, so that he has | ing in Porto Rico at least the full privilege of having a Delegate 
would in the z : +s gentleman’s remark to the effect that he | on this floor. Most of you gentlemen who represent great States 
propose to confer om Ree tant inom ~ pereninges which you | do not stop to think that there are a million people down there on 
Mr. CRUMPACKER pl is unfounded. that island, which is more people than there are in some ten States 
up the resolution with F. a attempt, it seems to me, to load | of this Union. Most of you do not realize the position of the 
Passage. I can not const ae it ing that will possibly defeat its | people in Porto Rico. frvih wos 
Proposition, and the ra it in any other way. This isaplain| The Supreme Court of the United States the other day, in pass- 
time for the consideratic eman’s resolution or his motion to fix a | ing upon a question under the immigration laws, held that they 
Ico a Delegate may come of the bill giving to the island of Porto | were citizens only in a sense, that they were not subject to exclu- 
t of other ways, "Th me up on suspension day or under a num- | sion under the immigration laws; but the court did not go so far 
two propositions. Thie 3 18 NO necessary connection between the | as to say that they were citizens. Now, that isan anomalous con- 
edia ly. We conte apes matter and will operate | dition for a million people, who owe allegiance to the flag of this 
oO now, and ought to do it untram-! country, to be up in the air in that manner. I say that the House 
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ought to do something, whether the Senate approves of it or not, 
to grant their Resident Commissioner the privileges of a Delegate, 
because this House, primarily, represents the people of the United 
States, and Congress ought to pass some sort of a law that will fix 
the status of these people. It will be an act of common justice. 

People do not stop to consider the condition of the Territories. 
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February 9 
“) 


———— 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I want this resolution na 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. So do I, if we can , 


| anything better. 


| to arise: I do not want the bill to pass this Hons 


We in the West, being somewhat familiar with the vernacular of | 


the cattle country, say that the people of the Territories are ‘* may- 
ericks.’’ They never vote for President, for Vice-President, for 
a Senator or a Member of Congress, or for governor, solicitor- 
general, or any of their own officers as you do in the States, and 
not even for or against any law Congress passes for the Territories. 
It is the least privilege you can grant those people in Porto Rico 
to have a Delegate on the floor of the House. 
know the wants of those people unless they have a representative 
here. 
position. Now, I am glad to see that such a spirit prevails here, 
and if the same spirit will continue when the bill that the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin says will come in onto the floor in a few 
weeks you will pass that as well, and do an act of common justice 
to the people you have taken under the flag of this nation: [Ap- 
plause. | 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I will yield the gentleman a 
minute. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
Supreme Court of the United States involving the citizenship of 
these people. 
tion is that it was a question whether they were citizens of the 
United States. I would like to ask the gentleman 
Mexico if he remembers what the court decided? 

Mr. RODEY. The court decided, as I have just stated, that 


they were not aliens in the sense of the immigration laws, not that | 


that they were actually citizens 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New Mexico 
has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Speaker, the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper] is evidently mistaken 
about the import of the amendment which we propose to make. 


It would not, if passed, interfere in the slightest degree with the | 


How can the House | 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. But I do not want | 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It is not a bill. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No, itis a reso} 
not be amended now, under the ruling of the (), 
want to present a bill, have it go to the Senate 
pigeonholed. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman to} 
understands. The gentleman still does not c omprehend 
Mr. CO \PER of Wisconsin, Ww ill the gentieman 


| to state my position? . 


Citizens of the United States ought not to be left in that | 


I should be compelled to ask that a resolution lik se tl 


There was a question before the | 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 


No, sir; notin my { 
I will. 


The gentleman is so uniformly courteous tht I 
resist. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. This is what I wanted to ev. 
My idea is that were the bill first to pass the Ho t : 
would be pigeonholed in the Senate. Then, the bi hy ine a 
pending be brought before the House, and the ans 
quest would probably be: ** Oh, no; you wanted the bill. ; 
1s wait and see what the Senate is going to do with it.” 
we would get neither bill nor resolution, and there w 


| chance for Porto Rico to have representation on this r 


I do not remember just the issue, but my recollec- | 
| at once secure to Porto Rico representation on t’ 
from New | 


| with his opinions he could not have so voted 


therefore think that it is better to pass this resoluti: 
we will see what can be done with the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why, none o 
troubles which the gentleman apprehends could p 
The gentleman voted with the majority for the previon 
It is evident now that he did not understand the situati 
If my 
had been offered and had been adopted by the House, if 


t l 
the 
‘ 


| ment had been adopted,he could not have said a 


legislation proposed by the Republican members of the Committee | 


on Rules. It merely agrees to pass that as a sort of interregnum 
legislation, to be maintained until it is altered or amended. It 


does not mix that up with the bill to give a Delegate to Porto | 
It does not send the amendment or resolution of the Repub- | 


Rico. 
lican majority on rules to the Senate. It does not change it from 
the character of a House resolution to that of either a joint or 
concurrent resolution. It merely says that while we are willing 
in the meantime to adopt this amendment to Rule XII, and give 
**to the Resident Commissioner in the United States from Porto 


Rico the same powers and privileges as to committee service and | 


in the House as are possessed by Delegates, and the right to be an 
additional member of the Committee on Insular Affairs,’’ that 
we add a further resolution that a time shall be fixed for the con- 
sideration of the bill reported by the gentleman from Wisconsin, 
chairman of the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

I was myself a member of the Committee on Insular Affairs at 
the time that bill was adopted in the Fifty-seventh Congress, and 
I voted for it and advocated it in committee and on the floor. 
Now, does the gentleman mean to tell the country that he would 
have voted against an amendment to fix a day for the consideration 
of a bill from his own committee, and a bill which he advocated so 
warmly and for which he stood so stoutly? Ordinarily I do not 
prophesy, but I will venture a prediction here to-day. I predict 
that this is the very last legislation in this session of the Fifty- 
eighth, and probably in any session of the Fifty-eighth Congress, 
affecting the rights, powers, and duties of a 
sioner’’ or any other sort of representative from the island of 
Porto Rico. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I came in just be- 
fore the Speaker began hisruling. I understood him to hold that 
the proposed amendment was out of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 


** Resident Commis- | 


world about its going to the Senate, about having t 
there and sleep, or having it amended. 

All it would have done under the sun would ha 
would have allowed now to the Resident Commissioner 
Rico, from the moment of the passage of this resol uti 
any concurrence or necessity or opportunity of cor 
the part of the Senate at all, without any reference to | 
whatsoever, the committee powers and the right of sp 
upon the floor which are allowed to a Delegate from any 1 

Then it would have done only one other thing, and tha 
have been to fix a day for the consideration by the Hou: 
bill H. R. 3540, the gentleman’s own bill. If I } 
that clearly understood now, it is because I do not 
could not have mixed up in the Senate the bill w! 
reported by the gentleman's committee with this res 
Committee on Rules at all. Nothing would have 
Senate. All it could possibly have done would hav 
resolution to have fixed a day for the consideration 
unless the gentleman gets a day the bill is never ¢ 
sidered, in my private opinion. I am not, of cours 
of the majority, but I believe that this will be th: 
measure of justice extended to Porto Rico. 

Now, the ruleis partial justice. Itis much better 
law, and I am going to vote for it, since the Chair h 
no amendments are in order. And every mem! 
mittee on Insular Affairs on the Democratic side 
for it, because, if we can not get full justice 
the representative of Porto Rico, we are willing | 
justice and partial rights. 

But how could this measure to give the represe! 


fro 


ane 


| Rico partial justice have been hurt by going beyond it 
| a day for the consideration of your bill? 


{Here the hammer fell. } 
Mr. DALZELL. [I yield the remainder of my tin 


| theman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor}. 


Yes, he did; but I am calling | 


the attention of the country now to the fact that the Speaker was | 


forced to make that ruling by the call of the previous question 
upon the part of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DaLzELL], 
who need not have called it if he had been willing that the House 
should have achance to amend the pending resolution. 
standing there as a representative of the Republican majority on 
this floor when he calls for the previous question. He is outlin- 
ing the policy of the Republican party upon this question, and he 
is outlining it in a way of giving partial justice to Porto Rico and 
a Representative here; he is outlining it in a way that looks to 
me as if full justice was not to be given now or hereafter. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi permit me to say one word? 


Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the real question ! 
is a practical one, not a theoretical one. The real qu 
Which side of this House is running the machine 0! 
The majority side of the Committee on Rules pr sent 


| plain, simple proposition looking to a change of 


He is | 


House so as to admit within the Hall of the Hon 


| sioner from Porto Rico and give him a place on « 
| mittees of the House. That is a change from the pr 


| 


rule as it now stands. The other proposition is to 
only the action of the Housein amending its own r ul 
vide also for the action of the House and Senate 
matter of the creation of a Delegate. Now, however. as 
of the House may feel in regard to the question \ n ” nem 
ought to be a Delegate from Porto Rico or not, surely the me 


Jintly in the 


Member? 


eTO 


ny 
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bership of this House will not take out of the hands of the consti- 
v ) oreanization of the House the question of the amendment 


— mtrol of its own rules and allow it to be transferred to the 
other side of the Chamber for the purpose of creating a Dele- 
"7 ‘want, however, to remind the gentlemen on the other side of 
the House that after all the talk we have heard here and all the 
talk that has been current throughout the country for a number 
of months attacking the Republican party for wishing to bring 
about a condition that ultimately will bring States into the Union 
from the insular possessions of the Government, we now find the 
other side of the House in the attitude of very zealously urging | 
and pushing forward, apparently over the opinion of the majority | 
of the Committee on Rules, a proposition looking ultimately to 


statehood for Porto Rico—at least a step in that direction. So 
that hereafter when our Democratic friends in this Chamber 
undertake 


Mr. WI! LIA MS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman permit an | 


interruptions 
: Mr. ( ROSVENOR. Ina moment. 

When they undertake to charge the Republican party with want- 
ing to fill the Senate Chamber and the House of Representatives 
with representatives of these people on the other side of the ocean, 
we will remind them gently of this first attempt to force a step in 
the direction of conferring statehood upon Porto Rico. 

Now I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Of course the acquisition of 
California was in a certain way a step in the direction of making 
a State of it. But does the gentleman from Ohio contend that a 
vote for a Delegate from Porto Rico as well as one from Hawaii 
is a step in the direction of statehood? If this be so, then did the 
rentleman take a step in the direction of granting statehood to 
Hawaii when he voted for admitting a Delegate from Hawaii? 
Will the gentleman answer me those two questions? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. To begin with, I did not do anything of 
that kind, as I now remember. 

Now, let me say to the gentleman, in the little balance of time 
remaining to me, that I do not know what he means by talking 
about California and a Delegate from California. I never heard 
of a Territorial government in California. Such a fact, if it ex- 
isted, escaped my knowledge; and Iwas old enough to under- 
stand it at the time it should have occurred. I have read many 
things— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman from Ohio has 
evidently misunderstood my suggestion. I said that the acquisi- 
tion of the Territory of California was, as it proved, as much a 
step in the direction of statehood as the appointment of a Delegate 
would have been. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Idid not say anything about California. 
California never had a Territorial organization. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gent!eman from Ohio said 
that giving Porto Rico a Delegate was a step in the direction of 
statehood, and I said that to some extent the acquisition of Cali- 
fornia was astep in the direction of statehood, but a vote for either 
did not mean for statehood. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. My friend overlooks the great fact that 
his own party has constantly been driving at. We are not com- 
plaining of any step in the direction of forthcoming statehood of 
me . rritory on this continent bounded by the oceans that sur- 
round us, 

That is one question. That is a question about which we are 

allagreed. The real question that I am trying to make is the 
question of steps toward statehood of the insular possessions of 
the Government. That is my proposition. 
_ But, Mr. Speaker, I have expended time uselessly. The ques- 
tion here is whether you will stand by this rule that apparently 
everybody is in favor of or whether you will mutilate it by a de- 
feat of the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, which 
Would result in throwing open the whole question here to the 
amendment of the rule. 

I think the House will stand by the report. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

1@ resolution was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the Resident Commis- 





sioner fr : ; ; 
‘oner from Porto Rico, Mr. DeGeTavu, a member of the Com- | 


mittee on Insular Affairs. [Applause. ] 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


itself j _ Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
Calendar the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 


The motion was agreed to. 
e accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 


he Whole House on the Private Calendar, with Mr. Foster of 
ermont in the chair. 


Mr. MAHON, 
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| The CHAIRMAN.: The House is in Committee of the Whole 
| House under a special order for the consideration of bills on the 
| Private Calendar. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

THOMAS J. COWARD. 


| The first business was the bill (H. R. 3875) for the relief of the 
estate of Dr. Thomas J. Coward, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriate:i, to the estate of Dr. Thomas J. Coward, deceased, of Clin- 
ton, Tenn., the sum of $1,000, for medical services rendered by him as con- 
tract surgeon during the late war of the rebellion. 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
| War Claims, was read: 
| Inline 7, strike out “$1,000” and insert ‘* $326.66.” 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman,I will state briefly the character 
of this claim. 

Dr. Thomas J. Coward was employed by the officer command- 
| ing a post at Clinton, Tenn., during the war of the rebellion, to 

attend the sick at that post. He served one month and sixteen 

days at one time and one month and twenty-four days at another 

time and furnished all necessary medicines. The War Depart- 

ment found that he was entitled to $326.66, but disallowed the 
| claim upon the ground that he was not employed by a competent 
military authority. 

The rule of the Surgeon-General’s Office at that time required 
that before a contract surgeon could be employed his employ- 
ment must be sanctioned by the Surgeon-General. 

This was a case of emergency, and it appears by the report of 
the War Department that this physician was employed by the 
officer commanding the post. He also furnished his own medi- 
cines. According to the report of the War Department his serv- 
ices would have entitled him to a compensation of $326.66 if the 
Surgeon-General had sanctioned his employment. 

The circumstances were such that during the delay which would 
have been caused in sending to the Surgeon-General’s Office for 
the requisite authority there would have been no one to attend 
the sick soldiers in the hospital. The emergency forbid this delay. 

So the committee are unanimously of opinion that this is a mer- 
itorious claim, and ought to be allowed, and I move that we 
favorably report it. 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 





WARREN MITCHELL. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 1700) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Warren Mitchell, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is] ereby, 
authorized and directed, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
pees, to pay to the legal representatives of Warren Mitchell, deceased, 
ate of Louisville, Ky., the sum of $123,692.22, being proceeds of ca -d prop- 
erty and found to be in the Treasury by the United States Supreme Court. 





Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, this bill carries a large sum of 
money, not money that belongs to the Government of the United 
States, but that has been held in the Treasury a long time, money 
belonging to this claimant. Being an important bill, the com- 
mittee, after a long and tedious investigation, made a unani- 
mously favorable report. I ask that that report be read, and 
that gentlemen give attention to the reading of it. I ask that it 
be read in my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
time. 

The report (by Mr. Manon) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was refer 
spectfully submit the following report: 


The report will be read in the gentleman’s 


red House bill 170, re- 


At the breaking out of the war of the rebellion Warren Mitchell resided 
at Loujsfille,Ky. Hewasa merchantwith extensive interestsand connections, 
and kad large amountsowing him in various sections of the South. General 


Anderson, commanding the Department of Kentucky, gave him a pass to 
enter the Confederate lines, and he went South “solely for the purpose of 
saving himself from financial ruin, leaving his wife at Louisville,” and en- 
gaged in the properand legitimate occupation of collecting, in the most ava?l- 
able soenenadniian, the amounts due him. 

His base of operations was Memphis and Nashville, Tenn., and by De- 
cember, 1864, he had gathered together 724 bales of cotton and had the same 
stored at Savannah, Ga., where it was seized by General Sherman, sold, and 
the proceeds, amounting to $128,692.22, turned into the Treasury. 

Mr. Mitchell's character for loyalty, truthfulness, integrity, and honor is 
amply sustained by such menas Virgil McKnight, ex-Senator John W. Steven- 
son, Hon. Benjamin H. Bristow, and Maj.Gen. L. H. Rousseau, nor is it to be 
presumed that General Anderson would have issued a pass to a Confederate 
sympathizer. 

Mr. Mitchell promptly brought his suit in the Court of Claims 
“abandoned ond captured property act,” and the court being em y 
upon his right to recover, his petition was dismissed. On appeal to 
preme Court of the United States the sole issue was not his loyalty, 
amount of his loss, but the question of his domicile. Attorney-G« 
| liams thus stated the proposition: 
| ‘If Mitchell acquired a domicile within the Confederate lines, his business 
there was legitimate, and he is entitled to recover; if not, his business there 
was illegitimate, and he is not entitled to recover.” 
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The Supreme Court stated the question thus: 

‘*Hence this case turns upon the point whether the appellant was domiciled 
in the Confederate States when he bought the cotton in question.” (21 Wall., 
oD 

As a matter of fact, Mitchell resided for over three years in Tennessee in 
the laudable endeavor to protect his property, and he exercised many of the 
rights of citizenship, and it may weil be questioned whether, if the case had 
been differently presented, the decision would not have been different. 

In commenting on this feature of the case it is plain that the Supreme 
Court, in view of the petitioner's equities, must have felt a strong desire to 
be freed from the harsh rule of law under which they felt constrained to act, 
when they frankly tell us, at the end of their opinion, that “obviously im- 
portant further facts bearing on the question might have been put in évi- 
dence by either party. Weregret that this was not done. Asthecase is pre- 
sented, our conclusion must necessarily be against the appellant.” 

The court held, however, that it appeared from the record Mitchell was a 


citizen of the State of Kentucky at the time of the seizure, and that there- | 


fore and for no other reason his business was illegitimate and he acquired no 
title to the property taken in payment of debts due him, because Kentucky 
was a loyal State, and the nonintercourse laws prohibited traflic between its 
citizens and citizens of States in rebellion. 

In his brief before the Supreme Court John M. Harlan, now one of its jus- 
tices, made the following ungaestioned but startling proposition, when con- 
sidered in the light of the court's decision: 

‘*Had Mitchell, upon his entering the Confederate lines in July, 1861, joined 
the rebel army and become the owner of this identical cotton while he was 
endeavoring to overturn the Government of the Union, it could scarcely be 
doubted that under the present course of decisions his right to recover the 
proceeds of the cotton could not be questioned.” : 

The decision of the court, therefore, was to the effect that if Mr. Mitchell 
had denied his allegiance to the United States and had become a citizen of 
‘Tennessee, instead of remaining loyal to the Union and to the State of his 
birth, he could have recovered in his suit, because he would not have been 
amenable to the nonintercourse laws, and his disloyalty would have been 
condoned by the President’samnesty proclamations. (U.S. v. Klein, 13 Wall., 
128. ) 

The Supreme Court of the United States has repeatedly held that the pro- 
ceeds of the abandoned and captured property now in the Treasury are merely 
“trust funds” (U.S. v. Padelford, 9 Wall, 543), and millions of dollars have 
been distributed to the legal owners upon that theory,and since the decision 
in the Klein case, above, it has not been questioned that the amnesty procla 
mations restored all property rights, even to disloyal persons. If, as said by 
Mr. Harlan, this decedent claimant had been an active rebel in the field, he 
could still have recovered under the Klein decision. In this case the return 
of these “trust funds” by the trustee, who holds and claims nothing but the 
naked legal title, is not prevented by disloyalty or fraud, but by the mere 
accident of domicile. 

Your committee does not doubt or criticise the decision of the Supreme 
Court, harsh and technical as it is, but the question now presented is, Shall 
this Government, by the mere exercise of an arbitrary power, longer keep 
from this claimant the proceeds of property which, in every sense except the 
technical one that the courts of law can not recognize his right to sue bor it, 
is rightfully his; property to which the Government can make and does make 
no lawful claim; not confiscated or confiscable; not in its possession or con 
trol under any law except one that has been declared by its courts to make 
ita trustee of such property? The claimant appeals to the sovereign, whose 
citizen he is, for that justice which is his due. 

Here no technical construction of law can be held to overthrow the real 
merits or equities of a case. To do absolute justice is the highest duty, as 
well as the undisputed power, of Congress. It is hard to conceive upon what 
moral principle this money can be longer kept in the Treasury of the United 
States, or the hand of the arbitrary power be placed so heavily on the chil 
dren of this man, who passed his old age and died in poverty merely because 
of the accident of his residence in the loyal State of Kentucky instead of the 
disloyal one of Tennessee. 

Your committee report back the bill and recommend its passage. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I understand that this claimant 


was notable to point out tothe Court of Claims or to the Supreme 
Court, and the court indicated in its opinion that it did not ap- 
pear that the domicile of this man was in the Confederate States 
during the time he was collecting thiscotton. Thecourtsuggested 
that perhaps there was other evidence that either party might have 
used. While the report is full in its statement of the judgment, 
etc., and of the judgment of the Supreme Court which decided 
that this man or his survivors were not entitled to anything,it does 
not seem to be very full in stating what the evidence was, if there 
was any, that showed that this man had a domicile in the Con- 
federate States. He said he was in the Confederate States for 
three years. Now, that fact, that evidence, and all that sort of 
thing is lacking, and the difficulty in this class of cases is this: 
They go to the courts; theyemploy eminent lawyers; the lawyers 
present their cases, and present the best kind of evidence they can 
find. 

On the other side they are open to cross-examination on the part 
of the Government attorneys, and the court finally decides—even 
the Supreme Court of the United States—and they will then come 
in with ex parte evidence and bring bills before the House, which 
sends them to the Committee on War Claims, which proceeds to 


set aside the judgment of the Supreme Court on this ex parte evi- | 
I do not know, in claims of this size, why the committee 


dence. 
should not submit the question of domicile to the Court of Claims. 
I understand there are bills upon this Calendar now reported from 


the Committee on War Claims where the claims themselves are | 


now pending before the Court of Claims, and can be reached and 
the evidence taken on either side, and that court decide them, and 
bring them to the House on their report, or entering judgment, 
or finding the facts, and certifying them to be paid by appropria- 
tions. I think in large claims like this the chairman of the com- 
mittee should not be content merely to submit the report, but 
should tell this committee what there is in it. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, the committee did not report 
this bill on any ex parte evidence. It was reported on the decision 
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| of the Court of Claims and of the Supreme Court. where To: 


| States Attorney Williams appeared for the Governmen: 
| Warren Mitchell was a resident of Tennessee. 


| millions of dollars’ worth of cotton, sugar, and other 
| be a question of destruction or saving this property a 


| it for the wealth of the nation, for the present and for ; 
| The second was, it was a great temptation, with { 


_ ple in 1868 their political, personal, and property 
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Harlan was the attorney for the claimant, Mitchell, 


The ca 
abandoned property act had been passed. The reas 
passage of the captured and abandoned property act w; 
The first was, in the States that were in insurrection +) 


} 
i lable 


property that could not be consumed by the Army. 


end 
@ha Came to 
Keeping 
ping 


Lies 


amounts of cotton in those States, for the blockade runy 

in and carry it to foreign ports, and bring the gold ba 
treasury of the Confederate government, Our Government op 
posed in this law to take charge of the property and bring i 
the Northern market, and dispose of it to people who n 


| ton in foreign countries, and bring the gold into our 7T; 


So the captured and abandoned property act was pass: 

Now it is called captured and abandoned property, The a 
provided that any man in the Southor in the States in 
tion could voluntarily bring his cotton to the great mai 
and warehouses where they were directed; that all proj 
this character captured by our forces was to be turned 
the places designated by the Treasury Department. 1 
provided that thecotton and property so captured and a) 
should be sold; the expenses of transportation and ot 
should be deducted and a careful account should tx 
and that the sale should be reported to the Treasury of { 
States, a careful inventory made as to who it. belo: 
giving an account of the proceeds. Soasum of $37,0 
that act passed into the Treasury of the United Stat: 
also provided that people could apply to the Secr 
Treasury, and if they could identify their property an 
placed in the Treasury, the Treasury could pay 
$14,000,000 were the net proceeds, and about $10,000 
was paid out. This act expired in 1868. They had tw 
which to apply for the proceeds of their property. 1 
of loyalty was raised against these claimants. The } 
States mentioned, women and minor children where th 
of loyalty was not raised, got their money; but when 
tion of loyalty was raised against the claimants in 
Claims the Court of Claims held that if the claimant w 
he could not receive the proceeds. 

The Padelford and Klein cases were carried to th: 
Court of the United States to be settled on question 
Now, in brief, let us see what the Supreme Court of 
States said about it. 

In the Klein case, the leading case on the subject, th 

That it was not the intention of Congress that the title to t 
should be divested absolutely out of the original own 
seems clear upon a comparison of different parts of the act. 

We have already seen that those articles which became by t) 


nsurrec- 


rs ol 


| of capture the property of the captor, asordnance, munition 


like, or in which third parties acquired rights which might b 
by decree, as ships and other vessels captured as prize, wer: 
cepted from the operation of the act; and it is reasonable to infer 
the purpose of Congress that the proceeds of the property 
special provision of the act was made should go into the Tr 
henge of ownership. Certainly such was the intention in r 
property of loyal men. That the same intention prevailed 
property of owners who, though then hostile, might subse 
loyal, appears probable from the circumstance that no prov 
made for confiscation of it, while there is no trace in the sta 
tention to divest ownership of private property not excepted f 
of this act otherwise than by proceedings for confiscation. 

In the case of Padelford we held that the right to the poss 
property was not changed until actual seizure by proper mil 
and that actual seizure by such authority did not divest tl 
provisions of the abandoned and captured property act. | 
signed seem fully to warrant the conclusion. The Governm«: 


| itself the trustee for those who were by that act declared en 


ceeds of captured and abandoned property and for thos¢ 
thereafter recognize as entitled. By the act itself it was p! 
person claiming to have been the owner of such property 0 
claim to the proceeds thereof, and on proof that he had n 
comfort to the rebellion receive the amount after deducting 
This language makes the right to the remedy dependent uy 
alty, but implies that there may be proof of ownership w'! 
loyalty. The property of the original owner isin no case abs 
There is, as we have already observed, no confiscation, but | 
the property have passed into the possession of the Governmen' 
tion of the property is pledged to none except to those who hay 


| adhered to the Government. 


Now, to be brief, this case came up after the Presid 
lamation. This case was settled. Then the question 
came up, and in this case and in the two other lead! 
Supreme Court held that the proclamation issued b) 
Johnson in 1868—which he had the absolute right to. 
the Constitution of the United States—restoring to ai: there 


ts, gave 


them a right to this property in the Treasury, even - Ti si ‘a 
had been in active rebellion against the Government. 4"8'° 


the decision of the highest court of our Government. 
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Now, under the proclamation prior to 1868, while the war was 
. woes. tauch of this money was paid out, and it soma if 
jo pe of these people who owned cotton would come before a 
Teited States officer and take the oath of allegiance to the United 


Grates and renounce his allegiance to the Confederate government, 
_ ly proclamation stated that they were to be restored to 


= - Viti al, personal, and property rights; but this proclama- 
tion in 1868 required no oath of any kind. It absolutely wiped 

+ the question of taking an obligation to the Government, and 
sae court held that every man who could identify his property, 
‘dent y his portion of the money which was held as a trust funa, 
was entitled to have it; but while these decisions were in progress 
the act of 1868 expired and $4,000,000 were left in the Treasury, 


which perhaps no man will ever claim because no man can file a 
j ior it ae 
= PA YNE. Is not that a violent assumption? 

Mr. MAHON. Well, unless Congress authorizes them. There 
js no law on the statute books to-day by which any man can go to 
the Treasury of the United States or to the courts and put a claim 
in for this cotton unless by an act of Congress, because they are 
debarred by the statute which expired in 1868. Now, what _is 
this case? This man Mitchell was a resident of Kentucky. His 
loyalty was unquestioned. The claim went to the Supreme 
Court. By the evidence of some of the best men of the State of 
Kentucky, men who have served in the United States Senate, they 
say that this man was absolutely loyal to the Government. 

He was asked why he did not claim Tennessee as a residence. 
He had been in Tennessee for three years, and Justice Harlan, 
who was then his attorney, filed his claim and said if he had put 
in his petition—he had been long enough in Tennessee and lived 
among the people—fixing his domicile in Tennessee, although he 
had served in a Confederate regiment, he could have got the money 
out of the Treasury by a decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
course act. 

Mr. MAHON. Iam coming tothat. The nonintercourse act 
would not have interfered, but Mitchell said, ‘‘ I am not a resi- 
dent of Tennessee; Iam a resident of Kentucky,’ and insisted 
that his petition should be filed in that way. 

How did he get down to Tennessee? _He went down there be- 
cause the captured and abandoned property act had been passed. 
He was familiar with its provisions. At that time he did know 
the nonintercourse law had been passed. He goes to the general 
cémmanding that department, who issued him a permit to go 
down into the State of Tennessee, where he had had large trans- 
actions when the war broke out, and settle his claims. To save 
himself from bankruptcy he settled with his creditors and took 
the property—cotton, sugar, etc.—in payment of his claims. He 
was a wealthy man, and under that permission from the general 
commanding, waiving for a time the nonintercourse law, he went 
down into Tennessee to carry out the purpose of the abandoned- 
property act and get the cotton out of thecountry. He made set- 
tlement and took cotton to the amount of over $200,000, and after 
he had settled with the people who owed him he shipped the cot- 
ton to Savannah and had it placed in the warehouse, and in 1864, 
when General Sherman’s army entered the city of Savannah, un- 
der the captured and abandoned property act General Sherman 
took the cotton, turned it into the warehouse, and it was sold by 
the United States official under that act, carefully inventoried, 
and the net proceeds of the sale of these 740 bales of cotton were 
turned into the United States Treasury, and the Treasury is in- 
debted to him, so the Treasurer says, for about $128,000. 

_, ult. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentleman 
if it is not a fact that that money is carried on the books of the 
Treasury Department to the credit of Warren Mitchell? 

= MA HON, Yes. When the Court of Claims had this up 
ont I AY NE. Why, it simply says in the books of the Treas- 

y Vepartment that the money was received as the proceeds of 
ome that Warren Mitchell owned. 
wa lr. MAHON. Yes; that so much cotton was sold under this 

Mr. PAYNE. The credit made b 
Partinent would not cut much of a rf 

Mr. MAHON. Whati that? 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentlema 
Rena eas - The gentleman from Kentucky asked the gen- 
hela - ‘ennsylvania if the money was not carried on the 
Of cannes the reasury Department as a credit to Warren Mitchell. 
much of «gon that, belonged to 8 not c 

Mr. SMITH ; e ne question is whether he was entitled to it. 
tion to bring of Kentucky. Certainly. I only asked the ques- 

here is no af out the fact as to the amount of the claim; that 

9 Treasury 5 that there was that much money turned into 

Mr M HON tment as the proceeds of the cotton. 

¢ N. Now, Mr. Chairman, these facts are clear about 


That was based upon the fact of the noninter- 
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First, that Warren Mitchell was the owner of the cot- 





the case, 
ton in the warehouse at Savannah; second, it was taken under 
the captured and abandoned property act, and, thirdly, it was sold 
by the United States officials, a careful inventory made of every 
bale, the expenses of the sale deducted, and the net proceeds 


turned into the Treasury of the United States. Now,if he had 
been a citizen of the State of Tennessee, although he had been 
guilty of disloyalty to the Government, under this act as con- 
strued by the Supreme Court of the United States and President 
Johnson’s proclamation he would have had his money long ago. 

Now, what is the trouble? The Court of Claims was divided 
equally. I have got the report, and the judges were equally di- 
vided on onequestion. They agreed to everything else; they had 
found all the facts, and the only question before the court upon 
which this man was denied a judgment was that he had violated 
the nonintercourse act; that he had left the State of Kentucky 
and gone into the State of Tennessee and purchased this cotton. 
Now, the Court of Claims, as I say, was equally divided, one- 
half saying that he did not, and the other half saying that he did. 

What is that act? That was an act prohibiting people in the 
loyal States going into the Confederate States and transacting 
business. How did this man get there? The mere fact of the 
man’s loyalty was this: He applied to General Anderson as to 
whether he had the right to go down there under this act and 
gather the cotton together, and General Anderson issued to 
him a license or permit to go and do this very thing. Under that 
license he went there. Now, when we come into the Court of 
Claims, one-half of the court holds, under the conditions that he 
went into Tennessee, that he had not violated the nonintercourse 
act, and the other half holds that, technically, he did. All the 
members of the court expressed sympathy with this man that on 
account of this technical ground they were compelled to rule 
him out of court. 

Now, where was he tocome? They have found all the facts, 
and simply on the purely technical ground that he did not do it 
lawfully, but under a commission from the general commanding 
that department he went down there to do this very thing, but 
| the Supreme Court said that that did not set aside the law, and 
they expressed regret that they could not so decide, and even said 
to the claimant, ‘*If vou had put in your petition that you had 
been a resident of Tennessee for three years, this court would 
have given you judgment against the Government for this sum 
of money.”’ 
| Now, itis up to Congress. I want to say tothe House that this 
isalarge claim. I have been on the Committee on War Claims 
| for nearly twelve years. The claims that come from that com- 
| mittee are generally small, running usually from two to three 
| hundred dollars and very seldom exceeding five or six thousand 

dollars. 
| The committee went over the decisions of the courts and all of 
the evidence in the Court of Claims, and, after a careful and long 
| deliberation, came to the conclusion that the Congress of the 
| United States, the sovereign power, owed to this man who had 
| been loyal, not money out of the Treasury of the United States 
which was put there by the taxpayers, but this one hundred and 
| twenty-eight thousand and odd dollars which had been there since 
1864 without interest. This man was not guilty of laches. That act 
expired in 1868, and as soon as his property had been captured and 
turned over to General Sherman and the property had been sold, 
and within a few weeks after the money had been turned into the 
| Treasury of the United States, he filed his application with the 
Treasurer for the proceeds of his cotton and filed his claim in 
| the Court of Claims, and from there it went to the Supreme Court, 
| pressing it all the time until he became an old man and finally 
went down in bankruptcy and poverty. 
| He has an old wife and children, andI will say this: I have been 


on that committee for twelve years, and if this House is ever go- 
ing to pags a claim doing absolute justice to a claimant against 
| the United States Government this is one of them. No cleaner 
case ever came before you—no case having stronger equities and 
justice than are in this case. I don’t know this old lady,I do 
not know her children, never have laid eyes on them; but I abso- 
| lutely know that this claim is right and that they are now before 
| the last tribunal, the Congress of the United States, asking by 
this bill that that money which has been lying in the Treasury 
since 1865 shall be paid over to these people, to whom it rightfully 
and equitably belongs. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the only doubt I had in this case 
at the commencement was the question of whether this man had 
been guilty of violation of the nonintercourse act. 

Mr. MAHON. It was a technical violation. 

Mr. PAYNE. Of course this act was passed for a useful pur- 
pose. It was passed to prevent citizens of the United States, 
loyal citizens of the United States, who loved their country more 
than anything else except, perhaps, personal gain, from going 
into the Confederate States and bringing out property and selling 
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| 
it and sometimes returning the gold to the Confederate States. 


It was passed for that purpose. Now, this man went in at the 
commencement of the war. He went in for the purpose of col- 
lecting his property, as was stated by the chairman of the com- 
mittee. He remained in the Confederate States for the space of 
about three years and collected it so assiduously that he obtained 
$128,000 worth of cotton, which was stored at Savannah. I be- 


lieve that some cotton which was stored at Savannah got to float- | 


ing down the river and out of the Confederate Si :tes and into 
the markets of the world and that some money was smuggled in 
afterwards—gold for the payment of this cotton. The Supreme 
Court decided this case upon the point of a violation of the non- 
intercourse act. 

Mr. MAHON. It was a technical violation. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, they did not say it was technical. The 
Supreme Court says: 

Hence this case stands upon the point whether the appellant was domi- 
ciled in the Confederate States when he bought the cotton in question. 

I am not reading from the original report of the court, but from 
the report of the committee. Ido not suppose they put all of the 
reportin. I hope they are frank enough with the House to put 
in all that bears on this question. Then at the end of the opinion 
we find this, that— 

Obviously important further facts bearing on the question might have been 
put in evidence by either party. We regret that this is not done. As the 
case is presented our conclusion must necessarily be against the appellant. 


That is all I see of any expression of regret on the part of the | 


Supreme Court in regard to their coming to that conclusion; but 
the court thought that both the Government and the claimant 


could have putin other evidence, and they regretted that this was | 


not done. This caseis reportedin21 Wallace. Of course thatisa 
very early report and this is a very early case in the Supreme 
Court. It appears from the report that John M. Harlan was the 








attorney for the claimant at the time. I supposed he had always | 


been on the Supreme Bench. It is hard for me tothink back toa 


very soon after the war. Now, Lasked the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania {Mr. Manon] if the committee had decided the question 
of facts upon ex parte affidavits and he said, ‘‘ No.”’ 

Mr. MAHON. We took it from the record. 


dence in regard to that. 

Mr. MAHON. Wehave the evidence that was before the Court 
of Claims. 

Mr. PAYNE. But the Supreme Court had that. Did the com 
mittee have any other evidence than the Supreme Court had when 
they rendered their decision? 

Mr. MAHON. Oh, no; we have had nothing outside of that. 

Mr.PAYNE. Thirty-odd years have elapsed since that decision 
of the Supreme Court; all this time has elapsed; yet it does not 
appear that this claimant has ever been able to show, even by ex 
parte affidavits, that the ruling of the Supreme Court was not cor- 
rect or that the finding of facts was not correct as to the fact of 
domicil and the fact of the violation of the nonintercourse act. 


Mr. SHERLEY. Does not the gentleman realize that the Su- | 
preme Court was necessarily limited to a purely legal decision, | 


and that frequently a case will arise 

Mr. PAYNE. They were limited to the question as presented 
by the attorneys for this claimant and the attorneys for the United 
States, upon the evidence as presented by them. 

Mr.SHERLEY. The gentleman does not answer my question. 


Mr. PAYNE. It does not appear that he ever shipped ; 


of cotton as a dealer in or shipper of cotton. I asked 


man of the committee what evidence he had, and he «aia } 


ex parte evidence. 


+} 


Mr. MAHON, Evidence presented to the Court of Mai; 
Mr. PAYNE. Evidence presented to the Court of (aj 


also to the Supreme Court. 


aim 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. The Supreme Court ey; 


| claim upon technical rules of evidence. 


» 


Mr. PAYNE. The court could not do otherwis> :ha) 


| case upon the facts presented by the evidence. 


Mr. HOLLIDAY. There was no special controversy 


facts. 
law and therefore could not recover. The same facts vy 


| the committee, and they concluded that, considering ¢) 


equity of the case, he was entitled to this money, notwithsi 


the fact that he had vio'ated the nonintercourse law. 


Mr. PAYNE. So that this is a question merely of moral obj 


gation. 


Mr. MAHON. The court held that the title was in Warr 


Mitchell, and therefore it could not be in the Governn 


Mr. PAYNE. But the court did not hold that he was 


to pay. 


Mr. HOLLIDAY. The court held that he acted as a trys 


Mr. PAYNE. Of course it is only a step beyond this 


entire disregard of the nonintercourse act and a loose wa 


termining claims here, without any legal evidence whate 
| the facts. 


Mr. MAHON. Thecourt held that this man’s 2’ rht tot 
vate property was unchallenged; that his title had not 


violation of the nonintercourse act. 
Mr. PAYNE. My friend has suggested that there w: 


| vested, but refused to render judgment in his favor because : 


he 


254 


|in the United States Treasury, claims for which will! pro 
| never be made. He should not lay any such flattering 
time when he was not there. The case must have been decided | 


to his soul. Why, Mr. Chairman, a question similar t 


nis 


up in the last Congress in reference to the claims of certa 
sons for carrying the mails in the Confederate States after 
war broke out. Those claimants were asking payment 
| claims from our Government. 
Mr. PAYNE. As I understand it, the committee has no evi- | 


Of course, the most of these claims were paid. The C 
government supposed all of them were paid by the C 


The Government of the United States came into poss: 
book showing the settlements of the Confederate goverm 


book that had been mutilated in some way by cutti 
anumber of pages. I saw the book myself, and it sh 

to a great many claimants who came in here and swor 
any ‘‘mental reservation or purpose of evasion,”’ a 


be ascertained, that they had never been settled with. ‘| 


book showed a complete settlement of those claims. 
gress was getting along very well with those claims. 
go to this bco’x. in the office of the Postmaster-Ge1 
would appear on a certain page that the claim had |! 
in full at a certain date. 

Mr. MAHON. That is an entirely different matter 
cases. 

Mr. PAYNE. They were gettirg along very well 
out finally that there was one claim that they did n 
book, and immediately an effort was made to get 


| The Postmaster-General—— 


Mr. PAYNE. Upon the evidence as then presented they said | 


that this claim could not be allowed upon this very question of 
domicile or the question of the violation of the nonintercourse 
act. All this time has expired, and according to the statement of 
the chairman of the committee no evidence has been filed, not 
even by ex parte affidavits, to show that the finding of facts upon 
which the Supreme Court acted was not correct as stated in the 
record upon which the court based its opinion. 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. The gentleman will allow me tosug- | 


gest that the committee thought that even though this man was 
a citizen of Kentucky, he ought not to be cut off from his right to 
this money, which in equity is due him, he being a loyal citizen 
of a loyal State, when disloyal citizens of disloyal States were held 
to be entitled to their money, which was turned into the Treasury 
under the same circumstances. 


Mr. PAYNE. He was cut off by the provision of the noninter- | 
course act, as held by the Supreme Court. Now, to bring him | 
within some equity—some morality—by which the United States | 


Government might be supposed to be bound to him, I think that 
this committee ought to have been able to state some facts show- 


side. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. He had a permit. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. No attempt has been made to disprove that; 
he admits that he went in there. 


Mr. MAHON rose. 

Mr. PAYNE. Wait a minute until I tell this litt! 
Postmaster-General kept the book locked up and « 
people to see it, but some one, at the suggestion of 
suppose it was the original suggestion of somel 


¢ 


another place where they suppose they are engaged in | 
| duties, offered an innocent resolution one day, asking 
| master-General to furnish a list of those people wh 


settled with, and the full particulars contained in 


That information was immediately sent to another place a! 


lished as a document. At once all of these people w! 
did not appear on that mutilated book as having b 
with, began to come to Congress with their claims 
the same kind of affidavits that they had made before. 
most of them have been paid. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. If the gentleman will permit n 
ought to state that these reports did not come from 
tee on War Claims of this House. f 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh,I said another place. I did! 


| came from a committee of this House. And so, if t! 
_ are there in the Treasury Department, that So and so's 
ing that he had not engaged in collecting cotton and selling it out- | 


| 


been sold, I suppose some way will be found by which | 


nar 
bith 


will be ascertained; and these agents at the city of Wes! ngton, 
who are most industrious, thrifty, frugal people, w)!! b 
around these enticing letters saying that ‘‘ There 1s suc® 


a claim in favor of the estate of So and so, who was ) 


ol 


an 


i 


ling’ 
s Ulla 


1 ench 
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— : * > : 
or whoever he may have been), and if you will put it in 


father ( ; : 0 Bay sal Ringe Bae P 
e nands | Will carry it through for you for the slight compen 
aes nf 50 per cent on the recovery.”’ So this $4,000,000 will go 


volimmering. If we let down the bars and set aside this non- 
aghinn ce act by this bill, it will only hasten the day when these 
a yidaals will appear here and the money will be paid out. 
That is all I have to say. 

Mr. MAHON. Now, I want to say to the gentleman from New 
York that the books he speaks of were kept by the Confederates, 
and were turned into the archives of our Government. The dif- 
forence is that these books we are now referring to have been 
kept by the Treasury of the United States. They are not muti- 
iated, The accounts are in Treasury books, and the Court of 
Claims have found that this money is in the Treasury and that 
t is the proceeds of the property belonging to the claimant in 
this bill. : 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, right there—— : , : 

Mr. MAHON. Holdon. AsI said, I have no interest in this 
case except to do this man the justice that should be done him, 
oven at this late day. It is not his fault. 

Mr. PAYNE. Of course the gentleman has no personal inter- 
est in the case. 

Mr. MAHON. We appeal to sovereign power, and beyond all 
controversy that money belongs to Warren Mitchell, except that 
the Supreme Court on a technical point refused judgment, at same 
time expressing their aT with him. Now, in place of talk- 
ing about post-office claims and some other old rotten claims, why 
not look at the facts in this case? That is no reason why this claim 
should not be paid. I believe in paying every claim upon its merits 
and the equities of the case. This is a body that finally does the 
last justice to an outraged citizen. This is a body where no tech- 
nical objection will be heeded, and if any citizen of this great Gov- 
ernment comes here and says that the Government has taken his 
property, that he was loyal to the Government, and that under 
an act of Congress the Government sold it and put the proceeds 
in the Treasury, not as the money of the Government, but as his 
money, and that money can be traced there for an absolute cer- 
tainty, I say this is a body where no technical objections will avail. 
We are not complaining about the Supreme Court. 
a citizen of this country, and this is the sovereign power. 
comes here and asks us to do him this justice. 

Now, I hold that the act which has been referred to expired in 
1868, and every man who did not file his claim to the proceeds in 
the Treasury was debarred by the act of 1863; but this is one of 
the few men who is not covered by that. I want to say, gentle- 
men, that the War Claims Committee are getting about three or 
four thousand bills referred to them every session. They report 
back only two or three hundred. There have been thousands of 
bills sent down here, but upon inquiry at the Treasury Depart- 
ment they could not ascertain whether the claimants owned the 
cotton, and the Committee on War Claims, whenever they ascer- 


He 


tained that a claimant has never filed his claim under the act of | 


1863 and asserted his right under the law, in the last twelve years 
have never reported a bill favorably. But this is one of the few 
men who did go into the Treasury Department and file his claim, 
and carried it through the courts, as I have stated, with the re- 
sults heretofore stated. 

It is not a question of whether there is four millions. I do not 
know of a dollar that goes out, but if it ever does go out, it goes 
out by an act of Congress, so that bugaboo does not affect this 
bill at all, and the gentleman from New York tries to frighten 
the House by saying that he thinks a great many who get this 
money are not entitled to it. Why, I know of cases where Presi- 
dent Lincoln himself gave a license, which was signed by the Sec- 
retary of War, allowing men to go down into the old State of Vir- 
sinia and bring thousands and thousands of pounds of tobacco out 
- that State, and when that property was sold the man who 
rought it out got one half and the Government got the other half 
of the value of the property. Now, I ask this House in justice to 
pass this bill. If you do, Iam content; if you do not, I am con- 
vent. Ihave discharged my duty. 


pass, 


tinal” PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 


Mr. MAHON, Yes. 


mu PAYNE. I understand that there are some bills that the 
mumittes do not report that come before it. 
s MAHON, A great many. 
eiives oat NE. Does the committee ever report many of them 
clon wy and file the reports, so that they are printed for the con- 
si leration of future Co ? 
Wr MAHON. Tepe bout nn tha Congr 
3 NE. Iam very glad to hear that. 
\' MAHON, I want to say this—— 


) c A IT Th 
ac PAYNE. I had been of the opinion that the committee 
ot file any adverse reports, 


This man is | 











I say that this bill ought to | 
| ber, 1865. 


Mr. MAHON. The only bills that are on this Calendar reported 
from that committee are those which have been reported after 
the most careful consideration. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, some of them have needed careful consid- 
eration. 

Mr. MAHON. I admit that. 

Mr. PAYNE. Not only turning aside the judgment of the 
court 

Mr. MAHON. Thousands of bills have come into that commit- 
tee that will never be reported. 

Mr. PAYNE. If this was to go on—granting the right to set 
aside the judgments of courts—there is going to be a million of 





| them instead of 4,000. 


Mr. MAHON. But we will only throttle them. 

Mr. PAYNE. The number will only depend upon the avarice 
of the claimants. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and the bill was ordered to be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 


LIGHT-DRAFT MONITOR ETLAH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
201) for the relief of the contractor or his legal representatives 
for the construction of the light-draft monitor Etlah. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of the contractor or his legal represent- 
atives for the construction of the light-draft monitor Etlah may be sub- 
mitted by said contractor or his legal representatives within six monthsafter 
the passage of this act to the Court of Claims, under and in compliance with 
the rules and regulations of said court, and said court shall have jurisdiction, 
legal and equitable, to hear and determine and render judgment upon the 
same: Provided, however, That the investigation of said claim shall be made 
upon the following bases: The said court shall ascertain the additional cost 
which was necessarily incurred by said contractor for building said light- 
draft monitor Etlah in the completion of the same by reason of any changes 
or alterations in the plans and specifications required and delaysin the prose- 
cution of the work: Provided further, Thatsuch additional costin cx mpleting 
the same and such changes and alterations in the plansand specifications re- 

uired and delays in the prosecution of the work were occasioned by the 

overnment of the United States; but no allowance for the advance in the 
price of any labor or mater’al shall be considered, unless such advance could 
not have been avoided by the exercise of ordinary prudence and vigilance on 
the part of the contractor: And provided further, That the compensation 
fixed by the contractor and the Government for specific alterations in ad- 
vance of such alterations shall be conclusive as to the compensation to be 
made therefor: Provided, That such alterations when made complied with 
the specifications for the same as furnished by the Government: And pro- 
vided further, That all moneys paid to said contractor by the Government 
overand above the original contract price for building said vessel shall be 
deducted from any amounts allowed by said court by reason of the matters 
hereinbefore stated: And provided further, That if any such changes cause 
less work and expense to the contractor than the original plans and specifi- 


| cations a corresponding deduction shall be made from any allowance which 


may be made by said court to said claimant: And provided further, That 
said claim may be submitted as aforesaid, notwithstanding any statute of 
limitations or proceedings heretofore instituted for the collection of said 
claim, and in any proceedings heretofore instituted before said court, prior 
to the grant by said Congress of general equitable jurisdiction to said court, 
any testimony that may have been taken under the rules of said court, and 
any findings of fact which may be based thereon, shall be duly considered by 
the court and given such weight and effect as the court shall deem equitable 
and just. 


Mr. MAHON. Iyield to the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. OTJEN. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I was assigned to 
make this report. Therefore I will endeavor to explain the case 
asnearasIcan. Inthe latter part of 1862 and the beginning of 1863 
the Government contracted to build twenty light-draft, ironclad 
monitors. They were practically all after the same pattern, were 
to be constructed in eight months, were to cost $385,000, and if 
completed in six months were to cost $395,000. The Government, 
knowing that the construction of monitors were new in the line 
of war ships, reserved the right in these contracts to change the 
plans,from time to time. The engagement had at Charleston 
—— the plans as originally drafted had to be very mate- 
rially Changed. So the plans were changed, and there were so 
many delays that, instead of these boats being completed in six 
months, this boat was not completed and accepted until Novem- 
Charles W. McCord, of St. Louis, built this boat, and 
built it at St. Louis. 

There were so many delays, and the price of labor and material 
increased rapidly, and the cost of the monitor, as given by the 
testimony of the United States engineer and the United States in- 
spector, was nearly double the original contract price. The result 
was that Mr. McCord failed, went into bankruptcy, and his assets 
were sold by thecourt of bankruptcy. Among the assets assigned 
were the claims for extra and for the enhanced price of labor and 
material in constructing this boat. Theassignee of McCord went 
into the Court of Claims under the law jurisdiction of that court, 
and during the progress of the trial McCord died. During the 


progress of the trial there was presented by the Government a 
receipt which was to the effect that a receipt had been given for 
$26,000, and that it was in full of all claims. 


It was signed by 
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Gillman, Son & Co., bankers, of New York, as the agents of Mc- 
Cord. The assignees being unaware of this receipt, were, how- 
ever, forced to submit the case to the judgment of the court with- 
out an explanation of the receipt. The Court of Claims found 
the facts as follows: 

From these circumstances the work required and done under the original 
contract was enhanced in cost to the contractor $122,166 beyond the contract 
price, less deductions for labor and materials saved by changes and altera- 
tions, $3,882.80, leaving a balance for increased cost of work required by the 
contract of $118,383.20. — 

And, from the same circumstances, the cost to the contractor of the extra 


materials and labor on the vessels required by the changes and alterations 


made, exclusive of special contracts paid, was $172,273.55, of which $116,111 
was paid, leaving a balance for extra material and labor of $56,162.55. 


The court found practically the equities in the case, but rejected 
the item of $56,000 on account of the unexplained receipt. The 
other item for enhanced price of labor and material was rejected 
because the assignment from the court of bankruptcy had not 
been properly drawn. Later, in the Forty-eighth Congress, the 
Committee on War Claims sent this claim to the Court of Claims 
under the terms of the Bowman Act. In the trial of this case 


under this reference it appeared that Gillman, Son & Co. signed | 


this receipt without knowledge that it stated that it was in full 
for all claims. They stated that they had no authority to sign 
such a receipt, that they knew nothing about the state of the con- 
tract between McCord and the Government. Italso appeared the 
assignment had been properly corrected by order of the court 
which made the original assignment. The Court of Claims did 
not take jurisdiction of the claim under the reference, but inti- 


mated that all the facts had been substantially found heretofore | 


to show the merits of the case. 
A subsequent Congress, the Fifty-first Congress, referred this 


claim to the Court of Claims under a bill similar in terms to other | 


bills referring claims of this character to that court, which bill 
was vetoed by President Harrison. The veto was not based on 


any grounds against the merits of the bill, simply because he stated | 
that he thought the Court of Claims had already found the find- | 
ings in the matter and had given the information upon which | 


Congress could afford the relief, if it saw fit to do so. Acting 
upon this veto, recommendations were made in this House and 
also in the Senate for a direct appropriation of amount of claims, 
and the Senate passed a bill, but it was not reached in the House. 
Later, in the Fifty-fourth Congress, the bill was included in the 
general deficiency bill. It passed both Houses, and went to Presi- 
dent Cleveland. President Cleveland vetoed the bill on several 
grounds, and among other reasons he vetoed it on account of this 


bill, stating that there had been already paid to these people | 


$210,000 for extras. 
The President in this veto was mistaken in this regard, because 


the Court of Claims found that claimants had been paid but | 


$116,000 on those extras, the President being in error by $94,000. 
His further objection was that this claimant had receipted in full 


for this claim, but the Court of Claims found that there was still | 
due $56,000 on the very item which the President claimed had | 


been receipted for, and Congress in four other instances made 
direct appropriations to relieve claimants where they had signed 
similar receipts. They had also in about half a dozen other cases 
referred claims to the Court of Claims, giving equitable jurisdic- 


tion where the Court of Claims held that these receipts were not | 


a bar tothe claim. The action of the committees of both Houses 
since the Forty-sixth Congress have been uniformly favorable 


with one exception, and that is the report in the Fifty-fifth Con- | 
The House has reported this bill favorably nine different | 


gress. 


times, and at two different times passed the same. The Senate 


has reported this bill favorably seven different times, and at five | 


different times in one way or another has passed the same. 

This claim is entirely similar to one that Congress has hereto- 
fore sent to the Court of Claims, known as ‘‘An act for the relief of 
Nathaniel McKay and the executors of Donald McKay for the 
building of the ironclad Squando.’’ McKay & Aldus were the 
builders of this boat. They later went into bankruptcy and the as- 
sets of the firm were sold. McKay purchased those assets. By 
act of Congress he was permitted to go to the Court of Claims. 
The Court of Claims awarded something over $115,000. This case 
is almost identical with the Etlah, because the contracts were the 
same, the price was to be the same, and the time for completion 
was to be the same, and these people went into bankruptcy. They 
had an assignment and had also signed a receipt similar to the one 
that was signed in this case, only in the case of the Ltlah it was 
signed by bankers in their regular course of business, but in this 
case the receipt was signed by McKay & Aldus, and the court held 
that this receipt was no bar to recovery and awarded them the 
sum of $115,000. 

It will also be remembered that Congress made a direct appro- 
priation relieving the contractors who built the monitor Shiloh, 
appropriating $125,000 for items similar to what is claimed here 
and substantially under similar circumstances. The boat Shiloh 
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was built in the same yard with the Etlah, and the 
was used by both of these builders. So that the 
| case of the two are substantially the same. 
| _By an act approved May 27, 1902, Congress sent to the ¢ 
: : he Court of 
Claims nearly every one of these remaining twenty ¢],; ms ; 
| lieve they are all disposed of now except this ono and +.) 2 
;more. The terms under which they were sent to the (oi. 
Claims were identical with this bill, with the exception of the © Ok 
| proviso, which has reference to matters that took pl 0 Padre 
| court heretofore in this case. © Mi the 
Now, I believe that this claim possesses all the n 
the question of what amount should be found. ¢} 
| sessed by any one of these other claims that Congress has ready 
granted relief in. They have paid in four instances }) a caotee 
propriations, and half a dozen other cases have been son: 
Court of Claims, and the court allowed the claims ay | +} 
been paid by Congress. By an act approved in May 
| other claims of this character were sent to te Court of (Jim 
' and it is no more than justice to give these people the same trea: 
ment that the other claimants have had. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
man a question. 

Mr. OTJEN. Very well. 

Mr. FINLEY. The real claimants are the people who py 
chased these claims at a bankrupt sale? 

Mr. OTJEN. The claimants are the heirs of Chouteayn. Har. 
son & Vale. They were the ones who furnished the iron 
the largest creditors. 

Mr. FINLEY. Were they the purciiasers at the bankruy 

Mr. OTJEN. I understand so. 

Mr. FINLEY. What consideration did they pay? 

Mr. OTJEN. I do not know; they were the largest 
| having furnished the iron, and they owed them somethi) 

$200,000. 

Mr. FINLEY. The committee has no information as to ¢) 
amount of the consideration? 

Mr. OTJEN. No; I presume the consideration is in some of 
these Court of Claims reports, but I do not remember now what 
it is. 

Mr. FINLEY. ILIaskif the committee had any method of as- 
certaining what the consideration was? 

Mr.OTJEN. Ithinkso; but that would not be avery material 
point as to the merits of the claim, as I take it. 

Mr. FINLEY. The gentleman mentions other vessels built in 
| the same yard and settled for. Did the builders go into bank 
ruptcy and the claims pass into other hands? 

Mr. OTJEN. In the case of McKay & Aldus, they went into 
| bankruptcy, and McKay bought the claim against the 
ment and, [ think, paid $1,500 for the claim. 

Mr. FINLEY. I notice in the report of the committee that the 
| bankers Gilman & Son signed a receipt. What was the nature of 
the authority of these bankers? 

Mr. OTJEN. They testified before the Court of Claims that 
| they signed the receipt in the ordinary course of business, but 
| that they did not examine the receipt, and that they had no an- 
thority from McCord further than to take the money they re- 
ceived. 

Mr. FINLEY. I understand that. That is in the report oft! 
committee; but I ask this question: What was the nature of the 
| authority of these bankers as to signing the receipt’ 

Mr. OTJEN. They were simply agents to collect the twenty- 
six thousand and some odd dollars as bankers. | now yield back 
the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MAHON. How much time does the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee want? 

Mr. SIMS. Three minutes. 

Mr. MAHON. I yield five minutes to the gentlema! 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, this claim is on all fours \ 
a number of others reported to the House and passed, as stat d by 
| the gentleman from Wisconsin who has just taken his seat. 1 0) 
| posed every one of the bills from the fact that in every Instance 
they had settled with the Navy Department and accepte«! what ba 
given them in full of all claims for damages. I made the i 
fight I could in every case ard got defeated most ins! riously in 
every case. This claim is just as good as any of the others that 
have been paid, and having made such an inglorious fail 2 i 
impress the House with the injustice of the claims, | though! 
would leave the job to some one who would have much bette! 
success than I had. I shall vote against it and op)” 
same ground I did the other cases. But if we are + he 
consistently, I think you gentlemen who voted for the other 
will have to vote for this. I shall vote against it, as I did again 
the others. ; the othe 

Mr. OTJEN. Congress having relieved practically all the in 
ers of these monitor claimants is it not right to treat tlis claup 
the same way as the others were treated? 
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Mr. SIMS. To be consistent, those who voted for the other bills 
should vote for this one. 






Mr. FINLEY. The gentleman from Tennessee stated that this 
ys. as good as some Others that have been passed. Will he say 


eet _ good as many others that have not been paid? 
' Mr. SIMS. Oh, I think hundreds have not been paid that are 


far better than this. As I say,I only want to put myself right in 
' I see no additional grounds for voting against it ex- 
pt that this has been vetoed more often than any of the others. 
Nir MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

“Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, of course the gentleman can 
make that motion, but we will debate it for a while. ; 
The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


this matter. 


jelded the floor? Wee j 
" r. M AHON. Oh,no. I will give the gentleman all the time 
he wants. 


Mr. PAYNE. Idonotask the gentleman for any time. When 
he gets through, I will take my own time. — , 

Mr. MAHON. Isimply want to get action on the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I find that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon], the chairman of the committee, re- 
porte d adversely this bill in the Fifty-fifth Congress at the second 
geSsi( mn. 

Mr. MAHON. ' ' 

Mr. PAYNE. Sol suppose we will have him voting with us 
against thisclaim now. I am glad tosee that we are getting some 
reenforcements. It only illustrates what I have been contending 
for for some years, that when a bad bill appears before the coin- 
mittee and the committee is satisfied that they ought to report it, 
they do so and put themselves on record. Now, this boat was to 
cost $386,000. It has been so manipulated that if this bill passes 
it will cost about deuble that sum. We are engaged in trying to 
buildupanew Navy. Weexpend from $60,000,000 to $80,000,000, 
more or less, a year, paying it out on contract to build up a new 
Navy. If these precedents are to be followed out, in the coming 
generation what we expect is going to cost us $60,000,000 a year 
is going to cost us $120,000,000 a year. 

Mr. OTJEN. In the new Navy that we are building up does 
the Government reserve the right to change the contract at will? 

Mr. PAYNE; Oh, yes; they constantly change the contracts. 
The Board of Construction changes them. They put in things up 
to date, and things that get out of date, and all that sort of thing. 
We are liable to the same thing in the future, and the vice of the 
whole business, Mr. Chairman, is that never, never can we get a 
settlement. Here is the bill for a monitor built, I think, in 1862. 
The Government settled with the original contractor, paid him 
about $200,000, I think, according to this report. I will quote 
from the report of the chairman of the committee [Mr. Manon] 
in 1897: 

The contractor was paid * * * the sum of $210,991 for extras over and 
above the contract price, and of this sum the last yment, of $31,101, was 
made on the llth day of May, 1866, and then Charles WMecord receipted for 
the extras expressly in full. 

It appears that some attorney signed this receipt for Charles W. 
McCord, and afterwards one of them testified that he was not au- 
thorized to say it was in full for all extras and bind his principal 
in that way, but he was authorized to receive the money. 

I don’t care whether he was authorized or not. Charles W. 
McCord was the original contractor. He knew how much had 
been expended in extras. He knew how much he had been de- 
layed, and he knew at the time. He knew before he was in bank- 
ruptcy; he knew while he was still doing business; he made up 
his bill for his extras, and he was settled with and received his 

“10,000, according to the report of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania. There is a good deal of haziness, if you look through all 
— reports, as to the amount he actually did receive. When 

Hees Harrison vetoed this bill he put it on the ground that 
all the facts in the case were known to Congress and there was 
no use In sending it to the Court of Claims. It got in as a defi- 
ae in an appropriation bill, and on account of this item and 
- ( or three others President Cleveland vetoed the deficiency bill 
Gana on the ground that the man had been paid nearly 

1 he ontract price and had settled in full. 

After he had settled in full, and after this receipt had been 
eT ni he went into bankruptey, and the assignee in bankruptcy 
pen eon This valuable asset was put up and sold, and these 
ome with oa ses now the claimants, who now come before Con- 
from the sone arge bill for extra services, were the’ purchasers 
oon ssignee In bankruptcy. I have looked through these 
aie as far as I have been able. The report of the gentle- 
and ihotepteee — OTJEN] contains some reat ome, 
tome six or eight = gen eman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] 

= et JE KITCHIN, At what price was it sold? 

’ E. That is what I was going to say. I have not 


T did. 
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been able to find out what price it was sold for, whether they 
gave a dollar for it, or some other good and valuable considera- 
tion. That does not appear anywhere in these reports. They 
come in here now and ask the Congress of the United States to 
open up this case. A gentleman who sits near me says that they 
did not give one dollar for it. They werecreditors of this gentle- 
man, and I suppose they had to givesome nominal sum. They bid 
it in as creditors, to be allowed on their claim, I suppose, but they 
did not pay any actual money for it. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Well, there might have been a 
consideration even then. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suppose there was some consideration nimed. 
I have not been able to find what it is, as yet. This committee 
has not given us that information, or, if they have, I would like 
them to p ‘int it out. 

Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say to my 
friend tat he is in error in the statement he made with respect 
to the reasons President Cleveland gave for vetoing this. One of 
the grounds was that if the item was allowed the cost of the boat 
would be about double what the contract price called for, pnd I 
think the gentleman stated that the objection was that it had cost 
that much. 

Mr. PAYNE. Perhaps I did make a mistake on that point. 
But let me read the language of President Cleveland's veto: 





The contract for the construction of this battery was made by the Gov- 
ernment with Charles W. McCord during the war, and he was to be paid 
therefor the sum of $386,000. He was paid this sum and $210,991 for extras, 
and in May, 1866, gave his receipt in full. The assignee of McCord in bank 
ruptcy assigned to Chouteau and his associates in 1868 all claims of McCord 
against the United States for the precise extras for which he had receipted 
in full two years before. Chouteau brought suit in the Court of f 
such extras and was defeated. Ican not gather from the facts I have been 
able to collect concerning this appropriation that it is justified on any ground. 

In 1891 my immediate predecessor vetoed a bill allowing the matter to be 
examined again by the Court of Claims. 

If the additional payment proposed in this bill was made, the cost of the 
battery in question would be almost double that of the contract price. 

Now, Iam not going to debate this bill in extenso. I am not 
fully enough posted to do so, and I do not know that any other 
Member is. 

Mr. OTJEN. Will the gentleman read what Senator Burrows 
said, following the reading of the veto? 

Mr.PAYNE. Oh,yes. IseethatSenator Burrows says on the 
next page that these people were paid, not $200,000 but $110,000. 
On the other hand, my friend from Pennsylvania, who is usually 
very accurate in figures, says that they have been paid $210,000. 
Where these learned doctors disagree, far be it from me to under- 
take to settle such a question of fact. But I do not care whether 
the amount paid was $110,000 or $200,000. 

Mr. OTJEN. The Court of Claims found the facts. 

Mr. PAYNE. I see it stated in another of these reports that 
$210,000 was the amount paid. I can only get my information 
from the statements presented to us by the committce. Of course, 
I have not time to go and examine the files; it would be impos- 
sible. I must take the facts as presented here. 

But I repeat, I do not care whether the amount paid was 
$110,000 or $210,000. This man was settled with. He brought in 
his bill for extras; he submitted the details to the Department; 
he agreed with the Department as to the amount, and the De- 
partment paid him in full, and that ought to be, it seems to me, 
an end to this claim. 

But, sir, my friend from Nebraska [Mr. McCartny], who sits 
behind me, has had more time to examine this matter than I have, 
and I yield to him. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Chairman, I have made only a casual 
examination of this case, and if the gentlemen who are in favor 
of this bill can convince me that itis right no man in this Hall 
will more cheerfully vote for the measure than Iwill. But after 
my examination of the case Iam satisfied that the claim is wrong. 
I am satisfied that the amount was paid before the claim was 
assi - Lam thus satisfied from an examination of the evi- 
dence and from the further fact that two Presidents of the United 
States have vetoed bills for the payment of this claim, and from 
the further fact that the Supreme Court of the United States has 
squarely declared that the claim was paid, and paid in full. 

The only reasons assigned by the committee for making a fa- 
vorable report on this bill are these: First. That other bills fully 
as iniquitous as this have been paid. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Sims] has candidly admitted that heretofore he has 
always opposed such measures as this. I assume that he was can- 
did in his opposition, and that he still believes the opposition 
which he interposed to former bills of this same character was 
right. Now, if it was wrong to allow those other bills, it is 
wrong to allow this, just because this is similar to those and no 
worse. 

Mr. SIMS. 


Claims for 


I opposed this bill in the committee and did all I 


could to prevent its being reported, and I am going to oppose its 
adoption by this Committee of the.Whole. 
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Mr. MAHON. I hope the gentleman will not undertake to dis- | ney filed as a part of the opinion of the Supreme ‘ourt of 4 
close committee secrets. United States. I will read it directly. the 
Mr. SIMS. I did not file any minority report, and it is only in Again this report, copying from the report of a forme, 7 
this way that I can vindicate my position. gress, says: mie 

Mr. McCARTHY. Another reason assigned by the committee | To know that this whole statement is erroneous and misleadins + 
in its report for the recommendation of this bill is the fact that | necessary to know the facts. Was 
former Congresses have acted upon it favorably. Now, neither That is, the misstatement by President Cleveland in pj , 
of these two reasons is sufficient to my mind, as opposed to the | message. nif 
evidence as I see it, to justify me in voting for this measure. Now, what are the facts—some of them which they cite 

I assume that this report is as favorable as any report that It has been shown that the receipt was signed by McCora’s { ' 
could be drawn on this bill; and I desire to read a few excerpts | without knowing what he was doing— 
from this report. First, on page 4, we find that— | That is, Mr. Gillman, if you please, signed this receip} wit] 

Mr. Thomas P. Gillman testified that he was the member of the firm who | ®V@2 knowing what he was doing— 


signed the receipts, and that he was not aware that the paper contained the | and without the knowledge of his principal or his authority ; 
words “the full and final payment on all extras.” that regard. : 


— 





Now, that seems a remarkable proposition for an intelligent | We will see about that. Now, I should like to know what they 
banker like Mr. Gillman, of New York, to testify to. I can see | is in this case to justify the committee or justify anyone in arriy. 
how an ignorant man, incapable of reading or writing the Eng- | ingat theconclusion that Mr. Gillman did nothave ample authority 
lish language, might testify to a fact of that kind; but it is be- | to sign that receipt. Mr. Gillman is presumed to have been aij, 
yond my comprehension how Mr. Gillman could do it. | to read and write the English language and to have kn 
" Well, he testified to some other things, to the understanding of | full contents of the voucher accompanying the receip' 
his firm. Now. I do not believe that Mr. Gillman is a competent | _Mr.. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Who questions Mr. (Gill; 
witness to testify as to the understanding of his firm. There | thority to sign it? 
might have been other members of that same firm who had an Mr. McCARTHY. The committee report, right he: 
entirely different understanding of it. | just read it. You can find it at the top of page 6. 

Mr. MAHON. Will the gentleman allow me toask him a ques- | Says he had no authority to sign it. He had power: 
tion? | to sign it in full: 

Mr. McCARTHY. Yes. | _ It is alleged by the petitioners that this receipt was unk: 

Mr. MAHON. Without reference to this bill, I wish to say to | for? ihe dy.of the trial and they bad no opportunity 
the gentleman that it has been the custom of the Treasury De- | py them it was done without knowing the purport ther 
partment, not only in this case, but ina great many others, where They are coming to the point now where they begin se 
men were under heavy obligations, borrowing money to build | ¢¢ doubt whether they have really signed the receipt or n 
shi] s, and one thing and another, for the Department to make an | if they did sign it they are more satisfied than ever that | 
adjudication to suit themsely es, although it did not suit the con- | not read it over; that if such a receipt was signed it wa 
tractor. He says, That is not my contract.’”’ The Department | without their kn: wledge, without knowing its purport 
say to him, ‘* You take this and sign a receipt in full or you get they were only authorized as bankers to receive what 
nothing.” There are hundreds of contractors who signed receipts | might be paid on account of such vessel, the payment to 
in full who were paid afterwards in spite of the receipts. , ; 


in New York; that they had no knowledge whatever 
> TNE Y y 2m iscove , evidences , 7 . S ——. : 
Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman discover any evidences of | count between the Government and their principal 
duress in this report? 


Wh the 


You will agree with me, after having heard rea: | 
Mr. MAHON. Iam not talking about this _port. | power of attorney executed in this case. that they had full a 
Mr. PAYNE. Iam talking about this case. fore eee a ee 


_ ee : ity and that it was their duty to know. Any man in Mc' 
Mr. MAHON. I say it — been _ oo of the Treasury | situation, who places his case in the hands of his at 
Department in many cases to say to these people, ** Sign a receipt | pound by what his attorney does as fully as if he had pe 
in full or go into bankruptcy.”’ | the act himself. 

Mr. McCARTHY. That may be the practice, but I submit | Again. the courts proceeded seemingly upon the th 
that there is not an iota of evidence in this case to show that du- | yceCord had participated in or assented to the prepara 
ress of any kind wasemployed. . | voucher, and his rights were therefore necessarily co: 

Now, Mr. Gillman went on testifying as to the understanding | the receipt executed by his att va in fact 

: . - & | the receipt executed by his attorneys in fact. 
of his firm. In any court he would be required to testify not to | Again: 
conclusions and understandings, but to actual facts. Wewill| 4, tact. trom the circumstancesof the caseand the sitvat 
get to them later on, and we shall see if the real facts in the case | your committee is of the opinion that it isaltogether proba)! 
warranted any such conclusion or understanding on the part of | the fact. The voucher was doubtless prepared by the Navy 


» ‘ ; » 7—0 the ordinary course, and receipted by Gillman, Sons & Co A 
Mr. Gillman or his firm. The report says: money, and without any thought upon their part of adjusting | 
Mr. Thomas P. Gillman testified that he was the member of the firm who | McCord for extra work or materials. 


signed the receipt, and that he was not aware that the paper contained the T Toad martes. volut 
words “ being the full and final payment on all extras;” that the understand- | Now I read from the United States Re ports, V 


ing of his firm was that they were simply authorized to receipt for money | ginning on page 62. I will first read this voucher w hich 
due McCord from the Government. Sons & Co. signed: 

Now, it does not matter what his understanding was. His au- | [Etlah—Payment on account of extra 
thority was derived from a written power of attorney, and that cotta Navy D ho Chant Pe gd ge 
written power of attorney is incorporated in the opinion of the ee ee aes ee ies aaa ete aie te 
Supreme Court, and it is better evidence of what the real facts in | £ttah, which is extra to the contract dated June 24, 1863. | 
the case were, and as to the extent of Mr. Gillman’s authority, | final payment onall extras, and in full for all claims and 
than any reminiscences in his mind twenty or thirty years later, | WOT: 1.114. 5 ; 
He testifies— It mentions extras as compared with the original cont! 

That they had no poser to bind their principal in the matter of extras; bec _— the contract _— ° had been p uid se ae 
that they had simply assumed to act as his bankers to receive the money and | 12 €XC@SS of that contract price had been paid lon 
place it to his credit; that he Sane = veneaee eaneny ot oe had signed other | this voucher was executed solely for the purpose of se! 
receipts, simply for the purpose of collecting the money; that it was not their | pj; ic ined f, . . : r 
custom toexamine this Fine of paper, and he did not think he looked over the | claim whic ores d for extra work _ I sbo k ‘ 1 
language of the voucher; that his firm knew nothing of the state of the account | Mr. CRU ACKER. Does the gentleman know 
between McCord and the United States. was paid in the way of extras? 


That is remarkable, but Mr. McCord had reposed confidence in Mr. McCARTHY. Well, President Cleveland sa dt os 
these gentlemen. They were appearing as his attorneys in fact, | his investigation $210,000 had been paid for extras, and \" 
authorized to do any act pertaining to that matter that he could | ™@n from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon], in his report to ¥ 
do if personally present. Two powers of attorney were executed. seventh Congress, said the same thing. Sand 4 
The first seemed to be inadequate, did not seem to confer large | .Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Two hundred and 
enough powers upon the attorneys, and the next was executed | Dine hundred and ninety-one dollars. 4 the fi 
evidently after some question had arisen between McCord and| Mr. MCCARTHY. Yes. I desire to reac att ei 
this Government and was drawn sufficiently broad to confer all | #ttorney and then ask why the second power of attorne) 
powers upon the attorneys to settle contested questions, and drawn | cuted: 


Know all men by these presents that I, Charles W. McCord 
for that purpose. 4 ‘ 7 the State of Missouri, have made, constituted, and appoin! 
Mr. OTJEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? resents do make, constitute, and appoint, Gillman, Son & Co i 
Mr. McCARTHY. Yes. ver of —_ firm, in the city of now as mi wwe aS vent O1 
* P : : me and in my name, place, and s' , to collect from the navy" 
Mr. OTJEN. Where do you get that information? thorized officer of the United States Government all payme® 
Mr. McCARTHY. I get it from the copy of the power of attor- | become due to me for building an ironclad vessel at St. Lou 











1904. 


an ner C ot dated 24th June, 1863, giving and granting unto 
- : on power and authority to do and perform all and every 


the Etlah. 


my said attorne® soever requisite and necessary to be done in and about the 
act and (ins to all intents and purposes, as I might or could do if per- 
premises, & "Sith full power of substitution and revocation, hereby rati- 
sonally presey ing allthat my saidattorney or his substitute shall lawfully 


fying ane er, he done by virtue hereof. 
do or cause to be done by Veereunto set my hand and seal the %th day of 


n witness Wt md 
- - in the year 1863. 


ee CHARLES W. McCorp. [SEAL.] 
Sealed and delivered in the presence of— 
THOMAS L. THORNWELL, 


Mr, WM. ALDEN SMITH. That was three years before this 


= ML Cc CRTHLY, Yes, sir; but before the time that the light- 
ira omit 1 Etlah had been completed under the original con- 
al after many changes had been suggested and arranged for. 
"Now, fi 1x some reason it was thought that this power of attor- 
ney was inadequate; that questions in regard to this transaction 
were liable to arise or had arisen which this power of attorney 
did not provide for, so on the 2d day of January, 1894, the follow- 
ing power of attorney was executed: 

Know all men by these presents that Charles W. McCord, of the city of 
s+ Louis and State of Missouri, has made, constituted, and ap vointed, and 
by these presents do make, constitute, and appoint, Messrs. Gillman, Son & 
Co. of the city of New York, my true and lawful attorney, for me and in 
my name, and for my use, to ask— 


What! Do as they were authorized to do under the other one? 
No. 


To ask, demand, sue for— 

It looks as if they were going to have a lawsuit now, so there is 
authorization— 
to sue for, recover, and receive all such sum or sums of money, debts, goods, 
wares. and other demands whatsoever, which are or shall be due, owing or 
payable and belonging to me. 

And will you permit Messrs. Gillman, Son & Co., in the face of 
a written authority of that character, to come before you and say 
that they did not have authority to receipt for Mr. McCord? 
Would not we be considered a wise set of legislators to stand for 
any such violent construction of this instrument as they now 
seem to place upon it in view of what the Supreme Court says 
presently? However, I will proceed with the reading of this 
power of attorney: 

Especially to receive any payments that are and will be due me by virtue 
of acontract entered into with the Navy Department to build a lignt-draft 
monitor, named Etlah, said contract bearing date June 24, 1863, for which 
lam to receive, upon the full compliance of said contract, the sum of $386,000, 
in eight equal payments, the Navy Department reserving 2% per cent on such 
payments until completion and reception of said vessel; giving and granting 
unto my said attorneys by these presents full power and authority in and 
about the premises to have, use, and take all lawful ways and means, in my 
name, for the purposes aforesaid; and upon the receipt of any such debts, 
due . or sums of money (as the case may be), acquittances or other sufficient 
discharges. 


Did they not have authority under this language to execute and 
receipt in the language which they did, as shown by the commit- 
tee’s report? Can there be any question in the mind of any man 
within the sound of my voice, notwithstanding the testimony of 
Messrs. Gillman, Son & Co., that they had full and ample authority 
to sign such receipts and acquittance? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. And they are perfectly responsible; 
they were bankers, and men of business and experience? 

Mr. McCARTHY, Yes, sir (reading) — 


And generally to do all other acts and things in the law whatsoever need- 
ful and necessary to be done in and about the premises; for me and in my 
hame to do, execute, and perform as fully and to all intents and purposes as 
I might or could do if personally present. 


Now, then, we come to the opinion of the Supreme Court, and 
I submit that that tribunal is as competent as any tribunal in this 
land to pass upon the legal effect of evidence and to say when a 
fact is proven. What does the Supreme Court say? 


s y'tappears from the findings of the Court of Claims that the 
S161 ay Department estimated the same extra work and material at 
ae an that court now estimates at $172,273.55, and that McCord ac- 
arel vaguis Sum, if the voucher is binding on him, as the full value of his labor 
qusterials, and acknowledged it to be payment in full. 
it is insisted } Signed to this receipt by Gillman, Son & Co., hisattorneys; and 
and not f > tea ounsel that they could only bind him for the sum received 
ther weeet d _ ceptance as full compensation. It is said in argument that 
such sume Sn Mets in New York and had no other power than to receipt for 
ih US &S night be paid them. 
one of tha 48 of attorney are produced from McCord to Gillman. Son & Co., 
are very ae. - November 24, 1863, and the other January 2, 18¢4. These 
attorneys, “to en especially the latter. It makes them his true and lawful 
Wares, and oth sue for, recover, and receive all sums of money, debts, goods, 
will Deane _ r cemands whatsoever,” and especially payments that are or 
in and about tl oe contract for building the Etiah; “gives” them full power 
in his name = premises to have, use, and take all lawful ways and means 
other sufficient i ‘6 purposes aforesaid, and to make such acquittances or 
oth paginaeenn schar es for me and in my name, and generally to do all 
Weareot ons a2 lawful to be done in and about the premises. 
ment of a voucher ae this authorized Gillman, Son & Co. to accept pay- 
Payment for the r which declared on its face that it was the last, the full 


cipal to such Seema orn done on the vessel, and thereby bind their prin- 


Now. such is the opinion of the Supreme Court after having 
XXXVII—97 


roper officer 
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made a fair comparison of all the evidence and having examined 
the written instrument conferring the power upon Gillman, Son 
& Co. I submit that it makes but little difference what Mr. 
Gillman’s opinion might have been as to the legal effect of 
that power of attorney when he came and testified before the 
committee of this House or before the Court of Claims. The evi- 
dence is against him. Now, the Supreme Court goes on to reason 
that this very voucher must have been sent to McCord himself, 
because it was executed in April. More than two weeks elapsed 
before it was presented for payment and paid, and it had ample 
time, in the usual course of business, to have gone from Wash- 
ington to St. Louis and from there to New York, and the pre- 
sumption is that that is what was done. 

The Supreme Court, in its opinion, says: 

It is certainly fair to suppose that McCord presented his own statement of 
the account to the navy officers, and the final approval of the Chief of the 
Bureau of Construction, at Washington, is dated April 26, 1866. The payment, 
as indorsed on that same voucher by the paymaster at New York, to Gill- 
man, Son & Co., is dated May 11, 1866, which is just about a reasonable time 
for the voucher to have been received from Washington by McCord at St. 
Louis, and by him forwarded to Gillman, Son & Co.,at New York. for collec- 
tion. If this be the true history of the voucher, McCord is bound by his own 
actions, for the voucher, while in his hands, had on its face the clearest state- 
ment that the sum therein allowed was ‘the full and final payment on all 
extras, and in full for all claims and demands for that work,” and if he for- 
warded it in this shape to his bankers to get the money on it, without pro- 
test, he must be bound by that statement in the voucher. 

The Court of Claims finds that the delay in completing the vessel was 
caused by the changes ordered by the United States, and that, owing to the 
rise in the prices of the laborand materials on the work done under the origi- 
nal contract, and without reference to the changes, the cost of that work was 
increased to the builder $118,283.20. ; 

; =e appellants asserted a claim for this amount also, which the court re- 
used. 

It is very clear that both parties contemplated the probability that the 
work would not be completed at the precise period of eight monthsfrom the 
date of the contract. They also contemplated that changes would be made 
in the construction of the battery. They made such provision for these mat- 
ters as they deemed necessary for the protection of each party. For the rea- 
sonable cost and expenses of the changes made in the construction payment 
was to be made; but for any increase in the costof the work not changed no 
provision was made. There was a provision for delay, by which the con- 
tractor was to submit to pay $4,500 for every monthof that delay. This ne 
vision, the only one on that subject, if strictly enforced, might have made him 
a still ereater loser; butitseems to have been waived. But we are very clear 
that without any such provision he must be held to have taken the risk of 
the prices of the labor and materials which he was bound to furnish, asevery 
other contractor does who agrees to do a specified job at a fixed price. Itis 
one of the elements which he takes into account when he makes his bargain, 
and he can not expect the other party to guarantee him against unfavorable 
changes in those prices. 

If, on the contrary, something had occurred to bring about a 
depreciation in the price of labor and the price of material from 
the time the Government awarded this contract to McCord, do 
you suppose the Government could have recovered from the other 
contracting parties the difference between the price at the time 
the contract was entered and the lower prices which ob‘ained 
when the contract was completed? Not by any manner of means. 
Every man taking a contract takes his chances on these things. 
They did it in that instance, and they are bound by it. 

Again, I submit that this claimant here is not in the attitude of 
an innocent purchaser. The record nowhere shows that he ever 
paid one dollar for this claim or that he ever parted with anything 
of value for it. He, it is alleged, was a creditor of Mr. McCord 
at the time that McCord’s assignee offered these claims for sale, 
and as a creditor purchased it. It was simply a substitution of 
credits. He did not change position or part with anything of 
value. Even if he had, I submit that he is in no better attitude 
than Mr. McCord would have been. This was not a negotiable 
instrument that people might purchase upon the market; it was 
simply an assignable chose in action, which every man would buy 
with his eyes wide open and take it subject to any defenses which 
may have existed between the Government and the assignor. 

The assignor, Mr. McCord, two years prior to the sale of this 
pretended claim against the Government of the United States, 
had settled in full and received his pay for it, and I submit that 
this bill Ought not to be favorably reported by this committee. 
At least I can not see my way clear tc vote for it. I want to be 
fair about it, and if there are any good reasons why it should be 
favorably reported I am ready to listen to them and vote the 
other way. 

Mr, SPALDING. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire in 
what, proceeding that testimony of Gillman & Sons was taken, 
whether in the proceeding that went to the Supreme Court or in 
the subsequent one before the Court of Claims? 

Mr. McCARTHY. The Court of Claims was the first proceed- 
ing and the proceeding in the Supreme Court was the subsequent 
proceeding. 

Mr. SPALDING. There were two proceedings in the Supreme 
Court. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Yes; but the Supreme Court simply re- 
viewed the evidence ta*en in the other court. 


Mr. SPALDING. This testimony of Gillman & Sons was in 
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the second proceedings brought in the Court of Claims. The 
other ones have gone to the Supreme Court, and the second pro- 
ceeding was thrown out of the Court of Claims on the ground 
that it did not have jurisdiction. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I have only discussed the first proceeding. 

Mr. SPALDING. And this testimony of Gillman & Sons has 
not been explained. or, rather, this receipt has not been explained 
by the testimony of Gillman & Sons in the proceeding that went 
to the Supreme Court, but was explained in the subsequent case 
in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. McCARTHY. 
Sons. It is such testimony as is not susceptible of any explanation. 

Mr. SPALDING. Iam not discussing that feature of it. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Hereisagrand opportunity tosave $174,000, 
which can be used by this Government for an honest, lawful, and 
laudable purpose. It will enable us to pay $1.000 each to 174 old 
soldiers or $174 each to 1,000 loyal defenders of the American flag 
who stood by our guns where the shot and shell fell thickest on 
many a bloody battlefield. 

Let us do right. Let ussave our money and use it liberally for 
legitimate purposes, instead of squandering it on spurious and 
fictitious claims. 

Mr. OTJEN. Now, it does not make any difference to me 
whether this claim is favorably reported or not. All I care about 
is to do my duty to this claimant—the claim having been assigned 
tome. The facts are simply these: Owing to the Gover:unent 
changing its plan, it delayed these contractors. Prices went up, 
material went up, and labor went up. A United States engineer 
and a United States inspector have testified before the Court of 
Clainis that the cost of this boat was nearly double what it was 
calculated to be in the first place. Nobody denies that this claim- 
ant signed a receipt which purported to be in full, but here is the 
case of Nathaniel McKay v. The United States, where an identical 


receipt was signed just the same as in this case. Congress sent | 


that claim to the Court of Claims, and the claim was allowed 
and this man received $115,000; and the receipt was not held a 
bar. in the act passed and approved May 27, 1902, nine of these 
very boat claims are sent to the Court of Claims under bills simi- 
lar to this. Now, I don’t care whether this bill is reported favor- 
ably or not, but I do say that we ought to treat one man the same 
as we do another. If it is right to send these nine claimants to 
the Court of Claims, then it is right to send this one there. If it 
is not right to send this one, then Congress did wrong in sending 
these nine others. I believe that this claim, barring the amount, 
has just as much merit as the similar claims—just as much merit 
as these other claims, of which eighteen out of twenty Congress 
has already relieved. 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation? 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
PERKINS) there were—ayes 24, noes 44. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rec- 
ommend that the bill lie on the table. I will ask first whether that 
follows this action of the committee, as a matter of course? 

The CHAIRMAN, As itstands now, the bill will go right back 
to the Calendar. 

Mr.PAYNE. ThenI shall insist upon my motion that the com- 
mittee recommend that the bill lie on the table. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside 
with the recommendation that it lie on the table? 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

SPANISH WAR CLAIM OF IOWA. 


Mr. HAUGEN. The chairman of the committee yields to me | 


that I may call up the bill (H. R. 6345) for the relief of the State 
of lowa. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to pay to the State of Iowa, out of any money not | 


otherwise appropriated, the sum of $21,293.53, to reimburse the said State for 
money and supplies furnished Iowa troops after being mustered into the 
United States service 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: | 


In lines 5, 6, and 7 strike out “$21,293.53” and insert ** $20,545.70.” 

Mr. HAUGEN. 
to reimburse the State of Iowa for money and supplies furnished 
Iowa troops after being mustered into the United States service. 
In a report made by the Auditor for the War Department on a 
similar bill, introduced in the Fifty-seventh Congress on January 
26, 1903, to the Secretary of the Treasury, he states: 


In the official > rt, which will be furnished the governor of Iowa within 

a few days, it wil 

amounts to $21,293.60. 
Amount stated in this bill is $20,545.70, a difference of $747.90. 
The amount stated in the bill is $747.90 less than the amount 

shown in the report made by the War Department and is accounted 


It has never been explained by Gillman & | 


Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid | 


Mr. Chairman, this bill appropriates $20,545.70 | 


be shown that the total disallowance of every nature | 


| out the intent of the law and not to stand on t 
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| for in Adjutant-General Byer’s letter, of Iowa 
February 11, 1903, and incorporated in this repo: 
to page 2 of this report. 

| lLalsocall your attention to the Adjutant-Genera)’ 

| his letter of January 27, 1903, pages 2 and 8 of ¢] 

I personally had the supervision and paid all claims : 
ment, and that before any bill was paid they had the a; 
Olmstead, of the Ninth United States Cavalry, muste; 
duty at Des Moines, lowa. The great majority of the } 
Auditor for the War Department were bills that wer: 

| after the troops were mustered into the service. 

I also call your attention to the statement maid: 
Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Spaulding, in his le 
| 27, 1903, page 3 of this report: 

I have the honor to inclose herewith the report made by | 
bill on the 26th instant, showing that in the settlem 
against the United States for reimbursement on acer 
made inthe war with Spain, it has been uniformly held t 
accounts of officersand men after muster into the Unit 
not a proper charge, under the act of July 8, 1898, and a 

| and were therefore disallowed. 
Respectfully, 


Frsruary 2, 


under date of 
» and I refer you 


tat 
Statement j 
ACU n 

“PDO: 

port 


0.1 


I also call attention to Acting Auditor Seeds’s st 
War Department, page 5 of this report: 
By an examination of the statement of differences ar 
ment, transmitted on the 13th instant, you will observ 
of fair grounds referred to having been allowed in part 
acceptance of the settlement would, under the section o/ 
preclude the State from further prosecution of said ite: 
accounting officers of the Treasury. 
Respectfully, 
Act of July 8, 1898, directs that— 
The Secretary of the Treasury pay to the governor « 
sonable costs, charges, and expenses that have been incurr 
ing the United States to raise the Volunteer Army in t) 
Spain, by subsisting, clothing, supplying, equipping 
| ing men of his State or Territory who were afterwards a 
unteer Army of the United States. Transportation pa 
from the place of their enrollment for service to the pla 
into the service by the United States mustering officer: : 
of the men transported shall appear on the muster ro] 
such claims shall be settled upon proper vouchers to bef 
by the proper accounting officer of the Treasury. 
I invite attention to the affidavits of Governor Shaw and Adju- 
tant-General Byers, pages 3 and 4 of this report 
In the matter of supplies (that in your letter you say 
original bill, were furnished after muster into United st 
facts are that the goods had been ordered before m 
| dum made out, but some bills were not made out until t 
following, the bills only being presented for payment « 
| were approved by the United States mustering officer | 
made by the State, and all payments were mace by the § 
supposing that the ammaorel of the United States officer 
| ing officers and quartermaster on part of the United St 
sufficient authority for reimbursement by the General ( 


The evidence goes to show that the money was 
good faith; that the Adjutant-General had the s 
paid all claims through his department, and that 
were paid they had the approval of Capt. J.C 
Ninth United States Cavalry, mustering oflicer, the: 
Des Moines, lowa. 

It appears that memorandums were made out 
not made out until the ist of the month followi 
ing presented for payment butonce a month, and 
ing being that the approval of the United States: 
was sufficient authority for reimbursement by th 
ernment. It also appears (see p. 4)— 


All the money expended by the State in aid of the U1 
ment in the mobilization, organization, and supplying t 
Volunteers was expended in good faith and bears the 4} 
tering officers, either Capt. J. A. Olmsted, Ninth Unité 
Maj. J. B. Guthrie, late Fifteenth United States Infantr 
materials were sold, but actually used up in the servic: 
and camp of mobilization for volunteers for the Span 
Des Moines, Iowa. 

Further, that the adjutant-general, as acting quarter! 

general and special supervision on the part of the Stat 
| penditures, and general management of the same for | 
| approval of the army officers of the United States on « 
date of purchase and disposal. 
L. M. SHAW, ¢ 


M. H. BYERS, 


E. P. SEEps 


STATE oF IowA, Polk Counter y 
Subscribed and sworn to before me by L. M. Shaw, ¢ 
Byers, adjutant-general, of Iowa, this —— day of Septen 


Clerk of the Supreme Court 


The act of July 8, 1898, was clearly for th 
bursing the States for money paid out by States | 
the United States service. Many of the « laim- 
lowed by the War Department purely on techn 
one complains of that. We fully appreciate | 
the War Department or elsewhere must act * 
law, and if there is any doubt as to the legali! 
the claims are a proper charge under certai! 
necessary to disallow the claims; but the spirit 
| pay this and all similar claims, and it is now for ' ‘idles. 
Shaw, aud 4% 


The governor of the State of Iowa, Leslie M. 











1904. 
a 
honest and ei 
and patriotism 
ognized all 0’ 
whose fame an 
but have swe) 
experience 1 
acted ] 
Now, then, 
of this red-tap 


ient aid, Adjutant-General Byers, whose integrity 
have never been questioned—Governor Shaw rec- 
r this land as one of America’s foremost men, 
| popularity are not con ‘ined to the State of Iowa, 
)-vond those; recognized as a lawyer, a man of vast 
nce usiness affairs, supported by his able aid—have 
go d Lid th. 
_— ppose some irregularity occurred, and that some 
was dispensed with; some receipts had not been 





signed on the proper line, as indicated in some of the memoran- | 
dums in luded in the itemized statement; aud suppose that receipts 
were lost or not secured at all, and that part payment had been 


me claim, is that any reason for not paying this 


nted on & 


Nobody questions the affidavit, the integrity, or the stand- 


“nf 


lain? 
cai = ie . . . 
ing of these gentleman, or their capacity for business. 

‘We were then at war with Spain, and I fancy the question was 


not so much with these men as to strictly complying with all the 


formalities and red-tape under the rules and regulations of any | 


dens tment. 

r ee had been called upon to furnish her share of the 125,000 
volunteers called for April 23, 1898, and subsequent calls. The 
question uppermost in the minds of these men was not only how 
to furnish the men, but how to furnish the best men, and how to 
get them to the front the quickest, as well as to provide for their 
comfort. And let me say to you that the volunteers were fur- 
nished promptly and cheerfully. You got the best we had: they 
were the very flower of manhood, the very cream of this country; 
wherever then went, whatever they encountered, they conducted 


TN Td | $69,584. 64 
| Pennsylvania ...........| 402, 452. 98 
Rhode Island...........- | 213,583.86 
South Carolina.......... | 35,152. 82 
South Dakota ........... 14, 576.15 
OUONOS . <<< ccccccec | 78, 904. 53 
a | 86, 796. 48 
aa | 1, 000, 88 
WHE x. ndidcinncy eimece 34, 793. 22 
Ni i a 2,185.50 
Washington. ...........- | 69,889. 3 
West Virginia........... | 45,584.78 
i ll |} 128,917.86 
0. ae 9, 045. 83 
i tie eatin 2, 623. 37 
New Mexico. ............ 5, 884. 54 
CE iicncaisiasiocnes | 1,886.73 
ND eiiccireittici cies ts | 6, 657,027.90 | 


themselves like men, and contributed their pa:t in bringing about | 


the glorious results, 

Will any Member of this House say by vote or action that this 
or any other State shall not be reimbursed every doHar paid or 
incurred in the muster into service, or a single dollar paid for the 
comfort and protection for any one of these men in health or sick- 
ness? I believe not. We all glory in the heroic deeds of these 
gallant men who have brought so much fame and luster to Amer- 
ica’s name and are anxious to show a just appreciation for the 
noble sacrifices which have been made for this country. 
our direful hours, whether during the war with Spain or any 
other conflict, a sacrifice which includes, in addition to the suf- 
ferings at home, the expenditure of money by State or individual, 
the loss of the brave men who now lie beneath the sod and to whose 
memory we will ever bow with reverence and respect. 

The American people believe in a just recognition of the serv- 
ices rendered, either by our soldiers, our States, or any individual. 

Gentlemen, here is an opportunity to show your appreciation of 
services by the State of Iowa and her people. 

This bill has been carefully considered by the Committee on 
War Claims, and has been unanimously reported both in the 
Fifty-seventh and Fifty-eighth Congresses. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
for the purpose of printing a few tables in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 
[Aft rapause.| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The tables referred to are as follows: 


tot ff al , , We . * 
Status of claims of the several States and Territories on account of war with 
Spain. 
























In all | 


| Maine 


Amount sus- 
State or Territory, | Amount Amount Amount_ | pended and 
” claimed. allowed. disallowed.| pending 
| payment. 
_ _. bei ek eee 
lahams 
PRUAIS osneeenencee se. | $22, 717.06 22, BR2. 44 $0.15 $134. 47 
Califo ttt tttee eee 10,157. 41 9, 849. 74 4 wen 
poral a - 171, 848. 67 141, 462. 30 18, 062. 88 12, 323. 49 | 
Seman 49, 144. 47 28, 157. 67 25, 986. 80 |...... Saiines 
Delay iseceienvsaal 175, 648. 36 42, 057. 60 86, 202. 81 | 97, 887.95 
Florian’  ttneeeeeeees 28, 227.98 24,001. 39 Gee Iidinsecscacdne 
( “ 10, 408. 61 8,373.50 22.70 | 2,012. 41 
Tear eie --cereeseene ns 80,118.07 | 28,914. 99 SEO Li nccice ca 
Hlinoja tte ee _20, 183. 06 18, 632. 33 246.78 1, 308. 95 
Indiana" °""*"" "= 530, 745. 71 431, 948. 59 81, 902. 44 | 16, 804. 68 
low, "Settee eneee 274,639.26 | 151,618. 67 15,071.55 | 107, 949 
Kaneng "7 *o**eeo--ee- 147,644.06 | 126,350.46 Sg NA Recieccwenns ean 
Kentuscg ttt eee] BT, 187. BA 36, 929. 19 EO ocala eta 
Louisiana "7" "7" 194,509.62 | 124,539. 89 54,790. 98 | 15, 178. 75 
Ma mT SBGSOU Sevens 20, O15. 63 16, 840. 92 2, 792. 56 382.15 
Maryland "*** 7" 108, 043. 01 53, 314. 28 50, 308. 24 4,425. 49 
Massachusetige 7777” ; 143,881.87 | 120,773.52 23, 108, 35 |....- tail 
Michican 8 **---+-+--| 600, 908. 55 39, 896. 73 145, 989. 87 | 415,016. 95 
Minnents“"*o*"e-ens oe. | 474,335.82 | 878°518.11! 95,892.71 |... : 
Mississippi -"""" 199, 619, 18 84, 139, 68 88, 591.53 26, 887. 96 
Miss 71, 150. 59 61,918. 84 16, 589. 73 2, 642. 53 
25, 950. 87 21,133.98 870. 00 4, 446. 94 
Net 2, 742.79 2, 623. 62 5. 88 113. 29 
Nevad 85, 836. 02 83, 007. 74 2, 110. 26 718. 02 
New Hampshine 7 7777"* 6, 212. 27 5, 736. 92 SEE it hiomcwian 
New Jorg ee ute -------- | 58,780.02] 52) 152.48 Seer t.s.....-...-.. 
New York” “""***-------| 401,987.23] 192,811.40} 200,175.74 |_.....-.--.--- 
North ( arcling -7""""*"| 938,814.96 | 562,952.59 | 285, 686. 86 90, 175. 51 
North Dakota” -| 81,504. 07 80, 767. 93 it Sa cine 
Ohio. _ “| 12,041.68 11, 248. 08 PE Een cvbebcb esas 
ste en wenns 618, 524.70 500, 926. 38 116, 246.18 1,352. 14 
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Status of claims of the several States and Territories on account of wor with 


State or Territory. 








Amount 
claimed. 


| 


Spain—Continued. 





, 223, 682.05 | 1,568,359. 57 


— é 
; Amount sus- 


Amount Amount | pended and 
allowed. | disallowed. pending 
| payment. 
$54, 681. 50 $14, 487. 01 | $416.13 
| 305, 358. 77 36,618. 89 | 60, 475. 32 
121, 372. 47 02, 161.39 }...... ; 
18,537. 69 12, 420. 52 | 4,194.61 
14, 825. 28 | 170. 85 80. 02 
64, 240. 79 14, 608. 04 | 55. 70 
85.575. 26 835.88 | 385. 34 
¢ j a 
0 PR Bs en kee 
1,112. 64 14.70 
Jk  & | (a ee 
2 3: 5 Y ee - 
1 12, 162.88 | 108. 74 
1756. 80 el aie 
STD Rieti teenie 
364. 53 


504, 956. 2 


An act approved July 1, 1902, appropriated money as follows for refunding 
to States expenses incurred in raising volunteers: 


Indiana 
Iowa... 
Michigan 
Ohio 


56 


And authorized the accounting officer of the Treasury to reopen and ad- 
just the claims of Pennsylvania, Maine, New Hampshire, and Khode Island 
on the basis of like claims of other States herein provided for. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT, 


Washington, D. C., January 


Schedule of claims of several States against the United States, jiled in the office 
of the Auditor for the War Department, Treasury Department, for interest, 


etc., on moneys borrowed, war 1861-1865. 





State. 


Connecticut 
Do 


New York .....-..- 
8 

Rhode Island 
Do 


IR GS winisn sands 
I, wektewe< 
Mi 
Kentucky -....--. 
Ohio 
Michigan .....-.-.. 
IGEN) os c0ccaen 
Pennsylvania. --. 


New Hampshire. . 


a 
Massachusetfs..../ 2, 


pS SS eee 


Vermont 
Wisconsin 





| 
| 
| 


Amount. 





$41, 363 


625, 265. : 


144, 114, 


65, 624, 2 
2, 754 


341, 208. 


438, 112 


606. 979 








780, 369. 


68 


598, 344. 
455, 472. 


61 


68 


33 


1, 060. 
487,915. 


125, 000. 00 
435, 760. 68 


212, 678. 62 | 





When filed. 


Mar. 
May 


Oct. 


June 


Oct. 
Jan. 
May 


June 
. 21, 1884 | 


Aug 
Dec. 


Mar. 


Sept. 


Ox *t. 


Jan. 


Nov. 


Dec. 
Jan. 


Apr. 


14, 1862 


29, 1899 


22, 1862 


*. 28,1891 


4, 1863 


9 ; 
28, 1898 


14,1867 | 


8, 1868S 
4.1889 
29,1879 
11, 1881 


11, 18838 
14, 1896 


22,1898 


15, 1899 


8, 1901 


8, 1902 
20,1901 


28,1901 | 


13, 1902 
20, 1898 


Disp« sition. 


Disallowed Dec. 20, 1886. 

Sent to Secretary of Treasury 
June 5, 1899, for reference to 
Court of Claims. 

Allowed by Court of Claims 
and paid June 24, 1896. 

No action. 

Disallowed Aug. 13, 1°86 

Sent to Secretary of Treasury 
Oct. 24, 1598, for reference to 
Court of Claims 

Disallowed Oct. 4, 1889 

Disallowed Oct. 11, 1886. 

No action. 


Disallowed Aug. 12, 1886. 


Disallowed Aug. 2, 1886. 
Disallowed Sept. 19, 1893. 
Disallowed Mar. 14, 1889, 


Sent to Secretary of Treasury 
Oct. 19, 1898, for reference to 
Court of Claims; returned 


Jan. 10, 1902, with report of 
Auditor and findings of the 
Court of Claims; settled Jan. 
18, 1902, in the amount of 
$689,146.29 and certified to 
Congress for an appropria- 
tion. 

Sent to Secretary of Treasury 
Jan. 3, 1899, for reference to 
Court of Claims; returned 
Jan. 14, 1902, with report of 
Auditor and findings of the 
Court of Claims; now pend- 
ing setile nt, on Court of 
Claims findings, which is 
$104,967.94. 

Sent to Secretary of Treasury 
Sept. 26,1899, forreference to 
Court of t 

Sent to S« 
Jan. 9, 1902, for 

| Court of Claims 

| Do. 

Sent to Secretary of Treasury 
Jan. 4,1902, for reference to 
Court of Claims, 

Do. 
| Noaction. 
| Sent to Secretary of Treasury 
Jan. 14, 1898, for reference to 
Court of Claims; returned 
Jan. 10, 1902, with report of 
Auditor and findings of the 
Courtof Claims; settled Jan. 
18, 1902, in the amount of 
$131,515.81 and certified to 
Congress for an appropria- 
tion. 











F. E. RiTTMAN, Auditor, 
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Wr. 
to the 


Chairman, I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
House with a favorable recommendation 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is first on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the « ommittee. 
‘he amendment was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. HAUGEN, the bill as amended was laid aside 
to be favorably reported to the House. 


INDIANA STATE BOARI AGRICULTURE, 


Mr. MAHON. Icall up the bill (H. R. 
the Indiana State board of agriculture. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


») OF 


7402) for the relief of 


Be it enact: - etc., That the Secretary of War be, 
-d to cause to be investigated by the Quartermaster's D 
»U nite .d States Army the circumstances, character, and extent 
re d use, :patio m,and damage by the United States military a 
3 Government purposes during the war with Spain, of the bu 
ings and grounds of the Indiana State board of agriculture, and the actua 
value of the use, occupation, and damage to same, and to find and award and 
to certify to the Secretary of the Treasury what amount, if any, is equit: 
to said Indiana State board of agriculture from the United States as the 
reasonable value of such use, occupation, and damage; and that the Secreta 
f the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay sa 
State board of agriculture, out of any money in the Treasury nm t os ery 
es wiated, the amount, if any, so found to be due from the United 
and the acceptance by said boar« j of agriculture of any sum pai at un 
provisions hereof shall be in full satisfaction of all claim of every name l 
nature for said use, occupation, and damage, or in any manner arising or 
growing out of the same. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, it appears by the report that this 
claim was not filed in time under the act of June 6, 1900. What 
liability does that act create? 

Mr. MAHON. That act provided that the governors of the 
States should file these claims under that act. Through a mis- 
understanding or oversight this claim was not filed within the 
time prescribed by the act. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the act prescribe under what terms 
Government shall be liable? 

Mr. MAHON. Oh, yes; that is all settled under the terms of 
the act. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why should not this bill be so limited in its 
terms as to provide that this claim be not paid unless the Govern- 
ment would have been liable under the terms of that act? 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Payment under this bill will be confined to 
the liability which accrued under the original act. This claim 
would ay have been considered and paid within the time 
= scribed, but for the fact that the members and officers of the 
State board of agriculture were scattered all over the State, and 

matter was therefore neglected. When this bill was first 
d in the Fifty-seventh Congress it called for a direct ap 
ion; but as this is an unliquidated claim the committee 
lieved that the War Department should first investigate and as- 
1in the amount due from the United States to this corporation. 
That is really all that the bill carries. Although it directs the 
Secie‘ary of the Treasury to pay this claim if the amount be 
found equitably due, yet I take it, additional action would be re- 
guired to pay the claim. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ido not think so; there is, I believe, a ge 
appropriation for the payment of such claims. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Ido nct know astothat. But at all event 
there can certainly be no objection to the Government paying 

hatever the Secretary of the Treasury may find to be due. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman assent to an amendment 
providing that the Secretary of the Treasury pay whatever may 
be found due under the general terms of the act of June 6, 1900, 

) that we may not by this bill enlarge the scope of that act 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Iam not familiar with the terms of the act. 
I have not examined it carefully. 

Mr. PAYNE. Norhavel. Yon refer to it in your report. 

Mr. MAHON. I think it perfectly right that the bill should be 
limited, so that under it payment shall only be made for such lia- 
bility as may have been creat:d by the act of June 6, 1900, and 
the amendments thereto. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. All that the committee propose and all that 

he persons inte rested in this bill desire is that they shall be 
reated exactly as other people have been treated under lation 
ircumstances. 

"ae. PAY — The report states that this cl 
War Department under the provisions of the act 
but after the ti me ey ‘scribed for filing claims of 
had expired. Now, I have not the slightest 
ing the time for eaueasth but we do not wa 
of the statute. 

Mr. MAHON. Such an amendment as the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne] proposes can do no harm. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. I have no objection to such an amendment 
if the gentleman thinks there is any danger that should be guarded 
against. 


Mr. MAHON. 


and heis hereby, author- 


occu 


rities, f« 


aue 


the 


priat 


ne ral 


aim was filed in the 
f June 6, 1900, 
this characts r 
‘tion to extend- 


nt to enlarge the scope 


3 
OuTE 


I ask that the bill be read again for information. 
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The CHAIRMAN, 
reported. 

The bill was read again. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, where the words occur ther, 
the United States,’’ I move to insert ‘‘ under the p 
uct of June 6, 1900,”’ as an amendment. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. I do not 
but I have no objection to it. 

Mr. MAHON. That is all right. 

Mr. PAYNE. June 6, 

The CHAIRMAN, 
Clerk. 

ie Clerk read as follows: 
Page 2, line 1, after the words “U nited States.” insert 
ur 1900, and amendments thereto.” 


Without objection, the bil] 


deem the amendm 


What is t] 
1900, and acts 
The amendment will be 


amendat 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to st 
appropriation. I do that on behalf of the gent! 

Mr. HeEMENWAY], the chairman of the Committ 
I believe this claim ought to come back he 
for an appropriation. Of course, if it comes ba 
report in its favor, there is no question but what the 
tion will be made. 

Mr. MAHON. 
and will go into the deficiency bill. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. My impression was that this did 
a direct appropriation anyhow. 

Mr. PAYNE. It directs the payment of the money 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. 
vided the matter can be safely adjudicated. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
ing the money, directing it to be paid out of any mone: 
wise appropri: ated. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ike out all after the word “ damage.” 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Iam satisfied to accept that 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside t 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Hepsvrn hay 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, @ message from t 
by Mr. Parkinson, its reading clerk, announced that 
had passed bills and joint resolutions of the fol! Wi 
which the concurrence of the House was requi 

S. 2818. An act permitting the building of a 
Mississippi River at or near the 20f Sauk 
County, Minn.; 

S. R. 11. Joint resolution to authorize certain 

partment to audit and certify claims of 


tions. 


Qtr 


on page 2, line 2 


village 
sidchey 


Treasury Dx 
ties of Arizona; 

S. R. 37. Joint resolution providing fo 
printed of the annual and special reports of th 
Congress; 

S. 3015. An act to provide for an additional j 
court of the United States for the eastern district 
and 

S. 707. An act 
terms and plac 
the district of Minnesota, 
April 26, 1890. 


4 


to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
es of holding the courts of th 
and for other purp 


GEORGE W. SAULPAW. 

The committee resumed its session. , 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 1515) for | 
estate of George W. Saulpaw. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasur 
directed to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury n 
ted, to the estate of George W. Saulpaw the 

n for the steamer Alfred Robt , taken by t! 
the Government during the late war of the rebel! 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, this is th 
from Vermont [Mr. Haskins], and I yield 

Mr. HASKINS. Mr. Chairman, this measut 
Congress from the Forty-fifth up to the pres 
always received a favor: able report, either from 
House, and in the Fifty-sixth Congress it pa: ssed | 
not in time to receive the approval of the President 
seventh Congress it was reported favorably again 

In the Forty-sixth Congress Senator T&LLER 
upon the bill, which was very full and exh: 
friend from New York [Mr. Payng] or any of 
any question about the merits of the case, I sh 


a 


' that report read. 


Tam willing that that sho uld be d 


Then I move to strike out the words am 


Frprvary 9 
= 


It will come back as an adjudicated ; 


The Clerk will report the amendment 
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— * 
Wr. PAYNE. It seems to be a pretty old matter, and I think 
a teams ought to have some information on it. 

a Pa) NS. It has been reported favorably at every ses- | 


Mr, HASKLNS 
a » hy one House or the other, and it passed both Houses 


sion, either Dy 
y-sixth Congress. 


 Fift s 

—" AL NY. It has never been vetoed. It simply reached 
. President too late. 

: PA YNE. Ihave not been able to find out what the bill is | 


+ 
\ 


y 


ain HASKINS. I will ask the Clerk to read the report of 
nator TELLER, commencing on page 2 of the committee report. 
The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Clerk will read it in the time of the | 


gentleman. 

* The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the petition of George 
W. Saulpav _ have considered the same and report: : 4 

ir) te cace was before the committee during the second session of the Forty- 


nd your committee made the following report, which was 


the Senate June 12, 1878. Your committee have examined the 
ca and readopt the report, which is as follows: er 

‘The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the petition of Georgo 
ninaw, have considered the same and report: 

“The petitioner has always been a loyal citizen. Before the war he was a 
member of a firm who were engaged in building railroad b ridges. They 
hilt bridges over the Cumberland River at Nashville and Clarksburg, and 
‘Jey come other small bridges. They built a bridge over the Tennessee at 
Nanville, which was completed in November, 1861. ; ad 

* “Said firm purchased a steamboat called the Alfred Robb, in March, 1860, 















for tl 9 trans portation of stone, timber, etc., needed in their bridge building, 
for which they paid $8,500. Movember 21, 1861, said firm dissolved, and peti- 
bect sole owner of said boat, for which he allowed $5,500. The 
en blockaded the Tennessee River near Fort Henry, below said 
-and the petitioner was unable to get the boat out of the river. He 
t pon began running her asa packet from Danville to Eastport, Miss., 
adistanceof about 175 miles, and continued thisemployment until about Feb- 
uary 13, 1862, when the rebels seized her near Eastport by force and used her 
asa transport until April 10, 1862. The boat was then lying in Little Bear | 
Creek, near Tuscumbia, Ala. The rebel General Walker sent orders to have | 
said boat burned and destroyed, as he was about to evacuate the country. 
The pilot and clerk, who were loyal men, and who had remained on board 
while she was in the rebel service, succeeded in evading the order and in run- 
ning the boat down the stream, where she was concealed at a place called 
Coyers Island until April 22, 1862, when she was taken by the Union gunboat 
Lyier, 
““She was then taken to Cairo, Iil., and converted intoa gunboat, used as 
such during the war,and was retained by the United States till the summer 
f 1865, when she wassold at Mound City at the great auction of the Missis- 
sippi gunboat squadron, and brought $9,200. The pilot entered into the Gov- 
ernment service, and so remained through the war. The clerk and pilot 
y e petitioner’s employ, he designing to retain them, and paying them, 
deeming that his boat would be safer and his chance of securing it better by 
loing. They intended to save and secure the boat for the owner, and had 
ually and completely delivered her from rebel control when she was taken 
by the United States gunboat. Thecircumstancesof the delivery of the boat 
are proved by the testimony of the pilot, whose character and trustworthiness 
are established by the evidence of several United States officers with whom 
he served. The date and circumstances of the capture fully appear in the 
report of Lieutenant Gwin, commanding the gunboat 7yler, dated April 23, 
l and pen the Navy Department by Flag-Officer Foote, by re- 
ort dated April 26, 1862 
‘The boat was of 80 tons, in good running order, as appears by the report 
of the officer who captured her. She is fully described in the other evidence, 
and we think was worth nearly her original cost when appropriated by the 
United States. Upon these facts we hold that all the owner's original right 
and title to the boat had revested in him, wholly purged from any effects of 
the impressment by the rebels. The owner's agents in his behalf and by his 
authority had completed the escape of the boat from rebel hands. This is 




























+} 





full and complete retaking of the property by the owner himself. It is 


as if the crew of a merchantman_ captured by the enemy at sea had risen in 
the night and retaken the vessel, In such case we conceive the title of the 
owner would completely revest.”’ 

- The f regoing narrative, so far as relates to the time, place, and circum- 


ices of the taking by the United States of the Alfred Robb, is as well estab- 


lished by public official records as any fact can be. Yet, on the lsth of July, | 


‘sc, a0 information was filed in the district court of the United States for 
. southern district of Iinois on the relation of George D. Wise as informer 
‘ co steamer Alfred Robb, her engines, furniture, tackle, etc., setting 
ee i that on the 15th day of July, A. D. 1862, there was seized on the Missis- 
‘Ppl Htiver, below Cairo, and brought into this district the steamer Alfred 
Wiee ot ehgines, furniture, tackle, etc. Said seizure was made by George D. 
a ke ¢ solzure was made for the reason that said property was being 
presend oie ith the knowledge and consent of the owner in aiding the 
has he ao miion, contrary to the act of August 6, 1861, and being so used it 
tenet feited. Every one of these allegations was false. The steamer 
n April ae 15, 1862, but passed into the possession of the United States 
ional +) Was not seized on the Mississippi River, and was not seized for 
ner. in a 4 . i was being used, by the knowledge or consent of the 
tice was order t rebellion. Wise never seized her atall. On this libel 
rgfield it q by publication fourteen days in a newspaper printed in 
Vise was a cs oy posting of a copy of the monition near the place of trial. 
unboat loti? ee and assistant quartermaster with the United States 
A writ of _= » which the Alfred Robb then belonge 1 
the property. ete hment and monition issued directing the marshal to attach 
The marshal wea’ and to detain the same until the further order of the court. 
“There = inale return as follows: 
of this weiteat ey hat on the 7th day of August, A.D. 1862, [have by virtue 
proclamation, 1¢ Within-named steamer Alfred Robb and made due 








, 





“D. L. Pariuips, United States Marshal, 
“ By Isaac Krys, Deputy.” 


To which is annexed the following receipt: 


“OFFICE OF GUNBOAT FLOTILLA, 
* Cairo, lil., August 7, 1862. 


“ 


Steamboat called 


¥ the said David L. red Robb, which has this day been attached 


Phillips as aforesaid, the said boat being now in the 
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service of the United States asa gunboat on the western waters, which I 
agree to deliver as hereafter may be decreed by the judge of the district 
court aforesaid, if in my power and consistent with my duty to the United 
States. 


for return of the Alfred Robb, and for such information as the record 
Department might show as to the history of these transactions. The follow- 
ing answer was returned: 


claim of G. W. Saulpaw, esq., of Tennessee, for compensation for the st 
boat Alfred Robb, has been referred to me by the Quartermaster-General. 


been used for insurrectionary purposes, but if any evidence was presented i 
was not considered satisfactory to the court, as she was condemned and sold by 
the United States marshal, and, after deducting expenses, one-half ($1,895.19) 
went to the informer and the other half to the United States Treasury. 


for her at the sale of confiscation? I 
sion of the $1,895.19 given me by the marshal. Whom did he getit from? As 
although I bid the boat in, yet I do not remember to have paid any money for 
her, and yet received a portion of the sale. If she was sold by the United 
States marshal and I bid for her, I should have paid the amount and takena 
voucher from the marshal. Can you explain all this, for it hasentirely passed 
out of my mind andI have no time to hunt up papers, and Mr. Blount is away? 


ise of a recapture by our Government of property of its loyal citi- | 
*h the enemy had taken and put toa military use. It is the case of | 


foundation in fact, and the findings upon which it proceeded were em ’ 
Under these circumstances, if the decree were technically valid until reversed 
by proper proceeding, and constituted a binding judgment in rem, we do not 
think the Government ought to avail itself of such a technical defense to 
avoid repayment to the true owner of the proceeds of his property now in 
the Treasury. 


Recej 
Mlinols, ome. from D. L. re Pe United States marshal, southern district of 





























_ “GEO. D. WISE, 
“ Captain and Assistant Quartermaster.” 


Upon these proceedings a decree of sale was made, and the boat bid off by 


George D. Wise aforesaid, in behalf of the United States, for the sum of 
$4,000, of which the court decreed $12.50 to the clerk, $96.82 tothe marshal, 
100 to the district attorney, and ordered the balance, $3,790.38, to be divided 


tween the United States and George D. Wise, “the informer herein.” 
The owner of the boat had no notice or knowledge of the proceedings. 
There was no actual proof of theallegations of the information, the record 


alleging a proclamation for all persons interested to appear, a default, and 
order “that the allegations of the libel be taken as true against said prop- 
erty.’ 


A request was made, at the close of the war, to the Quartermaster-General 


ls of the 


“ QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
** Washington, D. C., Sentember 18, 15 


“Sir: In reply to your letter of the 20th and 3ist of July last, with refer- 


ence to the claim of G. W. Saulpaw, esq., for the return to him of the steamer 
Alfred Robb, captured by the western gunboat flotilla in February, 1862, in 
the Tennessee River, you are respectfully informed that this boat was sold 
by the United States marshal under a decree of confiscation, having been 
captured while being used for insurrectionary purposes, and was purchased 
by the Navy Department and placed under the charge of Capt. Geo. D. Wise, 
the then quartermaster in charge of the property and accounts of the flotilla, 
and by him transferred to the Navy Department October 1, 1862. You are in- 
formed that it is beyond the power of this Department to assist you in the 
settlement of this account. 


“You are respectfully referred to D. L. Phillips, esq., United States mar- 


shal, Springfield, Nl., for any further information concerning this vessel. 


“Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“By order Quartermaster-General: ; 
“Geo. D. WISE, 
* Colonel in Charge Third D. W. 
“R. J. ATKINSON, Esq., 
** Washington, D. C.” 
The following letter, of which the original is before the committee, is 


found in the files of that office, which is evidently a first draft of an answer 
to the foregoing request, from which we think the nature of the transaction 
can be fairly inferred: 


* QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
“ Washington, D. C., July 24, 1865. 
“Sir: Your letter of July 20, transmitting evidence, etc., pertaining to 





‘Your are respectfully informed that the case of the steamer Alfred Robb 
was duly adjudicated before the United States court for the southern district 
of Illinois, at Springfield, some time in the year 1863. Due notice was given 
at that time to claimants to show why she should not be condemned, having 


‘* Please read the above and see if it is correct. 
“ How did the Robb come into our p yssession after the capture? Who paid 
o not remember how I came into posses- 


“Yours, 
“Gero. D. WISE. 
“R. J. ATKINSON, Esq., 
* Washington, D. C.” 


It is evident that the decree of the district court was entirely without 






neous 
: u 


But the decree is upon its face wholly erroneous and void. 
It is settled that under the act of August 6, 1861, as well as under the later 


similar acts, there must have been an actual seizure of the property by the 
marshal to make a decree of confiscation valid. ‘“*The marshal must take the 
yroperty under his actual custody and control.” (Pelham v. Way, 15 Wal- 
ace, 202: Brown v. Kennedy, ib., 591; Miller v. United States, 11 ib., 268; Pel- 
ham v. Rose, 9 ib., 103.) The property must remain in the custody of the 
marshal,6o that he can deliver it to the highest bidder, if it be purchased 
under the gatreo of sale. But the return itself sufficiently shows that no 
such seizure was or could have been made. The gunboat was in the actual 
service of the United States, in command of an officer who retained posses- 
sion. The receipt of Captain Wise, made part of the return, declares that 
“the boat is now in the service of the United States as a gunboat on the 
| western waters, which I agree to deliver as hereafter may be decreed by the 
judge of the district court aforesaid, if in my power and consistent with my 
duty to the United States.” It clearly was not in his power or consistent 


with his duty to make such delivery. This consent or receipt no more 
transferred the possession of the gunboat from the United Stat 
marshal than would a like document executed by the cook or cabin boy 





es to the 


We think, therefore, the owner's title to his boat has never been lawfully 


divested. 


The boat cost the firm, of which petitioner was a member, $8,500 in March, 


1860. In November, 1861, she was valued at $5,500 in the division of the prop- 
erty of the company. She sold for $9,200 in 1865, at a large and extensively 
advertised auction sale of such property. Butit does notappearthat the ¢ 

tions made in her by the United States may not have enhanced her va! 
sale to Wise for $4,000 was nothing more than mere fort, even if a form were 








really gone through. The claimant is not entitled to interest nor to npen- 
sation for the use of his boat under the rules uniformly applied to like cases. 


Under all the circumstances we recommend the payment to the claimant of 
the sum of $7,000, and reporta bill to that effect. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the report seems to be very clear 
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and complete, and I shall take great pleasure in voting forthe | The CHAIRMAN.: The gentleman from Pennsylyani 
bill. | unanimous consent that the first reading of the bil] }y. ; isp 
Mr. HASKINS. TI ask fi iT a vote. | with. Is there objection? [After a pause. | Th Chair re 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House | none. — 
with a favorable recommendation. Mr. MAHON. I move that the committee do n 
BOWMAN ACT CLAIMS. port the bills to the House. 


asks 


Ww Tise and re. 


Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on War Claims | The motion was agreed to. : 
has passed a resolution authorizing me to call up the bill H. R. The committee accordingly TOSe; and the Speaker hay 
9548. This bill I will put in charge of the gentleman from Ten- | sumed the chair, Mr. Fostrr of Vermont, Chairman 


nessee [Mr. Grsson}, who reported the bill. It contains the find- | Wittee of the Whole House, reported that that committee had hal 


ings of the court under the Bowman Act. It is purely findings | Under consideration sundry bills on the Private Calendar and ) ud 

and nothing else, and the bill has been very carefully prepared by directed him to report back the bill H. R. 201 with the 

a subcommittee. “ | mendation that it be laid on the table; and also sundry other } is 
Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Is that the omnibus bill? some with and some without amendments, with the recommenda. 
Mr. MAHON. It is what we call the “ findings-of-fact bill.”’ tion that the amendments be agreed to and that the bills do pass 
Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina, I do not wish, and do not | and also that the committee had had under consideration the }j]j 

propose, to offer any obstruction or objection to the omnibus | H. R. 9548 and had come to no resolution thereon. 

claims bill, because I am interested in that bill myself; but I will Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question oy 

ask unanimous consent before that bill is taken up to take up the bills and amendments reported. 

House bill 2849, for the relief of St. John’s Masonic Lodge, New- Mr. PAYNE. Ask unanimous consent. It is not in order to 

bern, N. C. The reason I ask this is because it is different from | Make that motion. , 4 

other bills, having passed both Houses of Congress, and it is res | . Mr. MAHON. I ask unanimous consent that the prey ious ques- 

adjudicata. It has the seal of approval of the Fifty-sixth Con- tion be considered as ordered on the bills and amendments, 

gress, and we can pass it in a few minutes. If you will pass it, I | . The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unan 
will promise not to object tothe passage of any other bill of equal | 1™ous consent that the previous question may be ordered upon 
merit. the various bills and amendments to their final passage. Is there 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks | Objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill H. R. LIGHT-DRAFT MONITOR ETLAH. 

2849. Is there objection? The first bill reported from the Committee of ‘he Whole was 
Mr. MAHON. I object. the bill (H. R. 201) for the relief of the contractor or his legal 
Mr. PAYNE. Regular order. representatives for the construction of the light-draft monitor 
Mr. MAHON. I would like the gentleman’s bill to pass, but I | Etiah, with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 

am obliged to carry out the instructions of the committee. The question was taken, and the bill was ordered to be laid 
Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Understand I am not op- | the table. 

posing the omnibus bill, but the Masonic claim bill has been re- HOUSE BILLS PASSED. 

ported favorably to this Congress and passed the Fifty-sixth 

Congress after full debate, and it will only take a few minutes to 

pass it now. 

Mr. PAYNE. The regular order is the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is called for. The Clerk 
will report the next bill. tia tat os : 

Mr. MAHON. I move to take up House bill 9548 and proceed oo i aie se of the estate of G 
to its consideration. The committee has instructed me to make Saulpaw F were oe 
that motion. , : taal 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
eee wpe tng sae ey yp that mo the amendments agreed to, the bills as amended ordered 

4 . “ aN. aise i ape f « - rrna—ean s ‘ . ; ; . Te > ; +} » and 
ton,” It seems to 'me tho order'on the Calendar is the way to "HG Sua5"°A it fore Fell of the estate of Dr, Ths 
onsider ee a . rr : Coward, deceased: 

a a epanpellty entirely within the power of the commit- H.R. 6345. A bill for the relief of the State of Iow 
Mr. HEPBURN. I think it is in the power of the committee | . 1: R740. A bill for the relief of the Indiana 

~ ee ae the order for the call cf committees, but not “Oy, motion of Mr. Manon, a motion to reconside1 
de us order, ettah, Chis Gnrne s1T.. « . " iil een Te oes 
Mr. MAHON. The rule provides that the Committee of the ae several bills and amendments were pa 

Whole can take up any bill onthe Private Calendar. Thereis no G SENATE BILLS REFERRED 

question about that. . ‘ pe cen © «ora elln grime 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the rule so _ Under clanse 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of thet: 
provides. were taken from the Speaker's table and referred | 

The question was taken on the consideration of the bill; andthe |! riate committees as indicated below: Rinse 
Chairman announced that the ayes appeared to have it. S. 2818. An act permitting the building of a ca 

Mr. PAYNE. Division. Mississippi River at or near the village of Sauk ht 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 13. County, Minn.—to the Committee on Interstate 

So the motion was agreed to. Commerce. ‘ , 

The CHAIRMAN. The C’erk will report the bill. 5S. R. 11, Joint resolution to authorize certain ‘ 

The Clerk read as follows: Treasury Department to audit and certify claims « 

A bill (H. R. 9548) for the allowance of certain claims for stores and sup ies of Arizona—to the Committee on Claims. : 
plies, reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act ap S. R. 37. Joint resolution providing for the editi 
proved March 3, 1883, and commonly known as the Bowman Act. of the annual and special reports of the Librarian o! ‘ 

The Clerk proceedel to read the bill and read to page 4, the Committee on the Library. 
line 15. ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. GIBSON, Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enr 
Mr. PAYNE. The bill must first be read; and I make that ported that they had examined and found truly « 
point of order. resolution of the following title; when the Speake: 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that | same: 
the first reading of the bill be further dispensed with. | H.J. Res. 98. A joint resolution to provide for ' 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, I object. snow and ice from the streets, cross walks, and gutt 

The CHAIRMAN, Objection is made. trict of Columbia. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. The SPEAKER announced his signature to enro! 

Mr. PAYNE (interrupting the reading). Mr. Chairman, I am | following titles: 
informed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania that if we give | 8S. 540. An act providing for an additional officer 
unanimous consent to dispense with the further reading of the | of Chicago, in the collection district of Indiana a! 
bill he will immediately move that the committee do rise. | §. 2795. An act to amend an act entitled ‘An a 

Mr. MAHON. Ii dothis so asto get the bill read. I ask unani- | lation of the practice of dentistry in the District 0! 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with, | for the protection of the people from empirici 
as we could not get to the second reading of the bill to-night. | thereto,” approved June 6, 1892. 


Trecom- 


House bills of the following titles, favorably reported from the 
Committee of the Whole without amendment, were se\ erally 
sidered, ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, read the 
third time, and passed: 

H. R. 1700. A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 


House bills of the following titles, reported from the Com 
of the Whole House with amendments, were severa ly « 
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———— 


UNITED STATES COURTS. 
. ‘DE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that Senate 
eS ia n from the Speaker’s desk and placed on its passage. 
th -SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota calls up the 
following Senate bill, which the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
 /¢ 707) to amend an act entitled “An act providing the terms and 

4 ae eet holding the courts of the United States in the district of Minne- 

Pe. and for other purposes,” approved April 26, 1890. 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4 of an act entitled “An act providing the 

S and places of holding the courts of the United States in the district of 
Minnesota, and for other purposes,” approved April 26, 1890, be amended so 
OBR _ arhat regular terms of the circuit and district courts shall be held 
or. For the first division, on the third Tuesday in May and the third 

‘day in November; for the second division, on the fourth Tuesday in 

ree the fourth Tuesday in October; for the third division, on the first 
aeceday in June and the first Tuesday in December; for the fourth division, 

ike first Tuesday in Apriland the first Tuesday in October; for the fifth 
Sirision on the second Tuesday in January and the second ‘Tuesday in July; 
for the sixth division, on the first Tuesday in May and the second Tuesday in 
Nor enn That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after the 
ist day of March, A. D. 1904. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, a similar bill (H. R. 3593) 


will lie on the table. 


as follows: F 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 
16 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet to-morrow at 12 
o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as | 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, witha letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Willamette 
River, Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and lawin the French | 
spoliation cases relating to the brig William, Joseph Thompson, | 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. | 

Aletter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, submitting, 
in response to an inquiry of the House, a statement of the num- 
ber of horses and vehicles used in his Department—to the Com- | 
— Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be | 
printed, 





COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND | 
RESOLUTIONS. 


_ Underclanse 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- | 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
jy and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as TOLLOWS: 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky, from the Committee on the Judiciary, | 
towhich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3593) to amend 
an act entitled “* An act providing the terms and places of hold- 
ing the courts of the United States in the district of Minnesota, 
and for other purposes,” approved April 26, 1890, reported the | 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 667); 
Which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, from the Committee on the Census, to | 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10652) to amend | 
section § of an act entitled “‘An act to provide for a permanent 
Census Office,” approved March 6, 1902, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 668); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 
nt STEN ENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Interstate 
Seen 7 Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the 
sil cs R. 9319) providing for the construction of a bridge | 
the the Red River of the North at Fargo, N. Dak., reported 
ue without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 670); 

Me yy bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 
Affaire Xu )W N of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Indian 
to ratit to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11355) | 

Le Gre =e amend an agreement with the Indians located a 
make oe 7 Ronde Reservation, in the State of Oregon, and to 
ennee Withee priation to carry the same into effect, reported the 
Which es ou amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 671); 

Thol ‘ae vill and report were referred to the Committee of the | 

Mr. Senne the.state of the Union. 
wae ered ee” from the Committee on the Library, to which 

ed the bill of the House (H. R. 853) for the erection of | 
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@ monumental statue in the city of Washington, D. C., to Paul 
Jones, the founder of the American Navy, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 672); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1933) to appropriate the sum of $40,000 
to the Cape (od Pilgrim Memorial Association, to be used in 
erecting at Provincetown, Mass.,a suitable memorial of the land- 
ing of the Pilgrims, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 673); which said bill and report were re- 
— to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11313) for the relief of Anna C. Ray—Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 11309) to grant an honorable discharge to Jacob 
Hahn, of the Navy—Committee on Military Affairs discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
“oe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 11581) to provide for the re- 
tirement of enlisted men of the Army—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 11582) authorizing the issu- 
ance of letters rogatory by the Commissioner of Patents, and pro- 
viding for the execution of letters rogatory issued from foreign 
patent offices—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 11583) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Hattiesburg, in the State of Mississippi—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 11584) for the protection of wild 
animals and birds in the Wichita Forest Reserve—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 11585) to amend section 493 
of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 11586) to permit the con- 
struction of a smelter on the Colville Indian Reservation, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 11587) in aid of the common 
schools in Mississippi—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 11588) to 
amend act of June 9, 1884—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 11589) to authorize the erec- 
tion of a monument at Fort Seybert, W. Va., to commemorate 
the capture and massacre of Captain Seybert and a number of 
men and women at that point and in the South Fork and South 
Branch valleys of the Potomac by the noted Indian chief Kill 
Buck and his band of Indian warriors in the year 1758—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 11590) to segre- 
gate the products of wheat imported into the United States for 
the manufacture of flour in bonded manufacturing warehouse— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 11591) to provide for an armory 
for the National Guard of the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes—sto the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr“DEGETAU: A bill (H. R. 11592) expressly to declare 
the citizens of Porto Rico citizens of the United States—to the 
Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 11593) for the extension of Mas- 
sachusetts avenue extended northward between Joliet street and 
Fairview Heights subdivision, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HEARST: A bill (H. R. 11594) amending an act en- 
titled ‘‘ An act to further regulate commerce with foreign nations, 
and among the States ’’—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11595) relat- 
ing to the promotion of warrant officers in the Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 11668) to ratify and amend an 
agreement with the Indians of the Crow Reservation, in Montana, 
and making appropriations to carry the same into effect—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 100) 


directing the Director of the Census to cooperate with the secre- 
tary of state of Michigan in taking the census of manufactures— 
to es: Cummittee on the Census. 

‘Mr. BAKER: A resolution (H. Res. 196) of inquiry to the 
Pal lic Printer—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A resolution (H. Res. 198) re- 
questing the Attorney-General of the United States to send to 
the House of Representatives a full report made by any special 
examiner or examiners sent by the Department of Justice in the 
years 1903 or 1904 to the Indian Territory—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
he > follow ring titles were introduced and severally referred as 
( 1h Ws 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. K. 11596) granting an increase of 
m to L. P. Storms—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 11597) granting an increase of 
1 to Amanthus P. Joyner—to the Committee on Pensions. 
y Mr a Rt ANDEGEE: A bill (H.R.11598) granting a pension 
to Ezra Bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Alsc a "pill (H. R. 11599) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert S. Granger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 11600) for the relief of John 
W. King—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11601) for the relief of David W. Rob! 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 11602) for the relief of 
the heirs of Joel 8. Calvert—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 11603) for the relief of Henry 
C. Block—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11604) granting a pension to Anna M. Em- 
merson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11605) granting a pension to Hattie M. Coch- 
rane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11606) granting an increase of pension to 
Caleb J. May—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11607) granting an increase of pension to 
Elvin G. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11608) granting an increase of pension to 
James P, Carpenter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11609) granting an increase of pension to 
George Schemerhorn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE: A bill (H. R. 11610) granting an increase of 
pension to AlexanderS. Hill—to the Committee onInvalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R.11611) granting an increase of 
= ision to James M. Boyd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 11612) granting an increase 
of pension toG. H. Abney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COCHRAN: A bill (H. R. 11613) granting an increase 
of pension to Alexander H. Sockman—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11614) granting an increase of pension to 
H. H. Russell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11615) granting an increase of pension to 
Socrates Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11616) granting a pension to August Bocker- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11617) granting a pension to William Mc- 
Kee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11618) granting a pension to William Kun- 
kle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11619) granting a pension to J. W. Dinwid- 
die—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11620) granting a pension to Irvin Crouse— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11621) granting a pension to J. W. Messick— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 11622) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Wilber W. Fuller—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11623 
Josiah J. Fo&ster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 11624) granting an increase 
of pension to Warner L. Vestal—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DENNY: A biil (H. R. 11625) granting an increase of 
pension to Annie Dulany—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 11626) to correct the military 
record of Corwin F. Rose—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 11627) for the re- 
lief of Sarah McClay, administratrix of Robert McClay, deceased, 
late of Davidson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 11628) for the relior , 
W. Stockstill—to the Committee on Claims. a 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 11629) granting ay ; 
pension to Nannie J. McDowell—to the Committes , 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 11680) granting a 
Mary E. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 8 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11631) to correct the milit: ary rec 
Stufflebam—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11632) granting a pension to A. . 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11633) granting a pension to Jo) 
kins- to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 11634) granting a , 
Delia H. Honey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 11635) granting a ) 
Helen I. McCoid—to the eae ae on Invalid Pensioy 

3y Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 116: granti 
to Daniel Shelly—to the Committee ¢ on Invalid Pens 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 11687) granting ; 
fee to Theresa Anderson of her allotment No. 12. 0 
Indian Reservation—to the Committee on Indian A ffa 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 11688) granting ar 
pension to Alonzo Cooper—to the Committ - on Invali 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 11639) for the reli 
Weilc h, of Kirby, Ark.—to the Committe eon Mil Afi 

By Mr. L ITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 11640) for 4 

Elizabeth R. Gordon—to the Ci emstaneg on Olaims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11641) granting an increas 
Henry M. Parker—to the Committee on voy id Pet 

By Mr. MAHONEY: A bill (H. R. 11642 i 
of pension to William Ray—to the C penmuitene eon Inv: 

By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 11648) granting ; 
pension to Wesiey C. Pryor—to the Committee on In 
810nSs. 

3y Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill 
ing a pension to Joseph H. Richardson—to the C 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 11645) for t! 
W. M. Justice, of Hunt County, Tex.—to the Committ 
Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11646) for t! 
of George M. Smith—to the Committee on Military Affa 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11647) granting an increase of pensivr 
W. C. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOOE: A bill (H. R. 11648) granting an ine 
pension to Clorinda A. Bostater—to the Committee « 


il 1 


| Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11649) granting an increase of | 
Malinda A. Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
3y Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 11650) granti 
to Ernest Buse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11651) granting a pension to Mart! 


| neau—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


) granting an increase of pension to | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11652) granting an nese re ase of ] 
John M. Phillippi—to the Committee on Invalid Pe 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11653) granting an increase of 
Anthony Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 11654) gra 
crease of pension to Augustus Wagner—to the ‘ 

valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 11655) grantins 
pension to James Ly nch—to the Committee on Inv y 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (A. R. 11656) granting a 
James P. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pe: 

Als>,a bill (H. R. 11657) granting a pension to \! 
McCune—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN VOORGHIS: A bill (H. R. 11658) gran 
crease of pension to Thomas Gill—to the Committ 
Pensions. ¢ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11659) granting an increase of |} 
Theodore Collier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11660) granting an increase of | 
James Dawson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio! 

By Mr. WARNOCK: A bill (H. R. 11661) granting an"! 
of pension to William H. McClurg—to the Committee on 
Pensions. : 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 11662) granting : an incr Pen 
pension to John H. Brodrick—to the Committee on invahsy 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11668) granting an increase of Pp 
Stephen S. Mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 11664) to reimbu 

nois Central Railroad Company for damage to Uni 
Louisville, Ky., by blasting in the Ohio River—to the Comm 
on Claims. 
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RRIER: A bill (H. R. 11665) granting an increase 
etsey Brown—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. CU 
sion to B 


of pension CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 11666) for the relief of 


By 


A. Hutsell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


rE PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 11667) for the relief of J. 8. 
woody. Martins Mills, Wayne County, Tenn.—to the Committee 


7 ialene 
on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: p 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local Union 
No, 316, of Sherrystown, Pa., in favor of passage of bill H. R. 6— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
5047. to increase pension of Lora Milliken—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ; \ 
Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 10168, to increase pension 
of Similde E. Forbes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. — 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 10169, to increase pension 
of Isaac N. Flanagan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Resolutions of Henry Lawton Post, No. 279, 
Grand Army of the Republic, for a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. petition of Rev. H. E. Fuller, Rev. H. J. Witherbee, and 
18 voters of Bloomington, Wis., for the passage of the Hepburn 
pill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the regents of the Wisconsin State Univer- 
sity. indorsing bill H. R. 8678, to increase Federal aid to agricul- 
tural experiment stations—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Resolution of Whited Post, No. 247, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Belmond, Iowa, in favor of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 

Also, petition of citizens of Ackley, lowa, for legislation to pre- 
vent the nullification of State liquor laws—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. BUCKMAN: Resolution of Standard Post. No. 161, | 


Grand Army of the Republic, Motley, Minn., in favor of aservice- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of B. R. Palmer Post, No. 40; Goodsell Post, 
No. 86; Grand Army of the Republic Post No. 161; Custer Post 
No, 44; Dudley P. Chase Post, No. 22, and Colonel Cobham Post, 
No. 90, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Minnesota, 
in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of veterans of the civil war of Motley, Minn., and 
Grand Army of the Republic Post No. 164, Department of Min- 
nesota, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE: Petition of citizens of Watertown, S. Dak., 
protesting against the passage of the parcels-post bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of Nebraska State Horticultural 
Society, urging the passage of a bill for the protection of the Cala- 


veras grove of big trees in California—to the Committee on Agri- | 


culture, 
_ Also, petition of citizens of Pawnee City, Nebr., asking for an 
increase in salary of rural free-delivery carriers—to the Comunit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. BURLESON: Petition of T. F. Gilley and others, of 
Caldwell, Kans., protesting against the passage of the parcels- 
post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
_By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of 8. Steelsmith, of Abilene, 


Kans., for the passage of the Brownlow bill—to the Committee | 


on Agriculture. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 1545 


Also, petition of John Mell and 27 other voters of San Bernar- 
dino County, Cal., urging passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Petition of citizens of Hastings, 
Minn., relative to improvement of upper Mississippi River—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of C. F. Bergquist and others, of Winthrop, Minn., 
against parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 11540, 
for the relief of Vernon L. Johnson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolutions of New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation, for the improvement of the harbor of refuge 
at Point Judith, Rhode Island—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. FULLER: Resolution of Sandwich Post, No. 510, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Illinois, in favor of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of National Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, in 
favor of certain legislation as to rural mail carriers, parcels post, 
etc.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: Petition of J. H. Parker and 
75 others, of Buckhannon, W. Va., in favor of the Hepburn-Dol- 
liver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of Rev. G. W. Burdett, First Methodist Episcopal 
Church, George W. Pollock and 32 others, and G. H. Coox and 33 
others, all of Buckhannon, W. Va., in favor of Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: Petition of J. W. Rouse and 216 others, 
of Fort Worth, Tex., in favor of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Affidavits in support of claim of Warren B. 
Herrell for an increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, affidavits in support of claim of Henry Stufflebam, alias 
Henry S. Johnson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

| By Mr. HASKINS: Resolutions of three Grand Army of the 
Republic posts of Vermont, favoring a service-pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of Congregational and Methodist 
churches and 42 voters of Edgwood City, Iowa, and of Edward 
G. Cattermole and 202 other voters of Fayette, Iowa, for the pas- 
sage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. HAY: Petition of Rev. C. E. Blankenship, of Scotts- 
ville, Va., and 8 other voters, for the passage of the Hepburn 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Resolution of city council of Fort Madison, 
Towa, relative to improvement of upper Mississippi River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of manufacturers, 
business men, and citizens of New Britain. Conn.. relative to a 
| public building in that city—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 
| 





By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Cresswell, Oreg., in support of the Hepburn bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Baptist Church of Lebanon, Oreg.. in snp- 
port of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions urging closing on Sundays of the Lewis and 
| Clark Fair—to the Select Committee on Industrial Arts and Expo- 
| sitions. 
| Also, resolution of the Miners’ Association of Oregon. urging 
| the passage of a bill for the developmentand fostering of the imin- 
ing industry —to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 
jy Mr. HOWELLof Utah: Resolution of the Commercial Club 


| 
| 
| 
| 
} 


Re We T ° eae . " : . as . 
Ta. Mr. CANDLER: Memorial of the Pastors’ Association of | of San Pedro, Cal., relative to improvement of the inner harbor— 


, relative to Sunday closing of the Lewis and Clark 
-to the Select Committee on Industrial Arts and Ex- 


io 
Exp sition- 
pe sitions, 


sy Mr. COCHRAN: 


kio, Mo.: 


Mi. Rev. T. H. Graves and 54 other voters of Rockport, 


A. M. Bedford and 120 other voters, and D. Hardman and 


0 other voters of Newpoint, Mo., urging the passage of the Hep- 


burn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. C1 OPER of Pennsylvania: Resolution of Milton Black 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Penn- 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on 


ost, No, 619, 
sylvania, in favor ofa 
Invalid Pensions. 
oe Mr. C RUMPACKER: Petition of Chaplain Brown Post, No. 

, Valparaiso, In 
Of & Service-pensix 

By Mr. DANTE? 

zens of Imperial, 


to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


hier Petitions of E. H. Stapel and 50 other 
eters of Rockport. Mo.; H. W. Hurst and 8 other voters of Tar- 


d..Grand Army of the Republic, urging passage | 
mm bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 
48: Petition of F. N. Chaplin and 34 other citi- | 
Cal.. urging passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill— | bors. 


to thé Cgmmittee on Rivers and Harbors. 
By Mr. KLUTTZ: Petition of Rev. Edgar Tufts and others, of 
Blowing Rock Township, N. C., in favor of Hepburn-Dolliver 
| bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
| By Mr. KNAPP: Petition of Col. 8. H. Pratt and others. of 
Carlisle, Pa., protesting against allotments to the ‘landless In- 
dians of California ’’—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
By Mr. LACEY: Petition of citizens of Chillicothe, Iowa, urg- 
ing the passage of the Brownlow bill—to the Committee on Agri- 
| culture, 
3y Mr. LINDSAY: Resolutions of New York Board of Trade 
| and Transportation, for the improvement of the harbor of refuge 
| at Point Judith, Rhode Island—to the Committee on Rivers and 
| Harbors. 
Also, petition of New York Board of Trade and Transportation, 
favoring passage of bills H. R. 3559 and 8562, for the improve- 
ment of the Bronx Kills—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


' By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of citizens of Boothbay Har- 
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bor, Me., relative to exterminating sens Stes etalon te cnumaueetia min a the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of citizens of Brookings, S. Dak., 
favoring the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PORTER: Resolution of Grand Army of the Republic 
Post No. 41, of Pittsburg, Pa., in favor of a service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: Petition of shipowners, 
shipbuilders, and shipmasters of Boston, opposing American reg- 
istry to foreign-built vessels—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany bill 
H. R. 10099, granting a pension to Harrison Cook—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of D. B. Bowers, of 
Nails, Ind., relative to increasing the powers of Interstate Com- 
merce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of the Merchants’ Association of 
New York, relative to irrigation of arid lands, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, resolution of New York Board of Trade and Transporta- 
tion, relative to the harbor of refuge at Point Judith, Rhode 
Island—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 10932, to increase pension | 
of Christopher O’Hara—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Resolutions of Pleasant Valley Grange, No. 
1416, of Hackney, Kans., favoring the passage of the Brownlow 
good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petition of | Cyrus Penn and 6 others, 
of Florence, Mo., in favor of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the J udiciary. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
relief of W. M. Justice—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHOBER: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 9834, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Elizabeth McL. Haughey, and 
papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward M. Tappen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Resolution of the San Antonio Council of | 
the Knights of Columbus, relative to accepting the statue of 
Pére Marquette—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Resolutions of A. B. Watson Post, 
No. 395; George W. Anderson Post, No. 58, and Sparta Post, No. 
248, Grand Army of the Republic. Department of Michigan, in 
favor of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
§10ns. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Papers to accompany claim of 
George M. Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, affidavits in behalf of W. C. Scott, of Lebanon, Ky., and 
Francis M. Hatler, of Rosine, Ky., for an increase of pension, and 
Pensio to accompany bill H. R. 1830—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Papers to accompany bill granting an increase 


of pension to Malinda A. Myers, and papers to accompany bill | 


granting an increase of pension to Clorinda A. Bastater—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolutions of Minnesota State 
Dairymen’s Association, relative to infectious diseases of domestic 
animals—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Acker Post, No. 21,Grand Army of the 
Republic, of St. Paul, favoring the promotion of Col. Jacob 
Kline—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Sons of American Revolution of Minnesota, 
against desecration of the American flag—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, remonstrance of citizens of St. Paul, against the passage 
of the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and | 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of St. Paul Branch, Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Engineers, in favor of a pension for engineers who served during | 
the war of the rebellion, and protest of members of John A. 
Rawlins Post, Grand Army of the Republic. Department of Min- 
nesota, against the passage of a service-pension jaw—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Ellison Post, No. 127, of North Branch, 
Minn., Grand Army of the Republic; of German-American Vet- 
erans’ Association of St. Paul, and of O. P. Morton Post, No. 171, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Minneapolis, in favor of a serv- 
ice-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Methodist Episcopal churches of St. Paul, 


Minn.. favoring the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the | 


Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolution of the New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation, relative to the harbor of refuge at Point 
Judith, Rhode Island—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
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By Mr. THOMPSON: Resolutions of the Alabam: a State Hort; 
cultural. Society, at Mobile, Ala., January 27, 1904, urgi, — 
passage of the Brownlow bill—to the oer on a ric alt ute 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Affidavits to accompany pa — 

case of James Dawson, for an increase of pension—i the Cr . 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. Ou- 

Also, resolutions of Barlow Post, No. 484, of Barlow. Oh; 
General Sanders Post, No. 482, of Quaker C ity, Ohio. and M; _ 
Post, No. 665, of Claysville, Ohio, Grand Army of he Republiy 
in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committ eon Iny 
Pensions. alid 

Also, affidavits to accompany papers in case of Thom 
for an increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pe 

Also, resolution of the South Side Business and Im 
Association, Columbus, Ohio, relative to a new Feder: 
district—to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill to increase pen 
Theodore Collier—to the Committee on Inval lid Pensions, 

By Mr. WACHTER: Resolution of Baltimore Chamber of om- 
merce, relative to bill S.199—to the Committee on Agric ulture 

Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, relative to 
bill H. R. 7056—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of Baltimore Chamber of Commerce . relative 
to the consular service—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

y Mr. WYNN: Papers to accompaay bill H. R. 11190, for the 
| veliot of Henry Finnegas—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 3, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp Everett Hater. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Scott, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Without objection, the Jour- 
| nal will stand approved. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT IOWA CITY, IOWA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
| munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending 
| an increase of $1,000 for the purchase of a site and the er ction of 
a public building at Iowa City, Iowa; which was referred to th 

| Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to 
| printed, 
FINDINGS BY THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


| The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
| munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
| mitting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by the court in 
| the causes of Worth Goldsborough v. The United States; Joseph 

Smith v. The United States: Woodward Carter v. The Unit 
~ ates; Robert Arthur, administrator of George Arthur, dec 
». The United States; A. S. Overly v. The United States; Ei 
a H. Tatem, sister and administratrix of Josiah D. Pir ner 

ceased, v. The United States; Annette B. Wonson, admin 

of George W. Adams, v. The United States; Mary E. Pritchett, ac- 

ministratrix of James M. Pritchett, v. The United States; Thomas 
| Peyroux, administrator of Edward Barrett, deceased.v. The | nite: 
| States; Jane E. Read, administratrix of John H. Re - 

The United States; Mary Fitch, administratrix of 

The United States: Robert E. Whiting v. The United : 8; An- 
| new Dunlap». The United States: Percy Bryant, son of Nathan 
Bryant, deceased, v. The United States, and Nellie 
wee of James O’Kane, deceased, v. The United 
| with the accompanying papers, was referred to the ( 

Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. ' 

BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House 
| the bill (S. 707) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act pre vidin 
| terms and places of holding the courts of the U nite 

district of Minnesota, and for other purposes,’ * approv 
1890. , 

The message also announced that the House had passe ' 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence 0! s 

A bill (H. R, 1518) for the relief of the estate of 
Saulpaw; 

A bill (H. R. 1700) for the relief of the legal represe” 
Warren Mitchell, deceased; ite 

A bill (H. R. 3875) for the relief of Dr. Thomas J. Coware, © 
ceased; a 

A bill (H. R. 6845) for the relief of the State of va; al + of 

A bill (H. R. 7402) for the relief of the Indiana State boar’ 
' agriculture, 


niteg 
ase, 


istrat 


“] ADT <Y, 
» 








ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
further announced that the Speaker of the House 
following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
resident pro tempore: ‘ at 
providing for an additional officer in the district 
collection district of Indiana and Illinois; and 
4 pill (S. 2795) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the regu- 
lation of the practice of dentistry in the District of Columbia, 
os for the protection of the people from empiricism in relation 
thereto,” approved June 6, 1892. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. ani 
» PRESIDENT protempore presented memorials of the Ger- 
am “pens Benoveleais Society, of Charleston, and of the Turn 
Verein of Charleston, in the State of South Carolina; of the Turn 
Verein of Denver, and of the Harmonie Singing Society, of Pueblo, 
in the State of Colorado; of the Schwaben Verein, of New Haven; 
of Lodge No. 436, of Rockville, and of Mozart Lodge, No. 14, of 
Danbury, all in the State of Connecticut; of the Turn Verein of 
San Francisco; of Stamm Lodge, No. 252, of Los Angeles; of the 
California Saengerbund, of southern California; of the Schleswig 
Turn Verein, of San Francisco; of the Eintracht Verein, of San 
Francisco; of the Turn Verein of Oakland, and of Stamm Lodge, 
No. 77, of San Jose, all in the State of California; of the Columbia 
Brauer Kranken Unterstuetzungs Verein, of Washington, D. C.; 
of Goethe Lodge, No. 382, of Terre Haute; of the Turn Verein of 
Evansville; of the Harugari Saengerchor, of Indianapolis; of the 
Turn Verein of Michigan City; of St. Joseph’s Benevolent Society, 
of Richmond; of St. Antonius Ritter Turn Verein, of Evansville; 
of St. Anthony’s Branch, No. 554, of Evansville, and of the Ger- 
mania Maennerchor, of Evansville, all in the State of Indiana; of 
Schiller Lodge, No. 1277, of Louisville; of the Sons of German 
Pioneers, of Newport, and of Schiller Lodge, No. 1867, of Louis- 
ville, all in the State of Kentucky; of the German-American 
Dental College, of Chicago; of New Teutonia Lodge, No. 1952, of 
Chicago; of the German Encampment of Odd Fellows of Chicago; 
of Germania Lodge, No. 657, of Chicago; of Humboldt Lodge, No. 
420, of Chicago; of Freiheit Lodge, No. 475, of Chicago; of Schiller 
Lodge, No. 335, of Peoria; of the Plattdeutsche Gilde, No. 31, of 
South Chicago; of the Luxemburger Independent Club, of Aurora; 
of Karl Marx Lodge, No. 544, of Chicago, and of the Turn Verein 
of Chicago, all in the State of Illinois; of Teutonia Lodge, No. 2, 
of St. Louis; of Germania Lodge, No. 2, of St. Louis; of the Turn 
Verein of St. Louis; of the Liederkranz of St. Louis; of the Turn 
Verein of West St. Louis; of the Harmonie Saengerbund, of St. 
Louis; of the Executive Board of the St. Louis Gymnastic District, 
of St. Louis; of the Deutscher Verein of St. Louis,and of the Gutten- 
berg Mannie Lodge, No, 32, of St. Louis, allin the State of Missouri; 
of the Frohsinn Singing Society, of Detroit; of the Arbeiter Un- 


The message 
had signed the ; 
signed by the I 

A bill (S. 540) 
of Chicago, in the 


terstiitzungs Verein, of Lansing; of the Arbeiter Unterstiitzungs | 


Verein, No, 2, of Jackson; of the Daheim Maennerchor, of De- 
troit, and of Teutonia Lodge, No. 31, of Detroit, all in the State 
of Michigan; of Columbia Lodge, No. 36, of St. Paul, Minn.; of 
the Frohsinn Singing Society, of Baltimore; of German Beneficial 
Union, District No. 103, of Baltimore, and of German Beneficial 
Union, District No. 117, of Baltimore, all in the State of Mary- 
land; of Carl Marx Lodge, No. 1, of Providence, R. I.; of the 
Personal Rights League of Lincoln, Nebr.; of the Turn Verein of 
Trenton; of the Hessen Beneficial Society, of Trenton; of the 
Hessischer Sick Society, of Elizabeth; of Lutzow Camp, No. 3, of 
Jersey City; of Schiller Lodge. No. 4, of Newark; of the Inde- 
pendent Schuetzen Corps, of Elizabeth; of the Casino Maenner- 
chor, of Newark; of the Vorwiirts Sick Benefit Society, of Eliza- 
beth; of the Hudson City Turn Verein, of Jersey City, and of 


Concordia Lodge, No. 2, of Newark, all in the State of New | 


Jersey; of the Harmonious Aid Society, of Holyoke; of the 


Rothmanner Bau Verein, of New Bedford; of the Turn Verein of | 


Easthampton; of the Turn Verein of Lawrence; of Eintracht 
Lodge, No. 19, of Boston; of Teutonia Lodge, No. 219, of Boston, 
and of the Germania Society, No. 11, of Lynn, all in the State of 
Massachusetts; of the Concordia Singing and Musical Society, of 
New York City; of the German Social Scientific Society of New 
York City; of the Central Spar Verein, of New York City; of the 
Liederkranz of Schenectady; of St. Lawrence Council, No. 209, 
of Troy; of the German Sick and Benevolent Society of Oneida; 
of Genesee Lodge, No. 5, of Buffalo; of the Mozart Verein, No. 
of the New York City; of Beethoven Lodge, No. 2487, of Albany; 
Cit he Ine porated Kreis Stolzenauer Association, of New York 
Bri i a Bowling Guard of New York City; of the Freie 
No ag then of Syracuse; of the Deutscher Veteranen Bund, 
State of & uffalo, and of the Glee Club of Syracuse, all in the 
of Ball, . bee Y ork; of Lodge No. 1, of Tacoma;. of Lodge No. 14, 
Cla e 4 Of the Saengerbund of Tacoma, and of Germania Social 
Eves Te all in the State of Washington; of the Deutscher 
the Unte ereln, Of Waco; of Lodge No. 118, of Oldenburg; of 
of th Re ctzung V erein, of Yorktown; of the Schleicher Lodge 

® Anights of Honor, of San Antonio; of Pecan Camp, No. 
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387, of Welcome; of the Saengerrande of Austin; of the Hoch- 
heim Prairie Mutual Fire and Storm Insurance Association, of 
Hochheim; of the Saengerbund of Houston; of the Dramatischer 
Verein, of Nordheim, and of Lodge No. 39, of Shovel Mount, all 
in the State of Texas; of Lodge No. 123, of Madison; of the Turn 
Verein of Milwaukee; of the Turn Verein of Sheboygan; of the 
Deutscher Militar Verein, of Milwaukee; of the Maennerchor of 
Milwaukee; of Teutonia Lodge, No. 11, of Milwaukee; of the 
Saengerbund of Milwaukee; of Cleveland Lodge, No. 93, of Mil- 
waukee; of the Frieden Lodge, No. 254, of Eau Claire; of the 
Yorhn Turn Verein, of Milwaukee; of Guttenberg Lodge, No. 
268, of Sheboygan; of Jahn Lodge, No. 16, of Milwaukee; of the 
Liedertafel Verein, of Milwaukee; of Fortuna Lodge of the 
Knights of Honor of Milwaukee, and of Teutonia Lodge, No. 
3, of Lacrosse, all in the State of Wisconsin; of the Maennerchor 
of Cincinnati; of the Hessische Verein of Cincinnati; of the Saen- 
gerbund of Cleveland; of the Newburgh Germania Maennerchor, 
of Cleveland; of the Unterstuetzung Verein of Cincinnati; of 
Uniformirten Schuetzen Corps, No. 1, of Cincinnati; of Hermann 
Lodge, No. 3, of Canton; of the Unterstuetzung Verein of Cleve- 
land; of Freiheit Union, No. 13, of Cleveland; of Hermann Lodge, 
No. 92, of Cincinnati; of the Lyra Singing Society, of Cleveland; 
of the Scioto Tribe, No. 22, of Columbus; of the Hessen Unter- 
stuetzung Verein, of Cleveland; of the Turn Verein of Cincinnati; 
of the Hannoveraner Smoking Casino, of Cincinnati; of Humboldt 
Union, No. 3, of Cleveland; of the Badischer Unterstuetzung 
Verein, of Cleveland; of the Deutscher Cester Unterstuetzung 
Verein, of Cincinnati; of Fortschritt Maennerchor, No. 75, of 
Dayton, of Edelweiss Commandery, No. 32, of Toledo; of Ger- 
man Beneficial Union, No. 70, of Cleveland; of the Saengerbund 
of Dayton; of the Deutscher Verein, of Cincinnati; of the Con- 
cordia Benevolent Society, of Cleveland; of the Skat Club, of 
Youngstown; of the Physical and Mental Culture Society of Cin- 
cinnati; of the Unterstuetzung Verein of Akron, and of the 
Deutscher Unterstuetzung Verein Eintracht, of Cincinnati, all in 
the State of Ohio; of the Shoemakers’ Union of Philadelphia; of 
the Coopers’ Union of Philadelphia; of the Veteranen Bund of 
Philadelphia; of Brewery Workers’ Union, No. 5, of Philadelphia; 
of German Beneficial Union, No. 80, of Pittsburg; of the Mount 
Oliver Turn Verein, of Pittsburg; of Lodge No. 646, of Allegheny; 
of the Baden Beneficial Society, of Pittsburg; of Cannstatter 
Verein, No. 1, of Philadelphia; of the Beneficial Society of Pitts- 
burg; of the Franz Liederkranz, of Millvale; of the Deutscher 
Verein, No. 125, of Pittsburg; of the German Militar and Bene- 
ficial Society of Jeannette; of the Liberal Unterstuetzung Verein, 
of Philadelphia, and of Local Union No. —, Brotherhood of Car- 
penters and Joiners, of Philadelphia, all in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

| Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of the Anti-Saloon League of 
| Parkersburg, W. Va., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
| which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Macalester Presbyterian Church, of St. Paul, Minn., praying for 
| an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrep 
| Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to 

the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of Major E. F. Fletcher Post, 
No. 22, Department of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Re- 
yublic, of Massachusetts, and a petition of Charles Russell Lowell 
Post, No. 7, Department of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of a service. 
pension law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions- 

Mr. MILLARD presented the petition of J. E. Taylor, principal 
| of Gates Academy, Neligh, Nebr., praying for the enactment of 
| legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liguors;4rhich was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
| He also presented a petition of the congregations of the United 
Presbyterian, the Presbyterian, the Methodist Episcopal, the Bap- 
| tist, and the Evangelical churches, all of Wilsonville, in the State 

of Nebraska, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 

for the closing on Sunday of the St. Louis Exposition and the 
| Lewis and Clark Centennial Exposition; which was referred to 

the Select Committee on Industrial Expositions. 
| Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Forrest Post, No. 114, 
| Department of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, of Forrest, 
| Ill., and a petition of Harvey Post, No. 724, Department of Illi- 
| nois, Grand Army of the Republic, of Harvey, Ill., praying for 
| the enactment of a service-pension law; which were referred to 
| the Committee on Pensions. 
| Mr. ALLISON presented a memorial of the Iowa Brick and Tile 
| Association, of Mason City, Iowa, remonstrating against the pas- 
| sage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which was referred to the 
‘ Committee on Education and Labor. 
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He also presented a memorial of the Iowa Brick and Tile Asso-| a 


ciation, of Mason City, Iowa, remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called anti-injunction bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Hassendeufel Post, No. 146, of 


Guttenberg; of L. G. Irland Post, No. 118, of Sibley, and L. S. | 


Shuler Post, No. 166, of Brandon, all of the Department of Iowa, 
Grand Army of the Repubiic, in the State of Iowa, praying for 
the enactment of a service-pension bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Richland, of the congregation of the Presbyterian 


Church of Rockwell City, of the congregation of the Baptist | 


Church of Rockwell City, of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Rockwell City, of the Woman’s Missionary 
Society of the Presbyterian Church of Monticello, of the congre- 
gation of the Presbyterian Church of Redoak, and of sundry 
citizens of Cedar Rapids, all in the State of Iowa, praying for an 


to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented memorials of sundry citi- 
zens of New York City and Brooklyn, in the State of New York, 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called anti-injunction 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ment of legislation providing for the completion of the harbor of 
refuge at Point Judith, R. I.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mount Vernon, 


N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the | 


sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


He also presented a petition of Luther M. Wheeler Post, No. 92, | 


Department of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, of Sara- 


toga Springs, N. Y., praying for the enactment of a service-pen- | 


sion law: which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of New York City, 
Buffalo, Patchogue, Utica, Brooklyn, Waterford, Avon, Roches- 
ter, Geneva, Oneida, Lockport, Batavia, Higginsville, Warsaw, 


Dansville, and Mount Morris, all in the State of New York, pray- | 


ing for the passage of the so-called Brownlow good-roads bill; 


which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and | 


Forestry. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 
Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 


referred the bill (S. 679) for the relief of Mrs. Julia L. Hall, re- | 


| on Claims. 


ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | = . as 
Payton Shields; which was read twice by its title, and refer! 


bill (S. 47) for the relief of the contractor, or his legal representa- 


tives, for the construction of the light-draft monitor Etlah, re- | 


ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was | 


referred the bill (S. 529) for the relief of Herbert O. Dunn, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 575) to establish a fish-culture station on 
Blacks Fork of Green River, in the State of Wyoming, reported 
it without amendment. 


Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- | 


ferred the amendment submitted by Mr. NELSON on the 26th 
ultimo, proposing to appropriate $8,524.10, with interest thereon 
at 6 per cent from March 18, 1902, as compensation to the owners 


of the Norwegian steamer Ragnar for damages to said steamer | 


by collision on March 18, 1902, with the U. 8S. army transport Sum- 
ner in the Yangtze River, China, intended to be proposed to the ur- 
gent deficiency appropriation bill, reported it with an amendment, 
submitted a report thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED, 


Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 4065) for the relief of Chris- 
topher McDonald, executor of Michael Callaghan, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Leonard I. Brownson; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4067) to prevent the unlawful 
wearing of the badge or insignia of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public and other soldier organizations; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4068) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary E. Ticknor; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 





| title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


s of , | by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 

Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred | 
| which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom) 


‘sion to Charlotte J. Folsom; which was 1 ad twict 
| and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 4066) for the relief of | 





{r. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 4069) to provide for 4 
performance, temporarily, of the duties of appraisers sein ~ 
ant appraisers of merchandise; which was read twice by «..e” 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. Se seta. 

He also introduced the following bills; which wero « \verall 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Comiitieo o : Pew. 
sions: 

A bill (8S. 4070) granting an increase of pension to A. Fell 
treter; Sic 

. bill (S. 4071) granting an increase of pension to Johy Lindt: 
an 

A bill (S. 4072) granting an increase of pension to James | 

Mr. ALLEE introduced a bill (S. 4078) granting an iney, 
pension to Comfort W. Watson; which was read twice 


DY its 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a bill (S. 4074 


an increase of pension to Annie E. Shipp; which was ad try 

Mr. GIBSON (for Mr. CLARK of Montana) introduced a }j! 
(S. 4075) granting an increase of pension to Charles M. Shepherd: 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. so 
He also (for Mr. CLARK of Montana) introduced a bil! 


| for the relief of the county of Custer, State of Montana: 
| was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying I 
He also presented a petition of the New York Board of Trade | : 
and Transportation, of New York City, praying for the enact- | 


referred to the Committee on Claims. 
He also (for Mr. CLARK of Montana) introduced a bill (S, 4077) 
granting an increase of pension to Richard R. Robinson: wi 


| was read twice by its title, and referred to the “ 


Pensions. 
Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 4078) granting an in 
of pension to Thomas B. Steele; which was read twic 


| title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 4079) for the relief ; 
James Denton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 4080) for the relief « 


| legal representatives of Stewart & Co. and A. P. H 


agent, for internal-revenue taxes collected between Janua1 
1865, and January 1, 1866, and which have not been hé 
refunded, and for this purpose, any statutes of limitatio: 
contrary notwithstanding; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (S. 4081) granting an increas 
of pension to Alpheus W. Simpson; which was read twice by it 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensicns. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4082) for the relief of L. T. Ozlesby; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Comuitiee 


Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 4033) for the r 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. NELSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4084 
relief of Caroline Lochboehler, of the District of Columbia 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Comm 
Claims. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 4085) granting a pension to Bridget 


| E. Chrystie; which was read twice by its title, and refe1 
| Committee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 4086) granting an increase 0! } 
sion to Ralph Van Brunt; which was read twice by its ttle, : 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 4087) granting a pension 


| to Hiram R. Rhea; which was read twice by its title, and 


to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BAILEY (by request) introduced a bill (S, 405° 
relief of W. M. Justice; which was read twice by its t 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the C 
Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 4089) to aut! 
purchase of the painting of the battle of Lookout Mountain; 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committe 
Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4090) granting an increa 


} 


He also introduced a bill (S. 4091) granting an increa 
sion to Nathan M. Gove; which was read twice by 


| referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4092) relating t 
of common carriers by railroads in the District of \ 


| Territories and common carriers by railroads engage !! 


merce between the States and between the States and forest! nd 


tions to their employees; which was read twice by i 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. oe 
He also introduced a bill (S. 4093) for the recogniue 


nD of the 








1904.) 


SE 
aitary service of noncommissioned officers and enlisted men of 

wr United States Volunteers as commissioned officers in certain 

tne ms a 

State miliary i ; 7 . Mili eae A ff: aa. 

and referred to the ¢ ommittee on Military Affairs. 

and reter? 
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organizations; which was read twice by its title, | 


He also introduced a pill (S. 4094) to correct the military record | 


‘George Moltz; 
) orge - ea: * 
© a Committee on Military Affairs. , 

"He ajeo introduced a bill (S. 4095) for the relief of Julius A. 
K aes which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. M 
é. ‘ ouisians which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. ; aa 
“Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 4097) to establish in the 
Department of Agriculture a bureau to be known as the Bureau 
epartmen 


which was read twice by its title, and referred | 


ENERY introduced a bill (S. 4096) for the relief of Louis | 
collector of internal revenue for the collection district 


of Public Highways, and to provide for national aid in the im- | 


nrovement of the public roads; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. LATIMER introduced a bill (S. 4098) to establish in the 
Department of Agriculture a bureau to be known as the Bureau 
of Public Highways, and to provide for national aid in the im- 


and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. CULLOM (by request) introduced a joint resolution (5S. R. 
40) adjusting the rank of Maj. Joseph W. Wham, United States 
Army (on the retired list), and making restitution for certain pay 
and allowances withheld; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

\MENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 
Mr. PETTUS submitted an amendment directing the Secretary 


of War to pay to Rittenhouse Moore out of the unexpended bal- | 


ance of the appropriation made in the act of March 3, 1899, for | 


4) 


improving the Potomac River the sum of $3,653.05, being the 
amount stated and claimed by him for overwidth dredging in the 
Potomac River below Washington, D. C., intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed and, with the accompanying letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $6,000 for paving Q street, between Twenty-second and 
Twenty-third streets NW.. District of Columbia, intended to be 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLAPP submitted an amendment proposing to fix the 
salary of the consul at An-tung, Manchuria, at $4,000 per annum 
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structing the Secretary of the Treasury to send to the Senate 
information in regard to the appointment of William D. Crum 
as collector of the port of Charleston, S. C. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Inconnection with that resolution I should 
like to have the one I offered yesterday brought up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the following resolution submitted by the Senator from South 
Carolina, 

The SecReTaRY. Senate resolution 120, by Mr. TimLMAN, au- 
thorizing and directing the Committee on the Judiciary to report 
what constitutes a recess of the Senate, etc. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let it be read. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I should like to have it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
TILLMAN, as follows: 

: oaress Article I, section 2, of the Constitution of the United States pro- 
vices: 

“The President shall have power, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators present con- 
cur, and he shall nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, shall appoint * * * all other officers of the United States whose 
appointments are not herein otherwise provided for, and which shall be es- 





° . ° . ° | is t ve 3D 
nroverment of the public roads; which was read twice by its title, | ee oe 
pH 


And further: 

“The President shall have power to fill up all vacancies which may happen 
during the recess of the Senate by granting commissions which sha: expire 
at the end of the session;”’ 

And 

Whereas it is known that certain officers appointed during the recess of 
Congress from March 4 last to November 9, and whose appointments were 
not confirmed by the Senate, are now in possession of and exercising the pow- 
ers and functions of said offices: Be it 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee of the Senate be, and it is hereby, 
authorized and instructed to report to the Senate— A 

First. What constitutes a “recess of the Senate,” and what are the powers 
and limitations of the Executive in making appointments in such cases. 

Second. What legislation is necessary to prevent the holding of an office 
by any person or persons whose commissions issue or are held by Executive 
exercise of unlawful authority, if any there be. 


Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from South Carolina permit me 


| to ask him a question as to the order of business? 
1 


instead of at $3,500, intended to be proposed by him to the urgent | 


deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 


He also submitted an amendment proposing to fix the salary of | 


the consul at An-tung, Manchuria, at $4.000 per annum instead 
of at $3,500, intended to be proposed by him to the uiplomatic and 
consular appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $600 for clerk hire at the consulate at Bahia, Brazil, 


intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and consular | 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on For- | 


eign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the appropriation for an illustrated description of the Sherman 
statue from $300 to $600 and making the same applicable to a de- 
scription of the ceremonies and incidents attending the unveiling 
of the statue, intended to be proposed by him to the urgent de- 
lciency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON MANUFACTURES. 
Mr. HEYBURN submitted the following resolution; which was 


T ferred to the Commi i ; ‘ ‘ ‘ ince . 
ttee to Audit and Control the Contingent | next, that Senators are not prepared—I am not—to discuss the 


Expenses of the Senate: 


ann — That the Committee on Manufactures be, and the same is hereby, 


foreeaa such hearings as may be had on bills or other matters pending be- 
tee. os d a tee, and to have the same printed for the use of the commit- 
Senate. C4 Stenographer be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
0 ISTHMIAN CANAL ROUTES. 
n motion of Mr. Mora@an, it was 


Ordered, That ¢ : . : 
nals in anes he hearings had before the Committee on Interoceanic Ca- 


reprinted y snd February, 1902, in relation to isthmian canal routes be 


RECESS APPOINTMENTS. 
The PRESIDE 
Ate a resolution eam : : + - 
stated. olution coming over from a previous day, which will be 


The Szcrrr ARY, 


employ a stenographer from time to time,as may be necessary, | 


NT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- | 


Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. I have just come in from attendance on the work 
of the committee. I do not know how the resolution comes up. 
Has it been reached in the order of morning business? 

Mr. TILLMAN. In regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a resolution coming over 
from a previous day. 

Mr. HALE. It is a very important resolution, directing the 
Judiciary Committee to report on the question of a constructive 
recess. If the resolution can be passed at once, as I should hope 
it might be, I shall not make any interference. But if it is to be 
discussed, for two reasons I should like to have the Senator let it 
go over until to-morrow morning, retaining its place—one being 
that I desire very much, representing the Committee on Appro- 
priations, of which the Senator isa member, to have the urgent de- 
ficiency appropriation bill passed this morning, and the other being 
that if the Senator’s resolution is to be discussed, I should like to 
have an opportunity of examining some of the facts in relation to 
it, because [ might want to participate in the discussion, and I 
have been so busy about items of appropriation that I have had 
no opportunity to look into it. That, of course, will not apply if 
the resolution can pass without debate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of courseI can not tell how much discussion 
will arise upon the resolution or under its consideration. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. SPOONER. It may be assumed that the resolution will 
not pass without debate. 

Mr. ee Then I should like to appeal to the Senator from 
South @arolina for both reasons that I have given. first, the desire 
of passing the urgent deficiency appropriation bill at once, and 


matter this morning, that he allow the resolution to go over, 
holding its place and coming up to-morrow morning just as it 
did this morning. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I am always ready to yield to 
any request of my friend the Senator from Maine; and while I 
should like to have the resolution disposed of, and have very little 
to say myself unless discussion shall provoke discussion, I shall 
give way with the understanding that to-morrow we shall have 
no further delay. I have already been giving way for two or 
three days, and I am willing to give way again to conform with 
the desire of Senators who wish to examine the question, and let 
us see if we can not all agree on something about this matter. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is very liberal about it. I hope the 
resolution will go over on these terms, that it shall come up to- 


Senate resolution 114, by Mr. Truman, in- ' morrow morning exactly as it came up this morning. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator asks that the 
resolutions may go over, lying on the table, without prejudice. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And that they shall retain all the privileges 
they now have. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Without objection, it is so ordered. 
TORPEDO BOATS AND TORPEDO-BOAT DESTROYERS, 

Mr. HALE. ImovethatSenate Document No. 112, Fifty-eighth 
Congress, second session, being a statement relative to cost of tor- 
pedo boats and torpedo-boat destroyers, authorized by the act of 
May 4, 1898, in connection with the relief of the contractors 


The Chair understands that. 
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therefor, together with certain other data in order attached, be | 


reprinted and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

RELATIONS WITH NEW GRANADA OR COLOMBIA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, on motion of Mr. HALE, was, with the accompa- 
nying papers, ordered to lie on the table, and be printed: 

To the Senate: 


In response to the resolution of the Senate of January 22, 1904, I transmit | 
herewith reports from the Acting Secretary of State and the Secretary of 
he Navy, with accompanying papers. 


The correspondence since November 16, 1902, referred to in the letter of | 


the Secretary of the Navy, which has not already been transmitted to the 


Senate, has no reference to the matters covered by the resolution and deals | 


with military movements, and it is for that reason deemed incompatible 
with the public interest to make it public at this time. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Waite Hovuss, February 3, 1904. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims: 
A bill (H. R. 15138) for the relief of the estate of George W. 
Saulpaw; 


A bill (H. R. 1700) for the relief of the legal representatives of | 


Warren Mitchell, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 3875) for the relief of Dr. Thomas J. Cowan, de- 
ceased: 

A bill (H. R. 6345) for the relief of the State of Iowa; and 


A bill (H. R. 7402) for the relief of the Indiana State board of | 


agriculture. 
URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 





Mr. HALE. I ask that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 10954, the urgent deficiency appropriation bill. 


priations to supply urgent deficiencies in the a»propriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for prior years, and for 
other purposes, which had been reported from the Committee on 
Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. HALE. 
the committee amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with, that it be 
read for amendment, and that the amendments of the committee 
shall first receive consideration. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
under the head of ‘‘ Department of State,’’ on page 2, after line 9, 
to insert: 

For additional amount to enable the President to cooperate through dip- 
lomatic channels with the Governments of Mexico, China, Japan, and other 
countries, for the purpose set forth in the message of the President and ac- 
companying notes submitted to Congress January 29, 1908, and printed as 
Senate Document No. 119, second session Fifty-seventh Congress, $25,000; and 
the commission appointed for this purpose shall terminate July 1, 1904. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 24, to increase the 
appropriation for contingent expenses to the Department of State 
from $2,000 to $3,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 8, to insert: 

For the purchase of two horses for the official use of the Department of 
State, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “‘ Foreign inter- 
course,”’ on page 3, line 22, to increase the appropriation to supply 
a deficiency in the appropriation for ‘*‘ Contingent expenses, for- 
eign missions.”’ including all objects mentioned under this title 
of appropriation in the diplomatic and consular appropriation 
act for the fiscal year 1904, from $15,000 to $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 12, to insert: 

For expenses, not salaries, of inspection of consulates, to be expended 
under tho direction of the Department of State, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 5, line 5, after the word | 


I make the usual request in regard to action on 
| 30, 1904, $4,600,000; said sum to be paid to the Louisiana Pui 


| That of said sums $100,000 shall be 


| the same is appropriated, the Secretary of the Treasury s 
| able person or persons whose duty it shall be to supervise t! 


| of the gross receipts of said company shall be paid to the 


nl 
a RPTT y 
} EBRI ARY 3, 
‘‘annum,”’ to insert “‘ consul at Dalny, Manchuria 
$3,500 per annum; ”’ 
out ** $3,111.27” 
read: 

Consular service in Manchuria: For the following for ¢} 
fiscal year 1904: Consul-general at Mukden, Manchuria, at + 
per annum; consul at An-tung, Manchuria, at the rate of < 
consul at Dalny, Manchuria, at the rate of $3,500 per annun 
or so much thereof as may be necessary. , 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Trea 
ment,’’ on page 6, after line 11, to insert: 

For postage required to prepay matter addressed to Post 
tries, and for postage for the Treasury Department. for the ; 
$481.25. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 10. 

Office of the Treasurer: For the following additional em, 
balance of the fiscal year 1904, namely: For one clerk of class 
class 2; one clerk of class 1; nine expert counters, at the rate of es 


each; one laborer; and one foreman pressman at the rate $1,500 
in all, $6,025. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was continued to line 1 on pag 


a: . > iT the rate 
and in line 6, after the word * all." 4,00." 
and insert ‘‘ $4,569.60; ”’ so as to m; —— 


4) 
Ae The Clause 


| amendment under the heading ‘* Louisiana Purchase Expo 


Mr. BAILEY. I desire at this point to inquire whother it; 
necessary to make points of order as the bill is being 
reserve them? 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, the practice j 
Senate is different from that of the House. Points of or 
not be reserved. 

Mr. BAILEY. A point of order can be made at ar 

Mr. HALE. No; a point of order can be made on 
ment that is offered when it is presented, and it can 


| any part of the bill as it is read. 


Mr. BAILEY. 
amendment. 
Mr. HOAR. If I may be allowed to make a statement, I under. 
stand that the bill is now as in Committee of the W) 
and that when it is reported to the Senate, after it has got th: 
the Committee of the Whole, all points of order are oper 
would be open upon the bill as originally presented. 
Mr. BAILEY. I wanted to reserve my right to1 


I understand that the bill is being read now for 


| of order against this particular amendment. 


Mr. HALE. As the Senator from Massachusetts suggests 


| can be made at either time. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 10954) making appro- | 


Mr. BAILEY. Just so that I can make it before it is. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will | 
The Secretary read the amendment of the Committee : 


| propriations which was on page 10, beginning with |i: 


sert the following: 


Louisiana Purchase pappeinen For the purpose of further a 
parent of the cost_of the construction, completion, an 
,ouisiana Purchase Exposition, at the city of St. Louis, o1 


Company on the request of the president of said company 


| as follows: One million dollars upon the passage of this act 
| the month of February, $1,000,000 during the month of Ma 


ing the month of April, and $600,000during the month of Ma 
, maid by said Louisiana Pm 
tion Company to, or on the order of, the board of lady mana 


| position for such purposes as said board of lady managers 


at such times as said board of lady managers shall request t 
That to insure the application of all said moneys to the | 


} 


of the same when paid, as herein provided, and to make a! 
report thereof to him as he may require: Provided furt/ 
hereby appropriated when paid to the Louisiana Purchas: 
pany, as herein provided, shall constitute an indebtedne 
pany to the Government of the United States and shal! 
company to the Treasury of the United States. That ! 
protecting the Government and insuring the repayme! 
$4,600,000, the Government shall have a first lien upon t 
of said exposition company from all paid admissions to tl 
exposition and from all moneys received from concessions. — 

art of this appropriation is paid,as hereinbefore provided, t’ 
Parchase Exposition Company shall execute, to the satisfu 
tary of the Treasury, an instrument in writing giving and 
Government a first lien upon its said gross receipts, anc sa 
pany shall at the same time guarantee to the Government 
penalties, that the said gross receipts are then entirely free ! 
gages, or other incumbrances. and that it will not p! 
incumber or dispose of said receipts so as to injure or affect t 
Government to first receive therefrom the amount to be ! 
Treasury, as herein provided. , 

The said Louisiana Purchase Exposition Company sha 

Treasury of the United States the said sum of $4,000,000, a 
15th day of June, 1904, said Louisiana Purchase Exposition ‘ 
port to the Secretary of the Treasury in detail the total 
gross receipts received by said company from June | to 
sive, and 40 per cent of such receipts shall then be paid 
to the Secretary of the Treasury as a part payment for the | 
pany herein provided for, and after that and during the co! 
exposition a fi 


an 
j 
a 


ike report in detail shall be made on the Ist day 
and upon the 15th day of each month, and in the samen n 
Treasury, as before provided, until the entire amount of $4 sess 
been paid to the Secretary of the Treasury in satisfactiol 
Provided further, That if at any time after said exposition co! 


uny has re 
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— appropriated it makes default in the application 
ceived the a cs ant | . roby eee or any part thereof, as herein required, 
or in the Pere nat case, the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to 
then, eee ee ae ection and take possession ofall said gross receipts and con- 
supervise = ervision and possession until the full sum of said $4,600,000 has 
tinue such - and repaid into the Treasury of the United States, as herein 
been ¢ 4 ‘ In accepting the amount hereby appropriated the said Louisiana 
rovide™ Exposition Company shall be taken and held to agree to all the 
rahe ee ‘tions upon Which the same is made and upon which the same 
ary s vepaid into the Treasury of the United States. 
is to be ‘epal 


Mr, CULBERSON. Is an amendment to the amendment in 

der at this time? ; 
= PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tt is. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I move to amend the amendment by 
adding at the end the following proviso: 

Pr vided, That range cattle and halter-broke cattle from all sections of the 


United States, W hether above or below the quarantine line established by | 


se ratary of Agriculture, may be exhibited at the Louisiana Purchase 

Exp sition under such regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of 

Agriculture. 
Mr. HALE. 


amendment. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I ask that the following letter from the 


I have no objection to the amendment to the 


Secretary af Agriculture on the subject of the amendment to the | 


amendment be inserted in the RECORD. 


in the Record, as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., November 12, 1903. 
ovis J. WORTHAM, 
Mr. Lovt Oriental Hotel, Dallas, Tex. 
Dear Str: Referring to our conversation concerning the exhibition of 


to make any representations regarding the exhibition which appeared to me 
to be desirable. If an arrangement could be made by which the cattle from 
below the quarantine line could be keptentirely separate from those coming 
from above that line, and be shown in different show rings, I should recom- 
mend that the southern cattle be allowed to go for exhibition under such 
conditions. I think, however, it would be taking too much risk to allow 
northern and southern animals to go to the same grounds or be exhibited 
in the same show ring. The Departnen’ would do anything possible in the 
way of inspection to facilitate the exhibition or to lessen the danger. 
" Very respectfully, 
JAMES WILSON, Secretary. 


The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. 
The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 2, to insert: 


Paris Exposition: The following provisions of the deficiency appropriation | 


act approved July 1, 1902, namely: **To complete the unfinished work of the 


late United States Commission to the International Exposition at Paris in | 
I 


1%, and to defray the expenses of distributing the medals and diplomas 


awarded to exhibitors from the United States, to be expended under the di- | 
rection of the President, there is hereby appropriated for such purposes such | 


sums of money as have been covered into the Treasury as proceeds derived 
from the sale of furniture or other property used by the Commission, and to 
continue available during the fiseal year 1908, $13,875.21," are hereby further 
continued and the appropriation made available from the end of said fiscal 
year 148 to September 30, 1908. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 15, to insert: 


Reimbursement to the sapegeneees Line steamers, of Tampa, Fla.: To 
y the balance due to the Independent Line steamers, of Tampa, Fla., in 


ull settlement of all claims said steamer line may have against the United | 


States for damages to the steamer Manatee, due to acollision with the U. 8S. S. 


Hillsboro in Tampa Bay, Florida, on the night of November 18, 1901, $720. | & : ’ . 
| ment,’’ on page 30, after line 16, to insert: 


The amendment was agreed to. 

_Mr. HOPKINS, I desire to offer an amendment, on page 21, in 
line “4, after the word ‘*‘ cents ’»—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it an amendment to a com- 
mittee amendment? 

Mr. HOPKINS. No. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proper time has not been 
reached for offering individual amendments. Under the unani- 
mous-consent agreement the amendments of the Committée on 
Appropriations are first to be considered. 

Mr. HOPKINS, Very well, 


The reading of the bill was resumed. 


U ™ next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
Under the subhead ** Public buildings,”’ on page 22, line 20, to 
increase the 
Tig Pecial repairs, etc., from $8,000 to $12,000. 
,/¢ amendment was agreed to. 
He hext amendment was, on page 24, after line 2, to insert: 


ot herete ck ustom-house: That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 
Wise. the on thorized to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or other- 
the site of said en 
Place, and Px , 


&xceed t} 


roperty known as the Peaboc Yi property, immediately adjacent to 
) 


_custom-house building, abuttin 
A aad ‘ fice avenue, in the city of Baltimore, Md., at a cost not to 
thorized to use forte 
rom Rouen. for that purpose the sum of $24,988.81, remaining available 
8D amount suffies of the Merchants’ National Bank property, together with 
Maining ava = to make up the said sum of $75,000, from any money re- 
ron ded, That th for the construction of said new custom-house building: 
creased. ° the total limit of cost of the site and building shall not be in- 

™ 

The amendment was agreed to, 





| mainténange, and repair o 
appropriation for Treasury building, Washington, | 
| emy, 


on Water street, Exchange | 


$75,000; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby au- | 


The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 19, to insert: 


Greensboro, N. C., rent of buildings: For rental of temporary quarter, 
and expenses incident thereto, $2,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 3, to insert: 

Los Angeles, Cal., post-office and court-house: For additional amount for 
enlarging the public building site belonging to the United States, as provided 
by section 17 of the act approved June 6, 1902, $19,700, but the limit of total 
cost of site and building shall not be exceeded. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, after line 9, to insert: 

Vaults, safes, and locks for public buildings: For vaults, safes, and locks, 
and repairs to the same forall public buildings under the control of the Treas- 
ury Department, exclusive of personal services, except for work done by 
contract, $15,000; but of this amount not exceeding $3,000 may be expended 
for personal services of mechanics and others employed outside of the District 


| of Columbia in making repairs and inspecting work done. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 27, after line 15, to insert: 
GOVERNMENT IN THE TERRITORIES. 
Legislative expenses, Territory of New Mexico: For stenographerand type- 
writer in secretary’s office, $720. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of “‘ District of Co- 


: | lumbia,’’ at the top of page 28, to insert: 
There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed | oe 


To enable the assessor of the District of Columbia to complete the assess- 
00 of real and personal taxes by the employment of temporary services, 

DO. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 3, to insert: 


For night schools for pupils not over 21 years of age, and teachers of night 


nv i | Schools may also be teachers in the day schools, $2,800. 
Texas cattle at the St. Louis Exposition, I would say that the matter is not | 


within the jurisdiction of this Department, but I should of course be willing | 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 6, to insert: 
For fuel for public schools, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 7, to insert: 


For the purchase and repair of tools, machinery, material, and apparatus 
to be used in connection with instruction in manual training, and for inci- 


| dental expenses connected therewith, $2,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 28, line 11, to insert: 


For amount rouse’ for the construction of an open underground drain 
for the Congress Heights engine house, $500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 14, to insert: 

For amount required for deepening well, Congress Heights engine house, 
) 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 19, to insert: 


Toward carrying out the provisions of the acts of Congress providing for 
the climination of grade crossings and the construction of a union railroad 
station in the District of Columbia, approved February 12, 1901, and February 
28, 1903, for purchase or condemnation of the land necessary for the plaza and 
new streets, and for reconstructing, grading, and paving, together with the 


| necessary incidental work in connection therewith, the streets, avenues, and 


ways changed in line of grade or newly created under the provisions of said 
acts, this sum to be expended under the provisions of said acts, and to con- 
tinue available until expended, $200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ War Depart- 


The accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby directed, in the settle- 
ment of the accounts of George W. Baird, major and paymaster, United 
States Army, and lieutenant-colonel and deputy paymaster-general, United 
States Army, to allow such credits for payments, not toexceed $679.08, as may 
be recommended under authority of the Secretary of War by the Paymaster- 
General of the Army. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Military estab- 
lishment,’’ on page 32, after line 5, to insert: 

Yor the purchase of rs es and equipments for use in the construction, 

the submarine cable lines to Alaska, $7,000. 

Theamendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 18, to insert: 

For repairing and improving the Government road from Springfield, Mo., 
to the national cemetery near that city, for the fiscal year 1908, $2,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Military Acad- 
*? on page 33, after line 23, to insert: 

For expenses of the Board of Visitors, including mileage, for the fiscal year 
1908, $140. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 34, to insert: 

For repairs and improvements, namely: Timber, planks, boards,joists, wall 
strips, laths, shingles, slate, tin, sheet lead, zinc, nails, screws, locks, hinges, 
glass, paints, turpentine, oils, varnish. brushes, stone, brick, flag, lime, 
cement, plaster, hair, sewer and drain pipe, blasting powder, fuse, iron, steel 
tools, machinery, mantles and other similar materials, renewing roofs and 
for pay of architect, overseer, and citizen mechanics and labor employed 
upon repairs and improvements that can not be done by enlisted men, $5,UU0. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 21, to insert: 
For grading target range, increasing the number of targets and capacity 
of the range, for the fiscal years 1903 and 1904, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Public works, 
Navy Department,’’ on page 42, after line 10, to insert: 

Naval station, Cavite, P. IL.: 
joiner shop, $2,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘“‘ Department of 
the Interior,’’ on page 44, after line 3, to insert: 

For repairs of Interior Department and Pension buildings, and of the old 
Post-Office Department building, $3.00). 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Capitol build- 
1g and grounds,”’ on page 45, after line 5, to insert: 


in 


For extension of construction and repair 


iz 


H stables, and for repairs toand paving of floors and courtyards of same, 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Government 
Hospital for the Insane,” 

For hospital extension, $4,000. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

For hospital extension, namely: For employment of a superintendent of 
construction at a rate of compensation of $2,500 per annum, $2,500, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, after line 1, to insert: 

For a locomotive, $7,980. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, after line 3, to insert: 

For rubber treads for iron stairs, $2,450. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, after line 22, to insert: 

Columbia Institution for the Deaf and Dumb: For the support of the in- 
stitution, including salaries and incidental expenses, for books and illustra- 
tive apparatus, and for general repairs and improvements, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I offer as a committee amendment an additional 
urgent deficiency item. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. 
The SECRETARY. 
rt: 


The amendment will be stated. 
On page 47, after line 2, it is proposed to in- 
HOWARD UNIVERSITY. 

For urgent repairs and improvements, to provide suitable protection 
against disaster by fire to the buildings of the university, as recommended 
by the inspector of buildings for the District of Columbia, $2,000 

"he amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, under the subhead ‘* Mis- 
cellaneous, Interior Department,’’ on page 47, after line 12, to 
insert: 

Surveying boundaries of Yellowstone National Park: For surveying the 
northern and western boundaries of the Yellowstone National Park: To sup- 
ply a deficiency existing in the appropriation for this purpose for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1902, $640.40. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Public lands 
service,’’ on page 49, after line 13, to insert: 

To pay the salary due Franklin Moses as register of the land office at St 
Michael, Alaska, from May 31 to July 7, $152.13. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “* Geological Sur- 
vey.’’ on page 51, line 8, to increase the appropriation for contin- 
uation of the investigation of the mineral resources of Alaska, to 
continue available until close of fiscal year 1905, from $60,000 to 
$100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, after line 9, to insert: 


For completing the report of the mineral resources of the United States 
and for completing a roster of all the mines of the United States, past and 
present, $10,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, after line 12, to insert: 

For analyzing and testing at the Louisiana Purchase Exposition the coals 
and lignites of the United States in order to determine their fuel values and 
the most economic method for their utilization for different purposes, under 
the supervision of the Director of the United States Geological Survey, 
$30,000, to be available until expended: Provided, That all testing machinery 
and all caal and lignites to be tested shall be contributed without charge to 
the Government. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Department of 
Commerce and Labor,”’’ on page 57, after line 7, to insert: 

Fish Commission: To meet certain liabilities as set forth in House Docu 
ment No. 461 of the present session, being for the service of the fiscal year 
1908, $972.61. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 12. to insert: 


For repairs and improvements to superintendent's residence Green } 
station, Maine, $700. » Veen Lake 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ p, 
Justice,’’ on page 58, line 4, to increase the appropr 
niture and repairs of the Department of Justice from, ¢ 
$2,000, es 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 58, line 7, to incr, 


artment of 
ment of 
ation for fur 


1,000 to 


| appropriation for stationery for the Department of Justice } 


fiscal year 1904 from $350 to $500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of “F 


United States courts,’’ on page 60, after line 12, to stri] 


| following proviso: 
For repairs and improvements to steam fire engine house and Senate and | 


| except for days when the court is actually in ses 


on page 45, after line 21, to strike ont: | 


Provided, That hereafter no part of any money appr 
in payment of per diem compensation to any clerk fo 
ion op : 
of the judge, which fact shall be certified in the approval of th 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘ Post-Offica De. 
partment,”’ on page 62, line 20, to increase the appropriation {oy 
wrapping paper for facing slips from $5,000 to $10 000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 62. after line 

For wrapping twine and tying devices, $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 62, after lins 2°, t 

To pay the West Virginia Pulp and Paper Company, expens 
the fiscal year 1902 (wrapping paper), $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 63, after line 2, to insert 

For rent, light, and fuel for first, second, and third class post-oftices 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was. under the head of ‘‘ Department of 
Agriculture,’’ on page 66, after line 19, to insert: 

Bureau of Chemistry: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture t 
the investigationsin the manufacture of table sirup, an 
experiments to determine the varieties of cane and cultur 
production, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 66, after line 2 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to exercise a mor 
tion of imported food products, to pay for samples and the ne 
of cartage and storage, to employ necessary experts and 
ance with the law of March 3, 1908, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “‘ 
page 67, after line 18, to insert: 

To pay to John G. Ames the balance due him for cor i 
hensive Index to Government Publications from 1881 to 150s, a 
joint resolution of March 3, 1897, $3,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘ 
ing and binding,’’ on page 68, line 9, to increase the ap 
for printing and binding for the Department of the In 
cluding its several bureaus and offices and the Civil Ser 
mission, from $42,000 to $59,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 69, after lin 

SENATE. 

For compensation of officers, clerks, messengers, a1 d 
of the Senate, namely, sixteen pages from November 9 t 
clusive, 1908, $1,102.50. 

The Secretary of the Senate is hereby authorized to p 
Prettyman the salary of Chaplain of the Senate from Nov 
ber 22 and from December 8 to December 31, 1903, the sam 
rendered as such Chaplain. 7 

For stationery and newspapers for Senators and for t 
Senate, and for stationery for committees and officers o 

For expenses maintaining and equipping horses and 
rying the mails, $1,000. 

For purchase of furniture, $1,000. 

For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, $40,009 

For fitting up car buildings corner First and B streets 


>A 


La 
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Cw 


| the folding room of the Senate, $3,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. I offer as an amendment an item con 
Appropriations Committee of the House of Represen' 


| has been omitted in the bill. 


The amendment \ 


29 i 
ww, il 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. r 

The Secretary. On page 70, after line 
insert: 

For wrapping paper, pasteboard, paste, twine, newsp per | 
other necessary materials for folding, for use of Member 
for use of the Clerk's office and the House folding room ‘ 
velopes, writing paper, and other paper and materials to be I 
nished by the Public Printer upon requisitions from the ¢ ors 
under the provisions of the act approved January 1”, 18, 
printing and binding), $3,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 


phen in Appropriations was, under the head of * Spanish 


» Committe we : : . 
an Claims Commission,” on page 71, after line 3, to insert: 
-nonses incurred in connection with the taking of testimony in Cuba 
For expt oa pending before the Commission, $5,000; and said Commission 
in —, to employ in Cuba one interpreter and translator at a compen- 
aaa $200 per month. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Judgments in 
Indian depredation claims,’’ on page 73. line 6, after the word 
“Senate,” to strike out ** Document and insert Documents; 
in line 7, after the word ‘* Eleven,”’ to insert ** and One hundred 
and thirty;’’ and in line 9, before the word dollars, to strike 
out “forty-one thousand one hundred and twelve and insert 
“sixty-five thousand four hundred and forty-six;’’ so as to read: 
: t of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims in Indian dep- 
ic ertified to Congress at its present session in Senate Documen;s 
ll and 130, $65,446, etc. 


The next 


For paymen 
8 


redation cases 
Nos 

The amendment was agreed to. 

aoe reading of the bill was concluded, _ 

Mr. HALE. Going back to page 31, in line 12 I move to strike 
out the word ‘‘ three’’ and insert ** six.’’ — ; 

The SeckeTARY. In line 12, page 31, it is proposed to strike out 
the word “three,” before the word ‘‘ hundred,’’ and insert the 
word “six; ’’ so as to read; 

Sherman statue: * * * and for preparing, at a cost not exceeding $600, 
an illustrated description of said statue. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. That is all, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Illinois rose 
toanamendment. The bill isin the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. HALE. The amendment has been withdrawn. 

Mr. HOPKINS. After a conference with the Senator in charge 
of the bill I will not present the amendment. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Arethere further amendments? | 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
any one of the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole? 
(A pause.] Shall the amendments reported from the Committee 
of the Whole be agreed to in the Senate? 

Mr. BATE. Mr, President, I beg to call attention to the fact 
that the Senator from Texas is not in his seat. He stated that he 


desired to have something to say upon one amendment which he | 


wanted to have stricken out. 

Mr. COCKRELL, He knew the bill was under consideration. 

Mr. BATE. I merely call attention toit. It is nothing to me. 
I observed that the Senator from Texas was not in his seat, and 
[called attention to it as a usual courtesy. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It is not the duty of the Chair 
to have Senators present when a bill is under consideration. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, what is the question? 

Mr. HALE. I sent for the Senator from Texas some time ago. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us vote. 

Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. President—— 

'he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair asked whether or 
not it was the wish of any Senator to reserve any one of the 
smendmenta reperted to the Senate from the Committee of the 

Hole, 

_ Mr. BAILEY. I desire to reserve the point of order, or to make 
\t how, if necessary, against the amendment of the committee, 
beginning in line 1, page 10, providing for a loan of $4,600,000 to 
the Louisiana Exposition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the 
other amendments reported to the Senate from the Committee of 
the Whole? The Chair hears no objection, and they are regarded 
as agreed to. 

The Senator from Texas makes a point of order on one amend- 
ment, Will the Senator please state his point of order? 

_Mr. BAILEY, 
further aid to this exposition, either by the way of a loan or direct 
gut, Itake it that the Chair does not deem it necessary to have 
the pr int of order argued. : 

The PRE 
ils distinctly state the point of order. Is it that it is general leg- 
Is — on an appropriation bill? 
islatr, SAILEY » Itis what would properly be called special leg- 
onan that is the very objection I have to it. If it were a 
undertalen to loan money to every man in the country who had 
funds ; : n an enterprise and found himself without sufficient 
special 1 aaa it through, it would be a general law; but it is a 
tution 2 » Lecause 1t provides a special loan to this special insti- 
tien” a the rule, I observe, uses the words “ general legisla- 

> nd to conform the point of order to the rule I submit that 
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Is there any wish to reserve | 


It is that there is no existing law authorizing | 


SIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas does | 
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this is general legislation and therefore not in order under the 
rules of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator from Texas now desire further 
to enforce his point of order by argument? 

Mr. BAILEY. I think I could not enforce it by an argument, 
and I am not disposed to occupy the time of the Senate needlessly. 
I take it that the Chair is as ready to rule on the point of order 
now as he would be after the most elaborate discussion. 

I should like to defgat this proposition if I can. I should like 
to see it go out on the point of order; but I have never seen any- 
| thing go out on a point of order that a majority of the Senate 

desired to keepin. Still, however, out of a kind of customary 
| deference to the rule I make the point of order in the hope, but 
| not in the expectation, that it will go out. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I fully sympathize with the Sen- 
ator from Texas. I do not de:ire to occupy much time of the 
Senate. 

The situation is anomalous. It has never existed before. The 
answer to the Senator. in short, must be thatthe Government has 

| already embarked in this enterprise; that it has committed itself 
'to it by appropriations; that it is a continuing enterprise, and 
| that all that is done now is the advance of certain moneys, to be 
repaid in a specific way. 

The charter of the Exposition Company is a very broad one. 
Anticipating a point of order, I have been looking it over. Sec- 
| tion 1 of the act of March 3, 1901, declared by the United States 

that there should be this-exhibit. It does not leave it to some- 
| body else, but declares that there shall be this exhibit. Section 
| 2 provides a United States commission, to be appointed by the 
| President, to exercise certain jurisdiction over this enterprise and 
| all through its operation. That is another part of this great 
| charter. Section 5 provides that the commission shall accept the 








| 


site selected for the exposition, and that is another very important 
feature of this large charter, as I call it. 

Section 8 provides not that anybody else shall fix the dedication, 
but that the Government shall, and when the dedication shall be; 
| and that is another step. Section 9 provides that proclamation 

shall be made to the world, not by any officer of any company or 
any association, but by the Government of the United States. 
| Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Maine permit me to in- 
| terrupt him with a question just at this point? 
| Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. It has been some time since I have read this par- 
ticular act, but all preceding similar acts contained an express 
stipulation that the passage of the act should not commit the 
| Government in any way to further appropriation. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I wonder if that is in this act. 
| Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly; and if the Government did not go 
| further and commit itself by further appropriations, this com- 
pany and this exposition could not claim anything more. But 
while the Government is not committed, it may, as I contend, go 
further, as it is proposed to do here. 

Section 14 provides for the Government participating in the 
| exposition by an immense exhibit upon which it has spent some- 

thing more than $6,000,000. Section 19 gives outright upon cer- 
tain conditions to this great enterprise $5,000,000 of our money. 
That has been paid in. We have that interest in it. Section 20 
provides that when it is all ended and the business is wound up 
the United States shall be a shareholder or stockholder and have 
| a third of all the proceeds that are left. 
| Now,I could not, if I amplified all the morning, state more 
| clearly the reasons why the Committee on Appro>vriations be- 
| lieved that this further amount, hemmed and guarded as it is in 
every respect, was justifiable under the law and under the rules 
applicable to appropriations in the United States Senate. 

The Committee on Appropriations is conservative, and it would 
not have reported the amendment unless it had believed that un- 
der all tiiese conditions the appropriation was justifiable—the 
complete participation by the Government in this whole affair, 
its interest in it now and every day, and its final interest as a 
| share or stock holder in the property that is left to be divided, of 
which the United States Government hasa part. The committee 
did not think that under any conditions should the Government 
come to the rescue—if I may_so put it—of this great enterprise 
and further embark in it. 

But I am willing to leave the question of order to the Chair. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the rule declares that all general 
| appropriation bills shall be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
| priations, with certain exceptions, and it then, after several reci- 


| tations, declares: 


And no amendments shall be received to any general appropriation bill 
| the effect of which will be to increase an appropriation already contained in 
the bill, or to add a new item of appropriation, unless it be made to carry 
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out the provisions of some existing law, or treaty stipulation, or act, or reso- 
lution previously passed by the Senate during that session. 

Of course if this can be justified at all, it must be justified as 
the Senator from Maine has sought to justify it, upon the ground 
that it is in pursuance of existing law. It strikes me as a little 
singular that the Senator from Maine can find authority for this 
appropriation in an existing law, which existing law specifically 
declares that the Government shall not be committed to any fur- 
ther appropriation. In other words, the existing law gave these 
excellent gentlemen $5,000,000 out of the pitblic Treasury for this 
great exposition, and then committed the Government to certain 


exhibitions, which the Senator from Maine says will cost about | 


$6,000,000, thus making it plain that the Government in that act 
provided for an expenditure of $11,000,000 of public money. That 
Was generous enough; and it is small surprise that Congress in 
its wisdom should have seen fit to incorporate a provision that it 
should not be committed to any further support. Possibly it is 
true that if Congress had omitted that declaration 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Texas allow me? If I said 
$6,000,000 I misstated it. The amount is not nearly so large as 
that, but it is a large amount. 

Mr. BAILEY. I may have misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. No: I think the Senator is right. I think I may 


have incautiously used too large a figure, thinking of some other | 


appropriation. 

Mr. BAILEY. 
the proposition. 
of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of order to the Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I can not add anything in the 
way of light on the rules. I do want to make one observation on 
the policy, and to try, if possible, to have some idea get into the 
minds of Senators as to how long and how far this thing is to go on. 

Mr. BAILEY. It will go on forever. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Buffalo Exposition came out in debt, and 
its representatives appeared here with a pitiful story of disaster, 
contractors not being paid, etc., and so on; and we gave them 
$500,000 more, I think. 
debt. 


It is a very large amount, but not six millions. 
I shall have a word to say about the merits of 


The Chair submits the point 


Another pitiful story came up as to the great hardship that 


would follow if the Government did not come to the rescue and | 


pay the debts, and the Government gave them $250,000 or there- 
abouts. 

Now. there is the five millions that we put into the St. Louis 
Exposition. That is gone, and we have a request here for a loan. 
Is this a loan or a gift? If at the end, at the wind up of this busi- 
ness, after the exposition has been held, it is discovered that we 
are not to recover this money, then are we going to pay some 
more debts if the Exposition Company comes out bankrupt and 
unable to pay its premium list and close out the expenses? In other 
words, how far are we going to travel down this bad road? 

I have had a little slice for my State, and you all remember that I 
stood here and contended that if we were going to steal, if Congress 
was going to indulge in that kind of thing, I wanted my share. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator does not mean a steal? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes,inone sense. Itis unlawful, and every- 
body knows it is unlawful, and it is unconstitutional. It is con- 
stitutional to say that on account of the general welfare we are 
going to present $5,000,000. That is a very liberal and broad view 
we have taken. But nobody can undertake to say that to pay the 
debts of an institution which has gone into an enterprise on its 
own hook is constitutional and lawful, and therefore it is an in- 
direct steal. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— ° 


Mr. TILLMAN. Before I get away from that, and before the | 


Senator interrupts me, I want to say a word in regard to that 
idea of its being a steal and my having had my share of a steal. 
I justify that on the ground that we pay taxes, and we contribute 
our pro rata share to the Treasury, and we get very little back, 
and if I can get any back I naturally reach out my hands for it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator think they pay more taxes 
than they ought to? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Undoubtedly, because we do not get back 
the same proportion of taxes that we payin. In other words, we 
contribute a very much larger sum to the Treasury than is ever 
spent by the Government in oummidst. Therefore we are con- 
tributing to the wealth of a people away from home who enjoy 
the benefits which arise from the Government spending elsewhere 
the taxes which we pay. 

Mr. SPOONER. When the Senator speaks of ‘‘ home,” that 
means the whole country. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes, in a sense. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But Iam a South Carolinian, too. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; but does the Senator want to occupy the 
position of recouping for unjust taxation by theft? 


Iam an American. 
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I have nothing further to say, about the point | 


The Charleston Exposition came out in | 


FEBRvary 3, 


~ ra is 
Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, the Senator is quibbling. 
Mr. SPOONER. Iam not quibbling. 
Mr. TILLMAN. He wants to try to play on my 
| simply say that in my judgment the action of ( 
tributing or spending out of the public revenues 
way is contrary to the laws and to the Constitutj,) and ¢ 
rules, and Senators salve their consciences on the Jews ity of the 
matter by saying, ‘‘ Well, we have got to vote it: we have t - 
| the money go;”’ and all that kind of thing. If th, louie rose 
| allow me, here is a proposition to lend this money to ¢ a will 
cern. Why not lend it to a cotton mill: or. as ty\ friend th, 
| Senator from Texas just now illustrated it in private cop = 
| tion, if it is permissible to lend money to have cer 1 things ar 
| hibited—cattle, for instance—why is it not permissil)le to Sale 
| the farmer who grows the cattle? The two principles rp on. i 
| fours. It is another subtreasury business in one sense of thp 
word, as far as principle goes. os 
Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senato: 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 
Mr. SPOONER. I intended no play upon words at a]] 
| the truth, I intervened rather to appeal to the Senator to protect 
himself against himself. I do not think he says what mea 
when he says that these appropriations, which b: 
| and which have continued from time to time. and whi 
pretty substantial basis in some respects, are steals, a 
State—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Stop; let us differentiate right here. 
knowledge that the power to spend money for tie public we 
would legalize a contribution from the Treasury for a sy 
purpose under it, and there stop. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why does the Senator call it a steal and put 
himself in the attitude of being a participant in it: . 

Mr. TILLMAN. We lost our money. Our concern did not 
getany help. It broke. Buffalo did get help.and it broke. They 
came here with their hats and said, *‘ Gentlemen are bank- 
rupt; we have not money enough to pay up. We want you to 
contribute out of the Treasury.’’ Was that for the public wel- 
fare? 

Mr. HALE. I wish the Senators would let me pass this littl 
| bill, and then they can continue the discussion, 
Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Maine will 
| passed in ample time. There is no necessity for being double- 
| quick about it. It is only half past 1 o’clock; and if my friend 
| from Wisconsin wants to protect me from myself, I wish to know 
| wherein I have laid myself liable. I think my code of honesty is 
| just as clean as his. 

Mr. SPOONER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, then, where have I erre' 
have I done which would warrant the Senator in getting up 
undertaking to say that I have made admissions which co 
me of being more dishonest than he is? 

Mr. SPOONER. Iwilltell you. TheSenator’s code of honesty 
in his mind and in his heart is as high as that of any boc) 

Mr. TILLMAN, Thanks for so much. 

Mr. SPOONER. Thank me pro tanto; but the Senator's speech 
was not so high as his heart or his mind or his standard of honor, 
in my judgment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator please show how’ _ 

Mr. SPOONER. It is not a steal to begin with, as the Senator 
has admitted; but he callsit a steal, and puts hims 

as participating in a steal, and I mildly, and in a frien 
| Mr. TILLMAN. Inthe first place, the Senator 
my words further than I myself intended or meat 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator sometimes—— _ 

Mr. TILLMAN. I can not help the Senator's inter] 
my words, you know. It.5, I believe, usually allo 
explain what he meant. 

r. SPOONER. Does the word ‘steal ’’—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. WhatI meant is that from my | 
when the Congress of the United States levies taxes «| 
money from the people and spends it in this way |! 
That is my interpretation of asteal. And I say Bultalo got BY 
of a steal and Charleston got part of a steal and St. Louis 50" © 
gift, and now comes here for a steal, if we do not get this rr 
back, and nobody expects to get it back. That is what * ™” 
That is what I meant and what I intended to say, ani | Wa" |, 
ask Senators how much farther are we going dows this Tu 
How far are we going to participate in these—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Steals. ; 

Mr. TILLMAN. Steals. Yes, I stick to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kzan in the 
Chair has submitted to the Senate the point of order 
Senator from Texas. 4 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I wish to say only a wore. 
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— ? | | 
not willing ™} self to appear to acquiesce in ae things that have 
 eaid here. It is not entirely competent for me now to say | 
be alae iy we were at the beginning of this road which has been | 
Wie for some time, I would favor appropriations out of the | 
. ‘ic Tre asury for these expositions. At the same time it has | 
a ‘ng on for a number of years, and all sections have given | 
ben aeons in the fact that they have sought and obtained 
= of the benefits thereunder. And however improper, and, if 
’ wn please, from some standpoints, outside of the strict letter of 
the law, these actions by Congress may have been, I am not will- 
ing to appear to acquiesce mM the designation of these appropria- 
i oc having been in any manner tainted with dishonesty. 
mt is for that purpose that I rise to make this brief statement to 
the Senate, and if expressions of this kind had not been made it 
js probable I shi ld not have trespassed upon the time of the Sen- 
ate. As 1am on the floor, I will add that in view of the long con- 
tinned approval by Congress of appropriations of this kind, I 
should say that this particular proposition is not the one furnish- 
ing the point at which we should calla halt. If there is any one 
of the expositions which should command the approval of the 
people of the United States generally, it is one which is not only 
seeking to make an exhibition at this time of the great progress 
which our country has made, but which is sought to be used asa 
rating and emphasizing the wonderful achievement 
in the acquisition of territory which has done more than any other 
one act to put us at the present point of prosperity and develop- 
ment and has made it possible that we shall be in the future, if 
not already so, the greatest nation of the world. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
rield? 

, Mr. BACON. Yes, with pleasure. 

Mr. TILLMAN. L.hope the Senator does not understand my 
little side remark here as indicating that Iam going to vote against 
this thing. 

Mr. BACON. I am sureI have not considered that question 
one way or the other. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But as the Senator appears to be lamenting a 
difference of opinion and desires to put himself right as to the 
policy and wisdom and all that kind of. thing, I want him not to 
put me down on a particular line. I merely wanted to know if 
we were ever going to stop this thing. As I said, Buffalo got hers, | 
Charleston got hers, and St. Louis, of course, shall have hers, so | 
faras my vote goes; but are we to continue perpetually and in- 
definitely along this policy? 

Mr. BACON. Possibly, then, the vote which is to be taken to- 
day is not to decide the question which the Senator puts to the 
Senate, but as I am going to vote for it I am unwilling that the | 
remarks made by the Senator facetiously shall appear to go to the 
country as an honest expression of an opinion that the contem- 
plated appropriation is a dishonest one. 

I wish to say for myself that I do not regard these appropria- 
tions as in any way tainted with dishonesty, nor do I regard this 
mecietee appropriation as the one at which that point should be 
made, 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Georgia permit me? | 
| 
| 
| 


means of cele 


Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 

_ Mr. BAILEY. Does the Senator from Georgia think that this | 
18 a proper application of the public money? 

Mr. BACON. Abstractly considered, I should say to the Sen- 
ator, undoubtedly, no, I do not, and for that reason I said that if | 
We stood at the beginning of this departure I am not prepared to 
say but that I would disagree with the proposition and refuse to 
give it my assistance in any way. . 

_ I wish to say simply that the whole country having acquiesced 

in this practice and the entire country having received the bene- 

fit of it, it having to acertain extent the sanction of the public in | 
general, while that, of course, can not settle the constitutional 
question, this is not the particular place and time at which I am 
Willing that it should be brought up as a reason why this great 
He see should now be jeopardized. While I do not like the 
pollcy, and at the beginning of it think I should have opposed it, 

— to-day give my assent to it, 

: or es 'N. Mr. President, I desire to say a single word 
oa point of order, I can not very well do so without men- 
; ig also the facts and circumstances which have led up to this | 
Ppropriation. 
‘ an ae f rom Maine [Mr. Ha.r] has stated succinctly and 
that the oan plan or purpose of the exposition, showing 
tion in eae ( States committed itself absolutely to the exposi- 
ferson o.) moration of the great achievement of Thomas Jef- | 

9 and those associated with him. 
atorfrom hee n was organized in the way indicated by the Sen- 
tod cen . The President of the United States was directed | 
invite forei » Lhings In Connection with it. One of those was to 

“ign governments to participate. That invitation was 





=— 
edd 


not extended by a private corporation. but it was extended by the 
Government, and so far as foreign nations are concerned, they 
oniy know practically the Governiaent of the United States in 
this affair. The foreign governments have already expended or 


| expect to expend, at the invitation of the Government, over 
| $7,000,000 for purposes of the exposition on the site selected by 
| the Government. 


Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator from Iowa will permit an inquiry, 


I shall be glad to 
Mr. ALLISON, 
Mr. BAILEY. 

the United States 
Mr. ALLISON. 


have been invitec 


interrupt him there. 
Certainly. 


Then, as a matter of fact, the Government of 


is holding this exposition? 


Mr. President. we will not enter into all the 


| details. As a matter of fact, the Government of the United 
States is participating in the exposition. 
1 here. 


| pending large sums of money. 


Foreign governments 
They have expended and they are ex- 


In the original plan or purpose we required the company to in- 
vest $10.000,000, and we agreed, upon that condition, to invest 
five millions more. 
. How is that investment represented? 

Our investment is represented by the statute, 
which provides that $15,000.00) in the way of profits shall be di- 
vided between the United States and those who have contributed 
the $10,000,000 in proportion to the amount contributed. There- 
fore, in a sense, We are a partner in the exposition. We area 
partner in the sense that we are to participate in the profits of it. 

Now, in that view it is found that in order to open the exposi- 


Mr. SPOONER 
Mr. ALLISON. 


tion an additional sum of money is required. 


We certainly are 


under an obligation to assist in making the necessary prepara- 
ing of the exhibition. That is due tothe for- 
eign governments as well as to the States of this Union who have 


tions for the open 


also expended large sums of money in this matter. 


Therefore it 


is that here is a work in which we have participated and in which 
we are bound to participate and follow until the end. 

So it seems to me that it would be in order to make a direct 
appropriation, an additional appropriation, if we had chosen so to 


do; but instead of that we propose in this amendmen? 
the money to the exposition in which we have one- 


to advance 


bird interest, 


and we require that the money now advanced shall be presently 


refunded to us. 


Mr. SPOONER. How was it represented—by statute? 
It was represented by statatory provision in 
advance that when the company had expended $10,000,000 we 


Mr. ALLISON. 


| would spend $5,000,000, and that when the 


exposition 


is ended 


whatever profits there are shall be divided between the Govern- 


ment and the Ex} 


Mr. SPOONER. 


Mr. ALLISON. 


Mr. ELKINS. 
him a question? 
Mr. ALLISON, 
Mr. ELKINS. 
Mr. LODGE. 


Mr. ALLISON, 
ginia. 


sition Company. 


On the basis of five million to fifteen million? 


On the basis of five to fifteen million. There- 
fore our interest, it seems to me, is plain, and our obligation is 
also plain, because we can not afford in the presence of foreign 
nations to allow the exposition to fail at this time for want of 
money to put it into a condition to be opened on the ist of May, 
Now, that is all there is about this matter. 
Will the Senator from lowa allow me to ask 


Certainly. 


What security have we for the first $5,000,000? 
I wish to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President — 
I have’ yielded to the Senator from West Vir- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Virginia 
did not address the Chair. and therefore he is not recognized. 
The Senator from Tennessee has addressed the Chair. 

Then I yieid to the Senator from Tennessee. 
Mr. BATE. I haveno question toask, but simply wish to make 


Mr. ALLISON. 


I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa a question. 


a suggestion. 
| wae Lone, 
Mr. BATE. I desire to say that the point raised by the Sena- 


tor from Texas meets with my approbation. I think the amend- 


ment is amenable to the objection that it is general legislation, 


and I think we ought to observe the rule. 


I do not approve of 


all of the general legislation that has been had touching this and 
I look at this one with great pride. 

At the same time, Mr. President, I do not think the Govern- 
ment should become a partner in the loan of money to carry it on. 


| other expositions. 


I oppose that. I do not know what right we have to gi 


money, or to loan 


it, either, for such a purpose. 


ve this 


I do not want to 


lend my vote to doing it, unless there is some more satisfactory 
reason given than any I have yet heard. 
I wish, Mr. President, to say further—— 


Mr. ALLISON. 


Mr. BATE. The Senator will please excuse me. 


I beg the Senator's pardon. 


was through. I do not—— 


Mr. ALLISON. 


I have yielded to the Senator. 





I thought hs 
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Mr. BATE. I do not know how others will vote on this propo- 
sition, but I want to place myself right on the record in regard to it. 

I wish to make a further remark in regard to the moneys ap- 
propriated by the Government for these expositions. 
Government had better give than loan the money, for it seems 
that the Government has had most of that it became responsible 
for to pay in the end. 
Government and individuals and corporations. 
clear that we have the right under the Constitution to use Goy- 
ernment money for such purposes. 
this partnership policy is bad business. 

We held a very large exposition at Nashville in 1897, lasting for 
months, and I believe it came out without the Government havy- 
ing a dollar to pay. 
cessfully. Its income was large and it was self-sustaining. I am 
glad to make that statement for my State and for the exposition 
that was held at Nashville, our capital. 
of a large exposition like the one at St. Louis much has to be done 
and much has already been done. 
in a liberal way, but I do not approve the course of doing it. I 
am proud of the cause that brought it about, of the history of 
that part of our country it represents, and hope it will be, as it 
ought to be,a wonderful success. But, Mr. President. I think 
the point of order made by the Senator from Texas is well taken. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. WhatI wish to ask the Senator from Iowa is 
this: We are going to give this additional four million and a half 
to the fair, and there is an apparent provision made that it will 
be refunded. 
open. Does the Senator from Iowa really believe, as a business 
proposition, that we are going to get back one dollar of the loan 
or that we are not much more likely to be called on to pay up 
more debts of a bankrupt affair, as we have done two or three 
times? That is a matter of opinion, I am aware. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a matter of opinion. 

Mr. LODGE. ButI think we ought to know what we are doing. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not suppose my opinion is of any great 
value, but I should hate to impair the efficiency of the exhibition 
in advance. Of course its success depends upon the people of the 
United States who choose to visit it. The Exposition Company 
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I think the | 
| between the United States and Colombia growing | 
I do not like this partnership between the | 
Besides, it is not | 
Let the right be what it may, | 
| that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside. Wit 


It was managed most beautifully and suc- | 


I know that in the case | 


I want to see everything done | 


FEBRUARY 3, 


moment. The Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished tm 
ness, which will be stated. mished bugj. 
The SECRETARY. Senate resolution 82, by Mr. BR icoy favest 
the negotiation by the President of a treaty with the Re», he 
Colombia to satisfactorily adjust and determine 4)! differen = 
cent revolution in Panama, etc. at of the re. 
Mr. HALE. I ask that the unfinished business may } 
rarily laid aside that we may finish this bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maino asks 
10uG 


8 Tempo. 


objection it is so ordered. 

Mr. ELKINS. As Iremember, when this proposition came} 
fore the Senate originally there was a sort of understandine that 
the Government of the United States would not be asked ava; 
to contribute. — 

Mr. ALLISON. We have that understanding ey, 
propose to aid an exposition, that it is the last one we 

Mr. ELKINS. Whydid not the Committee on Appropriations 
charged with the interest of the Government in respect to nari. 
ing the public funds, see to it that when an exposition wants 


ry time we 
will aid 


| money out of the Treasury its agents should keep their promises? 


The Senate can do that; it can oblige people to keep their prom. 
ises. We have it in our hands right now to compel this exposi- 
tion to keep its promises. 

Let me say to the Committee on Appropriations, you are con- 


| fronting a deficiency of $43,000,000, according to the Secretary of 


It seems to me that we had better do it with our eyes | 


| this matter. 


the Treasury, if we take care of everything that we can reason- 
ably expect and exercise all the economy we can. Where is this 
money to come from? Where is this $4,600,000 to come from. | 
want to ask the Senator? Howishe going to provide for it? You 
will be cutting down the rivers and harbors appropriations, or re- 
fuse a bill; you will be cutting down everything we come to you 
and ask for. 

This is in a large sense a local issue. 
sippi Valley, if you please. 


This is for the Missis- 
There is too much sentiment about 
Let us treat this like business men. Will the bank- 


|ers of St. Louis and the president of this Exposition Company 


have no other debts; this is the only debt they have; and I would | 
venture the opinion that if it is well managed they will be able to | 


refund this sum to the United States. The company will also be 
able to pay the expenses of the exposition if they have no other 
debts, and I think they will not create any other. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam very glad that is the opinion of the Senator 
from Iowa, because what I anticipate myself is that we shall be 
asked presently for a repeal of this law, which provides for the re- 
ceipts being turnedin tothe Govérnment. I hope Iam not unduly 
pessimistic in expecting that result. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the Senator—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me just to 
reenforce the statement of the Senator from Massachusetts? We 
may expect what is to come by what has come. 
cluding section of the act originally passed specifically pledged 
this company or committed the Government against any further 
appropriation. It says: 


write across the face of this loan in advance that they will pay it 
back with 4 per cent interest, or without interest in case the gate 
receipts do not do it? Let us advance it on those conditions. 

Let the people of Missouri, let St. Louis that is to be benefited 
more than any other part of the country, indorse this loan through 
her great trust companies and her great banks. 

If the Senator from Iowa is going to do a piece of private busi- 
ness, I do not mean to say now that he would exercise more care 
about that than he does about the affairs of the Government, not 
near as much; but I venture to say that he would say, ‘I am 
used to security for loans I make; I do not take promises.” We 
have taken one promise here, and the Senator says it is very 
doubtful whether we will ever get back the $5,000,000 the United 
States has already advanced. 

Mr. ALLISON. What Senator said that? 


Mr. ELKINS. The Senator himself said that it was 


| whether we get back the first $5,000,000. 


The very con- | 


That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to create any liability of | 
the United States, direct or indirect, for any debt or obligation incurred, nor | 
for any claim for aid or pecuniary assistance from Congress or the Treasury | 
of the United States in support or liquidation of any debts or obligations | 


created by said commission. 

Now, that act was approved on the 3d of March, 1901. In less 
than three years they are coming back here, and so distinguished 
a Senator as the Senator from [owa is arguing that, notwithstand- 
ing that provision, we are in partnership with them and we must 
pay more. 

Mr. ALLISON. 


our relations to the exposition. That, of course, is a law which 


| paid from the Treasury of the United States. Th: 
I have endeavored to state the character of | 


we passed three years ago, but I undertake to say that this Con- | 
gress can, if it chooses, amend that law in order to promote the | 


purpose of the exposition. 
ment is in order. 
Mr. ELKINS. Does the Senator have in mind what our expe- . 


Therefore I shall vote that this amend- | 


rience was in Chicago and how much the United States lost by | 


that venture? 

Mr. ALLISON. We did not lose the $5,000,000 which we have 
contributed already to this exposition. 

Mr. LODGE. That contribution is lost, I take it. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is lost unless there is some profit. 
Government is to receive its share of the profits. 

Mr. ELKINS. I was diverted at the moment, and I did not 
hear the Senator’s explanation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will suspend for a ' 


The 


| how much of those resources shall be annually ap] 


Mr. ALLISON. 
Mr. BAILEY. 


Certainly. 
We are giving this as a lien on that now 
Mr. ALLISON. We are giving a lien. 
Mr. ELKINS. It is doubtful, in your mind, if we ever get! 
dollar back of the $5,000,000 already advanced. 
Mr. ALLISON. Iam not expressing such an opinion 
Mr. ELKINS. We are standing here as servants of (he peo! 
as their trustees, and why should we give away 54,600, W 
you do not know where the money is to come from, when ) 
have got to stint the Government in other directions in fs = 
nary operations? I ask the Senator if everything | say on (8 
point is not true? 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, if this money is 


: + ll he 
paid, it will 
may 


+ « nrit If 


not be ample, but we do not always have the best 7. 
we could have the indorsement of my friend from West i758" 
I should feel very much safer. se 
Mr. ELKINS. If my constituents. the people of West \ nla, 
should get up an exposition and the Government had con 
$5,000,000 to this end, I would gladly, with other «'” ht 
State, indorse any further loan the Government or banks Mic” 
make to carry on the exposition. 
Mr. ALLISON. But I have no doubt myself, at least’ ' 
reasonable assurance, that our security for this | ~s18 eaalige 
loan or advance, will be found to be good, and that we wits" 
the amount we now advance. oe 
I did not intend to say so much on this subject. 
and least of all do I intend now to enter into an ©!" 
sion of the resources of our Government and the ‘ 


mv 


. 


ct T feel a 
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Mr. Pres lent, 
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 sewiaade (NS. Mr. President, I desire to say only one word Mr. ELKINS. Whose estimate? 
= ‘omy friend from West Virginia. It is evident from Mr. PERKINS. The estimate of the managers of the exposi- 


he chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 


is question fo t : ; 
his qt has not read the terms of this security. If he had done 


eth head of one of the financial or banking corporations 
ae ey ably manages and represents, he would say that this 
Wan eeenrity. It provides that 40 per cent of the gross re- 
18 alm] eo - | sources received by the St. Louis Exposition shall 
ceipts Cad ‘to the Government under such directions and regu- 
bed td t] o Secretary of the Treasury may make and provide 
urefor. ‘Therefore it only requires about $11,000,000 gross re- 


ints from this exposition, in which every State and every county 
pry ie and every American citizen feels a national pride. 
co from a business standpoint the exposition must be a failure in 
every respect or this Government will be reimbursed every dollar 
that she advances under the terms of the amendment. : 

Mr. LODGE. May I ask the Senator from California a ques- 


of every State 


on? 
wir. PERKINS. Certainly. . 

Mr. LODGE. If this is perfectly good security, why can they 
not borrow it in open market of private lenders? : 

Mr. PERKINS. Because money in the open market is not 
nlentiful at this time. I know in the great money centers like 
Boston our Yankee friends, known for their prudence as well as 
their enterprise, because I came from one of those States myself, 
prefer Government bonds rather than any other security for loans 
which they may advance; but I will say, in answer to my friend 
from Massachusetts, that the Government exacts no interest, and 
that is the only advantage. The Government is willing to le: 
them have this money without interest. 

Mr. ELKINS. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. ELKINS. Why is the Committee on Appropriations so 
villing to give up Government money without security? 

Mr. PERKINS. We have security. 

Mr. ELKINS. Allow me to ask the Senator one question. 


Mr. PERKINS. 

Mr. ELKINS. 

Mr. PERKINS. 

Mr. ELKINS. 
istration of my own affairs, limited as they are, I would want 
better security than it is proposed to take for the Government. 
There is not a Senator here advocating this proposition who would 
not demand better security in his own private affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS. The citizens of St. Louis and of this Govern- 
ment have made a permanent investment, here of over $20,000,000. 


Forty per cent of the gross receipts. 
You allow 60 per cent for operating? 
Sixty per cent for operating. 


tion. 

Mr. ELKINS. The Appropriations Committee does not belong 
to the managers of the exposition. 

Mr. PERKINS 3ut the managers have given us the benefit 
of their experienceand their investigation. The Appropriations 
Committee have considered this question both from a patriotic 
standpoint and from a national standpoint, as the chairman of the 
committee has so ably presented to the Senate. He has shown 
that the honor of the nation is committed to making the exposi- 
tion a success: and what we undertake we never fail in. 

Mr. ELKINS. Let me state to the Senator that the first five 
million has been expended. Where and how? 

Mr. LODGE. That is gone. 

Mr. PERKINS. That was well invested; much better than 
some of the money we have given to improve the rivers in West 
Virginia, for the floods have washed away the levees and dams 
we appropriated money to build. 

Mr. ELKINS. Ah, that belongs to the United States. 

Mr. PERKINS. So does this great exposition belong to the 
United States. 

Mr. ELKINS. No; the exposition does not belong to the United 
States. Itis, as I said, in a sense a local matter, and directly bene- 
fits the people who inhabit the great Mississippi Valley. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Wecan not hear what the Senator from West 
Virginia is saying, and we are very much interested. 

Mr. ELKINS. The object is said to be to carry the exposition 
to a successful conclusion. Now, what I want is security. I do 
not want to give the Government’s money away without security. 

Mr. BAILEY. I hope the Senator from West Virginia will not 
carry his business habits into the discussion. 

Mr. ELKINS. I wish to say that it would be better to have 
perhaps more businesslike habits in the Senate, especially when 
it comes to giving up the nation’s money. Why could not the 


| Appropriations Committee have gotten from the managers of the 
You say the Government will get 40 per cent of the gate receipts? | 


I want to say to the Senator that in the admin- | 


| den on their own shoulders. 


They throw it open to the public and the public pay for admis- | 


sion to the exposition and pay also for the privilege of making an 
exhibition in the various buildings erected there. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Will the Senator from California allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from California yield? 

Mr. PERKINS. To both my friends, first to my friend from 
Maryland and then I will yield to my friend from West Virginia. 

Mr. MCCOMAS, I desire to ask a question, but I wish first to 
say that this relevant and luminous discussion of the point of 
order has quite convinced me that I shall vote with the majority. 
Mr. TILLMAN, How does the Senator know which is the 
ha,ority? 

Mr. Mot MAS. I know the majority will be against the point 
of order and for the exposition loan. 
[ask the Senator from California, as 40 per cent of the gate 





To whom does the Senator 


| bound and committed to this proposition. 


exposition some security other than the gate receipts? 

Mr. KEAN. The gate receipts are cash. 

Mr. ELKINS. The great trust companies of St. Louis are burst- 
ing with money, and there are the great banks of the city. The 
banks of Chicago came to the relief of the Chicago Exposition, 
headed by Lyman J. Gage, and they took a great deal of the bur- 
The bankers of St. Louis, as I un- 
derstand it, have not agreed to give any of this money. 

Mr, PERKINS. I wish to answer my friend from West Vir- 
ginia, but his questions are too sweeping; there is too much sea 
room. I wish to say to him that our great Government some- 
times has had a claim against some of the Central American 
states and they have not had the means. as St. Louis has not 
the means to-day, to make an advance to this Government and 
to pay the claim that had been adjudicated by our commissioners 
or by the Department of State. Sothey said to this Government, 
‘** We will give you a certain per cent of our revenue that comes 
through the collections at the custom-houses of our country.” 
The Government took that as security. My friend from West 
Virginia would say, ‘‘ Suppose they did not import anything in 
their country; suppose they had no duties paid; suppose they had 
nothing, where is the claim of the United States?’’ 

But, Mr. President, above it all this Government is in honor 
I believe I would vote 
for this appropriation if I knew that we would never receive a 


| cent in return, and I would think in doing so, not, as my friend 


Tecelpts are the security for the advance, whether he recalls what | 


the total amount of gate receipts at Chicago? 
= PERKINS. We have the data at hand. 
= NcCOMAS. About how much? 
mea PERKINS. It is not in my memory at this time. 
Mr a there is no use to go into details upon this matter. 
i. LEKINS. Will the Senator allow me? 
PE RKIN S._ Certainly. 
Mr. ELKINS. Now, suppose there was a great epidemic, and 


gn 
Su 


. ppose the 
N.000, whe re woul 1 be 
Mr. PERKINS. Wh 
‘ir, ELKINS, 
Air. PERKINS. 

— 

the Le KINS. The city and the Mississippi Valley would be 

With ac} nwo fe The Government would be furnishing the money 
Ynates sauce of losing it. Now, what security, let me ask the 


“enator, does the G 
. does +OVern 
sar des the ae have? Suppose there would be 


t. PERKINS, Because our estimate is four times that sum. 


Mr. 


the security of the United States? 


It would be on the banks of the Mississippi. 
Where would be my friend from West Vir- 


gate receipts did not amount to $2,000,000 or $20,- | 


from South Carolina does, that I was doing a wrong act, but that 
I was doing a patriotic act to show to the countries of the werld 
the great resources of this nation as presented by the great Lou- 
isiana Exposition. 

The great Louisiana purchase, in celebration of which this ex- 
position is4fo be held, has done more to redound to the financial 
interest And the honor of this great nation than any other admin- 
istrative act I can call to mind at this time. But we will have 
every dollar returned that we now advance to the exposition, and 
the payments will come right along. In June next the first 
payment will be made into the Treasury of the United States. 
We know how efficient that Department is, and certain rules and 
regulations will be made by which I believe it will successfully 


| bring back to us every dollar we now advance. 


Where would be the great city of St. Louis? | 


I see my friend from South Carolina [Mr. TrLLMAN] is waiting 
to ask me a question, and, as I am on the witness stand, I shall 
be glad to answer him as best I may. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wasnot rising to interrupt my distinguished 
friend from California. I merely wanted to ask if an amenéd- 
ment is still in order. Then I wanted to know if this point of 
order is not sustained—and I know it will not be, at least I think 


| it will not be—whether then the bill can be amended? 





Tt can be. 
I want to offer at the proper time a proviso 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Mr. TILLMAN, 
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that, after my friend from Oregon [Mr. MircHELL] gets through 
with his Lewis and Clark appropriation, and if anybody, any- 
where, has got another exposition hatching, he also be allowed to 
come in and claim a part of this donation, and then that we may 
at some time get a pledge among ourselves that we will stop. 
Everybody says it is wrong. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
of the Senator from West Virginia {Mr. ELKiNs] and the Senator 


from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] to some facts of record in re- | 


gard to the character of the security which the Government will 


hold as a lien upon all the receipts of the St. Louis Exposition | 


from all sources. 

In the Chicago Exposition the total admissions at 50 cents—and 
I hope the Senators from Massachusetts and West Virginia, as 
they have been so critical in saying that this is no security, will 
give attention to the recorded facts, and then they can judge 


Mr. ELKINS. Let me correct the Senator from Missouri. I | 


said it was not sufficient security. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Then, as to the sufficiency of the security. 


The admissions at the Chicago Exposition—and this is the record— | 


during the entire time, chargeable at 50 cents for each person, 
amounted to 21,478,000. That exposition was held six months. 
The St. Louis Exposition will be held seven months. In the first 
three months of the Chicago Exposition the admissions were 
only 6,514,000, while in the last three months of the exposi- 
tion the admissions at 50 cents were 14,964,000. The aggre- 
gate receipts per month at 50 cents upon the admissions at 
Chicago were over $10,000,000—nearly $11,000,000. This relates 
only to admissions, remember, and not to revenues from the con- 
cessions and privileges granted, which would aggregate an equal 
amount. If, at theSt. Louis Exposition, continuing seven months, 
the admissions are no greater than they were at Chicago, the re- 
ceipts from admissions at the gates will be twice as much. 

The Secretary of the Treasury will have in his hands the right 
to take charge of not only the admissions but the revenues from 

e#he concessions. He has the right to place an officer there to su- 
pervise the expenditure of this $4.600,000, and at a given time he 
will begin to pay back 40 per cent of those revenues. Everyone 
thought that was abundantly sufficient to pay off the debt before 
the exposition closed. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. ELKINS. How much did the Government lose by the Chi- 
cago Exposition, in view of the financial showing made by the 
distinguished Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Idonot remember exactly. I have not the 
figures. The Senator from Illinois [Mr.CuLLom] can probably tell. 

Mr. ELKINS. Theyare very satisfactory figures now, but the 
Government of the United States was a loser in that scheme, and, 
according to the Senator’s figures, the Government ought to have 
been reimbursed every dollar it expended. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We have gone over this matter carefully; 
we have discussed it with Governor Francis, the president of the 
Commission; we have taken the admission fees that have been 
received at other expositions; we have taken the revenues from 
the concessions, and I want to say, after hearing all this, the dis- 
tinguished Senators from Maine, Iowa, and New Hampshire, who 
are on the subcommittee, considered 40 per cent to be ample secu- 
rity; but in order to guard against all possibilities we give the 
United States a lien upon all the receipts, and whenever the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, supervising the expenditure and supervis- 
ing the receipts, thinks that a default will be made in any payment 
he has the right to take charge and receive the receipts both from 
concessions and from gate fees, and the Secretary of the Treasury 
will do so. The understanding with him is that he will do so. 
He has sanctioned and approved this measure, and I believe every 
dollar of this loan will be returned. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. COCKRELL. With pleasure. 

Mr. ELKINS. How can the Secretary of the Treasury enter 
into this kind of a transaction? How can he watch the gate re- 
ceipts and decide arbitrarily these questions? 
confer such a power upon him. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are sworn officers of the Treasury 
Department there supervising and approving the expenditure of 
every dollar of the $15,000,000 that has been spent; and so it will 
be with this appropriation. 
be supervising it; he will be receiving the reports of the daily 
receipts and revenues. 

Mr. ELKINS. Could the Secretary of the Treasury substitute 
his own officers, the officers of the Government, and put them in 
charge of this exposition? 
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| ment, put in it everything that he thought was an: 


Mr. President. I want to call the attention | 


The law does not | 


The Secretary of the Treasury will | 


)) _ 
FEprvany 3, 


—— 


—_— 
Mr. COCKRELL. He could do it beyond quest 
Mr. ELKINS. Where is the law for that? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Right in the pending am, 

Senator from Maine [Mr. HALr], who largely modi: 


Lon, 


imer " 
ment, The 
Uns amend. 
essary 


| for the protection of the Government. ¥ Guard 
I want it distinctly understood that I do not belieye +; 
gift. I believe that it isa legitimate loan by the | d Stat, 
a shareholder in this enterprise and as an exhibitor «+ ¢h;. .. 
prise. We have invited all the nations of the eart} 
and participate in this exposition. They have accented ¢) 
tion and are spending seven or eight millions of t 
in buildings there. Nearly every State in the U 
with two exceptions, has already taken part in 
structing buildings there, and the Government has encoyrave 
| This encouragement has been given by all the Department 
Government. 
The Government has put up there one of the ha) 
| ings on the grounds, and that building is to-day completed. 
exception merely of itsornamentation. The Missouri 
ing, costing nearly $1,000,000, iscompleted, and near! | 
buildings are completed or are under contract and 
pleted in time for the opening. It will be a comp] 
on the 30th day of April next. All the railroads 
have agreed to make reduced rates, and it will n 
to me, if our present prosperous condition continues and th 
roads continue their policy, if this exposition shall prove t 
profitable investment. 

I do not consider that it is beyond reason thet it should 
The liabilities will be the $15,000,000 already ex 
sum. When this sum is returned, then the United 
have an interest in the St. Louis Exhibition of $5.0 
of St. Louis an interest of $5,000,000, and the citiz 
who have subscribed toward it, $5,000,000. Eac] 
one-third of whatever profit there may be from t! 

Some expositions in this country have proved s 
exposition at Omaha proved to be successful, as 
Nashville. 

On this exposition forty-odd million dollars will | 
pended when the gates are opened on the 30th of 
will be such an exposition as has never been seen on 
it will be far ahead of anything that has ever her 
It will be nearly a half larger than the exposition at ( 
the buildings are larger in every respect. 

Nearly all the States are erecting buildings there; 
governments are erecting buildings there, and t) 
now being put in position in many of the build 

The buildings will be completed and the openi: 
ive. Inmy judgment twice as many admission 
ceived in the first three months, if not three tim 
were received at Chicago, because, unfortunat 
Exposition, as everybody knows, was not complet 
the opening. 

I do not consider that this Governmentruns a] 
this matter. I think that itis in honor bound t 
prise is a success. I think the honor of our cor 
people is involved in it. I believe that the mm 
and that the world will behold the grandest ex; 
made by the greatest nation of the earth and the! 
people. 

I hope that the point of order will be voted d 
amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I refrained fro 
thing upon the merits of the proposition when |! 
point of order, stating, however, that I did desir 
to say upon the main question when the point 
have been disposed of. I believe no Senator es 
from Maine [Mr. Hae] has addressed himsel 
order since the Senator; and if itis the practice ! 

' the merits of a proposition pending a point o! 
well avail myself of this opportunity to say what |: 
however, say that the obvious disposition on the 
porters of the amendment to discuss the meri! 
the point of order, encourages me to believe (hat 
edly right on the point of order. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Se! 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 
Mr. BAILEY. I do. no hed @ 
Mr. LODGE. I was about to ask the Senator if he 2° 
slightest doubt on the point of order? ; 
| Mr. BAILEY. Not at all; and I do not think 
ator has much doubt about it. 

Mr. LODGE. I 

| that point of order is going to be decided on its 


any other Sel 


moment that 
Does the Senator suppose for one ™ Nemes ry 
parli way 
s 


| merits? 
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de 
Mr. BAILEY. I do not. j . 
Mr. LODGE. I know the Senator sees why we are discussing 
the merits of the prope sition. , . : 

‘Mr. BAILEY. Certainly; and the point of order is so obvi- 

sly well taken that has been submitted to the Senate, so that 
oe decide the point of order according as it would decide on 
z passage of the amendment itself. Being a new and inexperi- 
enced member of this body, TL supposed that the rule could be in- 
yoked; and I was innocent enough to think that our rules would 
control our deliberations; but if the practice is otherwise, I shall 
conform to the practice without a protest. 


I believe that no body in the world can transact its business in 


rderly manner, except in accordance with rules previously 


poh It was deemed so important that the Senate should 


established. 


have the power to make the rules according to which it should | 
conduct its business that in the organic law of the Republic that | 


is one of the especially conferred powers on both Houses; a power 


which they would undoubtedly have possessed if there he 
no mention of it. 


But, Mr. President, the only defense for incorporating this pro- 


vision in a general appropriation bill is that there is now on the 
pooks a law which, in some indefinite way, commits us to the 
success of this great exposition. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON | does not more heartily hope for the success of this great 
enterprise than I do. b ; 5 . 

The difference between us is that I believe the giving of exposi- 
tions is a private or a corporate enterprise, and not a governmental 
function, and upon that difference I vote against such appropria- 
tions, while he votes for them. But whatever may be the differ- 
ence between him and me as to the propriety of such an applica- 
tion of the public money, there can be no difference between him 
and me as to the proposition that this law, as it stands, so far 
from authorizing a further appropriation under the rules of the 
Senate, positively, explicitly, and specifically forbids it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator read the language of it? 

Mr. BAILEY. The language is this: 

That nothing in this act— 

The original act— 
shall be so construed as to create any liability of the United States, direct or 
indirect, for any debt or obligation incurred— 

That was inserted to provide against contingencies that had for- 
merly arisen, in which exhibitors from foreign lands, being un- 
derpaid or not paid at all, set up claims upon the equity of the 
Federal Government for their premiums, and the Federal Gov- 
ernment beginning, as I now recall, with the great Cotton Expo- 
sition at New Orleans, has paid these unpaid premiums for every 
exposition. Having covered that in that provision, the act then 
proceeds—and this is the part of it that covers this case— 
nor for any claim for aid or pecuniary assistance from Congress— 

And they did not stop there— 
or the Treasury of the United States— 


Mr. SPOONER. That is the same thing. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think so; but the words seem to have been 
used out of abundant caution, because how the Treasury could 
aid it without first procuring a law of Congress is, of course, be- 


yond my comprehension, as it is beyond the comprehension of us 
all, 


But, as if to “ make ”’—borrowing the poet’s phrase—‘ assur- 
ance double sure,’’ they said that this act should not be construed 


to commit the ( sovernment to any aid either through Congress or 
through the public Treasury. 


The mental process by which a Senator can find in a law which | 
expressly declares against the idea that we are committed to aid | 


4 proposition an obligation to continue our aid to it I shall not 
undertake to follow. There is, of course, some reason for it, or else 


the Senator from Iowa, whose great ability I profoundly respect, | 


would not make that 
to it to confess 

Now, Mr, Pri 
material, but as not to 
& Word about this 
tinued throug! 
question the yx 


at kind of an argument. I only call attention 

my inability to understand it. 

be considered by the Senate, I want to say 

practice, It is not an old one. 

1a century I would say that it was now too late to 

aon ‘licy of applying public moneys to such a purpose; 
le Senator from Iowa was a Member of Congress before the 


oy of these appre /priations was made. 
aid the Centennial ] 
in the form of 


the end of a lawsuit. 


his ings 
inti, worming, as I came to the Senate Chamber to perform my 
Cuties, I met e 


cxposition at Philadelphia, was, like this, made 


then had the gentleman, still comparatively a young man, who | 


u honor to serve the great State of Pennsylvania as 
ot embers in the other House, and although that bill was 
= » an exposition to be held in his own State and to cele- 
eaten se the most important, but the most important, 

nt of the human race, he did not see his way clear to 


One of its 
giving 

Tate, 
achie 


been | 


sident, passing from the point of order as very | 


If it had con- | 


The first one, made to | 


a loan, which the Government only recovered at 


| it can do the people no further wrong than to spend their sub- 
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support it; and to his honor, be it said, he chose to go out of 
| Congress rather than to support that proposition. The most 
| splendid speech made against the appropriation, not even except- 

ing the great speech of Mr. Thurman in this body, was made by 
| Alexander G. Cochrane, then a Representative from the State of 
| Pennsylvania. 

That first proposition, even under the great enthusiasm of that 
time, was carried by a bare majority. Gradually we have gone 

| on, first one locality and then another, committing to the sup- 
| port of such projects men whose judgment did not approve them, 
| even coercing my distinguished friend from South Carolina [ Mr. 
TILLMAN] to the point of voting for all of them because others 
| had voted for one of his. He is not entirely satisfied with his po- 
sition, and he propounds the very proper query, ‘‘ Where will it 
stop?’ I tell him there is no stopping place. There are events 
enough in the history of this Republic to make an exposition for 
almost every community in the land. Like the brook, these de- 
mands for Federal assistance will go on forever, because the re- 
peated appropriations from Congress will finally be accepted as 
the settled policy of the Government, and then no man will dare 
to stand and argue against either the wisdom or the propriety of 
them, 
| Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me one minute? 
| Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 
| Mr. TILLMAN. I want to correct one little phase, not a mis- 
take so much as ignorance, I suppose, on his part. The appropri- 
ation for the Charleston Exposition was not to aid it atall. We 
asked for it. We put it on the same bill with the St. Louis ap- 
propriation. The Senate putit in unanimously, and the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations at the other end of the Capi- 
tol took it by the throat and squeezed it to death. 

We had our exposition, such as it was, without a dollar of help 
from the Federal Government. But when Buffalo came forward 
and claimed that the million dollars which had been given her 

| had not only been lost, but that there was $500,000 additional 

| lost, which was due to contractors and others, and there was a 

| disposition to pay Buffalo’s debts, there being a deficit in South 
Carolina, I asked the Senate to pay the debts of South Carolina’s 
exposition; and all we got was $250,000. We never got acent for 
holding the exposition; we only got our debts paid. 

Mr. ELKINS. But you got $250,000. 

Mr. BAILEY. I was not mistaken about the facts in the case. 
I perfectly understood them as the Senator from South Carolina 
has stated them. I only meant to say that even South Carolina 
and her Senator could be brought to imitate a bad example. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator, however, disclaimed the integ- 
rity and honesty of the appropriation. He said it was a steal, and 
he says so still. 

| Mr. BAILEY. 
| ized it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is my judgment. 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. The Senator from South Carolina 
is in the habit of expressing his judgment in very plain words. 
But I am not willing to call it a steal; I choose a milder phrase. 
I think it is a misapplication of the public money—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Misappropriation. 

Mr. BAILEY. Ido not say that it is unconstitutional. I am 
myself inclined to accept, and I have always been inclined to ac- 
cept, the doctrine laid down by Mr. Monroe in his great message 
vetoing the Cumberland road bill. I am inclined to think that 
the power of appropriation is unlimited in the Congress, save only 
that it shall be applied to a general rather than a local purpose; 
but when you seek to qualify the rule, even as he did by that 
statement, it becomes impossible to define what is a general and 
what is a local purpose. That doctrine, as laid down by Mr. 
Monroe, was afterwards approved by General Jackson in his cele- 
brated_message vetoing the Maysville road bill. With the money 
| in the Treasury of the United States I hold that Congress has the 
right te’give it to any purpose that it may deem general rather 
than local. 

I couple with that, however, an insistence upon the other branch 
of Mr. Monroe’s proposition, and that is that it shall be a naked 
| appropriation, unaccompanied by the exercise of any power. Fol- 
| lowing that, I would prefer—because the money is incomparably 
less to me than the precedent—to see this money given to the ex- 
position at St. Louis rather than to see Senators standing here 
wrangling like bank clerks over what is good security. 

So far as 1 am concerned, I believe this money will be paid 
| back; but I would rather give it away than to have the Govern- 
ment become a mere money changer, sending its officers to act 
as gatekeepers at the doors of an exposition. 

The Government’s function is to govern and not to engage in 
private enterprises as a stockholder in private corporations. It 
may have power to give away the people’s money, and in doing so 


| 


The Senator from South Carolina so character- 





stance, which is a wrong expressed in dollars and cents; but when 
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the Government steps down from its high place as a sovereign to 
become a mere dealer in securities, a mere lender of money, sta- 
tioning its agents at the door of expositions to collect their toll, it 
does something, to say the least, toward forfeiting the great re- 
spect in which all the people ought to hold it. 

These expositions have been useful—I have no doubt of that— 
beginning with the great one at Philadelphia down to the latest 
one at Buffalo, I believe. They have all contributed something 
toward a better understanding of the marvelous resources of 
this country byits people. But itis no part of a government's 
business to do that. A thousand useful benefactions can be im- 
agined, fit subjects for individual and corporate enterprise, but 
wholly beyond the province of government; and that is why I 
object to this appropriation. 

Of all those that have been held, excepting only the great one 
which celebrated the independence of our whole country, not one 
appeals to me with such a force as this—celebrating an event con- 
nected not only with the region in which I live, but connected 
with an immortal name whose memory I cherish. I could not 
wish otherwise than that an exposition celebrating the Louisiana 
purchase should be a success. But devoutly as I wish it to suc- 
ceed, I'am. not willing to see the Government insure its success 
any more than I would be willing to see the Government insure 
the success of any other worthy individual or corporate enter- 
rise. 

. Tell me, Mr. President, if this Government shall loan its funds 
for expositions in which the people shall view the ‘products of our 
marvelous energy, our wonderful intelligence, our incomparable 
soil, what argument shall you successfully make when the men 
who produce this wealth, which constitutes the marvel of all the 


ages, demand of the Government the loan of money to enable | 
them first to produce these goods that are afterwards to be ex- | 


hibited? There must be production before there can be exhibi- 
tion. And upon what theory is it that the Government laughs 
out of the halls of Congress the man who applies for a loan to 


produce them, and yet welcomes to its committee room the gen- 


tlemen who apply for loans to exhibit them? 


If the farmers of the wonderful Mississippi Valley should come | 


here with a petition reaching from the Capitol to St. Louis, ask- 
ing the Government to loan them money to make these crops that 
are to be exhibited at St. Louis, we would draw our cloaks about 
us and say, ‘* Here is another senseless subtreasury scheme;’’ and 
yet I am not able to distinguish on principle between the loan of 
money to a man to make his crop and a loan to another man or 
corporation to exhibit the crop when made. 

I never had any patience with the subtreasury scheme, and al- 
though at that time it appeared to be invincible in certain States 
and sections I did not hesitate to declare that never, under any 
circumstances, would I vote to make a money lender of the Fed- 
eral Government. When I was first a candidate for Congress I 


said that to the farmers, who at that time demanded of all candi- | 


dates in our section that they agree to support the subtreasury plan. 
My judgment could not indorse that, and yet it was as feasible 
as this. There was no question as to their security. They would 
have satisfied even my distinguished friend the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. ELKrns]. 

The Senator from West Virginia would never have demanded 


better security than those farmers offered, because they offered | 


the grain and the cotton that feed and clothe the world. 


3ut we turned them from the door of Congress with the state- | 


ment that it was no part of the Federal Government’s business 
to become a money lender. I say so here. 


who advocated the subtreasury. It is the business of govern- 


ment to govern, and not the business of government to engage in | 


corporate enterprise or in the loaning of money. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I believe thoroughly in what is | 
known as the principle of the liberal construction of the Consti- | 
tution; I believe in it by tradition and habit of mind; and I | 


should probably think a number of things constitutional that the 


Senator from Texas [Mr. BarLey] would not; but I confess it | 
seems to me for the Government to lend money to a corporate | 


enterprise of this kind is going pretty far. 

Moreover, I would much rather see the money given outright. 
I think it would be more straightforward; I think it would be 
dealing more fairly with the people and with the Treasury to do 
it. I did not say that no security was offered. I said poor se- 
curity wasoffered; and I think it is poor security. If it was good 
security the men in this country who have money to lend would 
be very quick to advance it to the Exposition Company. Those 
gentlemen come here to borrow money because they can not bor- 
row money on that security anywhere else. Now, the security 
may turn out to be excellent. It is all a matter of speculation. 

The business of having expositions, as I took occasion to say, I 
think, once before in debate, has developed into anindustry. The 
getting up at various points of expositions or world’s fairs has 
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| all; that there would be no more. 


I make the same an- | 
swer to the great St. Louis Exposition that I made to the farmers 


Feprvary 3 


become a branch of industry, and with each successive exnoxjs; 
so far as my observation goes, the profit has declined The — 
are sated with them. There have been too many. There oe pe 
many planned. I hope the exposition at St. Lonis will hoe 4. 
greatest success in the world. It celebrates a very great eyons 
if anything deserves a celebration of that kind it is t}o nur a? 
of the Louisiana territory. In the same way I think ¢} el sail 
and Clark expedition and the taking of the Oregon country oom 
stitute a very great event and deserve celebration. But if Wa «, 
on there is no place where they can not find some reason for - 
exposition, and the tendency of the industry has been ¢ 

the local support more and more and come more and more ¢ +h. 
Government. By and by the Government will be expected to} mr 
industrial expositions at its own expense at certain 
country from time to time. 

It seems to me that that is not a form of Government exnonai. 
ture on which it is desirable to embark. We have gone yery | 
already. We have begun by making large appropriations for th 
expositions as they have arisen. 1 can see a good reason for tha 
Government making a great exhibit itself and paying for tha: 
hibit and its expenses with such liberality as to make a eres 
tribution. But we have not stopped there. The next step wa 
go forward and pay the debts of an exposition to which we } 
already made a contribution. 

Now, here is an exposition to which we have made a great con- 
tribution of five millions, an out-and-out gift, of which no dol 
will ever come back. We are asked now to duplicate t rift. 
and in my humble opinion we shall be asked to pay some debts on 
top of it, and I suppose we shall pay them. Ths I regard asa 
gift, and I think it would be just as well to say so. 

Mr. President, it is going to pass. The point of order upon 
which the Senate is called on to pass would never be before us i 
it were nota good one. It is before us by submission. I 
been submitted to us by the Chair, and the Senate knows per! 
well that the point of order is well taken; but we are 
vote it down and we are going to vote this additional appro] 

I voted for the former appropriation for St. Louis 
with great cheerfulness. 


eWis 


’ ies 
» reduce 


8 


points in t} 


I did s 
It was stated at the time that that w: 
I confess I did not expect 
see a second demand made quite so soon; but it is here, and iti 
going to pass. 

W hat I desire to call attention to is this, and it is all that ha 
led me to take part in the debate: We know the condition of tho 
revenues and the expenditures of the Government. We kn 
that to say the best there is probably going to be deficits at | 
end of the year. Just what our financial condition is has be 
ably presented elsewhere in a very strong speech, and the chiair- 
man of the Appropriations Committee elsewhere has put 
strongly to the country and to Congress that we ought to “1 
ourselves in expenditures. His speech made a great im} 
on my mind, as I have no doubt it did on others. T! 
four millions and a half is going back to that House, in | 
of that speech, to be accepted, I suppose, in conference : 
by the House, which has listened to that financial statement. 
we are confronted with this condition of the revenues and t 
penditures, and we are to be told in the Senate, on every )! 
comes up, by the members of the Committee on Approp 
that we need economy, and we do. I agree with then 

We have been told that there must be no river and har 
that we have not the revenue this year to make it wise to 
upon that expenditure. I agree with that proposition. \\ 
told that we must have no public buildings for the sam 
and I think the last general public-building bill was only am 
anda half in amount more than we are now going to vote () 
fair. Lagree that this is nota good time to vote large pum 
building expenditures. Yet there are public building 
I mean absolutely needed—for the conduct of the Go' 
work ailoverthis country. Weneed anew Departmen! 
a building that will house the Department of Justice, the Vere’ 
ment of Commerce, and the State Department. We can noth 
it. Therevenues donot justifyit. Its initial cost probably w" 
not be much greater than the amount we are going b sie" 
fair. I agree that this is not the time to doit. We sa! 
that we need economy on the army bill when it comes U) 
naval bill when it comes up, on the diplomatic and | 
where we have a starved service, and we shall be told tal 
not the time to increase expenditures. We shall be tol¢ it on" 
Post-Office bill, and I happen to be a member of the co! Ay will 
having it in charge. We shall meet it on the sun agen 
Weshall meet in every direction the injunction that this !s¢."" 
for economy and that the revenues do not justify great ar" 
tures. 

Now, it is quite possible that public buildings are bu! heer 
are not altogether needed. Some Senators may think pent nan 
need more battle ships, but for my part I think we ™ 1 maif- 
more than anything else, if we are to maintain peace &™ 
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he Monroe doctrine on this hemisphere. And I might goon 
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the expenditure of a hundred and fifty or two hundred and fifty 
million dollars upon other enterprises. great as they are, than to 


| permit this exposition at St. Louis to fail, or to allow the harbors 


| 


tain | ings. But I simply say, as an illustration on these 
oe ns. that atleast if we build the battle ship, or dredge 
~ ‘ie - build the dike, or rear the custom-house or the post- 
bo , we have given to the people, with their money, a perma- 
ont ‘ioce of property which can be used by all the people of the | 
Waited Ciates. Butin all those directions we must have rigid 
economy, and I do not quarrel with it. Ido not want to see more 
tarat osed. I think it is our duty to exercise wise economy 
and t) bring our expenditures as near to our revenues as pos- 
sible 


But when that argument of economy is made by the chairman 
nittee on Appropriations in the other House, when we 


f the ‘ : 

hi - it on all hands, I do say that to ask us to expend now, this 
month, next month, and the following months, four millions and 
af if of money out of the Treasury in behalf of a fair—I admit 


++ ig a great and splendid exposition, and I wish it all success—is 
tening. : . Ligh 

I do not desire to be mean or parsimonious to these expositions. 
[helped to vote $5,000,000 to the St. Louis Exposition; I expect to 
vote an appropriation for the Lewis and Clark Exposition; but if 
this is to bean industry. if it is to be a regular thing, surely there 
must be a limit somewhere. We have given $5,000,000. Weshall 
probably be asked to pay debts. Now we are asked to duplicate 
that great gift. I think, Mr. President, it is a very serious ex- 
penditure to enter upon, especially when the amendment is clearly 
out of order. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I have listened with great in- 
terest and with much amazement to what the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Lop@e] has just said. Can it be that the affairs 
of this great Government has been so conducted by the party in 


of the great ports of the United States to remain in their present 
condition. The river and harbor bill is necessary to the future, 
and the immediate future prosperity of our commerce. There 
should be no delay. We must economize, but do not, I beg the 
Senate, economize upon matters that are so necessary at home. 

It may be. now that we have entered upon the control of islands 
8,000 miles distant and that our armies are there, that w 
maintain the establishment for the time being, but still there 
comes a suggestion from the Secretary of the Navy. natural and 
inevitable, and only the beginning, for $8,000.000 more for a na- 
val establishment in the far-distant Pacific and coaling stations 


> must 


i . . . 
upon many islands in all the oceans, and for more war ships. when 


| we have more ships now than can be manned, a Navy 


a curious contradiction of the lessons to which we have been lis- | 


greater by 
fivefold than the fathers ever thought necessary to maintain the 
Monroe doctrine and protect our interestsin every part of the globe. 

We shall always maintain the doctrine that we will prevent any 
foreign nation from interfering with the republics south of us. 
A small navy has protected them in the past and our present Navy 





| would do it now if the idea is abandoned which has been re- 
| cently entered upon of making war ourselves upon those repub- 


power that we have reached the point where, because of lavish | 


expenditures for purposes of war or conquest and for enterprises 
foreign to everything that the fathers thought should be included 
in our appropriations, necessary aid should now be withheld from 
a great exposition, to which not only all the people of this country 
but all the world have been looking forward as the greatest event 
of the kind since 1876? 

Is it possible that the leaders of the great party in power now 
confess, without making any attempt to relieve the condition of the 
Treasury, that every enterprise in the country which looks to the 
promoticn and the increase of commerce and the welfare of our 
people must be stopped because of the extraordinary expenditures 
in matters which ought to have been foreign toa free government? 
Must the Army and the Navy be increased and at such an ex- 
pense that we can not prepare the great ports of this country so 
that they will admit the ships drawing 85 feet, that carry freight 
and passengers all over the world? 

Are the ports of Boston, New York, Baltimore, and New Or- 
leans, and other great ports, confessed to-day to be insufficient in 
depth of water and other facilities to admit the great, mammoth 
ships which have been built for trade not to be improved because 
the expenditures for war and conquest have been too great, and 
therefore must commerce be stayed and enterprise checked? 

The Senator states we can not now consider a proposition for a 
home for the Department of Justice or enter upon other neces- 
sary expenditures of the Government because of deficiency in the 
Treasury. Yet not one move, Mr. President, is to be made by 
this Congress to remedy the defects in the revenue laws, so as to 
increase our Treasury receipts. To ‘‘stand pat’’ is the phrase, 
while all the enterprises within the original domain are to be 
haunpered and checked. A revenue bill is not to be considered 
because an election approaches, and the party in power fears to 
g0 before the country with increased taxation. You know, as 
We all know, that this prosperity which has been with us for six 
or eight years ison the wane. Not only has the revenue fallen 
off, but the action of other governments threatens further de- 


Crease in our exports, and yet you talk only of acquisition of 
territory, 


the country, 


; Tam delighted that the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loper] 
and one in charge of financial bills elsewhere have been brought 
to confess the inadequacy of the present revenue laws; and it is 
Te for the people of the country to realize that fear of party em- 
dealing with the revenue laws, and dealing with them ina spirit 
and manner not de 


t l¢ reve »¢ ala . 
* revere and also to prepare for that great threatening move- 


= has begun in England, the country to which we 

eee of our output. If that country carries out the 

prebahe ee has been made, of taxing our cereals, and it 

srodiarioe” ill, it will take from the Northwest, the great grain- 

in the ang ‘ection of our country, the ability to profitably compete 
lear future. 


* fresident, we had better postpone for a year or two years 


structive of any interest, but so as to increase | 


lics. Let us have their hearts and their interests, both personal 
and commercial, with us, and there is not a nation on the face of 
the earth that would attack one of them. Iam an advocate for 
a navy sufficient to guard our interests. 

But you have entered upon a plan of having as many battle 
ships as Germany, half as many as Great Britain, and accordingly 
the expenditures of the Navy Department have run up from 
$20,000,000 to over $100,000,000. The Navy is getting top heavy; 


| there are too many men, too many sailors, too many guns afloat. 


We have more than enough to protect us and guard all our inter- 
ests on every sea upon the face of the globe. Let war wait and 


let commerce be protected. Give to St. Louis what sheasks; and, 
like the Senator from Texas [Mr. Bar_ey], I would prefer to make 


it an outright gift; and then turn to the improvements enumerated 


by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loner}. 


Take from war and give the Department of Justice the office 
home that should be provided for it. Make appropriations for 
Boston, New York, Baltimore, and the balance of the great 
ports, and by 1905 or 1906 have them so that the great German 
and English ships drawing 35 feet of water may enter those ports 
without being hghtered or waiting until high tide. Change the 
revenue laws in a spirit of perfect fairness to every industry that 
has grown up in the country, embarrassing none, and reduce the 
duties on such articles as are necessary to meet the competition 
that is coming, and coming rapidly. 

That, Mr. President, seems to me to be the right method of 
dealing with this question, and it is the one that will bring the 
greatest prosperity to the country. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, only a moment on this point 
of order. 

[ was a little surprised. although I am not certain that anyone 
ought to be surprised, that the Senator from Maryland | Mr. 
GorMAN] should find in this point of order or in the speech of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] an adequate text fora 
purely political and partisan speech. 

I do not think that the Senator from Maryland need have any 
fear about the safety of the country or its prosperity. He says 
we have had prosperity for the last few years. He might with. 


| out any difficulty have been more specific as to dates, and he 


and no relief is proposed for the business interests of | 


would easily have developed the fact—which all the country 
knows—that the prosperity of the country began when the Ad- 
ministration of his party ended. 

I think, Mr. President, that there will be a continuance of pros- 
perity. No ship can be on the crest of the wave all the time. 
There ill be, of course, fluctuations. There is no continuity 
of g6od times, but the policies of the Republican party, I hope 
and think, will continue to insure to the people of the United 
States prosperity and adequate revenue, which will enable us to 


| do what we ought to do as a government at home and enable us 


nt prevents Congress from taking up the question and | 


| 





to do what we ought to do as 
relations. 

Of course we have a larger Navy than we had in the days of the 
fathers. This is a larger country than it was in the days of the 
fathers. I suppose even the conservative Senator from Maryland 
would not contend that a Navy which would adequately stand for 
the protection and the conservation of the interests of a nation of 
10,000,000 people would be expected to answer the purpose, with 
the growth of the world considered, ofa nation of 80,000.0 0p ople. 

An adequate Navy does not necessarily mean conquest. It does 
not necessarily mean a departure from the traditions of the Gov- 
ernment or of the fathers. 

A distinguished gentleman who recently arrived from other 
shores deprecated the growth of our Navy, saying substantially 


a government in our international 
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that he did not want the flag of the United States to be feared— 
he wanted it to be loved. The people who love a flag, Mr. Presi- 
dent, are the people whose flag it 1s. The people of other coun- 
tries are not expected to love any flag but their own, 

I should like to have our flag loved here at home. 
here at home. That is all we can expect, with here and there a 
rare exception. What we want is that the flag of the United 
States shall be loved here at home and respected the world over; 


and it can only be respected the world over, Mr. President, if it is | 


feared the world over. 

By that I do not mean that the nations shall fear it as the flag 
of a bully, as the flag of a country which seeks quarrels, as the 
fiag of a country which desires conquest. 
this, that it shall be respected as the flag of a country which is just 
and generous in its relations with other countries, but which has 
the power behind it and within it in the last analysis to compel an 
observance of its rights. 
will agree to that. 

Now, the Senator’s reference to our departure in the matter of 
conquest from the doctrine of the fathers and to the islands 8,000 
miles away sounds to me likean echo from out of the past. 


F sed that issue had been laid away. The Senator from Nevada 


Mr. NEWLANDS], the very able and eloquent Senator, made a | 


speech in Omaha not long ago, and if he was correctly reported 
I understood him as saying that the anti-imperialistic issue, which 
was unhappily for the Democratic party put before the American 
people in the last election, is no longer an issue. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. May I interrupt the Senator from Wis- 
consin? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. DolI understand the Senator to say that I 
stated at Omaha that that issue was unhappily placed before the 
country? 

Mr. SPOONER. No; that it is no longer an issue. I said it 
was unhappily placed by the Democratic party before the country, 
because the Democratic party placed it before the country and 
was overwhelmingly beaten by the country on it. I take the 
responsibility of that part of my assertion. 


plied that he stated there tha‘ it had been laid away and that it is 
no longer an issue? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I stated, if the Senator will permit me, 
that the issue of imperialism had been made in the last campaign 
and that splendid presentation of it had been made to the people, 
and that the appeal to the people had not been successful; that 
the commercial spirit of the country had advanced so far as to 
blunt its conscience; that the issue had been determined; that the 
colonial system was now established and on trial, and that whilst 
I hoped that the Democratic party would never fail to declare it- 
self against the system of controlling subject peoples against their 


will, I did not believe that it would be an issue that would gain | 


votes in the coming campaign. 

Mr. SPOONER. I pay my profoundest respect to the intelli- 
gence and political wisdom of the Senator from Nevada. He is 
wiser than some of his confréres. The splendor of its presenta- 
tion only intensified the significance of the popular repudiation 
of it. 

I have but an observation to make as to the reply of the Sena- 
tor from Nevada, or rather his speech, as he states it. I can 
hardly understand how a Senator of the United States can impute 
to the people of the United States that their eyes have been closed 
by dollars to the demands of liberty or the traditions of the Re- 
yublic. 

-  agatecpanae I will say to the Senator that that is what 
think. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is a very bold thing, Mr. President, for 
anyone in this country to impeach a majority of the American 
people in that way. The ideals of the American people and the 
traditions of the American people belong to them, are cherished 


by them, Mr. President, more keenly than by any of their repre- | 


sentatives, perhaps. 

I believe in the American people. I believe the sober second 
thought of the American people comes as near to the perfection 
of human wisdom as any standard among men can come; and I 
think no Senator may safely say to them that they have forsaken 
eo traditions and ideals in a blind, heedless pursuit of the 

ollar. 

No, Mr. President—and I did not intend to refer to this when I 
rose—the traditions of the American people may safely be left 
to the guardianship of the American people. 
ment of the campaign has passed away, the American people 
think, and what they think is right. 

Mr. CARMACK. After the campaign is over, I understand? 


Mr. SPOONER. Oh! in the excitement of the campaign and | 


in the first blush sometimes orators like my friend from Tennes- 
see, who is very persuasive, may mislead them, but not for long. 
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What I mean is only | 


I suppose the Senator from Maryland | 


I sup- | 


Does the Senator | 
from Nevada impeach that portion of my observation which im- | 


When the excite- | 
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| They get right, Mr. President, and when they get rig} 
| right. : 

Mr. CARMACK. That is what I hope. 

Mr. SPOONER. Noman at this day can find a 1; 
among the American people to criticism of President }\ Kinley 
or of the action of the American Congress in what it | oe 
and large in the Philippines. Iam not at all surprised, 
dent, war over there having ceased, our Army having 
duced, the great work of education having proceeded with sy) 
rapidity, a legislative body about to assemble over there if it has 
not already, education bearing rich fruitage there, that this json, 

is no longer to be invoked as one of potency by our friend 
other side. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator f; 
consin yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. Do I understand the Senator from Wiseop. 
sin to say that the question of a permanent retention of the Pj). 
ippines is a settled question? 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I do not say that, 
friend did not understand me to say that. 

Mr. CARMACK. [am trying to understand you now. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think, Mr. President, the question of th 
ultimate policy of the United States in the Philippines is a ques. 
tion not for us to settle, but for the American people to settle. 
and I say again, no matter what others may think or say, when 
the time comes that the people of the Philippines are cayab) 
autonomous government, the people of the United State 
they shall have it, under our protection as to their f 
tions, Mr. President, until the time comes when they « 
pendent with safety to themselves; and when that tin 
the American people so think, and they will be gene 
judgment as well as just, I am willing to leave it to tlh: 

eK yple. 

: When that day will come I do not know, nor does t! 
but I trust the people.to decide rightly when the ti 
Will not the Senator condescend to do that, likewis« 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit m 
I believe I have several times condescended to permit 
can people to decide important questions, and I shall | 
condescend in the future. 

But what I wanted to know was, not the informati 
by the Senator that the American people would sett 
tion, which I knew before he made his statement to that ef 
wanted to get the opinion of the Senater from Wiscon 
a very important part of the American people 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, Mr. President, I am no imp 
of the American people. 

Mr. CARMACK, I think the Senator is. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will find my opinior 
too many speeches here. I have not changed it. 

Mr. CARMACK, That is what I want to know, wv 
Senator has changed it or not. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I have not changed it. It isa 
for the American people, Mr. President—a good thir 
zation—that we took the Philippines. The first dey 
a practical way of that fact was when our legation w 
in China, when the men and women who had gone t 
sionaries to spread the gospel of peace were praying ! 
praying, Mr. President, for protection against deat! 
as the women were concerned, against worse than ( 

a happy thing that we had a great naval and militar) 
of China from which we could quickly send two : 
ments and Reilly’s battery to their rescue. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator | 
consin yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. ; 

Mr. CARMACK, Does the Senator assume from ' 
would be well for us always in the event of tul 
gencies—— 

Mr. SPOONER. 


they stay 


ning ear 


is done by 
Mr, Presi- 
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I have not said that. 
Mr. CARMACK. Iam asking the Senator. 
Mr. SPOONER. We have resisted all efforts on t! 
to shackle this Government in the future by improv! 
| I am willing to leave to the future the settlement of 
| of the future, with the supremest faith that when t! 
the American people will settle the question in hat 
righteousness, in harmony with the principles of libe: 
mony with the traditions of our Government. 
But I have thought sometimes, Mr. President, that 
| am a believer in God; McKinley loved Him and in ! 
ments expressed his faith in Him—might have had + eee 
dential care for those far away whom he loved and Whe coe 
serving him in the affairs which we weak human bv!"5° 
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lled upon to participate in. I do not know; the Senator Mr. SPOONER. Ido not know what Democratic masses will 





aon eae ssee [Mr. CARMACK] does not know; but I do know | be in the majority in that convention. 
his that it was a happy, blessed thing when an exigency came| Mr. TILLMAN. Neither do we know, if the Senator will per- 
\ike that which suddenly arose in China that war had given to | mit me, whether Governor Cummins, of Iowa, will cut any figure 


. 9 great naval and military base in the Philippines. | in the Republican convention. [Laughter.] 
77 want to say to the Senator from Maryland | Mr. GORMAN] that Mr. SPOONER. I will tell the Senator one thing about the 
anaval and coaling station in the Philippine Archipelago with | Republican convention—I do not know; it is only prophecy—I do 
adequate fortifications and accompaniments is needed by the | not think that the Republican convention will depart much from 
United States in every public interest and from every public the platform on the tariff upon which President McKinley was 
standpoint, and is in no wise inconsistent with the traditions of | last elected. I will tell him another thing 
this Republic or with our adherence as a people to the spirit of Mr. TILLMAN. What is that? 
liberty. It was important In Hawaii. I was opposed to the ac-| Mr. SPOONER. I speak only for myself. That platform was 
quisiti yn and annexation of Hawaii. I was in favor—my friends in favor of adherence to the protective principle and the making 
on this side I unhappily differed from—but I never hesitated in of such changes from time to time in schedules as changed condi- 
the belief that the interests of the United States demanded that | tions might require. 
we should fortify Pearl River Harbor, in the Hawaiian Islands, | Mr. TILLMAN. Was there not something about reciprocity 
making of it an adequate military and naval base for the United | in there, and have we seen a solitary scintilla of reciprocity since? 
States. Mr. SPOONER. Well, the only “solitary scintilla’’ of reci- 

Mr. GORMAN and Mr. CARMACK addressed the Chair. procity we have had since the Senator voted against. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To whom does the Senator Mr. TILLMAN. Isurely did, for the simple reason that it was 
trom Wisconsin yield? the kind of reciprocity which you gentlemen are so much in love 

Mr.SPOONER. Tothe Senator from Maryland [Mr.GorMan]. | with. It destroyed the sugar industry in Louisiana, or tended in 

Mr. GORMAN. I am always delighted to hear the Senator | that direction. The reciprocity of which you pretend you are in 
from Wisconsin, as we all are, but I should like to suggest to him | favor is one that reciprocates somebody else’s interest, but does 
that his answer to the few remarks I made is on an entirely dif- | not reciprocate the individual’s; all the reciprocity that the Re- 








ferent line from my suggestion. publicans have ever proposed looks to somebody else surrendering 
Mr. SPOONER. I know it is. the advantages offered by protection. 


Mr. GORMAN. I did not open the discussion as to the right Mr. SPOONER. I decline to be drawn into a discussion of the 
of acquiring or as to the necessity of fortifying and keeping an | reciprocity question. 
army in that region, as you have; but what I meant to say, or | Mr. TILLMAN. Then the Senator must not tantalize us about 
tried to say, was that while this expenditure is being made be- | the tariff. 
cause of this new policy you have failed to make provision for| Mr. SPOONER. I do not tantalize anybody. The trouble 
carrying on the necessary improvements in this country, improve- | with the Senator from South Carolina is that I can not look at 
ments as necessary to our people as are fortifications if the Phil- | him without tantalizing him. (Laughter. | 
ippine Islands. | Mr. TILLMAN, Butyoumustnotspeakathim. [Laughter.] 
Mr. SPOONER. But, Mr. President, we have duties at home| Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Maryland {[Mr. Gorman] 
and we have duties abroad. I know the Senator from Maryland | knows perfectly well that the Republican party—that is, I as- 
did not make his speech on the line which I am pursuing. sume he does, and I assume that the Republican party takes the 
Mr. GORMAN. Not at all. view that I do, although I do not assume to speak for the Re- 
Mr. SPOONER. The Senator made his speech on the lines of | publican party—that the Republican party does not intend to en- 
asinister attack upon what he called the ‘‘ party in power.’’ I | ter upon any revision of the tariff at this session of Congress. 
am modestly,and with more or less reluctance, saying a word on Mr. GORMAN. Why not? 





behalf of the party in power. The Republican party and its Ad- Mr. SPOONER. For the reason, Mr. President, in the first 
ministration have not, so far as I know, neglected much, if any, | place, that a Presidential election is always a very great.disturber 
the public interests here at home. | of business; it has always been so, and it will always be so, more 

Mr. CARMACK, You go to that side for your witnesses. | orless. I think it will be less so this year than it was in 1896 and 


Mr. SPOONER. Certainly, I go to this side for my witnesses, | 1900, because the Republican party has eliminated from the situ- 
because I know that I will derive on this side accurate and non- | ation all doubt asto the financial integrity and sanity of the United 


partisan information. [Laughter.] States. 
Mr. CARMACK. I can not, of course, be expected to approve | Mr. President, a Presidential election is necessarily a business 
of that. | disturber, and I do not think—I do not know what the leaders 
Mr. SPOONER. That is the safe and wise course. may conclude to do about it—but I donot think in a Presidential 
Mr. CARMACK. Yes; to always appeal to your party. | year, in the interest of the people, of the industrial enterprises of 


Mr.SPOONER. The Senator from Maryland speaks about our | the country, of the labor of the country, without regard to poli- 
failure at this session to revise the tariff upon lines, he was care- | tics, that the Republican party will project into this campaign a 
ful to add—and I always admire the Senator from Maryland; he | general revision of the tariff. We will attend to that later. 
is the most adroit and artistic nonpartisan statesman in the Mr. President, I: did not intend to go into these subjects, but I 
world {laughter |—he was careful to add, *‘ on lines which will not | want to speak a word about the point of order that is pending. 
interfere with the industries of the country.’’ That is the song I enjoyed the speech of the Senator from Massachusetts {| Mr. 
of the siren. That is a song which has been sung before; and it | Lop@x}. I always did like it when these bills were bef re the 
Was the song of the siren then as itisnow. In sayingthat I speak | Senate. I listened to him some years ago when he originated the 
with due deference to and with the profoundest respect for the | phrase ‘‘ these expositions are becoming an industry.’ The Sen- 
Senator from Maryland. ator’s reprobation of the Committee on Appropriations I leave to 

1 remember the St. Louis Democratic convention of 1888. I do | the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hag] to take care of. Nobody in 
not know, and never did know, who drew the platform at that | the world is better able to take care of the Committee on Appro- 
convention, It was a wise platform for the Democratic party to | priations. or anything else for that matter, than is the Senator 
adopt; it was one of the most adroit platforms it ever did adopt, | from Maine. 
and therefore I have always suspected the Senator from Maryland But.she Senator from Massachusetts says he voted with great 
. having drafted it. It recognized the fact that the industries of | pleasure for this $5,000,000 contribution to the St. Louis Exposi- 
- “et States had grown up under the protective tariff, that | tion. I voted for it, but I can not say I voted for it with any great 
oe _ the country was adapted to it, and that a sudden | pleasure. 
trial - ‘ t rat policy would bring about vonfusion and indus- The Senator from Texas [Mr. BatLEy] hasa peculiar gift, among 

That. Ma — | ‘ j ‘ many, in stating with accuracy and clearness legal and constitu- 
wien Oe ne resident, was the height of wisdom. But in 1892, | tional propositions. I listened with great interest to his speech, 
alate s * mocratic party again assembled in convention to | and I do not absolutely in all respects find it in my power to dis- 
never os _ oe upon the subject of the tariff, what was it? I | sent from some of the observations which he made. Of course it 
what ae the Senator from Maryland of having anything | is the difference between the school of constitutional construction 
declared u a that platform, because it was not wise. It | to which the Senator belongs and in which he has been educated 
eel meses a aan a protective tariff to be revolutionary | and the other school of constitutional construction. 

Fe which 4 onal. ; . I have voted for many appropriations for the benefit of differ- 
year? "The Se is to be the platform of the Democratic party this | ent sections of our country, some of them in the South, in time of 
reunited pene from New Jersey [Mr. K#An] says ‘‘the | stress and trouble, for which I could have found, from the Sena- 
not at this ho cratic party.”” Having regard for the truth, I can | tor’s standpoint, no justification. Congress has been making 

Mr. TILLMAN” that. such appropriations for many years, supported on that side as 
Simecmetirae Will the Senator not allow us to leave that to | well as on this, by one reason and another. == 

atic masses when they meet in convention? The making of appropriations to these expositions is not a new 
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proposition. 








We began long ago. 


out the adoption of a constitutional amendment, except that which 
the Senator from West Virginia {Mr. ELktns] afforded us to-day, 
which ends it so far as West Virginia is concerned as long as the 
Senator from West Virginia lives, because he said he would never 


ask for any exposition allowance or loan for West Virginia with- | 


out indorsing the paper himself; which means, of course, that 
he never will ask for any. [Laughter.] 

I voted for the South Carolina exposition—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. No, sir. You voted to pay the debts of the 
South Carolina exposition. 

Mr. SPOONER. Did I not vote with you? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon. He, and other 
Senators did vote for the proposition to aid the South Carolina ex- 
Pp sition, but then he afterwards voted to let it go out of the bill, 

vecause that was absolutely necessary in order that the provision 
for the exposition at St. Louis might go in. 

Mr. SPOONER. 


starve the Governm>nt, but I voted to aid the Charleston Expo- 
sition. 

Mr. TILLMAN rose. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will excuse my friend. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will allow me, I simply want 
to give him full credit for being liberal and broad minded in that, 
as he always is. Ido not want to even intimate that he has not 
always done what he believes to be fair and just and right to the 
South. 

Mr. SPOONER. 


I do not mean that. I voted, Mr. President, 


to aid the Charleston Exposition, and afterwards I voted to make | 
Neither did I think I was voting for a steal when | 


up its deficit. 
I cast those votes. 


I voted to aid the Buffalo Exposition, to help make up its de- | 


ficit, which, it was said, had heen caused—and very likely it was 
the truth—by the awful blight, Mr. President, which fell upon 
it by the assassination there of President McKinley. I voted for 
it cheerfully, and i did not think I was voting for a steal. 

I had a peculiar pleasure in voting for the Charleston Exposi- 
tion, because I wanted the people of Charleston to know that 
nothing in the history of this Republic was any longer remem- 
bered against them, and that we were as willing to aid them in 


bringing together and assembling there the products of the South | 


as we were willing to aid any Northern city. 

I voted for the appropriation for the St. Louis Exposition; and 
the method proposed by this amendment is, in my judgment, a 
much better one and a much manlier one by which to give the aid 
of the Government than the original appropriation which was 
made to St. Louis. 

We appropriated $5,00).0°0 to aid in the great exposition to be 
held at St. Louis to celebrate the acquisition of the Louisiana pur- 
chase, grown into an empire of great States, an empire of em- 
pires, splendid in its way. 
Upon what theory was it done? It was done witha provision that 
out of the profits the United States should be reimbursed that 
$5,000,030; but with a proviso, which the Senator from Texas 


{Mr. BartLey] read, that nothing therein contained should be | 


construed as making the United States Government liable forany 
of the debts of that exposition. 

Why was that put there? I can conceive of no reason except 
this, that, having invested in the exposition—having by law made 
the United States Government a participant in the profits of the 
exposition—it might be claimed that the Government was a part- 
ner in it and therefore liable for its debts. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit me to 
interrupt him there? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
consin yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am sure that the purpose of that was differ- 
ent from what the Senator conceives. If the Government were a 

rtner, it would hardly relieve itself of either the moral or po- 

itical obligation by a declaration of that kind. I believe the pro- 

vision was incorporated there to meet the argument that had 
been made in both Houses of Congress after the New Orleans Ex- 
position and after all the others, that the Government having 
encouraged—I remember that argument was used—and the Gov- 
ernment having invited foreign nations to participate, it was in 
honor bound to make good the premiums to those foreign exhib- 
itors. That was really the reason why the provision to which the 
Senator has referred was incorporated. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, having placed this language 
in the act, it rendered it impossible that there should be any moral 
obligation upon the Government, because it put the whole world 
upon notice, by solemn act of Congress, that there could be no 
such liability. 
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I had hoped that the end | 
would come to them; but I see no hope of any end to them with- | 


Mr. President. I voted to let the South Caro- | 


lina item go out rather than kill a great appropriation bill and | 


It could not be refused, Mr. President. | 


Does the Senator from Wis- | 
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Mr. BAILEY. That was the purpose of it. 

Mr. SPOONER. That was the purpose of it: but ij 
only with moral obligations, but legal obligations, Wha: 
the purpose of it was, it was a wise provision. ee 

But, Mr. President, this proposition is what? We have no 14] 
$5,000,000. Our participation in the exposition has popul ae ed it 
all over the world and has been adequate to secure repres ~ sti ; 
| from all the peoples and all the governments of the world. a 
we not interested in its success? We have a twofold interes i 
| itssuccess. First, we have that principle of noblesse oblige y hi = 
| binds governments as well as men. Ba ia 

We have entered upon it, and Uncle Sam is bound in this way 

| to go along with it like a gentleman, doing whatever can procs), 
be done, conserving the general public interest, to make of it 9 ey... 
cess. If it were a failure, it would not simply be a humiliation: 
St. Louis, it would not be simply a humiliation to the Missjcsi; ni 
Valley; it would be sub modo a humiliation to the United States 
would it not? 

But that is not all. Asa mere business proposition, as if this 
were a *‘ board of directors of a bank,” this is a wise appropriation 
tomake. Itisa loan. It provides that fortnightly there shall 
be paid over to the United States Treasury a proportion of th, 
receipts, until the amount of this appropriation or loan has | 
repaid. It provides that if after a certain time those payments 
| have not discharged this indebtedness—for it is made by the law 
| an indebtedness—the Secretary of the Treasury shall have the 
right to supervise and impound the gate receipts of the exp 
tion until this amount has been repaid to the Government 

This loan is made perfectly secure unless some» verwhelming 
calamity shall overtake that great region, and if it overtakes that 
region it will overtake the country. This loan will be repaid, 

This proposition is something more than that, Mr. President 
| It is a question in a way between success or failure. If by loan- 
ing this rhoney to that exposition we can help to make a success 
of it, we not only get back the money which we loan, but we stand 
an infinitely larger chance of getting back out of the profits t 
money which we have already invested. 

So I shall vote, Mr. President, in favor of overruling t 
of order. I think it is a proposition by the committee to prot 
| by a well-secured loan a $5,000,000 investment which the Gover 
| ment has made, and I think it is too late to discuss the question 
whether we ought or ought not to have made it. 

There is something to be said on both sides of this exposition 
question. It is one thing I am inclined to think—because it has 
relation to foreign and to interstate commerce—to aid in bringing 
together, assembling in one place, representatives from 
world to see the products of our farms, our factories, and our in- 
dustries of every kind, and another thing to pay money to the 
farmer to buy seed, to plow his field, to harvest his crops. One 
has relation merely to ; roduction; the other has distinct re! 
to the spread of our foreign commerce and of our com! 
tween the States. But this I only care to suggest. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President. I had much hesitation i 
when the firstappropriation for this exposition was made 
none now since the growth of the exposition. This ente 
| the country knows and the Senate knows, involves an investi 

$27,000,000, expenditures of the managers of the Exposition (om- 
pany, concessionaires, foreign nations, States, and Territorics. All 
the States will exhibit there, and many of them will spend large 
sumsofmoney. New York,I think, has appropriated $300 (00; Mas- 
| sachusetts a hundred thousand; my own State has spent, and will 
| more liberally spend, money upon its showing at this exp sition. 
| Foreign governments have been successfully and ear! 
| sought by Governor Francis to exhibit there. It now 4 
that foreign governments want twice the space that has } 
| lotted to them, and I understand that instead of 600 ac: 
| Chicago, which was the first contemplated scope of this , 
| the managers are now prepared to include 1,200 acres, 50 that! 
| eign nations may have a part of the space which they now demane 
for their unexampled exhibits. 

Mr. President, this shows to me that our country has grown 
great, that it is now such a world power, that it is the center 
such phenomenal development in manufactures, arts, and °F 
ences that all the world will find in this exposition in the twen'™ 
eth century the culmination of a movement which began in 18 
with the famous Crystal Palace Exhibition in Eng! ynd, = this 
will be much larger and more important than any 0!) : 
world. Members of the Senate have seen, as I have seen, ©X" rd 
tions at Vienna, and Paris, and Berlin, and Geneva, and in bw 
pest, and in other parts of the world since 1851, but no one i 
seen anywhere in the world an exhibition of such stately prop" 
tions as the one at St. Louis will be. 

Not only will all the countries of the world, fifty-th en 
of the world, exhibit, but there will be exhibits from our eras 
and Territories and our new island possessions. [ am 1! oe 
by gentlemen who know most about these matters that the Phidy 
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slands will have and fill a of 40 acres, and they have 


pine bated a sum of $800,000, w ich, with s oe ae nated 
o nsand from the exhibition itself, will give a million dollars to 
vanibit the progress of the archipelago on 40 acres, the splendid 


nt of the policy of the present and the last Adminis- 
Philippine Islands, and will bury beneath the flow- 
of the tropics the deceased ‘‘ paramount issue”’ of 
ago. 


developme 
tration In the 
ers and foliage 


only three years 


In the prosperity of the world there has been in four years no | 
cach progress as that which will be displayed by the Philippine 


acres of exhibits, which shall show their growth, 
their prosperity, and the peaceful triumph of a splendid policy 
which has made, as I understand the Senator from Nevada. | Mr. 
NewLANps| to admit, practically to be a dead issue that which 
was three years ago ‘* the paramount issue ** in American politics. 

But Lam not here to discuss politics. Iam to talk of this ex- 
position. 


Islands on 40 


It will cover double the space of the Chicago fair. It is an | 


_national, insular,and international. In Philadelphia 
We gave a million and a half as a loan, 
Nobody then said it was undignified to 


exposition—t : 
we began this business. 
and it came back to us. 


be a gate keeper at the great exposition of the progress of the arts | 


and sciences and manufactures and industries of this country. 
To New Orleans we gave outright asum. I voted for it, and I 
never regretted it. In Atlanta we helped the exposition. I was 
glad to help it, and nobody has ever regretted it. It is true that 
the making of these expositions is getting to be a national in- 
dustry. 


When we first helped the St. Louis Exposition, then was the | 


time to hesitate, and then I did hesitate. But with the tremen- 
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_It is a large problem to the people. 


dous growth and development of the exposition at St. Louis upon | 


the great plan which, by that able president, Governor Francis, 
has there been carried out and has won the approval of the 


country, which has aroused the interest of all the world, I am | 


convinced that now is not the time to stop, not because the Gov- 
ernment is bbund—the act expressly exonerating the Government 
from obligation—but because the march of events, the develop- 
ment of affairs, and the unexampled growth of our own country 
now demand that we see this great project to the end in what 
promises to be an unparalleled success in the history of the world 
fairs since 1851 down to 1904, 

We have here a proposition which simply sets aside a proportion 
of the gate receipts and takes it as it comes, in due and orderly 
fashion, to repay the money now proposed to be loaned, so that 
they may carry through that which they will carry through with 
thismoney, without which they might not, with which they surely 
will, and all of which money will come back; and it may be that 
in its success the stockholders at St. Louis and the United States 
as a stockholder will receive, as those at Chicago received, 20 per 
cent of the original amount appropriated when we gave the five 
millions to the exposition. Who can say? 

I regard the money, therefore, as entirely safe, and I do not re- 
gard it as undignified to lend money safely in thisenterprise. The 
lamented President McKinley well said at Buffalo just before 
his death that these expositions were the timekeepers of progress; 
and I do not believe this, the greatest, will be the last. Any bar- 
rier, any proviso, any resolution providing that hereafter these 


projects shall not be aided by Congress would be vain, idle, and | order. 
| Mr. FAIRBANKS. I simply rose for information. I will not 
| interrupt the Senator. I am heartily in favor of the report of the 


impotent, They will come again and again, but, taught by their 
recurrence, it is our province to see that we begin them slowly, 
bat when we have taken part in making a national and interna- 
tional exhibition like this we must then see that it is worthy of 
our country, our time, and fairly exhibits the splendid prosperity 
which this country can show, as no other country ever could show, 
and as no other country can now show. 


Ido not believe it is a valid argument which has been urged by 
18 


this 


in the mines, whose products you exhibit, therefore you should 
hot give money here, because, as he says, production precedes ex- 

ibition. Production is encouraged by exhibition. 
take the fruit of the field and the product of the mill, of the loom, 
and the factory, and the farm and exhibit it all together in our 
pce contrast the products among the States and in the coun- 
— shop to go and do better and to increase his skill. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Maryland permit me? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Certainly. 


Mr. BAILEY, Would you not be willing to give him the first 


{eouragement? 
Ms. BATLBY 1 nay Mee, Prenton 
ct, you would | you encourage him by exhibiting his prod- 
Instance? 
Mr. McCoy 


couragement in every vote I could cast. 





When yot | 


the world, yon encourage the man in the field, in the mine, | 


have no objection to giving it to him in the first | 
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Mr. BAILEY. You would vote to loan him the money with 
which to produce the commodities just as readily as you would 
vote to loan the money for an exposition? 

Mr. McCOMAS. We encourage him in a more direct and sen- 
sible way by our votes, and I wish that my distinguished friend 
would do it in the same way. We vote to protect his industry in 
the field and in the mine and in the factory, and we encourage 
him to produce to the highest limit of his skill and power, so that 
by reason of the protective system, which will find its greatest 
defensive argument in the exhibition at St. Louis, we have sixid 
to all the workers of this country of ours, ‘‘ Here is the splendid 
illustration of the protection which your country has given you 
for many years, and especially from 1896 down to 1904.”’ 

All the world are attempting to imitate it, and Mr. Chamber- 
lain and the people of England, if they come here, will find the 
greatest vindication of this encouragement and help to the people 
on the field, in the farm and the factory in the exposition at St. 
Louis. And while it is an exposition of peace and not an exposi- 
tion of politics, yet it is the most convincing and compelling 
argument in favor of first protecting the people in their produc- 
tion and manufacture and then helping them to exhibit the won- 
drous fruit of their protected industries in the very center and 


| heart of our continent at St. Louis. 


Mr. President, a question which is as long as the Mississippi 
from its mouth to its source, a breadth of many States on the 
map, covering in the Louisiana purchase nearly half the devel- 
oped portion of the United States, is so large and general a ques- 
tion that it troubles me not when it is said it is a local question 
and not general. Weappropriate for the floods of the Mississippi. 
We appropriate to preserve 
its banks; to change its courses, its currents, and to prevent its 
overflow. We appropriate to protect its banks, reaching down 
to the empire State of the Senator from Texas himself. That 
great part of the country is celebrating this momentous event, 
and why should not we appropriate money with the States em- 
braced in that great purchase for an exposition commemorative 
of the annexation of half of this Union? 

Such an exhibition does more for the producer than contrast his 
skill and toil with another’s. It does more for industry than that. 
Itis an industrial college for the working people, who will go there 
by the thousands on cheap railway fares and on steamboats and 
from the Lakes. It is an industrial education to our people who 
go there in showing our resources, our advance in the arts and 
sciences, our skill and achievement in architecture, as portrayed 
in the structures at St. Louis, which now are far superior to the 
beautiful White City of Chicago and all that the world has thus 
far seen. All these things—— 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. May I interrupt the Senator from Mary- 
land? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I came into the Senate during the progress 
of this discussion, and therefore I do not know the origin of it. 
I ask the Senator for information. Is there any opposition to 
lending this money to the St. Louis Exposition? 

Mr. McCOMAS. There seems to be a good deal of opposition. 

Mr.GALLINGER. A pointof order has been raised against it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Weare discussing the merits on a point of 


committee. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Certainly. 

My colleague [Mr. GorMAN] spoke of the arts of peace and 
criticised appropriations for the Navy and Army. My colleague 


| well said, as I caught his phrase, that in the time of Madison and 
| Monroe our Navy was five times smaller than it is to-day and was 
Senator from Texas [Mr. BarLey] that if you can not give | 
money to the men who produce on the field, in the shop, and | 


yet large enough to defend the Monroe doctrine. There are two 
ee occur to my mind to that objection. One is that 
our Navy, gallant as it then was, was five times too small to pre- 
vent the British fleet from coming up yonder Chesapeake Bay and 
its army crossing the country and burning down the Capitol that 
stood on this hill. 

I do not want the time to come again soon when the Navy will 
be five times too small, so that another fleet can come up the 
Chesapeake Bay orthe Potomacand burn the Capitol on this hill. 
Far finer is it when the Navy is five times larger than it was in 
that period, so that our Government is secure in this capital and 
we may exhibit yonder in the heart of this continent. in the most 
central spot, St. Louis, the products of all parts of this country 
and display our advance in naval and war armament along with 
all those other products which are the triumphs of peace. 

And if it be true that the Navy wasthen five times smaller than 
it is now, my final answer in behalf of this appropriation, in this 


| triumphant peace made stable by our preparedness for war, in 


{AS. Inever have hesitated to give him the first | this splendid prosperity of a country whose exports exceed its im- 


ports by about five hundred millions, is that if the Navy was five 
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times smaller then than now, we can make this appropriation and 
know that this exposition will show the country is five hundred 
times greater than it was in the days of Madison and Monroe. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I simply wish to reply to some 
ob ervations made by the distinguished Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SPOONER]. 

As to indorsing the notes of West Virginia, I want to say in 
this presence, and let it be recorded for all time, that if West 
Virginia ever gets $5,000,000 from the Government for an exposi- 
tion or world’s fair and then wants any more money, which I 


ginia, would be willing to indorse the notes to secure the pay- 
ment of the loan, and that is what I think ought to be done in 
this instance. 

I do not claim any more for my State than I am willing to ac- 
cord any other State. We are dealing here in the capacity of 
trustees for a great Government. It is the people’s money. not 


consin resides, and which he in part so ably represents on this 


fioor. And of us who do not live in that immediate locality it 
should not be said that we are opposing this great exposition. the 


in this bill to loan. 


Mr. President, I distinctly remember when the first five millions | 


was asked for the St. Louis Exposition that there was a good deal 
of opposition, and it was with great hesitation that many members 
of the Senate and the House, as I understand it, got their consent 
to vote for the $5,000,000, and, if Iremember correctly, it was dis- 
tinctly understood that that was all that would ever be asked for 
this great exposition. And it seems to me this large sum was 


worthy an undertaking. 

Mr. President, I do not want to impede, impair, hinder, delay, 
or embarrass this great work, in which I feel the deepest interest 
and of which I am just as proud asthe distinguished Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] can possibly be, but what I wish 
to insist on is that, with the $5,000,000 the Government has already 
contributed, and which the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations believes, as I understand him, will be a loss to the 


to a great and world-wide enterprise, should be all that the Gov- 


ernment should be called on to do, and thereshould be something | 
left in the Treasury. When other Senators and I, from other | 
States, wish some small appropriation for public purposes, we 
don’t want the Committee on Appropriations to say, ‘‘ We can’t 


grant your requests, we must economize. We must take care of 
the interests of the Government confided to our care.’’ 

This exposition will have gotten out of the Treasury, with the 
five millions heretofore appropriated, $9,600,000. I want to ask 
what guaranty have we that we will not be asked for more 
money to carry on the St. Louis Exposition? There may be a de- 
ficit of two or three million dollars, and why should not the na- 
tion bear this burden? 

Mr. President. what I propose is not to stop the exposition or to 
embarrass it in the least. This exposition can not and will not 
stop because this Government insists on proper security for the 
advance asked, nor for any other reason—failure is impossible to 
it. Wemerely want the leaders, the men concerned in and in 
charge of this great enterprise in the State of Missouri and else- 
where, and the great banks and great corporations and the great 
railroads and the great institutions in the city of St. Louis who 
are to be most benefited, either to raise this money themselves or 
guarantee its payment if advanced by the United States. Five 
million dollars is enough donation. Let these people come for- 
ward, and their great banking institutions, and say we will take 
the gate receipts, which are ample security to us, and guarantee 
the United States against any loss in making this advance. 

Mr. ALLISON. MayI remind the Senator from West Virginia 
of the fact that it is not a donation, but a loan which is to be re- 
turned? 

Mr. ELKINS. Iknow; but they are not toreturn the $5,000,000. 
This is already admitted, and the $4,600,000 now asked for by the 
Appropriations Committee issimply aloan oradvance. The ques- 
tion is as to the security for the same. Let me say to the distin- 
guished Senator that he, as our great leader in all these matters 
and in whom we confide, is confronted with a $43,000,000 deficit 
next year after wiping out all the surplus now in the Treasury. 
How is he or his great committee to meet this deficit? Not by giving 
away $4,600,000 of the people’s money without demanding, with 
interest, of the people absolute and undoubted security. The peo- 
ple can not afford to lose this money, and we should take no risk 
for them or on their behalf. 

Where is the money tocome from? Mr. President, it is to come 
from reducing other appropriations to run the Government, and 
in no other way. 


| we are to have a deficit of $48,000,000, for we proba] 
| no deficit at all. : 


|are now making appropriations, and the Senator n 
: 0 | me, I think. 
do not think she should want, I, with other citizens of West Vir- | 


| from. 
the money of the Mississippi Valley, where the Senator from Wis- | 
| then you will have to cut down the appropriations {.; 
| the Government the next fiscal year. 
| other directions appropriations which are necessary to carry 
greatest, perhaps, ever held in the wide world, simply because we | ’ 
want certain security for the people’s money, which we are asked | 


| the future and the years we shall not see. 


| out of the Treasury for the St. Louis Exposition. 
i | to our great leader-—-the distinguished Senator from lowa—to 
Government and end in a mere gift, a bonus, a generous donation | 





Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from We 
Virginia yield to the Senator from Iowa? = 

Mr. ELKINS. Certainly. 
Mr. ALLISON. I do not think it ought to go out ju 


now that 
y will have 


Mr. ELKINS. I mean for the next fiscal year for w) 


vhich we 
Already the Treasury and the banks are - oon 
over the immediate payment of $50,000,000 for the canal, | can 
name the other items—they are very familiar to the Senatoy. 
I mean those which will exhaust the two hundred mj) 
in the Treasury. And now you put on $4,600,000 mor 
ple’s money, depleting the Treasury this much more. 

Now, what I am concerned about is where the money is to ¢ me 
You can not increase the taxes. It must come ont of +h, 
Treasury, and if it is taken out of the Treasury, as it wil] be yoy 


1OnS now 
Ol the peo- 


OW, 
running 
You will have to reduce iy 
the Government. Money will be needed if we want to incr a 
the Navy, if we want to pay the army in the Philippines, which the 
Senator defends so eloquently and as to which he is always on 
the skirmish line here to do battle with the other side when they 
oppose our Philippine policy, which is wise and just. We are 
glad we have the Philippines and glad to hold them, and we will 
hold them. We are not here to say what we are going to do fifty 
years hence or a hundred years hence about the Philippines. | 
can not make the confident predictions that my distinguished 


| friend makes, that the American people will do so and so, The 
enough aid for the Government to render even so great and so | 


American people perhaps will soon forget what we say here and 
what we do here and will be governed by the situation and the 
conditions and the environment when these questions come up in 
I am willing to deal 
with the present and leave to the wisdom of future Congresses to 
deal with the future. We have enough difficulties now before us, 

But thisisadigression. It has nothing todo with taking money 
We must look 


stand by the Government in the present perils that threaten us. 
If you are going to part with this money, get undoubted security 
for the Government. The first condition which I think should 
have been insisted on by the committee was security, and said: 
‘**Gentlemen, you believe in this enterprise.’”’ Governor Francis 
is at the head of the exposition; he is a great financier; he is at 
the head of great banks and great moneyed institutions. Let him, 
together with a dozen other bankers in St. Louis, write their 
names across an obligation to pay this money back to the Govern- 
ment. With this I would not want gate receipts or any other se- 
curity. Gate receiptsare uncertain; I do not know what calamity 
may overtake the country and impair the gate receipts. Why do 
you notgivethemallf Why 40percent? Can you not raise enough 
money in St. Louis to run the fair after it is started? What do 
you want with the other 60 per cent? 2 

The showing of the Senator from Missouri about the Clicago 
Exposition would encourage one to believe that there is a great 
profit in exposition gate receipts. This Government has ‘ost 
money in connection with every exposition with which it has had 
anything to do. The Senator from South Carolina | Mr. 11! 
MAN], whom I do not see in his seat, got $250,000 for South Caro- 
lina, and we could not help giving it to her. We thought we 
were clean and clear of that. It wasa small affair, but the United 
States lost a quarter of a million. 7 ‘ 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from West Virginia allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ELKINS. Certainly. , ; 

Mr. MITCHELL. Suppose the Senator from West Virginia 
were convinced that the failure to make this loan in aid of th 
exposition at St. Louis would result in a dismal failure there, 
would he be willing that the nation—because it would be the ue 
tion then—should submit to the humiliation rather than to exten. 
this loan? : 

Mr. ELKINS. That is avery proper question. It is! = 
to be a failure if it has the merits Senators say it has. 1 /ie peor 
of St. Louis, before allowing it to become a failure, W ll put up 
this money, as they ought to do, and will not ask the Governmer 
for it. I know the people of St. Louis and the State of Missour', 
they never fail in any undertaking. - a itt 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from West Virginia eid 
me to add to the question of the Senator from Oregon, if he wou" 
also fear that it would interfere with the Clark and Lewis Ex? 
sition in Oregon? ee 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Lewis and Clark Exposition ' 7 
to do with the matter. We are discussing the St. Lou's Pp" Ton 
tion. I want to say to the Senator from West Virginia that 


it going 


is nothing 
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ivised that foreign governments have spent between seven and 
advi sillion dollars on the ground at St. Louis. Would it not be 
cig t humiliation if the exposition were not a success, and would 
sot be one that the United States Government ought not to 
sabasit to or countenance for a moment? : 

Mr. ELKINS. Of course it would be a great disaster, but that 
not going to happen. I will tell the Senator that Governor 
2s sc and his colleagues and the great Mississippi Valley are not 
ae te all ,w it to fail. If the Government should not give nor 
oe ‘nce a cent beyond the five millions already given, they would 
; t allow this exposition to fail. Of course, if they can get the 
ee from the Government they will do so, but these people will 
carry this exposition to a successful conclusion. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then we will get our money back. 

Mr. ELKINS. Will you guarantee that it will be paid back? 
You talked to me about my guaranty. _ 

Mr, SPOONER. I am not in the business. 

Mr. ELKINS. 


money tt 
never fail to 


Mr. SPOONER. I do not think the Senator from West Vir- 
inia is in the business, either. — 
Mr. ELKINS. Not a bit of it. 

$5,000,000, I will agree that there will be no more sums asked, and 


if we are going on with these expositions, I suppose West Virginia | 
will have one in Wheeling within the next five or ten years, and | 


I will look to my friend the Senator from Missouri to stand up 
and vote to hand us $5,000,000. 


States. 

The only point of difference here is that, being the immediate 
guardians of the people’s money, the Committee on Appropriations 
should, when they let go 4,600,000 gold dollars as an advance, 
which we have in the Treasury in spite of the Democratic party, 
instead of silver dollars, they should see to it that the United 
States has something to hold in the way of security. 

Bankers do not loan money without security, and the gate re- 
ceipts may not be sufficient security. 
Senator from Missouri does not challenge it, that if the great 


banks and trust companies of St. Louis will come forward and | 


guarantee the repayment of this loan of $4,600,000 it will be am- 


ple security to the United States, and they can take the gate re- | 


ceipts for their security. 

lam not opposed to the exposition. I am proud of St. Louis 
and of the people of the State of Missouri. I lived there the 
largest part of my early life, 


United States. 


money asked for and take the gate receiptsas security. They be- 


lieve they are good security, and time money is now only 4 per | 


cent. 

But my personal wishes differ from my duties as a Senator of 
the United States, charged with looking after the interests of the 
Government. I am astonished to find the ease with which the 
great Committee on Appropriations give away $4,600,000, when 
as watchdogs of the Treasury and economists they will refuse a 
Senator $50,000 for some needed public purpose. And I am aston- 
ished at the unanimity that always characterizes the committee 
When it wants to do something on a large scale of this kind. I 
donot say something of a doubtful character at all. 


mittee. This makes their decision inevitable. 

Mr. BAILEY. Reciprocity, 

Mr. ELKINS. But it puts the other Senators on notice, on 
guard, even when four or five of them, not believing in it at all. 
are going to vote this money out of the Treasury. I see how the 
distinguished Senator from Maine is trying to hedge this in with 


some kind of a provision as to security by putting Treasury agents | 
on guard to watch the gate receipts, but whenever the Secretary 
of the Treasury wants to put some officer to watch the gate re- | 

managers of the exposition will say, ‘‘ Get out of here; | 


ceipts, the 


this is a corporation created under the laws of our State; you 


have no business he 3 af 

Mr. PERRING. re, and away with you. 

2 oa INS. You have not executed it. 

Mr. orn INS. We will as soon as you vote for this measure. 
itis, and I INS. No, you will not. You will let it stand just as 
to the $4.6 am afraid we will all shake hands and say, ‘‘ Good-bye 

'€ 51,600,000,” as we have to the five millions already gone. 


a FAIRBANKS, May I interrupt the Senator from West | 


Irginia? 
Mr. ELKINS. Yes, sir 


M 2ANIZFa : ’ 
of the MeeAs KS. I should like to ask the Senator in charge 


48 to the prob; ther anestimate has been furnished the committee 
given Ponae le receipts, and whether that information has been 
* +understand that under the amendment the Government 
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No, not at all; and you need not be in the busi- | 


If you ever give my State | 


But I will guarantee him we will | 
not ask for any more, and if we do we will underwrite it by good 
and suficient names to indemnify and pay it back to the United 


Lhave pointed out, and the | 


I want this exposition to be a great | 
success, and it can and will be without any further aid from the | 
In the end, the bankers of St. Louis will loan the | 


How quickly | 
each member of the committee comes to the aid of the whole com- | 


The Government has a mortgage or lien on it. | 
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is to receive in repayment of the loan 40 per cent of the gross re- 
ceipts. What I should like to know is whether an estimate was 
made for the committee of the probable gross receipts from which 
the Government will be reimbursed? 

Mr. HALE rose. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, this is out of my time. 
Senator from Indiana did not ask me that question. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will give me two or three minutes, 
I will answer it. 

Mr. ELKINS. Well, I will have to yield, I take it, becanse I 
myself should like to hear what the Senator from Maine has to 
say. 

Mr. HALE. I will not say that the Senator from Indiana was 
| unfortunate, but the rest of us were unfortunate in the fact that 
he was absent. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Iwas until a few moments ago detained 
from the Senate, and came in while the debate was in progress. 

Mr. HALE, I have no doubt the Senator was well engaged, as 
| he always is. 

All of that matter has been gone over. Of course anything 
that is stated about future receipts must be to a degree conjec- 
tural. No one can promise or guarantee what the receipts of the 
exposition will be. But taking into account what the receipts of 
others have been, and the magnitude of this great exposition, it is 
believed that the receipts from gate moneys and concessions, from 
the ist of May to the ist of December, will be considerably more 
than $20.000.000. It is believed by the committee that the opera- 
tion of the amendment which is submitted in the bill, the taking 
of 40 per cent of the receipts, beginning on the 15th of June, will 
| long before the 1st day of December repay this loan to the Gov- 

ernment, and that the exposition company will have the balance 

with which to pay their running expenses after they open, to pay 

the awards, and the necessary current liabilities that they will 

be subjected to. The committee has done all that it could do to 

secure the Government. 
| Now, I can not predictn or promise the early or the latter rain. 
| I can not guarantee good health in St. Louis. I can not in an af- 
firmative way declare that it will not be found, when the appeal 
| is made to the public, that it is tired of expositions and will not 
go into the visitation as the public has gone heretofore. But I 
believe, and the committee believes, that the loan will be repaid, 
reckoning all these things, taking the chances which all business 
| affairs, all banks, and all trust companies do. Nothing in this 
mutable world of ours in the domain of human life is absolutely 
certain. You can not demonstrate in advance. The Senator 
from Texas is a thoughtful man, and he knows that we can not. 
But we believe in the light we have had from other expositions 
that the security is ample. We know that it was the best we 
could get. It is all we can get. I donot think the Senator or I 
will be troubled when we come together here next December by 
| finding that any amount of the $4,600,000 has not been paid into 
| the Treasury. 

We find fault with these expositions. We do not stick to our 

| text. I recall, as perhaps the Senator from Texas will recall, a 
| debate which took place here at the time when we came to the 
| rescue of the exposition at Buffalo. He and I said then, and other 
| Senators said, and it went nem. con., that after we had got through 
| with that exposition. which was then on foot, never again should 
| there be another exposition. Does the Senator remember that? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do. 

Mr. HALE. Yet we will find that this does not end it. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator will permit me, here is a bill in- 
troduced by the Senator from Oregon | Mr. MircHELL] and already 
reported, to hold an exposition at Portland, celebrating the Lewis 
and Clark expedition, and appropriating, I think, about $2,000,000. 

Mr. HALE. That is $2,000,000 to start with. That is only the 
beginning, and the Senator and I 

MreBAILEY. The Senator from West Virginia promises one 
at Wheeling within the next three or four years. 

Mr. HALE. We shall find the Senator from West Virginia, 
when that comes up, voting for the proposition of my friend from 
| Oregon, and afterwards he will find fault with the Committee on 
Appropriations because it has not done the proper thing in dili- 
gently guarding the public interest. 

The Committee on Appropriations is a committee more respon- 
sive to the wishes and desires and beliefs and principles of the 
Senate than any other committee in this body. That is its busi- 
ness. It deals with immense sumsof money. It would not have 
a shred to stand on in its influence and reputation in this House 
if it had not always been conservative in its action. The fault is 
not with that committee. If there is any fault it is in the Senate. 
The Senate is determined to carry this thing through. It was so 
determined from the beginning. It was determined on the appro- 





The 








| priation of the $5,000,000; and now, when perhaps bankruptcy 


would stare this great enterprise in the face, if we did not coms 
to the rescue, the Senator from West Virginia can not get the 
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Senate of the United States to commit itself to his policy. He 
need not spend his time in hammering the Committee on Appro- 
priations. If he had been a member of the Committee on Appro- 
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priations he would have been foremost in this matter, because he | 


would have seen it as we do, after full testimony had been taken, 
and after we gave a patient hearing to everybody who would 
come, and considered both sides. 

The Committee on Appropriations is not to be held by him, by 
my consent, as responsible for this appropriation, or as taking the 
people’s money. The Senate backs up the committee, and the 
vote will show that it does; and more, when these other things 


| States, why is it not good security to the people in St. 


| 


come about—when the Senator from Oregon organizes his raid on | 


the Senate in favor of an exposition at Portland, which is limited | 
in the range of its constituency, the Senate will be behind that | 
Senator, and if the committee 

Mr. MITCHELL. I hope so. 

Mr. HALE. If the Committee on Appropriations undertakes 
to hold it and restrain it and limit him it will not be able to do 
it. The Senator knows what he is about. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I hope the Senator from Maine will consent 
by the time that bill comes up to stand in with the majority of 
the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know but that I will. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I hope so. 

Mr. HALE. 
sion alone—I claim no superior virtue to any Senator. But I do 
claim in this regard the Committee on Appropriations has been 
duly careful, that it has been conservative, that it is proposing a 
measure here that is for the good not only of this exposition, but 
of the entire country, and that it can not afford to see this great 
enterprise run awry in its current and become a bankrupt concern. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. ELKINS. I yielded tothe Senator from Maine. He made 
a speech out of my time, and so did the Senator from Indiana, I 
beg to call the Chair’s attention to that fact. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ginia is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HALE. 
from West Virginia. He yielded to the Senator from Indiana, 
who asked me a question, which I tried in a feeble way to answer. 

Mr. ELKINS. And the Senator from Maine defended the Com- | 


| believes, and as the Senator from Maine believes. why d 


FEBRUary 3 
Mr. President, I think the Senator believes confidently ; nn 
is good security. He so stated, did he not? 
Mr. HALE. Yes. 


Mr. ELKINS. Very well. 


hat this 


Tf it is good sec urity to the United 


Louis, wh 
are the direct beneficiaries of this great undertaking Cae 


Mr. HALE. They have put in $10,000,000 alread, 

Mr. ELKINS. This is not putting it in. The ban) 
give it on the gate receipts—as they say, good security. If tha 
managers of the exposition should say, * We will give you Area 
gate receipts as security,’’ having $4,600,000 in hand. as they eee 
they would loan the money at 4 per cent. a 

If this security is good, as the distinguished chairman 0: the 
| committee believes, as the distinguished Senator from Mice» 


S$ would 


» they 


| not simply go to the banks and say, *‘ This is good enough for tho 


I am not by any means fond of leading a proces- | 


Government; it is good enough for you.” The Gove ‘mmment ma 
nothing by loaning money. The United States is not in th i. 
ness of loaning money. We are charged with raising funds: 
appropriating them to pay the current expenses of the | 
ment. That is the scope of our business. 

The Senator from Missouri believes and the chairn 
committee believes that the gate receipts are good security 
| Government. The banks and trust companies of St. Loui 
$50,000,000 in their vaults and are willing to loan it to-da 
per cent on good security. Governor Francis is the presid 
the largest trust company in the West. That trust « 
able to take these gate receipts and advance this money: | 
not suggest that. I suggest a combination of trnst « 
These great trust companies and bankers are in the 
loaning money. 

Here is a good opportunity with good security, ac 


lan of 


| Governor Francis. 


The Senator from West Vir- 
| and let it go for ever 
I said I was speaking by the leave of the Senator 
| the Government to loan its money. 


mittee on Appropriations, which, feeling as he does about this | 


matter, was a difficult undertaking for him, I know. 
Mr. BAILEY. Now that itise vident this matter can not be 


disposed of this afternoon, would it suit the Senator from West | 


Virginia better to go on in the morning? 
Mr. ELKINS. 


clude. Ido not want to be putin the attitude of even embar- 


rassing this great exposition, much less causing it to become a Louis, feeling the gate receipts are good security, sh 


failure. I have no idea that if we were to refuse to pay this 
$4,600,000 it would be a failure. 
will be a splendid success. 


I want to add only afew words and then con- | 


| 
} 
} 


| 


Why does not the Appropriations Committee say, “ 
yes, that is an admirable security; we believe in it; now | 
banks make the loan.” We have given $5,000,000 of the p 
money to have this exposition go on. We are willing to 
and ever. Now, let the trust compar 
and banks of St. Louis take this loan at 4 per cent. Don't 
They can afford to tak 
2 or 3 per cent, as the Senator from Maine says, and let me para 
| phrase his language, which is always—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Classic. 

Mr. ELKINS. Classic, precise, euphonious, 
uttered with ponderous deliberation. 

Mr. HALE. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. ELKINS. Now, Mr. President, the Senator is a good 
ness man. I am willing to say this after a long and che 


(+e! 


and accurate 


| acquaintance with him, and I am sure he thinks the bar 


This exposition is going on and 
If I were a St. Louisian, if I were at | 


the head of this great exposition, if I were a citizen of Missouri, I | 


fear I would try to get all the money that a generous and kindly 


Government would give, and in this way save the citizens from | ness itis to loan money. 


carrying their share and burden of this great work. 
Now, the Senator from Maine, who has an antagonism toexpo- 
sitions—I will not say that is vicious, but an antagonism that is 


If it is good security to the United States. I ask him to tell me 


why it is not good security to the banks of St. Louis for a loan of | 


six months? Why should not the banks take the same security 
that the managers of the exposition say is good and want the 
United States to take? , 

Mr. HALE. Now, the Senatorisa good businessman. To be- 
gin with, the banks of St. Louis, the trust companies of St. Louis, 
the banks of New York, and all the other great mercantile and 
financial emporiums of the country are not in this enterprise. 
They are not already embarked in it. They know nothing about 
it. It is not in their way. I can understand how the banks, if 
they would lend $5,000,000 to this concern, as they do sometimes to 
private concerns, would lend them $4,000,000 more to save their 
$5,000,000. The banks would do then just what the Government 
is dging now. That is the history of banks; I venture to say it is 
tho bistury of banks the Senator is connected with, that if they 
get into a concern and loan to a certain extent they afterwards 
continue to loan in order not to lose their first loan and in order 
that their customers shall not fall into bankruptcy. That is the 
reason why this concern can not go to the banks. 

Mr. ELKINS. No, Mr. President, it is conceded that we will 
never see or get anything of the $5,000,000. I donot want to save 
that $5,000,000. That is gone glimmering. We will never hear 
of itany more. What I want is to save this $4,600,000, and we 
must save it; it is the people’s money. 


this loan. 

There is no getting away from this proposition uni 
simply want to take the risk. I am glad, if we are goi 
this $4,600,000, as it appears we are, that we have g 


| receipts, but I would rather let that go to the banks w' 


I know something of the St. Loui 


| There are upward of $50,000,000 there on deposit to | 





| be to say: “* Here, we want $9,600,000 out of the Gove: 
genuine and emphatic—says he is satisfied this is good security. | 


Now, why come tous for an advance? The manly thing 


have got $5,000,000; now give us $4,600,000 more.”’ That is' 
way to state this proposition. It is too much to ask 


We never got a cent back from the Chicago fair, 


| one cent—and how eloquent was the Senator fron ; [i lis 
| CULLOM] on that proposition; just like the Senator ! 
| just as earnest about all this matter of protecting ' 


ment and paying hack the advance. 
Mr. GALLINGER. What are the Chicago figures 

Mr. ELKINS. About $5,400,000 was advanced. [ha 

ures here before me. Not any of the money that we 
$5,384,000—ever found its way back to the Treasury 


f ting 


States, and I believe they had the gate receipts. 


Mr. CULLOM. No, they did not, 

Mr. ELKINS. Very well. 

Mr. HALE. ‘There was no security given. 

Mr. ALLISON, There was no understanding a 
ceipts. 

Mr. ELKINS. Was there not as to the $ 

Mr. ALLISON. Nota dollar. : 

Mr. ELKINS. I thought you had a promise that 
paid back. 

Mr. HALE. 

Mr. ELKINS. 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. CULLOM. 


S? BS4, OD 


We hoped so, but had no security. 
I thought you had a promise. 

It was not a loan. 

Ihave said nothing about it bec® 
remember definitely as to each proposition, but if th: 
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een EE CLL EL LID 


along a little further I shall have time to look it up and give the 
exact facts. 
Mr. ELKI 


NS. The Senator will allow me to suggest that I do 
not think if 


he should look up the facts he would be able to find | 
.. Government ever got back one dollar. 

ve CULLOM. Ido not quite understand the Senator’s sug- 
sation about the mention of private affairs in connection with 
‘ of Illinois. 

Mr. ELKINS. Will you let me explain? — 

Mr. CULLOM. There is nothing pertaining to the State of 
‘aig or to Chicago in the transaction that is not in every way 
itable to Chicago and the State of Illinois. After the aid 
ven by the Government the banks, under the leadership of 
i vman J. Gage, came to the rescue, took up the burden, and pro- 
“ied the money. They did not ask for an additional advance. 
‘Mr. ELKINS. I do not think the Senator can make the trans- 
4 tion any clearer. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think I can. 

Mr. ELKINS. Then I will give the Senator an opportunity to- 
morrow. 1 donot want to reflect on the State of Illinois or the 
sity of Chicago, but this is the experience of these expositions, 
and that is what I am referring to. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator should be a little careful in re- 
to a State in that way. 

I do not say that the State of Illinois had any- 
I meant nothing in referring to the State of | 
After | 


the State 
tl 


] 


hills 


r 
cre 


1 


( 


Mr. ELKINS. 
thing to do with it. 
Illinois and the city of Chicago, except as I have stated. 
getting $5,000,000, they helped themselves. 
~ Mr, CULLOM, Nobody disputes that. 

Mr. ELKINS. The Senator himself does not dispute that. 

Now, Mr. President, [adhere to this proposition. I do not sup- 
pose it is going to find favor, but I say that the banks of St. Louis 
ought to guarantee this loan and take the gate receipts as their 
security, and let the United States, if it loses its $5,000,000 which | 


has already gone, not put $4,600,000 in jeopardy, because there | 
must be doubt about the security if the banks of St. Louis will | 
not advance the money on it. 


| in 
pletion of three years’ service in their present grade, viz: 





EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
8 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, February 4, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 3, 1904. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Frederick A. Kuntasch, of New York, to be surveyor of customs 
for the port of Syracuse, in the State of New York. (Reappoint- 
ment. ) 

PROMOTION IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE, 

Passed Asst. Surg. Henry D. Geddings, of Alabama, to be a 
surgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the 
United States, to rank as such from November 23, 1908, in place of 
Robert D, Murray, deceased. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 

QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 
To be quartermasters with the rank of major. 
Capt. Winthrop 8. Wood, quartermaster, January 20, 1904, vice 
obinson, promoted. 
Capt. Chauncey B. Baker, quartermaster, January 22, 1904, vice 
Martin, promoted, 
PAY DEPARTMENT. 
To be paymaster with the rank of major. 
al apt. Timothy D, Keleher, paymaster, January 25, 1904, vice 
smith, promoted. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

A 
on _ the Navy from the 17th day of November, 1903, upon the 
“— etion of three years’ service in his present grade. 

é ‘ut. Commander Isaac S. K. Reeves to be a commander in 
le Navy from the 

- A. Rodgers, promoted. 

Navy fe aner Albon C. Hodgson to be a commander in the 

“VY trom the 27th day of December, 1903, vice Commander 


Charles A, Adams, retired. 


© > 2 + 
commander James D. Adams to be a captain in the Navy from 


mend day of December, 1908, vice Captain Charles O'Neil, pro- 
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| Patterson. 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles T. Owens to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 1st day of January, 1904, vice Lieut. Harry.A. 
Field, promoted. 

The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
the Navy from the 28th day of January, 1904, upon the com- 


Edward B. Fenner, 
Richard D. White. 
Paul B. Dungan. 
Edward C, Kalbfus, 
James W. L. Clement, jr., 
Clark H. Woodward, 
Cyrus W. Cole, 
William R. Sayles, jr., 
Farmer Morrison, 
Samuel B. Thomas, 
Alfred W. Johnson. 


APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 
Fred W. Edwards, of Pennsylvania, to be appraiser of merchan- 


| dise in the district of Pittsburg, in the State of Pennsylvania. 
(New office. ) 


POSTMASTERS. 
COLORADO. 

Michael J. Guerin to be postmaster at Salida, in the county of 
Chaffee and State of Colorado, in place of Frank O. Stead, de- 
ceased. 

CONNECTICUT. 
R. Clifford Tyler to be postmaster at Chester. in the county of 


| Middlesex and State of Connecticut, in place of R. Clifford Tyler. 
T 


Incumbent’s commission expired February 2, 1904. 
DELAWARE, 


John K. Chambers to be postmaster at Newark, in the county 


| of Newcastle and State of Delaware, in place of Robert J. Morri- 


son. Incumbent’s commission expired January 25, 1904. 


FLORIDA. 

George Glass to be postmaster at High Springs, in the county 
of Alachua and State of Florida, in place of George Glass. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 17, 1904. 

William A. Murat to be postmaster at Apalachicola, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Florida, in place of William A. 
Murat. Incumbent’s commission expired January 17, 1904. 

George B. Patterson to be postmaster at Key West, in the 
county of Monroe and State of Florida, in place of George B. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 17, 1904. 

Louis Wiselogel to be postmaster at Marianna, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Florida, in place of William J. Watson. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 3, 1904, 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Abbie H. Souther to be postmaster at Cohasset, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in place of Abbie H. 
Souther. Incumbent’s commission expired January 18, 1904. 

MICHIGAN. 

Volney W. Olds to be postmaster at Hartford, in the county of 

Van Buren and State of Michigan, in place of William Bennett, 


| Incumbent’s commission expired February 9, 1903, 


‘st. Surg. Richard B. Williams to be a passed assistant sur- 


| Quinn. 


27th day of December, 1903, vice Commander | 


MISSOURI. 

George B. Wade to be postmaster at Jasper, in the county of 
Jasper and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1904. 

MINNESOTA, 

Simon J. McKenzie to be postmaster at Adrian, in the county 
of Nobles and State of Minnesota, in place of Simon J. McKenzie. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 1903, 

NEW JERSEY. 
JamesAV. Danser to be postmaster at Freehold, in the county 


of Moffmouth and State of New Jersey, in place of James W, 
Danser. Incumbent’s commission expires February 24, 1904, 


NEW MEXICO. 
Edward Quinn to be postmaster at Gallup, in the county of 
McKinley and Territory of New Mexico, in place of Edward 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 19, 1904, 
NEW YORK. 

Eugene P. Strong to be postmaster at Bay Shore, in the county 
of Suffolk and State of New York, in place of Eugene P. Strong. 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 19, 1904. 

NORTH DAKOTA, 

Albert Albrecht to be postmaster at Anamoose, in the county 

of McHenry and State of North Dakota. Office became Presi- 


‘ dential January 1, 1904. 
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TEXAS. 
Clinton J. Farrell to be postmaster at Vernon, in the county of 
Wilbarger and State of Texas,in place of Clinton J. Farrell. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 23, 1904. 
VERMONT. 


John Metcalf to be postmaster at Fair Haven, in the county of | 
Rutland and State of Vermont, in place of Ira R. Allen, deceased. | 


WASHINGTON, 

William R. Baker to be postmaster at Colville, in the county 
of Stevens and State of Washington, in place of William R. 
Baker. Incumbent’s commission expired January 3, 1904. 

Judson J. Merriman to be postmaster at Lind, in the county of 
Adams and State of Washington. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904, 


James W. O’Connell to be postmaster at Republic, in the | 


county of Ferry and State of Washington. in place of John Stack. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 14, 1903. 

John F. Spangle to be postmaster at Cheney, in the county of 
Spokane and State of Washington, in place of Alexander Watt, 
resigned. 


George Vetter to be postmaster at Sunnyside, in the county of | 


Yakima and State of Washington. Office became Presidential 


January 1, 1904, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 3, 1904. 
CONSUL. 
John Todd Hill, of Connecticut, to be consul of the United 
States at San Juan del Norte, Nicaragua. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
A. J. Gillis, of Walla Walla, Wash., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Walla Walla, Wash. 
MARSHAL. 
Charles Lewiston, of Wisconsin, to be United States marshal 
for the western district of Wisconsin. 
POSTMASTERS, 
COLORADO. 
Paul J. Sours to be postmaster at Denver,in the county of Den- 
ver and State of Colorado. 
GEORGIA. 
Mattie H. Hanson to be postmaster at Forsyth, in the county of 
Monroe and State of Georgia. 
Hugh M. Pierce to be postmaster at Moultrie, in the county of 
Colquitt and State of Georgia. 
MISSOURI. 
Henry J. Crider to be postmaster at Maitland, in the county of 
Holt and State of Missouri. 
Edward Myers to be postmaster at Appleton City, in the county 
of St. Clair and State of Missouri. 
John P. Rankin to be postmaster at Higbee, in the county of 
Randolph and State of Missouri. 
NEW YORK. 


John M. Brown to be postmaster at Port Jefferson, in the county | 


of Suffolk and State of New York. 

William 8. McLaughlin to be postmaster at Avon, in the county 
of Livingston and State of New York. 

Owel H. Willard to be postmaster at Randolph, in the county 
of Cattaraugus and State of New York. 

WISCONSIN. 

Walter C. Crocker to be postmaster at Spooner, in the county 

of Washburn and State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 3, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Covpen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

CHRIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH, HOLLY SPRINGS, MISS. 

Mr. SPIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Private Calendar House resolution No. 181 and recom- 
mit it to the Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unan- 
imous consent that House resolution No. 181, on the Private Cal- 
endar. be taken from the Calendar and recommitted.to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered, 

BRIDGE ACROSS MONONGAHELA RIVER. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the following bill; and, Mr. Speaker, 
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| if consent be given, then I ask unanimous consent 

| stitute be read instead of the bill. 

| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsy)yay; 

| unanimous consent to consider a bill, the title of w), 
will report. 

| The Clerk read as follows: 

The bill (H. R. 8889) to authorize the construction of a 1) 
Monongahela River in the State of Pennsylvania by th i 
Company. — 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pango) 7 
Chair hears none. What is the gentleman’s requ 

Mr. DALZELL. Iask that the reading of the bil] jy. 
and that the amendment in the nature of a substitute he », 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the substitu, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That section 4 of an act approved February 18, 1903. enti: 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Monon; 

State of Pennsylvania by the Eastern Railroad Compan 
same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Szc. 4. That this act shall be null and void if actual « 
bridge herein authorized be not commenced within one y: 
within two years from February 18, 1904.” : 

The amendment was considered, and agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a thi 
| read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the title wil] 

There was no objection. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION | 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House; 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on thie stat 
Union for the further consideration of the b.:) H. R. 
consular and diplomatic appropriation bill; and, pending tha: 
ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from Arkansas 
DinsMORE] and I be allowed to control the time in general di 

The SPEAKER. 


es 


that the sub. 


’ 4 Aske 
i the Clerk 


11287, 


The gentleman from Illinois moves that 1 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on tly 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the diplomat 

_and consular appropriation bill, and, pending that, he asks un 

| mous consent that the time for general debate be under « 
of himself and the gentleman from Arkansas | Mr. Dixs\or 

| Is there objection? [After apause.] The Chair hears nom 
The motion was agreed to. 

| Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committ 

| Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Lacey int 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Com 
Whole House on the state of Union for the further c 
of House bill 11287, the consular and diplomatic app 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gent! 
kansas about how much time his side will requi: 
debate? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Since I last conferred with 
several gentlemen have spoken to me asking fo1 
probable that there will be considerable time desi 
side of the House. 

Mr. HITT. One hour or two hours? 

Mr. DINSMORE. I think even more than that: | 
three hours. I suggest that we can probably reach an a 
about the time later in the day. 

Mr. HITT. Very well, we will go on, and agre: 

I now yield to the gentleman from Connecticut | ! 
teen minutes. 

Mr. SPERRY. Mr. Chairman, on Monday last our! 
Massachusetts [Mr. THayer], in his speech up 
matter, referred to a petition from New Haven, \ 
sent to the Senate as a petition from the repre: 
Yale. The petition which he spoke of was sen! 
from Massachusetts, Mr. Hoar, and contained 
names in all. There were among those names + 
fessors of Yale, but a very few in number. |! 
that my friend from Massachusetts does not w 
wrong upon any members of Yale, that being t! 

| which he graduated, and therefore he must tak 
that institution. 

As I have already said, that petition, containing | 
more or less, was sent to the Senate and presen 
by the distinguished Senator from Massachuset' 

| But there was another petition, also from citizens | 
sent to the Senator from Connecticut, Mr. PL 
nearly 100 men, many of them connected with th: 
which the gentleman from Massachusetts refers. 
to see an injustice done to any person, especially 1! 

| trict, or to have them misrepresented. I do not 

| friend from Massachusetts intended to misrepres' 

| a false impression upon the Members of the Hous 

I wish at this time to send to the Clerk's 

' which I have just referred to as the one sent to the 
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hat the same may be read. I want the names read, 
‘ession or business, and when read I wish to make 
my remarks, that these names may be published in 


Connecticut, t 
also their pro? 


ita part of 
e RECORD. 
ye Clerk read as follows: 


choreas we, the undersigned citizens of New Haven, Conn., without dis- 
Wheres arty, believe that the President of the United States was fully 
lit oo sonizing the independence of Panama; and 
* that recognition has been followed by that of most all the great 
h; and 7 ; 
ieve that the proposed Panama Canal will be of inestimable 
antry and to the world: ; : 
* cpactfully petition your honorable body for the ratification of the 
e respect 

ay-Varilla tre aty 
Bay Cast s 





S. Mellen, president New York, New Haven and Hartford 
railroad; Percy N. Todd, vice-president New York, New 
Haven and Hartford Railroad; H. M. Kochersperger, third 
vice-president New York, New Haven and Harttord Railroad; 
James A. Hemingway, president Fair Haven and Westville 
Railroad; Arthur D. Osborne, vice-president Second National 
Bank; Samuel Hemingway, president Second National Bank; 
Charles 8. Mersick, president Merchants’ National Bank; 
George W. Curtis, president City Bank; Edwin 8. Greeley, 
resident Yale National Bank; William T. Fields, president 
Kati nal Tradesman's Bank; Julius Twiss, treasurer National 
Savings Bank; Charles H. Nettleton, president New Haven 
Gaslight Company; Robert A. Browne, treasurer New Haven 
Savings Bank; E. G. Stoddard, president New Haven County 
National Bank; George B. Martin, president Union League; 
‘A. Heaton Robertson, Lynde Harrison, Charles K. Bush, Henry 
Stoddard, John K. Beach, Jacob B. Ullman, Henry G. Newton, 
P. W. Chase, Edmund Zacher, Richard H. Tyner, John W. 
Bristol, Henry H. Townsend, Edwin C. Dow, attorneys at law; 
Newton Dexter, editor Gold and Silver Smith; Frank C. Bush- 
nell; Joseph E. Hubinger; William E. Chandler; William J. 
Atwater; Sherman 8. fy Geo. A. Alling; Chas. E. 
Burton; J. W. Howe; F. B. Walker; Wm. T. Applegard; F. B. 
Smith; Chas. 8. Leete; James D. Dewell, of J. D. Dewell & Co., 
wholesale grocers; Rollin 8. Woodruff. of C. 8S. Mersick & Co.; 
John T. Manson, of Benedict, Downs & Co.; William H. Doug- 
lass, of Dillon & Douglass; George Hare Ford, of The Geo. H. 
Ford Company and the Grilley Company; 8S. 8. Adams; Fred 
T. Bradley, treasurer The English & Mersick Company; Wil- 
son H. Lee, president Chamber of Commerce; Geo. T. Bradley 
of Benedict & Co.; John C. North; Wm. H. Brewer, professor 
of agriculture, Yale College: Thomas R. Lounsbury, professor 
of English, Yale College; John F. Weir, dean of the art school, 
Yale College; Fredk. Wells Williams, professor of oriental 
history, Yale College; Chas. H. Smith, professor of American 
history, Yale College: F. A. Gooch, professor of chemistry, Yale 
College; George M. Duncan, professor of philosophy, Yale Col- 
lege; Andrew W. ae dean of the graduate department, 
Yale College; Henry P. Wright, dean of the academic depart- 
ment, Yale College; H. L. Wells, professor of analytical chem- 
istry, Yale College; Frank C. Porter, professor of biblical the- 
ology, Yale College; Herbert E. Smith, dean of the medical 
school, Yale College; Charles E. Beecher, professor of historical 
geology, Yale College; Russell H. Chittenden, director of Shef- 
field scientific school, Yale College; L. V. Pirsson, professor of 
physical geology, Yale College; Oliver T. Osborne, professor of 
materia medica, Yale College; Henry L. Swain, professor of 
laryngology and otology, ale College; Edward L. Curtiss, 
professor of Hebrew, Yale College; A. J. Du Bois, professor of 
civil engineering, Yale College; 8. L. Penfield, professor of 
mineralogy, Yale College; C. B. Richards, professor of me- 
chanical engineering, Yale College; Williston Walker, pro- 
fessor of ecclesiastical theology, Yale College; George _B. 
Stevens, profesor of systematic theology, Yale College; La- 


fayette B. Mendel, professor of physiological chemistry, Yale 
College; Addison E. Verrill, professor of zoology, Yale College; 


Edward V. Reynolds, professor of corporation and contract 
law, Yale College; Morris F. Tyler, treasurer of Yale Univer- 
sity; Wilbur L. Cross, professor of English, Yale College; Rob- 


ert N. Corwin, professor of German, Yale ones: George B. | 
a 


Adams, professor of history, Yale College; Charles Foster 
Kent, professor of biblical literature, Yale College; Charles G. 
Torrey, professor of the Semetic languages, Yale College; 
George G. Bush, ex-director of the Sheffield scientific school, 
Yale Colleges Charles W. Johnson, professor of agricultural 
chemistry, Yale College; E. Hershey Sneath, professor of phi- 
los phy, Yale College; James M. Ho ppin, professor of the his. 
tory of art, Yale College; Rey. Dr. Charles Ray Palmer, of the 
Yale Corporation: Arthur W. Wright, professor of experi- 
mental physics, Yale College; Edward S. Dana, professor. of 
physics, Yale College: Horatio M. Reynolds, professor of 
Greek, ¥ ale College; John Day Jackson, proprietor of the New 
Haven Register; Charles Monson, of the Charles Monson Com- 
Pan, M. Sonneberg, of M. Sonneberg Piano Company; John 
“dward Heaton, assistant treasurer Society Colonial Wars. 


amie AYER. Mr, Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
é question, 
The CHAIRMAN, 


D an wie 
Mr. SPERRY. ‘oes the gentleman yield? 


epeiaaie 4 One moment, please, until I get through with 
ae My ts ‘Then I shall be glad to accommodate the gentle- 
taine oe airman, that petition is not a political one. It con- 
he Dem names of men of all parties, and at least a third of them 
Mr Sect My friend the gentleman from Massachusetts 
vored een oon day asked what Democratic papers fa- 
m na treaty. 
DOTA YER. Not “ Democratic ’—‘ influential.” I did not 
ee 
rt ae . Influential,” then. Very well. I want to say 
of the Now He signers of this petition is the owner and controller 
hame of } aven Register, a Democratic paper. I refer to the 
; Mr. John D. Jackson. 


lar ¢ vg . . : 
‘ar as I can observe, there is not a single national office- 
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holder upon the petition. I present this petition in justice to the 
people of my district, some of whom think that the speech of my 
distinguished friend from Massachusetts did not present the mat- 
ter in its true light and gave a false impression of the sentiments 
prevalent at Yale University upon this subject. I wish to add 
that in the columns of the New Haven Register only a day or two 
ago one of the signers expressed himself upon this subject. I will 
read an extract taken from that paper: 

Prof. Charles H. Smith, of Yale, head of the department of American his- 
tory, is a stanch supporter of the belief that the United States Senate should 
ratify the Panama treaty. He was one of the signers of the recent petition 
sent to the Senate for Senator PLATT to present, which forty Yale professors 
and fully as many other distinguished New Havenerssigned. At the request 
of a representative of the Register, Professor Smith consented yesterday to 
discuss the reasons why the treaty should be ratified. He believes that there 
is a strong moral reason why ratification should be recorded promptly. 

This is from one of the gentlemen whose names have just been 
read at the desk. I sincerely hope, Mr. Chairman, that this peti- 
tion will be treated as it ought to be treated, and treated as the 
real petition from Yale University. The one to which the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. THAYER] referred wasa petition 
simply of about twenty names, and there were only a few names 
of Yale professors on it. 

I will also read, before I close, an extract taken from the Hart- 
ford Daily Times, a Democratic paper, under the heading ‘** Stop 


‘this nonsense: ”’ 


If the Roosevelt Administration has erred in this business, is that any rea- 
son why the Democrats in Congress should commit equally grave or more 
serious blunders? The news from Washington indicates that instead of mak- 
ing the best use of their opportunity in the present situation the Democrats 
of the Senate are going to make the very worst possible use of it. 

{ Applause. ] 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to make 
a reply to what has been said by the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. Sperry]. I listened with attention and interest to 
what he read—the petition from his constituents and the excerpts 
from a newspaper—upon the subject of the ratification of the 
treaty with Panama. I merely want to call attention to the fact 
that it does not make any difference whether Republicans or Dem- 
ocrats join in such a request of Congress. Unfortunately there 
are some Democrats who are influenced by the same motives that 
influence all the Republican party—that of selfishness and greed 
and a desire to get something, no matter by what means it is ob- 
tained. I regret it very much myself, and other patriotic citizens 
regret it. The only thing in which I find great comfort is the 
fact that the Democratic party as a party does not do such things. 

I notice that the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Sperry}, in 
reading the extract from the paper, dwelt with peculiar emphasis 
upon one portion of it in which Prof. Charles H. Smith, of Yale, 
is credited with having said that there was a strong moral reason 
why the treaty with Panama should be ratified. Of course we 
have nothing to do here with the ratification of the treaty. 
Nevertheless, Members of this House have a right to their own 
opinions and to the expression of them upon questions of as great 
importance as is that. But, Mr. Chairman, instead of hearing 
statements read from newspapers, which, if the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] were upon this side of the 
House he would characterize as platitudes, it is unfortunate that 
we can not get the information and the reasons given which show 
that there is a moral obligation upon us to ratify that treaty. 

The distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR] has 
characterized what has been said upon this side of the House as 
platitudes. Of course there were no platitudes in his speech 
which he made on Saturday. It was no platitude for the gentle- 
man from Ohio to say that the most brilliant star in the diadem 
of the present President of the United States is his conduct in 





this Panama affair. Thatis not a platitude; that is merely an 
| inaccuracy, a mistake. [Laughter and applause on the Deimo- 
| cratic side.] That is all there is to that. When I rose, how- 
ever, Mr. Chairman, all I desired to say was that it was very 
much er to give a body like this—where men are assembled 
for the purpose of taking into their care and keeping the interests 
of a great government—instead of declarations of the kind which 
has just been read, reasons, something which appeals to the hu- 
man intelligence, something that may guide our conduct. Of 
course I know that the gentleman from Ohio has a peculiar aver- 
sion to platitudes, but I will say that we upon this side do not 
like platitudes either, especially when it comes to dealing with a 
question of as serious importance as is this. 

Names have been read by the gentleman from Connecticut of 
| people who think that this treaty ought to be ratified. Why. Mr. 
| Chairman, in my own part of the country there are people who 
| say that the treaty ought to be ratified because ‘‘ we ought to 
have the canal; we have got to have it.””, Why, Mr. Chairman, 

I have had a constituent of mine say to me—he is a director of a 
bank, and I observe that the greater part of these names upon 
| the list read this morning by the Clerk of the House, in the paper 
| sent up by the gentleman from Connecticut, are the names of 
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bankers—this gentleman, a director of a bank, said to me, “‘I am 
glad the President did it; it was a measly sort of a thing to do; 
but I am glad he did it, because we want the canal.’’ I said. 
‘Yes; I may need the money that you have in your vaults; 
you would hardly justify me in taking a jimmy and crowbar 
ind going and breaking open your safe and 
money.’ It looks to me asif the action of our Government in 
this matter, while not quite such as I have just described, was 
nevertheless reprehensible and not defensible. 

This is all I desire to say. 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. JAMEs]}. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, at the beginning of the Fifty- 
eighth Congress I introduced for the consideration of this body 
an amendment to the laws 
desire 
as seem to me necessary upon the subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


If the governor or executive authority of any State or Territory to which | 


such fugitive person has fled shall refuse the demand of the governor or ex- 
ecutive authority of the State from which said fugitive fled, asabove provided, 
then the governor or executive of the State from which said fugitive fled 
nay file before any circuit or district judge of the United States of America 
a certified copy of said indictment or affidavit and a copy of his requisition so 
made and refused in whose district said fugitive is found, whereupon said 


judge shall issue a writ commanding the marshal of said district to bring the | 


body of said fugitive before said court, and the only question subject to in- 
quiry of said circuit or district judge shall be as to the idenity of the person 
of said fugitive. If said judge ascertain that said fugitive is the same person 
that has fled from the State of the demanding executive for 
requisition was made and refused, he shall issue a commitment requiring 
said marshal to turn over to the executive of the demanding State, or his 
agent, the body of said fugitive. An appeal by either party shall lie in such 
as in all other felony cases, to the 
of America. 


Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, that there is a necessity for some 
law in aid of the States in matters of extradition of criminals 
from one State to another there will be no dispute. The existing 
conditions in two States, I may say, of this Union to-day make it 


case 


necessary that such legislation should be placed upon our statute | 


books. The Constitution of the United States, clause 3, 
2, of article 4, provides: 
A person charged in oy State with treason, felony, or other crime, 


who 
shail flee from justice and found in another State, shall on demand of the 
executive authority of the State from which he fled be delivered up to be 


removed to the State having jurisdiction of the crime. 
Mr. Chairman, this section certainly means something. Wea 
certain that it says something. Drawn in the morning of ths 


of section 


Republic, by the fathers of this Government, it stands the severest | 


test. It declares that the fugitives shall bedelivered up. It takes 
from the governor upon whom the demand is made the privilege 
of discretion. It gives to the State whose laws have been violated 
the right to demand the fugitive that violated its law and fled 
fromits sovereignty. If this section is meaningless, if a governor 


has the right to set himself up as the trial court, to pass upon | 
the guilt or innocence of the accused, if he has the right in parti- | 


sanship to say that a sister State of this Union will not afford a 
fair or impartial trial, then the wisdom of the framers of the Con- 
stitution was greatly amiss of their real purpose when they failed 
to so declare in this section of the Constitution. 

If a governor of one of the States that constitute this Union has 
the right to arbitrarily refuse to deliver up a fugitive, then it is 
possible for one single State of the Union to become the rendez- 
vous of every violator of the lawim the Republic. Crime can run 
riot. Outrages upon the citizen, upon property, upon the law, 
can be committed by culprits with impunity, and all that is nec- 


essary to manumit the culprit from the vengeance of the law is 


one governor of a single State. 


I know of nothing, Mr. Chairman, that will tend more greatly | ; 
was put in the list of extraditable offenses. has esta blis 


| dent in this regard, 
Mexico has granted, the extradition of one of the St. L 


to peace between the States than for this Congress to pass some 
law that will make effective this provision of the Constitution. 
I observe that section i of Article IV says: 

Full faith and credit shall be given in each State to the public acts, rec ord s, 
and judicial proceedings of every other State. And the Congress may. by 
general laws, prescribe the manner in which such acts, Feo ords, and proc el 
ings shall be proved, and the effect thereof. 

This bill that I introduced offers a remedy for these outrages. 
It provides what effect the proof of the judicial proceedings in 
a State shall have; that in case the governor refuses a requisi- 
tion properly made, then the governor of the State demanding 


the fugitive can proceed to obtain custody of the culprit by filing | 


a copy of his requisition, so made and refused. and then it be- 
comes the imperative duty of the judge of the United States dis- 
trict or circuit court to issue his warrant for the arrest of the 


fugitive, and then the sole question, of which he shall be the | 


judge, is the identity of the fugitive; and if he is found to be 
the one demanded, he shall then make an order delivering over 
such prisoner to the authorities of the State from which he fled. 


This section 1 of Article IV. which immediately precedes the | 


section in regard to fugitives and their deliverance, evidently was 
passed for the express purpose of giving Congress the power to 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


but | 


I yield now for one hour to the gen- | 


whom said | ! 
| along the borders but through the entire State? 


Supreme Court of the United States | 


| who sells it for his own gain and enrichment; 
| of the bribe giver. 


February ° 
’ 


| pass such laws as would make it impossible for a St; ate to) 
| the hiding place of violators of the law. It is also pro ridea 
the Constitution, clause 18 of section 8, Article I. ¢) rat c ; 


Me 


by 


Congress shall have the power to make all laws whic 


‘ | and proper for carrying into execution the foregoin gp 
taking out that | 
| or any Department or officer thereof. 


powers vested by this Constitution in the Government 


Now, by this clause Congress certainly has the 
such laws as will enforce the 
from justice. 

The United States Supreme Court, in the case of Mahon 
tice (127 U.S., p. 705), the opinion delivered by Justi 


SLICE 


power 
provisions in regard t 


r 
) 


| this language: 
5 upon extradition, which provision I | 
the Clerk to read, after which I shall make such remarks r the State of parties wrongfully abducted from its territory up 
| tion of the 


Whether Congress might not provide for the compulsory 


arties or of the State, and whether such provis 
greatly tend to the public peace along the borders of the sey; 
not matters for present consideration. It is sufficient now : 
for such redress through the courts of the United States hay. 
provided. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if Congress has this power—and jt 
dently clear to every reasonable mind that it was the purpos 
the court, by inference at least, in this decision to say tha: 
have—why has it not the power to reach its strong arm 
State and deliver over one that violated the law to 
which he committed the crime? Would it not * creat) 
the public peace along the borders of the several States, 


I can see no good reason why Congress would have this 
which would clearly be in aid of the right of »e indivi 
had been wronged by abduction to be delivered back to 


| of his former abode, and Congress would be denied t! 


deliver back toan outraged Commonwealth of 2,000,000 ; 
who had murdered her citizen, violated her law, and fled fr: 
courts. [Applause. ]} 

In the one case it would be a remedy for one person 
been wronged; in the other case it would be a remedy fo 
000 people that had been outraged. In the one case it w 
to give peace to a wronged citizen; in the other cas ' 
tend to give peace, law, and order to a whole Commonwealt 

Mr. Chairman, the President of the United States in his1 


| to this Congress on December 7, 1903, saw proper to make s 
| servations in regard to the matter of extradition. B 


source of great regret to myself, as I know it was tothe} 
the honor in part to represent on this floor, and as | beli 
to the great body of the American people, that he saw no1 
for dealing with the question of extradition between t! 


| But I notice that in his message he uses this language in s} 


of the bribe givers and bribe takers in St. Louis: 
It should be the policy of the United States to leave no | 
where a corrupt man, fleeing from his country, can rest in p 
This is a lofty sentiment. Itis one that carries us 
days of the fathers. In its contemplation we becoi 
to this age of commercialism and of imperialism. 


| it’s a whiff from the gardenof the Revolution. But 


to ask the distinguished Rough Rider is this: Why in ! 
did he not say that it should be the policy of the U) 
Government to make it impossible for a fugitiv: 
country, to rest in peace under the flag of the 1 
America, or anywhere throughout the world. (Ap) 
Democratic side. ] 

Proceeding to deal with this question, he says 


There is no reason why bribery should not be includes 
extraditable. The recent amended treaty with Mexi 


Under this treaty the State Department 


There can be nocrime more serious than bribery. 0+! 


| one law, while corruption strikes at the foundation of ali 


form of government all authority is vested in the people a 
gated to those who represent them in official capa: 
offense heavier than that of him in whom sucha - Te he 

ar ‘ no t nen 
He is worse than the thief, for the th 
vidual, while the corrupt official plunders an entire city or 
wicked as the murderer, for the murderer may only ta 

law, while the corrupt official and the man who corrupts th 
at the assassination of the Commonwealth itself. 


Assassination of the Commonwealth! Whatshall we s® 
man who is this day protected and has been for more 'é 
long years by a Republican governor who is the dual oe 
adding to the bribe offerer and giver the awful crime 0! m' 
What shall we say of such a one, who was offered Luma 
protection by the strenuous Rough Rider himself? |App'*™ 
the Democratic side. } 

We see him in this instance as Roosevelt, the governe 
ling upon the laws of extradition, violating the com 
and offering to one indicted for the great crime of 10 rdé 
tion from Kentucky courts. 


yr ft ramp 


yofs 


r pr tecs 
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The Albany Argus of May 28, 1900, said: 

= aa fli -ht is nothing but the logical outcome of his whole previous ca- 
Taylors Bret of the cowardly bully driven to bay. He is the logical 
rahi oo It’s a pity that New York is not his chosen refuge, in 


Fer: .in Kentucky. 
candidate in K jtigens might have a chance to pass judgment on Governor 


order that Ov" wr to shield a fugitive from justice. 


rnogevelt's offe 2 , 
; The Indianapolis Sentinel of April 24, 1900, said: 
-it is reported that Governor Roosevelt will not surrender Taylor, 

And now it - art quisition from Governor Beckham. It would be inter- 
of Kentucky i to have the head civil-service reformer of the country join in 

- ings fugitive from justice from the process of the courts, Possibly, 
pron er, like Hernly, he may think that political assassination is justifiable 
if the victims are Democrats. 

In his message the President says that these bribe givers and 
pribe takers should be hunted down; that you ought to cross the 
ocean to bring a man back that violated the law. 
nd good, but let us cross the Ohio River first and bring the mur- 
jerer back to Kentucky before you do that. {Applause. | Why, 
Mr, Chairman, I believe this message was in reality given to Con- 
gress in a vein of humor. . ; : 
[notice he talks so much about the violators of the law in Mis- 
couri and wants to cross the rolling sea to bring them back. I 
wad only day before yesterday that Odell, governor of his own 
State, the master of his political fortunes in New York, gave pro- 
tection to the millionaire, Mr. Ziegler, charged with bribery and 
corruption in Missouri, from the Missouri courts, and denied the 
requisition of Governor Dockery. 

| believe, Mr. Chairman, that the message of Mr. Roosevelt, in 
wanting to reach out for criminals and violators of the law across 
the sea, is but the bugle call to all the fugitives on the face of the 
earth to come back home, and if they can stand the Republican 
aiministrations of New York and Indiana they can be protected 
there. [Applause and laughter on the Democratic side. | 


No such punishment as being an exile from home can be visited | 


upon a man if he happens to take the life of a Democrat. 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 
So, when I contemplate the anomalous position of Roosevelt 


[Ap- 


the governor and Roosevelt the President, I am forced to declare | 


that another greater than R. Louis Stevenson would have to rise 
to properly characterize a greater than Dr. Jeckyll or Mr. Hyde. 


Durbin, the man to-day, giving protection to this violator of | 


the law, this man that Kentucky, through her grand jury has in- 


dicted for the crime of murder, has for more than three long | 


years denied the right of the sovereign Commonwealth of Ken- 
‘ucky to bring that man back and let him stand his trial before a 
tribunal of her law. And I notice that when Durbin comes to 
town he is wined and dined by this great Don Quixote upon ex- 
tratition, who absolutely confides to Durbin the right to give to 
the waiting and anxious world the news that ‘‘ HANNA can run for 
the Presidency if he wants to.’’ [Laughter on the Democratic 
side. 

And when we all read that we again said, ‘“‘ The king can do no 
wrong,” and as Durbin starts back to Indiana from his confiden- 
tial talk with the President, we hear him say amid the applause of 
all the fugitives of the land, as he speaks of his own State of In- 
diana, saying of it: 

Here, here is the land, of every land the pride, 
Beloved by fugitives, o’er every land beside. 

Mr. Chairman, their excuse for not honoring this requisition 
was that Taylor could not have a fair trial. Let us see whether 
tat proposition can stand the test. What did Taylor say before 
the indictment was returned, when he heard an indefinite rumor 
in regard to same? I have his own signed statement here, that 
he gave to the world, and in it he does not say that he could not 
obtain a fair trial in that Commonwealth. He does not say that 
jutiesare corrupt. Hedoes not say that courts are polluted. But 
‘isten to Taylor himself before he had heard that certain confes- 
“ious had been made, that certain witnesses had been called be- 
ie the grand jury, that the ‘* cat was out of the bag.’’ 
ont = see what he says when he felt secure, little dreaming 
a the world would ever know that he offered $2,500 and a 
See a . uman life; that he said, ‘‘ Goebel has but twenty- 
moet to ‘ve, and with the wisdom of a prophet this awful 
thes I a x op a reality; that he said, ‘‘ You must act first and 
hens Gaal os the militia,’’ and the wounded man had not 
litle wan ee —_ the place of his fall until the tramp of the mi- 
pardons ia ro the statehouse grounds; that he had issued 
nkeai ae fore conviction; that he was the bone and sinew 

Beas io _ a a in the procurement of Goebel’s death. 
Associated . - said then, on April 7, 1900, and gave it to the 
out the Steen Ss bearing hisown signature, and it went through- 

States in the American Union: 


Unee or : 2 os " a 
ne rad AY | (desire to say neither directly nor indirectly had I any con- 
‘eassassination of Senator Goebel. I ama citizen of this State, 


4menable to its laws oh aes 
from justice, laws. Iam notacriminal, nor shall I ever become a fugitive 
nitted. 


Whenever indicted, if such an outrage should ever be com- 
Does he say, 


‘“T will flee to Indiana and seek the protecting 2#gis 


I say, very well | 
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ee 





| the name of Republicanism he begged its protection. 


ot 


I 


of a Republican governor in the name of politics?’ No; but he 


says: 
I shall appear for trial conscious of my innocence and of the ultimate tri- 


umph of right and justice. 
W.S. TAYLOR. 


There was nothing said then that he could not obtain a fair 
trial, but what happened? Why, sir, in less than two weeks from 
that time we heard of him in Washington, and in three days of 
that time we heard of him in New York, in consultation with 
Governor Roosevelt, and what occurs? Does he come back to 
Kentucky? Does he stand true to his declaration that he would 
never be a fugitive from justice? No,indeed. All this coura- 
geous statement had faded away as his own guilty conscience com- 
menced to tell him that the crime of the great as well as the 
small was subject to the truth of that inexorable axiom, ‘‘ Mur- 
der will out.”’ 

I say spurred on by this he sought the State of Indiana, and in 
And not- 
withstanding four years ago this day one of the brainiest and, as 
we believe, the bravest and knightliest of all that fought for the 
common people, died from a wound that the indictment of our 
court said Taylor procured by offering $2,500 and a pardon to the 
man who fired the fatal shot, he has been protected, walking as 
a free man almost in sight of the blue grass under which his vic- 
tim sleeps. 

What does Bradley say—the leader of their party, Taylor’s con- 


| fidential friend, his attorney in the contest, ex-governor of his 


| State? 


Here is what he said on April 23, 1900, that is published 
in the Louisville Commercial, the Republican organ of that State: 


[From the Louisville Commercial (Republican), April 23, 1900.) 


I do not believe the report to be true that he isin New York attempting 
to prevent the honoring of the requisition for his return to this State. Gov- 


| ernor Taylor has publicly declared that he was not and would never be a 


| his accusers face to face. 





fugitive from justice, and that if indicted he would respect the law and meet 


Therefore there remains but one course open to 
him, and that is to return as soon as he can and meet the indictment likea 
man. Any other course would be rank injustice not only to himself but to 
those of his friends who have been accused of sofoulacrime. I do not know 
whether an indictment has been found against Governor Taylor, but if it 
has I have no doubt that he will promptly surrender himself into the hands of 
the law, and believe any intimation to the contrary does him rank injustice. 


That was issued by William O. Bradley. I know that it has 
been said, in order to excuse this outrage that is daily being per- 
petrated, that he could not obtain a fair trial; but, sir, Kentuck- 
ians are too courageous, their history of one hundred years behind 
them tell in tones too loud that this statement is false. You pro- 
tected him because you said the courts of Kentucky were corrupt. 

Taylor fled to the State of Indiana about May 15, 1900, and it 
was from Indiana that he made his triumphal tour to the Repub- 
lican national convention, where the public press told us that he 
received an ovation second only to that of Roosevelt, and there 
in the State of Indiana he has since remained. 

On January 1, 1901, the Republican party obtained control of 
the court of appeals, which court is the court of last appeal in all 
criminal and civil cases in our State. They retained this control 
of that court till January 1, 1903. Upon that bench were Guffey, 
Durelle, O’ Rear, and Burnham, four Republicans out of the seven 
judges that constituted that court. 

Do you tell me that he could not obtain a fair trial where his 
own party controlled the court to which he had the right to ap- 
peal his case? The chief justice of that court was Guffey, his old 
law partner, and this court of appeals would have had the right, 
if this case against Taylor was a persecution instead of a prose- 
cution, was one of falsity rather than of truth, one without evi- 
dence to sustain the verdict of the jury, one procured by corrup- 
tion, to have reversed the case and remanded it to the lower court 
with directions to dismiss the indictment, which would have been 
and remained the law of the case. 

And yet, Mr. Chairman, with this condition existing in Ken- 
tucky,Ahe Constitution of the United States, providing that ‘* full 
faith and credit shall be given to the acts, records, and judicial 
proceedings of every other State,’’ was being trampled upon. 
The provision of the Constitution providing that the governor 
should surrender a fugitive upon demand of the executive was 
being grossly violated. With this court Republican, the demand 
being made for his extradition, Durbin refused to surrender him 
to the authorities of the State of Kentucky because he said Taylor 
could not obtain a fair trial. 

Notwithstanding, if all he said be true, it was in the power of 
the Republican court to have directed the dismissal of the indict- 
mentand let him go as free as the lark that singsinthesky. Why, 
my friends, take this matter home to yourselves. Suppose that 
the murderer of McKinley had been able to flee after he had com- 
mitted that awful crime. Suppose he had come to Kentucky and 
the governor of Kentucky had as little respect for his oath, for 
the Constitution, and for the laws of his country as Durbin had. 
Czolgosz would to-day be walking Kentucky’s soil, breathing her 
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pure air, and the nation mourning the death of one of the greatest | understand it, composed of a majority of Goebel D, 


of her Presidents. 
Is that proper? Do you want to make that possible in our 


magnificent country? Suppose when you came to us and told us | 


that you wanted to return him, so that-he might have a trial for 


taking the life of your greatest leader, McKinley, the man who | 
lifted you to the mountain range of popular favor, and suppose we | 


should have said that you shall not have him for trial until the 


United States Government had brought about a condition which | 
will compel a State to return to us our criminal, who took the life | 
of one we loved, no less than you did yourleader. Your indigna- | 


tion would have known no bounds. Retaliation would have met 
with indignation at your hands. Congress would have been as- 
sembled in extraordinary session, and a law immediately placed 
upon the statute books such as I propose here. 

Mr. Chairman, the conduct of Governor Durbin, viewed under 
every searchlight, measured by every yardstick, weighed in every 
balance, is such an outrage as to properly characterize it the pov- 
erty of the English language must stand admitted. [Applause on 
Democratic side. } 


The greatest right that a State can have is the right to try those | 


who have violated its law and fled from its dominion. It is an 
enlargement of State rights. It is the very sovereignty of the 
State itself. 

I know, sir, that many epithets have been hurled at the courts 
of Kentucky, but I stand here to defend them, though they need 
no defense at my hands. Their decisions have been quoted and 
approved the world around. The judicature of the civilized earth 
has been made richer, wiser, and greater by their contributions. 
Equity and justice have both alike welcomed their decisions as 
examples of their teaching. Innocence in rags, justice without a 
friend, weakness without a staff. all in full and rounded measure 
proclaim in tones that defy partisan rancor, and political malice, 
of their incorruptibility. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

And, sir, when murderers shall find no longer an Indiana of 


refuge, when nee shall no longer be dishonored, when | 


those who laid the miserable plot and took the life of William 


Goebel shall have been gathered by that dark messenger that | 
needs no requisition, when those who protected them shall live | 


only in infamy, Kentucky courts—God bless them—will still live, 
administering the law in its strength and justice in its purity. 
{ Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that whether this Congress acts or not: 
whether Kentuckians may assemble this day a year hence around 


the grave to place flowers upon it in sweet remembrance of the | 


murdered dead, knowing the chief conspirator is yet unmanacled 
by the law; recounting the wrong perpetrated by the protection 
of his murderers—I say whether that would occur or not, in my 


judgment Taylor will have to hunt another place of refuge, be- | 


cause the outraged people of Indiana will rise up in their might 
and repudiate the Republican policy by electing a Democratic 
governor in that Commonwealth. [Great and continued ap- 
plause. | 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I yield now to the gentleman from 
Indiana | Mr. CRUMPACKER] such time as he may desire. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman. I ask leave for the 
gentleman from Kentucky to extend his remarks in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky ass unani- 
mous consent that his colleague may extend his remarks in the 
Recorp. Is there objection? [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears 
none, 

Mr. JAMES. I yield back to the gentleman from Arkansas 
such time as there may be remaining to me. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with re- 
gret and amazement to the remarkable address of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. James], and his unwarranted and ill-tem- 
pered attack upon the governor of the State of Indiana. I am not 


here to defend the action of the governor of my State. He needs | 


no defense among people who are acquainted with his high char- 
acter and distinguished ability, and with the history of the elec- 
tion in the State of Kentucky in the year 1899 and its results, in- 
cluding the assassination of Mr. Goebel, and the prosecutions and 
trials following that lamentable affair. 

In 1899 Hon. William 8. Taylor was as honestly and fairly 
elected governor of the State of Kentucky by the votes of the 
sovereign citizens of that State as any man was ever elected gov- 
ernor in any State. [Applause on the Republican side.] His 
election was conceded and certified by the Democratic State elec- 
tion board, appointed under what is popularly known as the ** in- 
famous Goebel law.”’ 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I would like to dis- 
abuse the gentleman's mind. The fact is that the election of the 
governor and lieutenant-governor was to be decided, as it is in 
every State I know of, by the legislature of Kentucky. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The election was canvassed and certified 


by the State election board appointed under the Goebel law, as I ! 


RECORD—HOUSE. Feprvary 


aa ~ te mocrats, Thor 
certified to the election of William 8. Taylor ag poy, ~ oO J 
5 10T and 


| Caleb Powers as secretary of state, and a large portion .¢ — 
Democratic party, a large share of the Democratic yy, a me 

| State, acknowledged and admitted the right of Gov. rnor 7 that 
and Mr. Powers to the offices to which the people of the on 

had chosen them. eat 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. May I ask the gentleman a qyog; 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. —_— 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Is not that justas true of , very D 
crat that has come to this House and been thrown out jy rR ? 
publican contest? Do they not come with a certificate of elec. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Iam glad the gentleman asked tha: po 
tion. We try contested-election cases here, and there is noo, 
who is acquainted with the habits and temperament of this jy. 
that believes for a moment that it has the spirit and capacity ¢ 
administer justice where political questions ure involyed 7. 
body passes upon the election and qualifications of its own Mey, 
bers in response to the fundamental principle that it must }» a). 
solutely independent of outside control. It is a fundamental] safe. 
guard to the independence and integrity of the House, and tha 
| overmastering principle is greater and more important than th, 

right of anyindividual tomembership. After the election in Koy 
| tucky in 1899 William Goebel contested the right of his suecessty 

opponent to the office of governor, and under the laws of that Sta, 

the contest had to be taken before the State legislature, a poy 

that was essentially partisan, a body that everybody knew in aj 

vance would decide according to its partisan majority. The peo. 
ple of Kentucky felt that popular government was at stake. an) 

their indignation over an undisguised purpose to deprive them of 
| the right to select their own governor and State officers was aroused 
from one end of the Commonwealth to the other. [ Applaus 
the Republican side. ] 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I understand the gentleman mal 
a thrust now at the body that tried the contests for. governor a 
lieutenant-governor in Kentucky. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. The gentleman may so construe my 
remarks. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. You say the legislature was part 
san and incompetent to try a contest. How many States in ¢) 
Union are there that have any other contest boards for go 
and lieutenant-governor? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not know. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. There is not one. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. There is no such proced 
of Indiana. That State provides for no legislati 
election of governor. The courts and not legis! 
| proper forums in which to contest elections for all e: 
ministerial offices. 

The contest for the governorship in the Stat 
volved the fairness of the election in over a third 
Kentucky. The supporters of Mr. Goebel challet 
rity of the election in every precinct in the great 
ville. They charged in a large number of other: 
ballots were printed upon paper so thin that the n 
indicating his choice could be seen through the | 
testee offered to prove and did prove that in near! 
where such ballots were used they were printed a! 
Democratic election boards and officers, men W 
and supporters of Mr. Goebel for governor. 

The committee selected to hear the contest ma 
port to the legislature recommending the seating 
and by implication. at least, they justified the « 
votes in one-third of the counties in the State of fb ent 
cluding the city of Louisville. 

Gentlemen talk about the assassination of the Con 
by the failure of the governor of Indiana to suri 
Taylor to the Kentucky authorities for trial for 
Mr. Goebel. Who are the real assassins of the ‘ 
in the State of Kentucky? Are they not the men \ 
and arbitrarily overturned the elections in 189 and 
office men who were honestly and fairly chosen 
places men who were repudiated by the voters at 
integrity of the ballot lies at the very foundation 
institutions, and assaults upon that integrity are « 
popular government. The gang of unscrepulous } 
collected se Frankfort in the winter of 1900 and co! 
the people of the State of Kentucky of their fu! 
to choose their own officers were the assassins ©! 
wealth. Public officerscharged with theadministravone’ J” 
who filled the jury boxes with the names of part's: Democt 
for the purpose of trying men accused of a politica 
assassins of the Commonwealth. 


1 
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ereater crime than the prostitution of courts to partisan 


— “si be committed against any civilization? I donot claim 


that the institutions and a of the State of Kentucky are 
ot in ordinary matters of as high a standard as those of any 
eh er State in the country. That State has a splendid history and 
Ov vrave and chivalrous citizenship, but notwithstanding condi- 
sone have been such since the election in 1899, in relation to the 
result of that election and the contest following. that the public 
mind in the State of Kentucky has been and still is absolutely 
unfit to deal with the question of the guilt of those indicted for 
the murder of Mr. Goebel with any degree of fairness or justice. 
This condition may not exist in all parts of the State of Kentucky, 
but that it does exist in Scott and Bourbon counties—counties 
from which the juries were drawn—is true beyond a cavil of a 
dott. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 
Or. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman may. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Suppose Taylor was elected, 

suppose there was a contest, and suppose that Goebel was declared 
elected; suppose that sentiment was aroused; does that justify 
assassination? 
“ CRUMPACKER. I am not here. Mr. Chairman, to jus- 
tify assassination. No provocation justifies a crime so foul and 
dastardly, but I do propose to submit some reasons in explana- 
tion of the attitude of the governors of the State of Indiana—Gov- 
ernor Durbin and his distinguished predecessor,Governor Mount— 
in refusing to recognize the requisition of the governor of the 
State of Kentucky for the return of Mr. Taylor, to be tried in the 
Kentucky courts under conditions then existing. I expect to 
show that Governor Taylor was not a fugitive from justice, but a 
fugitive from injustice, oppression, and tyranny. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the 
gentleman one other question, if he will permit. I would ask 
whether he himself doubts that Mr. Goebel was assassinated for 
political reasons? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, I do not know that that has any- 
thing to do with the question before the committee. [Laughter 
on the Democratic side.] What I may feel or think about the 


character of the assassination has nothing to do with the question | 


now under discussion. Everybody admits that it was an execra- 
ble crime. 
of Kentucky immediately following the institution of the con- 
test Republicans and Democrats from all parts of the State met 
at the State capitol to insist that the will of the people should be 
carried out, that honest elections should be respected, that un- 
scrupulous political buccaneers should not be permitted to take 
away from the people of the State the right to choose their own 


officers, and in the white heat of partisan feeling unfortunately | 


somebody shot and killed Mr. Goebel, the contestant. 

Iam not here to justify that act. 
against humanity, a crime against civilization, a crime deplored 
inevery State in thiscountry. Immediately proceedings were set 
on foot to hunt out the perpetrators. The political machinery in 
the St te of Kentucky was in the hands of the ioebel Democrats. 
A hundred thousand dollars was voted by the legislature to dis- 
cover and convict the criminals. Indictments were returned by 


During the period of intense excitement in the State | 








| can teach a school. 
It was a crime, a crime | 


partisan grand juries against the Republican governor and secre- | 


tary of state, amongst others, charging them with the crime. 
I believe, of the candidates on the Republican State ticket, all of 


All, | 


the men who were elected by the suffrages of the people to State | 


offices, were included in the indictments, charged with conspiracy 
to murder or with being accessories before the fact. 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, do I understand the 


gentleman to say that all of the gentlemen who were on the Re- | 
n St | room, I understand he was the first to suggest that the jury find 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I may have included too many. I said | 


publican State ticket were included in the indictments? 


all, There were too many. The governor and the secretary of | 


the State [ know were indicted. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. And that is all. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, es, and the secretary of state was tried 
and tried again, and tried a third time, and respectable Democrats 
and Democratic papers all over the State of Kentucky denounced 

~* laracter of the trials and convictions as infamous. 

Ye t. STANLEY. Can the gentleman name one respectable 

~ ratic paper that ever did that? 
pat: WM. ALDEN SMITH. Oh, there are few respectable 
_ cratic papers in that State. 


side, | 


in whi PANLEY. May L ask the gentleman if.that is the spirit 
Cc 1a 


there is not 
tucky? 

is WM. ALDEN SMITH. That: is the 
Ss Manifesting 
18 hot showin g 


& respectable Democratic paper in the State of Ken- 


in this controversy this morning. The gentleman 
&@ judicial spirit. 


{Laughter on the Republican | 
proposes to denounce partisanship, by saying that | 


spirit the gentleman | 
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| contention that the gentleman is now making here. 





Mr. DINSMORE. Well, the gentleman from Michigan is. 
[Laughter on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Yes; he always does. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to 
the gentleman from Kentucky | Mr. Staniey]? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I prefer not tonow. The organization 
of the court and jury and the conduct of the trials in the Powers 
case was condemned by honest-minded. cool-headed Democrats, 
I will say, and by newspapers that had theretofore been known as 
Democratic papers, throughout the State of Kentucky. Goebel- 
ism came to be a political issue in that State. Governors and 
State officers were elected and defeated on that issue. Candi- 
dates for seats in this body were elected and defeated upon the 
issie of Goebelism. Many will remember that distinguished 
Kentuckian, Colonel Berry, who was a Member of the House in 
the Fifty-fourth, Fifty-fifth, and Fifty-sixth Congresses. He was 
an anti-Goebel Democrat, and that was his undoing—he is no 
longer here. 

In the empaneling of the juries in the trials of Caleb Powers 
they were packed by his bitter political opponents. At none of 
the trials was there a friend of his—a political friend—or an hon- 
est representative of his party on the jury. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will yield now. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I would like to call 
the attention of the gentleman to the fact that he is misstating 
the case grossly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, let us see. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. As a matter of fact, on the first 
jury that tried Caleb Powers thera were six anti-Goebel people. 
Half the jury were anti-Goebel. There were four anti-Goebel 
Democrats and two straight Republicans, and he could not be 
convicted without the verdict of every member of the jury. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. In the first trial the jury was composed 
of eleven Democrats and one alleged Republican school-teacher, 
who depended upon local Democratic officers for employment—a 
lick-spittle who was worse than any honest Democrat could have 
been. That is my information of the situ ition. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I beg, in a most re- 
spectful and emphatic way, to protest against the statement of 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] as being abso- 
lutely without foundation. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Is it not true that one of the jurymen 
in the first trial was heralded over the country as a Republican 
school-teacher? And is it not true that he was employed by Demo- 
cratic school officers in the county in which he taught? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I did not understand the first part 
of the gentleman’s question. Will he repeat it? 

Mr. STANLEY. There are few Republicans in Kentucky who 
| Laughter on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is very evident that there is some- 
thing the matter with Kentucky. Nobody seems to have been 
teaching very effectively down there. [Laughter on the Repub- 
lican side. | 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. If the gentleman desires an answer 
to his question and will repeat it, I will try to answer it. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I understand the gentleman claims that 
in the first organization of the Powers jury there were six Goebel- 
ites, four anti-Goebel Democrats, and two Republicans. I say 
there were eleven Democrats and one Goebel Republican. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I deny that statement most em- 
phatically; and I wish to make the statement further that that 
gentleman was decidedly against Mr. Goebel, went into the jury 
box with a decided impression that Mr. Powers was an innocent 
man, but after hearing the evidence and getting into the jury 


Mr. Powers guilty. 

Mr, UMPACKER. Yes; and he was employed to teach for 
another year, and I think he had his salaryincreased. [{Laughter. | 

Mr. JAMES rose. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Constant interruptions practically de- 
stroy the continuity of my argument, but I will yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. JAMES. The gentleman is proceeding on the idea of as- 
sailing the jurors down there. In order that justice may be done 
upon the question he is raising here as to the selection of the jury, I 
ask him whether in the first trial and in each of those trials the 
question was not raised before a Republican court; and not asingle 
time did the Republican court of appeals of Kentucky sustain the 
{ Applause. | 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. The question was raised before the local 
courts; and on the second trial of Mr. Powers affidavits were filed 
by several people of the county setting out the fact that the names 
selected by the jury commissioners were all Democrats and Goe- 
belites except, I think, four or five; and the court was asked to 
set aside the panel and order the selection of a new list of names. 
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In a county that was nearly evenly divided in politics, there were 
ninety-five Democratic names in the jury box, and four or possi- 
bly five Republican names. 

The State had five peremptory challenges, so that not a single 
Republican was allowed to siton the jury. The case had become 
intensely political; it entered into the politics of every township, 
county, and Congressional district in the State of Kentucky. 
Powers was on trial for a political crime before a jury composed 
entirely of his political enemies. Think of such a trial in the 
twentieth century! The conduct of Judge Cantrill, and the 
record he made in that case, considering the advanced standards 
of administering justice, makes the tribunal presided over by 
bloody Jeffreys on the Taunton circuit eminently respectable. 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. SHERLEY. I want to ask the gentleman whether he con- 
siders that when a man is being tried for murder it is a political 
question that is on trial? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It may be under some circumstances. 

Mr.SHERLEY. It seems to be so under some circumstances. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It was made a political question in the 
State of Kentucky. The question of the guilt of Governor Tay- 
lor and Caleb Powers was the Democratic slogan at elections. It 
was embodied in the Democratic State platforms, and was thun- 
dered with impassioned eloquence fromthe hustings. Every man 
who voted the Democratic ticket voted Taylor and Powers guilty 
of the crime that overshadowed everything else in State politics, 
and the juries that convicted Powers were composed of that kind 
of men. Is was a political trial, and fairness, justice, and com- 
mon decency required that the juries should be equitably divided 
between the two political parties in the county in which the cases 
were tried. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does not the gentleman know as a matter of 
law that the question of the political affiliations of a juror is not 
a question that can be brought before the court in the selection of 
a jury on the voir dire? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is true enough, and that is the 
reason the court of appeals failed to take cognizance of that ques- 
tion when presented on appeal, but it can be brought before the 
jury commissioners, and they can be prevented from packing a 
jury for the purpose of convicting a man whether he is guilty or 
not. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. SHERLEY. And the evidence in support of that is no 
greater than the statement of just such men as the distinguished 
gentleman who is willing, without regard to the facts. to give a dis- 
torted version. It is not true that the juries of the State of Ken- 
tucky have been packed to convict men. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Ido not charge it asa general propo- 
sition. 

Mr. SHERLEY. It is not true as a special proposition. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I charge it in relation to the trial of 
those indicted for the assassination of Goebel, and I can go to the 
State of Kentucky and procure eminent and respectable witnesses 
by the hundred, aye, by the thousand, who will justify the state- 
ment I make here. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman put the 
proof of some of that in the Recorp when he publishes his speech? 

Mr.CRUMPACKER. Iwill. I have newspaper extracts and 
letters by the dozens, and I shall ask the privilege of publishing 
some of them in my speech. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, what newspaper extracts? 

Mr. JAMES. You say juries were packed with partisan Demo- 
crats for the purpose of convicting those indicted for taking 
Goebel’s life? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is the statement. 


Mr. JAMES. Now tell me how it was that a jury that was | 


packed as you say tried Captain Ripley and acquitted him, and 
tried Buck Howard and acquitted him of the murder of William 
Goebel? How was that if they were juries that were packed for 
the purpose of convicting anybody or everybody? How was it that 
those two gentlemen escaped? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Those two gentlemen were men of such 
insignificance in the politics and society of the State of Kentucky 
that it would be no credit to the Democratic party to land them 
in the penitentiary or on the gallows. {[{Derisive laughter on the 
Democratic side.] And it is quite probable that some evidence of 
guilt, a scintilla of evidence, is required to convict even before 
the juries I have described. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I beg to suggest to the gentleman 
that Captain Ripley is a man in as good standing as any man on 
the Republican State ticket in 1889. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I say this, that in the second trial of 


Powers, in a county where the political parties were nearly evenly | 


divided, every man on the jury was a Goebelite. It wasa political 
trial, I reassert, and Powers had no chance whatever for his life 
or liberty. That is the proposition I assert here. In the name of 
¢>mmon fairness and common decency why was not the jury di- 
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| vided politically? Why were there not three or fo la 
. . : , ur real, genning 

| Republicans on the jury? In the third trial the jury that +, 
Jur at tried 

Powers was composed of eleven Goebel Democrats and one (j, } 
| Republican. The Goebel Republican, the evidence showed 1 x 
| voted for Goebel for governor, and had his picture framed }; - 
| ing up in the drawing room of his home. nal 
| Mr. McDERMOTT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
a Mr. CRUMPACKER. I yield to the gentleman from Sow 

ersey. 

_ Mr. McDERMOTT. The governor of every State in the U 
| is supposed to be under the State and Federal Constitution, Poo 
the gentleman consider that, a requisition being made up vn the 
governor of any State in this Union to surrender one charged 
with the crime of murder, he has the right t> consider Seaten. 
tion of whether or not the man so charged will receive a fair oe 
an unfair trial if he is returned to the State from which the 

requisition issues? : 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. He always must consider that ques. 
tion, and it is his duty to presume that ordinarily in all the States 
justice will be administered fairly. He has a right to act upon 
that presumption. He ought to act upon it, and I concede the 
vital importance under our system of government, in the admin- 
istration of the laws, that State authorities should respect reason- 
able and proper requisitions for the extradition of fugitives. But 
where facts are brought to the notice of the governor of a State. 
where he is informed in advance, that such a condition exists, 
that such a condition of public excitement prevails that it is 
practical assassination to turn the accused over to the authorities of 
another State for trial, then the governor is not only , ustified, but, 
in my humble opinion, it is his duty to deny the requisition. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. I beg to suggest this to the gentleman: 
That even if it was demonstrated to the governor of a State that 
if the man for whose return requisition had been issued would be 
so tried that his trial would amount to absolute assassination, 
nevertheless the governor of the State upon whom the requisition 
was made would have no right under our form of government and 
under the Federal Constitution to consider the question of method 
of procedure or probable result of trial. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is fortunate that the gentleman is not 
the governor of any State. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. [I challenge the gentleman to find a writer 
on political economy in this country, I challenge the gentleman to 
find a writer on our constitutions, Federal or State, who will sup- 
port the proposition by one single sentence that any governor is 
allowed to consider what kind of a trial a man will have if he is 
returned to the State where he is indicted. [Applause on 
Democratic side. | 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, if a leader of a mob in 
a State should apply to the governor of a sister State for the cus- 
tody of a man that he might be tried by Judge Lynch, be tried 
by a frenzied mob, the gentleman will not pretend that if 1s th 
duty of the governor of that State to surrender a fugitive 
those circumstances. If the governor of the State is convinced 
that public sentiment is in such a pitch of excitement that while 
the court may preserve the form and procedure of law it is moved 
by the spirit of the mob, I say that the governor is justified in re- 
fusing that requisition upon principles of common humanity. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. If the governor is regulated by the Con- 
stitution, if he is regulated by law, mo governor has the mht to 
make any such determination as the gentleman has sugges! d. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I hope the gentleman will respect (he 
rules of debate and not undertake to make a speech in the time 

| assigned to me. 
Mr. JAMES. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
Mr.CRUMPACKER. The Supreme Court of the United States 
has decided squarely that the governor of a State can not be com: 
pelled to grant a requisition made by the governor of a sist 'r 
that the question is discretionary with the governor wict' 
| grants it or not. 

Mr. JAMES. I would like to ask the gentleman a quesvion 

about what he says, frankly, about the courts. I want ls —. 
| ment upon this, as to whether Governor Taylor could not trust 
the court from 1900 to 1903, during which time the Repn! a 
party had control of the court of appeals, the court o! last — 
|_ Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman. I most assurecly 4) o 
I firmly believe it. The governors of Indiana, both (roverno! 
| Mountand Governor Durbin, entertained that belief. Subscquen® 
| developments have vindicated their judgment. There wer aoe 
trials of Caleb Powers. I do not think that the result 0! a sine , 
one of the trials is entitled to the respect of fair-mind d men 
| this country. fair 
Mr. JAMES. Does he not believe that his statement 1s ""! 2 
| if not entirely unjust, an injustice piled upon four of ‘he _ 
| distinguished Republicans that are in his party in Kentuck: i 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I assume the gen le = 

to be a lawyer, and he knows that while certain questions ca? 
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resented to the 
is organized like 
rule, questions 0 


Kentucky court of appeals, I presume that court 
the courts of final resort in other States. Asa 
f fact are not reviewable there on appeal. 

Mr. JAMES. If the court was of the opinion that the trial was 
an unfair one and one that is an assault upon this man, or that 
the verdict was not sustained by the evidence or was an outrage, 
our party, Who were Im majority in that court, would have the 
yt to have the ease remanded back to the court below, saying 
that it was an unfair trial, that there was not evidence to justify 


the verdict, and instracting the county attorney to dismiss the | 


“I. CRUMPACKER. The court of appeals reversed two of 

de ‘ts convicting Powers because he was not fairly tried. | 
| who were his bitter political adversaries; that they convicted him 
Mr CRUMPACKER. For the reason that they were not fair | 
aes | him again and the court of appeals again reversed the judgment; 


the judgmet r 
Mr. JAMES. Not for the reasons that you have suggested. 
and were not an honest administration of justice. 


~ 
ier Not at all. Out of 875 exceptions taken on the 


Mr. JAMES. 





trial only three were sustained by the Republican court and in | 


a vote of 4 to 3 from that bench. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. The reversals must have been for mate- | 


rial errors at the trial that prevented the defendant from _receiv- 
ing justice. Pending the appeals the judge who presided at the 
trials was making a canvass of the State for a seat in the United 
States Senate, chiefly on the ground that he had sent Powers to 
the penitentiary for the murder of Goebel. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman this ques- 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Do you consider that that opinion of the 
court of appeals reversing that case is such evidence of inability 
to get justice in that State as to warrant the governor of Indiana 
in disregarding the requisition? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Not by any manner of means. I am 

not complaining of the conduct of the court of appeals, but of the 
conduct of the local court, composed of Judge Cantrill and a Goe- 
| jury. 
Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman’s own statement shows the 
court of appeals reviewed the case and reversed it because there 
had been, a3 the gentleman says, not a fair trial, but what was 
in fact not a trial of —— 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It would not make any difference, Mr. 
Chairman, if the court of appeals had affirmed the judgment. I 
do not believe any fair-minded man in the country can truthfully 
say that the three successive trials of Caleb Powers were fair and 
honest trials. It was a political prosecution brought on py polit 


ical adversaries 
I claim to be a fair and—— 





Mr. SHERLEY. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER (continuing). 
aman who was making a canvass for the United States Senate 
on the ground that he was engaged in convicting the assassins of 
William Goebel. 

Mr. SHERLEY. 
willing to stand on the floor of the House of Representatives and 
say to the gentleman from Indiana that there has not been a man 
convicted of the murder of William Goebel who, in my humble 


And under the control of | 


I claim to be a fair and honest manand I am | 


julgment. both as a citizen and a lawyer, is not guilty of that | 
offense. That is the opinion of the best lawyers and the best men | 


of the State of Kentucky. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman may have the benefit of 

his statement and he 
Mr. BREAZEALE. 

to me for a question? 


| and upright people. 


is entitled to anything he can get out of it. | 
Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield | : 
| Congress. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. I yield to the amiable gentleman from | it tend 
| ness; and the presiding judge, after mature cons ‘deration, admitted 


Louisiana. 


Mr. BREAZEALE, Ithank you. Just now you stated your 
het was that a packed jury convicted these people. Have you 
any evidence upon which you base that belief or is it merely an 
impression from loose-jointed statements in newspapers? 
. Mr. CRUMPACKER, I have been trying to state, if the gen- 
‘man pleases, the reasons for my opinion—— 
Mr. BREAZEALE. I know— 
an = { MPACKER, Take this one proposition: A county 
ical tri 1. political parties are nearly evenly divided has a polit- 
- y - - absorbing interest and the jury is made up altogether 
cunil o ads erse politics tothedefendant. Wouldit not excite a 
a BRE least that the action of the jury had been forestalled? 
tabiniie EAZEALE, I admit. you are justified in the suspicion, 
but oe idence; is that serious testimony of packing a jury, 
Mr CRt on ference and suspicion which you might have? 
neha PACKER, _ Now, that is one suspicion; we do not 
ana — one suspicion alone, but upon a dozen circum- 
which | anc upon testimony of honest Kentucky Democrats, 
said a moment ago I’ will submit, if I am permitted to 


print it in the Ree: 
Mr. BREA tECORD, 
Suspicion? 


ZEALE. Is that testimony or mere opinion and 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Itis the honest opinion of men who were 
well acquainted with conditions. 

Mr. BREAZEALE. An honest opinion, but not evidence. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. BREAZEALE. It is not a serious statement of facts upon 
which you can base a statement that 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, the technical refining of 
the gentleman from Louisiana is too unsubstantial for practical 
purposes. We have the prominent facts that Taylor was fairly 
elected governor; that his political adversaries ousted him from 
that office and had him indicted for the assassination of Goe- 
bel, along with the secretary of state and others; that the sec- 
retary of state was tried three times before juries made up of men 





and the court of appeals reversed the judgment; they convicted 


they convicted him a third time, and for a third time the case is 
pending before the court of appeals of the State awaiting a decision. 

Mr. BREAZEALE. Now, may I ask the gentleman one more 
question? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. These are some of the facts upon which 
my opinion is founded, 

Mr. BREAZEALE. Isnot flighta very strong suspicion of guilt? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It depends upon the circumstances. It 
is evidence of good sense and prudence on the part of those who 
were charged with the assassination of Mr. Goebel. * 

If Mr. Powers had pursued that policy he would have stood a 
better chance for his life than he does to-day. I have known him 
for fifteen years. He was educated in the town in which [f live, 
graduating from Valparaiso College, and no one in that com- 
munity was more respected or stood higher as a student or a 
citizen than he. We do not believe he is guilty of the crime for 
which he was convicted. 

Mr. JAMES. Does the gentleman know from 
Guiteau graduated? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Ido not. 

Mr. JAMES. The fact that a man graduated from a college, 
then, is no evidence that he is not acriminal. Now, the genftle- 
man seeks to justify the governor of Indiana in refusing to honor 
the requisition of the governor of Kentucky by the results of the 
Caleb Powers trial. Was not the requigition refused before Caleb 
Powers had ever been tried; and how is it that he knew in ad 
vance how the trial would be conducted? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, Governor Mount was a man of 
accurate and reliable instincts. [Laughter.] He was well in- 
formed as to the local conditions surrounding the court, and sub- 
sequent developments show that he made no mistake. He knew 
what he was doing. Governor Mount refused the requisition. 
The voters of the State of Indiana in the election of 1900 fully ap- 
proved of the action of Governor Mount, and they will stand by 
Governor Durbin as long as conditions remain as they now are. 

Mr. JAMES. Did the same instinct prompt Taylor to issue a 
pardon to Caleb Powers before he had ever been charged or tried? 
| Laughter. | 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Conditions sometimes, when political 
questions greatly agitate the public mind, are such as to take 
away all sense of fairness and justice from an otherwise honest 
During the recent trial of the lieutenant- 
governor of South Carolina for what appeared to be an unpro- 
voked murder a witness on behalf of the State was asked on cross- 
exgmination if he had not voted for a Republican candidate for 
Objection was made to the question. It wasurged on 
the ground that it tended to impeach the credibility of the wit- 


what college 


the question, stating that the jury had a right to take into consider- 


| ation the fact that the witness had voted for a Republican candidate 








for Congress as bearing upon his credibility. [Laughter. } 

That jem the record in the Tillman case. It may be that con- 
ditions down in South Carolina are such as to justify that ruling 
of the court. I am not complaining about the result of that trial, 
but I am complaining about the results of trials in the State of 
Kentucky. I admit, sir, that as a rule it is the duty of governors 
of the several States to assist in the extradition of fugitives from 
justice. It is necessary that there may be a proper administration 
of the criminal laws of the country; but where life and liberty 
are involved and a condition of public excitement exists in a State 
such that the courts are unable to conduct fair and impartial 
trials, it is the solemn and humane duty of a governor to refuse a 
requisition from that State until reason has resumed its sway and 
the excitement has abated. 

That the discretion of the chief executive officer can not be con- 
trolled is a corollary of the old doctrine of States rights. You 
can not compel the chief executive officer of a State to exercise a 
discretion this way or that without controlling or embarrassing 
the administration of State affairs. That is Democratic doctrine. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, Governor Durbin was elected to the high 
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office he now occupies by a majority of nearly 30,000 of the voters 
of the State of Indiana. My recollection is that in the State plat- 
form in the campaign of 1900 the Republicans of Indiana in- 
dorse 1 unqualifiedly the administration of Governor Mount, 
including his refusal to surrender Governor Taylor to the Ken- 
tucky authorities under the then existing circumstances. Governor 
Durbin has the reputation in Indiana and throughout this country 
of being not only a law-abiding but a vigilant law-enforcing gov- 
ernor. As chief magistrate he has used the power at his com- 
mand to arrest and disperse mob after mob in the State of Indiana. 
In my judgment, he has done more in enforcing the criminal 
laws of the State and protecting life and property against vio- 
lence and lawlessness than any other governor that has honored 
the position he occupies since the days of the great Morton. 

Governor Mount refused the first requisition, and he was 
prompted in his action in some degree by the sincere belief that 
Taylor had been lawfully elected governor of the State of Ken- 
tucky; that he had been ousted from the office by the high-handed 
and revolution ary proceedings of his political adversaries, and 
that it would be a recognition of the validity of the contest to sur- 
render the real governor of the State to the one who had unlaw- 
fully usurped his seat. 

Besides this, before Governor Mount had had an opportunity to 
act upon the request of Governor Beckham, claiming to be the 
chief executive of the State of Kentucky, Governor Beckham had 
arbitrarily refused to recognize a requisition issued by Governor 
Mount for a fugitive then in the State of Kentucky. A number 
of days before the request was made upon Governor Mount to 
surrender Governor Taylor to the Kentucky authorities he made 
a requisition upon the governor of Kentucky for the arrest and 
surrender of Rudolph Gossman, a convict who was about to be 
released from the Frankfort Penitentiary and who was under in- 
dictment for a crime in Floyd County, in the State of Indiana. 
Beckham, in a letter that implied at least an insult to the governor 
of Indiana, responded to the requisition as follows: 

Hon. JAmMEs H. Mount, 
Governor of Indiana, Indianapolis, Ind.: , 

A requisition from you for the arrest of one Gossman, wanted in Floyd 
County, Ind., has been presented to me. I will gladly honor it if you will 
first assure me that any requisition issued by me as governor upon you will 


also be honored. This understanding is desired because of certain expres- 
sions attributed to you in the press. 
° J.C. W. BECKHAM, 


Governor of Kentucky. 


Upon receipt of this letter from Governor Beckham, Governor 
Mount wrote him declining to enter into any bargain or compact 
respecting the question of extradition of criminals between the 
two States, but insisted that it was the duty of a governor to de- 
cide the merits of each application when it was presented to him 
for action. Governor Mount’s letter I will now read: 


Hon. J. C. W. Becku am, Frankfort, Ky.: 


Replying to your telegram of the 3d instant, I can not enter into any com- 
ctor agreement that shall become binding. This would be an unwarranted 
departure from executive practice and the law. I must reserve the right to 
determine each requisition on its merits. 
JAMES H. Mount, 
Governor of Indiana, 


In the face of this record, Mr. Chairman, what have gentlemen 
to say respecting the conduct of the acting governor of the State 
of Kentucky in arbitrarily refusing to honor a requisition by the 
governor of the State of Indiana for a fugitive criminal? The ac- 
tion of Governor Beckham was based entirely, as he says, upon 
gossip. He had not as yet called upon Governor Mount to sur- 
render the alleged fugitive, but before he would surrender a fugi- 
tive from justice from the State of Indiana upon the requisition 
of the governor of that State,in order that he might be tried un- 
der an indictment regularly returned, he insisted upon a bargain 
that the governor of Indiana would in the future when called 
upon honor requisitions from the governor of Kentucky, which 
agreement the governor of Indiana properly and ina dignified 
way refused to make. Was Governor Beckham justified in re- 
fusing to respect the request of the State of Indiana fur the sur- 
render of Gossman? Did he violate the Constitution of the United 


States and the fundamental ethics between the States in so act-| . : 
| tisanship further represented by a jury unanimously made | 


n ‘J. . | Democrats, is of itself sufficient caus 
Governor Taylor to the Kentucky authorities he had before him | :ade: “file letters anc 


ing? When Governor Mount subsequently refused to surrender 
this recent precedent of the governor of the State of Kentucky. 
Governor Durbin simply followed the precedent set by his la- 
mented and highly respected predecessor, but before final action 
he took pains to fully inform himself respecting the real situation 


Taylor was pending. He ascertained to his own satisfaction that 
such a condition of excitement existed and such an intense polit- 


ical hatred against Governor Taylor pervaded the functionaries | 


in control of the administration of justice there that it would be 
impossible for him to have a fair and impartial trial. He spent 
much time in making the investigation and reached the conclu- 
sion I havestated. Iwill let him state in his own way the grounds 








| sumed sway and the good name of 
surrounding the court in which the indictment against Governor | 


| remember its obligations asa judge rather than its aspirat 
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upon which he refused to honor the requisition o 
of the State of Kentucky. Here is what he said: 


For the second time requisitions have been presented to tho eo, 
this Commonwealth, issued by your authority, asking for tho , cee erhor of 
William 8. Taylor and Charles Finley, alleged fugitives fyoy) Xtradition of 
the State of Kentucky, and at this time residing in the State of nine” {om 
indictment presented charges these men with being accessories )../ 00%, 12° 
to the willful murder of William Goebel. I respectfully decline re the fact 
requisitions. , 


© to honor the 
he reasons given for a similar action on the part of my predece 

lamented ex-Governor Mount, still obtain ina pertinent manner asa 
this refusal, reinforced as they are by events that have occurred at 
time, which only tend to establish the conviction to those who | com © that 
and exact justice under the law to all men that the time has not ‘oan aa ial 
within the environments of this prosecution whereby an unprejadings 
nonpartisan hearing ofa trialcould be had. Ichoose to make use of th ed and 
and the duty of the executive of the Commonwealth to exercise a p Nae right 
ary power of refusal to the end thatthe purposes of persecution, which. 
to be the conspicuous feature of this prosecution, may not force these ment 
fore a court partisan to the very extreme of vindictiveness and a sonra ab e 
ized for conviction in its personnel and impanelment. 7 Organ- 

The assassination of the late William Goebel was a monstrous crime. d 
plored, as I believe, by every citizen of Indiana and of the Republic ti, 
-_— of assassination is the twin of anarchy. If allowed to go unpunist od 
there could be no more serious crime than that a citizen of a State or th . 
official representative of the Commonwealth in any capacity, should be foul\, 
murde as the result of conspiracy or as an individual act. 

I have gre careful and conscientious consideration to the evidence vr 
duced in the case already heard of the persons accused of complicity wa S 
murder of William Goebel so far as has been placed in my hands by the “4 
torneys for the prosecution, and I unhesitatingly affirm that conyictioy 
based upon such a mass of self-evident perjury reflects the poisoned passions 
of a court and pry, and strengthens the belief that were these requisitions 
honored I would be only aiding the determination of the prosecution to con 
vict these men without any reference to law, justice, or fact. : 

Ican not cause a man, from whom the presumption of innocence should 
never be stripped except by legal methods, to be subjecini to the rapine of 
political persecution. Kentucky is a Commonwealth revered for its high 
sense of justice and honor. It has given to the jurisprudence of the country 
some of the ablest lawyers of the nation; it has honorable representation on 
the Supreme Bench; it isthe birthplace of Abraham Lincoln, the embodi 
ment of justice, who dedicated his life to securing the rights of all men under 
the law. Itisa State wherein, very generally, justice has been signally ex 
emplified in the practice and purposes of courts, and this honorable record 
only emphasizes in ro egw comparison the odious acts which in the trial 
court of Judge Cantrill have been permitted in the name of law where th: 
life and liberty of citizens areat stake. Cana fair trial be had for these men 
under indictment? What was the object in appropriating $100,000 for the 
conviction of the s ‘ted murderers of William Goebel? Does not the ey 
dence demonstrate that a portion of this sum has been paid for perjury’ 
In the recent trial of Caleb Powers why should judicial proprieties have been 
outraged 7 refusal of Judge Cantrill to give a change of venue from his 
hearing? hy should a jury of twelve partisans of the late Mr. Goebel be 
selected to try the cause at bar? 

In striking contrast to the ultra partisanship of the Kentucky judge and 
jury, I recall an example of the profound sense of justice that characterized 
a case, largely political in its character, that came before the Federal court 
in Indianapolis shortly after the war, when party spirit was at its zenith 
The Democratic treasurer of Jennings County was on trial. (General Harri- 
son appeared for the prosecution and ex-Governor Hendricks for the defens 
The regular panel of jurymen was in the box. Judge Walter Q. Gresham 
was onthe bench. Mr. Hendricks first appealed to the court for a political 

ll of the jury, and then for a special jury to be composed of an equal! num- 

r from the Democratic and Republican parties. He made a most earne 
and eloquent ys that justice to his client and the political character of th 
case demanded that the jury should beevenly divided bet ween the two leading 
political parties, and no advantage be given over his client by the insidiou 
influences of a preponderating partisan biasinthe jury. Judge (ireshan 
ardent Republican, very promptly granted the request, and a new ju 
impaneled as asked for by Mr. Hendricks. Compare this act of justic« 
on the proposition that no political prejudice or advantage should « 
the gory box, with the record of the court and jury in the cases t! 
far had a hearing in the trials of the alleged murderers of Mr. Goebel. _. 

On this subject Thomas Jefferson wrote: “An officer who rusted 
the law with the sacred duty of naming judges of life and 
fellow-citizens, and who selects them from among his polit 
friends, ought never to have in his power a second abuse of that tr 
magnitude.” ; 

Does not the action of the court of appeals of Kentucky, in it 
the initial convictions in Judge Cantrill's court, emphasize th 


f t he SOvern, rr 


| the governor of this Commonwealth that these men sought ' 
| can not secure a fair and just hearing? Judge Cantrill, cand 


States Senatorship, instructed a jury that it might convict on thet 

of one alleged accomplice if that testimony was corroborated by t 
other alleged accomplice; that it might convict the defendant tor! 
another man, to which the defendant had never agreed, and 

the necessary or probable consequence of anything to which t 
hadagreed. Itis remarkable that the trial court compelled th 

to answer the prosecutor's questions in relation to other crimes | 
for which he was on trial, and then, over protests, permitted the sper! 
employed attorney for the prosecution to make an impassio! 


| jury to hang the defendant on accusations entirely outside of the 


such perversion of —_ I will not consent to consign any c!' 
Commonwealth, be his residence temporary or permanent 
The monstrous rulings and instructions of the court, with 


or a refusal of you! 
udded to this, I have on file letters and protests from many ! 
Democrats of your State, prominent in the organization of | 
from editors of Democratic newspapers, universally condem! 
cution in the Goebel trials as a travesty upon justice, and 
requisitions be honored for Mr. Taylor sad Mr. Finley unt! 
Rentucky, in ts procedure | 
in its courts, be restored. 
I had hoped the trial of Caleb Powers, just concluded, ¥ 


| strate that the efforts of the prosecution were really to deter 


murderers of Mr. Goebel were in a way that would convince |" vd be 
the country of a sincere determination to this end; that tl ‘ ? at would 
selected for its integrity rather than its partisanship: that a Sena 
n all the 


torship; that the rules of evidence having universal recogn'' ily in view 


States of the Republic would be followed in this latest trial, es) 
of the reversal of the court of appeals in the former trials. — I ; 
appointment that the utter disregard of justive which marked | 


sa deep ls 
he previous 
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: eas notorious in the second trial of Powers as in the first. Conse- 
trial < [can only voice my condemnation thereof by refusing to honor your 
quent Nion, which, in effect, would make me a party to the conviction and 
eaishment of two reputable citizens of Ind 


punist ‘tor assurances of a fair and impartial trial of Messrs. Taylor and 

Ww hen bet b given by the trial of those now in Kentucky under indictment 
Finley § «sation in the assassination of Mr. Goebel, and the record of the 
- pure shall show that an impartial judge sat on the bench and nonparti- 
ney jurors filled the box, your requisitions will be honored. Until the time 


hat justice is meted out to those now under the jurisdiction of the 
Oirts of Kentucky @ requisition leading to such a travesty upon justice as 
east trial of Caleb Powers presented will not be honored by the surrender 
o citizens of Indiana by any official act of mine. 

Governor Durbin has the confidence and respect of all right- 
thinking people throughout this great country. He is one of the 
most vigilant and active in enforcing law and order and in pro- 
tecting rights of all the chief executives throughout the country. 
He has often effectively used the power at his command for the 
purpose of suppressing mobs and preventing outrageous exhibi- 
tions of frenzy on the part of lawless gatherings. In one instance 
not a great while ago when a judge of one of the courts of gen- 
eral jurisdiction in the State of Indiana ordered a man accused 
of crime brought before him for an early hearing, in order to 
appease a sentiment of vengeance on the part of the people in 
that community. the governor forbade his trial at that time upon 
the ground that the public mind in that locality was excited to 
such a pitch of frenzy that the accused could not have a fair and 
impartial trial. Did he reflect upon the people of the State of 
Indiana in that action? He did a brave and noble thing, and the 
people throughout the country applauded him for it. He is 
against mob law and mob violence in all its forms, and he has no 
more respect for the convictions of a court that is Pa by 
the spirit of a mob than he has for the unauthorized action of a 
lawless gathering of infuriated citizens. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I understand the 
gentleman to say that Governor Durbin was elected upon a plat- 
form that made the protection of Taylor and Finley a political 
issue. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. My recollection is that the State plat- 
form approved the conduct of Goverment Mount in refusing the 
requisition. 

ir. SMITH of Kentucky. That, of course then, did make it an 
issue? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Oh, no. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. To that extent? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, it did to that extent. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I just wanted to know. 
ing for information. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. This much of it—— 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. The action of Governor Durbin rests 
upon the facts; and, in my opinion, when history comes to write 
up this lamentable affair in truth and soberness, it will find an 
abundance of facts to justify that extraordinary proceeding under 
the extraordinary circumstances and conditions that prevailed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
“What of it?” If you will permit me, I will tell him. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. I asked the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. Surrn],‘* What of it?’ 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
me, I will answer his question. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It will take the gentleman too long. I 
do not care to yield so much time. 


comes t 


What of it? 
I was ask- 


If the gentleman will permit 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. It will not take the gentleman from 


Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] any longer than it will me, and if 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] will not permit 


the gentleman from Mississippi to answer I will answer myself, | 


and say in answer to the gentleman’s question, ‘‘ What of it?’’ 
that it was the gentleman’s party in Indiana that made this fact 
4 political issue and not the Democrats in Kentucky. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 
Mr, Chairman, if the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Crum- 
PACKER] will yield I will very gladly answer the questions of his 
colleague (Mr. HeMENWay]. But if heis not willing that I should 
on ‘me in which to answer those questions, then I suggest 
fi , 1e conclude and let his colleague from Indiana and myself 
ght the question out upon the floor. Iam willing to fight this 
question from start to finish. 
With the case and I am fairly deliberate about these matters. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
ee and there will be an abundance of time for gentle- 
on both sides of the House to discuss this question fur- 


Mr. SMIT 
that the 

18 quest 
there sh 

Mr. 


( 
himself. 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I have no doubt of that. . 


H of Kentucky. The gentleman tempts me to say 
assumption made by his colleague [Mr. Hemenway] in 
“ons to me are without foundation; and there I rest until 
all be a fair opportunity for me to be heard. 

/RUMPACKER. My colleague is able to take care of 
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The gentleman has asked, | 


I think I am reasonably familiar | 


Mr. Chairman, I had about concluded | 
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Mr. CRUMPACKER. We understand that the facts substan- 
tially as stated by him are true. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SmirH] admits in his re- 
marks that there was great excitement in the Kentucky elections 
over this question. That is the proposition that I have been un- 
dertaking to demonstrate in the interrupted course of my speech— 
that the public mind in the State of Kentucky was at such a pitch 
of excitement and that feeling was so intense that it was impos- 
sible for the men who were accused of responsibility for the as- 
sassination of Goebel to have a fair trial. That Powers did not 
have a fair trial I believe is admitted by every fair-minded man 
in the country who understands the situation. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I must protest that the gentleman 
from Indiana is misstating my proposition. I did not say that 
there was any ‘‘ extraordinary excitement.’’ I said the leaders 
of the Republican 4 injected that issue into the campaign. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentlemansaid that Caleb Powers’s 
speech before the jury was the platform upon which the election 
in the State of Kentucky was settled. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. That is substantially what I said, 
and I stand by it. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. On that admission I am willing to base 
my assumption that no trial of those accused of Goebel’s murder 
before a packed partisan jury could be fair or honest. I am in- 
sisting that Governor Durbin under the circumstances was justi- 
fied in doing what he did. I concede it to have been an extraor- 
dinary thing, but the circumstances were extraordinary. His 
action was necessary to protect a citizen from conviction by the 
frenzy of the people without regard to his guilt or innocence, and 
it was justified by every dictate of justice and humanity. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Now, I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question at that point. If justice was so decidedly upon 
the side of Messrs. Taylor, Powers, Finley and company. how does 
the gentleman explain the fact that the southern people of Ken- 
tucky, when the question was submitted to them—how does the 
gentleman explain the fact that the people returned such an over- 
whelming verdict against Mr. Powers? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, There aremanythingsabout Kentucky 
elections I have never been able to explain. They seem to be ut- 
terly inexplainable from any fair and rational standpoint. 

Mr. KEHOE. Before the gentleman from Indiana closes, will 
he yield to me for a question? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER., I will. 

Mr. KEHOE. The gentleman has stated what he thought of 
the action of Judge Cantrill as the judge presiding at the trial 
when Powers was convicted. Does not the gentleman know that 
| the death sentence imposed upon Caleb Powers was the result of 
| a trial presided over by Judge Robbins, one of the cleanest judges 
| that ever sat in a court of justice? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not know the judge personally. I 
only know that at the last trial there was not a political friend of 
Powers on the jury; there was no real Republican on that jury. 
The evidence shows that there was a Goebel Republican, a friend 
| of Goebel who had his picture hanging in his home—he was the 
only Republican. I donot care whothe judge was; the jury that 
brought in the verdict determined the question of the guilt or in- 
nocence of Powers—not the judge. I do not know whether the 
judge had any control over the machinery for the selection of 
jurymen; but if he had, and if he was eminently fair as the gen- 
tleman claims, he ought to have said, as Judge Gresham once 
said when presiding at a political trial in Indiana, that in cases 
of that kind juries should be made up of men of opposite politics; 
and for that reason Judge Gresham set aside an entire panel and 
sent the United States marshal into the country to get a new 
panel, composed of men of both parties, in order that the case 
might be decided upon its merits and not by partisan prejudice. 
Such conduct was demanded, not only for appearances. but for 
the sakg of fairness and decency in the administration of justice. 

Mr- TRIMBLE. I should like to say a word to the gentleman 
from Indiana. He seems to be bewildered because of the make- 
up of juries in Kentucky, and can not understand it. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That isa bewildering proposition. 

Mr. TRIMBLE. I can explain it to the gentleman. Nineteen 
out of twenty of the juries are of the same complexion as in these 
murder trials, because three-fourths of the Republican party in 
those counties are negroes and three-fourths of the remainder are 
illiterate whites and incompetent to sit on juries. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Ah, that statement will notdo. Ihave 
extracts from papers published in Scott and adjoining counties, 
calling attention to the fact that the jury commissioners and the 
sheriff in summoning jurors went by household after household be- 
cause they were Republicans.and summoned men on the other side. 

Mr. TRIMBLE. That is not a fact. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I have affidavits that were made and 





| 
| 








submitted at the time of the trial proving that fact; I have ex- 
tracts from papers published in that locality calling attention to 





- 
1580 
us 
the fact that there were thirteen hundred white Republican voters 
in Scott County, or in the county where the jury were summoned | 
at the time, and that they were men of average intelligence and | 
respectability—that they measured up to the common standard 
in the county. 

No amount of assertion, no amount of sophistry will convince | 
the American people that it was possible for those accused of the | 
assassination of Mr. Goebel to be tried fairly when the jury com- 
missioners filled the jury box with names so that the jury drawn 
for the trial must be composed entirely of Democrats. It is con- 
trary to human nature to expect a fair and impartial result of 
such a case before such a tribunal, and the trials of Caleb Powers 
were travesties upon justice and are not entitled to the respect of | 
any justi:e-loving citizen. 

The court of appeals was composed of four Republicans and three | 
Democrats prior to the last election, and in both appeals from the 
convictions in the Powers cases the judgments were reversed upon | 
a party division of that high court. The men composing that 
court were, without doubt, men of high character and ability, but | 
political prejudice growing out of the Goebel affair so permeated | 
the public mind in the State of Kentucky that no one was free | 
from its virus. When the supreme court of the State in both in- | 
stances decided the case according to the party majority of its | 
members, it is too much to expect that an ordinary jury would | 
rise above partisanship and try the cases according to the law and | 
evidence. 

The packing of the juries in those cases with political enemies 
of the accused was an outrage against justice that can never be 
forgiven. 

I make no criticism of the State of Kentucky or any other State, 
North or South, in relation to the administration of justice as a | 
general proposition. I have no doubt that the sense of fairness | 
and right in the State of Kentucky is as high and pure as it is in 
the State of Indiana, but I am sufficiently well acquainted with 
human nature and with the operations of political prejudices in 
times of intense excitement to know that a jury made up exclu- 
sively of one party or the other could not possibly do justice be- | 
tween the State and the accused, even if it were disposed to try 
todo so. If the jury had been composed entirely of Republicans, | 
who is there that will say that there would have been a convic- 
tion, regardless of what the evidence might have proven? Human | 
nature in Kentucky, I assume, is about the same as it is in Indi- | 
ana. To try a person for his life and send him to the gallows by 


courts and juries organized and surrounded as the courts and | ' L sun Y rt 
in which there was much conflicting testimony, could have reache ‘a ve 


juries were that tried Caleb Powers the last time is practically 
judicial assassination. Is the governor of a State bound to sur- 
render an alleged fugitive to be tried under such conditions, 
knowing at the same time that he will have nochance whatever for 
a fair trial? Would his conscience be easy atany time afterwards? 

[ regret greatly the necessity for saying these things about the 
administration of justice in the State of Kentucky under the ex- 
traordinary conditions that surround the Goebel trials. 


respected governor of the State of Indiana by the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. JaMEs]. 


ernor to be unjustly attacked and vilified without offering a 
word in resentment. I sincerely hope that in the future elections 


will be conducted with such fairness in all of the States of the | 


country that unfortunate conditions like those existing in Ken- 
tucky after the election in 1899 will never again occur. I have 
now finished my remarks. [Applause on the Republican side. } 


[Editorial from Lexington (Ky.) Leader, August, 1900.] 
FARCE AND TRAGEDY. 

The curtain was rung down on the third act of a legal farce—or, rather, 
tragedy—entitled *‘An attempt to hang Taylor and damn the Republican 
arty.” 
7 Act No. 1 introduced Thomas Corruption-fund Campbell and his satellites, 
Dee Armstrong, George Russell, and Thomas B. Cromwell, in their well- 
known specialty of discovering a man with a motive for bringing about the 


death of Senator Goebel and perjured testimony to give color to the charge. | 


The second act was an alleged examining trial presided over by that able 
jurist, “Old Dan Moore.” 

the forms of law concluded Saturday afternoon, when twelve men brought 
in a verdict of guilty and fixed the punishment of Caleb Powers at confine- 
ment in the penitentiary for life. 

Judge Cantrillsaid at Frankfort, when an application for a change of venue 
was made, that under the conditions then surrounding that city he would 
not try a sheep-killing dog there. Franklin County has reason to congratu- 
late itself that the infamous trial was transferred to Scott County, and that 
the latter bailiwick furnished the twelve men who were willing to bring in 
such a shocking verdict. 

There was not one iota of testimony, perjured or otherwise, that connected 
Caleb Powers with the assassination of Senator Goebel. He admitted bring- 
ing the mountain men to Frankfort, and proved conclusively that they were 
not there for murder, but for the purpose of showing the interest that was 
felt all over that part of the State in the contest then being heard by the leg- 
islative contest committees. They came for the lawful R of petition- 
ing the legislature to stop the contests and permit those who had been legally | 
elected to fill out their terms as State officials. They did petition the legis- | 
lature, and when their prayer was refused they quictly went back home. | 
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| was just such a trialas this, resulting in a miscarriage of justi: i 


| Cincinnati, and but for his fleetness of foot and successful e 
| Campbell's ashes might have mingled with those of the tem 


| places in our State government. 


| ishment at life imprisonment instead of death. 


The de- | 
bate was not of my seeking. 1t was precipitated upon the House | 
by the impassioned and vitriolic denunciation of the honored and | Commonwealth of Kentucky rather than for the one man condem: 
I will not remain in my seat and permit | 
the name and standing of my State and her distinguished gov- | 


, | out to have been those of partisan Goebel Democrats. 
The third, and, at present, the last act in a prearranged conviction under | 
| ocrat. 
| juries during the year, and are matters of record in Judge Cantr 


| Goebel Democratic votes. 


. : ; ss l nar 
| able and almost impossible freak of chance every anti-Goebe! 
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Had they desired to kill the Democratic members, as testified to jy, Cm 
Noaks, and Golden, there was nothing to prevent them doing «. pat m, 
one word was said that contemplated violence of any kind. ~ Ut not 

At every conference that Caleb Powers attended where vic); ae 
gested he puta stop to it. He even went so far as to say: “[ have 
stake than any of you, and before I will permit any such action ;,, + 
I will give up my contest, resign my office, and go home.” 

Yet this is the manly man that has been convicted under tho «»,, 
law’ as an “accessory before the fact” to the murder of William ¢ e} a ; it 


ee 


more at 
be taken 


inder the 

yvurt house at 
T. ¢ 

pic Of justice 


‘forms of law,” that induced an outraged public to burn the 


that he had disgraced. 
This outrageous farce isthe natural result of Goebelism. A partis; 

partisan jurymen, selected because their minds were already ma: 

ironclad instructions almost demanding the sacrifice of Cale} | 
Caleb Powers was tried before a judge who made stump sy 


| the bench, a judge who did not speak to two and possibly three of 
€ 


neys for the defense, and who vented his spleen on one of them } 


| twice for an alleged contempt of court that was continuously indy) 


the lawyers for the Commonwealth without comment from +} 

judge who, after four arguments had been made for each side. ; sadl then 

instructions for fear some loophole had been left by which the defor, 

might escape. : 
And this is“ justice” in the proud old Commonwealth. 


God save t 
Might makes right and the weakest go to the wall. 


Letus de 


| houses, throw away our law books, relegate our court officia) 


field or the penitentiary, and hang our heads in shame befo; 
States. 

Partisan venom has done its work well, and unless the higher 
verse this decision the liberty of this young man, innocent as a | 
must be sacrificed to the demand of men who are unworthy to | 


| latchets of his shoes. 


A free people have stood and will continue to suffer grievous wr 


| a long time in silence, but the turning point will sometime be rea 


the present, however,an appeal to our courts is a useless waste : 


gang of usurpers and bloodsuckers, responsible to nobody, occupies t 


[Editorial in Louisville Dispatch. } 
AN INFAMOUS VERDICT. 

The Dispatch will not question the integrity of Judge Cantril! 
not say that he is dishonest or that he willfully exerted his influe: 

a conviction, regardless of evidence. We must conclude that he is 
man of narrow views and bitter partisan prejudice. We must « 1 
he is so narrow-minded as to be intellectually incapable of understand 
grave responsibility of his position, and so blinded by prejudice that 
unable to see but one side of the case. We must conclude that he w 
the bench thoroughly convinced that Powers is guilty and equally 

that it was his solemn duty to the State to exert all of the powe: 

tion, regardless of precedent and rules of evidence, to secure a vic 
Otherwise we would feel it to be our duty to denounce his cond 
famous. 

As the Dispatch can not question the integrity of the court, we1 
concede the intelligence and honesty of at least a majority of the 
suspicious minds it may appear somewhat singular that a jury in 
which six weeks had been consumed in hearing evidence and argu 


meciud 


in twenty minutes. It may seem strange to some, too, thata jury to whom 
the evidence of guilt appeared so overwhelming should have fixed the pun- 
We will not point ont that 
Powers, if guilty, is guilty of one of the foulest crimes in all the | 


| civilized nations, and if deserving of punishment at all should rec 


treme penalty of thelaw. We merely attribute this peculiar feature of t 
verdict to the unaccountable idiosyncrasies of the foman intelle 
rounded by people demanding a conviction, and confronted with | 
and rulings cael Sasteteonieuas from the bench showing so plainly t 
and purpose of the presiding judsre, a refusal toconvict would hay 
tempt of court. 

In the presence of this verdict the solicitude of good citizens 


institutions are on trial. In no other American State has popular 
ment met the fierce assaults it has encountered in Kentucky wit 
eighteen months. 

Nowhere else in this broad land do the storms of passion and pr 
rage so furiously. This verdict shows to what extreme men ot 
and fairness and integrity can be driven in the rancor and excitem 
litical strife. It reveals to us the weakest side of human natur 
out to us wherein the danger to our institutions is greatest. it! 


| arouse the minds and consciences of the people. 


(Editorial, Lexington (Ky.) Leader.] 

In October, 1900, after Caleb Powers had been convicted for tl 
and while an appeal was pending which it was universally believed \ 
sult in a second trial, Judge Cantrill appointed three Goebel Der 
jury commissioners of Scott County, where Powers was tried, to! 
wheel for the three 1901 terms of the Cantril! court in that cour 

The three Goebelite commissioners put about 300 names into t! 
and, as every name has since been drawn out for jury service. | 
figure out the political complexion of the original wheel from the Tr 
the court. c 

Of the 300 names put into the wheel, out of which it was known 
Powers's jury must be drawn in the event of a eecand (inl. all but 

ne wi 
whose names got into the box, 4 were Republicans and | ananti-( 
The names have all been drawn out in securing the Power 


Scott County polls about2,200 Goebelite votes and 2,000 R spublic i 
Leaving out of consideration, say, 200 t 
Democrats and 700 negroes, there are easily 1,100 white Republi 


| Goebel Democrats in the conpiy. On this basis a jury wheel ot 
| ought to contain the names of abou 


t 100 Republicans. es 
And now for the significance of the political preponderance ‘ 


| County jury wheel. 


Incriminal cases in Kentucky the prosecution is entitled to five pere™ nt 
challenges without explanation or cause. Therefore, if by son n the 
wers Jury, 
ld have 


we 


jury wheel had been drawn out during the impaneling of the E 
and not one of them had been excused for disqualifying cause. it wo 
been in the power of the prosecution to peremptorily challenge ¢v' 
the five and still insure a solidly Democratic jury. | , 
In taking the names from the wheel for jury service the | me Ma blicanls 
Democrat was drawn for the February term of court; one of the hepeve 


; Goebel 
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for the May term, and the remaining three Republican names 


was drawn ring the October term in drawing the Powers jury. Two of 





came out roe used for cause, the third was peremptorily challenged by the 
these Wer. and Caleb Powers was left to the mercy of twelve partisan 
prose u . a rats. 
Goebel . ; nathematical demonstration of partisanship under “forms of 
aaa at illustrates the methods by which Caleb Powers was a second time 
1a iad by @ "jury of his peers.” 
‘From the Louisville Evening Post. By C. N. Buck.] 
F GEORGETOWN, Ky., August 7. 
Two affidavits were filed yesterday by the defense in the trial of Caleb 
vers for alleged complicity in the murder of William Goebel, in support 
2 their motion for the discharge of the veniresummoned by the Scott County 
ai puties on the ground that the venire was overwhelmingly Democratic, 


t+ of 


‘P ewo out of ninety-five men being Republicans. 
; ‘Phe first affidavit was that of Thomas C. Whaley, of Bourbon County, and 


is 
B 


as follows . sas . 
The affiant, Thomas C. Whaley, states that he is a citizen and resident of 
mrbon County, Ky., and has resided therein all his life, and is intimately 

ouainted with the citizens of said county. ; p 
™ “ Hestates that he has examined the list of the special venire summoned 
by Will Rogers, deputy sheriff of Scott County, Ky., and that there are 
ninety-five names among the special venire, and are as follows: 

“«} 8. Munson, George W. Allison, George Thompson, Ed Turner, Charles 
Penn, J. M. Craig, 8. D. Thompson, John W. Thompson, B. F. Hazelwood, 
John Ba. Frank Hazelwood, C. N. Hostetter, John F. Clark, W. F. Heathman, 
(G. Fry. J. F. MeDonald, Leslie Hagan, F. P. White, W. E. Stillwell, William 
Doty. George Wyatt, Clark Bennett, Newton Current, Dennis Handley, 
Junius Bolson, Walter Clark, Jesse Berry, John Cain, J. Walker Muir, B. B. 
Wood, L. J. Mitchell, Tom Redmon, R. ‘E. Letton, H. Miller, M. J. Glenn, 
4. B. Denees, H. D. Campbell, R. L. Collins, Clay Estis, William Neal, Albert 
Mitchell, Frank Clay, L. T. Beal, 8. J. Kennedy, Charles Barnett, Malcum 
Boswell, Charles Stevens, A. T, Wright, Varden Stipp, James Earlywine, 
G. W. Redmond, Robert Stipp, L. D. Harris, Cass Goff, Ed Burk, John Endi- 
cott, Andie Riffett, J. C. Morris, Alfred Bitterton, A. P. Adair, George Estes, 
Seott Williams, Jeff Kiser, Joel Howard, John Wilson, Charles Wilson, Tom 
Estes, H. C. Roberts, George Tate, Jack Higgins, John Daughty, George Ped- 
dicord, Tom Paggett, Nath. G an, Newell Snapp, George Faulconer, 
Frank Shanks, John Conway, 8. P. Oliver, Ora Jones, Jim Fisher, Thomas 
Current, Mote Rankins, Jack Cunningham, Woodson Browig, Berry Bedford, 
R. 0. Turner, John Johnson, F. B. Thomas, D. T. Wilson, Steel Mars, E. T. 
Keller, J. H. Haggard, Lloyd Ashurst, W. A. Hill, jr. 

“And out of the entire list of names summoned as above set out there ap- 
pears only the namesof two Republicans, The remaining ninety-three venire 
men are all Democrats. 

“Affiant further says that the aforesaid deputy sheriffs, Will Rogers and 
7. D. Lusby, were accompanied when they summoned said special venire by 
Jim Burk, deputy sheriff of Bourbon County, Ky., and Joe Williams, consta- 
ble of Bourbon County, Ky.; that said Burk is an ardent Democrat and sup- 
porter of the late William Goebel, as is Joe Williams. 

“The affiant further says that, in summoning the said special venire, that 
in the city of Paris and on the Millersburg. pike said Lusby and Rogers, or 
one of them, accompanied by said Burk and Williams, or one of them, passed 
and failed to summon James Powers; then summoned John Cain; and then 
purposely failed to summon Dan Isgrigg, George Leeds, Porter Jett, Thomas 
Whaley, all of whom were Republicans, and Dr. T. J. McMillan, independent 
Democrat, who were qualified for jury service; summoned Walter Clark, Ed 
Burk, Dennie Handley, Caswell Goff, 
of the late William Goebel. 
were passed by by said sheriff were all competent and qualified jurors, and 
ie they lived in poe city and on the turnpike roadside where the aforesaid 

emocrats resided. 

“He says that on the Maysville and Lexington and Clintonville pikes that 
said Rogers and Lusby, or one of them. accompanied by said Burk and Wil- 
liams, or one of them, ssed Henry Power, independent Democrat, and 
George Pepper, W. P. 
Jones, H. C. Weathers, Letcher Weathers, pesca, and summoned Ben 
Woods, W. F. Heathman, J. F. McDonald, Leslie Haggin, George W. Allison, 
J. W. Muir, J. M. Craig, and Ed Turner, all of whom are Democrats and ad- 
herents and admirers of the late William Goebel. He says that each of the 
above-mentioned Republicans are competent and qualified jurors, and that 
they reside along that portion of the said Maysville and Lexington and Clin- 
a turnpikes on which the aforesaid Democrats reside that were sum- 

oned, 

“He states that on the Jackstown pike that said Rogers and Lusby, or one 
of them, accompanied by said Burk and Williams, or one of them, passed and 
purposely failed to summon A. J. Gorey, Lee Devers, and Joe oth, Re- 
publicans, and summoned only George 
Mitchell, William Neil, and Robert Collins, Democrats, and adherents and 
admirers of the late William Goebel. He states that each of the aforesaid 
Republicans passed on said Jackstown pike are competent and qualified 
a that they reside on that portion of said road where said Democrats 

“He says that on the North Middletown and Flat Rock turnpikes that said 

ogers and Lusby, or one of them, accompanied by said Burk and Williams, 
pe of fem, passed W.C. Massie, C. J. 

re Republi 
Wyatt, John J. Redmond, R. E. Letton, and M.J. Glenn, Democrats, and ad- 
m rents and partisans of the late William Goebel. He says that the afore- 
nwoned Republicans reside on that part of North Middletown and Flat 

MOCK t irnpikes that the aforementioned Democrats reside on. 

Rud ee \tes that in the town of Ruddles Mills, and on the Millersburg and 
ote ae ill pike, that said Rogers and Lusby, or oneof them, accompanied 
wane urk and Williams, or oneof them, es John Hamilton, Independ- 
are ce wocrat; William Cherry and C. I.. Hough, Republicans, all of whom 

ompetent and qualified jurors, and summoned Thomas Current, James 
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The other affidavit was that of Caleb Powers, the defendant, which follows: 
POWERS’S AFFIDAVIT. 

“The defendant, Caleb Powers, now comes and enters this challenge to 
the panel of jurors and each juror tendered him, and moves that said panel 
and each juror thereof and the special venire summoned from Bourbon 
County be discharged upon the following grounds, to wit: 

“That the officers of this court directed to summon the special venire from 
Bourbon County, by order of this court, entered in this cause, August 5, 
1903, and who were sent by the sheriff of this county to perform said service 
did not impartially perform their duties, and did not and have not fairly and 
impartially selected said jurors, but, wpon the contrary, did illegally and in 
violation of the statutes and constitution of this Commonwealth, and in vio- 
lation of the rights secured to this defendant as acitizen of Kentucky and asa 
citizen of the United States, under and by virtue of the Constitution of: the 
United States, and particularly in violation of the rights secured to him by 
the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution of the United States, select 
and summon all jurors, and the said officers did consciously and purposely 
select jurors of a different affiliation from the political affiliation of the de- 
fendant, and this they did with the purpose of discriminating against the 
rights of the defendant, and with the intention to deprive the defendant, 





| whoisa citizen of Kentucky and of the United States, of the right to a fair 


and impartial trial by a jury impartially selected, as required by the laws 
and constitution of Kentucky and the Constitution of the United States and 
the amendments thereto. 

“The defendant further moves the court, for the reasons and upon tho 
grounds hereinbefore stated and set forth, to require the sheriff to designate 
other officers than those by him directed to summon the spevial venire afore- 
said, to summon petit jurors for the trial of this cause, and that such persons 
so designated for such service receive ull proper admonition and instruction 
from this court in respect to the performance of their duties. Andif the 


| court is unable to grant this motion as indicated, the defendant, for the rea- 


emocrats, and adherentsand admirers | 
He says that the above-named Republicans that | 


‘ox, C. T. Throckmorton, George Taylor, George | 


sons and grounds stated, moves the court to designate some other oflicer or 
person other than the sheriff to summon jurors in this cause. 
“The defendant tenders herewith his affidavit.” 


Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Mississippi ten minutes, or such time as he desires. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, the closing 
sentence of the speech just made by the gentleman from Indiana 
|Mr. CRUMPACKER] was a reiteration of the charge that the juries 
in these cases were ** packed”’ by the conduct of the officers in 
selecting those juries. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is very easy to 
make loose assertions. This was a law case. There were astute 
and shrewd lawyers on both sides. That very point was made. 
That very point was reviewable by the court of appeals, consisting 
of a majority of Republicans, and they, upon the evidence and 
not upon newspaper reports nor upon ** well-confirmed opinion,”’ 
as the gentleman states his position now to be, decided that that 
charge did not hold water. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, politics is one thing, Americanism is 
another thing, and there ought to be a calm and cool consider- 
ation of a grave question like this. 

Winding its way through the country to the Mississippi River 
runs the narrow thread of the Beautiful River, as the Indians 
called it. On one side are the people of Indiana, on the other side 
are the people of Kentucky; of the same parentage, the same lan- 
guage, reading the same literature, subject to the same law, with 
the same American traditions, with the same American ideals. 
And yet to-day every sentence in the gentleman's speech is a quiet 
assumption that upon the left side of that river the men who con- 


| stitute juries, who, blood of the blood and bone of the bone, are iden- 


tical with the men upon the right side of that river, and the men 
whocompose the courtson the left bankof that river are necessarily 
corrupt, and rotten, and perjured—having taken oath to do their 


| duty—and that upon the other side of the river there exists but 
| one man who beforehand, when not one word of evidence had 


sdmond, Bedford Devers, Albert | 


Cc oer, Mc rt. Rankins, Tom Paggett, George Falconer, S. R. Oliver, John W. | 
the Inte Wie vathan Goodman, Democrats, and adherents and partisans of | 
thecal] + tm Goebel. He says that the aforesaid Republicans reside in 


“© Said town of Ruddles 
dles Mill turnpike 
honed reside 


Pakente: 7 said Rogers and Lusby, or one of them, accompanied by said 
territory - ans, or one of them, in the vicinity of Clays Crossroadsand the 
Cyuthiane mikes by the Clay and Kiser pikes and the Georgetown and 
J. Miller vy, es, they passed and purposely failed tosummonsJ. M. Hughes, 
Freak b Guards, Catsby Woodford, John B. Kennedy, Frank P. Clay, sr., 
Joseph ES » It.,0. PoOlay, Quincy Ward, Col. E. F. Clay, E. F. Clay, jr., 
lorin — walt, Independent Democrats, and Henry Clay, Lan Hume, 
+4, : Spears Moore, Republicans, andsummoned A. P. Adair, Al- 

n. and John C. Mo Democrats, and adherents and partisans 


s Mills and on that portion of Millersburg and Rud- 
roadside where the aforesaid Democrats that were sum- 


fred Battert. 
of the late William Goebel.” 


been heard, was competent, simply because he was an Indianian 
and a Republig n, to decide that this state of corruption did, or 
rather would, exist. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. Chairman, in some respects—andI say it in all kindness— 
the speech made by the gentleman from Indiana {Mr. Crum- 
PACKER] is a disgrace to American civilization and to American 
politics. [Applause on the Democratic side.| There has been 


| too much of this quiet oozing out of this arrogant assumption of 
aniel, and —— Burns, all of whom | 
cans and competent and qualified jurors, and summoned G. W. | 


superiority upon one side of that river and inferiority upon the 
other. _[Applause on the Democratic side.| Upon the forum, 
upop-the battlefield, upon the bench, in literature, and every- 
where they have been your equals, if not your superiors. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. | 

Gentlemen, one Edmund Burke. long years ago said that he did 
not know how to draw an indictment a whole people: 
but the gentleman from Indiana can teach the great English 
statesman how to draw it, and how to draw it by innuendo and 
from newspaper reports. 

Mr. Chairman, suppose that that courteous gentleman, Wil- 
liam McKinley. had been assassinated in a State where, by the 
chances of politics, there had come to be a majority of socialists, 
with a socialist governor. and suppose that that socialist governor 
had declined to surrender his murderer upon a requisition on the 


again 


ground that he would be surrendered to the tender mercies of the 
anti-anarchists? 
This thine can not stop here. I believe it is the duty of every 


governor of every Stat: in this Union t> refnse, from this time on 


| until the error is corrected or apologized for, a requisition from 
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the governor of the State of Indiana. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. } 

When William McKinley was struck down there was not a 
Democratic mother in a household in this broad land that did not 
feel weighed down by sorrow. 
where that did not feel it. In my own little town we held our 
meeting, and when I spoke td my people about it tears were in 
the eyes of a great many of them. The gentleman has gone a 
little bit further. He has at least admitted Goebel’s foul assassi- 
nation, his political assassination—and I honor his integrity when 
he declines to answer in the negative my question when I asked 
him if he did not know it was a political assassination. 

He now admits that Goebel is dead and buried and that he has 
been assassinated, and further that he was assassinated for polit- 
ical purposes. The gentleman neglects to admit that the shot 
that killed him was fired with smokeless powder from the window 
of the office of the secretary of state. The gentleman neglected to 
mention that immediately upon the perpetration of the crime the 
Republican governor of the State of Kentucky, who is now a fugi- 
tive from justice in Indiana, ordered the military to keep the civil 
officers from searching the premises in order to find the criminal. 
{ Applause on the Democratic side.] The gentleman has failed to 
mention the fact that the man who 
the evidence of his colleagues, the man that probably perpetrated 
the offense, or who was supposed to have employed him who did 


There was not a Democrat any- | 


» , 
FEBRUARY 3, 
i 
political question. The Republican governor of the 
State pretends to feel justified in refusing to obey the chin. 
the constitutional mandate which gives “ full credence: rey ‘ 
courts and procedure of the adjoining State on such a pr, nos’ = 

My God, Mr. Chairman, if we have got to a point where », 
must be assumed to be corrupt, capable of bribery. , deste 
subornation, capable of assassination through tho proc a ‘} . 
courts, because they are Democrats, or because they are R aka 
ans, or because they are Populists, or because they are Kenin. 
ians—and the gentleman has given no other reason—t}h oy ;; v ald 
be infinitely better for us to dissolve this Republic of ex: re 
States, founded upon mutual respect and mutual credey, 
elect or in somehow or other to manage to give the p: 
great and good man who could manage the country iy 
way. [Applause. ] F 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman allow mo to ag; 
him a question? How does the gentleman explain the fact 4) 
in the three trials of Caleb Powers the juries were made yy 
every instance almost unanimously of ardent political friends of 


adjoining 


a& Tatherly 


| the late Goebel—Goebel Democrats? 


| the gentleman is misinformed as to the facts. 
yas assumed to be guilty by | 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I explain it by simply saving 


[Applause on the 


Democratic side.] In the very first trial of that case—{ do nos 


| know about these matters in detail—but in the very first trial of 


it. was granted a pardon either the day before or immediately | 


after the murder. but that he was granted a pardon either before 


the murder was committed orelse immediately after and before he | 
was suspected or public opinion had pe nnted its finger at any nan. 


Mr. BOWIE. 
when he was running away? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The man was arrested with 
the pardon in his pocket, issued before it was known that he was 
suspected; if not before the fatal shot was fired, certainly before 
he had been accused. 

A Memper. And had $1.300 in his pocket also. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of: Mississippi. 
this man, whois now a fugitive from justice from Kentucky, whose 
people are as honest and brave as are the people of Indiana—that 
this man who is now a fugitive from justice fied before there was 
any trial or indictment, and that the governor of Indiana must 
have assumed that there was not going to be a fair trial. The 
assumption runs through the gentleman’s speech that, in the trial 
of aman who happens to assassinate a Democratic governor in 


the State of Kentucky it is necessarily a political question which | 


is being tried and not a plain murder case. When the gentleman 
was asked the question he admitted that in the nomination of the 
last governor.of Indiana a plank was put in applauding and ap- 
proving the conduct of Governor Mount in refusing to honor a 
requisition from a State of this Union, notwithstanding the posi- 
tive constitutional provision which says that ‘full credence”’ 
shall be given to the courts and procedures of other States. The 
gentleman admitted that in answer to a question, said that was 
true, and added, ‘‘ What of it?’’ I will tell him ‘‘ what of it.’’ 
This of it: It means that the Republican party in Indiana has 


Was he not caught with a pardon in his pocket 


that case there were six Goebel Democrats, four anti-Goebpe! 
Democrats, and two Republicans, one of whom the g ntleman 
from Indiana says was a Goebel Republican, about which | know 
nothing. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Let me ask the gentleman another ques. 
tion. If Lam correct, then, in my facts, the gentleman will admit 
that the indictment that I have made against the State of K, 
tucky in this particular instance and for this particular occasion 


? 
}- 


| is well founded? 


The gentleman forgets that 


sunk to a level of partisan rancor so low that they confess that | 


the refusal to honor a requisition for a murderer—aye, a murderer, 
a foul assassin—of a Democratic governor of Kentucky is a po- 
litical question in Indiana. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 
The gentleman says that 30,000 people in Indiana approved that, 
and yet there is no man here who does not know that they voted 


the Republican ticket for other reasons and not for that reason. | 


But in the adjoining Commonwealth, with as brave men and with 


as sweet home-keeping women as the world ever knew, the people | 


decided that question as a direct issue, and decided by an equally 
large majority that, in their opinion, it was assassination, a po- 
litical assassination, and yet more, that the political assassin, 
convicted, ought not to be pardoned, and that his colleagues in 
crime ought to be returned to the State of Kentucky. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Just a word or two more. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I yield to the gentleman such time as he 
desires. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Justa word. I want to say 
this in closing, Mr. Chairman. Iam on political issues a parti- 
san, but I am not rancorously or otherwise a partisan personally. 
Iam not now and never have been. My personal feelings do not 
enter into my politics and my politics do not enter into my per- 
sonal relations. I say that we have come toa strange state of 
things in these United States of America when to protect a foul 
assassin who stands charged to answer for that crime the gov- 
ernor of a State has failed to do his duty in honoring the requisi- 
tion of asister State, and even defends him by making asan argu- 
ment the reply that there was “ bad politics’’ in the adjoining 
State, and when indictments grow out of it justify the failure to 
surrender the alleged criminal on the ground that murder isa 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Ah! 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And I will not admit it fora 
reason that is patent and obvious toall men. Whoever asked 
the politics of the men who sat upon the jury which tried the 
assassin of William McKinley? I do not know yet whether they 
were all Republicans or all Democrats. It was not a case of poli- 
tics, it was a case of murder; and if the gentleman came into the 
State of Mississippi, let us say, where men are not allowed to 
serve upon a jury unless they can read and write and calculat 
simple addition and multiplication and interest—those are th 
requisites upon which we impanel jurors there—he will find juries 
every day trying the case of a Republican suitor upon which there 
would not be a single Republican. It is not a political question, 
and the gentleman’s question asrumes that each of the twelv 
men who are summoned and sworn upon the jury to try a cas 
murder, according to the law and the evidence, are corrupt and are 
going to try it not upon the law and the evidence, but upon th 
politics of the case. The assumption is not only not well taken, 
but it is unjust to any part of the American people, whether in 
Kentucky or Indiana, and I for one am not prepared to believe 
that such a state of absolute degeneracy like that exists anywhere. 

Mr. BOWIE. May I ask the gentleman a question’ I 
true that the offense for which Mr. Goebel was assassinated was be- 
cause he exercised the constitutional right of contest in the! 
ner provided by the Constitution, a right which has bee. re 
without question in the House of Representatives hundreds 0 
times since this Government was founded? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Not only that—no 
it the crime of taking a contested-election case to a | 
vided by the laws of Kentucky for it, but it is furt! 
that in a majority of the States of this Union, in a grea 
them at any rate, that very same tribunal—to wit, th 
of the State—is provided for exactly that same sort : 
election case. The gentleman might just as well say th 


I will not. 


T + 
Is i t 


t only w 


T ¢ 


| the gentleman from Missouri, or some other gentleman upor 
| Democratic side, was turned out of the House of Rep! 


by a committee a majority of whom were Republic: 
his opinion was unjustly turned out, and because he was 
with resentment by means of it had assassinated the « 
the Committee on Contested Elections or the con 
that ought to be pleaded in extenuation of murder. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. POU. I would like to inquire of the gentleman 
as platforms are made generally to get votes, if he kn 
other State in the Union where either political party ! 
low as to put a plank in its platform for the purpose 
votes which assumes that jurors and judges of the ln 
in a sister State have committed perjury in advance 0! 
the court? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
is so obvious that it needs no answer. 


The answer to thn! 
Of course I do 1 
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Mr. e the gentleman who preceded him—that in the State of 
», re iy that was the issue? 
- WILLLA MS of Mississippi. That was not the issue. 

Mr, SMITH of Kentucky. The gentleman referred to some- 

rag he said. 
ome that AMSof Mississippi. 'The gentleman did not say so. 
Tl ceptleman did not_ understand the question. The question 
tthe rentleman from North Carolina was this: Whether I knew 
oa sy State that had made a political question out of the refusal 
. send of the governor to give credence to a court in a sister 


fore : ; 
baie on the assumption on the part of that governor that the 
opulation of the sister State was degraded, and that its jurors 
mh ‘dees, therefore—for it could only be therefore—were cor- | 


ropt; and to that J answered, “No.” In Kentucky your own party 
attempted to make an issue of the prosecution of the murderers, 
and the Democracy met the issue because your people made it 
vst in the very State where it occurred. You went down before 


first . ° ’ 
it like grain before the sickle, and they are going down forever 
regardless of the pe litical questions in Kentucky as long as they 


dare 


issue. 
Mr. SMITH of 


{Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
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| awarded. 


| any such opinion myself. 
in a political race there ought to be a tribunal before whom he 


flaunt their banner of assassination and murder as a political | 


Indiana [Mr. HkemeENWAyY] propounded some questions to me a | 


short time ago which I did not at that time have an opportunity 


to answer, but I will now undertake to answer in as plain, frank, | 


and candid a manner as I am able. I am reasonably familiar, 
I think, Mr. Chairman, with the entire Goebel matter, if it may 
be designated as such. I have never been inclined to trespass 
upon the time of this House for the purpose of settling that ques- 
tion here, because I have thought that the people of Kentucky— 
Democrats, Republicans, Populists, and Prohibitionists—are 
fully competent to settle all phases of the matter in the proper 
forums of that great Commonwealth. 

But. Mr. Chairman, since the matter is before the House, I de- 
sire to say, in response to the questions of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Hemenway], that in the campaign of 1899 the Re- 
publican party was represented at every precinct in that State, so 
faras I know, by two members on the precinct election board. 
That was the law then and had been for very many years before 
that in Kentucky. The precinct officers conducted the election, 
counted the votes at the close of the polls, and certified the same 
to the county board, which in turn ascertained the result in the 
entire county by adding the votes as certified by the precinct 
boards, - county board certified the result in the county to the 
State board, 

Mr. BURKE. Mr. Chairman, did I understand the gentleman 
from Kentucky to say that there were Prohibitionists in Kentucky? 
_ Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Oh, yes, a good many of them. If 
it will be any satisfaction to the gentleman, I will say to him that 
nearly two-thirds of the territory of Kentucky is under prohibi- 
tion. Wemake liqnordown there not so much for ourselves as for 
the people of other States, such as Maineand Kansas. [Laughter. | 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I take up the next question suggested by 
the gentleman, which was that the State canvassing board had 
issued a certificate of election to Governor Taylor and his col- 
leagues on the Republican ticket. 

It is true that we have a canvassing board, made up of three 
members, whose duties are merely mechanical—that is, to add up 
the returns from the various counties, ascertain who upon the 
faci of the returns have received a majority of the votes cast, and 
> certificates of election to them. That is what happened in 
thiscase. On the State election board of Kentucky. in 1899, there 
were W. 8. Pryor, ex-chief justice of the State: W. T. Ellis, for 
three terms a Member of this House, and C. B. Poyntz, of the 
oleae erie. These gentlemen stand as high and possess as 

Mr HEMEN ee as any men in Kentucky or elsewhere. 
were bana NW AY ; I agree with the gentleman that they 
kind of @ eae straight, honorable men, and issued the right 

Mr. SMITH of K 
aaa — — - Kentucky. Let me answer further that this 
allote < ae vo question the validity of a large number of 
but upon waar one ae the matter came before them, 
lenis ‘hase cage reg are they determined that their func- 
them by terioa 0 cast up the votes that had been certified to 
prima facie non county boards and issue certificates to those 

tT . itled thereto. 
aa pein nd, Mr. Chairman, it is in every State in this 
Who oa is what we call a canvassing board to ascertain 
that there c roa ad the returns is entitled to a certificate, and 
tired by are. ® board for contest purposes, if a contest is de- 

9 any party to the election. 


Vision ne ucky we have had from time immemorial 


and lieutenant- 
OW that near 


a pro- 
ate constitution requiring the contest for governor 
sovernor to be tried by the State legislature. I 
ly all States in the Union have similar provisions, 
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UMPACKER. Did not the gentleman say that it was— | either in their constitutions or statutes. There may be some 


States that do not recognize the right of contest, but Kentuckians 
are too just, honorable, and intelligent to tolerate a system under 
which fraud and corruption could not be eliminated in the ascer- 
tainment of even the commonest right of one of her citizens. 
Therefore, any man who was a candidate for governor or lieu- 
tenant-governor may go before the general assembly and contest 
the right of him to whom the certificate of election has been 
I don’t know whether our sister State of Indiana has 
any provision for contest ornot. I apprehend from the statement 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] that he does 


| not believe that a man ought to have the right to contest the 
| election of another to an office, 


If that is his view, all well and good. I do not participate in 


I believe that when a man is wronged 


can seek redress. Now, then, coming to the prosecution of Powers 
and others, I want to say that in my humble judgment the men 
who have been charged with and tried for the assassination of 
William Goebel have had as fair and impartial trials as any men 
or set of men ever charged with crime in any State in the Union. 

Powers was indicted in Franklin County and took a change of 
venue to Scott County. The firstand second juries were selected 
from the latter, and the third from Bourbon County. The first- 
trial jury was made up of four anti-Goebel Democrats, two straight 
Republicans, and six straight Democrats, and returned a verdict 
of guilty within an hour’s time, or thereabouts. On the third jury 
there was one straight Republican, and no verdict can be returned 
in such cases except by unanimous agreement, so that one juror 
can prevent the conviction of an innocent man as easily as eleven. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. DINSMORE] extend my time? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I desire to say to this House and to 
the country that on the second jury that tried him Caleb Powers 
had an old schoolmate and boyhood friend; and you, gentlemen, 
understand better than I can describe the strong attachment that 
binds one schoolmate to another. Any man who declares that 
the magnanimous, the generous-hearted Kentuckian could be in- 
duced by political prejudice to. inflict the verdict of death or life 
imprisonment upon one whom he had loved and cherished as his 
schoolmate in past years does not understand Kentucky char- 
acter, does not understand Kentucky manhood, and does not ap- 
preciate the strength, the force, the breadth, and depth of Ken- 
tucky friendship. 

I believe, sir, that that schoolmate of Caleb Powers, Democratic 
in politics as he was, would sooner have suffered his good right 
arm to be stricken from his body than to have rendered a ver- 
dict against that man had not the evidence shown his guilt beyond 
doubt. 

But now, Mr. Chairman,I desire to answer further a point 
suggested by the gentleman from Indiana and which I was about 
to overlook. He referred to the fact that there had been a great 
reward fund offered by the Commonwealth of Kentucky for the 
arrest and conviction of the assassin of William Goebel. I desire 
to say to him, in answer to that. that out of the hundred thousand 
dollars reward offered less than $8,000 has ever been used in the 
pr secution of these cases, and a considerable part of that—as I 
understand, though I do not personally assert it to be a fact—has 
been used in procuring and bringing to court the witnesses for 
these defendants themselves. 

The gentleman asked me something about Mr. Campbell, inti- 
mating that I was associated with Mr. Campbell—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I did not mean to refer to the gentleman 
personally, but only to his party. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I understand the gentleman meant 
nothing personal. To speak plainly and candidly, I am informed 
that Mr, Campbell was employed by the brothers of the deceased 
William Goebel and looked to them wholly and entirely for his 
compensation in the case. 

Mr. JAMES. Allow me to ask the gentleman whether it is not 
true that Mr. Campbell, the gentleman who was employed by the 
Goebel brothers to prosecute these murderers, was a Republican 
and was an elector at large for the State of Ohio on the electoral 
ticket eight years ago? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. That is my information, that he 
was in politics a Republican, and that he was an elector at large 
for that State at the time mentioned by my colleague 

Mr. BOWIE. Allow me to ask whether there was a single an- 
archist on the jury that tried Czolgosz for the murder of Presi- 
dent McKinley? 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I donot suppose there was; at least 


| I hope there was not. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, in these matters I am one of those who do 
not desire to see any innocent man suffer. If I know myself 
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aright, I would be as far from convicting William S. Taylor or | 
Charles Finley or Caleb Powers, if I did not believe them to be 
guilty. as any man within the Union. 

Mr. JAMES. Will my friend tell the House whether or not 
there was a single witness of Democratic faith and belief who 
testified to a single material fact against Caleb Powers—whether 
it is not true that every material fact that was proved against 
Caleb Powers was proved by Republicans and those who voted 
for William S. Tavlor for governor? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I was coming to that proposition. 
It is a fact that the men who have been convicted of the assassi- 
nation of Mr. Gcebel were found guilty upon the testimony of 
Republicans almost exclusively. 

Not only were they Republicans, but active and, many of them, 
office-holding Republicans under the late Republican administra- 
tion of Kentucky. 

Mr. JAMES. Is it not true that William O. Bradley, ex-gov- 
ernor of the State of Kentucky, testified in the trial of Captain 
Ripley—a captain of a military company brought there by Tay- 
lor—that Ripley was in authority upon the statehouse grounds 
during the trouble, and Ripley told him that Taylor said to him, 
‘*Goebel has but twenty-four hours to live,’’ and Goebel was 
murdered in less than twenty-four from that time? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. That is a fact that Governor Brad- 
ley testified to on the trial of Ripley. 

Mr. BOWIE. Is it not a fact that there was nobody in the 
statehouse except Republicans at the time the murder was com- 
mitted? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Well, Iam not able to speak about 
that from personal knowledge, but from all accounts it is true 
that the Republicans had charge of the statehouse at the time 
Goebel was assassinated. That is conceded by everybody. 

It is true by Republican testimony that Goebel was killed by a 
shot fired from the window of the office of Caleb Powers, secre- 
tary of state. It is true by the testimony of Republican wit- 
nesses that Governor Taylor was within 40 feet of where the as- 
sassin sat when the bullet was fired. It is true that immediately 
after the shot was fired he called the State guard, or his militia, 
and surrounded the statehouse, and refused to permit any civil 
officer to enter to make search for the assassin. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gentle- | 
man from Kentucky if it is not true that Caleb Powers said to 
Youtsey, who had been convicted of being a conspirator in causing 
Goebel’s death, that he wanted Youtsey to give him a written 
statement that he might have it used by sending it to a Repub- 
lican judge who was considering his case, saying in that written | 
statement that he was not guilty of the murder of Goebel, and if 
Youtsey did not say to him, ‘I refuse to sign such a statement; 
you know you were guilty;’’ and that Powers said, ‘*‘ Well, if you 
will give me that statement I will pledge you that I will return it 
to you;’’ and that Youtsey did give him that statement, and that 
it was used, upon whom we are not informed, and that he re- 
turned it to Youtsey and Youtsey sent it to his wife in a regis- | 
tered letter, and when Youtsey made his confession he produced | 
that document signed by Powers agreeing in that document that 
if Youtsey would do thatit should not be used for any other | 
purpose, and that was brought out upon the trial, that paper 
signed by Powers himself? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. That is correct. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I wanted to ask if it was true that the average 
juror in Kentucky, when the jury is composed wholly of Demo- 
crats, is as calm and cool and impartial and unprejudiced as the 
members of the Kentucky delegation on this floor seem to me 
to-day? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I do not understand. as a matter of 
fact, and taking the gentleman's question in entire seriousness, 
when he did not mean it so—I do not understand that the com- 
mon rank and file of people ever feel such intense interest in poli- 
tics as those of us who are upon the active scene. That is the 
answer I have to make to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I should like to ask the gentleman a 
question. The gentleman must bear in mind that the State of 
Indiana is on trial now, not Kentucky; that we are the defend- 
ants, and that we are put on trial without the usual notice. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. You have had four years’ notice. | 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] Kentucky has been knock- 
ing at your door for four years, asking for the surrender of these 
fugitives. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Thisis my question: In view of the fact 
that there was such a conclusive case against the defendant, and 
the evidence furnished against the men to be prosecuted by Re- 
mublicans, would it not have been good policy to put one or two 
epebtinnne upon the jury, just for appearance’s sake? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. They were on it. 
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| licans from any State in this Union. 


evidence. 


| assassin of the late William McKinley. 


FEBRUARY 2 
vy 


ey 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. If you had a safe case. 
not have been wise to do that? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. The gentleman, not ¢ ntent 
Republican evidence, wants Republican juries, ae, 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Put half and half, say. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I want to say to gentlomen on 4 
other side of the Chamber that I would not absolutely hes.” 
afraid to have rested this case on trial with twelve rood 
I say to you, gent 
thoroughly believe that the evidence was so strong that 
have been impossible for twelve men—it would have h, 
sible for any one out of twelve even—in any State of th; 
that wanted to see the enforcement of law and crimina)c », 
to have refrained from finding a verdict of cui] 


why would i 


With 
a 


} 
> DPep 


’ 


i 
under t} 


y 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. If there had been half a dozen 4 
would not have been any such question as we are now enn; 
ing. General Durbin would have recognized the requisition, 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. We have had Republicans op 4 
jury, and it takes every man upon the jury to find the aeeneJ 
guilty. Wehave had two Republicans and four anti-Goebel Dem. 
ocrats on the jury, and they found Powers guilty, and oy 
publican (you say one Goebel Republican, and if we had twel 
[ doubt not you would say the whole twelve were Goebel Repyb. 
licans) and eleven Democrats, and they found him guilty, — 
Mr. JAMES. I would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana 
as to the trial of Youtsey, if it is not true when Youtsey was 
tried that every Republican paper in Kentucky and all their 
orators upon the stump during the campaign which was | 
being conducted were asserting that we were trying a crazy n 
and that Cantrell was a tyrant trying a crazy man: and 
wards, when Youtsey was tried and they found him guilt 


Ne 


after that Youtsey had confessed and Youtsey’s confessio 
I would like to re 


used, they said that Youtsey was a liar? 
the gentleman of that fact. 
Mr. BRICK. Was not Youtsey a liar? 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I think that so far as his fei 
insanity was concerned he lied. I donot think there is a 


sity in Youtsey’s confession. 


Mr. THAYER. Was he an alleged Republican? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Yes; a Republican officehol 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I would like to ask the gen 
from Kentucky what he thinks would have been the st 
public opinion in this country if, after the rendition 
sion of the Electoral Commission in the Hayes and T 
Mr. Hayes had been shot down in the State of Indiana |! 
crat, and he went into the State of Kentucky and a | 
governor of Kentucky had refused to honor the requisit 
governor of Indiana? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. That would have meant 
in this country if Kentucky or any other State had 1 
render an assassin of President Hayes after he had be« 
to be President bythe Electoral Commission. It would 
revolution if the governor of any State in this U: 
to protect the assassin of the lamented Abraham Lin 

It would have meant the same thing if the ex 
State of the Union had undertaken to protect 
lamented Garfield, and would have meant the sam 
governor of any State of the Union had undertaken to pr 
But wh 
one rule for the assassination of one man and a «i! 
another? 

A Memprr. A Democrat. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. That may be a sufi 
tion for the distinction with some people; it is ! 
believe in standing upon high ground. I believe t! 
to be some remedy, some supplemental provision 
of fugitives from justice to the State in which th 
to cover such instances as that of Durbin and Ta)! 

If it were conceded that Taylor and Finley wer 
cent, they stand charged by the grand jury of Ira 
Ky., with the high crime of complicity in the murcer 
Goebel. The plain letter of the Constitution of the Um 
and the law era:ted by Congress requires Durbin 
them, but he positively declines and thus defies t! 


the assas 


\ 


f Wi m 


| of the land. 


Now, if he may refuse in this case, why may n 
of any other State re°use in any other case? it w!! 
that there is politics in this thing. If there is po! 
brought politics in? Why, sir, William Goeb lL was | 
to prevent him from serving as governor, and in th 
State Republican convention held in Kentucky attr 
nation the party leaders of that State indorsed 
William 8. Taylor and his colleagues and brought th 
politics in Kentucky. ™ 


ane . . : ‘ the Repub- 
As I said in answer to a question earlier in the ¢ t] ; 








1904. 





i 


- an jeaders of Kentucky made the speech of Caleb Powers in 
fican ? “defense, before the last jury which tried him, practically 
is a ntially their campaign book in the last election. When- 
and sts ve thrown down the gauntlet upon this proposition 


_ yy have 
ever they courageous Democrats of Kentucky have stood 
ae is accept the challenge, as they ever will. ~ 
re are Tr ily, if it must be fought out before the people, as 
Democrats f Kentucky, believing in law, order, and tranquillity— 
. cheerful submission to the constituted authority—to fight it 


ont before the plain people and let them return the verdict. If 
the verdict of a Scott County jury or a Bourbon County jury is 
not sufficient to convince, we are willing to submit it to the hon- 


est, just, and intelligent citizenship of Kentucky. 


Now, then, I wish to say briefly in conclusion that in my judg- 
ment this Congress can do no wiser thing than to add a supple- 
rovision enabling the States from which a criminal or 
alleged criminal has fled to recover the fugitive and bring him 
totrial. Why, sir, if Mr. Taylor is brought back to Kentucky, 
[have no doubt he can get an entirely fair trial. ; 
There was a time when he could have come back, had a trial, 
endif he had not received fair treatment in the lower court the 
majority of members on the supreme court of the State were his 
p litieal friends who were able and competent to have protected 


him. “Then why did he not return? He had said that he was not 


mental ] 


a criminal and he would not be a fugitive, but he turned out not | 


only to be a fugitive but as clearly a criminal, and in that he is 
protected by the governor of a neighboring State. 

Mr. BRICK. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Yes, sir; I will. 

Mr. BRICK. Does the supreme court of Kentucky try the 
merits of a case upon the facts? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. No, sir. 

Mr. BRICK. Then how could the supreme court of Kentucky 
rotect a man from a jury of a court below? 

Mr.SMITH of Kentucky. The supreme court of Kentucky has 
the authority when a case comes before it upon which there is not 
sufficient evidence to warrant a conviction to direct a dismissal of 
the indictment in the lowercourt. That is the authority and the 
jurisdiction of the court of appeals of Kentucky. 

Mr. JAMES. And is not that held to be the law in the case? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr. JAMES. And was it not so held in the Caleb Powers case? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Yes, sir; a rule once made ina case 
is there, as it is elsewhere, held to be the law of the particular 
case, although in some other case it may have been held subse- 
quently to have been unsound. 

Mr. JAMES: That is right. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. That is the law. William Goebel 
was a brave and able advocate of popular rights as against cor- 


porate aggression, and no man in Kentucky was ever so hated | 


by special interests or so loved by the plain people as he. But, in 
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| the State of Kentucky. 


conclusion, let me ask Republicans, Can you personally or as a | 


party afford to uphold the governor of Indiana in his course of 


lawlessness, his course of ignoring the provisions of the Federal | 1 ; 
| wanted to argue the question with the governor, and did 


Constitution? Can you afford as a great party in this country, 
which you are, to indorse the course of ex-Governor Mount and 
present Governor Durbin in ignoring the plainest mandate of the 
Federal Constitution? 
r 

zens Of Indiana? 
your Commonwealth an asylum for criminals from every quarter 
of the glol e? Tbelieve the great masses of Indiana are too just, 
‘oo mindful of the rights of a neighboring State to further tol- 
trate the action of Governor Durbin. I shall be disappointed in 
my high ideals of Indiana citizenship if the public sentiment does 
hot soon compel Governor Durbin and his party to do that which 
ought long ago to have been done—surrender Taylor. I thank the 
committee. { Applause. } 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


gene committ e informally rose; and Mr. Hepsurn having taken 

Mr othe Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 

passed without; its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 
Without amendment bills of the following titles: 


H a4 
rom . 10421. An aet to provide for the reroval of snow and ice 
“lL TDe sick 
puryx SES: 
H. R. 8688 aia ‘ i 
89 : R. 8688. An act to transfer jurisdiction of reservation No. 
‘thn city of Washington, D- C.; 
the Dinka, 2 eat Bet to amend section 895 of the code of law for 
H a of Columbia; and 
eter 7 Zz An act for the relief of Vincenzo Gerardi, of Wash- 


he message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 


XXXVIII—100 


an you afford to take that position either as a party or as citi- | 
Can you afford to take the chances of making | 


| men?’’ 


| divided politically. 


| off and can give him a fair trial. 


walks of the District of Columbia, and for other | 


| want to be tried for a political crime by such a jury. 
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amendments of the House of Representatives to the Senate con- 
current resolution No. 4. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 10669) to regulate the issue of licenses 
for _— Russian, or medicated baths in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 





CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. HITT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Hemenway]. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman,I do not care to go into 
the merits of this Kentucky matter, but the gentlemen here—and 
I excuse them for having some feeling about the matter—believe 
that the man whom they seem to think was elected governor of 
Kentucky was assassinated, I do not believe anybody knows by 
whom. There was great excitement all over the State of Ken- 
tucky, and the Democratic party insists on continuing that ex- 
citement, on working themselves up to a high pitch, which [ believe 
makes it unfair for the governor of Indiana to send ex-Governor 
Taylor down into Kentucky for trial. 

I do not care whether it is in Kentucky, New York, Indiana, or 
Ohio, or any other State in the Union, crimes growing out of 
politics can not be divorced from politics, and when a trial comes 
off there is more or less of politics enter intoit. I say it is a fact 
that the gentlemen on the other side were so excited I should 
dislike to be tried by them. Now,if I were charged with a crime 
I would be willing to have a jury made up of the Kentucky cele- 
gation, for I know I should be treated fairly; but I should not 
{ Laugh- 
I should rather be a Democrat if I were going to be tried in 
But my friends on the other side feel 
very deeply about this matter. 

Now, | put the question a while ago, ‘‘ Has not Youtsey made 
more than one statement?’’ And the answer came back from 
several members of the Kentucky delegation, ‘‘ No.’”? They know 
he is a confessed liar. The people of the United States know it. 
Every man who has read the newspapers publishing the report of 
the Kentucky trials know that Youtsey is a confessed liar: that 
he lied over and over and over again. And yet they say that the 
only time he told the truth was when he said that.Caleb Powers 
was guilty. Iam free to confess that Ido not know whether 
is guilty or not. I only have the impression that I get from read- 
ing the newspapers. 

Mr. KEHOE. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. No; I can not yield. 

Mr. KEHOE. Hasn’t Taylor made more than one statement? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Possibly he has. I have not followed it 
very carefully. Now, in Indiana this has never been an issue. 
We never heard of it in thecampaign. We indorsed the position 
of Governor Mount and Governor Durbin, and we believe it 
would not be right at this time, with the excitement that prevails, 
to send Taylor back to Kentucky for trial. I remember that I 
was in the governor’s room when Mr. Goebel came there and 


ter. | 


he 


arene 


the question with him. And Governor Durbin received him with 
all courtesy. 

I remember one of the questions the governor put to him was 

this: The governor had before him a list of the men elected as 
jurors in one county where Taylor was suppesed to be tried if he 
was sent back. Every name on the list with the exception of 
two were Democrats. The governor had before him the state- 
ment of men of high character that he could rely upon, who 
informed him that these men were Democrats. and he put the 
question to Mr. Goebel, ‘‘ Do you believe it is fair for me to send 
Taylor back to Kentucky to be tried by a jury composed of these 
And Goebel answered, ‘‘ Yes.”’ 
Now, ygu gentlemen upon that side, as well as upon this side, 
know thot is not fair; you know that there could not be a fair 
trial in times of such political excitement, unless the jury were 
In fact, there ought not to be any trial of a 
man charged with a political crime until the people have cooled 
I sincerely hope, gentlemen, 
that some day in the future we will ascertain who killed Mr. Goe- 
bel, and that that man will be punished. I hope for the good name 
of Kentucky—and Kentucky has always borne a good name, and 
I hope she always will inthe future—they will find out who killed 
Goebel, and that the man will be punished for killing him. [ sin- 
cerely believe that if under the meager circumstantial evidence 
upon which Kentucky has convicted Powers, if the State allows 
him to hang, the time will come in the history of that State when 
everyone will regret it; when you will wish that you could tear 
one page out of your history. 


Get away from your political prejudices and excitement; look 
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at this as the people of the United States look at it—because you | 


can go into any State other than Kentucky and Indiana and get 
the judgment of people of fair and even temper—and you will 


see that Governor Durbin is acting exactly right in keeping Tay- | 


lor out of Kentucky until the political prejudices of the times 
have cooled off and he can have a fair trial. 
As for Governor Durbin, he has no feeling in this matter one 


vay or the other. except to see that Taylor when he does go back | 
When you get in such a state of | 
mind that you can give him a fair trial, there will be no trouble in | 


to Kentucky, gets a fair trial. 
getting him out of Indiana. 

Mr. HITT. 
minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker,I take the floor not for the purpose 
of discussing the Kentucky case, but to call attention to what the 
gentleman from Kentucky who first addressed the committee said 
in the outset. He commenced by reading from the President's 
message in regard to bringing fugitives from justice to this coun- 
try, and then went on to intimate that the President was guilty 
of hypocrisy in that utterance in his message because he did not 
ask Congress to do something with the States that were refusing 


[ Applause on the Republican side. } 
I now yield to the gentleman from New York five 


to return fugitives from justice, and he spoke of the visit of Tay- | 


lor to the State of New York and having a conference with Theo- 


dore Roosevelt, as governor of the State of New York, early in this 
| | 
1e 


tron! : 

I don’t know whether Governor Taylor ever saw Governor 
Roosevelt or not. I don’t know what was the: subject of their 
conversation any more than does the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. James]; but it is evident, whatever it may have been, that 
Govern 


gentleman's statement, in the State of New York. 


of Missouri for the removal of one Ziegler; who was indicted for 


bribery in St. Louis, in the State of Missouri; and he might have | 
mentioned, but he did not, that a few years ago some men in New | 


York were indicted for conspiracy in the State of Texas, and their 
case was first brought, according to my recollection, before Govy- 
ernor Flower, a very excellent governor, although a Democrat, 
and Governor Flower found out that the men had never been to 
Texas, that they could not be fugitives from justice, because they 
had never been under the jurisdiction of the State of Texas, and 
consequently denied the requisition. 

Mr. BOWIE. 
other 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, wait a moment. 
this case. The gentleman ought to keep cool and wait and per- 
mit me to make this statement. 

Mr. BOWIE. LIamecool. Go ahead. 

Mr. PAYNE. And alittle while afterwards a requisition was 
made upona Republican governor with like results. I saw yester- 
day in the newspaper that the requisition had been made from Mis- 
souri upon Governor Odell for this man Ziegler, and that Gov- 
ernor Odell had denied it. The paper stated why, and doubtless, 
if the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. JAmxEs] got his informa- 
tion from the newspaper as I did, he found that it was because 


the attorney-general had advised the governor that it was not | 


proper to grant this requisition. 


The attorney-general is Mr. Cuneen, a very eminent lawyer of | 


the city of Buffalg@,.a Democrat all his life, nominated on the 
Democratic ticket last fall, indorsed by the Prohibitionists, and 
by the combined vote of the Democracy and the Prohibitionists 
elected attorney-general of the State. So that the general indict- 
ment of the Republican party and of the President and of Gov- 
ernor Odell falls in this connection. I never have known much 
about this Kentucky case or about the feeling down there, but if 
I were Governor Taylor, no matter how good a defense I might 
have, and was charged with the murder of Mr. Goebel, and it 
was proved that I was within 40 feet of where the shot was fired, 
because that was my place of duty in the statehouse, and when I 
heard the shot fired I ordered a company of militia to take posses- 
siou of the building and not let any man out or in, I would not 
want to submit my case even to the Kentucky delegation, fair- 
minded as they are. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Or to any other tribunal. 

Mr.JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman 
this question: Suppose he had been in his place of duty and said 
to the conspirators, having the militia already in arms, ‘‘ You 
act first, and then I will call out the militia;’’ and suppose he had 
had that militia waiting there for an hour ready to respond to 
that order, whenever the shot was fired to take the life of that 
man, should he not be indicted for murder? 

Mr. PAYNE. If any man said that to save his own skin, and 
went before that jury and swore it was true, and I knew it was 
absolutely false and so testified before that jury, still I will say I 
would not want to risk my life before a jury from Kentucky hay- 
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| ness community on this subject has been vast. 
Then the gentleman brought in the fact that Governor Odell 
the other day had refused to accede to a request of the governor | 


We'l, that is where this case differs from the | 
I am not talking about | 


| for duty. 
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ing the feeling of the gentlemen who sit on the other side of +: 
Chamber. sie Of thig 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Why does not Governor Tay) 
movearound to some of the other States and test the pulse, woe 
of the other executive officers? [Laughter and applause po 
Mr. PAYNE. lam not Governor Taylor's counse. and | 
not tell the gentleman. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I now yield fifteen minute 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Apams]. - 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I think | yy 
perform a very good office if I address the House on se 
that may serve asa sort of buffer between those w 
engaged in this excited debate, and restore the House to that «.. 
of equanimity in which it is generally found when I addres 
this subject. [Laughter.] ; 

Mr. Chairman, the older Members of this Hous 


[ could 


8 tO the 


@ subie 
» have } 


| cused of having a set speech which they annually in 


patience of the Members. Lam not guilty to the fu] 


| that charge, but there is a subject in which I ha 


deep interest for many years and upon which I do 
House once in each Congress. 

First, because some of the older Members may have fore: 
the cogent and urgent reasons that I have advanced inits ey 
and the newer Members have never heard of it at all. 

The subject is one that has deeply interested the busines 
munity of our Republic, and the proposition I have urge 
ceived their hearty support. They areon record u 
this House in every Congress for many successive yea! 


add 
aad! 


| tions and bills for the reorganization of our consular servi 
x Taylor stayed only a couple of weeks, according to the | 


The amount of information that has been furnished )) 

The latest ex- 
pression from that portion of the citizens of the Republic has) 
through the National Board of Trade, which only a wee 
sembled here in the capital of the nation, with business men | 
every State in the Union, representing nearly all the comme: 
bodies and boards of trade. 

Propositions for legislation of this kind have been, as I have 
said, before this body for several sessions of different Congress 
This measure has often got so far as to be reported from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs and to be placed on the Calendar; 
but there it has gone to that fate which so often meets worthy 
measures, because there have been inscrutable differences that 
seemed impossible of reconciliation between the two different 
parties. 

The principal basis that is sought in this reorganization is, first, 
the tenure of office; that consuls shall be kept in their offices so 
long as they improve in knowledge and fit themselves more fully 
But against this the political objection has arisen, 
and I may venture to say that as a fact the Democratic party 
absolutely refuses to give its sanction to this feature of the bill. 

There are other points of diversion between the two parties; 
but so earnest and so fair are the advocates of this proposition, 
and so fully impressed are they with the necessity of some legis 
lation in this regard, that they are now prepared to compromise 
on this legislation and to see whether we can not agree upons 
measure which shall in part remedy the evils that oow exist 10 
this service. 

I am casting no reflections on the personnel of our ser\ 
There are as good men of both political parties in our col 
service as exist in that of any other country. But it is the 14 
and the system which I attack; and so long as the existing sysiell 
continues no real remedy can be reached in this most importa! 
department of our Government. 

I have introduced to-day a bill which is the work of ana 
committee, of which Mr. Henry A. Garfield, the son 
President, is the chairman, representing all the boards 
chambers of commerce of our country. ; 

This committee was intrusted with the care of the legis 
relating to this subject, and the bill which I filed to-day 1s U 
sult of their labor. I met Mr. Garfield in Philadelp.ia ‘a 
day, and he placed this measure in my hands. 

Much as I am interested in the bill which I have been agi! 
for so many years, I am very glad toabandon it when in t 
ment of so many of my colleagues it is pronounced imposs!)! 
pass it. Therefore I am ready to fall back on this much smal 
measure, which I hope will be a stepping stone and ultimat ly 
foundation for placing the service on the conditions which we ® 
desire. , 

My object in speaking to-day.is to call attention t 
hope every Member will read it. In doing so he w1 
is limited to two essentials relating to the service. ' 
one which should, I think, appeal to the fairness of eve") 
present. 

It is that the service should be classified, the 
nearly equalized, and the compensation of all put ona 
As the service now stands, the compensation is most ¥ 


Pr 
yf the late 


( 
ftr ‘ 
L bid 


et Sal 


. this bill. I 
1] find that if 
The first is 


man 


» salaries more 
fair footing. 


nequal. 











1904. 


Some officers of the consular service make to-day I do not know 
ve inch, but certainly as much as $20,000 a year, while others 
- aid the magnificent compensation of $1,000 a year, a salary 
are pal my judgment is a disgrace to a country so able as ours 
which ~ the men who represent it abroad. 
cat easily be seen that it is impossible for any man ta sup- 


+ himself, much less his family, on this salary and at the same 


V 
t 


port live in the condition which every representative of the 
ve sol States—over Whose door stands the shield of his country, 
= ‘yo, wherever he goes, is recognized as the official represent- 
and Ww! his country, and who is expected to maintain that dig- 


” The object of classifying the service, then, is to equalize the 


ii ce 
sa 


ving: to divide the officers into classes, officers of one class re- 
ving one grade of compensation, the next lower class another 
aie ensation, and so on down the list. 


rrade of com 


Th 


said 


ial. of these officers shall be turned into the Treasury of 
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aeond feature of this bill is that all the fees, official and | 


tho United States, and in view of the relinquishment of the profits 
whieh have accrued to the members of the consular service, these | 
officers shall receive this prop: sed increase. : , 

This will remove the existing inequality; this will remove the 
tonntation of the consuls to charge more than the legal rate; this 
wil] remove the annoyance that all travelers and all those who 
have business to do with foreign countries abroad have been sub- 
sored to: this will remove the temptation to false invoices or 


other frauds, and will at the same time tend to equalize the com- | 


nensation of all the consuls. 
“Mr. SCUDDER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
qu sti m? } : " 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. SCUDDER. Is it not true that the Democratic party has 
in substance—that is, that the Democratic members of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs have in substance—offered to report a 


bill along the lines which the gentleman now suggests, that they | 


have been willing to do so for several years past, and that the 
objection to the reorganization of the service such as the gentle- 
man proposes has been entirely due to the fact that it would fasten 
upon the service the mossbacks and the barnacles now attached to 


it.and who are largely there, if not entirely there, as the result of | 


the present system of appointments, which, of course, have been 
made under Republican Administrations? 

Mr. ADAMO P 1sylvania. I frankly admit the first part 
of the gentleman” tat ent. Icould hardly be expected to ad- 
mit the second half of the gentleman’s statement. I have already 
stated that it is the system that I think is responsible for the 
present conditions and not a political party. 

Mr. SCUDDER. But itis the system which has resulted in the 
appointment of men whom the gentleman himself concedes should 


not be in the service by the fact that he introduces a bill to reor- | 


ganize the service. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I willanswer the gentleman by 
stating that in my opening remarks I said I brought no charge 
against the personnel of the service. I think it is as good as is 
possible under the present political system of our country and un- 
der the law as it stands to-day. 

Mr.SCUDDER. Will the gentleman yield for another ques- 
tion? As the law stands to-day, I ask him, is it not entirely 


| clude in a general way. 
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bear upon myself, loth as I was, to force me to recommend a man 
who, in my judgment, was not fully equal to the service. 

Under the present system you can not resist that pressure, and 
that is the reason that the people who are earnestly in favor of 
the improvement of the system want the law changed, so that that 
pressure can not be brought to bear. When that is done condi- 
tions will change. 

Mr. SCUDDER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. SCUDDER. I should like to say to the gentleman that he 
himself, if I understood him correctly, interjected a political at- 
mosphere into this discussion by stating that on this side the 
House we were opposed to a reorganization of the consular sys- 
tem. If I understood the latter remarks of the gentleman cor- 
rectly, I think perhaps he would like to revise that statement in 
the early part of his speech. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. In reply to the gentleman, I 
stated asa fact, which I said was not political. that the Democratic 
members of our committee have absolutely refused to support a 
bill making a tenure of office for the consular service. That is a 
fact which I think the gentleman will not deny. 


¢ 
Ol 


Mr. SCUDDER. I would ask the gentleman whether or not 
this tenure of office which he suggests is not a ure which 
means the keeping in of the men who are now there, instead of 
opening the door to all who might wish to come in? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Under this bill, or rather under 
the bill that I would propose to the House, the door is open, irre- 
spective of politics, to the men in the civil service, or to the appli- 
cants who are competent to enter that service. 

Mr. SCUDDER. Is not that what we want to do? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Not that Iamawareof. There 


have been modifications asked. I was referring to my own bill. 
This is not my bill. This bill comes from the national committee 
representing the business interests of the country. 

Mr. SCUDDER. I would ask the gentleman if the Demo 
offered to report a bill favoring the classification of the service 
and stop there, and thereby cure one of the evils of the present 
service, without fastening upon the service the mossbacks and the 
barnacles that are there now? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania The gentleman offered to sup- 
port that kind of a bill; but answering }:im frankly, I myself am 
in favor of the bill we had before us at that time, and whose de- 
velopment continues, and I have not changed my opinion ina 
single degree. I have reinforced it in my remarks, and the gen- 
tleman has reinforced it also by his quesiion. 

Mr, SCUDDER. Will the gentleman yield to me for another 
question? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. 
have answered your point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HiTT. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Now, Mr. Chairman, to con- 
This is a proposition that can not be 
stated in fifteen minutes, and scarcely in an hour, and go into the 


rats 


I 


Ican not yield any more. 


| details and illustrate the evils that now exist in our system. 


wituin the province of the President to appoint the very best men, | 


and only the best man to each place, and is there any excuse for 
the appointment of any bad men, if the President will rise above 
and superior to party considerations and appoint good men? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I will answer the gentleman by 
Saying that I am trying to keep party politics out of this discussion, 
side of | [ am trying to meet the views of the gentlemen on that 
‘ide of the Chamber, and I do not want to drag in past history. 
‘an only answer him in a way that I am loath to do. ; 
ite says he holds the present Administration responsible, be- 
alse they ought to do better. I do not know how far back his 


ae on goes, but I remember the acts of Quincy, who 
SUUCK Of 1e 


party cam 
fore. ic : . . 
serion oe h so that it was one of the things that reflected most 


rye that Administration. 
our politionr® reason, I say, that under the present law and under 
endl ps a ayetemn no Administration, be it Republican or Demo- 
cal iiesie Coen 9 to existing conditions. There is a politi- 
ore myselt co ody can resist under our system. I stand 
- this eneiee earnest and honest an advocate as any man can be 
‘ m. 
it was brought home to me 
America long before Ie 
ing and writing 
or the im 


by personal experience in South 
and speaking and trying to legislate ever since 


at on one Occasion sufficient pressure was brought to 


ie heads of nearly all the service when the Democratic | 
le Into power, to an extent that had never been done be- | 


But I wish to impress upon the House the important relations 
that this branch of service bears to the commercial success of our 
country. Weare entering upon a great era of commercial de- 
velopment, and it is absolutely essential that our merchants and 
manufacturers should have trained men able to gather the 
tistics of the nation, of the Government, that they can p 
have. 

All the movenients of our country to-day are toward commer: 
cial expansion. Everywhere we look before us the business peo- 
ple are alive. The Government is actiug. The canal is to be 
built. Navigation laws are to be passed: other matters, all tend- 
ing toward development of our trade. The State Department, by 
unusual wisdom and great foresight, has kept the door in the 
East opep“against all the machinations that have been placed 
there ‘keen us out. 

I submit to any man engaged in business in this country the 
absolute necessity that you shall have accurate and reliable in- 


sta- 


ssibly 


formation from the men who are to gather it in foreign ports. 


How can men gather statistics and give us information if as 
soon as they have become capable to fill the great places they 
cupy they are brought home and entire novices are sent out to fill 
their places? 

How can a man gather information if he can not read the pub- 


OCc- 


| lic documents and newspapers and the other statistics of the places 


ame to Congress, and I have been work- | 


to which he is accredited and report them to his Government? 
Why, he may have all the energy of the American people, for 
which we are noted; he may have all the push and brightness of 


<< i | the American people; but if he is hampered, if he can not read 
tleman th. ovement of this system; and yet I confess to the gen- | 


the information that lies at his door, if he can not speak the lan- 
guage of the country to which he is accredited, if he can not 
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gather the statistics in governmental reports and send them on 
to his country in our own language, how can you get your infor- 
mation, and how can it be accurate, how can it be reliable? 

It is not but right that the brightest men in our country in this 
branch of our service should receive more attention. I wish to 
say further that this branch is unique in its character. There is 
no branch of the service equal to these employees and able to fill 
the places that have the character of the men in these positions. 

We should have men that should represent us with dignity as 
well as with ability. We should have men in it where our coun- 
try is visited by foreigners or by their own citizens that they should 
receive them courteously and attend to their wants. 

We should have men everywhere that would uphold the stand- 
ing of American gentlemen; that is the highest on earth, because 
it comes from instinct of heart and right; and we should have 
men who are able to and do fulfill this office in a way that should 
refiect credit upon our country. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill will be a benefit to the country. 
lieve that every American citizen here who sits as a representa- 
measure, 

This measure, as I say, isa compromise, one yielding the ground 
that your side of the Chamber demands, and yielding the best 
judgment of those who have this interest most at heart, for the 
cardinal point that we are carrying out, that we at last can take 
this one step toward the demands of the commercial, business, 


and manufacturing interests of our country in the great era of | 


progress that is now prevailing, their representatives shall not 


be limited to our own shores, but shall extend to the uttermost | 


parts of the earth. 

Mr. HITT. 
to yield, I yield eight minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky 
on that side. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I was not surprised at the 
speech made a few minutes ago by the gentleman from Indiana 
[ Mr. CRUMPACKER]. 
friend the other Representative from Indiana [Mr. HEMENWay]. 

To belittle, to traduce, to hold up in a feeble way to contumely 
and contempt a great part of this Union, for the simple reason 
that it happens to fall within a political division not his own and 
within the horoscope of his long-cherished and long-nourished 
hate, is enough for the gentleman from Indiana, without regard 
to the merits of the case. The gentleman does after his kind. 
There is not a crimson Magdalen in all this world who does be- 
lieve there is virtue in her sister. There is not an unpunished 


[ Applause. } 


thief who finds honesty in mankind, and there is not a blind par- | 
tisan hater by profession and by political faith who finds virtue | 


in those who oppose him. 

Partisan measures, partisan strife, partisan denunciations are 
part and parcel of his political capital and his political life. Iwas 
amazed, however, to hear the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HEem- 
ENWAY] assail, as he has done, my native State. We are told, 
Mr. Chairman, that we should keep cool, that we should be serene, 
that we should express no feeling of anger, no feeling of resent- 
ment, no feeling of pain when the mightiest man in all our Com- 
monwealth falls at the hand of a secret assassin in the discharge 
of his duty. I thank God that neither a Democrat nor Repub- 
lican until the day of Goebel’s assassination ever knew whatit was 
to keep cool, to be serene, to be untroubled in such a tragic hour. 

What would that heartbroken crowd at Buffalo have thought 
if some one of the learned gentlemen on the other side had wrapped 
his mantle about him and turned away from the bleeding victim 
of Czolgosz and had said that this, forsooth, was a political crime; 
do not get excited. What would you have thought when Lincoln 
fell here in this capital, when all the land was anger and amaze- 
ment, if some new disciple of this philosophy, that there is such 


coln was his political foe and this was a political crime? 


I deny that there is such a thing as political assassination. I | 


deny that there is such a thing as political murder so far as my 
party is concerned. I deny that outside of the political confines 
of the State of Indiana there is to-day in any country, free or 
enslaved, under a presidency or under a despot, a single spot on 
earth where an assassin can find refuge because of the complex- 
ion, the political faith, of his hapless victim. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. STANLEY. Why, certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Did not this man upon whom you have de 
livered such a panegyric himself assassinate a man? 

Mr. STANLEY. This man 

Mr. HEPBURN. Isimply ask the fact. 

Mr. STANLEY. I wish to answer you, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman answer me? 
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As I do not see the gentleman to whom I expected | 


I was amazed at the utterances of my genial 
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Mr. STANLEY. Yes, sir. I am answering you 
man was as brave as Taylor is cowardly—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will you answer my question? 

Mr. STANLEY. Yes,sir; and those who slew hit 
and false 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will you answer the question? 

Mr. STANLEY. Yes, sir; I am answering you 
his hand in the blood of his fellow-man, in defense 
and in defense of his sacred honor, under the clear 
presence of all men in the open street. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And he found an asylum in Kentycy 
he did it, did he not? 

Mr. STANLEY. No, sir; he found a defense 

Mr. GOOCH. After he was shot. 

Mr. STANLEY (continuing). He found a defe; 
which will give to Taylor a fair trial. No jury, however »; 
Democrat or Republican, from that day to this, has ever 
him for this offense, and William Goebel himself \ 


now, 


| body the wound of a pistol bullet from the hand 
tive of those who are interested in this subject will support this | 


man and the best shot in Kentucky. 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to mal 
tion in that connection. Did not Goebel in that 


| decline a pardon from the governor of Kentucky? 


Mr. STANLEY. Yes 

Mr. KEHOE. A Re publi "an governor? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. No. 

Mr. STANLEY. I wish to say to the gentleman fr 
because I know that he would not, unless he wer 
formed, here in this place, where his voice is to by 
the land, recognizing as I do his prominence and h 
would not stoop in order to shield this man Taylor 
besmear with a charge absolutely false the grave 
honored dead. I wish to say to you, sir, that the m 


| assassinated first assailed him in character, first mal 
| the public print. 


I saw that same William Goebel at Augusta sta 


| fearless under the taunts of this same man. He | 


him for years. He met him on the streets in Covington 
him if he had written an article containing state: 
upon him, and before Goebel could answer his assailan 
shot, striking him in the side, which he carried to bi 
Goebel then fired at his opponent. There were on! 
fired; and if you will tell me how a man can shoot anot 
he himself has been shot through the brain, then I wi it 
how Sanford was assassinated by Goebel. 

Sanford fell with a bullet in his brain—through t 
forehead. Goebel was found afterwards, torn and 
the bullet that had plowed its way around his b 
not assassinate a man that way. There was no window 
there was no smokeless powder there; there was no Mai 
there; there was no fleeing there. He shot him in the 
Covington, where his (Goebel’s) most powerful « 1e] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman f! 
has expired. 

Mr. STANLEY. 


T ask unanimous consent, Mr. ‘ 


| I may have five minutes more. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
time. 

Mr. HITT. I will yield to the gentleman thre 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I would like to as! 
did not Goebel stand trial by a Kentucky jury? 

Mr. STANLEY. Yes. Now, I wish to say t! 


I will yield to tl 


| publican who ever was and who ever will b 
| State would be the first to refute that charge, b: 
| first to pass an encomium on the manliness of G 
| praise the justice of the offering of that rew: 

a thing as a political crime, that murder has a political home and | 
assassination a political refuge; what would you have thought if | 
he had said, forsooth, that this man who slew the lamented Lin- | 


wish to say this to the gentleman and to this Hi 
was never, until Goebel had been assassinated, | 
any set of people, not even among his bitterest 
soul that dared to charge that he was an assassin. 
The man he killed was as gallant and as brave 
ever rode to the stars and bars. He was absolu 
was a crack shot, and it was thought that to sta 
of Sanford was certain death. Such was the man Vv 
to silence William Goebel and to remove him fro! 
arena. He stood the assaults of that man for year 
and at last, driven to the wall, acted absolute!) 
defense, and the best friends that Sanford nae | to 
United States Senator from my own State, wi 


| dead Sanford to his grave, was the first to admait, 


nize, and the first to praise the manliness and cou 
Goebel. 

Assassination is comparatively unknown in cent! 
Kentucky. There may be a disregard, as some s 
life, but in Kentucky they look each other in the 
fire. In all my life, living in and around Lexing(o 


Ky aft 
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in that part known as the “‘ blue-grass”’ region and the 


¢ ucky. i ° 
K aaa | have never known a man of standing to be even 


ed with assassination. I have known but one instance in 
Cai ee He where assassination was ever committed in that sec- 
ali tha 

‘on of the country. : : 

nt -. for that reason that we feel this anger now; it is for that 
reason that we feel this resentment now; it is for that reason 
Paso! lia 


that when this question is again discussed and when the bloody 
ve nonts of William Goebel are unveiled before you, and when 
ory is assailed by every species of slander, malignity, and 
n falsehood does the work that assassination left incom- 
ic then that every Kentuckian, not only within the halls 
ut within the confines of my native State, feels the 
o his cheek and is ready at all times and under all 
«tances. with his life if need be, to defend the sacred honor 
‘native State and the stainless courage and character of her 
martyred dead. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. HITT. I now yield a minute to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. GAINES]. : : ; 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman. in refutation of the 
nosition stated a short while since by the gentleman from Indiana 
iMr CRUMPACKER], I desire to refer the committee to the sixty- 
fe} United States Reports, in the leading case of the governor of 
the State of Kentucky against the govérnor of the State of Ohio. 
[read from the pertinent sections of the syllabus of the case: 








, It was the duty of the executive authority of Ohio, upon the demand 
made by the governor of Kentucky and the production of the indictment, 
aniv cel |. to cause Lago to be delivered up to the agent of the governor 
of k -y who was appointed to demand and receive him. 

f lutv of the governor of Ohio was merely ministerial, and he had no 
} to exercise any discretionary power as to the nature or character of the 
cI arged the indictment. 

7. The word “duty,” in the act of 1798, means the moral obligation of the | 
State to perform the compact in the Constitution, when Congress had by that | 
act regulated the mode in which the duty was to be performed. 


seen that it is a matter of “ duty’’ and not a mat- 
ter of “ discretion,’ as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Crum- 
PACKER] wrongly stated the law. 

The Constitution and this statute were intended to prevent the 
his right of might and prevent the wrong which the 
gentleman says the governor of one State has the right to visit 
ister State or States. 

Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD, Mr.Chairman, I desire tomakea few remarks 
upon asubject that appears to interest the Northwest particularly. 
peech delivered some time ago by my distinguished friend 
rom Minneapolis [Mr. Linp] he took occasion to commend free 
rade with Canada, and more particularly to urge upon this House 
he importance of the free importation of wheat. I regret that I 

with my friend. I used to belong to his Congressional 
vhich he represented with so much credit to himself 


So it will 1 


‘ { 
ey se OL T 


On a si 


ha spe 





hi tituents—the old Second Minnesota. I followed his 
ad t] ith a great deal of pleasure. I would like to be able 
to follow him now. I know that he is supported by powerful 
Republican journals and large business interests whose favor I 
might ike to court, but this is a subject to which I have given 
considerable thought and I feel that he is wrong, though his ear- | 
hesthess and sincerity made his plea very impressive. And while 
it would be much better to have some one who is better known 
and whose utterances would carry more weight express my views, 
x U, ae noone seems to have done so, I beg the indulgence of 
th House for a few moments while I give my ideas on the sub- 
ject. 
inthe sy eech Trefer to my friend [Mr. Linp] took occasion to say 
Mat it was absurd to contend that a tariff could have any effect | 


li mn the price of wheat, a commodity of which we export mil- 
10ns upon milli 


wns Upon milli ons of bushels. This is the oft-repeated conten- 
a oa our price is governed by the price in the so-called 
So ail market, Or the Liverpool market. This is not true to 
* : om gene rally contended. If the doctrine is true, the price 
», Wheat in Minneapolis is the price at Liverpool less freight 
ses and expenses for placing it upon the Liverpool market. 





olie re = that is true. Compare the cash price at Minneap- 
than 1 or “ell rice at Chicago and you will seldom find it more 
his ie ee. ae higher at the latter than at the former place. 
port le, thongh Chicago is by rail (the only mode of trans- 


{Hon in winter) about 400 miles nearer to Liverpool than 
7... ous, and has 6 cents per bushel less freight to pay. 
sal Seu weit” mpare Minneapolis price with New York prices 
less than 1) = @ ten find only a slight difference, usually much 
other handi;, Cost of transportation, not to mention elevator and 

‘ncing charges. This shows that the relative price at 


Minneanal; : 
a win Sis much higher than at New York. The 
price 


thongh even t] 


sto? iat is quite often as high as the Liverpool price. 
it charges, James J. Hill, president of the Great North- 


ay Company, said in a recent speech that the freight 


reig} 


ern Railw 


: New | 
1S quite largely influenced by the Liverpool price, | 
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charge from Minneapolis to New York on export grain was 25 cents 
a hundred, or 15 cents a bushel. The Bureau of Commerce and 
Labor says railway freight this summer from Chicago to New 
York has been 9 cents a bushel. while the freight charge from New 
York to Liverpool runs from 3 to6cents per bushel. This makes 
| a total freight charge of from 17 to 21 cents per bushel, not fig 
uring insurance, elevator, or othercharges. Still, itis quite usual 
to find wheat only from 5 to 8 cents higher in Liverpool thanin Min: 

neapolis, and it is not so very uncommon to find the price the same. 
Test this question again in this way: Almost any market re- 
port from Minneapolis will show cash wheat and wheat from t 
same crop for future delivery about the same in price. In any 
market where the demand can readily be supplied, the price 
wheat to be delivered in the future should be the cash price with 
storage and insurance added. Still. cash price in Minneapolis fre- 
quently exceeds the price for future delivery. Within the last 
few weeks prices for May delivery at New York and Minneapolis 


~——— 


ne 


. 


OL 


have been within 2 or 3 cents of each other, and I note in the 
Minneapolis Journal that prices in Kansas City, which is not 


| affected so directly by our local conditions, have been 10 to 14 
cents less than in Minneapolis, though the freight charges paid 
by Kansas City to place its wheat upon the so-called world’s mar- 
| ket is less than that paid by Minneapolis, showing the Minneapolis 
| market at this time to be from 10 to 14 cents higher. 
| 


This situation has been frequently commented on in years past 
by the northwestern papers. 
| strong competition for wheat in the Northwest. 


It tends to show that there isa v: 
The Minneavolis 
| Chamber of Commerce in its report, December 31, 1902, devotes 
| considerable space to an argument against the tariff on the im- 
portation of Canadian wheat, and uses as its main argument 
contention that the mills find it difficult to obtain a sufficient 
ply of wheat on this side of the Canadian border. I quote f 
this report: 

Although full crops have been grown in the Northwest in late years, tho 
| millers find it more and more difficult to supply their wants. 


“om 


Then again they say: 
In the latter year considerable grain was brought in from outsidesecti 


. . . . . ms, 
and with the increased producti m it follows that they (the millers) m: be 
compelled to brig from outside sections not less than was brought in in 190! or 
the milis will have to shut down from wantof graintogrind. Millers under- 


stand this situation and are already anticipating it in paying premiunis for 
cash wheat above the price of distant futures. 


This situation exists to-day. The great banking house of Henry 
Clews & Co., of New York, in its review of trade conditions, 
December 19, 1903, says: 

Leading authorities state positively that the problem of securing an ade- 
quate supply of wheat in the Northwest is a serious one. 


| The Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, in its report for 
1902-3, has a similar complaint. No one at all familiar with the 
subject can deny the fact. The effect of it is admitted by my col- 
leacue [Mr. Linp]. He says it is true that the wheat in Minne- 
apolis has generally been 4 to 5 cents higher than the general 
price. 

There are many reasons for this situation. The priv al 
market for the consumption of our surplus wheat is immu y 
south of the Great Lakes and in the North Atlantic Sta 
is there where you find the great industrial centers of this coun- 


try, a busy hive of from twenty to thirty million people. This 
section produces but a small part of the agricultural products 
it consumes. It isthe greatest market in the world and c 
annually from one hundred to one hundred and fifty million bushels 
of wheat. There are only three States east of the Mississippi—Indi 

| ana, Illinois, and Ohio—that produce any large excess of wheat 


nsumes 


above consumption. This surplus is only between forty and fifty 
million. It is winter wheat and enters the market in July and 
August, and is rapidly consumed or exported. Nearly all of it is 


disposed of before the spring wheat of the Northwest (which 
comes iro the market in Octoberand November) can be drawn on 
| to supply this eastern market. The only other territory raising a 
surplus east of the Rocky Mountains is in the Southwest—Mis- 
souri, Kansas, Nebraska, Oklahoma, and Texas; but much of this 
| territory. by reason of its distance, the same as the Pacific c 
be at a disadvantage in competing with the Northwest for 1 
| 


American market, which I have just described. Then, a 


flour made from wheat rajsed in the Northwest enjoys a repu- 
| tation for excellence of quality that creates for it a deman d 
| greater than that enjoyed by flour made from wheat raised far- 
ther south. The one reason why the Northwest can reach this 
large American market more cheaply than a large part of the 
southwestern wheat belt is that it lies close to Lake Superior and 
| enjoys an exceptionally low freight rate over the lakes or rail- 


ways competing with lake traffic. 
For the purpose of this discussion it is not material to deter- 


mine the causes that produce this keen competition and de- 
mand for wheat in the Northwest. The fact remains that com- 


' petition inside the American market has been so keen in years 
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past as to materially raise the price,a fact generally conceded by 
eve V 

L IND. Would it embarrass my colleague if I should ask | 
Fy a question? 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. No: goon. 

Mr. LIND. Then, I ask the gentleman whether, in his judg- 
ment, it is not a good thing for our State and the Northwest that 
the price is as it is at Minneapolis—abnormally high? 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. I am glad of it: and that is just what I 
want to maintain. But I can not see howit is to be maintained 
if the situation is changed in the manner in which it is proposed 

. You approve of the condition of affairs that makes 
ve OL 
I approve of 1t. 

Mr. L IND. Let me ask my colleague another question. Does 
he not think it is because of the milling demand at Minneapolis 
that the price is higher there? 

Mr. VOLSTEA 
istence of the mills at Minneapolis does tend to raise the price; it 
can not be questioned that those mills have done a great eal 'to- 
ward building up the price same efi 

‘rn States with reference to cotton when they undertook to 

i cotton mills there. The tendency was to raise 

LIND. It being the fact that the price of wheat is higher 

lis, and it likew being desirable ‘that the mills 

inne to maintain that price, does my friend believe it 
od >to follow a course which tends to crij 

i to eventually Reaien ry the se milling int 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. It is only by having intense competition 
the wheat that we maintain that price. Otherwise it 
exist. I contend that there is an abundance of wheat not only in 
the Northwest but within almost as easy reach from the South 
as from Canada. They have lately bought millions of bushels of 
wheat from Kansas City, and I would rather that they should get 
that wheat from Kansas City on this side of the line 
Canata. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

As 1 was just saying, it is not disputed that local conditi 
the intensity of local competition, have raised prices from 4 to 5 
cents per bushel. This would mean to the farmers of 
and the Dakotas an increase in the value of the wheat crop 

some eight or nine million dollars. but I do not believe 


‘AD. Lapprove of it; and I will explain later why 


The 
prices. 


se 
1 cont 
i be ™ 
rests? 

for 
not 


woul 


ns, 


1902 oft 
that sum measures even by half the real increase in prices 

in connection with the complaint made by the Mi nneapolis 
Chamber of Commerce of the fact that the millers are compelled 
to pay an extra price to secure a sufficient quantity of wheat, they 
say: 


There is an immer use field north of the border that is especially adapted to | 


ymising field lies in Manitoba and the Prov s of 
Alberta. By railroads already in operationa 
part of the vast field in the neces named lies nearer to Minneapolis 

any lake port. It follows that this great tract of wheat land may be 
made available to the Minneapolis mills if the fictitious theory of a tariff at 
the bor« der can be overcome. 


row it pre 
ia, Saskate! hewan, and 


ri tx 


great 


prov 


This tariff is not nearly as fictitious as they try to make us be- 
lieve. That is, they recognize and say in almost so many 
that if the tariff now imposed against the i mportation of Can adian 
wheat should be removed this great de mand for wheat would be 
supplied and there would be no necessity of paying the extra price. 

Mr. LIND. I will ask my colleague whether it is not true that 
under existing law our millers can import all the wheat they de- 
sire from Canada and mill in bond? 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Iam coming to that. 

Mr. LIND. That is a fact, is it not? 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Yes. Iam glad they can. 
willing that American labor should have the opportunity to mil! 
every bushel of it. Iam _ perfectly willing that American rail- 
roads should carry every bushel through this country, but I am 


words 


Tam perfectly 


not willing that they should leave any of it here for consumption | 
in this country unless they pay the tariff, and they can not as the | 


law stands. 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman yield to another question? 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Certainly. 

Mr. LIND. Do you not believe that so long as the United 
States is an exporting country of wheat and fiour that for every 
barrel of flour, and the wheat producing that barrel of flour, 
that comes from Canada and is ground at Minneapolis—that or 
another barrel of flour will be exported from some section of our 
country? In other words, is not this true. that every barrel of 
flour manufactured in the Minneapolis mills which is now con- 
sumed at home instead of being exported simply results in the 
export of another barrel of flour from some other section of the 
country—probably winter wheat? The ultimate question is its 
effect upon the foreign trade. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. No. sir. Canadian flour left in our market 
will depress prices here and satisfy the intense local demand, which 


There is no doubt in my mind that the « ex- | 


‘ect was noticed in the 


than up in | 


Minnesota | 
for | 
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| is much more potent than the world’s demand in + 
| Canadian wheat ground in our mills and shipped to 
tries does not materially affect the local markets. 

This chamber of commerce refers to the same Clana 
so eloquently described by my friend from the 
trict. He says that it is larger than Minnesot 
kotas, Wisconsin, Illinois, Michigan, Ohio, and 
capable of producing more grain than those Stat: 
is a territory capable of producing, if the gent] 
more wheat than is produced by the United si 

| claimed that all this territory is naturally tributary 
west and that its products. if permitted, would . 
their channels of trade. This country is now de 
rapidly, and for years to come will dey end upor 
as its principal crop. Winnipeg this year r 
51,000,000 bushels from this territory, an amount 
cess of that received by Chicago. If my friend 
estimate of the amount that can be produced by 
Northwest, and he is supported in his view by ¢) 
( ‘hamber of Commerce, then millions upon millions 
Canadian wheat would each year be placed upor 
market in competition with that raised by our fai 
As soon as the tax upon the foreign product shou 
the railroads entering Minneapolis, Duluth, and 
cities from the Canadian Northwest would, in 
the Canadian roads. cut freight rates nor thi 
so as to secnre as large a share of this crop as 
wheat would come into our markets at a freight 
higher than that allowed North Dakota and n 
The wheat would be bought at a less figure tha 

le of the line, as this part of Canada is ess 

undeveloped country, where competition would 
smnall. In the past grain in the Canadian North 
been 8 to 10 cents per lower than on tl 
This fact comes to me from people living along 1 
whose word I have no right to doubt. 

While my colleague practically recognizes t] 

| the Northwest has raised and that 
rea ag be satisfied from Canada, he justifies h 

ten ling that the wheat in the American No 

deteriorating in quality, and that unless we ar 

the Canadian Northwest a supply of wheat 

giuten, such as is now raised in the Northy 

millers of Minneapolis will not be able to maint 

of their four, and he asks with a great deal of ear 

become of the farmers of Minnesota when Pills 

loses its reputation in its world-wide marke 

has no merit. According to this same report of t! 

| Chamber of Commerce the three Northwestern 

| in 1902 about 200,000,000 bushels of wheat. Near! 

| of the quality described as strong wheat, rich in 
twenty million of this would be retained as se 

| to forty million consumed in other mills, leavin 
140,000,000 bushels available for the Minneapolis 1 
eighty-nine million reached Minneapolis, out of w! 
twelve million were reshipped. Forty-two milli 

| very best of this wheat were shipped to Duluth ar 
from there reshipped farther east, not to mention t 

| tities of this wheat went to Chicago, Milwauk: 

| kets. It is idle to contend that the wheat is not t! 

| year, with a crop somewhat less than last year, t! 
dance or the mixing process. The real meaning 
is not that there is any real scarcity of wheat. It 
the standard of the Minneapolis flour in the s 
market, but it is to secure wheat cheaper than it 
tained and for the purpose of selling the flour at 
competition with the American product. The 

| bury’s “A” flour is not to any great extent in 

The market for that flour is in the United 
16,216,105 barrels produced in 1902 only 3,410,400 w 
decrease of 1,300,000 barrelsin two years. and I am 

tain that any was exported last year—perhaps a li 

It is not for foreign export that millers ask for | 

They know full well that they can obtain and gn 

the Canadian wheat they desire for export. The ! 

now, and these mills avail themselves of the pri 

they want and what they are pleading for is to se! 

flour in our market in competition with the product 

can farmer. They do not want to pay the price Pp 

whose wheat is shipped to Duluth, but they wan 

north, into the Canadian market, where it can be 

and haul it right through the fields where Duluth s 
If it is true that the Canadian wheat is of bett 

ours, and that there isin prospec ‘tan inexhaustible « s 

| tended for by my colleague, then it behooves the Amer 
to insist upon protection. To admit free such wheat coule 
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The people of this country will not be satisfied by 
they will demand the best, and there will be 
Instead of a de- 
rican wheat there will spring up a demand for Cana- 
1 wheat. This is the market where the highest and best grades 
Ga" ywave be sold. This Canadian wheat would take the place of 
at. and ours would be compelled to seek another market. 

‘ay the products of the northwestern mills are largely sold 
‘+, America, and the farmer is getting an extra price on that 
account. The proposition is to largely deprive him of this mar- 
ket, Do you think the farmers of the Northwest are ready to 
do this without a murmur? To doit would be absolutely unfair. 
They have in times past been compelled to pay as high as 50 
cents per bushel to place their wheat on the Liverpool market, 
and have patiently waited and hoped to secure a market nearer 
home. Tothat end they have submitted to a tariff on lumber, coal, 
ae : ca day has come when this market has been created and the 
tariff on Wheat is of some value to them it is prope sed to repeal it 
and destroy the value of this market, and if the tariff on wheat 
can not be repealed, to change the law in regard to shipping in bond, 
«9 that wheat can be ground here for reshipment, but allowing the 


bot one result. 
tng any mixture, 
sf mills ready to supply that demand. 


og 
} ireds of n 
mand for Am«¢ 
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bran and shorts to remain free of duty in competition with like 
products in this country, and with corn, oats, and other feed 
products. The people of Minneapolis have received in full measure 
tl henefit of protection, and itis nothing but fair that they should 


al he farmers their share. Labor will not begrudge their co- 
workers on the farm a living profit, The reason for the shrinkage 
i! at areas of this country is not the lack of suitable soi! and 
climate, but it is the fact that it does not pay, and if there is any 
f people that needs the fostering care of a protective policy 
it is the farmer engaged in raising wheat. The sneerindulged in 
nst the tariff upon wheat as of no value since we pre “luce a 
surplus ¢ away with the admitted facts; the tariif does 
shut out the Canadian crop for domestic consumption, and it does 
have a tendency to strongly intensify the competition in the 


agil 


’ 
loes not do 


Northwest. Let me apply the logic of that sneer to the argument 
against the steel schedule. My colleague says that schedule is 
unnecessary, aS We produce a surplus in steel goods almost as 


treat as Our surplus in wheat. He complains bitterly against the 
hedule on steel and denounces it as a graft schedule, raising 
ices. No doubt this schedule has some effect in maintaining 
tives, but the raise can no more be measured by the schedule in 
e case than the other. The object in each is to preserve the 
ierican market for the farm or factory. 

Mr. LIND. But is it not true, if my colleague will permit, 
that we import steel? We are an importing country so far as 
ironisconcerned, but we are an exporting country so far as whea 
and agricultural products are concerned. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD,. Weimported some grain. The relative dif- 
ference between the import and export of wheat, as compared 
with the import and export of steel, is not so very great. 

I shall pass by as worthy of practically no consideration the 
: tention that it would help the American farmer to have the 
in European markets as part of our crop instead of having it 
offered by the Canadians in competition with ours. There is no 
law W hich prevents the Americans from purchasing and shipping 
free of duty through the United States to foreign markets every 
bushel of Canadian wheat. Then, again, our crop is not offered 
asone crop. Hundreds of dealers are offering American crops. 


,ousand other articles which they greatly need, and now | 
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Canadian wheat come into this country, so that it could be offered | 


It it the visible supply which has the largest effect upon the for- | 


a wn, whether that supply be on this side of the line or 
anada, 


It Is claimed that there is no difference in the character of the 
people or in the industrial conditions of the United States and 
this cate requires a tariff to shut out Canadian products. In 
en es ‘ pelieve my colleague is greatly mistaken. I believe 
wale tiwe ast difference, which not only justifies but requires a 
a ‘ive tariff. In the first place, Canada produces no agricul- 
esricultoed eee ion. Iwould challenge anyone tonameasingle 
importation Bn duct that we need to import from Canada. The 
alee ane rom a anada of any agricultural product simply 
aa, the American farmer an opportunity to sell for 

7 ‘inption the same article, 
ction ag ey geeentially an agricultural country. It has very few 
territory = h ( mee it has are readily supplied from the local 
ine te a a them. The situation on this side of the 
east Atlantic Stat = Along the Great Lakes and in the North- 
people dependent a “~ as I have a meen ate - 30,000,000 

we agriculture of dicts arge measure for their su sistence upon 
moving alone , distant States. Canada can see south of her, 
dreds of millzowe, . the Great Lakes and railway systems, hun- 
ing a mari “yr ns 0 dollars worth of agricultural products seek- 

tin the great industrial centers of this country. It 


products that we do not also produce in sufficient quantities | 


| obligation, and there is no reason why she should be favored. 


| west. 


159] 


is, as I have said, one of the greatest markets in the world. It is 
this market that I desire to preserve for the farmers of the North- 
Canada has nothing like it to offer. The proposition made 
is to trade this immense market for what? For nothing. To do 
so would certainly be the height of folly. Canada has nothing to 


| offer that could even in aslight degree compensate us for this 


opportunity. We already supply Canada with a very large share 
of her manufactured products. She will not and can not afford 
to withdraw protection to her factories. Canada has a surplus 
for export of oats, barley, rye, hay, butter, eggs, poultry, and 
cheese, and is in a position to rapidly and enormously expand its 
surplus if given a market in which to dispose of it. In none of 
these articles do we produce much of anything for export. As to 
these items, no one can seriously contend that the very small pro- 
portion of the total products which we export would show that the 
tariff is ineffectual. 

To give some idea of the vast importance of these items let me 
call your attention to a few facts. This country produces almost 
a billion bushels of oats annually. About 165,000.000 bushels 
enter the channels of trade. Chicago alone handled 90,000,000 
bushels in 1901. Canada could supply a largeshare of that. We 
produce about 135,000,000 bushels of barley, of which Wisconsin, 
Minnesota, and the Dakotas raised about 70.000,000 bushels. 
Very little of the barley produced in the Northwest is exported. 
Some is exported from barley raised on the Pacific coast. 


Canadian barley would create a surplus and depress prices. 
The flax of the United States is largely raised in the hree 
Northwestern States, and is consumed there and in points along 
the Great Lakes. Only a small amount is exported. Hay is one 
of the important crops. Chicago received of this crop 191,000 


? 


tons in 1901, nearly all of which was consumed there. Chi ) 
received the same year almost 8,000,000 bushels of potatoes, of 
which it reshipped 2,000,000 bushels. It received the same ye: 

about 3,000,000 cases of eggs, of 30 dozen to the case, and consumed 
2,000,000 cases, worth between twelve and fifteen million dollars. 
Chicago received that year almost 254,000,000 pounds of butter, 


most of which was shipped East forconsumption. Practically no 
butter is exporcved. Chicago the same year received 116,000,000 
pounds of cheese. About one-half was reshipped. Chicago alone 
consumes 10,000,000 bushels of wheat annually. These are afew 
of the items that would be affected by Canadian competition. In 
many localities the Canadian Northwest could readily and at a 


greater profit supply the demand than could the farmers of the 
United States who are now supplying it. Over the Great Lakes 


the Canadian Northwest can reach the American market for these 
products easier than can the farmers of the Southwest. Then, 
again, the farmers of the Canadian Northwest can afford to pro- 
duce these things for sale at a less figure than can tie people of 
the United States. Most of the wheat which reaches Minneap- 
olis, Duluth, and Superior is raised on land worth from $25 to 


$50 per acre, while the land in the Canadian Northwest is worth 
from $5 to $10 per acre. Interest alone upon the excess valuation 
of our land above that of Canada will almost equal 10 cents a 
bushel on wheat. 

By an economic law the price of a product naturally tends 
toward the lowest limit of profitable production. This law tends 
to eliminate from the field of competition sections not favorably 
situated for the production of an article. We have a striking 
illustration in this country of the effect of this law. The East 
was originally agricultural like the West. Its lands were worth 
as much and generally more than western lands are at pres 
but the development of the West drove eastern farmers out « 
business, their lands fell enormously in price, and thousand 
farms were practically abandoned. Thenewer and richer qua 
of the western lands made it possible for the West to successfull 
compete with the East despite the handicap in freight charg: 
It is claimed that the land in Canada has this same advantage 
over Our yeéstern land. Are we going to repeat the experiment? 
I tell you, sir, I have no ambition to build up Canada, and I am 
not going to do it at the expense of this country. Open the mar- 
kets of this country to the Canadian agricultural products and 
that country will build up very rapidly. People will go there by 
thousands and tens of thousands where they now go by hundreds. 
They would increase exports of agricultural products very rap- 
idly; but leave them alone and let them build their own markets 
as we have been compelled to do, and we will retain our own 
people, avoid ruinous competition, and help develop this country. 
We do not owe Canada anything; she pays us no taxes, owes us no 
All 
My 


rf 
s of 
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¥ 
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appeals for sympathy with Canada appear unnecessary. 
sympathy is with this country. 
It is perfectly evident that the question of free trade in wheat 


| is not local in character, but one that affects agriculture through 


| the whole country. 


Turn, if you please, to the statistics on agri- 
culture, and you will find in the years past that whenever the 
price of corn or wheat has been low there has in the years follow- 
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ing been a decrease in acreage of the low-priced crop and a cor- 
responding increase in the acreage of other crops. A high price 


rapidly increases the acreage and a low price decreases it. Allow | 
the Caralian Northwest to produce our wheat and the American 


Northwest will go into stock raising and dairying. Nearly all 
of this country can now raise corn successfully. 

Minneapolis and Detroit are the two great exponents of Canadian 
free trade, and see in Canada great possibilities for the future. In 
almost the same language they condemn the tariff and argue that 
trade is naturally along lines of longitude north and south instead 
of east and west. They seem to think that we are violating na- 
ture’s law and committing a crime against its decrees. This is 
one of those generalities which has in it enough of truth to be 
deceptive. Trade must of necessity be between sections of coun- 
try that have products for exchange. The people who produce 
and consume nearly all of the exchangeable commodities live in 
the temperate zones, which extend east and west around the world, 
and trade as a consequence is naturally east and west. 


The market for the surplus agricultural products of the United | 


States and Canada have got to go east to Europe or west to the 
Orient. The surplus wheat and farm products of the great in- 
terior basin of this continent seeks the ocean over the shortest 
and cheapest routes. The Northwestern States find the Great 
Lakes and the northern railroads. running east and west, the 
highways for its commerce. The Canadian Northwest is acces- 
sible to the same lakes and has railway systems similar to ours 
over which its commerce can be moved. Asa wholesale or jobbing 
center Minneapolis can not expect to retain Canadian business. 
As soon as Canadian business in the Northwest assumes any large 
proportions distributing centers will be established there against 
which Minneapolis can not compete, for they will have the ad- 
vantage of cheaper rates. A rule now fixed in railroading grants 
a very cheap rate to these distributing centers as compared with 
the local rate. It is this law that necessarily limits the territory 
of each city, no matter how ambitious. These centers are found 
scattered within three or four hundred miles of each other all 
through the old settled communities. The same rule will apply 


and build in Canada large towns that will reach out for trade, | 


even in territory now controlled by Minneapolis people. The 
factory for building farm machinery will do there just as it has 
done here. It will find a location in some of their wheat fields. 
The loss in the home market would be infinitely greater than the 
gain from the Canadian market. 

In view of the attitude of Chamberlain in reference to a pro- 
tective tariff against the importation of our wheat into England, 


it would seem the height of folly to open up our markets for the | 
importation of Canadian products. Should the policy succeed, we | 


may have to depend very largely upon our own market to afford 
the farmers a living profit. 
{Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. HITT. I yield the gentleman whatever time he may need | 


to conclude his remarks. 


Mr. VOLSTEAD. The time has come when there are practi- | 


cally no new areas of agricultural land open for settlement. 
Nearly every foot of land less than 2,000 feet above sea level has 
been settled. In the future our increase will depend upon what 


we shall accomplish byirrigation. The Secretary of Agriculture, | 


in the Yearbook for 1902, calls attention to this fact. The increase 


in population and in the demand for wheat is more rapid than the | 
increase in the supply. For twenty years prior to 1897 there was | 


practically no increase in the United States. This may seem 


strange to people living in the great wheat belts of the West so re- | 


cently developed, but while the people in this newer country were 


breaking up the virgin soil people in the older States were turn- | 


ing their wheat fields into pastures, corn, or other crops. Dur- 
ing that twenty years the wheat area was approximately 38,000,- 
000 acres, occasionally reaching 40,000,000 and dropping almost 
to 34,000,000. The acreage rose and fell as the price of grain rose 
and fell. During the last few years the development in the West 
has considerably increased the acreage; still the situation is such 
that unless wheat prices allow a living profit the acreage will 
shorten up so as to leave no surplus. The increase in the wheat 
acreage in the last six years of 10,000,000 acres has been largely in 
the semiarid region. It is this increased acreage that raised the 
150,000,000 bushels or thereabouts that we exported last year. 
Cattle raising will no doubt be found a much safer industry upon 
this class of land, and the change is likely to come very soon. 
Still there is no danger of any real shortage of crop. England 
and Germany produce almost twice as much wheat to the acre as 
we do, and there is no doubt that we can largely increase the pro- 
duction whenever there is any real demand for it, but so long as 
wheat remains as cheap as it is farmers can not afford to expend 
the necessary sums for labor and for fertilizers needed for that pur- 

se. 

I feel that I have already trespassed upon the good nature of 
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this Honse much longer than I ought to, and mus} 
by closing in a few minutes. 

This is not a question of Canadian reciprocity, t} 
is called such by persons who are anxious to ¢o) 
issue, It is an effort on the part of local interest 
the name of reciprocity their demand for free tra 
Canadian products, and I find them cracking the 
great vigor, evidently to prevent discussion. 

[ notice in the St. Paul Dispatch, one of the lare 
newspapers in my State, an editorial in which it n 
on me personally. It sneeringly suggests that I ; 
fend my farmer constituents against ‘‘ that avalan 
which the late Hon. C. K. Davis predicted would 
Canada in case the tariff was removed. This pa; 
reads me out of the Republican party if I oppose v 
to call ‘* Canadian reciprocity,” and suggests that th: 
bution is at hand should I have the temerity to op 
not disposed to be driven. In the discharge of m 
not going to allow the St. Paul Dispatch to dictat 
In this very remarkable editorial the paper clear! 


1 


TARY Dy 


i 
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ignorance not only of my attitude but also of the real , 
atissue. It claims that all the protection the tariff af 


farmers is one-fourth of 1 cent per bushel. This 07 
1 cent is what is paid for the privilege of milling 
foreign export, and has nothing whatever to do wi 
tion of wheat for home consumption. It is well 
there is a duty of 25 cents per bushel imposed 
ported for home consumption and that it is against t 
the millers and their friends are contending. on 
have Canadian grain come through the American 
haveit ground there, provided it is exported to fo: 
for consumption, but we do strenuously object to 
here for home consumption in competition with tl 

of our own people, and it is not fair to mislead the yp 
real issue. 

The St. Paul Dispatch does not determine what i 
doctrine in Minnesota. No Republican convention 
clared for its so-called reciprocity. When this quest 
mitted to the last legislature in the State, which, by t 
overwhelmingly Republican, it refused to agree to it 
no good reason why it should have indorsed it. 1 
whole is largely agricultural. Its cities and vil 
| their growth and for their prosperity upon the agri: 

No one can point out how the agricultural element 
| States can be benefited by having free trade with ( 
can not obtain from Canada agricultural implem 
factured products to any extent, as Canada does 1 


n | 
th liny 
aware 


whe 


| own markets, but are dependent upon the United States 


| land to supply them. Almost the only articles ( 
| offer that we need are coal and lumber, and I shall t 
for free lumber and free coal. I do not believe any 


| be levied upon those articles. Lumber is now eight to 


per thousand higher than ten years ago, though th: 
| no tariff duty and lumber pays but $2 athousand. ( 
a monopoly. and it is perfectly evident, from last year 
| while free, that it needs no protection. There are: 
that I would like to see reduced and adjusted to suit 
ditions. But Iam not going to discuss the tariff 
If reciprocity with Canada can be had that will af 
ment of all classes, I shall be glad to support it at 
we can do anything toward building up trade with | 


it done. I believe in the reciprocity of Blaine a1 
reciprocity in noncompetitive goods, but not in 


se 
‘ 


pre 


out doing ourselves more harm than good, I shal! be : 


competitive goods, which is simply free trade. [ bell 


beneficent policy of Republican protection under whi 
try has prospered so marvelously, and under which 


secured this immense home market, but I do not want 


ket traded away for the benefit of the milling and | 
ests of a few cities on the border. To take from t! 
market without giving him anything in return, as 15 
absolutely unfair and unjust. a. 

I now want to thank the House for the kind indu 
shown me. [Applause. ] 

Mr. DINSMORE. I yield ten minutes to the ¢ 
New York [Mr. Harrison}. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I have asked ‘ 
utes to discuss at this time a subject which is some 
to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. 
insulting treatment by the Empire of Russia of Am 
who are Hebrews and who come to that Empire \ 
passports. z 

Now, I have asked for but a brief time in which t 
subject, not because I fail to recognize the importa! 
of the subject, but because it will be presented to y: 


‘ 


nro 


this 
1 oravit¥ 
and gray. 


later in tis 


discuss 
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, much more ability and much more eloquence than I 

by my distinguished colleague, Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 
1 ou ‘ed a “resolution which is now before the Commit- 
n Affairs and which I wish to incorporate in my 
For that purpose I should like to have it read by the 


V 


read as follows: 
at it is the sense of the people of the United States that uni- 


ar “nt and protection should be accorded to every American citizen, 
, e or creed, when traveling or sojourning abroad, and that 
fort should be made by the executive department of this 
secure from the Imperial Government of Russia such uni- 
:tment and protection, especially in the recognition and honor- 
jorts held by our citizens, to the end that there be no discrimi- 

hw the Government of Russia between American citizens on 
their re ligious belief or faith; and the President of the United 





yy respectfully requested to take such steps and cause such 
! ‘tiations to be set on foot as may tend to secure, through 

tv or otherwise, the honoring and the uniform rec ognition by 

jovernment and its authorities of American passports, irre- 
the religious faith or denomination of their holders, to the end 

w-abi ding citizen provided with a passport duly issued by this 
ernt ill, regardless of what. may be his race, creed, or religious 
. have freedom in traveling and sojourn in the territory of Russia, sub- 
provisions in any treaty between the United States and Russia 
as are not inconsistent with the spirit and intent of this resolution. 

M i \ ISON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think we can all see 
that there is here no question of partisanship. I think, further, 
that this is not a question of race or of religion, but simply a 
q \mericanism. It has always been so regarded and 
so treated by the Administrations both Democratic and Repub- 
lican, which have taken up this question in the past with more or 
Jess energy. 

[ have no desire to criticise the present administration in the 
State Department upon this subject. Nor do I believe that the 
Hebre ws of this country have anything but gratitude for the cour- 
tesy and attention that they have received when bringing this 
subject before the Department; but, at the same time, to an 
American citizen who applies at our State Department for a pass- 
raey y in Russia it is a striking thing to be confronted 

, of which I am going to read one clause: 
The laws of f Russia also exclude from Russian territory, except by special 
per l 


every 


Tal 


7 no om 


' ion ¢ 


} 
ia 


px Tt to jou 
with a circu 


, all peo 


si ple of Jewish faith, and while this Government has been 
ome years past to secure a relaxation of this enactment, it 
r to warn those who are within the category to which they re- 
as not yet been able to secure from the Russian Government a 
uniform treatment for all American travelers in Russia without 
eir religious faith or place of birth. 


nly pro 
for + t 

itl 
romuise ot 


urd to t 


That is a very weak admission on the part of asovereign power, 
the United States of America, that they can not secure equal 
recognition for all of their citizens while traveling abroad. 

[am informed that the present Russian ambassador has ex- 
pressed his willingness to aid as well as he 
his vexatious problem. But we might as well wait for an ice- 
erg to drift Fe wcently across the equator or for the bear to 
his bland and child-like nature as to wait until Russia 


shi allt take the initiative in a foreign policy entirely contrary to 
the 


can in the solution of 


chi ange 


ernal administration of that Empire. 
Wi hat we need is another example of the new ee y—the 
American d liplom: icy which always tells the truth; 
ahead and gets what it wants. 


ana would like to read a clause from the treaty which was con- 
inded } 


goes straight 


en the U nited States of America and the Emperor of 


“« 


Ri issias in 1882: 


all to 
ARTICLE I. 


The re shall be between the territories of the high contracting parties a 
r y of commerce and navigation. The inhabits ants 0 f their re 
allmutually have liberty to enter the ports, places, and rivers 

tories of each party wherever foreign commerce is permitted. 

liberty to sojourn and reside in all parts whatsoever of said 
ler to attend to their affairs, and they shall enjoy to that 
security and protection as natives of the country wherein 

ndition of their submitting to the laws and ordinances there 
sand particularly to the regulations in 


"Tow 6 Ne airman, I do not know whether anyone in the 
aa on it at the time of the negotiation of this treaty knew 
ches avout the internal affairs of the Empire of Russia. 
vn Jucge not, from a small piece of history that has come 
1 to us in connection with my distinguished but erratic kins- 

es John Rand olph of Roanoke. 


re Wi 


+ 
t 
n or« 





n force concerning commerce. 


I 


Some two years before this 
s negotiated he was sent as minister to Russia, but after 
had spe nt three weeks there he came back in disgust because, 


h 


a 


ie ¢ 
ug} 


implained, the people 


on the streets of St. sage 
Hed at 


him. 1 suppose he had as much idea as any body a 


va } . 
— a in America of the internal affairs of the Empire of 


ere, we 


iia had at that time no considerable body of Jews 


Nt » United States as American citizens who could safe- 
| the interests of that race in the treaty. 


matter 
i atters have chy inged very much 
10t know the n, 


liy 
gua 
Since that date 
, and we know now, if we did 
that in Russia the Jew is not a citizen; that he 
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only exists: that he is not allowed to live except in certain cir- 
cumscribed places; that he is not permitted to enter into certain 
occupations; that he is not allowed to have his children educated, 
except in a very small proportion at each university. 

We know that they are crowded along the border in pove rty 
and abject distress in many places. In spite of all that, 1 believe 
the treatment of this unhappy race is due to fear on the part of 
Russia that if they were to take the Jews into the body politic 
assimilate them into their E mpire,and make them a part of their 
citizenship, within two generations the Jews would be the owne:s 
of all the Russias. 

Now, it is not my purpose to enter into a discussion of the whole 
Jewish question here. That is entirely extraneous to the subject 
of the remarks that I wish to make. But I wish to merely say 
that from extensive travel myself in Russia—and I have no desire 


to abuse Russian hospithlity—I have myself seen some of the con- 
ditions as to which the Jews of the United States of » erica 
make complaint. I have myself fortunately escaped from wit- 


nessing those scenes which shocked and filled all the civilized 
world with horror. 

I refer to the massacres at Kishenef—outrages upon th: 
where men were stricken down before their famili where 
women were violated and torn to pieces, and where babes were 
dashed against the nearest doorpost—all simply because they were 
Jews and had invited the religious antipathy of the self-styled 
Christians of Russia. I do not refer to this to create any strained 
feeling between the two countries, but simply to illustrate ~_ 
fact that under the treaty which now exists American citiz 
of the Hebrew faith in Russia have no more protection under the 
law than those people who suffered the massacres at Kishenef. 
if they have any protection at all it is from a little respect for the 
American battle ship, or perhaps I might say their desire for the 
political friendship of America; and that is all, so far as the law 
is concerned. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is almost impossible to realize that here 
in the twentieth century a man may start forth from this land 
of religious liberty, equipped with a passport ornamented with 
the great seal of the Department of State, and when he gets to 
the borders of Russia, a nation with which we are at peace and 
for whom we have a_traditional friendship, he is stopped, he is 
questioned, he is humiliated, and in all probability he is ‘excluded 
admission to the Empire. 

Whatever may ‘one been his reasons for going there, whethe¢ 
a tender feeling of affection for his family there or a desire to 
have business rel: tions with the Russian Empire, or whatever his 
circumstances in life, whether he be of American stock whic] 
took part in the Revolutionary war or whether he be the on 
simple peasant returning now to visit his native village in Russia, 
he is still an American citizen, and we ought to demand that he 
receive equal recognition with all other American citizens when 
they reach the Russian Empire. [Applause. | 

I have said, Mr. Chairman, that this is not a matter of partisan- 
ship. I wish to amend that in so far as I believe it is the Demo- 
cratic party that has always accorded the most favorable and 

qual treatment to foreigners when they transport their lares an - 
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ns 
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= nates into this country. Ever since the daysof Thomas Jeff: 
son, the father of religious liberty in this country, we have ee 
devoted to the cause of foreigners who arrive here. Up there 


upon the historic mountain at Monticello beneath the trees is the 
simple monument under which lies the body of Thomas Jeffer- 
son, containing a few plain words on it summing up his career in 
| life ° 

The chief among those, I believe, he himself would have consid- 
ered the fact that he was the f ather of religious liberty in Virginia. 
Ever since his day our party has welcomed to this country and as- 
similated within our ranks all foreigners of every race and of every 
religious belief. We have learned from each one of them some 
lessor pat ience or industry or economy or virtue or patriotism. 


f 
i 
, 


And that is why, Mr. Chairman, I hope that ba this 1 resolu- 
tion, which is now before the Committee on Forei Affairs, if it 
receivs their favorable consideration, comes befor re " this H use, 
every Member of the House of Representatives, irre sp ctive of 


what religious belief he himself may have, will unit 


> upon the 
common ground that American citizens, 


whatever their reli 





ion, 
whatever their race, whatever their creed, are entitled to equal 
representation and equal recognition when abroad. [Applause. ] 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, the report of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs making appropriations for the oe matic and 
consular service is in such able hands that I shall not say anything 


on this subject. 

On this occasion, however, I desire to address a few words on 
the subject of pensions. I have heard the criticisms of the 
men from Tennessee [Mr. Gisson], Indiana |Mr. Miers}. and 
other States on the management of the Darvcon of Pen sions. 
While I admit there are grounds for the same, I am forced, in 


ntle - 
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common justic e to the present Commissioner of Pensions, to differ 
from my colleagues on this subject. 

In an experience of more than a year, and with a large number 
cases, I have had the greatest courtesy and kindness shown me 
times. It is therefore a duty as well as a pleasure to place 


of 
at all 
myst 
cilities afforded to secure final action on cases presented. 

1 also desire to express my gratitude to the head of the Record 
and Pension Office of the War Department for the courteous and 
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es 
oer churchyard in the loyal part of the country receives we. 
to the new-made mounds which dot its surface, and these r 
breasts that once stood in the front of battle when the na 


¥Y addit 


| assailed. 


if on record as to the Bureau and to commend it for the fa- | 


Every day in the week hundreds of church bell 
toll out the sad announcement of the 

The 
orp! 

Thi 


Ss, somew 
passing x of one of the; 
wail of the bereft widow rises hourly somewhere 

ans fall in perpe ‘tual rain. 
s, abr weal other reasons, is Why Congress should wi sts 


| ing a service-pension bill to give to these dying men an 


efficient manner in which the public business of that office has | 


been disp: itched. 

Now, a few thoughts on the matter of pensions. 
the justice of the Government caring for those who saved the 
nation, who sacrificed their health and faced death on the battle- 
field, is the fact that the amounts paid in pensions yearly is a 
great and lasting benefit to the country. 
into hundreds of thousands of households, and every community 
is benefited by these quarterly payments. Much of the prosper- 
ity of the country is doubiless due to this wide distribution of 
nearly $140,000,000 annually. It is all put into circulation and is 
of incalculable advantage to the business interests of the Republic. 

The payment of $2,844,649,626.56 war debt, with an interest, 
counting the premium on greenbacks, all in gold, was an act of 
good faith on the part of the Government. Of this vast debt, 
$ 61,616,311 was represented by greenbacks and bore no interest, 
leaving $2,381,530,294 
war. On this it is fair to assume that the Government did not 
receive in excess of 60 cents on the dollar. 

The high-water mark in which interest was paid by the Gov- 
ernment was in 1866, when it reached $150.970,697.87, 
$3,000,000 weekly in gold, a tax per capita of $7 on the population 

‘that period. Up to June 30, 1902, the Treasurer had paid out 

53,886.41 in gold for interest alone. 
hismust be added the premiums paidin gold of $125,698 013.65, 
making a total of $2,831,151.900.06. This, with the face value of 
the bonds, which cost the holders originally about $1,250,000,000, 
the lk rs received the sum of $5,500,000,000. 

It is estimated that the Government has paid for pensions to 
the men who served in the Union Army during the civil war and 
to their widows and dependent children $3,200,000,000. 

The first named loane d the Government the money to carry on 
the war, while the latter offered their lives and sacrificed health 
and limb to perpetuate the Union and make pro s of 
the Government to those who loaned the money during that crit- 
ical period, But for the sacrifices of the men in the field both 
principal and interest would have been lost. 

While I am not criticising anyone, I want it clearly understood 
that the credit of saving the Government and making the nation 
a world power with a contented and prosperous people is largely 
due to the men now on the pension roll. Too much honor can not 
be given to these brave, unselfish, self-sacrificing men who in the 
dark days of 1861 to 1865 stood loyally by the flag and the Gov- 
ernment. When this nation becomes so mercenary and its people 
so selfish as to forget what is due to its heroes. its soldiers, and its 
patriots, I fear the days of the Republic are numbered. 

The pension roll is indeed a roll of honor, and no one who served 
his country in the wars in which the nation was engaged and who 
needs the little help cheerfully given by a patriotic people should 
hesitate to apply for the same. Indeed, in my judgment, the 
time has arrived when he should not be asked to apply for this 
merited boon, this needed relief, but Congress, representing a 
grateful people, should pass a service-pension law. This must 
come, and the sooner the better for all concerned. 


nae 


gzood the List 


These small sums go | 


: 
Aside from 


Death has set his fatal seal some measure of the nation’s 
justice. 

Every week sees a full regiment of men that were once the p 
of their country mustered out by that fell sergeant, Death. —- 

Every month the country loses a full, strong brigade of men w} 
prime were unequaled soldiers. Every year sees pass away a + 
than that with which Rosecrans breasted the rebel hordes « 
hills of Chickamauga, a larger army than that with which G; 
Vicksburg or Sheridan cleaned up the Valley. Nearly twic 
Grant commanded at Shiloh or Rosecrans at Stone River y: 
“Those low, green tents whose curtains never outward swi! 

That between 50,000 and 60,000 veterans die every year is 


| sible index of the phys sical condition of those who surviv: 


long waited, 


physically but little better off than those who die. From "the 
must be every year drawn the immense levy of from 50,000 to 
die the next year. 

EA to reach these men, to do them the justice for w! 
Jongressional action can not be too speedy. Its 


| left 55,000 t "die the past year, going to their graves bereft 


as the interest-bearing debt of the civil 


| of the 


almost | 


| ceding last year; 


My associations with the veterans of the civil war have been of | 


so intimate a character and my field of observation so wide for 
many years that I can speak with authority on this matter. 
Congress should pass a service-pension law, making the age limit 
the same as for the retirement of officers of the Army and Navy. 
Perhaps the age of 62 would be better. 

In my judgment the time of which President Cleveland spoke 
some years since has arrived for action. The ranks of the old 
soldiers of the civil war are thinning rapidly. 
and their numbers will be largely decreased. 
last year—almost 1.000 a week. 

Now is the time for such action. Let Congress act now and do 
its duty to the old soldier. No time should be lost if the brave 
men who are left are to receive common justice. 

I desire to read an editorial from the National Tribune, of 
Washington, bearing on this subject and to have it printed in 
the RECORD. 

[From the National Tribune, Washington, D. C., Thursday, January 14, 1904. ] 
WHY LONGER DELAY’ 

A thousand times more impressive than any speeches made in Congress, 
any arguments, any editorials, is the simple fact that over 50,000 veterans 
are dying every year. 


That is, the setting of every Saturday's sun is noted by the eyes of fully 
1,000 fewer veterans than greeted his rising the previous Sunday morning. 


Fifty thousand died 


rightfully theirs. In their windowless pal rest, u 
pines, under the tearful willows, they lie far beyond the na 
the nation’s gratitude. With the green sod above them, t! 
whate of the “progress of legislation” or the fervid 
friends to the dull ear of the money-seeking age. 

In the sickness of heart they have died the death of des; 
can do as little for them as for the dry bones rotting in Vail 

Now it is for Congress to determine how many more m 
»men who in the very flower of their young man! 

t ) th » rescue of the country, shall beallowed to perish be 
relief in the fulfillment of promises made in the extremity « 
ger. Congress can not give pensions to the more than 50 
year, tothe hundreds of thousaz ds who died in the years 
itcan not give them the food, medicine, she 
which would have in some degree solaced their dreary passa 
but it can do this for the hundreds of thousands who are fo 
rades — selfsame way down the valley which leads to t 

It can not diminish the sin of its forgetfulness to th 
gone, bab it can prevent an exaggeration and aggravati 
mediate provision for those who 1 main. 

There are hundreds of thousands veterans and their \ 
before them only the dark pro pect a has closed t} 
predecessors. - Every one of them needs the food, 
ter which their little pensions will provide. 

To them this recognition of the value of their services by 
will bring more cheer and comfort than anything e 
are old, nee ly, prematurely broken by reason of what th v 
‘rnment. In their day of strengt h they sup or ted ts I 
the stron at of a powers of the ear th, bel ing that 

indant richness and str ngth, 


aces of 


ver 


7 +} 


medici 
se 1D 


in t 


weakness, co of its abe it w 


for them. 

Will the Congress yet doit? It should hasten to perform 
justice for which there i yw the opportunity; but oppor 
pass. Let us have, then, a service-pension bill passed at tl 
moment. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman,I move that the comn 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; 
sumed the chair, Mr. LACEY, . 
W hole Ho use on the state of t ee reporte 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 1 
sular and diplomatic somenaian bill, and had com 
lution thereon. 


8S n¢ 


and the Speal 
oo of the C 
1 ft 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous conserit, Mr. SNAPP was granted leav: 
for two weeks, on account of important business. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
mission be granted for five days to those Mem 
spoken upon the consular and diplomatic appropria 
tend their remarks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois a 


| consent for gentlemen who took part in the debate 


A few years more | 


sularand diplomatic appropriation bill to extend their! 
the Recorp. For how long? 

Mr. HITT. For five legislative days. 

The SPEAKER. For five legislative days. 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, it has been sug¢ 
that there are two or three gentlemen who woul 
print aside from those who have already addres: 
would like for leave to be extended so as to inclu 

Mr. HITT. General leave to print on the diplo 
sular appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman modifies his re 
that leave to print be extended to the membersh 
print reitaarks upon the consular and diplomatic 
bill for five legislative days. te 

Mr. HITT. Can we agree upon the time when gen ral debat 
shall close? 


Is the 








1904. 
allie nase aeaanae 


— 
vz, DINSMORE. Well, Mr. Speaker, I think I shall want two 
vw, nore on this side. We could not anticipate the discussion 

stg ‘got into this morning. 


hat W . "= 
Then we will try and agree upon that in the morn- 


uc 


Mr. HITT. 
= 7 WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, we have hitherto 
syval times had confusion when the word ‘days’? was used by 
| suppose the request is for calendar days. 

TheSPEAKER. “ Legislative days ’’ is the way the request was 


sev 


its 


, \r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am not particular about it, 
fy g eaker, but | want it put one Way or the other. 
“Vr. HITT. Is it not true that when a motion is put for so 


many days it is constraed as legislative days and not calendar 


3 ? 
days: 7 ‘ 

The SPEAKER. That is a mooted question, but the House 
deals in legislative days. The Journal deals with legislative days, 


and the RECORD appears only on legislative days. : 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
modify the request, making it calendar days. If I can be indulged 
+namoment, I want to say that I havea resolution before the 
Committee on Ways and Means to define what the word “ days”’ 
py itself does mean. It has never been defined thus far. There 
was a case Where a gentleman got leave to print for two or three 
davs before the adjournment on Christmas, and he printed two 
days after we came back, after everybody had ceased to look for 
anything of that sort. There ought to be a limit to matters of 
that kind. I do not care which adjective is put in, but I shall 
insist that one adjective or the other shall be used, either legisla- 


tive or calendar days. If the gentleman wants the request for 
levislative days, I have no objection providing it goes in. 


Mr, HITT. 
di 


I will ask that the request be for five legislative 


e SPEAKER. 


[After a pause. ] 


Ts there objection to the modified request? 
The Chair hears none. 
ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 53 
minutes p,m.) the House adjourned until 12 o'clock noon to- 
WUrrow. 


Mr. HITT. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, the following execrtive commu- 
nications Were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A le:ter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
aor submitting an estimate of appropriation for expenses of 
rticipation in exposition at Liege, Belgium—to the Committee 
1 Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Hem y Cooper, administrator of estate of Samuel Cooper, against 


a 


’ 


the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
tO be print d. 

' A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
rom the Chief o 


ngineers, report of examination and survey of 
H mm Island Pass, Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting vol- 
umes 1 and 2 of the Revised and Annotated Statutes of Okla- 
homa—to the Committee on the ‘Territories, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


eee os Were severally reported from committees, delivered to 

ot lowe and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 

» AULLOWS: 

My rr, 

whi TNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 

a Uuew . the bill of the House (H. R. 4074) constitut- 

emendinete. anc a port of delivery, reported the same with 

oa eee » AC ompanied by a report (No. 701); which said bill 

on the etat Were relerred to the Committee of the Whole House 

Mr. Moc A pene mion. 

to which seep Y, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 

certain lots referred the bill of the House (H. R. 891) granting 

school Sicteies Gnadenhutten, Ohio, to Gnadenhutten special 

alsl tare one ported the same without amendment, accompa- 
’ 4 report (No. 702); which said bill and report were re- 


fe 6 0 : . + 
rh : to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 


Mr ~~ r a 
Which aaa EY , from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
~ Was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1487) creating an 


Under clanse 2 of Rule XITI, bills and resolutions of the follow- | 
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additional land office in the State of North Dakota, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 703 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine, from the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7274) 
fo amend section 76 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a gov- 
ernment for the Territory of Hawaii,’’ reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 704); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
(S. 3341) authorizing the city of Nome, a municipal corporation 
organized and existing under chapter 21, title 3, of an act of 
Congress approved June 6, 1900, entitled ‘‘ Anact making further 
provision for a civil government for Alaska, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ to construct a free bridge across the Snake River at Nome 
city, in the Territory of Alaska, reported the same without 
amendment. accompanied by a report (No. 705); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from com . delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: 


AND 


1iLLe es, Ut 


Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R 0) granting a 
pension to Amanda Skinner. reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 674); which said bill and report 

| were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4318) granting a 
pension to David B. Wood, reported the same without amend- 


| ment, accompanied by a report (No. 675); which said bill and re- 


| amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 678); 


port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3769) gran 
an increase of pension to Clinton M. Casey, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 676); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6455) 
granting an increase of pension to Abraham W. Cochran, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 677); 
whjch said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4943) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Morgan, reported the same with 
which said bill 


ting 
LIng 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11227) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Walls, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 679); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10267) granting a pen- 


sion to Florence R. Russell. reported the same with amendment, 


| accompanied by a report 4No. 680); which said bill and report 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of House (H. R. 9791) granting : 
sion to Abram Claypool, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 651); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10640) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Horace E. Wood, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 682); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10794) granting 
an increase of pension to Moses Hurlbut, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 683); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10268) granting a pension 
to Margaret E. Keller, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 684); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10904) granting 


pen- 
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———— 


a pension to Edson H. Crawford, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 685); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 859) granting an 
increase of pension to Andrew Barr, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 686); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1801) granting 
a pension to James Allen, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 687); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1179) granting 
an increase of pension to Jasper Richey, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 688); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

fe also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1352) for the relief of Samuel McClure, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
689); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 


Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
granting a} 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1317) 
pension to Thomas E. McIntire, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 690); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8836) gr: 
pension to Benjamin Pitman, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 691); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
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which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8379) granting an | 


increase of pension to I. B. Wambaugh, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 692); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8348) grantinga 


pension to Annie P. Erving, reported the same with amendment; | 


accompanied by a report (No. 693); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7999) granting 
an increase of pension to David W. Williamson, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 694); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


| appraisers—to the Committee on Ways and 


FEBRUARY 3, 


A bill (H. R. 9405) granting a pension to Andrew 1 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and refer; 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 11578) granting an increase of pensi 
Stephens—Committee on Invalid Pensions disch; 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 11646) forthe relief of George M.S; 
tee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to 
on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 


KeoOr 


5725) granting a pension to Grace | 


| mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and refe; 


mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 11314) granting a pension to Ma; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
Committee on Pensions. 


i 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEM 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions. a; 
of the following titles were introduced and severa 


| follows: 


By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 11669) to r 
laws relating to permanent and indefinite appro; 
Committee on Appropriations. 

3y Mr. JONES of Washington (by reqnest): A bill 
to authorize the Nome Improvement Company 
prove the mouth of Snake River at Nome, Ala 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 11671) to pr 
formance, temporarily, of the duties of apprais 
Me 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 11672) to re 
United States relating to trade-marks—to thi 

-atents. 

By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 11678) for the sv 
ment of lands now embraced within the limits 
Indian Reservation, in the State Montana, : 
disposal of all surplus lands after allotment—to the ( 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Mlinois (by request 


to provide for the classification of the 


2 
i 


A bill 


SaiaPlles 


| in post-offices of the first and second classes—to t 


the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 11675) to amer 


| laws and to secure the safety of vessels—to the Cv 
| Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7814) granting | 


an increase of pension to James G. Andrews, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 695); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


which was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 7712) granting 
a pension to Emma Crosier, reported the same with amendment, 


By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 11676) to ratify 
agreement with the Indians of the Crow Reserva 
and making appropriations to carry the same int 
Committee on Indian Affairs. * 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11 


| vide for the reorganization of the consular sery 


accompanied by a report (No. 696); which said bill and report | 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7559) granting 


| ters to affix stamps to letters when 


a pension to Caroline Hurley. reported the same with amendment, | 


accompanied by a report (No. 697); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6911) 
granting a pension to James H. Weston, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 698); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6817) granting 
a pension to Rosa Glass, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 699); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2542) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Larkin, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 700); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4194) granting a pension to Elizabeth Neilan— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 


—— ~ : : ; | States—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


3y Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H.R 
ing to the compensation of Members of Congress 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 11679) re 
letters to pay the postage—to the Commitice on 
and Post-Roads. ; 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (1 


| regulate the payment of wages in manufactnin 
| operated by the United States Government in the > 


Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 11810 
tion of a public building at Red Wing, Minn.- 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 11811) to an 


| the District of Columbia regarding corporations 


tee on the District of Columbia. 
3y Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 11812) relatn 
tions, declaratory statements, entries, and final pr 
homestead and other land laws, and to confirm th 
tain cases when made outside of the land district 
the land is situated—to the Committee on the Publi 
By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 118138) to estab! 


| partment of Agriculture a bureau to be known as | 
Public Highways, and to provide for national aid in 


i 


ment of the public roads—to the Committee on Ax 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 11814) to « 
Department of Agriculture a bureau to be known 4 
of Public Highways, and to provide for national a. 
provement of the public roads—to the Committee 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A resolution (H. Res. 1° 
the Director of the Census relative to appointment ul 
of March 3, 1903—to the Committee on the Census. 
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By Mr. PEARRE: A resolution (H. Res. 200) referring H. R. Also, a bill (H. R. 11710) granting an increase of pension to 
a for the relief of the heirs of John D. Clemson, with accom- | James F. Walsh—to the Committee on Pensions. 
ae papers, to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on| By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11711) granting 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 1597 











= ne an increase of pension to Jerome J. Hinds—to the Committee on 
, Also. 8 resolution (H. Res. 201) requiring the Secretary of the | Invalid Pensions. 
Treasury to reexamine settlement No, 5000, of 1884, reported by By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 11712) for the relief of Henry L. 
him +» Senate Executive Document No. 5, Fifty-third Congress, | Hawkins—to the Committee on Claims. 
third si ‘on—to the Committee on Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 11718) granting an honorable discharge to 
Joseph ee ee Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11714) to remove the charge of desertion 
PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. from the record of James D. Moyer—to the Committee on Mili- 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of | tary Affairs. 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as| Also, a bill (H. R. 11715) to remove the charge of desertion 
follows : : from the record of Peter Ehrstine—to the Committee on Military 
By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11681) granting | Affairs. ; 
an increase of pension to James H. V. Voldo, alias James H. Ve- Also, a bill (H. R. 11716) to remove the charge of desertion 
ier—to the Committee on Pensions. . ; from the record of Madison Waldron—to the Committee on Mili- 
By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 11682) granting an increase of | tary Affairs. 
pension to David W. Davison—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- Also, a bill (H. R. 11717) to remove the charge of desertion 
sions. | from the record of Anton Smith, alias Charles Roehmer—to the 
~ Also, a bill (H. R. 11688) granting an increase of pension to | Committee on Military Affairs. 
John H. Gross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 11718) toremove thecharge of desertion from 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11684) granting a pension to Margaret Long | the record of Albert W. Keller—to the Committee on Military 
Kimmel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Affairs. 
By Mr. BELL of California: A bill (H. R. 11685) to remove the Also, a bill (H. R. 11719) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mur- 
charge of desertion against Henry Wilson and to grant him an | phy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
honorable discharge—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | Also, a bill (H. R. 11720) granting a pension to D. M. Murray— 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11686) to remove the charge of desertion | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
against Ernest Brockelman and to grant him an honorable dis-| Also, a bill (H. R. 11721) granting a pension to Lucretia Bart- 
charge—to the Committee on Naval -Affairs. lett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11687) to remove the charge of desertion Also, a bill (H. R. 11722) granting a pension to Hattie E. McLain— 
against P. C. Farrell and to grant him an honorable discharge— | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. Also, a bill (H. R. 11723) granting a pension to Adam Maurer— 
Also. a bill (H. R. 11688) granting an increase of pension to | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Erastus D. Butler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 11724) granting a pension to John Menden- 


By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 11689) granting an increase of | hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
pension to James C. Wattleworth—to the Committee on Invalid Also, a bill (H. R. 11725) granting a pension to Robert T. 


Pensions. Knox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11690) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 11726) granting a pension to Robert D. 
Squire J. Carlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYRD: A bill (H. R. 11691) for the relief of John D.| Also, a bill (H. R. 11727) granting a pension to Harriett Zim- 
Ryan, of Meridian, Miss.—to the Committee on Claims. merman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 11692) granting a pension Also, a bill (H. R. 11728) granting a pension to Jennie Fish- 
to Mary J. Neely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | baungh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 11693) granting an in- Also, a bill (H. R. 11729) granting a pension to Ellwood Mul- 
crease of pension to Henry C. Johnson—to the Committee on In- | lin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


valid Pensions, Also, a bill (H. R. 11780) granting a pension to James Pusey— 
By Mr. DANTELS: A bill (H. R. 11694) granting a pension to | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
George R. Millen—to the Committee on Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 11731) granting an increase of pension to 
By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 11695) granting an increase of | Konrad Schleicher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
pension to Fannie B. Pitts—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- Also, a bill (H. R. 11732) granting a pension to Georgiana Bal- 
sions. | lard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 11696) granting a pension to| Also,a bill (H.R. 11733) granting an increase of pension to Job 
Aglionby Montgomery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | S. Inman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 11697) granting a pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 11734) granting an increase of pension to 
G. W. Gosnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | John Clifford—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 11698) for the relief of Thomas M.| Also, a bill (H. R. 11735) granting an increase of pension to 
Lippitt—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. Eugene Orr, alias Charles Southard—to the Committee on Pen- 
By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 11699) granting an increase | sions. 
of pension to Abraham A, Croy—to the Committee on Invalid Also, a bill (H. R. 11736) granting an increase of pension to 
Pensions, James Willson—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. JACKSON of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 11700) granting Also, a bill (H. R. 11737) granting an increase of pension to 
an increase of pension to John Toadvine—to the Committee on | Philip Gavin—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Thvalid Pensions, | Also, a bill (H. R. 11788) granting an increase of pension to 
by Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 11701) for the relief of John | James M. Lowder—to the Committee on Pensions. 
R. Switz r—to the Committee on War Claims. | Also, a bill (H. R. 11739) granting an increase of pension to 
am, a bill (H. R. 11702) for the relief of James Y. Pitts—to | Charles H. Leaman—to the Committee on Pensions. 
the ( ommittee on War Claims, | Atso,a bill (H. R. 11740) granting an increase of pension to 
_Also, a bill (H. R. 117038) for the relief of the legal representa- | Henry Adler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
live of Richard Henderson—to the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 11741) granting a pension to Justine F. 
gay a bill (H. R. 11704) for the relief of the legal representa- | White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
lve ol Farley C, Sims—to the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 11742) granting an increase of pension to 
aaa a bill (A. R. 11705) for the relief of A. Q. Thompson—to | Andrew J. Cassity—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ee on W ar Claims. ; ; | Also, a bill (H. R. 11743) granting an increase of pension to 
t ‘tl aCe bill (HL, R. 11706) for the relief of Charles A. Parkins— | Charles H. Baird—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
) the Committee on War Claims. | Also, a bill (H. R. 11744) granting an increase of pension to Har- 


; ras M t. K ETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 11707) authorizing the ap- | ley H. Sage—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ae of Capt. Theodore Frederick Kane, a captain on the | Also, a bill (H. R. 11745) granting an increase of pension to 
rs — of the Navy, to be a rear-admiral on the retired list of | Jacob Wittenbach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By M- ro the Committee on Naval Affairs. | _ Also, a bill (H. R. 11746) granting an increase of pension to 
mA itr. Li )UDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 11708) to correct the | Isaiah Waltman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. a 
cna re cord of John H. Hoagland—to the Committee on Mili- | _ Also, a bill (H. R. 11747) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 

- Mr LO liam A. Ewing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


VERING: A bill (H. R. 11709) granting a pension| Also, a bill (H. R. 11748) granting an increase of pension to 
ard—to the Committee on Pensions. Edward E. Curran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to Kate How 





1598 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 3, 





Also, a bill (H. R. 11749) granting an increase of pension 
Cornelius O’Shea—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11750) granting an increase of pension 
Rolon M. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11751) granting an increase of pension 
Charles F. Kimmel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11752) granting an increase of pension 
John M. Chandler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11753) granting an increase of pension 
Nicholas H. Karns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11754) granting an increase of pension 
Benton Eichelberger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11755) granting an increase of pension 
Milton Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11756) granting an increase of pension 
John M. Buxton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11757) granting an increase of pension 


John Hiller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11758) granting an increase of pension 
John W. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11759) granting an increase of pension 


Thomas B. Callahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11760) granting an increase of pension 
James Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11761) granting an increase of pension 
Edward M. Curtis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11762) granting an increase of p 
John McCarthy—to the Committee on Pensions. 


nsion 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11763) granting an increase of pension 
Michael Newman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11764) granting an increase of pension 


Patrick H. Bergen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11765) granting an increase of pension 

Andrew J. Crisman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11766) granting an increase of pension 

Thomas C. Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11767) granting an increase of pension 
George Kauffman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11768) granting an increase of pension 
George W. Purcell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11769) granting an increase of pension 
George Hallick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11770) granting an increase of pension 


Samuel W. Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11771) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph Price—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11772) granting an increase of pension 
W. H. H. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11773) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas W. Gibbons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11774) granting an increase of pension 
Marshall Osborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11775) granting an increase of pension 
William D. Stephens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11776) granting an increase of pension 
Hugh Mooney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11777) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas McHose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11778) granting an increase of pension 
John Gragan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, 4 bill (H. R. 11779) granting an increase of pension 
Jackson Weathers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11780) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas Case—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11781) granting an increase of pension 


William H. Bridgman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11782) granting an increase of pension 
Fleming Crump—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 11783) granting an increase of pension 
Alfred W. Morley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11784) granting an increase of pension 
Adam Walter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to 


| low N. Spohn 


to | 


to 
to 


to 
to 


to 


to 
to 
to 
to 


to 


to | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11785) granting an increase of pension to Jef- 


ferson R. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11786) granting an increase of pension 
David Peters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11787) granting an increase of pension 
Benjamin F. Weimer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11788) granting an increase of pension 
Henry L. Kyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11789) granting an increase of pension 
David W. Swigert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to 
to 
to 
to 


By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11790) 
granting an increase of pension to George W. Weidman—to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| to the Committee on Pensions. 


| the members of the First, Second, and Third 


| other voters, J. M. Hutchison and 11 other vot 





By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 11791) for the relics of Rev; 
to the Committee on Claims. ove 

By Mr. RIDER: A bill (H. R. 11792) granting an increase of 
pension to Anton Mazzanovich—to the Committee oy Th...) 


Pensions. Invalid 
By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 11793) granting a) eee 
pension to August Henning—to the Committee on Inyaliq p 


sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11794) granting a pension to J. M. Joya 


By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 11795 
pension to Lemuel J. Ward—to the Committee on 1; 
sions. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 11796) granting 
Catharine Darr—to the Committee on Invalid Pe 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 11797) gra 
to Francis A. M. Pattee—to the Committee on Iny 

By Mr. WARNOCK: A bill (H. R. erantiy 
of pension to Barton A. Holland—to the Comm 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11799) granting a pension to Mary An 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 118 
of William H. W. Krebs, late first leutenant. S 
fantry, United States Army—to the Committee on 
airs. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 11801) for t) 

» of James McDonough. deceased, late of Char 
Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE: A bill (H. R. 11802) for the relief of A 
Spiegel, as the successor of the firm of Spiegel, Fi 
Co.—to the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 11803) granti: 
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estat 


of pension to Ross R. Sanner—to the Committee on |! 1] 
sions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 11804) for the 
legal representatives and assignees of Silvain Nic] s;and R 


Durette—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HITCHCOCK: A bill (H. R. 11805) for the relief 
Marine Co \ 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Dllinois: A bill (H. R. 11806) granting a pen- 
sion to Napoleon B. Greathouse—to the Committee on | 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11807) granting a pension to Elijah Taylor— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11808) granting a pension to Monroe C 
Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11809) for the relief of John, al 
Ridenbaugh, of Pinckneyville, I1l.—to the Committee on Militar; 
Affairs, 


Hen 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petiti 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follov 
By the SPEAKER: Petitions of W. R. Bonham 
voters, James L. Wilcox and 7 other voters, T. M. Ewing a! 


McCaslin and 63 other voters, and Henry 8. Perkins « 
voters, allof Hoopston,Ill., praying for the passage of t 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, memorial of the board of directors of the C! 
of Trade, praying for legislation for the reorganization 
consular service—to the Committee on Foreign A 
Also, memorial of Kit Carson Post, No. 2, Gran 
Republic, of Washington, D. C., praying for the pa 
bill S. 3458—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
By Mr. BABCOCK: Papers to accompany bill H. ft 
ing an increase of pension to Alexander J. Hood—to the ‘ 
tee on Invalid Pensions. i 
By Mr. BASSETT: Resolution of New York Board of Tr 
Transportation, relative to the harbor of refuge at ) 


| R. I.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. BEDE: Petition of residents of Northome, N 
tive to amending section 2294 of the Revised Statutes 
mittee on the Judiciary. sitet 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Petition of H. A. Clark ano ote 
Franklin County, Iowa, protesting against parcels-post )1~ 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. — ; 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania; Resolution 0! 
No. 25, Grand Army of the Republic, of Chester, "a a 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio! osage 


By Mr. BYRD: Petition of G. B. Harper, administrate’, } 


Wilde Post, 
in favor 
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ing reference of claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
ave IN EDERHEAD: Resolution of Abilene Post, No. 63, 
BY Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, indorsing 
on H 'R. 5813 and 7873, relative to service pension—to the Com- 
ar ( vn Inval d Pensions. ' 

- Mr. CAMPBELL: Paper to accompany bill to correct the 
dese rd of Rankin A. Hutsell—to the Committee on Mili- 


military rect 
tary \talrs. : 4 | E Be 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting pension to Mary J. 
Neely—to the Committee on Invalid } ‘ensions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of W. 5. Marshall and 15 others, 
* Toledo, lowa, and lowa Soldiers’ Home and 4 t others, of Mar- 
“halltown, Lowa, in favor of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittet on the Judiciary. 

‘Also resoluti ns of Marvin Mills Post. No. 212. of Central ( ity, 
Tawa and William-Carbee Post, No. 270, of Springville, Iowa, 
Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the passage of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

, Also. letter of J. M. Carney, of Gilman, lowa, urging the pas- 


the nost-check bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 


sa OL til 


st-Roads 


al I 


of pension to Adam L. Bourquin—to the Com- 
mitt on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of George R. Millen—to the 
Comittee on Pensions. 


so, petitions of Rev. B. F. Hewlett and 7 others, Rev. W. F. 


ing an increase 


Bi ey and 40 others, R. B. Larkin and 25 others, and William | 


Kaiser and 6 others, citizens of Ontario, Cal., favoring the pas- 
sage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. DEEMER: Resolution of Major Keenan Post, No. 349, 


By Mr. DANIELS: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 10196, grant- | 





of Jersey Shore, Pa., and Reno Post, No. 64, Department of Penn- | 
sylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service- | 


pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 9, of 
Troy, N. Y., in favor of the enactment of bill H. R. 6—to the Com- 
nittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Chicago wholesale merchants, in 
opposition to a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Offive and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: Petition of W. L. Taylor and 103 voters 
of Springtown, Tex., urging passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Resolution of William C. Tracy Post, No. 
$5, and Orville Bixby Post, No. 93, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Department of Vermont, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of H. D. Dye and 61 others, of 
Humeston, Iowa, in favor of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

by Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Resolution of Captain An- 
drew Caillaux Post, No. 119, Grand Army of the Republic, De- 
partment of New Jersey, in favor of a service-pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

by Mr, HUFF: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 3907, for the re- 
lief of W. Scott King—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

by Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Petition of Rev.G. W. Smith 
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tion, relative to the harbor of refuge at Point Judith, Rhode 
Island—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Papers to accompany claim of Samuel D, 
Fisher—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, letter to accompany bill granting a pension to J. M. Jor- 
dan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMALL: Papers to accompany claim of Harmon Mod- 
lin, sr.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Resolutions of John J. Bagley 
Post, No. 97, and William H. Borden Post, No. 211, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Michigan, in favor of a service- 
pension |ill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of Men’s Club of 
First Methodist Episcopal Church of St. Paul, Minn., relative to 
the nullification of State liquor laws—to the Committee on the 





| Judiciary. 


Also, petition of Men’s Club of First Methodist Episcopal 
Church of St. Paul, Minn., against sale of liquor in Government 
buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Resolution of the Merchants’ 
Association of New York, relative to irrigation—to the Committee 
on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, resolution of the New York Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation, relative to the harbor of refuge at Point Judith, Rhode 
island—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Outdoor Art League of California, relative to 
the preservation of the big trees of California—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. THAYER: Resolutions of George .D. Wells Post, No. 
28, of West Boylston, and of Rowse R. Clark Post, No. 167, Whit- 
ensville, Mass., Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service- 
pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Resolution of Edward Pomeroy Post, 
No. 48, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Michigan, 
in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Petition of Edward Elijah 
Frank, asking protection of the Jewish race—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of New York Board of Trade and Transporta- 
tion, relative to harbor of refuge at Point Judith, Rhode Island— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of John Kissel & Son, of Brooklyn, N. Y., asking 
for reduction of tax on distilled spirits—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Merchants’ Association of New York, for the 
repeal of the desert-land act—to the Committee on the Public 





| Lands. 


and 43 others, of Passaic, N. J., in favor of the enactment of the | 


Hi | burn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
by Mr. KETCHAM: Resolution of the board of supervisors of 


wreene County, N. Y., favoring passage of the Brownlow good- | 


Toads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Resolution of James Dixon Post, No. 83, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Fairfield, Pa., in favor of a 
*tVice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of residents of McSherrystown, Pa., and vicinity, 
praying for the passage of bill H. R. 6—to the Committee on 

ays and Means. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of Ministerial Alliance of Hannibal, 
the Tudicines of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
— ee J. L. Wett and 13 others, of Granger, Mo., in 

‘vor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Ju- 


Clary, 
By ATT RERac : 
bil ee ATI ERSON of Pennsylvania: Papers to accompany 
cone ing increase of pension to George W. Weidman—to the 
‘mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


of Henn PINCKNEY: Petition of C. D. Robinson and 83 voters 
the Coy pstead, Tex., urging passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
By ae on the Judiciary. 
to he ee, Petition of wholesalers against parcels-post 
Iso, resol omimittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
» *esokution of New York Board of Trade and Transporta- 


By Mr. WRIGHT: Resolution of Saxton Post, No. 65, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, in favor of 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 





SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 4, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E>Dwarp EVERETT HALE. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on the request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unani- 


| mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, 
WALES ISLAND PACKING COMPANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of State, transmitting a memorial 
of the Wales Island Packing Company, a corporation organized 
under t laws of the State of New York and engaged in the 
business of fishing and canning salmon and other fish, whose es- 
tablishments and interests on Wales Island have, by a decision of 
the Alaskan Boundary Tribunal, been placed on the Canadian 
side of the boundary, and stating their losses by this decision; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

STATUTES OF OKLAHOMA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, volumes 1 and 2 of the Revised and Annotated Statutes of 
Oklahoma for the year 1903; which, with the accompanying vol- 
umes, was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

HOWARD UNIVERSITY IMPROVEMENTS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 

nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 


+ erm aa taint fost tapes 


ca i oe 
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from the Secretary of the Interior submitting an estimate of ap- 

propriation, $2,000, to provide additional fire escapes for Howard 

University, and to improve the condition of the buildings to pro- 

vide against danger from fire and panic; which, with the accom- 

panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

and ordered to be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of C. W. Sawyer Post, 
No. 17, Departme = of New Hampshire, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Dover, H., praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; viel h was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. Willis M. Cleaveland, 
pastor of the Methodist Church of Winchester and Westport, 
N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of the First Battalion of 
the Ohio Naval Brig 
priation be made to locate the proposed naval training station on 
the Great Lakes on Put in Bay. Lake Erie; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Union Iron Works, of San 
Fri inc isco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation relative to 
the loss incurred by the builders of the torpedo boats and torped 
boat de stroyers; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of Albert W. Burton Camp, 
No. 83, Sons of Veterans, of Plainville, Mass., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation providing for the establishment of a Branch 
Home in the State of Florida for disabled volunteer soldiers, sail- 
ors, and marines; which was referred to the ¢ 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Young Men’s Club; of Bos- 
ton Highlands Methodist Episcopal Church, of Dorchester, Mass., 
and a petition of the a ent Order of Good Templars of Pitts- 
ville, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu'ate 

the interstate transport: ition of intoxicating liquors; 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Cigar Makers’ International 
Union No. 97, American Federation of Lab 1, of Boston, Mass.., 
praying for the passage of the so-called ‘*‘ anticoupon bill”’ relating 
to tobacco; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the Union Veterans’ Union of 
Chelsea; of McPherson Post, No. 73,of Abington; of H. H. Legge 
Post, No. 25, of Uxbridge: of Prentiss M. Whiting Post, No. 192, 
of Massachusetts; of Burbank Post, No. 33, of Woburn; of Wil- 
liam Logan Rodman Post, No. 1, of New Bedford: 
Clark Post, No. 167,of Whitinsville: 
28, of West Boylston; of J. P. Gould Post, No. 75, of Stoneham; 
of E. P. Carpenter Post, No. 91, of Roxboro; of Francis 
Washburn Post, No. 92, of Brighton; of John A. Andrew Post, 
No. 15, of Boston; of Post No. 6, of Holliston; of E. J. 
Post, No. 97, of Belchertown; of Otis W. Wallace Post, No. 
New Bedford, and of R. H. Pierce Post, No. 190, of New Bedford, 
all of the Department of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the 
Republic, in the State of Massachusetts, praying for the enact- 
ment of a service-pension law; 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. GIBSON (for Mr. CLark of Montana) presented a petition 
of the Retail Grocers’ Association of Cascade County, Mont., 
praying for the passage of the so-called pure-food bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 


. 
pena 


of George D. Wells Post, No. 


106, of 


He also (for Mr. CLarK of Montana) presented a memorial of | 


the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Butte, Mont., 1 
monstrating against the enactment of legislation to unite the 
Indian Territory with Oklahoma, and praying for the enactment 


of legislation making the Indian Territory a separate prohibition | 


State; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also (for Mr. CLARK of Montana) presented a petition of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of East Helena, 
and a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Livingston, Mont., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. REeEp Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 


He also (for Mr. CLARK of Montana) presented a petition of | 


the Business Men's Association of Helena, Mont., praying that an 
appropriation be made in aid of the Lewis and Clark Centennial 
Exposition; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also (for Mr. CLARK of Montana) presented a petition of 
Steadman Post, No. 8, Department of Montana, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Dillon, Mont., and a petition of George B. McClel- 
lan Post, No. 24, Department of Montana, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Columbia Falls, Mont., praying for the enactment of 
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| ville; 


| field; 
Post, 


) 1 ; | of Pioneer; 
ade, of Toledo, Ohio, praying that an appro- | 


| No. 176, 





| Denison Fost, 


| Harriman Post. No. 
No. 337 
|of Burnham Post, No. 
| No. 
| Wilmot Post, No. 
|of Bremen: of 
sommittee on Military | 


which was | 


| injunction bill; 
which were referred to the Com- | 


| Lansford; 


| Baus 


Mont., | 


FEBRUARY 4, 


a service-pension law; which were referred to the ©, ymmit 
Pensions. a a 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Noy 
Board of Trade and Transportation, praying for the enar: ‘ _ 
legislation providing for the removal of derelicts: 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FORAKER presented petitions of Andrew Craw ford P 
No. 6, of New Philadelphia; of Giddings Post. No. ve ee 
son; of Bond Post, No. 24, of Grand Rapids; of 
37, of Cuyahoga Falls; of James Price Post, No 
of Eaton Post. No. 55, of C lyde; of Choate 
Napoleon; of Andrew G. Austin Post, No. 74. 


x , } 
Which WAs or. 


| Hiram Kile Post, No. 80, of Andover; of Hami ton 


of Bradner; of Revel Post, No. 85, of Delphos; of W 
Post, No. 96, of Hamilton; of McLaughlin Post. 
* J. K. Rochester Post, No. 140, of ra gan: 
. 141, of Cleveland; of Harker Post. 
of oo an Post, No. 147, of New London: of nal 
of Alexander Mitchell Post. No. 
164, of Portsmouth; of Dick I 
of Carey Post, No. 173, of Carey; 
of Harrod-McDaniel Post. » 
y: of Granville Thurston Post, No. 213 
No. 251, of Hanoverton; of Miller 
Armstrong Post, No. 278, of Hay: 
334, of West Mansfield: of | 
of Wellston; of Cambridge Post, No. 3 
358, of Madison; of Hen: 
of Oberlin; of Brooklyn Post, No. 3 
384, of Wilmot; of John Row! 
Townsend Post, No. 414, of Ea 
Cass Post, No. 415, of Dresden; of Barlow 
of Barlow: of Frank H. Woods Post, No. 448, of F: 
Larimore Post. No. ao of Versailles: of J J 
No. 456, of Cadiz; of James Allton Post, No. 
of Foltz and Shepard Post, No. 507, of McClu 
No. 518, of Huntsville; of Jacob Young Post. 
ericktown: of Whitman Post, No. 604, of Risin 
Da vis Post, No. 612, of Woodstock: of Parmerl 
: ’ Lewisburg; of Van Wert Post, No. 627 
W. McNeill Post, No. 645, of Frankfort; of 
Post, No. 631, of Havana; of Wallace McNeal P 
Iberia; of John H. Robinson Post, No. 697, of Stau 
Post. No. 701, of Thompson; of Wesley Kibby | 
} North Ridgeville, and of Lew Bowker Post, N 
all of the Department of Ohio, Grand Army of 


Bailey Post, No. 
165, of Ironton; 

of Kingston: 
Re “Overy 


of Navarre; of 
Ooi, 


364 
no4, 


Mai 


| the State of Ohio, praying for the enactment of as 
of Rowsee R. | 


law; which were referred to the Committee on Pet 
Mr. PENROSE presented a memorial of sundry 

delphia, Pa.. remonstrating against the passa x 

eight- hour bill; which was referred to the Commit 


; = Labor. 
Griggs | 


» also presented a memorial of sundry cit 
Py Pa.,remonstrating against the passage of t 
which was referred to the C 
Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Eli T. Connor 
of Captain Walter S. Newhall Post, 
delphia; of Admiral Dupont Post, No. 24, of 
Anna M. Ross Post, No. 94, of Philadelphia; o! 
‘rhman Post, No. 131, of Everett; of Lieut 
Post, No. 62, of Altoona; of Amos Kiser Post, N 
ville; of Post No. 10, of Philadelphia; of Ken 
of Mount Holly Springs: of Burnside Post, No. 
mel; of Colonel Fred Taylor Post, No. 19, of 
George H. Thomas Post, No. 84, of Lancaster, : 
293, of Houtzdale, all of the Department of Pen 
Army of the Republic, in the State of Pennsyl\ 
the enactment of a service-pension law; whic! 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented a petition of Reno 
partment of ae Grand Army of the Rey 
town, Md., praying for the enactment of a se1 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensi 

Mr. PATTERSON presented a petition of the 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Evans, Col 
investigation of the charges made and filed : 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; w hic 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. SPOONER pre esented a petition of the Emi 
of Madison, Wis., praying for an investigati 
made and filed against Hon. ReEp Smoot, a Senat 
of Utah; which was referred to the Committee © 
Elections. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the 
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eine 
Association, of Portland, Oreg., praying for the reor- 
ganization of the omar service; which was referred to the Com- 
“utan on Foreign Relations. 
~ oe SUB NIS presented peitons of George H. Thomas Post, No. 
9 Department of Idaho, Grand Army of the Republic, of Poca- 
tsilo: of B. D. Baker Post, No. 6, Department of Idaho, Grand 
i my of the Republic, of Hailey, and of McKinley Post, No. 30, 
De artment of Idaho, Grand Army of the Republic, of Soda 
q a all in the State of Idaho, praying for the enactment of a 
a vice-pension law; which were referred to the Committee on 
ons s. ° : 
ae presented a petition of the Fortnightly Club, of Hailey, 
Idaho, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
wcainst Hon. REED SMooT, @ Senator from the State of Utah; 
which was referred to the Cominittee on Privileges and Elections, 
Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying that the extension of the navigation laws to the Philip- 
pine Islands be made effective July 1, 1904; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Philip ines. : wife 
Healso presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Post Creek, N. Y., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Bethel 
Presbyterian Church, of Reno, Ill., praying for an investigation 
of thecharges made and filed against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 


Growers’ 


COMPILATION OF NAVAL LAWS, 


Mr. HALE. I move that Senate Document No. 100, Fifty- 
eighth Congress, second session, being a compilation of the annual 
naval laws from 1888 to 1903, including provisions for the con- 
struction of all vessels of the new Navy, together with additional 
matter, be reprinted. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AIDS TO NAVIGATION IN ALASKAN WATERS, 


Mr. NELSON. I have an important letter from the Light- 
House Board, inclosing a copy of the joint report of the inspector 
and engineer of the thirteenth light-house district, relative to the 
need of additional aids to navigation in Alaskan waters. I move 
that the communication and accompanying report be printed as 
a document and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CHIPPEWA INDIANS IN MINNESOTA, 


Mr. CLAPP. I move that House Executive Document No. 247, 
Fifty-first Congress, first session, being a message from the Presi- 
dent of the United States transmitting a communication from 
the Secretary of the Interior relative to the Chippewa Indians in 
the State of Minnesota, be printed as a document, as there is but 
one copy left in the document room, 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
relerred the bill (S. 3427) to authorize the Williamson Coal Com- 
pany (Incorporated) to paige the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy 

lver near Williamson, W. Va., where the same forms the bound- 
ary line between the States of West Virginia and Kentucky, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
Was referred the bill (H. R. 10418) to ratify and amend an agree- 
ment with the Sioux tribe of Indians of the Rosebud Reserva- 
ye in South Dakota, and making appropriation and provision 
0 carry the same into effect, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 
an PETTU 3, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
tr was referred the bill (8. 1257) to remove the charge of de- 
— from the military record of George F. Harter, reported it 

: an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
wae ARLES, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
= erred the bill (S. 1419) to fix the salary of the collector of 
a ms of Omaha, Nebr., reported it with amendments, and 
pitted & report thereon. 
vale -, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 

Tred the bill (S. 2817) to remove the charge of desertion 


ee George W. Posey, reported it without amendment, and 
i Pe & report thereon. 

relents fre S, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was 

California : r (S. 907) to establish on the coast of the State of 


ation for the investigation of problems connected 
XXXVIII—101 


a 


with the marine fishery interests of that region, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3456) to distinctively des- 
ignate parcels of land in the District of Columbia for the purposes 
of assessment and taxation, and for other purposes, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS AT PORTSMOUTH, N. H. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2916) fixing the salary 
of the collector of customs at Portsmouth, N. H., to report it 
with an amendment in the nature of a substitute. As it isa bill 
that it will take but a moment to consider, and it is recommended 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, I ask unanimous consent for its 
present consideration. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That section 2659 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same is hereby, 
amended by striking therefrom the words ‘to the collector for the district 
of Portsmouth, N. H., 1} per cent.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘“‘A bill to amend section 
2659 of the Revised Statutes, relating to compensation of collect- 
ors of customs.”’ 


CENSUS STATISTICS OF MANUFACTURES. 


Mr. QUARLES. The Committee on the Census anthorize me 
to make a favorable report on the joint resolution (S. R. 39) di- 
recting the Director of the Census to cooperate with the secretary 
of state of the State of Michigan in taking the census of manu- 
factures; and in view of the importance of speedy action, the com- 
mittee having reported a bill asa substitute, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill so reported by the 
committee. . ; 

The bill (S. 4122) to direct the Director of the Census to cooper- 
ate with the secretary of state of the State of Michigan in taking 
the census of rhanufactures, and for other purposes, was read the 
first time by its title, and the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Director of the Census is hereby authorized 
and instructed to cooperate with the secretary of state of the State of Michigan 
in taking the census of manufactures, the results of which may be accepied 
by the United States as its census of manufactures for that State for the year 
1905: Provided, That the expenditures incident to this cooperation shall not 
exceed $20,000, such expenditures to be paid from the fund appropriated for 
the expenses of field work of the census for the fiscal year ending June 3), 
19%. And the Director of the Census in such work shall cooperate with the 
State of Michigan and in like work may in hisdiscretion cooperate with other 
States which take a like census at a different time from that provided by the 
Federal census. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PETTUS. I should like to have information from the Sen- 
ator in charge of the bill. Why the necessity for it? 

Mr. QUARLES. The ninth section of the act creating a per- 
manent Census Bureau requires the Director of the Census to col- 
lect statistical information regarding manufactures in the year 
1905. The constitution of Michigan requires that State to collect 
the same information during the latter half of 1904. The secre- 
tary of state of the State of Michigan made application to the Di- 
rector of the Census, saying that inasmuch as precisely the same 
collection of information was to be made by the State within a 
few months of the time when the Government was required under 
the act gather the same information, it would be better and 
more eGonomical to have a practical cooperation between the 
State and the Federal authorities, each agreeing to share one-half 
of the expense. 

It was explained furthermore that by that means we would get 
much more ample information from the manufacturers. There 
are certain local difficulties and friction in the State of Michigan 
regarding the taxation of corporations which make the manufac- 
turers very reluctant to give out certain information, and they 
would give that to the Federal authorities readily, while they 
might withhold it from the State authorities. 

hen it was thought by the Director of the Census that if within 
a few months of the time the Michigan authorities made this col- 
lection the Government should go to collect the same information 
over the same field, the Government would not obtain as thorough 
information as it would obtain by this practical cooperation. So, 


Is there objection to the present 
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in short, we concluded that we would get a better census of manu- 
factures for less money by such practical cooperation. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Wisconsin 
if the question has been called to his attention or that of his com- 
mittee as to whether there are any other States which may be in 
the same condition? I have not had occasion to look up the mat- 
ter lately, but we shall take in Massachusetts a census in the year 


1905, and we have heretofore always had some provision for co- | 
operation with the Government to some extent in that business. | 


I dare say that is already provided for. 

Mr. QUARLES. It is provided for, Mr. President; and in this 
very bill the Director is authorized in his discretion to cooperate 
with other States that take censuses at a different time from that 
prescribed in the act. 

Mr. HOAR. I said that we had heretofore cooperated in the 
census. I think I was mistaken in saying that. I think the co- 
operation I had in mind was cooperation with the Coast Survey 
and other branches. 

Mr. QUARLES. We have anticipated the very case suggested 
by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad if the bill would go over for 
aday. Isee that it is a bill applicable to the State of Michigan 
alone. 

Mr. QUARLES. The Senator from Iowa will permit me to 
suggest that he is mistaken in that regard. The last clause of 
the bill, having in mind Massachusetts and two or three other 
States, provides that the Director may in his discretion cooperate 
in like manner with other States that take this midway census. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I ask the Senator what has become of the 
statute which provided, some years ago, for this cooperation? 
Was that repealed by the census act of 1900? 

Mr. QUARLES. I understand so. Mr. President. 
stand that that act now occupies the field entirely. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think this is a very excellent arrangement, 
but I do not see why it should be applicable to any particular 
State. The State of lowa had an intermediate census in 1895, and 
it will have one in 1905. There was a statute which authorized 
its cooperation and also authorized some division of the expendi- 
tures. Under our State law, and under the constitution, I be- 
lieve, we take this census in the middle period between the na- 
tional censuses. If the bill covers the case, very, well; but I do 
not see why it should be made applicable to a particular State 
without embracing all the States in the same way. This bill is 
not in print. I do not desire to make any objection to its con- 
sideration, and if there is pressure about it so that it should pass 
this morning, I shall not object to it. 

Mr. QUARLES. Thereis. The authorities of Michigan are 
very anxious to know_whether Congress will favor this scheme. 
Their time is very short and they instructed me if possible to get 
this measure through the Senate this morning. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is there a specific appropriation here? 

Mr. QUARLES. I assure the Senator that Iowa and Massa- 


I under- 


chusetts were in the minds of the committee when the bill was | 


considered; and in my judgment it covers the case fully. 
Mr. ALLISON. It may be; I do not know that it does. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- | 


ent consideration of the bill? 


There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- | 


tee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to be engrossed forathird reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: “‘A bill to direct the Di- 


rector of the Census to cooperate with the secretary of state of | 


the State of Michigan in taking the census of manufactures, and 
for other purposes.” 


Mr. ALLISON. I enter a motion to reconsider the vote by | 


which the bill was passed, and I will look at it later. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed as it has been passed. 
Pee aaa ccasil protempore. The bill will be printed under 
the rule. 


Mr. ALLISON subsequently said: This morning I entered a | 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the Senate passed Senate | 


bill 4122. I should be glad to have the motion reconsidered now. 


The Senator from Wisconsin has an amendment to offer to the | 


bill which settles the question I have in my mind. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


read a third time and passed. Is there objection? 
hears none, and the votes are reconsidered. 

Mr. QUARLES. I offerthe amendment which has been agreed 
u 


the Senator from Wisconsin will be stated. 


| the third time, and passed. 


The Senator from Iowa asks | 
unanimous consent to reconsider the votes by which the bill was | 
The Chair | 


pon. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment proposed by | 


FEBRUARY 4 
’ 


“ = ante 
The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the ona. 
the following words: 
or at any time during the current year 1905 and decennially ; 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading i 
&. Tea 


f the bi] 


eafter, 


The joint resolution (S. R. 39) directing the pj 
Census to cooperate with the secretary of state o: 
Michigan in taking the census of mdhufactures w: 
postponed. 


tor of tha 


the State , 
uS indefinite]y 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTROpI 


Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4099) cranti; 
of pension to James Hassan; which was read twi 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4100) to acquire certain ground fop 
a Government reservation; which was read twice by its title » 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Groynae 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 4101) granting 
of pension to James H. Cate; which was read twice 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 4102) for the relief of Louisa yp. 
Call, administratrix, and so forth; which was read twice hy : 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced the following bills: 


iN increase 
Y its titk 


A 


an in Teas 
DY its title 


which were 


tee on Pensions: 

A bill (8. 4103) granting an increase of pension to Joh 
Rulette; 

A bill (S. 4104) granting a pension to Annie G. Norwood: an) 

A bill (S. 4105) granting an increase of pension to Josial 
Ross (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. GALLINGER. I introduce two bills, one of them draft 4 
by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia and th 
handed me by a citizen of the District. 

Mr. President, I wish simply to make the stateme: 
troducing such bills I do not want to have it underst 
citizens of the District that I always indorse then 
missioners draft a very large number of bills and 
me as chairman of the committee, and of course | sent th 
to the Senate. The idea goes out in the District that theya 
my bills, and I am flooded with requests for hearings and 
concerning them. I wish simply to disabuse the minds « 
citizens of the District on that point. 

The bill (S. 4106) to regulate the operation of str 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, \ 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on t! 
Columbia. 

The bill (S. 4107) to establish a public park on Col 

| and to make a new street on its western boundary w 
| by its title, and referred to the Committee on th 
Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4108) granti: 
Elvira M. Anderson; which was read twice by it 
| ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4109) granting a | 
mon F. Wehr; which was read twice by its title, 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 01 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4110) for the rel 
| Follett: which was read twice by its title, and referred to te 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 4111) for t! 
estate of Samnel Smith, deceased; which was rea | 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4112) for the relief: 
| Charles Wood, deceased; which was read twice )) 
referred to the Committee on Claims. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4113) to authorize *! 
the Treasury to adjust the accounts of the Grand 1 
diana Railway Company for transporting the Unit 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to t 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PATTERSON introduced a bill (S. 4114) 
crease of pension to John Wilder; which was re 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions 

He also introduced a bill (3. 4115) granting an !! 
sion to Charles Church; which was read twice ! 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 4116) for ' 
| estate of Rudolph Lobsiger, deceased; which was 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, reterT’: 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 4117) to pay the me! 
plumbing board of the District of Columbia from 
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July 1, 1898; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
pee ittee on Claims. 


the Const MONS introduced a bill (S. 4118) authorizing the Com- 
.cioner-(jeneral of Immigration, under the direction of the 
Becretary of Commerce and Labor, to establish in connection with 


the immigrant station at Ellis Island an information and display 

srean, for the purpose of aiding in the distribution of immi- 
a ‘and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
a referred to the Committee on Immigration, j 

Mr. BALL introduced a bill (S. 4119) to refer the claims for the 
Saugus and Napa to the Court of Claims; which was read twice 
by ts title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. : 

“Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 4120) for the relief of 
Thomas J. Miller; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. __ . . 

Mr. KEARNS introduced a bill (8S. 4121) granting an increase 
of pension to James D. Beasley; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. : : 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 4123) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George Simms; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 

ittee on Pe nsions. . 
nr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 4124) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River between Wanbliska, 
in Burleigh County, and_ Morton County, in the State of North 
Dakota; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 41) to pro- 
vide for the printing of a digest of the decisions of the Court of 
Claims, together with the rules of practice of and the statutes 
relating to that court; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. QUARLES introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 42) au- 
thorizing and directing the Secretary of War to cause a survey 
and examination to be made of the harbor at Oconto, Wis., with 
a view to securing a depth of 18 feet of water and the gene | 
for providing an interior basin at the mouth of the river; whic 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 43) to 
provide for the printing of 3,500 copies of the report of the Isth- 
mian Canal Commission; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 


proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 9548) for the allowance of cer- | 


tain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, 
and commonly known as the Bowman Act; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. QUARLES submitted an amendment providing for the pay- 
ment, out of any available fund of the Cherokee Nation of Indians 


in the Treasury of the United States, to R. O. Evans & Co., of | 
Green Bay, Wis., of the sum of $3,780, said amount being in full | 


payment for maps furnished said tribe of Indians at the request 
of the council of said Cherokee Nation, intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. I move that the amendment submitted by | 


myself on the 18th ultimo proposing to appropriate $20,000 for 
experimental telephone delivery of special rural mail matter, in- 
tended to be proposed to the post-office appropriation bill, which 
Was ordered to lie on the table, be referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMERICAN INSTITUTE IN PARIS, FRANCE. 
On motion of Mr. Frys, it was 


rinwered, That there be printed 500 copies of Senate Document No. 398, 
Uty-sixth Congress, first session, 300 copies for the Senate document room 


and 200 copies for the use of the State Department, together with the maps 
and illustrations 


RECESS APPOINTMENTS. 


on PENROSE. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
+ eg to establish aids to navigation in Delaware Bay and 
oli HALE. Mr. President, it is we desirable to finish the 
neeut deficiency appropriation bill. We almost finished it last 
e t. There is o y one amendment remaining over. 

Me PENROSE. I will withdraw my request, then. 

ur. HALE. If the Senator will wait until we get the appro- 
priation through, I shall be very much obliged. 

Mr. PEN ROSE, Very well, 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is obliged to lay be- 
fore the Senate the resolutions offered by the Senator from South 
Carolina (Mr. TILLMAN]. 

The Secretary. Senate resolution No. 114, by Mr. Truman, 
instructing the Secretary of the Treasury to send to the Senate 
information in regard to the appointment of William D. Crum as 
collector of the port of Charleston, 8. C. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I ask that the other resolution, instructing 
the Judiciary Committee, be also laid before the Senate. 

im. . PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is being laid before the 
nate. 
The Secretary. Senate resolution 120, by Mr. TiriMman, au- 
thorizing and directing the Committee on the Judiciary to report 
what constitutes a recess of the Senate, etc. 
Mr.HALE. Before the resolutionis proceeded with, I will state 
that the Senator from South Carolina yesterday very indulgently 
gave way to the appropriation bill, which we expected to finish 
and which was entirely finished with the exception of one amend- 
ment. Does the Senator want to go on with this matter, which 
has the right of way, undoubtedly? 
Mr. TILLMAN. If I could have any assurance that the appro- 
priation bill would be disposed of without any considerable loss 
of time, I would not hesitate for a moment to give way, but I have 
no idea that it is going to get through in the morning hour, and 
then I would be out of place again. I have given way so often, 
and have been so long-suffering in this matter, that I hope the 
Senator from Maine will let us take it up and get through with it. 
The appropriation bill is not so urgent but that it can wait until 
it comes up as the regular business. 

| Mr. HALE. The Senator has the right of way, and I shall not 
importune him in the matter. He very kindly yesterday gave 
way. I should like to go on and finish the appropriation bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I gave way the day before, the Senator will 

recollect, for two speeches. In fact, I have given way so often 
that I have not kept track of the number of times. 

Mr. HALE. Everybody has to give way to a speech. The 
| Senator understands that that is always the case. That not only 
| has the right of way, but it is ever present with us. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Possibly. I havea speech now that I want 
to get off which I have been preparing for some time. So under 
| that rule I would have the right of way doubly. 
| Mr. HALE. Ishall not urge the Senator. He has the right o° 
| way undoubtedly. I will get the deficiency appropriation bill up 
| just as soon as I can after he gets through. 
| Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
| Carolina yield to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. PROCTOR. I have a letter from the Secretary of War 
| bearing on this resolution in regard to the recess, and which I ask 
that the Secretary may read, and that it may go into the Recorp 
and may also be printed as a Senate document. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iask the Senator from Vermont to just with- 
hold that request for a little while until I have laid a framework 
or presented the real issue involved here. As I understand it, 
this paper is in the nature of an explanation and a defense of his 
action by the Secretary of War, and it would come in much bet- 
ter after the indictment or the statement of facts is presented to 
the Senate. At least I prefer that course rather than that it 
| should come in now. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It strikes me that the reasons for this action 
naturally are the affirmative and should properly come in first. 
| I wish to oblige the Senator, but—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I shall object to its being read now, and will 
permit the Senator to present it later. 

Let it be read. 


| Mr. SPOONER (to Mr. TILLMAN). 
| Mr. TILLMAN. No: I do not want to have it read now. 
Mr. PROCTOR. I will take the ruling of the Chair upon it. 


| 


| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Car- 
| oli as the floor and did not yield it to the Senator from 


1 Vermont. Although the Chair recognized the Senator from Ver- 
| mont, it was done without yielding on the part of the Senator from 
| South Carolina. 
| Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator is very anxious that this shall 
| goin now, Ido notcare. It is one of the exhibits in the case, and 
| while Iam not used to trying causes in a court—but as the Secre- 
| tary is under indictment, so to speak, as a prisoner or criminal— 
I am perfectly willing that he shall have his say so before the in- 
dictment is read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Vermont? 
Mr. TILLMAN, I will yield for the reading of the communi- 
cation. 
Mr. HALE. Afterit has been read, I do not know, but my im- 
— is that there will be no objection to the passage of the 
nator’s resolution. 





1604 


Mr. TILLMAN. Possibly there might not be, but the Senator 
does not like for his baby to come into the world withont some 
clothes on. 

Mr. HALE. Oh, Iam entirely willing; I do not object. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator has already made a speech on 
the subject. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But there are many new lights I have that 
I want to add to the stock of wisdom that you gentlemen learned 
in the law do not seem to have availed yourselves of. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the paper be read, and let us proceed 
with business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
letter, 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The Secretary will read the 


WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 29, 190k. 

DEAR Srr: I am about sending to the Senate an answer totheir resolution 
calling for information regarding the recess mye en to military office 
which are involved in the question, somewhat discussed in the Senate, 
whether there was what is called a “‘constructive recess’ between the ex- 
traordinary session, convened on the 9th of November, and the regular ses- 
sion, beginning on the 7th of December last. It may facilitate any further 
consideration of this subject if I state to the Military Committee the views 
of the War Department regarding these appointments. 

On the 7th of December there were 169 nominations for military office 
pending in. the Senate without action, and as to 168 of these it was well known 
that there was no objection and that the Senate was prepared to confirm as 
soon as they had disposed of the ey to the confirmation of General 
Wood, who stood at the head of the list. It seemed very desirable to avoid, 
if possible, the legal complications and questions which would result from 
throwing these 167 officers back into the positions from which they had been 
promoted, or possibly excluding them altogether from office in the Army—a 
result which nobody wishes and nobody intends, but which might be brought 
about upon purely technical grounds. 

It was apparent that, as the Senate was about to pass from the extraordi- 
nary session to the regular session without any appreciable change, without 
the Senators or their presiding officer leaving the Senate Chamber, two dif- 
ferent views might be taken in applying the provision of paragraph 3, section 
2, Article II, of the Constitution, which provides as follows: 

“The President shall have power to fill up all vacancies that may happen 
during the recess of the Senate by granting commissions, which shall expire 
at the end of their next session.” 

(1) If that provision of the Constitution were to be applied to the actual 
facts and in accordance with the reality of things, it would be held that the 
session of the Senate had not ended, and that the extraordinary session had 
merely merged into the regular session, without any such end of a session as 
the Constitution intends to terminate a recess commission. 

If this view were taken, then these officers would still continue to hold 
under the recess commissions issued before the 9th of November. 

(2) If,on the other hand,a technical view were taken and the Constitution 
were applied in accordance with the theoretical idea, which had no real basis 
in existing facts, it might be that on the 7th of December one session of the 
Senate constructively ended and another session constructively began, within 
the meaning of the Constitution. In that view the recess commissions issued 
prior to the ¥th of November would expire on the 7th of December. 

This view, however, involves not merely the proposition that there wasan 
end of a session of the Senate, within the meaning of the Constitution, but 
also the proposition that there was a recess of the Senate, within the mean- 
ing of the Constitution, for there can be no end of asession until a time is 
reached when there is no session, and the time when there is no session isa 
recess. The recess may becalled “constructive,” but it ismomoreconstruct- 
ive than the end of a session which is assumed to happen. 

A constructive end involves a constructive recess. A real end involves a 
real recess. Necessarily,a vacancy caused by theexpiration of a commission 
at the end of a session happens in the recess ca by the end of the session, 
and it is within the constitutional power of the President to fill up such a 
vacancy. My own mind leaned strongly toward the opinion that the Consti- 
tution did not intend to deal with any fine-drawn distinctions between sit- 
ting one hour under one call and the next hour under another, but that the 
end of a session that the constitutional provision meant was when the Senate 
really —— sitting and adjourned. 

Inasmuch, however, as there were two views possible, it was considered 
that it was appropriate to give commissions in accordance with the second 
view above specified, to the end that whichever way the authorities, upon 
whom would rest the duty of determining the legal question involved, should 
decide that eer the well-understood intent of the appointing Lpowsr, 
including both the President and the Senate, might receive effect. For this 
reason it is understood that the second set of recess commissions were given. 

It is considered quite probable that these ——. unless it be deter- 
mined that the original recess commissions still hold upon the theory of an 
actual continuous session of the Senate, will be subject to the provisions of 
section 1761 of the Revised Statu which reads as follows: 


“No money snall be paid from the Treasury as salary to any person ap- | 
inted during a recess of the Senate to fill a vacancy in any existing office, | . 
| stance and form of the resolution after we have put t 

to be filled by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, until such ap- | 


if the vacancy existed while the Senate wasin session and was by law required 


pointee has been confirmed by the Senate.” 
Very respectfully, 
E.r1nv Root, Secretary of War. 


Hon. REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
Acting Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I ask also that the letter may be printed as a 
Senate document. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the order is made. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Now [ask that resolution 120 be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Resolution No. 120 will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. TILLMAN 
on the 2d instant, as follows: 

Whereas Article II, section 2, of the Constitution of the United States pro- 


des: 
“The President shall have power, by and with the advice and consent of 
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a 
the Senate, to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators yy 
cur, and he shall nominate and, by and with the advice and). "t°om 
Senete, San epee . *s - other officers of the United c..." Of the 
appointments are not herein otherwise provided f thich ahon vce 
tablished b law;” » or, and which shall be es. 

And further: 

“The President shall have power to fill up all vacancies which mov 
during the recess of the Senate by granting commissions which.) )) 82) 
at the end of the session;” » SMA CXpire 

Wis tis k th tain offi 

ereas itis known that certain officers a inted ine tha 
Congress some, ee * last to November 9, antl Whose en Be ents we S 
not confirmed by the Senate, are now in possession of and exercising +...” 
ers and functions of said offices: Be it and exercising the pow- 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee of the Senate be, and it js } 
authorized and instructed to report to the Senate— uve RAR RRy, 

First. What constitutes a “‘recess of the Senate,” and what are 
and limitations of the Executive in making appointments in suc} 

Second. What legislation is necessary to prevent the holding 
by any person or persons whose commissions issue or are held by 


exercise of unlawful authority, if any there be. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Sout) 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not know the Senator had taken the’ floor 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes, sir; I have the floor; but 1 will yield to 
the Senator from Massachusetts. F 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to suggest that there are a good many cop- 
siderations affecting the resolution which I do not care to enter 
upon now one way or the other, but it occurs to me that the Sen. 
ator might gain his object without using the precise language 
which he uses at the close of the resolution. F 

It seems to me that it is hardly respectful to the executive 
branch of the Government, when the Executive has taken some 
action which seems to him, according to the communication just 
read from the Secretary of War, in accordance with his lawful 
and constitutional duty, to pass a resolution asking what legisla- 
tion is necessary to check an unlawful exercise of power. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If any there be. 

Mr. HOAR. I know; but I think, if the Senator would strike 
out those words, leaving the resolution to ask what legislation is 
necessary to prevent certain officers from holding office, he would 
accomplish his purpose. I do not think, under the special circum- 
stances, that the supposition can be supported by the Senate with- 
out an implication of disrespect. It seems so tome. I suggest 
that the Senator can accomplish the substance of what he desires 
without doing it in that way. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Perhaps the Senator from Massachusetts has 
one idea of what I desire and I have another. 

Mr. HOAR. I presume the Senator from South Carolina de- 
sires to get the opinion of the committee and perhaps afterwards 
to have the opinion of the Senate on the question of constitutional 
law. I didnotsuppose, and I do not now suppose, that the Senator 
has any desire toexhibit any disrespect toward another branch of 
the Government. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Massachusetts was absent 
when this question was presented some ten days ago and rather 
extensively discussed, when some of the purposes and motives 
which actuated my bringing the attention of the Senate to it were 
presented. I claimed then, and I claim now, to have no other 
purpose than to try to get the Senate to demand that the Execu- 
tive shall respect its prerogatives and rights—its clearly defined 
constitutional rights. That is all. 

If my language is subject to the criticism of disrespect, I want 
to disclaim any disrespect; but I want to make myself understood. 
If the President has been guilty of lawlessness, of usurpation, and 
of an invasion of the prerogatives and rights of the Senate, | do 
not see why I can not, in the most respectful language which! 
can employ, if I believe that, say so, and have the Senate itsell 
determine whether or not it agrees with me by passing the reso- 


lution. That is all I had in view. But we will discuss the = 
acts 0e- 


lved in this 


the powers 
1 CASES 

of an office 
Executive 


fore the Senate. Let us understand just what is ins 
issue. :; 

Mr. President, in order to get the case, if I may so term ™, 
clearly presented, I should like to read the letter of the Secretary 
of War of January 29, in answer to a resolution of inquiry. § oe 
to put it in the Recorp. Though many Senators have read tt, 4 
shall have to quote it unless it is read, so that they theuseiv 
can hear it. He goes on in express terms to speak al 
ance of commissions. 

I will read the part of the letter which I want to co! 
right here, and I call the attention of the Senator from Masst- 
chusetts to it. I want him, if he will be kind enough, to s'v° " 
close attention while I am endeavoring to marsha! the ; 
Possibly he is as well or better acquainted with the fact ta! “ 
going to state than I am myself, but for fear that lis avsene® 
from the Senate has left him somewhat in ignorance of the p™ e 
ress of this matter, I ask his attention to the closing paTagtP 


»18SUl- 
@ 1ssu 


yment oD 
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of the letter of the Secretary of War of January 29 in answer to 
the Senate resolution of inquiry: 
9) All the officers specified in Schedule B have been reappointed, and re- 
(3) a missions, of the character specified above, have been issued to them. 
cess ( = understanding of this Department that the authority of law there- 
dy Article U, section 2, paragraph 3, of the Constitution, which reads as 


ollows. 

[ will not read that article of the Constitution, because it has 

been read and everybody knows what it is. oa 
Mr. E. R. Hills, Acting Adjutant-General, makes an addition 

to this letter of the Secretar, of War, in which he more fully sets 

forth what has been done. He says: 

ssions, signed by the President, were issued to all of these officers 


Commi : “ : ” ‘ 
ape cter usually designated “recess commissions,” each of which 
. the Ths commission to continue in force during the pleasure of the 


President of the United States for the time being and until the end of the 
next session of the Senate.” 

Then there is something at the end of the entire exhibit, to 
which I direct the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts. 
The Secretary did not act on his own volition, although I have 
understood that it was under his advice that the President had 
assumed this attitude. I will now read what the President said: 


Wuire House, Washington, December 7, 1903. 

The persons above named— 

Meaning the 167 officers who have been mentioned— 

, hereby appointed to the offices set opposite their respective names, to 
ore er ies from the several dates specified in the recess commissions 
heretofore held by them, which expired at the end of the extraordinary ses- 
sion of the Senate convened on the 9th day of November, 1903. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


By the President: 
“ Eviuvu Root, Secretary of War. 


This is the order of the President instructing these commissions 
to be issued. 

lask Senators to note that the President himself declares that 
the “commissions expired at the end of the extraordinary session 
of the Senate convened on the 9th day of November, 1903.’’ 

Now, Mr. President, an examination of Schedule B discloses 
this fact: The first appointee was Leonard Wood, to be major- 
general, and then follow nineteen officers, to be brigadier-generals, 
who have since been retired. So we have the condition further 
complicated by the fact that the President has issued a so-called 
recess commission to an officer who has not been confirmed by 
the Senate and who is now retired as a brigadier-general, although 
his real rank is that of colonel. The question as to what these 
nineteen officers shall receive as their retired pay is involved. 

Next I want to have the Secretary read the letter of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury in answer to the Senate inquiry in regard to 
the appointment of William D. Crum to be collector of the port 
of Charleston. The letter is dated January 27, 1904. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pettus in the chair), The 
Secretary will read as requested, 
The Secretary read as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 27, 1904. 
My DEAR Str: Replying to Senate's resolution of January 25, 1904, I beg to 
advise, Williara D. Crum was appointed collector at the port of Charleston, 
8.C., March 20,1903, and a temporary commission issued. Mr. Crum qualified 
by executing bond for $50,000 and took oath of office March 30, 1903. Mr. Crum 
was again appointed mber 7, 1908,and has given bond in the sum of 
$0,000 and took the oath of office on January 9, 1904. There has been no third 
appointment and no fourth appointment. Thesame information is contained 
ina letter to Hon. B. R. TILLMAN, under date of Marg? Ay 1904, and which 
appears in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of January 25, 1904. 
he resolution also asks: ‘*Is Mr. Crum now in office; and if so, under what 
authority of law? William D. Crum is de facto collector at the port of 
Charleston, 5.C. Whether he holds his tion under authority of law is 
rerminable not by the executive department of the Government, but by 
the judiciary, and by that only, He is not receiving pay, because of the pro- 
visions of section 1761. 
Very truly, yours, 


Eee ailctilipenads SS 


Hon. WILuiAM P. FRYE L. M. SHAW. 


President pro tempore United States Senate. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, that last document is such a | 
remarkable one that I must, before leaving it, call attention to the 
en that Mr. Crum is now the de facto collector of the port 
e charleston and that his tenure is determinable only by the 
i lclary; that the President, having appointed him in recess last 
— reappointed him on the 7th of ember, commissioned 
a — maintained him in the office, and we are coolly informed 
not ° Secretary of the Treasury, no doubt under the general, if 
noth instructions of the President, that the Senate has 
7 ing more to do with the matter, and that the judiciary de- 
minut or the judicial officers of this Government will deter- 

he \-hether Mr, Crum is lawfully in office or not. 
aaane here a copy, made for me by the executive clerk of the 

oa of the various steps taken in regard to Mr. Crum: 
illiam D. Crum, to be collector of customs at Charleston, S.C. First 


Nominated Januar 
y 5, 1908 (57th Cong., 2d sess.); referred January 5, 1908; 
adversely reported February 18, 1908, By ° turthes action. senaenen 
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Second nomination March 5, 1903 (58th Cong., special session of Senate), re- 
ferred March 5, 1963. No further action. 

Recess commission March 20, 1903. 

Third nomination November 11, 1908 (58th Cong., Ist sess.), referred No- 
vember 11, 1908. No further action. 
ort tae nomination December 7, 1903 (58th Cong., 2d sess.), referred Decem- 

ri, k 


But we are informed also that he has not only been nominated 
on the 7th of December, but that he has been appointed on the 
7th of December. Now, I want to ask my honorable friend the 
Senator from Massachusetts whether or not such a case has ever 
been known? I have been examining pretty closely, but so far I 
have been unable to discover a precedent for a nomination and 
appointment the same minute to any office subject to the approval 
and confirmation of the Senate. Can the Senator recall one? 

We have, then, this state of facts, Mr. President: During the 
recess of Congress, when we were not here, the President nomi- 
nated and issued temporary commissions to 167 army officers and 
one collector for the port of Charleston, and he notified us when 
Congress met in extra session on the 9th of November of his ac- 
tion. The Senate had these nominations under consideration, 
but it did not confirm any one of them. 

Then, when the two sessions merged, the President pro tempore 
rose from his seat at 12 o’clock on December 7 and said—I quote 
the words from memory—‘‘ The time having arrived for the as- 
sembling of the regular session of the Fifty-eighth Congress, I 
therefore declare the extra session adjourned sine die.’’ Then he 
struck his mallet on his desk and said, ‘‘ The Senate will come to 
order,’”’ and the roll was called. I want to ask anybody, any- 
where, if there can be, under such conditions, a recess? 

Mr.LODGE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the President of the Senate on 
the 7th of December, when he declared the extra session of the 
Senate adjourned without day, left the chair and returned with 
the Chaplain. Then we had prayer—the regular opening of the 
session. 

Mr. TILLMAN, The President pro tempore did not go 3 feet 
from his seat. 

Mr. LODGE. He left his chair, went down on the floor, and 
came back with the Chaplain. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Allright; I do not want to quibble, and Iam 
not splitting hairs here. I am endeavoring to get somebody to 
stand up here in the light of common sense and declare that there 
was a recess of the Senate in the view of the Constitution during 
that proceeding. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Well, Mr. President, if there was 
no recess, then is it not true that the recess appointments, which 
had been theretofore made, ran over into the so-called regular 
session? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Why, Mr. President, the Senator from Con- 
necticut is too good a lawyer to ask me a question likethat. The 
Senator from Connecticut must understand that our record 
shows that there was the end of a session. We are not discuss- 
ing the question of recess. Do not mix the two words, as the 
Secretary of War has endeavored to do in his special pleading. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut rose. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator will let me give an illustration. 
Precisely at 12 o’clock midnight on the 3ist of December last the 
year 1903 died, and in one second afterwards the year 1904 was 
born. Does anyone claim that there could have been a recess in 
time then? A session is a sitting, and a recess is to withdraw 
from work, to retire, to quit. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Now, if the Senator will permit 


| me 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 


| Carolina yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 


Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator asks any Senator to 
say Whether, under the circumstances described, he would be 
willing to say that there was a recess. Well, it seems to me to 
follow that if there was no recess there was a continuous session, 
and therefore the old nominations held over. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That isa very attenuated thread for a great 
constitutional lawyer to hang a commission on. I am afraid itis 
like that bridge which Mohammed says souls must cross to get 
into Heaven, so attenuated and so slender—well, like the thou- 
sandth part of the spider’s web, for instance, or something like 
that, I believe he describes it—but let me ask the Senator if he 
undertakes to make that contention, what becomes of the Consti- 
tution? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator desire me to 
answer now? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Undoubtedly. 


i" 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, lam not prepared 
toray what I think is the real construction of the Constitution 
in view of these facts; but I say that I incline to the belief, inas- 
much as the purpose of the Constitution was that offices should 
not be vacant when a recess occurred, that the “‘ end of the next 
session ’’ may mean the end of a session, at the end of which nom- 
inations may be made. 

I incline to the belief that under the circumstances ‘‘the end 
of the next session ’’ meant by the Constitution is the end of this 
session in which we are now engaged, inasmuch as there was no 
appreciable lapse of time between what is called the *‘ extra’’ ses- 
sion and what is called the *‘ regular’’ session. I donotspeak posi- 
tively on that subject, but my mind inclines in that direction. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I have gone into this subject 
somewhat exhaustively; and, so far as my investigations have led 
me, I find this to be the condition: There has been contention and 
straining for power by the Executive under this clause of the 
Constitution from the very beginning of the Government. There 
are numbers of opinions by the various Attorneys-General, who 
wrote them in pursuance of that well-known and well-recognized 
feeling of the human breast that men are always straining after 
power. Power always seeks its own aggrandizement, and any 
executive officer wants to use as much executive authority as he 
feels able to. 

I find that while these various legal advisers of the President 
have strained to give the President more power in regard to ap- 
pointments in one particular, which I shall speak of a little later, 
there has never been one up to this time who hasever undertaken 
to say that there was such a thing as a constructive recess and 
that a man could be appointed to office, a commission issued to 
him, and be inducted into office or maintained there between 12 
o’clock and 12 o’clock of any one day. Itis a brand-new thing; 
it is absolutely the first instance on record of any such idea hav- 
ing ever entered anybody’s brain. 

Hitherto all the contention has been over the question whether 
the President had the right to appoint after the Congress had ad- 
journed and there was really a recess to fill a vacancy which had 
existed when the Senate was in session previously. 

I have here a very interesting report, and if the Senator from 
Massachusetts has not examined it—I know he has had it in his 
hand before and has read it in the past—I want toask him torefresh 
his memory by getting a copy of this report and considering the 
arguments that were presented and the facts that were adduced 
in relation to this subject in 1863. 

Mind you, now, we all remember that there was a desperate 
war or battle between the Senate and the House of Representatives 
on one side and Andrew Johnson on the other, resulting, as I 
shall show presently, in the enactment of the tenure-of-office law, 
under which the power of the President to make appointments 
was practically annulled, and he was forbidden to remove men 
from office after the Congress adjourned; in fact, he was abso- 
lutely handcuffed, and that law remained on our statute books 
from 1867 to 1887, twenty years, before it was repealed. 

I will read some of the sections of that act presently, because it 
looks very much as though, under these strenuous constructions 
of the Constitution which we are now having and the facility with 
which some legal lights are endeavoring to make excuses and ex- 
nes and furnish reasons why they are permissible, we will 

ave to do something, or the Senate had just as well quit having 
anything to do with appointments and turn the President loose. 
But I want to read now out of this report. It was made by Mr. 
Howard, from the Judiciary Committee, January 28, 1863. If 
Senators have not got it, they might do very well to send up to 
the document room and obtain it, so that they can examine it as 
I go along. 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the resolution of 
the Senate of the 16th ultimo in the following words, to wit: “Resolved, That 
the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to inquire whether the prac- 
tice, which to some extent prevails in some of the Departments of the Gov- 
ernment, of appointing officers to fill vacancies which have not occurred 
during the recess of Congress, but which existed at the preceding session of 
Congress, is in accordance with the Constitution; and if not, what remedy 
shall be applied.” 

That is the resolution under which this committee acted. They 
treat on that very point which the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. PLatr] made or attempted to make. 

If it be true that the substantial perpess of the Constitution was to ke 
these offices filled, it is equally true that its substantial purpose uire 
that they should be filled by competent and fit persons, and that to insure 
this result the opinion of the Senate must be appealed to and taken in all 


cases except vacancies which occur during the recess, when, of course, they 
can not a or be consulted. The language of Mr. Wirt— | 





The Attorney-General, whose opinion had been quoted— 


leaves it to be inferred that the filling of the office was the only great and 
paramount purpose. In this we think his argument casts out of view the 
qualifications of the incumbent, or at least treats them as mere incidents 
without special importance and entitled to no weight in interpreting the 
provision. 
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We, on the contrary, hold these qualifications to be of the hichest 
est importance, weighing heavily against the artificial interpret; and gray. 


to the language. Why were the advice and consent of the Senate te gives 
at all but for the purpose of ascertaining and passing judgment yyo, 
qualifications? And why, lly, was the giving of this advice enw? 


ce and On. 
’ 


sent made a condition pr ent—a sine qua non—to the appoin: ment 


So the idea which the Senator from Connecticut advances 4), 
the law contemplates keeping the offices filled, is brushed ai} at 
this Republican committee of able lawyers in 1863. w) 
great man, Abraham Lincoln, was here and had t! 
support and love of his party and of the Northern people 
thought it was an absolute piece of nonsense that the ne 
for keeping an office filled should weigh against the e, 
sity and the constitutional right of the Senate to pa 
qualifications. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Who composed the committes? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, Mr. Howard, of Michigan, a disp. 
guished lawyer, made the report for that committee, I doy, 
know who the other members of the Judiciary Committee wer, 
at the time. It isso far back that we have only one man here. J 
believe, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] who was then q 
Member of Congress, but the Senator can send up and get tho 
names of the other members of the committee. I dare say he wi] 
find they were of that able galaxy of men who illustrated ha: 
day as lawyers and have never been surpassed, even by the pres. 
ent satellites or—what shall Isay?—planets. We have got pla: 


anets 


and asteroids here now, and one of them has just left the off 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. MITCHELL. What is the date of the report? 

Mr. TILLMAN. January 28, 1863, Senate Report No. 80, Thirty. 
seventh Congress, third session. 

Now, here is something more along the same line of the rel. 
tive powers and duties and rights of the Executive and the Senate 
in making appointments under this clause of the Constitution; 


It is obvious from the lengmage we have quoted that the responsi! 
the Senate in respect to the fitn } 


aside by 
1en that 
18 undivided 

They 
( essity 
{ual neces. 


SS up¢ yn the 


vat 









ess of a person to be designated Pr 





dent for an office differs in no tor d from his own responsibility, 
for it is clear from the language t to authorize such person to enter upon 
and take ion of the office there must be a concurrence of the Senat: 
in the des tion. This concurrence, in contemplation of the Constitu 





is just as indispensable asa nomination by the President, and both are plainly 
made conditions precedent to the exercise of the right of tho President to 
appoint. 

he Senate, should they see fit, might, doubtless, give in advance theirad- 
vice and consent to a icular nomination, and the President might after 
wards make the nomination, and then the appointment; though it would 
seem from the language that the President is first to nominate, and the Ser- 
ate then to act; and such we believe to have been the general practice. But 
it is entirely clear that neither President's nomination nor the Senate's 
advice consent thereto can of themselves confer upon the per: 
right to the office—a right which accrues only when the 








a 


made 


resident has 
the a. 

And it is quite plain that Ce tanes action of the Senate upon a par- 
ticular nomination was regarded by the framers of the instrument as an im- 
portant safeguard and essential protection = the induction into office 
ofan unfit person. It was presumed by the ers that the Senate, mad 
up of members from each of the Sta would possess local and personal in 








formation touching the qualifications of persons for office, enablins 


correct any error the President might commit in his selections, and t 


therefore charged with the duty of examining and passing upon the Ltn 
and propriety of his selections. , 
The were set as a check u him, and in this respect possess a power 


precisely the same nature the same necessity as that of one House of Con 
gress upon the other in the enactmentof laws, and we can not hesitatet 
regard ae and duty of the Senate asone of the high conservative 

rinciples of the Constitution for the protection and security of the 
Pesorexta and the purity, intelligence, and integrity of persons charged with 
the administra Government in its various branches 

And we do not su there has ever been or ever can be any seriou 
denial that such was object of the clause. It would, indeed, be dificult 
conceive of a different object. Andsoimportant inthe judgment ot! 
vention was the attainment of this high object, that, so far as language w! 
capable, they prohibited an appointment to be made unti) it should ir 
have been advised and assented to by the Senate—with the single exception 
of cases of vacancy happening during the recess of the Senate 

These gentlemen even denied, and it was not disputed then 
the Executive or by the Attorney-General, that if was within © 
power of the President to make an appointment to a vaca! 
had occurred in recess if, having been submitted to t! ¢ Senat 
had not been actedon. _ ; 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator !r 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Whatever that report m® 
said in 1863, I do not think that has been the view the Sen 
taken of it. at 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will state right now that it has been 8°" 
under contention, and the various Presidents, one aiter We © 
have taken the view that they had the power, whetler 4 va'#"" 
happened during a recess or should be found to exist oil’ aaa 
gress had adjourned, having been submitted once, tho! | - woo 
dents have exercised the power to fill it and the Senate 2& © 


quiesced, but always by a temporary appointment ely Foor 
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[have the very strongest case here of the kind. It was possi- 
ly the most urgently pressed case which has ever come before 
he Genate, and it was in the life of the late President Mckinley. 
ie we vou the facts as I have them from the records of the 
iS clerk’s office. Hamilton G. Ewart was nominated as 
Siatrict ‘ndve January 27, 1898, and failed of confirmation; on the 
yh of July he Was given @ recess appointment; his second nomi- 
- od mn was dated December 13, 1898, and he again failed of con- 
frmati n. Congress adjourned. He was given a second recess 


appointment April 13, 1899. He was nominated again on the 19th 
+ December, 1899, and for the third time failed of confirmation. 
Tans 7.1900, was the end of the Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, 
‘nd on Jully 11,1900, James Edmund Boyd was given a recess 
appointment to succeed Ewart. nS 2 , 

"Here is a case in which a district judge in North Carolina re- 
ceived recess appointments, was inducted into office, held it under 
temporary commissions until the Senate convened, but never did 
Mr. McKinley undertake to give him an appointment while the 
Senate was in session and say to us: “‘It is for judicial determi- 
nation. He is de facto judge. You are referred to the judiciary 
to settle the question whether he is in office legally or not.”” That 
has remained for the strenuous days of the lamented McKinley’s 
successor, 

[ have already pointed out what appear to me to be unanswer- 
able rcasons quoted from the report I have just read why the 
power of Congress and the right of Congress to participate in ap- 
pointments and to see that none but good men are put on duty 
in oftice is explicitly and carefully guarded in the section of the 
Constitution from which I have read. 

The idea of the Secretary of War that inconvenience might re- 
sult and the idea of the Senator from Connecticut that the para- 
mount purpose was to keep the offices filled are of too slight and 
inconsequential a nature to permit the Senate for a moment to 
yield up its constitutional rights and powers to have a say so in 
the matter of the character and fitness and qualifications of an 
appointee of the President who has been given a recess appoint- 
ment under a temporary commission and has been inducted into 
office. Such an appointee can be perpetuated in office if we sur- 
render our contention. 

Let me ask the Senator from Connecticut what would be the 
result if we go on to the end of this session and General Wood is 
not confirmed or Mr. Crum is not confirmed? In the first place, 
Crum is in office. Letmeshow you just what the law provides in 
that regard. Here is the plain statute: 


Sec. 2625. In the case of the disability or the death of a collector— 
Which happened in Charleston— 


the duties and authorities vested in him shall devolve on his deputy, if any 
there be at the time of such disability or death, for whose conduct the estate 
of such disabled or deceased collector shall be liable; and, if there be no dep- 
uty, they shall devolve upon the naval officer of the same district, if any 
there be; and if there be no naval officer, they shall devolve upon the sur- 
veyor of the port appointed for the residence of such disabled or deceased 
collector, if any there be; and if there be no such surveyor, they shall devolve 
upon the surveyor of the port nearest thereto and within the district. 
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Now, there was no vacancy in Charleston which necessitated | 


any straining of the powers of appointment to keep a man in 
office who had been rejected by the Senate in one sense. I mean 
he came here with an unfavorable report in one instance. The 
Senate had him up before it a second time and did not act, and 
he received his recess commission, which was all in accovdance 
with law, as I understand it. He was put into office on the 7th 
of December, after Congress had met in extraordinary session, 
Which was the next session, and had failed toconfirm him. Under 
the law and the Constitution as they have been understood here- 
tofore he should have retired and turned over his office to his 
sa and waited for the action of the Senate to confirm him or 
eject him. 

But the President says, ‘This man is in office.” In order that 
there may be no vacancy, notwithstanding that the law provides 
how the duties shall be performed during a vacancy, the Presi- 
dent issues him a commission and sends his nomination to the Sen- 
ate at the same time—a double-barreled gun. Whoever heard of 
7 4 proposition as this in the history of our Government? 
ae Wood was promoted, and by that means vacancies 
viehieie = below. Then other officers were jumped into the 
woul “a , hey depend on Wood’s confirmation. Else there 
body A no vacancies, Yet, to prevent inconvenience to some- 
ie ” * cure a salary which is not lawfully to be claimed 
the i - present conditions, we have the President ignoring 
the Saieee - in the Crum business, ignoring the Constitution and 
othe oe : nts in the Wood business, and when Senators on the 
dpal e have their attention called to it they answer with fine- 
father 1 ries; but I have not heard anybody yet who is ready to 

“ee ie idea of a constructive recess. 

tr. PLATT of Connecticut. My trouble about it is that if 


| 








1607 





there was no recess, constructive or otherwise, I do not see why 
the original appointments do not run into this session. Perhaps 
the Senator will answer that. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I would rather answer you with facts than 
with my own lame exposition of thelaw, but [ will give you some 
facts and then I will give you some reasons. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from South Carolina allow 
me? I should like to answer that question from my present view. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should be very glad to have it 
answered. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think the answer is this: The recess ap- 
pointment, an appointment which we all agree is proper, was one 
which, if not confirmed, would last only until the end of the next 
session. That is the provision of the Constitution, as I remem- 
ber it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It does not say anything about a recess, how- 
ever. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, there was an end of the ‘ next ses- 
sion,’? Ithink. I may be wrong about it. That is to say, when 
the regular session of the Fifty-eighth Congress commenced it 
certainly was an end of the extraordinary session, which was the 
next session after the recess appointment was made. That is the 
way it strikes me now. I may change my mind on examining 
the matter further. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. My mind is not fully made up, 
but it will be observed that the Constitution does not say anything 
about a regular session—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. No; notaword. It says “‘ next session.’’ 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Or an extraordinary session. It 
says the “‘end of their next session.”’ 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Now, if the session of Congress 
which convened on the 9th day of November ran without end or 
recess into what is called the ‘‘ regular session,’’ then the original 
recess appointment would hold over. If it did not, if that which 
is called the ‘*‘ extra session ’’ came to an end, then was there not 
some kind of a recess between that and this appointment—if that 
session came to an end before this began? If it ran into this 
session, so that there was no moment of time between the end of 
that session and the beginning of this, then why do not the 
appointments hold? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was going to call attention to two or three 
facts, one of which is that our officers here, who make up the 
records and who have been trained for years and years as to what 
constitutes the end of a session, have published all our documents. 
They have taken it for granted, as a matter of common sense, that 
the extraordinary session ended at noon of December 7, and that 
while the Senate did not abstain from business, except for possi- 
bly three or ten seconds and that the two sessions merged, the 
session of the extraordinary session ended. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Not if they merged. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, look here! Nineteen hundred and three 
and 1904 merged on the midnight of December 31, and you can 
not mix them together because they did not separate. Was there 
a cataclysm in which there was a vacancy in time? That is too 
fine spun for the Senator from Connecticut to hang an argu- 
ment on. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. TILLMAN, With pleasure. 

Mr. PETTUS. I have a decided sympathy with the Senator 
from South Carolina on this general proposition, but, if he will al- 
low me, I desire to call his attention to a section which has been 
overlooked in this whole matter. I started out to investigate this 
case as a law question. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is purely a law question and nothing else. 

Mr. PETTUS. I found the statutes to which the Senator refers, 
ohe providing that if the collector’s commission expires the deputy 
shall occupy the office, or that some other man shall, four or five 
of them being named. The Senator has read that statute. But 
I went on with the examination, and I desire to call his attention 
to a statute which he seems to have overlooked. Lagreb with him 
perfectly that the President can not commission a man newly 
during the session of Congress, and it does not make any differ- 
ence what sort of a se:sion it is; but here is a statute, the act of 
August 23, 1894; it is contained on page 261 of the second volume 
of the supplement. I can do no better than to read it. 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay to all officers of the customs whose terms of office have ex- 
pired, or shall expire, before the appointment and qualification of their suc- 
cessors, and who have been performing, or shall peform, the duties of their 
respective offices after the date of such expiration, the salaries, compensa- 
tion, fees, or emoluments authorized or provided by law, in each case, for 
the respective incumbents of the offices: Provided, That no such payment 


shall be made for any services rendered by any such officer wrongfully hold- 
ing after the appointment and qualification of bis successor. 
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Now, this statute evidently does make this collector a collector 
de facto. He was appointed, as I understand, last spring after 
the Senate adjourned. That appointment put him in office at all 
events, and he continued in office. His commission expired at 
the adjournment of the next session of Congress, according to the 
provision of the Constitution which has been read. 

The President can not give him a new commission, but he is in 
office and continues in office even after the adjournment of Con- 
gress, holding the place, though not legally entitled to the office. 
He could not be appointed during the session of Congress, but he 
could be lawfully appointed last spring after the adjournment of 
Congress, and being so appointed, he was lawfully in office, and 
he has continued in officeever since. Now, the commission could 
not issue during the session of Congress, of course, but he is au- 
thorized by this act to continue in the discharge of the duties and 
to receive the pay. 

Mr. SPOONER. The bond would be good, too. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Is the Senator from Alabama through? 

Mr. PETTUS. I have concluded all I care to say. 

Mr. TILLMAN. With all due deference to the Senator from 
Alabama, that statute does not apply in this case. The trouble 
about the whole thing is that he never has been collector, and he 
can not be collector, and he can not do anything more than hold 
his position temporarily. The Constitution is higher than any 
statute; at least I have always thought so, and the statute the 
Senator has just read hinges on the question whether or not he 
ever was a collector. I say he has not been collector. 

He has only had a temporary commission to fill the place until 
the Senate met in its next session and either confirmed or rejected 
him. He never was collector. He is not collector now, except 
de facto. He has no authority to be in office now under any in- 
terpretation or construction of the law that has been handed 
down to us and as all of the decisions have hitherto maintained. 

There is a statute here which has been referred to by the Secre- 
tary of War and by Mr. Shaw, too. I wish to call it to the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Alabama. I hope the Senator from Ala- 
bama will let me give him some law, too, from the statutes. If 
he will turn to section 1761 of the Revised Statutes, he will see 
pa case we have in point here directly and positively and clearly 
taken up: 


No money shall be paid from the Treasury, as salary, to any person ap- 
pointed during the recess of the Senate, to fill a vacancy in any existing office, 
if the vacancy existed while the Senate was in session and was by law re- 
quired to be filled by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, until 
such appointee has been confirmed by the Senate. 


There is a provision clearly and explicitly declaring that no 
money shall ever be paid to this man until he is confirmed; and 
yet the Senator has read a statute which provides that he shall 
receive compensation. But that means that after he has been 
confirmed and had his commission issued and is not only de facto 
= de jure a collector. These things obtain and follow, but not 

Tore. 

Mr. President, in regard to the question as to what is involved 
in the constitutional provision itself, I want to read from the re- 

ort which I have been quoting so liberally. After quoting from 

r. Wirt, who had contended that the word ‘‘ happen” was in- 
tended to mean “* happen to be existing,’’ Mr. Howard goes on to 
say: 


Now, it is the vacancy that is to “ ppen. Certainly any event which 
has begun and become complete must be said to have happened. But if a 
vacancy once exists, it has in law happened, for it is in itself an instantane- 
ousevent. It implies no continuance of the act that produces it, but takes 
effect and is complete and perfect at an indivisible point of time, like the be- 
ginning or end of arecess. Once in existence, it has happened, and the mere 
continuance of the condition of things which the occurrence produces can 
not, without confounding the most obvious distinctions, be taken or treated 
as the occurrence itself, as Mr. Wirt seems to have done. 

The words “during their recess” are plainly intended to qualify and limit 
the term “happen.” The vacancy is to happen during their recess. Now, 
if the vacancy the President is authorized to fill me Me Mr. Wirt and his 
successors contend) take place indifferently during the recess or during the 
session, is it not evident that no meaning or effect whatever is given to the 
words “during their recess?” Are not those words practically expunged 
from the Constitution? 

Again, we see no pepe in forcing the language from its popular mean- 
ing in order to meet and fulfill one confessedly great purpose (the keeping of 
the office filled), while there is plainly another purpose of equal magnitude 
and importance (fitting qualifications) attached to and inseparable from the 
former. In such a case the argument ab inconvenienti has no force, because 
the anticipated evils on the one hand are counterpoised by those on the other. 


Now, here is what I want Senators to consider, for it is the gist | 


of the whole matter: 


But this forced and unnatural interpretation becomes more manifest in its 
results. Those results would quickly open the way to a practical sgn rpton 
of all power of the Senate over Executive appointments. For if the Presi- 
dent may in the recess appoint to and fill an office which during a session of 
the Senate was vacant, he may omit to make any nomination at a subsequent 
session, and at the close of it in appoint him under the idea of filling a 
vacancy, and so on from session on. 

In the hands of an ambitious, corrupt, or nnical Executive this use of 
the power would soon bring about the very state of things which the Consti- 
tution so carefully guards against, by requiring, in express terms, that the 
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a 
advice of the Senate shall first be taken, and its consent obtained. hp 
appointment shall be made. We do not hesitate to say that thi 7 oe fo 
guard of the public rnin interestn, and pence is practically prosirated 
which has been forced upon the clause. ae aned com 

Mr. HALE. From what is the Senator reading? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam reading from the report of Senatoy Hi 
ard in 1863. He was chairman of the Judiciary Committe + 
think, or on that committee, and he made a most able anq sg 
clusive and exhaustive report. The whole subject of the relation 
between the Executive and the Senate in the matter of app. int. 
ments is set forth here so luminously and so conclusively that I 
do not see how anybody can find any argument to controvert the 
position he takes. 

But, Mr. President, we are face to face with a condition ana 
notatheory. The present Executive has not only created a eon. 
structive recess in his own mind, but has acted upon that theory 
and has not only nominated men here, but at the same moment 
has appointed them, given them commissions; and under this con. 
structive recess idea these commissions hold until the present ges. 
sion of Congress expires. Then under this power which he has 
claimed and exercised he can appoint them again; and so on wo 
go indefinitely. The Senate is eliminated as a factor in the mat. 
ter of appointments upon which the Executive has set his heart, 

Mr. McCOMAS. That report was made in the third session of 
what Congress? 

Mr. TILLMAN. In the third session of the Thirty-seyenth 
Congress, Reports of Committees, No. 80. 

Mr. HALE. What year? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Im 1863, before the controversy which re- 
sulted in the tenure-of-office act had arisen with Andrew John- 
son. It was made in Lincoln’s Administration, and it was purely 
a presentation of the views of that committee in regard to ap- 
pointments, after the Senate adjourned, to vacancies which had 
existed while it was in session. 

As to this idea which now obtains and which has been acted 
upon, that was not in the dream of the wildest revolutionists who 
might have existed at that time. Here are the members of the 
committee which made this report: Mr. Trumbull was chairman: 
Mr. Foster of Connecticut, Mr. Ten Eyck of New Jersey, Mr. 
Harris of New York, Mr. Howard of Michigan, and Mr. Powell 
of Kentucky. I thank the Senator from Colorado for handing me 
the list of the committee. 

Mr. TELLER. It was a strong committee. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have said about all I care to say, Mr. Pres- 
ident, as I do not care to enter into any apparently partisan dis- 
cussion of this question or any effort to give it any political color- 
ing. I have sedulously and earnestly endeavored to appeal to 
Senators as Senators and not as Republicans or Democrats, 
merely trying to uphold the power and rights and dignities of 
this body in dealing with these matters. 

I do not even care to do more than allude in passing to the fact 
regarding this little, measly panes in my State, the collector of 
the port of Charleston, which is no more, you might say, as far 
as its importance is concerned, except the principle under|ying it, 
than a gnat. We have not only had the President disobey the 
direct statutory provisions in regard to who shall perform the 
functions of that office when a vacancy occurs, but we have had 
him put into office, holding in office, nominated and issued a com- 
mission at the same moment to this man, notwithstanding the 
fact that the entire business community who have to deal with 
that office have protested and protested and protested against 
his unfitness and his utter disqualification for the position. | 

As far as General Wood is concerned, with that I have nothing 
to do other than to say that the two are together. They are on 
all fours. The one is an invasion of the rights of the Senate 
regard to the Army and the other an invasion of the rights ol the 
Senate in regard to a collector of the port. 

If the President, as I said the other day, can make 4 point: 
ments of this kind and hold the man in office de facto in Charles 
ton, contrary to the will of the Senators, he can do it in Boston, 
or in New York, or in Chicago. or any other place in the -nion. 

A little blaze is sometimes easily stamped ont, but if you let , 
go on it spreads intoa conflagration which sweeps away muilions® 
property and devastates and destroys vast areas. This seems" 
be the little beginning of a line of—well, I do not like, to = 
harsh a word as usurpation, but Ido not know what else to ca 
it. The Senator from Connecticut or the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has appealed to my respect for the Executive not = 
language in the resolution which would be considered (isrespec 
ful. I want to get at the result; I want to accomplish the al 
pose; and that is to have the Senate declare through its / udic we 
Committee that such a thing as a constructive recess 15 — 
and that any appointments made in this manner are unlaw’™ 
That is what I am after. : 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think this request of 


his would 
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. any way be limited or hampered by striking out the second 
In a) ’ . 
ci TILLM AN. You mean the last clause? 


It is marked ‘‘second.’’ Itis not my sug- 


ALE. Yes. 
- “_~ Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] suggested 
gession. and heisabsent. I donotsee but that the Senator 


até > I t, : 
a ae what he wants done and what I think most of us 


ant done, that there should be an expression by the great law 
va mittee of the Senate, representing the Senate, upon a subject 
Te eich the Senate is very greatly interested. — I think the Sen- 
= - will accomplish all that he desires by leaving off the second 
oat which perhaps throws some unnecessary reflection. 

Mr. CULLOM. Where is that second clause? 3 

Mr, HALE. It is on the second page of the resolution, the last 
4 TILLMAN. Ican understand, I think, that Senators are 
not willing to commit themselves to an assertion, by a resolution 
of this character, that the Executive has exercised any unlawful 
authority. They know it and they want possibly to correct the 
evil, but still they do not want to doit officially. If they are very 
anxious that the resolution shall pass without those words, I will 
consent to expunge them. But I want to read this. 

Mr. HALE. I can not speak for anyone else, but I shall cer- 
tainly vote for the resolution when that clause. is struck off, i 
am in full accord with the Senator. I donot think, asI have eaid 
pefore, that the Constitution is made as a pitfall for the unwary to 
fall into. It is an open, clear document, made by open, clear- 
minded, frank men; and I have no idea that they contemplated 
any such constructive recess. I would be glad to have the Sen- 
ate direct the Judiciary Committee to report, or request them to 
report; but I have no doubt about the final result when it comes 
around under the section which has been read already this morn- 
ing, that the Comptroller will make short work of this business. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The trouble about that is that Crum is in 
office and we are calmly told by the Secretary of the Treasury 
that there is no way to determine whether he is there lawfully or 
not. He says he is there de facto, and unless we should pass some 
resolution which might make it possible to determine a question 
of this kind in the future, I would feel that a mere announcement 
by the Senate of its views would have little or no weight. It, of 
course, might be worth something. 

Mr. HALE. I think so. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Let me read the Senator a statute here that 
was thought necessary once and that I should like to see enacted 
again, because it was repealed in 1887. I am reading section 1771 
before it was repealed: 

Every person who, contrary to the four preceding sections— 


You might strike out ‘‘the four preceding sections’’ and say 
“contrary to law’’— 

Every person who, contrary to law, accepts any appointment to or em- 
ployment in any office, or holds or exercises, or attempts to hold or exercise, 
any such office or employment, shall be deemed guilty of a high misdemeanor, 
and shall be imprisoned not more than five years or fin 
$10,000, or both. 

Now, our difficulty is this: The Secretary of the Treasury tells 
us candidly Mr, Crum is de facto collector of the port of Charles- 
ton; that he holds the commission, and he is also here under 
nomination, and whether he will be confirmed or not it is for the 
Senate to determine. The Senate has refused to confirm him 
twice, and it may refuse to do so again. 

But suppose it does or suppose it does not; if we would enact a 
law to make it unlawful for him to occupy that office and put it 
in the power of some citizen to go to the court and get out a war- 
rant and get this man jerked out of there, we could stop the 
President from filling offices unlawfully in this way. As it is, I 
know of no remedy. I am willing to take out the lent clause of 
the resolution and let the Judiciary Committee wrestle with the 
subject and do what it pleases with it. 

The PRESIDEN T protempore. Does the Senator modify his 
resolution? 

Mr. TILLMAN, 

Mr. McCOMAS, 

e takes his seat. 

Mr. TILLMAN, 

Mr. McCOMAS, 

Mr. TILLMAN, 

Mr. McCOMAS 


not more than 


I modify it by striking out the last clause. 
I desire to ask the Senator one question before 


I want the resolution to come to a vote. 

As the hour is near 2 o’clock—— 

_—— wf » come to a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro. temy ion i 
the seachution as a Se SPOR, The question is on agreeing 

® resolution as modified was agreed to. 

M € preamble was agreed to. 

ane ODGE. What becomes of the other resolution? Does 
Mr Tit, the Committee on the Judiciary? 
i: LMAN. The other resolution has gone tolimbo. It 


1 not be necessary any more here. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would like to have 
it removed from the Calendar. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Take it off the Calendar and put it in the 
waste basket. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be indefi- 
nitely postponed, and also the resolution on the same subject sub- 
mitted by the Senator from South Carolina December 11, 1903. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6331) granting 
an increase of pension to James M. Dickey. 

The message also announced that the = had passed a bill 
(H. R. 8889) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Monongahela River, in the 
State of Pennsylvania, by the Eastern Railroad Company;”’ in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House insists upon its 
amendments to the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 
the proceedings in Congress upon the acceptance of the statues of 
Charles Carroll of Carrollton and John Hanson, presented by the 
State of Maryland; agrees to the conference asked for by the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. CHaRLEs B. Lanpis, Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. Tate 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 468) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry Christy; asks a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Grsson, Mr. Miers of Indiana, and Mr. Cat- 
DERHEAD managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 892) granting 
an increase of pension to Abram H. Hunt; asks a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Gipson, Mr. Miers of Indiana, and Mr. 
CALDERHEAD managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 958) granting an 
increase of pension to Alfred H. Rogers; asks a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Gipson, Mr. Miers of Indiana, and Mr. 
CALDERHEAD managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3776) granting 
an increase of pension to Alfred I. Judy; asks a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Grsson, Mr. Miers of Indiana, and Mr. 
CALDERHEAD managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8908) granting an 
increase of pension to George C. Sherman; asks a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Grsson, Mr. Miers of Indiana, and Mr. 
CALDERHEAD managers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5176) granting 
an increase of pension to Alonzo Dutch; asks a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Grisson, Mr. Miers of Indiana, and Mr. 
CALDERHEAD managers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6022) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Travis; asks a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and. had appointed Mr. Gipson, Mr. Miers of Indiana, and Mr. 
CALDERHEAD managers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HALE. Now let the urgent deficiency appropriation bill 
be proceeded with. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10954) 
making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The questionis on the point of 
order raised by the Senator from Texas [Mr. BaILry]. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, when I entered the Senate 
a few months since it was my intention to conduct myself with 
that unobtrusiveness that is usually expected of novitiates elected 
to this honorable body, and to adapt my course to the traditions 
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of the Senate, which seemed to require a gradual method amal- 
gamating new members with the debating force of this body’ 
Only a short time ago, however, I sought to introduce into the 
Senate a resolution inviting Cuba to become a State in the Union. 
I did this simply for the sake of consistency, carrying out the line 
of conduct which I had marked out for myself regarding this 
great question when the question of reciprocity was before the 
House of Representatives, and intending to present my individual 


view that if Cuba wanted commercial union with us it would be | 
better for her, as well as better for us, to admit her to political 


union, which would involve the best kind of commercial union— 
the freedom of trade of the Republic. 
lution would go to a committee and would there sleep. 


To my great surprise, however, it was pounced upon by the “ big | 


four ’’ of the dominant party in the Senate; was seized, taken away 


from the Committee on Foreign Relations, and put upon the table | 
here for debate, analyzed, criticised, attacked, as an evidence of | 


attempted bad faith upon the 
States toward a weak sister 
family of nations. 

I was told that it was an insult to make this invitation. 


= of the Republic of the United 


I was 


told that the invitation invited Cuba to scuttle her ship; that it | 


was an invitation to suicide, and all this regarding an invitation 
to a small, weak, and dependent Republic to become a great 
State, a sovereign State of an indestructible Union of States bound 
together for the general welfare and common defense. I was 
compelled to make a defense of that resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada 
will suspend onemoment. The hour of 20’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
will be stated. 

The Secretary. Senate resolution 82, by Mr. Bacon, favoring 
the negotiation by the President of a treaty with the Republic 
of Colombia to satisfactorily adjust and determine all differences 
between the United States and Colombia growing out of the recent 
revolution in Panama, etc. 

Mr. BACON. Let it lie over. 

Mr. HALE. Letit lie over with the same right it has now. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside. The Chair hears no objection. The Senator from 
Nevada will proceed. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I was compelled, Mr. President, to make a 
defense of that resolution, to insist that it did not violate the spirit 
of the Teller resolution, that it maintained Cuba as a free State, 
simply admitting her to the Union of States, and admitting her to 
the incomparable advantages not only of political union but of free 
commercial union with these States. 

I was compelled to meet Senators upon this floor who, whilst 
they claimed that it was an insult to invite Cuba into the Union, 
an insult to Cuba herself, insisted upon it that it was entirely con- 
sistent with our friendly relations with the Colombian Republic 
to bring the armed forces of the United States into her territory, 
to surround that territory with ships of war, to aid in the dis- 
memberment of that Republic and the segregation of her insular 
from her continental territory. 

And so yesterday I was again brought into the debate by the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], who, in the debate re- 
garding the St. Louis Exposition, saw fit to allude to some utter- 
ances of mine at Omaha in the early part of January; utterances 
which were addressed to party associates at a Jacksonian banquet. 
The Senator from Wisconsin insisted upon it that there I repudi- 
ated one of the cardinal doctrines of the Democratic party in the 
last campaign. 

When I explained what I said at Omaha by stating that I had 
there declared that the issue of imperialism had been presented 
to the American people in the last campaign with rare and splen- 
did eloquence, but that the conscience of the American people 
had been blunted by an intense commercialism and that the ap- 


peal fell upon their ears in vain, and that whilst I trusted that | 
the Democratic party would never fail to place in its platform | 


the repudiation of the doctrine of controlling subject peoples 
against their will, I did not believe that that issue, from the 
experience of the last campaign, would gain many votes, the 
Senator arraigned me for my alleged indictment of the American 
people; declared that he conld not understand how a Senator 
of the United States could impute to the people of the United 
States that their eyes had been clcsed by dollars to the demands 
of liberty or the traditions of the Republic; that it was a bold 
thing to thus impeach a majority of the American people; and 
then, proceeding, insisted that the ideals and traditions of the 
American people are cherished by them and that they will not be 
forsaken. 

The Senator seems to think that these ideals have been uni- 
formly maintained by this country. Mr. President, I admit that 
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I expected that that reso- | 


epublic recently admitted to the | 


Frpruary 4 


’ 


> — 
ties 


| the ancient ideals of the Republic were maintain 
| the entire history of the Republic until recent yea; 
| that it is only within the last six years, years of Rep 
nation, that these ideals have been abandoned. j 
Now, what were those ideals of the Republic? Tho Preat a: 
| prominent ideal of the Republic was voiced in the wore... id 
| ferson_ in the Declaration of Independence that all jney , 
created free andequal; that Government rested for its just pow. 
upon the consent of the governed; that taxation and ane 
tion were inseparable. This was thenew gospel o/ righ 
voiced by our country—the Messiah of the nations 

Would the Senator from Wisconsin, would the Senat 
| dominant party subscribe to that doctrine now? 
of men now equal when under this new theory of ¢ 
| have under our flag two classes of people, part citizens ang Da 
| subjects? Does our Government rest upon the consent of »,, 
governed when it embraces subject peoples desirous of natin, il 
| life, but governed by us without their consent and avaine: their 

will? 

Are taxation and representation inseparable when wo hays 
under our flag two classes of people—those who through repro. 
sentation participate in taxation, and those who without repres 
tation are taxed? What has become of this ideal. declared 
over & hundred years by every patriot and orator in the |; 
the essential element of just government? 

And then, later on, the great apostle of liberty, Lincoln, in the 
memorable debate preceding our civil war, declared that this na. 
tion could not live half slave and half free, half citizen and jalt 
subject. Would the Senator from Wisconsin subscribe to that 
doctrine now? 

And so, later on, Mr. McKinley, unlike our present Exec. 
tive, ina memorable document, submitting the entire controyi ry 
of this country with Spain to the judgment of the representatives 
of the people whether for peace or war, declared, after months of 
painful and arduous negotiation upon this subject, that forcible 
annexation would be criminal aggression. 

I ask whether the Senator from Wisconsin subscribed to that 
ideal; and if so, how he reconciles the declaration of that ideal 
with the policy of the Republican party within the past six years, 
which in a war, declared for humanity and humanity alone, in- 
tended to free a people who had been oppressed from the cruelty 
of Spain, sought whilst freeing that people to subject another 
people, equally suffering from cruelty and aggression, equal 
capable of self-government, equally desirous of national li! 
the unrestrained and uncontrolled will of our people and by erm- 
inal aggression forcibly annexed their country to ours as a col 
nial dependency? 

1 ask how he can reconcile the ideal of the lamented McKink 
that forcible annexation is criminal aggression, with the longa 
bloody war we had, in which an entire province was swept with 
fire and sword, and in which the liberties of a people desirous ol 
freedom and of maintaining a national life were taken away’ 

And so it is with other ideals that had been declared by the 
fathers of ourcountry. In this body, on Washington's Birthda 
it is the custom to read the Farewell Address of that exalted 
patriot. I believe the custom is still pursued here, thongh of !ate 
years every word of it contains an indictment of the exist 
policy of the Republican party. 

Let me quote a few words from Washington r . 
ideals of this country as declared by him. In that fares 
dress he urged that we should— 

Avoid the necessity of those overgrown military esta 
under any form of government are unauspicious to liberty 

And enjoining upon those intrusted with the adm 
confine themselves within their respective constitut 
he added: 


Avoid encroachments upon other departments. The sp 
ment tends to consolidate the powers of all the departmen' 
to create, whatever the form of government, a real despot 

How do these utterances apply to existing con) 
Mr. President, under the Constitution of the Unit 
power to declare war is vested in the Congress of the | 
Under other governments, despotic in form, monarc! 
acter, that power belongs to the executive; but the fa! 
country, realizing that an Executive of violent and 

temper might easily involve the country in war, “ 
submit this great question to the deliberation of t! 
| tives of all the people in Congress assembled, to su 
criticism and analysis of debate, and make the | 
| necessarily slow and deliberate. 

Congress alone can declare war. Yet in the face of this co™ 
tutional enactment the President of the United States hasre™ om 
waged—not only declared, but waged—a successful war. ‘ a ver 

the armed forces of the United States to the territory 0! 4 Pined 
| with which we were at peace, placed them on that ter™tor) and 
| her shores with war ships, and gave notice to the Governme™" 


d thronghont 
and T claim 
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—a . . 
sver that it should not land its troops upon its own terri- 
that pm the purpose of suppressing disorder, and by this display 
tory or go overawed a weak people that they suffered dismember- 
Doe yd spoliation of territory. 
mm", when we witness these encroachments of power by the 
E ae so carefully guarded against by the Constitution, en- 
eal ments against which Washington warned us so solemnly, 
add the United States, the Senators of the dominant party, 
Sea lof jealously guarding the powers conferred upon them by 
the Constitution, Stand here in abject servility and praise the 
Feecutive, Who has encroached upon one of the most important 





ys conferred upon them by the Constitution, for his energy 


re them of their constitutional power and Colombia of 


in despoiling 
her territory. | . _— 
\nd so Washington, forecasting the future, insisted that the 


Constitution should not be changed by encroachment; that it was 
better to employ the slow process of constitutional amendment if 
4 good sought for by the country but prohibited by the Consti- 
tuti in was desired, and added: 


nt Jot there be no change by usurpation; for though this in one instance 
i a fl a rument of good, it is the customary weapon by which free 
gov rnments are destroyed. 


And so in this case the defense is made that the ultimate pur- 
pose of this war, thus waged in violation of the Constitution, was 
beneficial to this country and beneficial to collective humanity. 
This is the justification for the encroachment of the Executive 
upon the exclusive power ‘of Congress; but Washington guards 
ns against the argument which would lead to such an usurpation 
of power, and declares: 

But this in one instance may be the instrument of good; it is the customary 
weapon by which free governments are destroyed. 

So these ideals of Washington, to which I have referred, have 
been the traditional ideals of the Republic shattered by this Ad- 
ministration during the past six years. 
nations? Washington, regarding our relations with other nations, 
said: 

Observe good faith and justice toward all nations. Cultivate peace and 
harmony with all. It will be worthy of a free, enlightened, and at no distant 
period, a great nation. to give to mankind that magnanimous and so novel 
example of a people always guided by an exalted justice and benevolence. 

Where is that ideal to-day? Where was the justice and benevo- 
lence which controlled us in our relation to the people of the 
Philippines? 

Where was the justice or the benevolence of our action toward 
the Colombian Republic, where we, having attained certain rights 
under a treaty of amity, mere privileges of free access and free 
transit through a country, privileges terminable upon a notice of 
one year, took advantage of them as so-called property rights and 
made them the base of an offensive war, an aggressive war, against 
Colombia, which deprived her of her most valuable territory? 


tion regarding that country? 

Then Washington says, in speaking regarding a liberal inter- 
course with foreign nations: 

But even our commercial policy should hold an equal and impartial hand, 


How is it with other | 


neither seeking nor granting exelusive pregerence; consulting the natural 


course of things, but forcing nothing. 


Re commercial policy should hold an equal and impartial 
land. 
the Republic, been vindicated by the action of the Republican 
party? Within the last two months a treaty has been made with the 
Republic of Cuba under the stipulations of which she is to raise 
her tariff wall against every other country from 25 to 35 per cent 
higher than it exists against our country, the very purpose being 
to drive out of that island the English, German, and French 
trade, which belongs to them of right to-day, because they sell 
their wares cheaper than do the producers of the United States. 
We propose by this treaty, under an ideal which declared for 


— and impartial treatment, to drive friendly nations out of 
© comme 


We call “impartial trade! ”” 
the ancient ideals,” 

. W hy, Mr. President, the true policy of this Republic is that in 
_s great Union of forty-five States, which embraces over 70.- 


This the Senator calls ‘‘ cherishing 


How has that ideal, declared by Washington as the ideal of | ' 
| peace on this hemisphere. 


rce of Cuba, to appropriate it for ourselves; and this | 
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an peo} le, free trade should exist everywhere and that there 
Ga e ho commercial restraint, no imposition of duties at the | 
ndary lines of the States in order to restrain domestic trade | 


and commere 
ashington. 
that we shon] 


'Y impartial trade—free 


e; but the ideal of the Republic, as declared by 


trade omte: r trade within the Republic, impartial 
though 5 side of the Republic. But we seek exclusive preferences, 
sh Washington urges as the ideal of the Republic— 


Neithe Seek i 
course of | eking nor granting exclusive preferences; consulting the natural 
f things, but forcing nothing. 


a roe the ideal of Washington. Simply because we can not 
Cuban people as cheaply as England and Germany and 
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France, because as a result of the tariff, we have built up trusts 
and monopolies here which have raised our domestic prices be- 
yond and above the international prices, therefore we are unwill- 
ing to sell abroad for less than the domestic price. 

We seek by a favored and partial arrangement—by forcing 
things, as Washington says—to drive friendly nations, whose 
friendship it should be our effort to insure, not to destroy, out of 
territory which they have won through all the honest and im- 
partial methods of trade. 

Let us see what other ideals have been declared by the great 
men of this country—great men belonging to the party which the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] represents. In amessage 
of Benjamin Harrison, received and read here December 3, 1889, 
he said, speaking of the Pan-American conference: 

It is believed that the crowning benefit will be found in the better securi- 
ties which may be devised for the maintenance of peace among al! American 
nations, and the settlement of all contentions by methods that a Christian 
civilized country approves. 

This was relating to the Pan-American Congress, which was 
held for the purpose of promoting friendly intercourse and rela- 
tions between this country and our sister republics of Central and 
South America. What principle was most discussed there? The 
principle of peace and the principle of friendly arbitration as se- 
curing peace. 

Benjamin Harrison properly voiced the ideal of the Republic 
when he declared that the crowning benefit would be found in 
the maintenance of peace among all American nations, and the 
settlement of all contentions by methods that Christian civiliza- 
tion approves. 

What has become of that ideal within the last six years of 
Republican rule? We have within the last three months been em- 
broiled in a war with a sister republic over the construction of a 
treaty, under which it was claimed that the spirit, not the letter, 
of the treaty demanded of that country in a contract, which was 
terminable with one year’s notice—that the spirit of that contract 
demanded that Colombia should make to us any concession in- 
tended for the advantage of the commerce of the world which 
the United States might dictate, and that it must concede it in 
the very terms laid down by the United States without modifica- 
tion, alteration, or amendment. 

So, upon the construction of a treaty with a friendly American 
republic, after the declaration of this ideal by Benjamin Harrison 
regarding the maintenance of universal peace upon this continent 
and the invocation of arbitration for that purpose. we have sum- 
moned our armed forces, under the order of the Executive, sent 
our armed ships, with their men and their guns, aimed at the 





| forces of a friendly republic about to land upon their own terri- 


tory for the suppression of domestic disorder, and then we say, in 
the language of the Senator from Wisconsin, ‘‘ the American peo- 


nn ne | ple are preserving and cherishing the ideals of the Republic.’’ 
Where was the justice, where was the benevolence of our ac- | l ; . . — 


The American ideals have been asserted by other prominent 
Americans. The present Executive has declared himself upon 
this subject. In a message of rare excellence addressed to Con- 
gress upon taking the seat of the lamented McKinley, he said re- 
garding the Monroe doctrine: 

It is no wise intended as hostile to any nation in the Old World. Still less 
is it intended to give cover to any aggression by one New World power at 
the expense of any other. It is simply a step, and a long step, toward assur- 
ing the universal peace of the world by securing the possibility of permanent 
/ * * * We have not the dightest desire to secure 
any territory at the expense of our neighbors. 

And yet this very Executive has inaugurated the scheme of war 
against and spoliation of a sister republic. which I have outlined. 
Then, also, regarding The Hague tribunal, he says: 

Peace can only be ae with certainty when both sides wish to keep it; but 
more and more the civilized peoples are realizing the wicked folly of warand 
are attaining that condition of just and intelligent regard for the rights of 
others which will, in the end, as we hope and believe, make world-wide peace 
»088i ble. The peace conference at The Hague gave definite expression to this 
10pe and belief, and marked a stride toward their attainment. 

Here was another ideal of the American people voiced by an 
Amerieaén President—world-wide peace. The Hague Tribunai 
had been organized as a tribunal of the nations for the peaceful 
settlement of their contentions, just as in our domestic affairs tri- 
bunals decide the rights of man in his relations toward his fellow- 
men. 

So, instead of permitting the nations of the world to march like 

5 
swashbucklers along the international highways with sword in 
belt and pistol in hand, an effort was made to submit their con- 


in regard to its relations with other countries was | tentions to the great international tribunal of peace organized by 
d seek harmony with all the nations of the world | the treaty-making powers of the various nations of the world. 


And yet when it comes to a practical application of this ideal, 
what does your present Executive say in response to the inquiry 
of General Reyes, the representative of the Colombian Govern- 


ment—General Reyes, whe in all matters has conducted himself 


with rare discretion and moderation; who, mindful of the obliga- 
tions of the treaty of 1846, is seeking in an orderly way to present 
under that treaty Colombia’s complaint and grievance against 
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the United States for injuries done and a wrong accomplished, 
and who asks that this treaty contention expressly provided for 
in the convention regarding The Hague tribunal as one which a | 
country can honorably submit to arbitration? 

Read the reply of the Secretary of State denying the appeal; 
and I ask, then, what has become of this ideal of the American 
people, this ideal which has been voiced by the present Executive, 
for international peace, for peaceful adjustment of contentions 
between nations. 

So the present Executive in that message adds another word for 
peace. He says: 

Possibly no other great nation in the world is so anxious for peace as we 
are. There is not a single civilized power which has anything whatever to 
fear from aggressiveness on our part. All we want is peace, and toward this 
end we wish to be able to secure the same respect for our rights from others 
which we are eager and anxious to extend to their rights in return. 

Not a single nation has anything to fear from aggressiveness on 
our part, the President says. Ask Colombia. The President 
wants peace even if he has to fight forit. His way of securing 
peace is to send the armed forces of the United States to attack 
and despoil a friendly power whose sovereignty over the spoli- 
ated territory we had by solemn treaty acknowledged. 

Now, Mr. President, so much regarding the ideals of which 
the Senator from Wisconsin says: 

I have but an observation to make as to the reply of the Senator from Ne- 
vada, or rather his speech, as he states it. I can hardly understand how a 
Senator of the United States can impute to the people of the United States 


that their eyes have been closed by dollars to the demands of liberty or the 
traditions of the Republic. 


. * * ~ * * * 

It isa very bold thing, Mr. President, for anyone in this country to im- 
peach a majority of the American people in that way. The ideals of the 
American people and the traditions of the American people belong to them, 
are cherished by them, Mr. President, more keenly than by any of their 
representatives, perhaps. 

I believe in the American people. I believe the sober second thought of 
the American people comes as near to the perfection of human wisdom as any 
standard among men can come; and I think no Senator may safely say to 
them that they have forsaken their traditions and ideals in a blind, heedless 
pursuit of the dollar. 

No, Mr. President—and I did not intend to refer to this when I rose—the 
traditions of the American people may safely be left to the guardianship of 
the American people. When the excitement of the campaign has passed 
away, the American people think, and what they think is right. 

Mr. President, I assent to the proposition urged by the Senator 
from Wisconsin that the traditions of the American people may 
safely be left to the guardianship of the American people, but I 
assert that they can not be safely intrusted to the guardianship 
of the party in power. There is not a single tradition of the Re- 
public, not a single ideal of the Republic, that has not been shat- 
tered by the dominant party here. 

It is true that you appear to have the sanction of the American 
people; it is true that the question of imperialism has been sub- 
mitted to the people at a popular election; it is true that their 
verdict has been against us and for you, and so far as appearances 
go your policies seem thus far to have been sanctioned by the 
American people; but I believe, with the Senator from Wisconsin, 
in the sober second thought of the American people. 

I believe, with him, that when the excitement of the campaign 
has passed away and the American people think, they will think 
right. May Heaven grant that this second thought. the sober 
thought of deliberation, may come to the American people before 
the conclusion of the coming campaign. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, an extension was given to the 
somewhat casual remarks which I made yesterday by the Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. This was something which I 
did not anticipate, because I had no desire when I spoke to do any- 
thing more than touch on the question of the St. Louis appropria- 
tion and the general economy which has been preached in various 
quarters during this winter. But the Senator from Maryland 
thought it necessary to infer that I had admitted the failure of 
our policies, because I had alluded to the fact that we had teen 
told that there was likely to be a deficit in the revenue this year. 

Mr. President, for the seven months of the year which have al- 
ready passed there is, if I am correctly informed, no deficit; we 
are about $4.000,000ahead inincome. There is no doubt, however, 
that the revenues and expenditures are very nearly on an equality, 
which I do not think an undesirable situation at all. 

I believe myself that there is plenty of money for all proper, 
and even for reasonably liberal, expenditures; but, Mr. President, 
so far from our policies having been failures, I think that the 
figures will show the exact reverse, and I do not care to leave 
what I said yesterday with the possibility of any other inference 
being drawn from my words. 

In the first place, the fact that the revenue is very near, or per- 
haps less than the expenditures, is principally owing to a fact 
which the Senator from Maryland, no doubt through inadvert- 
ence, omitted to state, that within the last three years we have re- 
duced taxation by something over a hundred million dollars. We 
have removed taxation to that amount. I do not now recall that 
during the four years of Democratic ascendency there was any re- 


duction of taxation or that any taxes were removed 
however, very distinctly that a new tax, an income tax 
posed during Mr. Cleveland’s last Administration \y. 
course, was an entirely new form of taxation. 
The Senator from Maryland referred also to the 
excess of exports over imports. The amount of tha: exces 
doubt has fluctuated, but I think it was an unfortunate sub: =H 
to open for purposes of comparison— I mean unfort unate forthe 
Democratic party. the 
I have drawn up, stated in millions, the amount of imports and 
the amount of exports since 1893, which I will ask to haye printed 
with my remarks; and I find that the excess of imports in 1893 
was $35,000,000: the excess of exports in 1894, $215,000 .0n0- eae 
cess of exports in 1895, $61,000,000; the excess of imports, that is 
the adverse balance of 1896, $84,000,000. —s 
Mr. President, I think it is worth while to compare those four 
years, in two of which there was an adverse balance and in the 
other twoa favorable balance, with the years which have follow, d 
The excess of exports in 1897 was $268,000,000; in 1898, $594 000. 
000; in 1899, $606,000,000; in 1900, $521,000,000; in 1901, $647 000. 
000; in 1902, $452,000,000; in 1903, $395,000,000. — 
The table referred to is as follows: 
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Mr. LODGE. There never has beenin the history of the coun- 
try a period of an equal number of years or of all the years to- 
gether which has approached the years since 1897 in the favorable 
balance of trade to the United States. There has been a decline 
in the last two years from the great balances of 1901 and 1809, 
but in order to find a comparison which shows a falling off in 
the excess of exports over imports in the last two years the Sen- 
ator from Maryland is obliged to compare them with other years 
of Republican ascendency. In this last year, which he pointed 
out as so bad, the excess of exports over imports was far larger 
than in the two favorable years of Mr. Cleveland put together. 

As for the revenue, even after the great reductions which we 
have made, I think it is well for the Senator to remember that in 
order to meet the deficit incurred during Mr. Cleveland's term 
they found it necessary to borrow, in a time of profound peace, 
$250,000,000, adding that amount to the permanent debt of the 
country. 

We were charged with the expenses of a war. We met the war. 
We met those expenses. We met the great loan which was ren 
dered necessary. Yet we have a balance in the Treasury to-day 
more than equal to that loan, and we have been steadily reducing 
the permanent debt ever since. We have had no deficit aud 
we have issued no bonds to meet current expenditures. I do not 
think, Mr. President, it is possible to make a comparison more 
favor of the wisdom of Republican policies than those figures 
show. 

Mr. President, I was not aiming at any party question when I 
was speaking. The point which I desired to make was in regard 
to the economies which we were urged to observe during the 
present session. From one point of view I was very glad wom 
that the Committee on Appropriations, who have charge 0! ou 
expenditures, and administer them with great wisdom, it We 
were able to undertake this additional gift or loan to the St. Louis 
exposition. The point I desired to make yesterday was that 
we could do that there were important branches of the pubic 
service which certainly ought not to be sacrificed, and the Senator 
from Maryland was kind enough to illustrate exactly what Iw P 
trying to bring out. He thinks it is more important oe 
this appropriation for the St. Louis fair than to undertake ie 
immediate building of the canal. He said we had better ao 
wait rather than sacrifice the fair in any degree or no| make th 
appropriation. On that, Mr. President, I do not agree. sae 

I think the building of ths Panama Canal is a gre iter an vr 
immediate need of this country than any other at tis — 
I think it far outweighs in importance any proj® cat . 
before the people of the United States. I think 't: advan - 
to the entire people of the United States will be st nt it is 
than our imagination can picture at the present time. © how 
a question of celebrating the great Louisiana pur wero 
can we celebrate it so well as by beginning on that ere . Bast 
across the Isthmus which is going to open a waterway to we 
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for all the pr 
and enable 

them to go, &®. 
western routes: 


m Marylan 
a vail and I would do exactly the reverse. Ina word, Mr. 
aw 


esident, in the matter of economies, if economies must be made, 
Pr scald prefer to make them on such a matter as the fair rather 
ie on those subjects which enter immediately into the Govern- 

ee service. : : . 
-~ c ST aaned: and I think all the facts will sustain me in the 

<jtion, that other matters of great public importance have been 
y -rificed to what are called the *‘ military expenditures,’’ Itis only 
ra years since we passed the largest river and harbor bill ever 
assed in this country. We have in previous Congresses been 
iiberal to public buildings. I approve most heartily of all those 
wise expenditures, and they were not sto ped by the expenditures 
in what are known as the ‘military departments;” but, Mr. 
President, if I have to ick and choose and save in one place 
rather than in another, the very last place where I would econo- 
mize would be on the Navy or in the defenses of the United 
States. Self protection and self-defense are more important than 
anything else. To be rich, aggressive, undefended, and weak ina 
military point of view is a very sorry position for a great nation 
to occupy. 

pet the Navy of the United States as the one great guar- 
anty of peace as well as of the Monroe doctrine. I believe it is 
more important, and that the money spent on the Navy is more 
vital tothe country than any other money wespend. I know from 
past experience that the Senator from Maryland takes no new po- 
sition in his hostility to naval expenditures, They seem to me to 
outweigh every other in their importance to the United States. 

I think we ought to have a fleet which puts the protection of our 
coasts beyond every peril, which puts the maintenance of the 
Monroe doctrine beyond a doubt. And the Monroe doctrine, so 
near to the hearts of the entire American people, so essential to 
our peace and our welfare, depends absolutely upon the Navy of 
the United States. Therefore I think the last place to economize 
and the first place to spend is on the Navy and the defenses of the 
United States. If we are to have economy, if we are to be care- 
ful in our expenditures, let us be careful in regard to things like 
expositions and fairs and not undertake to sacrifice the defenses of 
the United States. 

Mr. President, I did not call attention to this expenditure, as I 
said yesterday, because I am hostile to the fair, but because I do 
not want later and elsewhere to be met with the objection that 
wecan not afford the essential expenditures which this Govern- 
ment needs in other directions, and to be told that the condition 
of the revenue is such that we can not make a proper authoriza- 
tion for the Navy of the United States; that we can not make a 
proper authorization for the defenses of the United States or for 
the harbors of the country; or that we can not make proper con- 
tnung appropriations to carry on the river and harbor works 
already authorized. I do not think it is wise economy to hold 
back on those great objects of general public interest. If it is 
hecessary to save, let us save on the things which are not essen- 
tial. Let us not by an unwise, unpatriotic parsimony endanger 
the Navy, the Army, and the forts which protect the very life and 
honor of the Republic. 

Mr. President, in pointing out as I did what I thought wise 
pc I did not in the least intend to bring up any discussion 
o party policies. Butif they are to be opened up for discussion I 
think nothing can be more desirable for the Republican party, 
a can be more strengthening, more instructive than to look 
‘ack over the past_ and to compare the eight years now closing 
— the four which went before; to compare our stable currency 
fab ay, the best in the world, with the threatened and tottering 
7 ric which we had under the Administration of Mr. Cleveland; 
+ compare this period of rest and security in the finances with 
lig “ays when a Democratic President had to appeal to a Repub- 
thregr wority in the Senate to enable him to repeal a law which 

‘reatened the stability of our currency and the very existence of 


Jucts of that vast region which Jefferson bought, 
them to pass nerth and south, instead of compelling 
os they have always hitherto gone, by eastern and 
If we must choose in expenditures, the Senator 
J would have us give to this exposition and let the 


USINess: . 
dition a to compare the balances of trade; to compare the con- 
tendo of our manufacturers; to compare the total volume of 


cratic to go into the entire history of the four zone of Demo- 

pols mp and contrast them with our eight years of su- 

the st a fon not only in matters of money and finance, but in 
tien ing of the country abroad as well as at home. 

2 comparison, Mr, President, as I said in speaking before, 
applicatsee Wwe shall have the opportunity of making with direct 
never he the next campaign. It isa comparison that has 
would a deen thoroughly entered into and one Republicans 
may enter ing to undertake. I hope that it is coming, so that we 
cratic can aa, 1t, a8 I said, with direct application to the Demo- 
sai about, ate. No, Mr. President, I had no desire in what I 

economies and expenditures to open up anything like 
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a party debate, out if that is desired I can conceive of nothing 
pleasanter to do, either here or before the people, than to contrast 
the four years from 1893 to 1897 with the eight years that have 
since elapsed. 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, it seems to me that the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr], who states he does not desire to 
introduce political questions into this discussion, has gone very far 
in the direction of bringing them prominently before the Senate. 
I do not intend to follow the Senator from Massachusetts in any 
comparison of the Administration of Mr. Cleveland, either in 
expenditures or in the matter of revenue, or in exports and im- 
ports, with any subsequent Administration. It can not be made 
fairly. It can not be made with profit in this discussion. But it 
is due to say that Mr. Cleveland, when he was inaugurated in 
1893, met a condition somewhat similar to the present one, as 
stated by the Senator from Massachusetts yesterday, only more 
acute, with the condition of the Treasury far less satisfactory 
than it is to-day, and where the outgoing Administration, under 
General Harrison, through his Secretary of the Treasury, had in- 
formed Congress and the country that the revenue laws which 
had been enacted by the Republican party, owing to the changed 
conditions in trade, had practically bankrupted the Treasury of 
the United States. 

With that old discussion those of us who participated in it, as 
well as others, are perfectly familiar. We know that bonds for 
the purpose of relieving the Treasury had been ordered to be 
printed, and that there was upon the statute booksalaw in regard 
to the purchase of silver which had been passed during a Repub- 
lican Administration and which Mr. Cleveland inherited. We 
know that whatever came, whether good or bad—and there was a 
controversy as to that—came from the enactment of that law, for 
which the Democratic party was in no wise responsible. 

The condition was met, and in a time of great depression, with 
a bankrupt Treasury, with no possibility of passing revenue laws, 
because Congress was then opposed to the President, and it was 
met on the other side of the Chamber as well as on this witha 
patriotic desire to save the credit of the Government; and no 
man took a more active part than did the distinguished leader of 
his party on the other side, the chairman of the Comm ’‘ttee on 
Appropriations, in relieving, not the Democratic President, but 
the Treasury of the United States. 

That question has gone and has been disposed of, not, as the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts would have us believe, because of the 
superior intelligence or patriotism of his side of the Chamber, but 
by the ingenuity and the industry of man and the increased fa- 
cilities for mining the precious metals, the results of which came 
to the relief of the country with the advent of President McKin- 
ley’s Administration. The Senator from Massachusetts can not 
claim for his party all the great good that came from these nat- 
ural causes, Prosperity came from a revival of all industries 
everywhere, and a demand for our products not caused by any 
legislation by Congress or action by the Republican Administra- 
tion, but growing out of the necessities of peoples across the ocean 
who wanted our commodities and bought them and made us rich. 

In the discussion of this matter the Senator from Massachusetts 
brought to our attention sharply, and I think well, the present 
condition in which we find the country, where the revenue 
laws have not been and are not now yielding a sufficient return 
to meet the demands of the Government. My comment upon 
that statement was and is, that you have entered upon the ex- 

enditure of large sums of money, not for the purpose of increas- 
ing the commerce of the country, but to prepare for war and to 
make this nation a great war power both on sea and on land. 
The expenditures on those accounts have been enormous, and 
were not felt while we had great prosperity and a surplus of reve- 
nue, but the time has now come when the burden is realized. In 
the appropriations for the Navy for last year because of this system 
of expenditures the appropriations reached the sum of $82,618,000. 
For maintaining the Army a hundred and eighteen millions and 
more are spent when we are at peace with all the world. 

The Senator from Massachusetts, although Iam sure he did 
not intend it, said that I have been an opponent of an increase of 
the Navy, and intimated that my position is one of hostility to 
that arm of the service, so necessary to protect us upon all the 
seas of the world. Anyone who so believes is in utter ignorance 
of my course upon that question, in which I take more pride than 
in anything else that has occurred during my service in the Sen- 
ate. In my service upon the committee having charge of appro- 
priations for the Navy, from the day of my entry into this body 
until now, I have labored with the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HAL] and with others associated with us forthe construction of a 
navy of which the whole American people might be proud. com- 
posed of ships of the first class, manned with the best of our Ameri- 
can citizens, and I always insisted that the appropriations for it 
should be continued until our Navy reached a point where it is 
ample to guard American interests everywhere. 
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I had no idea that in so doing we should have, as it appears this 
Administration intends if its recommendations are carried out, a 
navy to compete with that of Germany or Great Britain in size 
and number of vessels and complement of men. Our conditions 
are not such as to require it. 

I am opposed to a navy so large that we do not know what to do 
with the vessels,so numerous and so anxious for display that they 
are assembled in the waters of the Sound and sent forward through 
the waves for the inspection of the Commander in Chief of our 
Armyand Navy. I desire tosee a substantial navy, well equipped, 
fit for any service that the American people may want of it. I do 
not want a hundred thousand unnecessary men in time of peace | 
merely for display. I want economy about it. 

I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts that while a natural 
and necessary increase is right, in 1885 and 1886 and 1887, during 
a Democratic Administration, we protected the interests of the 
country, and when Venezuela was threatened by great foreign 
powers our Navy was sufficient; no power on earth dared inter- 
fere with the Republics south of us; and yet we did it at an expendi- 
ture of sixteen millions a year, and now the only great deed to 
be performed is the threatening of Colombia and the capturing 
of Panama at $82,000,000 a year. 

It is time, Mr. President, we should talk economy. One hun- 
dred and eighteen millions should no longer be appropriated for 
an army in times of peace, when no nation on this earth threatens 
this country. AsI said yesterday, you can reduce the expendi- 
tures and apply the money so saved from war es to the 
harbors of Boston and Baltimore and New York and give facilities 
= commerce to come and go from this country. That is all I 

esire. 

I would save the expense on account of the Army by reducing 
the 100,000 men to 50.000, if you please. An army can be had at 
any time upon the call of the President of the United States for 
volunteers. Reduce the size of the Army and apply the money 
saved to purposes absolutely necessary for the prosperity of our 
country. 

Mr. LODGE. May I ask the Senator from Maryland a question? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. DolI understand the Senator to say that we have 
an Army of a hundred thousand men? 

Mr. GORMAN. Not quite a hundred thousand, but practi- 
cally. A hundred thousand is the limit. 

Mr. LODGE. It is less than 60,000, as a matter of fact. 

Mr. GORMAN. It can be reduced to 60,000. 

Mr. LODGE. It is less than 60,000 at this moment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Whatever it is, the law against which I pro- 
tested provides that, in the discretion of the President df the United 
States, it may be increased to a hundred thousand. But if it 
is 60,000 or less, I say to the Senator from Massachusetts that it 
is time Congress looked into the matter and ascertained how 
it is that 60,000 men cost $118,000,000 a year; more expensive by 
double than the French army or the English army per man; more 
expensive than any otherarmy onthefaceof theearth. Economize 
there, and if it is necessary to have a great number of men in uni- 
form, bring the expenditures and the cost of the service within 
reasonable bounds. Save the people’s money in that direction and 
apply it to the improvement of ports, and, above all other things, 
now that we have entered upon this enterprise at St. Louis, let us 
carry it forward. I had nothing to do with it in the beginning, 
and I agree with my friends on this side of the Chamber that ex- 
penditures of this sort have grown and probably will continue to 
grow and that the point has been reached where they ought to be 
checked. But this Government entered upon that enterprise, and 
we have invited the governments of the world to join us at St. 
Louis. It is to be the great exposition of the century. 

As we have participated in these invitations, I would say it would 
be a disgrace to permit it to be a failure. I would not hesitate a 
moment to give them the $5,000,000 they now ask and save it from 
the expenditures of the Army or the Navy. 

We hear talk, Mr. President, of going back and making a com- 
parison of the present condition of affairs with an Administration 
in 1892, but all the conditions have changed since then. What 
we ask you now to do is not to go back and make these compari- 
sons, but to take the case as it stands. 

In the war with Spain we were lavish in the expenditure of | 
money. No Senator on the other side was more anxious than I 
was in giving the President of the United States—Mr. McKinley— 
all the power and all the money that was necessary, after we en- 
tered into that contest, to bring it to a successful conclusion. | 
Gold or silver or bonds was not a question with me. It was what 
the Administration believed was soanery. I voted, and you 





voted, to President McKinley $50,000,000, to be placed in his hands, 
to be expended without an item ever being submitted to Congress 
before he received the money—more money than was ever placed 
in the hands of all the Presidents of the United States, from Gen- 
eral Washington’s time till now; more by far than was ever ' 
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| ficient quarters will continue to be rented from ») 
| the city. But never reduce, the Senator from Ma 
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dreamed of by Mr. Lincoln when he was enga: 
conflict which astonished the world. It was all ; 
of the country and without partisanship. 

But now a time has come when, because of tho 
taxes and the depression in trade, the revenues , 
expenditures. The proposition presented by {), 
Massachusetts is in effect that we will deny to {| 
appropriation and continue to let the harbors . 
up with sand, so that the great ships can not ent . 
ering or waiting, as I said yesterday, for a hie} ti) 


RUARY 4, 
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——__ 
t In that great 
© 10Fr the h or 
luction in y 


ial ar 
‘ meet the 


| standing the necessity for a public building in Ww s 


house the Department of Justice it shall not be | 


the expenditures on account of war or the preparat 
because at some time we may be troubled with some »; 
face of the earth. 

Mr. President, an overgrown and an unnecessary army « 
navy mean what? It is inevitable that the officers. {ho " 
without number, and captains too many to be 
great fleets which are unnecessary for our proteciion 
a way to make trouble. It appears to me that the action of 
Commander in Chief, the President of the United 
occurrences now taking place in the Orient, in m 
necessary fleet from the presence and from the ve: 
e conflict, if it comes, is likely to occur, was a wi 
There was more statesmanship shown in that act t! 
order issued to the Navy. It was done so that w: 
out of what, as everybody thinks, was the desire 
and brave commander of that fleet to participate. 

We have naval vessels everywhere. Have we not enough now 
Everybody will answer “‘ Yes,”’ unless it is truce, as was floating 
around in high naval circles, that we are marching around the 
globe with a chip on our shoulders, looking for the one great no- 
tion that troubles us more than any other in our trade re! 
to get up some trouble. Who wants it? 

Germany, Mr. President, is invading the market the whol 
world. Germany, with the thrift and ingenuity of her people ar 
following our example with her tax laws, is spreading her: 
mercial net in every country on the globe. It is the 
that has brought England to realize that her commerce, her mant- 
factures, and her trade are in jeopardy. It is the one nation that 
by a systematic effort and a thorough training of her men inall 
branches of the service and in the civil service is invading every 
country south of us on this continent, that is planting her colunies 
and taking possession of the banking institutions and the railroads 
and monopolizing the trade. It isthat which is giving us trouble, 

We have navy enough now to protect every inc! thi 
nent against that power, no matter how great it is. If w 
to go on and add $25,000,000 or $30,000,000 per annum to 
ourselves on the other side of the water, that is not the ti 
can doctrine. Protect our flag and our commer 
and the Navy now is sufficiently large for that pur 

Let us get back, Mr. President, and that is the | 
sire tosay. Without a moment’s thought I enter 
discussion. Let us look at our own internal affair 
own commerce intact. Give us every facility that is nec 
to do it. 

What person familiar with trade and commerce does not un 
stand the great problem which confronts us? Our taxation, a 
mitted to be too high on imports, has produced a reaction ont 
other side, and we have been met, because of it, wit m 
tions. Removeit; lowerit; and make our commerce mor 

Then, sir, remember that more than three-fourths 
trade that goes hence to the Orient goes to-day on)! 
the nonenforcement of our laws. I mean by that tha 
which enable us to take the cotton from Texa 
and the grain from the Dakotas and the Mid: 

Orient are one-sixth only of the amount charged tor 40! 
hauls of the same length. If the law were enforced 
= out and destroy that trade. 7 

e reason given by the Senator from Wis 
can not deal with this question of taxation at 
presence of a Presidentialelection. There is force. : 
in it from the partisan view. There is also for: 
that the business interests of the country are @\\ 
disturbed during a Presidential election, and t)4 . 
must move cautiously and carefully lest we add to the teal” 
crease the disturbance. ThatI recognize, and! wow! ; aaa 
done in a broad sense of uprooting or attempting ‘0 TC™ || 
the schedules of a great tariff. If I were in the major) ey ‘ 
would not advocate such a course; and as a minonty men - 
this body I would not urge anything that added to te fe - 1 be- 
now exists and to the further complications that | tear &™ 
lieve are coming as the months pass by. ; 

But there are branches that can be dealt with. 
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vod that all these great expenditures for the Army and Navy 
— n. and if that is tobe your policy, collect more revenue. 
shall ® »  ) acrifice important improvements at home which are 
Pray = for +r commerce. It would be the wise policy to re- 
DECENT eendit ures, a3 I have suggested, and give the country 


duce the expe 

—_ FORAKER. Mr. President, I had not intended to take any 
ar tl -« discussion. I have felt that I would be content to 

part ao te for the amendment that has been reported by the 


simply voue 


Committee on \ ppropriations. But the discussion has taken on 
0} 


euch features that I feel justified in detaining the Senate a few 
minutes until I make ae observations in response to the speech 
vat has just been made. 

— . wever, before commencing that response, to say with 
anuth to this exposition that it isa great American undertak- 
‘ng —just as the acquisition of the Louisiana purchase was a great 
a sican acquisition—and I regard this appropriation or this 
Joan, whichever you may see fit to call it, as also giving rise to 
only an American question. I have so dealt with it, so regarded 
it. and have becn intending, 80 to vote. And I shall vote upon it 
with that kind of spirit. The good name of our Government and 
people is inv: ved, and we can not afford to allow the undertak- 
ing to fail, ‘To do so would bring reproach upon us all. _ 

“It seems to me, therefore, such being the character of this ques- 
tion, that it was quite out of place, to say the least of it, that there 
should have been injected into this debate a political uestion; 
that there should have been any criticism upon party policies, or 
anything said that would give rise to the character of discussion 
to which we have just been listening. 

I was quite pleased, however, when the Senator from Maryland 
‘Mr, Gorman | had seen fit to introduce politics in this debate, to 
hear the kind of answer that was made to him a few moments 
ago by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loper]. That 
answer made by the Senator from Massachusetts was complete as 
to all that had been said by the Senator from Maryland up to the 
time when the Senator from Massachusetts spoke. But the Sen- 
ator from Maryland, in his reply to the Senater from Massachu- 
setts, has spoken of another matter as to which I desire more 
particularly to speak than as to anything else. 

He has talked about the condition of the country at the close of 
the Harrison Administration. He has told us that when Mr. 
Cleveland came into power, as a result of the elections of 1892, he 
found a bankrupt Treasury; that he found the Treasury in such a 
condition that it was necessary to issue bonds in order to meet a 
deficit, to tide over, to preserve the national credit; and he said it 
isacommonly known faet that steps had already been taken by 
the Secretary of the Treasury and other governmental officials 
looking to the issuing of bonds, and that that had been made nec- 
essary because of the failure of the policies which had been pur- 
- by the Republican party during the Administration of Mr. 

arrison. 

Mr. President, I am 


that kind of a statement made by the Senator from Maryland. 

During the Administration of President Harrison this country, 
as everybody knows, enjoyed # prosperity until that time ‘abso- 
lately unprecedented in the history of the country; a prosperity 
steater than any other country had ever before that time enjoyed 
in the history of the world. During all that period the revenues 
Were more than equal to the expenditures. We had prosperity 
Se toreign commerce, We had balancesof trade in our favor. 
Ve had a credit exceptionally high, never prior to that time sur- 
jassed in the history of this country. 


om Tevenues continued to be in excess of the expenditures. 

ona no trouble about the gold reserve or on any other 

yd happened following the election in November, 1892, 

cole was the cause of it? In order that we may rightly 

declan’ that, we must recall the character of platform 
i will upon which Mr. Cleveland came into power. 

ont vu be remembered that in the platform of 1892 the Demo- 
“tic party denouneed the MeKinley tariff law as a culminating 


*.ity—I think that is the phrase they used—and they demanded | 


- a repeal and gavea pledge to the country that if they 
Gem < setun at the elections and have the power intrusted to 
would a y thereunto, they would repeal that law and they 
bene ny agen ee ee law. which is only an- 
the deatan ‘or free trade. They sueceeded. The morning after 
Cleveland ha, Was announced to this country not only that Mr. 
Staten be vo Seen asecond time elected President of the United 
a “a that Congress would be Democratic in both 
svalaeie oo emocratie Senate and a Democratic House of Repre- 


So, Mr, President. the 


announcement of t election was an 
announcement th nt of that elect 


at we were not only to have a Democratic Presi- 


é surprised, in view of what may now be | 
called the historical facts, which must be admitted by all, to hear | 





dent and a Democratic Congress, but a Democratic President and 
a Democratic Congress pledged to repeal the McKinley law, to 
change the industrial policies of the country, and substitute in- 
stead of the policy of protection the policy of free trade, or the 
near approach to it of a tariff for revenue only. What was the 
consequence? Every prudent business man in this country knew 
that if the industrial policies were to be thus radicaily changed, 
it would be well for him to consider what the consequences would 
be upon him in his business. 

We commonly speak of the panic that broke upon the country 
in 1893 asthe panic of 1898. But, Mr. President, that panic which 
broke upon us, apparently very suddenly, in 1898 was a panic 
that commenced the morning after the election in 1892. That 
panic commenced when the thoughtful, prudent, and conserva- 
tive business men of this country read the result of that election 
and commenced to study what would be its consequences. 

If a man was a banker he knew that a radical change in our 
industrial policy made it necessary that he should consider what 
would be the effect upon him, and, not knowing the measure of 
the effect. or perhaps whether it would be good or bad, deter- 
mined, as he went to his place of business that morning, that he 
would look over the list of bills receivable and see which of his 
debtors he should call upon to pay; and every manufacturer, as 
he went to his place of business, considered whether or not he 
could not shorten the pay roll,and men who had given orders for 
materials to be manufactured commenced to consider whether 
they could not cancel the same or modify them. 

Soe it went on until shortly it became known to every man in 
business that all his neighbors were feeling just as he was feeling, 
and when this feeling became general then came the breaking 
upon the country of that panic which brought us so much dis- 
aster and continued throughout the period of that Administration. 

But, Mr. President, that is not all. When the men who were 
importing goods into this country and paying the tariff duties that 
were being collected under the McKinley law saw that the Dem- 
ocratic party had thus come into power and that it was pledged 
to a free-trade policy, that the first duty of the party under such 
circumstances would be to redeem that pledge to repeal the 
McKinley law and substitute lower duties, every such importer 
at once said, ‘‘ I will see what I can cancel that I have been order- 
ing.” 

The result was, Mr. President, that orders for goods to be im- 
ported were canceled generally throughout the country, and men 
who had not given orders which they had been intending to give 
withheld them asa consequence of that election; and so it was that 
not wntil after that election, and in consequence of that election, 


| and what the people of the country had a right to expect as a re- 


sult of it, if the Democratic party was to keep its pledge, the 


| revenues of this country commenced to decrease. They com- 


menced to fail because, for the reasons I have given, importations 
began to fall off. 

That election was in November. December and January and 
February followed. Through the months of December and Jan- 
uary this condition of things had so continued and was so con- 
stantly growing worse, men withholding orders for importations 
until they could have the benefit of Democratic free-trade tariffs, 
or tariffs for revenue only, which they had a right to expect to 
be lower, that the revenues were affected. But to what ex- 
tent? : 

I have in my hand acopy of a letter which I want to put in the 
RECORD as a complete statement of that whole matter and as an 
answer toall that the Senator from Maryland has said. The late 


t | Hon. Charles Foster was then the Secretary of the Treasury. He 
And, Mr. President, until after the election in November, 1892, | 
| while he was still living, a statement somewhat similar to that 


died only a few weeks ago. During the campaign of last year, 


which the Senator from Maryland has made with respect to the 


| condition of the Treasury at the close of Mr. Harrison's Admin- 


istration made in Ohio by the Hon. Judson Harmon, late 
Atto “General of Mr. Cleveland. 

About the same time there appeared in the newspapers an in- 
terview with Mr. Gatves,a Member of the House of Kepresenta- 
tives from Tennessee,in which he made a similar statement. See- 
ing these statements in the newspapers, I addressed a letter to 
Governor Foster, calling his intention to them, and asking him to 
write me what the facts were. In response to my letter I re- 
ceived the communication which I ask the Secretary to read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as re- 


| quested. 


The Secretary read as follows: 

FostTorta, OnI0, October 28, 1908. 
Hon. J. B. FoRAKER, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

My Duar SENATOR: Your favor of the 27th this moment received. Har- 
mon’s statement is quite vague. He says: “In 1893,when the Democratic 
party came into power, the a Administration had bankrupted the 
Government. 1en Cleveland entered the White House there were bonds 


already signed by the Republican Administration. They had barely man- 
aged to tide over until we got into office, and then we had to take the stigma 
that came as the result of their unwise administration.” 
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The charge that the Government was bankrupt when Cleveland came into 
wer isridiculous. The revenues up to that time, and until the end of that 
scal year, exceeded the _gneares, The usual charge is the one made by 
Mr. GAINES in the Nashville American, copied in the Enquirer of the 21st, 
that ‘‘Secretary Foster prepared plates for bonds to tide over a deficit.” 

The facts are that as soon as it was known that Cleveland was elected in 
November, 1892, it became apparent that there was great danger on account 
ot importations being held back for lower duties that the gold reserve would 
fall below $100,000,000 required, not by law, but by implication of law. After 
consulting fully with Senator Sherman, I made up my mind that it was my 
duty to maintain the gold reserve even if I had to do it by the sale of bonds. 

The only bonds authorized were those of the resumption act of 1875, all 
bearing high rates of interest and running a long time. I suppuse (to assist 
me) Senator Sherman introduced an amendment to an appropriation bill in 
the Senate authorizing an issue of a3 per cent short-time bond. Mr. Carlisle, 
who was then known to be the incoming Secretary, was consulted by the 
Senator and approved Mr. Sherman’samendment. It passed the Senate by an 
almost unanimous vote. This was about the 22d of February, Upon its pas- 
sage, fearing that I might be compelled to use bonds for the purchase of gold, 
I directed the superintendent of the proper office to prepare plates for this 
bond; a better bond for my purposes than those already authorized. 

I did this upon the belief at the time that an act approved by the incoming 
Secretary, that passed the Senate, receiving a large share of the Democratic 
votes of that body, would also pass the House. But in this Iwas mistaken. 
The House refused to pass it, and the plates were not prepared, and there 
were no bonds already signed, as stated by Mr. Harmon. But my letter di- 
recting the preparation is used in evidence that the plates were prepared and 
that a deficit existed. 

To go a little further in this matter, I had fixed upon $50,000,000 as the 
amount of gold I would buy, and I hadan understanding with the bankersin 
New York to this effect, but they stipulated they would take the bonds in 
installments of $10,000,000a week. If this was done, it would devolve upon 
Secretary Carlisle to execute a part of my contract. The bankers desired 
Secretary Carlisle’s concurrence in tle arrangement. 

In this emergency I called upon Senator GORMAN, stating the facts to him 
and saying that many of my Republican friends thought I had better not do 
anything in the way of the maintenance of the gold reserve, yet I deemed it 
my duty as Secretary of the Treasury to continue to do until the last hour of 
my term what I would doif I were to be continued in office. In this I was 
sustained by Senator Sherman. 

Mr. GORMAN heartily approved and sent a messenger for Mr. Carlisle. 
Mr. Carlisle soon made his appearance and seemed row pleased at what I 
proposed, and next or went to see Mr. Cleveland. Upon his return I was 
informed that he would execute the part of the plan that would devolve 
upon him and that Mr. Cleveland also approved. 

To sum up, the Treasury was not bankrupt at any time, and there was no 
deficit at any time, no plates for bonds, and no bonds were signed. 

No bonds were sold. I managed to maintain the gold reserve, turning 
over to my successor about $103,000,000. 

I believe that if the Harrison Administration had been continued the reve- 
nues and the = reserve would have increased, and the condition then pre- 
vailing would have improved. 

The panic and deplorable condition following Cleveland's election was 
wholly due to two causes: First, the known ——— of the Democratic part 
to adopt a revenue tariff, which at once affected the imports and gacsieus 
all industries and business, and, secondly, the known incapacity of the Dem- 
ocratic party then coming into power to agree upon efficient legislation, 
afterwards so ss demonstrated. 

Very truly, etc., CHARLES FOSTER. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I do not intend to undertake 
to elaborate what is set forth in that letter. Itisa clear, straight- 
forward statement, a statement of fact, a statement that is sup- 
ported by history, a statement throughout that no man, in my 
opinion, can successfully challenge. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him 
for a moment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, apari from the statement just 
read as to the deficit and the falling off in the revenues being caused 
by the election of Mr. Cleveland and the threatened revision of 
the tariff laws, the letter, so far as it relates to me—and I think I 
have a knowledge of the whole of it—is accurate; that is to say, 
Secretary Foster—I think I have made this statement once before 
to the Senate—by direction of President Harrison himself, both 
of them being great and patriotic men, sought me because of my 
then relation to party matters on this side and handed to mea 
balance sheet of the Treasury conditions without, of course, going 
into what may have been any political considerations, and stated 
that he desired provision for the issuing of bonds; that he desired 
and President Harrison desired that the incoming Administration 
should have in advance of the inauguration this information. He 
stated, just as he states in this letter, what his course would have 
been about issuing a low-rate bond—a 8 per cent bond. That is 
all true. 

That proposition was carried through the Senate after confer- 
ence on both sides of the Chamber. It was defeated in the other 
House because some gentlemen, higher in the councils of the party 
than anyone on this floor determined that it was unwise and 
probably unnecessary to take such action. But afterwards the 

rediction of Secretary Foster was actually verified. During the 
bad discussion, not of the tariff, but of the question of the coin- 
age of silver, occupying six or eight months, the revenues de- 
creased. Then other bonds were issued, no provision having 
been made for the low-interest bonds. 

I acquit the Secretary of the Treasury and President Harrison 
of any motive of dealing with the a in a partisan stand- 
point or of any other motive than subserving the interests of the 
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teresa, 
Government. As I stated a moment since, the rey; nues ; 
time were not sufficient for the needs of the Government Sat that 
in the heat of debate, have used an expression that th, Gt may, 
ment was bankrupt, but that would have been puiti; ee 
strongly. What I meant to say was, that the balanc i 
Treasury was not sufficient and was not considered suffic - 
under the then conditions, to conduct the Government oe 
fully. oo 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I am glad that the gon. 
from Maryland states that this letter, in so far as it comes er 
his knowledge, is a correct and truthful statement, | norke 
be such because of the character of Governor Foster, and he tm 
also of my personal knowledge, as evéry man has persona] ky on 
edge of public affairs with respect to these matters. ca 

I am also pleased, Mr. President, to know that the Senator now 
modifies the statement he made, to which I was taking exce i - 
namely, that the Government was bankrupt under the H . ee 
Administration. 

Mr. GORMAN. I did not intend to use such a strong 
sion; and, if I did, I modify it. 7 

Mr. FORAKER. It wasavery strong expression, and] thought 
the Senator, when he reflected, would perhaps want to modify it 
One purpose I had in calling his attention to it was to give him an 
opportunity to at least show that it ought to be modified. 2 

But, Mr. President, it is true, as Secretary Foster says in that 
letter, that during the whole Harrison Administration and unti] 
after the Presidential election the revenues were more than suf. 
ficient to meet all the expenditures of the Government, and thera 
was no decrease or falling off of a noticeable character, more than 
that which would happen on account of ordinary fluctuations, 
until after that election, until after the country knew the Demo 
cratic party was coming into power, pledged to inaugurate a new 
and a different industrial policy. 

What Governor Foster says in that letter is also true to the 
knowledge of the Senator from Maryland, that the only reason 
why he was making preparation to issue those bonds, if the in- 
coming Administration saw fit to approve of that proposition, was 
not his fear that the Government would not be able to meet its 
obligations, but that the gold reserve of $100,000,000—not required 
by law, but which was an established requirement because of 
usage—might become impaired. 

Governor Foster says also in this letter that that apprehension 
was not well founded. Notwithstanding his fear, notwithstand- 
ing the decrease in revenues occurring at the time for the reasons 
mentioned by him, yet when he went out of office the gold re- 
serve had not been impaired, for instead of $100,000,000 he had 
$103,000,000 in the gold reserve and an abundance of money to 
meet all the obligations of the Government. 

Mr. President, I am not going to stand here and waste time 
arguing that the condition referred to was due to any failure of 
Republican policies under the Harrison Administration. The poll- 


rrison 


expres: 


| cies of that Administration were precisely the policies that have 
| been pursued since, so faras economic policies and economic con- 


ditions are concerned. We had precisely the same prosperity 


| then that we have had since, except only since we have had itin 





a greater degree. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Uhio 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. ; r 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator include in that the perio 
during which we had a so-called Democratic Administration 
power? 

Mr. FORAKER. No. ; 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does he include the four years when wes" 
all the odium of those policies and all the odium of issuing bon 
and all that kind of thing? 

Mr. FORAKER. I was talking about the four yea S 
the period of odium, as the Senator from South Carolina sees ™ 
to call it. ; Ee 

Mr. TILLMAN. I would have preferred if the Senator ba! 
said there had been no change in policies, because there Was" 
lutely none under Mr. Cleveland. The policy of Mr. Harris : 
was carried out by his successor, and any results of that jv 7 
ought to be claimed by you rather than have you put them up a > 

Mr. FORAKER. I will not stop to answer that, except \": 
to recite what the facts are in a very brief way with resp™ 
the conditions under the Harrison Administration. ee 
Administration we enjoyed the highest credit that ts ad om 
ment had ever enjoyed until that time; during that pen sat 
foreign trade grew as it had never grown before: during 
period we had no occasion whatever to issue any bonds - 
the obligations of the Government or on any other account se 

Then followed the Cleveland Administration. |'' ynat 
said, pledged to a different policy. The Senator from sou 
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TiLLMAN] wants us to believe that there was no change. 
There was not as much change, perhaps, made by what is known 
as the Wilson-Gorman tariff law as was expected meee from 
a8 McKinley law; but it was the difference, Mr. President, be- 
Oe alae a party in power that was pledged to a policy of 
7 t ‘ction and one that had come into power pledged to the over- 
Pr a and destruction of that policy; and during the months pre- 
po the breaking out of that panic the whole country expected 
a redemption of that pledge. 

That was bad enough; but when the Congress assembled and 
undertook to legislate to carry out that pledge, something worse, 
apparently, for the country occurred, for then it was developed 
that no two Democrats in the United States understood alike what 
vas meant by a tariff-for-revenue-only law. They passed a tariff 
jaw in the House of Representatives which was supposed to be an 
yression of Democratic purpose and a redemption of the Demo- 
cratic pledge. They sent it here to the Senate, and I have seen it 
stated—I do not know whether the figures are exactly correct or 
not—that 1,397 mistakes in the interpretation of that pledge by 
the House had found their way into the bill that they passed, and 
called for that many amendments here in the Senate. : 

From one month to another the debate went on, with the panic 
all the while growing worse and worse and the revenues decreas- 
ing, until it became necessary for that Administration, in a time 
of profound peace, to issue bonds to meet the ordinary expenses 
of the Government; and finally the credit of this Government 
became so poor—or so impaired, let me say, rather—under that Ad- 
ministration that when the last issue of $62,000,000, I believe it 
was, of 5 per cent gold-bearing bonds was put upon the market 
it was found necessary, in order that a sale might be secured for 
those bonds, to organize a syndicate of bankers in Wall street 
through whom those bonds should be disposed of to the country. 

Iam not going to pursue that further. It is not necessary. 
But, Mr. President, what happened next? When the McKinley 
Administration commenced, the trade conditions were what have 
been indicated by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loner]. 

During two of the years of the Cleveland Administration the 
balances of trade were against us. During only two of the four 
years were those balances in our favor, and then only small bal- 
ances they were. 
was successful at the elections of 1896 business conditions began 
to improve, slowly, hesitatingly for some months, until the Ad- 
ministration had come into power, and until it could be made plain 
to the country that less than a majority of this body would be able 
to so legislate with respect to the tariff as to repeal the Wilson- 
Gorman _ and substitute the Dingley law, as it is now known, 
in it; stead. 

But as soon as that was an accomplished fact, the wheels be- 
gan to turn; men were called from idleness toemployment; busi- 
ness conditions revived, and prosperity set in and has continued 
without interruption until now we have the greatest prosperity 
in a history of this or any other country on the face of the 
earth, 

The figures read by the Senator from Massachusetts are simply 
stupendous, almostincomprehensible. During the years that have 
passed since the McKinley Administration commenced until now 
our foreign commerce has so grown, and grown in our favor, that 
the annual balance of trade will average more than $500,000,000, 


lina [Mr. 


ex] 


every dollar of which the nations with which we trade have been | 


compelled to pay to us, and pay to us in gold worth 100 cents all 
around the world. There have been no 50-cent Bryan dollars in 
those transactions. 


day in the Treasury of this country more gold belonging to the 


United States than was ever held by any government in the his- | ft Cay : tC 
| sidering questions of wages and other questions of a similar 
| character. 


tory of the world. 


Not only has our foreign trade grown in that manner and to 
je extent and with that success, but the prosperity which it in- 
Whole country; it is common to all the sections, and to no section 
more than to the Southern States. 

1 A few days ago there was made in another place where men 
egislate a very brilliant speech, in the course of which the speaker 
quoted f rom newspapers, the leading newspapers from almost 
ae State throughout the whole South, in order to show what 
: 7 onditic ns were, according to those papers—almost every one 
~ ™m a Democratic paper—on the 1st day of January last. 
ton a ee remarkable array of facts in proof of the statement 
“a ' t - this prosperity does not alone elong to the Govern- 
chin. 1, +) measured in balances of trade, in the high credit we 

Joy, in those things that pertain to our ability to make expendi- 
ational Treasury, but that this prosperity belongs 
throughont all the sections of this land. I want to 
attention to this. It can not be given too much pub- 
It was a happy thought that induced this speaker to cite 


XXXVITI—192 


tures, to our N 
to the people 
briefly cal] 
licity, 


But the very moment that the Republican party | 


As aresult of it, Mr. President, we have to- | 


icates is general; itis universal; it is distributed throughout the | 
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these newspapers. He commences with the State of Missouri. 
He cites first the Kansas City Journal of January 1, in which it 
is said: 

According to statements made by officials of the railroads running into 
Kansas City, every company has reason to rejoice over the business for the 


yeir just closed. One general agent said that the earnings of his road had 
increased 33} per cent over 1902. 


The Kansas City Star says: 

Bank clearings are not alwaysa definite indication of business moversents, 
but they may be taken asa reliable basis of comparison in noting progress 
in any one city. The clearings in Kansas City for the past year were one 
thousand and seventy-five millions, oran increase of eighty-six millions (9 per 
cent) over the record of 1902. Building records and real estate transfers 
show similar increase. Boththe wholesale and retail merchants report gains. 

Tam not going to read all of these, but I want to read a few of 
them just to show how universal théy are and how all alike tell 
the story of prosperity. The St. Joseph Gazette says: 

The country upon which St. Joseph depends for its maintenance is pros- 
yerous to a most gratifying degree. Crops have been fairly abundant; prices 
or the products of the farm and range far in excess of the average for many 

years. 

Now I come down to Virginia, skipping quite a number of cita- 
tions from other papers in Missouri. The Despatch, of Norfolk, 
says: 

The cities of tide-water Virginia have experienced a solid and increasing 
growth during the past ten years. Norfolk is in many, many ways better off 
to-day than a year ago. Churches, schools, charitable organizations, and 
business organizations have flourished and grown and improved within the 
year. Local bank deposits have shown a steady increase during the year, and 
local bank clearings also indicate an increase in the volume of business done 
a city, and the record of the year past is the largest in the history of the 
city. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. If prosperity is as great as it has been, if 
it has not diminished and is not diminishing, how does the Sena- 
tor from Ohio account for the material cut in the wages of twenty- 
five or thirty thousand of the workmen and workwomen engaged 
in the New England textile fabric mills, a reported cut in wages 
in all the steel industries, and that there is now assembled at In- 
dianapolis a national convention of bituminous coal miners threat- 
ening a national strike because they have been notified that after 
a time soon to come the wages they are receiving will be mate- 
rially lessened? 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, there is no trouble in answer- 
ing the Senator. [am not going to answer him in detail as to all 
the cases he puts, because it is sufficient to answer him as to one, 
and either that or some similar answer will be found as to each 
ofthe others. He puts thecase of cotton manufacturers. Itisthe 
price of cotton, Mr. President, which has gone so high—whether 
on account of legitimate demand or whether on account of ma- 
nipulation of stock brokers and dealers it does not matter—has 
gone so high as to cripple that industry, to stop a number of 
factories, and to turn, in consequence, a number of men into 
idleness. 

For other caure3, having nothing to do with the general policies 
of the country, but originating in and having their effect in spite 
of those policies, the steel industry has been temporarily af- 
fected, and the mining of coal has been temporarily affected, per- 
haps. Iam not able to answer as to detailed facts all the sug- 
gestions made by the Senator, but we know that it is no unusual 
thing to see the representatives of labor and the representatives 
of capital meeting in national convention for the purpose of con- 


Does the Senator from Ohio 


We do know, however, Mr. President, this to be a fact, that 
when the Republican party is in power and the people of this 
country are satisfied with the industrial legislation, there is never 


any stfike, except for differences as to wages or hours or other 
terms. Labor strikes when it. knows if it quits work to-day it can 


go back and find work to-morrow; capital strikes and goes out of 
business when you institute policies in which the people have no 
confidence. That is the difference between strikes under Demo- 
cratic and strikes under Republican policies. 

You are liable to have strikes under any Administration, al- 
though from different causes. How was it under Cleveland? No- 
body struck then because he was getting less wages than he wanted. 
The trouble was to get any wages at all. The only striking any- 
body did was to strike out fora job, the first one he could hear 
tell of, and pursue it and get it, if he could, anywhere and at ‘‘ any 
old price,’’ on any kind of terms. 

Now, let me pursue my remarks. 


I am not going to be tedious 
about this. 


I only want to show, Mr. President, that this is nota 
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prosperity merely of the Government, but it is-a prosperity for 
the whole people and for all the sections of this country. I have 
read from newspapers in Missouri, and I read from one in Vir- 
rinia, 

Mr. TILLMAN rose. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will get to South Carolina in a moment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I just want to ask the Senator from what he 
isreading? He started out to tell us he was reading from a speech; 
but he did not tell us where it was delivered, or when, or by whom. 

Mr. FORAKER. I thought the Senator would understand that 
the rules of the Senate prohibit my speaking of what occurs in 
the other House. Therefore, I said this speech was made eise- 
where. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is rather thin, Mr. President. 

Mr. FORAKER. Well, I can say, I presume, that it was made 
in the House of Representatives, and it was made by Mr. BourreLi 
of Nlinois, a Member of that body. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Lam glad I got the information. 

Mr. FORAKER,. And it was made on the 26th of January. I 
invite the Senator’s attention to it. He will find it profitable, I 
think, to give it careful study. 

Mr. President, to go on with this, I could read to the same effect 
from the Petersburg. Index-Appeal, to the same effect from the 
Jacksonville Times-Union, and from the Pensacola News, as to 
the condition of things in Florida; and I could read to the same 
effect from the Leader, a paper published in Lexington, Ky., as 
to the conditions existing in that State, and from the Louisville 
papers to the same effect. All these papers, let me remind the 
Senate, are of date January 1, showing the condition only a month 
ago, as published in these Democratic papers in their respective 
localities. The Atlanta Constitution, January 1, says: 

Annual reports of all city officials show a bright chapter in the history of 
Atlanta, the year 1908 having been one of the most prosperous in its history. 

The clearings of 1902 were increased by $13;791,580.31. The year’s record is 
a remarkable one, and is considered as a strong indication of the substantia- 
bility and growth of business in Atlanta. 

The Augusta Chronicle and a number of other papers in that 
State are quoted, 

Then he goes to North Carolina and from the Rural News and 
Observer he quotes this: 

The year that closed last night has been a good one for North Carolina and 
the American Republic. Crops have been large and prices good. It has been 
e specially good year for farmers. 

I quote now from the Wilmington Morning Star: 

The steady increase in the commerce of Wilmington is extremely gratify- 
ing to the people of the city, and the growing imporiance of the chief seaport 


of North Carolina will alike be a source of gratification to the people of the 
entire State. 


Now I come to South Carolina, that blessed old State, so ably 
represented on this floor always, and particularly now. The 
Charleston News and Courier is quoted from, as follows: 

The banks of Columbia show by their reports that they have had a very 
successful year, and it follows that the people of the city have cause to be, in 
a large measure, satisfied with the last year’s business. The total depositsin 
the five banks amount to ae ge Sy very large sum for a city of the popu- 
lation of Columbia. Compared with former years, the deposits increased 
very much, and the bankers seem to be full of confidence of still greater pro- 
portionate increase during the present year. 

Now let me read from another paper, the Greenville News: 

The year 1908 has been one of unprecedented growth and general improve- 
ment. Something like $2,000,000 has been expended during the year in the 
erection of public and private buildings, manufacturing plants, and various 
other commercial en rises. The most successful year in the history of 
Greenville has passed. Nineteen hundred and three has left the city greater, 
richer, and more prosperous than when it came. 

Then I could read to the same effect from the papers of Mem- 
phis and Nashville as to the conditions of prosperity obtaining in 
the State of Tennessee, and so on throughout the South. 
go on reading to a very much greater extent than I have, but I 


have read sufficiently to support what I want to state, that this | 


prosperity about which we talk is a prosperity not for any par- 
ticular section, not for any particular class, but a prosperity for 


our Government, a prosperity for our country and our whole | 


country, a prosperity for every section of our country, a pros- 
perity for every class in our country, for I have read sufficiently 
to show that this prosperity has been felt and enjoyed not alone 
by the merchant and the banker and the manufacturer, but also 


by the farmer and all those in the humbler vocations and walks | 


of life. 
With this kind of prosperity throughout the country, with every 


newspaper in the South prociaiming it, and everybody through- | 
out the North enjoying it, the whole country in the enjoyment of | 


it, does not the Senator from Maryland think he should modify 
the statement he made yesterday, when in effect he said, as on re- 
flection he modified his statement of the bankruptcy of the coun- 
try at the clese of Harrison’s Administration, the policies of this 
country as pursued by the Republican party have resulted in 
failure? 

Mr. President, instead of the policies pursued by the Repub- 


lican party since the McKinley Administration until this time re- | triumphs. Perhaps it is well enough that it is so, for t! 
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sulting in failure, they have resulted ina triumphant success tl 
like of which has never been known and perhaps never will - 
again. We can not conceive of the possibility of a greater mr. 
perity than that which the people of this country are ey; ain 7 

Mr. President, I am not going to stand here now to :j. fend ¢] 
Army or to defend the Navy or to defend the expenditures - 
are making for the Army and the Navy. That is not ne ena = 
The Army and the Navy of this country have ever, from the b . 
ginning of our history, been able, by their heroic achieyoy oak 
and their splendid endeavors, to defend themselves: but [ wi] 
stop to call the attention of the Senator from Maryland to tho 
fact that the law in respect to the Army authorizes a) face 
that shall have a maximum strength of not more than 1())) (9 = 
a minimum strength of 65,000. oe 

Hardly had the law been passed giving the President authority 
to increase the Army to the maximum until the President of tha 
United States, instead of taking steps to increase it to ¢} < 
mum, as was predicted here in the Senate and elsewhere. took stens 
to reduce it to the mimimum of 65,000 officersand men, and it has 
never since been above the minimum; and to-day. by the latest 


@ Maxi- 


| official report from the War Department, I see that the total 


strength of the Army, officers and men, is 59,181, or almost 6.000 
below the minimum prescribed by law, and 40,000 below what the 
Senator from Maryland stated, as I understood him, and as is sug. 
gested to me by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar|. 

Now, as to the expense of our Army, we are told that itis creater 
than it should be for an. army of 60,000 men. We were told that. 
I believe, by way of explanation as to why he said it was an army 
of 100,000 men, if I correctly understood the Senator, and we are 
told of the relative expense of the armies of other countries. Mr. 
President, it does cost more to maintain the American Army fhan 
it does to maintain any other army in the world. England pays 
to her soldiers the highest wages.of any country other than the 
United States, and the United States pays twice as much to her 
men and officers as they doin England, speaking in round nun- 
bers. 

In Germany, France, Italy, Russia, and other countries they 
pay far below what England pays. Soif it be that our expenses 
are larger for an army of 60,000 men than the Senator from Mary- 


| land had calculated they should be, it is because we do what we 


ought to do. We remember that they are American citizens, 
who are for the time being serving the American Government, 
and we expect them when. they are through with that service to 
come back and be a part of the sovereign governing body politi 
of this country and to be fit and worthy citizens to live in this 
country and fit and worthy to live here because they love the 
country, and are ready to respond to its call and stand up in de- 
fense of its flag whenever there may be necessity for it. 

I do not believe, Mr. President, that the American people have 
any anxiety about the American Army. I believe that tle Amer- 
ican people justify the maintenance of the Army we have. We 
know they do. We had this question paraded and exploited and 
debated and discussed before the American people in the last 
campaign, when anti-imperialism and expansion constituted the 
paramount issue, so called. What was the result? The Demo- 
cratic party in that campaign marched to an even greater and 


| more fatal Waterloo for them than they found at the end of the 


campaign under Mr. Bryan in 1896. ! a 
No, Mr. President; if the Army is to be arraigned, eitler on th 
ground that it is too large, when we are maintaining it 


| its minimum, or on the ground that it is overpaid, when w 
| only paying American wages, the people will answer for the 


and I need not waste any time in doing so. 

As to the Navy, from the days of the Revolution to th 
the American Navy has been the pride of the American | 
Whoever else may have failed the American people, the -' 
Navy never has. It is an organization of which ever 


| this country can be justly proud. Wherever they have 


our flag they have shown bravery and heroism equa ' 
emergency and a wisdom and a diplomatic capacity 
not surpassed by those in civil life trained in diploma 

I do not believe the American people want us to stop 
ing our Navy until we have made it commensurate 11 
with the greatness of this the greatest country in the 
believe the American people have approved the Ameri 
known as the Monroe doctrine, and that they wu! 
Administration derelict in duty that fails to be ready ©! 
to maintain that doctrine and to assert American riz 
ever American rights may be challenged. 

So it is, Mr. President. that although we have before us ° ; 
tion that is simply American, a question about which th = 
be no party lines drawn, we have yet found it necess: oes 
glad to know the necessity was not occasioned by the rr 


1e8 
ica 


and political administrations and political disasters an\' menor 
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The American people have passed judgment. Let 
1 consider, for they will be called upon to pass judg- 
We are ready for the debate and ready for the vote. 
We shall go fe ward without hesitation, expecting the same tri- 


js made Up. 
them stop an 
ment again. 


nmphant vindication next November that we had four years ago 
and on the previous occasions which I need not mention. 
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Mr. PETTUS, Mr. BAILEY, and Mr. HALE addressed the | 


ir. 
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Othe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama. 
Mr, PETTUS. Mr. President, I do not desire to enter into this 

olitical debate. The fact is Iam a Presbyterian, and if I were 

seair' ns of having a Presbyterian minister occupy the pulpit of 

the Baptist Church on next Sunday I would never commence by 

telling the Baptist minister that sprinkling was just as good as 


wing under the water, [Laughter.] I would never raise a 
question and dispute what the court said, if it was a law ques- 
tion, and I would never raise a question with a jury if it was a 
jury question. I want to get back to where we started. We 
started ont with a discussion of the rule of the Senate, and that 
is the only question before the House now. 


Mr. President, that — —_— is - — ae I Sones 
nere but a few days, but ave observed a many things 
et that rule. Ido not intend to go into a discussion of what 
the rule means at this time, because the Senate has interpreted it 
at least twenty-five times since I have been here. But do you not 
all remember that the junior Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. 
Lopaz]} put on as an engrossed rider on an appropriation bill all 
the civil government we now have in the Philippines? We fought 
it. Oh, yes; we fought it. Weon this side were op to it, 
as a general rule, and we fought it, and we clamored for the rule. 
The rule says the President of the Senate may submit a question 
of order to the Senate itself, and the wise man in the chair [Mr. 
Fryr] knows exactly when to submit and when not to submit. 
Langhter. | 
That is what you gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber 
did. 
There came along another appropriation bill and the Senator 
from Alabama [ Mr. sneer _— oo the He rage ag eas 
as an engrossed rider. of you Senators on this side of the 
Chamber who were here then voted to put it on as an engrossed 
rider to that bill. Other Senators seem to have as much appre- 
ciation of this rule as the Chair has. It is a good rule, a first-rate 
rule. It isarule by which every man in this Chamber, so far 
as] have observed, has invariably voted on the question as to 
whether or not a proposition is in order exactly as he wanted to 
vote on the measure itself when it came up. I think every mem- 
ber of this Chamber who has been here two years has voted on 
different sides of this question at least half a dozen times. Why 
clamor about a rule that the President of the Senate knows per- 
“Vt, BAILEY and Mr, HALE addressed the Ch 

Mr. BAILEY and Mr. ressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas. 

Mr. HALE. Ihave been trying to get the floor for the last half 
wes, . ae = it ag en ee Sealer Same ee 

Mr, BAILEY. Mr. President, like the Senator from bama 
(Mr. Perrus}, I have been here but a few days and they have been 
very full of trouble. Ido not think I have voted with the ma- 
jority since I became a member of this body, and I doubt if I will 
be able to vote with the majority before my term expires. I am 
yerfectly willing to be instructed in the method of interpreting 
the rules, which, according to the Senator from Alabama, is that 
the rule means whatever the Senate chooses to make it mean. 

qT omy way of thinking we had better have no rule at all than 
one which the majority can waive aside when it so suits their 
“ohvenience and enforce when they please. I doubt if any other 
bovy in this country would be willing to proclaim that it has no 
javeet for the rales which it had adopted.” Still I presume I can 
‘ve Without any rule as well as any else. ong as my 
night is preserved to object to what I do not like pd wake 
rr What I think is unwise I shall make no serious resistance 
the one or to any method of applying the rules that may suit 
ot ne Mt. President, it was not for the purpose of complaining 
for the nme or their manner of enforcement that I rose. It was 
and we a se Of making some brief reply to the very eloquent 
them GH age but very illogical speech of the Senator 
Senator fr wha, PORAKER]. Following the statement of the 
as adel a -assachusetts [Mr. Lopex], the Senator from Ohio 
prosperity 6, Senate and the country to believe that all of the 
We now : eee the people and with the Government which 
sincerely ws. 0m every hand and in which they do not more 
the Re, y Tejoice than I do is due in some way to the policies of 

publican party. 
© Sen: . 7 . 
a man Of ey om Ohio, however, fell into the strange and, for 
much, Athans Nant parts, the inexcusable error of proving too 
* Attributing it all to Republican policies, he finally came 


| 
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to his comparisons and read to the Senate copious extracts from 
papers which declare that the prosperity of 1903 was actually 33 
vd cent greater than the prosperity of 1902, and yet the country 
ived and produced and exchanged in 1903 under precisely the 
same system of laws which prevailed in 1902. 

Mr. President, it has become a habit with our friends on the 
other side, here anc elsewhere, to claim for their party all the 
blessings of nature and nature’s God. When it rains, they take 
the credit for it, and when the drought blights the land they 
charge it to the misdeeds and follies of the Democratic party. 
There was atime, unfortunately, when some of our Democratic 
friends were led into the error of supposing that the only way to 
inake this country Democratic was to make it unhappy—by mak- 
ing it believe that it was not prosperous. That time has passed, 
and no such delusion now enthralls us. We will make no more 
calamity campaigns. 

My judgment is that when the country is most prosperous in a 
material way it has greatest need to call the Democratic party 
into its service in order that it may be reminded of its duties out- 
side of the dollars and the cents. 

Prosperity, sir, is not the product of politicians nor of govern- 
mental policies. It is the joint product of God and man. It 
comes from the benevolence of nature in giving us rain and sun- 
shine, combined with the industry and the intelligence of the 
American farmers and laborers of every class. They create pros- 
perity in spite of your laws and your policies. 

If these Republican policies made such marvelous prosperity 
from 1897 to 1903, why did not those same policies produce the 
same results in prior years? The Senator from Ohio has wel! said 
that the policies which prevailed under Harrison are the same 
policies that prevailed under the lamented McKinley and under 
the one who happens to be President of the United States at this 
particular time. 

They invite us to compare the years under Cleveland with the 
years under McKinley's Administration. Let us extend the com- 
parison and take the years under Harrison and compare them with 
the years under Cleveland. Before I do that I desire to say that 
I am no apologist for Mr. Cleveland’s Administration. I was as 
little in sympathy with it as any man who belonged to the Dem- 
ocratic party. 

I was the first Democrat in Congress to break with him. Dur- 
ing the last three years of his Administration they did not permit 
me to name a third-class postmaster in the district which I then 
represented in the House. Indeed, it became a practice with those 
who sought appointments to write to the Post-Office Department 
that I opposed their nomination. Under these circumstances it 
can well be understood that I have no disposition to apologize for 
Mr. Cleveland, but I have every disposition to do him and the 
party which elected him full justice. 

His history has been written, his public life has closed, and it 
is as little as we can do on both sides of this Chamber to be fair 
toward him. He was not much more unpopular at the close of 
his Administration than the man will be whom you are apt to 
elect, if you elect anybody, to serve during the next four years. 
In all my experience I have never known a candidate whose nomi- 
nation so many men favored and whose nomination so few men 
really desired as in the case of the present occupant of the White 
House. 

Everybody is for him and nobody wants him. Before the close 
of his term, if you elect him, you may find it as unpleasant a task 
to defend his Administration as it is for us to defend Mr, Cleve- 
land’s. 

But, Mr. President, let us make the comparison of exports and 
imports. The Senator from Massachusetts declares, and the Sen- 
ator from Ohio repeated it, that under Mr. Cleveland’s Administra- 
tion there were but two years when the balance of trade was in our 
favor, and that insignificant. I tell the Senator from Ohio that 
the balance of trade in our favor under Cleveland's was larger than 
it was er the Harrison Administration. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Texas yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I made the statement without having looked 
at thefigures. I madeit, repeating what the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts had said in my hearing. I saw that he had figures for it. 
I did not pretend to state exactly all the amounts. I did not say 
anything about the balance of trade under the other Administra- 
tion in that connection. 

Mr. BAILEY. I recognize that the Senator from Ohio followed 
the statement of the Senator from Massachusetts, and the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts is usually very accurate in these matters— 
he has such facility for their preparation, because he only needs 
to send a note to the Department and he is amply supplied in the 
shortest possible order—that I hesitated to believe even my own 
hearing when he made that statement, 
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Rather than contradict him then I sent for this statement, a Gov- 
ernment publication called the ‘‘ Statistical Abstract of the United 
States,’’ prepared under the authority of the Treasury Department 
itself, and I take from that Statistical Abstract these statements. 

Under the Democratic Administration—and with the leave of 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TrLLMan] I shall call ita 
Democratic Administration—under the Democratic Administra- 
tion of Mr. Cleveland, from 1885 to March 4, 1889, I find that the 
imports—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas 
yield? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that 
we were not talking about the first Administration of Mr. Cleve- 
land but the second. During the first Administration there was 
a Republican Senate, in the first place, to make impossible such 
legislation. 

Mr. BAILEY. All right. 

Mr. FORAKER, If the Senator will bear with me still a mo- 
ment—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. Then, moreover, Mr. Cleveland was elected 
the first time upon a platform that did not declare in favor of a 
tariff for revenue only, as I remember, but it contained a pledge 
that there should be no legislation affecting the tariff that would 
seriously affect or put in jeopardy any business. I can not give 
the exact language, but that is the substance and effect of it. I 
remember it well, because all over the country the contention 
was that if they got into power there would be no change of 
policies to disturb the business of the country. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is entirely satisfactory to me. 
the first Administration and take the second. 

Beginning under Mr. Harrison’s Administration with 1890, and 
I take that rather than the one ending in 1889, because the first 
part of the fiscal year was under the Democratic and only the 
last four months under the Republican Administration. So I 
begin with 1890, and I find that our imports were $789,000,000, in 
round numbers, while our exports were $857,000,000. 

In 1891 our imports were $844,000,000 and our exports were 
$884,000,000. 

In 1892 our imports were $827,000,000 and our exports were 
$1,030,000,000. 

In 1893 our imports were $886,000,000 and our exports were 
$847 ,000,000. 

Mr. CLAY. That was the Cleveland Administration? 

Mr. BAILEY. That is the Harrison Administration. 

Mr. FORAKER. The last one? 

Mr. BAILEY. Iinclude 1893 because Harrison served for eight 
months during that fiscal year and Cleveland only four months. 

Now, in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, our imports were 
$654,000,000 and our exports were $892,000,000. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me finish. 

Mr. FORAKER. I just wish toask a question for information 
before you pass from that; that is all. 

Mr. BAILEY. 
exports were $807,000,000. In 1896 the imports were $779,000,000 
and the exports $882,000,000. In 1897 the imports were $764 ,000,000 
and the exports $1,050,000,000. 

Thus it appears from a Government publication itself that the 
balance of trade in our favor was more than twice as large under 
the Cleveland Administration than under the Harrison Adminis- 
tration. 

Now, the Senator from Ohio says that the cause of the great 
falling off in the revenue was that immediately upon the an- 
nouncement or ascertainment of Clevelund’s election the people 
of this country revoked their import orders. importations fell off, 
and consequently import collections fell off. Unfortunately for 
the Senator from Ohio he spoke without being advised from the 
record, because the very year before Cleveland was elected the 
imports were only $827,000,000, while the year in which he was 
elected they were $886,000,000, and the following year they were 
only $654,000,000. 

So in the year in which the Senator says the orders were re- 
voked by reason of Cleveland’s election, as a matter of fact the 
imports were larger than in the preceding year under Harrison's 
Administration. 

Mr. FORAKER. 


I dismiss 


If that statement be true, the Senator has 


made a mistake in reading it, or else I made a mistake in listening. | 


In 1895 our imports were $731,000,000 and our | 
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Mr. BAILEY. In 1897 they were $764,000,000. So they fell 
under your Administration. Y ten of 
Mr. FORAKER. That was the year we were getting g ' 
and acting under the laws of the previous Adminis: ration - 
fore the Senator closes the book I want to inquire about the = 
Cleveland was electei, in 1892, I am asking this only that | a 
understand the Senator. oe ay 
Mr. BAILEY. They were actually larger the year he wa 
elected than the year before. Now, there was a year in which 
they fell off. Anticipating a reduction of duties, importers “ . 
urally and sensibly postponed their importations in order pa 
the benefit of a reduction in customs duties, because plainly thoy 
could not import under the higher duties and successfy|]y saa 
pete with competitors who imported under the lower duties o¢ . 
Democratic tariff law. 
Mr. FORAKER. I wanted to direct the Senator's attention tp 
that year toknow ifI correctly understood him. I understoo, the 
| figures, as he read them, to indicate that they did fall off imp. 
| diately after the election of Cleveland as compared with the year 
in which he was elected. : 
Mr. BAILEY. No; they fell off in the fiscal year ended Juno 
30, 1894, and that was evidently, not because Cleveland was 
elected, as the Senator says, but because the Democratic party 
was engaged in the very laudable but difficult task of framing 4 
tariff law, and that they would fall off then everybody understood, 
Now, I want to go one step further with the Senator from Ohio, 
He has read to the Senate a letter from ex-Secretary Foster, | 
know it is a pleasure to defend Secretary Foster on his part; they 
were personal and political friends; but Secretary Foster's letter 
while literally accurate, is misleading. That letter, if accepted 
as it was read, would seem to imply that there was no insutfticiency 
of revenue under the Republican tariff law known asthe “ McKin 
| ley Act,’’ and yet I have here the sworn statement of Secretary 
Foster, made before the Committee on Ways and Means in the 
House, in which he says that while it is true his preparation for 
bonds was to repair the gold reserve, yet, independently of the 
bonds, he says, under oath: 
I will only say this, that if I was to have the management of the Treasury 
I should insist upon an increase of revenue to the extent of $50,000,000 
If the revenues were abundant, why would a Secretary of the 
Treasury insist upon an annual addition of $50,000,000? 
| Secretary Foster further says in response to the question of 
Hon, William L. Wilson 
Mr. FORAKER. What is the date? 
Mr. BAILEY. The date of the report is March 3, 1893. The 
date of the hearing was February 25, 1893. 
Mr. Wilson asks at a further point of the inquiry: 
Did I understand you to express a general opinion a while ago 
| dition to the present sources of revenue that the revenue of the Treasury 
| Department ought to be advanced $50,000,000 more a year? 
To which question Secretary Foster replied: 


Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMriur~. Would you make that for one year or a permanent in 
crease of revenue? . 

Secretary Foster. As things are going now a permanent revenue, for t) 
reasons. I would increase the gold reserve at least $25,000,W00 if I had the 
money to do it with. : ' 

| Mr. TURNER. But your answer just now seemed to contemplate ananuual 
increase. ‘ 
Secretary Foster. I think an annual increase of $50,000.00! 
the Treasury easy, and if I were going to manage it I would wantt 
That is his sworn testimony. - 
Mr. FORAKER. He states there he has that opinion because 
of *‘ the way things are going on now;”’ and that was th middle 
of February, three months after the Cleveland election. — 
Mr. BAILEY. But, Mr. President, surely a Republican sect™ 
| tary would not be basing his opinion on what he would want! 
| der a Democratic Administration. Of course some very mpl 
able things did occur under that Administration. 
The President did appoint as Secretary of State « gentien 
who had never voted the Democratic ticket, but it was not pr 
able that he would make a like appointment for Secretary 0! 1 
Treasury, and it can not be supposed that a Republican sect’ 
of the Treasury was basing his answer upon the supposition 
he was toadminister a Democratic policy. a 
| No, sir; Secretary Foster said there ought to be 5 afond 

ditional; and yet the Senator from Ohio tells the Senate ane '"" 
| country that abundant revenue was flowing into the Treasury" 
| der his Republican tariff law. I tell him that in order che . 
| the usual and ordinary expenses of the Government they a ae 
| trust fund, which had been converted into a cash asset ol ™ 
| Treasury. ; : 
Mr. FORAKER. I rose simply to inquire of the S ies 


uti 8 of a 


that in ad 


would make 
o have it. 


Ve 


+laman 
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nator, as ne 
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Mr. BAILEY. No. 

Mr. FORAKER. What, now, were the imports for the year 
1896—the year McKinley was elected? 

Mr. BAILEY. The imports that year were $779,000,000. 

Mr. FORAKER. What were they in 1897? 


| has the statistics before him, whether or not there 1s @m)*""= 
there which indicates that there was a deficit at any time daring 

| the Harrison Administration prior to the election 0! 
1892. All I said was that there was no deficit, and U 
I understood the Senator to say. 
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Mr, BAILEY. That the Government actually defaulted, no; 
+ that the Government was driven to the necessity of using 

- t had been a trust fund to meet itscurrent obligation is true. 

vee after that had been done, when the Republican Treasurer 

<a over the office, & his Democratic successor he delivered 
 ¢103.000,000 in gold. 

oly FOR AKER. ero what trust. fund does the Senator refer? 
Mr. BAILEY. For the redemption of national-bank notes. 

Mr, FORAKER. I know nothing about any such transaction. 

Mr BAILEY. If I was inclined to be sarcastic, I might say 
that there were many things the Senator from Ohio does not know 
about tais matter; but the Senator from Ohio comes as near 
knowing what a Senator ought to know as any gentleman on this 
floor, and when he does not know it it may be laid down as cer- 
tain that it would not be to the credit of his party for him to 
ne FORA KER. Mr. President, I appreciate the compliment 
which the Senator has paid me. I only rose again that I might 
cay that the reason why I made that remark was to explain why 
[ would not undertake to answer that. I know nothing about it. 
[may have knownaboutitatthetime. My attention has not been 
called to these matters for a long time, and I will take pleasure in 
looking it up and seeing to what extent trust funds were mis- 
applied. : : . 
us BAILEY. I did notsay they were misapplied. I said they 
were converted into a cash asset of the Treasury. 

Mr. FORAKER. It was a cash asset of the Treasury? 

Mr. BAILEY. No; they were trust funds. 

Mr. FORAKER. What was the amount of the fund? 

Mr. BAILEY. I would not venture to state the amount ex- 
actly; but the Government now, instead of redeeming those old 
hank notes out of the trust fund, redeems them itself. The Gov- 
ernment was entirely a solvent obligor, and it was not a misar- 
lication or even a diversion of it. It was simply a conversion of 
it to meet an exigency. 

I wish to say to the Senator from Ohio that it is not my habit 
to charge dishonesty upon my political opponents. I make no 
such charge, but the whole gravamen of my charge is that in 
order to escape a deficit they used a trust fund as a cash asset, 
still holding themselves liable to answer for the trust fund. 

Mr. FORAKER. Can the Senator give me the date of that con- 
yersion? I want to look it up. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator will apply to me at my desk I 
will do so. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. The matter of which he speaks now was the 
change in the laws made in 1890, That is my recollection. 

Mr. FORAKER. Was there any deficiency, I will ask the 
Senator from Iowa, with the permission of the Senator from 
Texas, of the revenues at that time as an occasion for that? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to interfere with the Senator 
from Texas, but those special funds were turned into the general 
funds of the Treasury, I think, not on account of any deficiency 
in the Treasury, but because of the recommendation of the Sec- 
retary at that period that they were funds which ought to be cur- 
rently inthe Treasury. But under the national-bank act of 1864 
they were a special fund. 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Largely they were funds deposited in the 


Treasury to meet the redemption of national-bank notes of banks | 
that had gone into liquidation or failed. The object was in the | 


line of the opinion of a great many people at that time, that this 
fund ought to be in circulation and not be held as a special fund 
in the Treasury which could not be touched by anyone. 

Mr. BAILEY. That explanation could hardly be sufficient, be- 
cause as long as this fund for redemption was in the Treasury the 


bank note itself was in circulation or else was destroyed and | 
presented for redemption. So that explanation | 


would never be 
will hardly suffice, 
: Mr, ALLIS\ IN. The Senator misunderstood me—if the national- 
- note was in circulation and the greenback in the Treasury. 

‘ both were in circulation, there would be an addition to the 
circulation. 
pat BAILEY. But both could not be properly in circulation, 
; Cause one was held for the redemption of the other. I make 
vee as to the perfect legitimacy of that transaction. 

ely 

a other fund too would not be a correct financial method. 

. FAIRBANKS, Mr. President—— 

welts RESLDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas 
Yield to the Senator from Indiana? 


Mr. FAIRBANKS, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 


: BAILEY. Certainly. 
. FAIRBANKS. Does the Senator take into account the 


It | 
honest, but to circulate the trust fund while using | 
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fact that President Harrison paid off a large amount of Govern- 
ment bonds, and that a large amount of the payment was made 
from the receipts derived from the customs and other sources? 

Mr. BAILEY. He did not pay off as much as Cleveland did in 
the preceding Administration under precisely the same law. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. No; that was not the question I asked the 
Senator. 

Mr. BAILEY. Neither does it fit right at this place; and I was 
making an irrelevant answer to an irrelevant question. 

_Mr. FAIRBANKS. I asked the question simply for informa- 
tion. As I understand it he paid a great many million dollars in 
liquidation of bonds of the Government out of his revenue. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is true; and Mr. Cleveland had done the 
same and more under his first Administration. 

Mr. FORAKER. When he was administering under the Re- 
publican policy. 

Mr. BAILEY. Under Republican policy, I regret to say, and 
which policies he continued in a measure, I regret still more to 
“— But the contention which I am making here 
r. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. Would it trouble the Senator if I should ask 
him this question? If when Mr. Cleveland came in he found the 
Government bankrupt or the revenues so diminished that they 
were not equal to the obligation that had to be met, why was 
it that the Democratic party undertook to so change the tariff as to 
reduce the revenues? 

Mr. BAILEY. We were trying to relieve the burdens of the 
people, and we had less thought about the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment than we had about the burdens of taxation. But the 
Senator from Ohio knows, because he knows our theories as well 
as he does his own, that we believe that by reducing a protective 
duty to a revenue basis we can increase the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BAILEY. One at a time. 

Mr. FORAKER. I wanted to inquire of the Senator whether 
or not the reduction ever had that effect under Mr. Cleveland’s 

| Administration? 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Supreme Court had not declared our 
income-tax provision unconstitutional we would have raised ample 
revenue for all the necessities of the Government economically 
administered. I am free to say I do not think we could have 

|; made many $10,000,000 gifts to expositions and have escaped a 
| deficit. 
| Mr. MITCHELL. What I wanted to ask the Senator from 

Texas is whether the Cleveland Administration was trying to rid 

the people of the burden when during his second Administration 
| there was issued $260,000,000 of bonds? 

Mr. BAILEY. That was because they did not know enough to 
| know that they could have preserved the parity between gold and 
| silver without issuing bonds 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Texas yield to me fora 
| moment? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave now the statute to which the Senator 
alluded in his observations respecting the diversion of public 
funds. That statute was a part of the act of July 14, 1890, when 
there could not possibly have been any question about a deficit 
either in the present or in the future in the Treasury, for the 
Treasury was then as amply, or not quite as amply, supplied with 
funds as it is now. 

Mr. BAILEY. I give the Senator from Iowa and his political 
| associates credit for being able to see two years ahead. They 
passed an act the title of which declared it to be ‘‘An act to re- 
duce the revenues and equalize duties on imports, and for other 
purpose That is the title of the McKinley Act. 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, no, Mr. President; this was the act of 
July 14, 1890, directing the purchase of silver bullion, the issu- 
ance of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes. This 
was an amplification of the general understanding at that time 
that we must have more silver. Under this law four and a half 
| million ounces of silver were purchased everymonth. There was 
no question at the time this act was passed as to a deficiency, 
either present or remote, in the Treasury. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa is not 
| exactly fortunate, I think, in his explanation, because this trust 

fund had absolutely nothing to do with the purchase of silver. 
| It was included in the silver-purchase act, but it was simply a 

recognition of what everybody understood, that this fund carned 
| as a trust fund should be covered into the general fund of the 
| Treasury. I will go further, though I did not intend to go into 
‘ that matter. 


Does the Senator from Texas 
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Mr. ALLISON. I only want to say to the Senator, if he will | the question of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. | 
excuse me one moment—— | Very pertinently the Senator from Colorado deman 
Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. | if this bountiful prosperity was still enveloping us lilre « 
Mr. ALLISON. This was in no sense a trust fund. It wasa | and was still everywhere in superabundance, how it y-.. 
fund for the redemption of national-bank notes. That act was it was that the wages of American laborers were bei; 
simply an amendment of the law that had been passed in 1864. and he instanced the reduction in the textile enter 
Mr. BAILEY. Ithink I comprehend the nature of a trust fund. | England, in the great steel industry, and in the eva] , 
Whenever a fund is left with any person, corporation, or gov- The Senator from Ohio, with-a readiness which s; 
ernment for a special purpose it comes within the definition of a | his friends, was prompt with the explanation that 
trust fund. This fund was left in the Treasury for the redemp- | of wages in the textile factories was caused by th 
tion of the notes of national banks whose charters had expired | cotton. Of course the increased price of raw mat 
and which had gone out of business or whose misfortunes had | calls either for a reduction in the cost of manufa 
plunged them into bankruptcy. | crease in the selling price, but the Senator from Oh 
I will go further, though this is a proposition which I did not | that it is always easier to increase the selling pric 


care to discuss, because it is not relevant. Allof this was framed | reduce the wages of the men who work in those fa 
with a view of simplifying the accounts of the Treasury. Even| How often has it been asserted here, and asserted 
Secretary Foster, in this very hearing which I have before me, | too, that the wages of labor is the last element in a 

declared that he did not keep anyseparate account of what he called | to yield to any changed condition? That is a 

‘‘the gold redemption fund.” He declared that it belonged to | truth; and I venture to say that the Senator from « 

the general fund of the Treasury; and another Secretary of the | serted it an hundred times. When that great fina 

Treasury who followed him declared that if Congress did not | was before the country for discussion, how often a: 

provide the money to meet general appropriations he would use | fully was it said we would affect the price of ever 

that gold fund for current expenses, thus sustaining Secretary | we could affect the wages of labor; with a “ cheay 
Foster’s position. they described the dollar we proposed, they claimed y 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Texas permit me to in- | immediately increase the cost of living; but they a 
terrupt him a moment? | would be a long and painful process to increase th: 

Mr. BAILEY. Iwill. to a corresponding point. 

Mr. ALLISON. That fund was always kept in the Treasury That was the most difficult argument we were 
after 1875, until by a specific act of Congress in 1900 it was set | answer, and it perhaps controlled as many yotes a 
apart. Itnever was regarded as a trust fund in fact or segregated | ment advanced in thatdebate. Yet to-day, when it s 
in any way from the general fund of the Treasury until 1900. | convenience, the distinguished Senator from Ohio r 

Mr. BAILEY. But the law which authorized the Secretary of | alacrity that the wages of labor can rise or fall in a nix 
the Treasury to sell those bonds authorized him to sell them fora | Mr. President, if the reduction in wages in the textile { 
specific purpose, and every Secretary of the Treasury ought to | has come, it hascome through other agencies, doubt 
have respected the will of Congress and have reserved that gold | by the recent unprecedented rise in the price of raw 
fund against that purpose; and so they did. Secretary Foster| Butif we accept the Senator’s explanation for t! 
was the first one who claimed otherwise. Senator Sherman de- | he explain the reduction in the wage of the s 
clared in a debate in this body that it was a trust fund. It was | Outside of cotton and wool, outside of wheat and 1 
raised during his incumbency of the Treasury office. steel is the great basic industry of this land. FE: 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. | appetites and comfort require in the way of food 

Mr. BAILEY. And he declared that it was a trust fund. | civilization could better dispense with any other 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will permit me one moment, the | steel. Let the Senator from Ohio explain to ft! 
law of 1882 provided that these bonds might be sold whenever the | steel workers whose wages have been reduced t} 
trust fund fell below $100,000,009. The law of 1875. which was | reduction. Isit from an increase in the price of 1 
the foundation of this fund, provided that the Secretary of the | Oh, no, Mr. President. 

Treasury might sell bonds to maintain it without reference to| Raw material, so far from advancing to furnish a 
any limitation, and Mr. Cleveland for reducing wages, has itself fallen in price. Is it 

Mr. BAILEY. To maintain what? holders in that gigantic corporation shall have la 

Mr. ALLISON. To maintain the redemption fund. | That their greed would demand them I have nm 

Mr. BAILEY. It wasa fund forthe redemption of greenbacks. | business prudence forbade that, and instead of : 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly; and that fund never fell below | crease their dividends they have actually passed tiv 
$100,000,000 during the Administration of President Harrison or | their common stock. Three years ago the preferred 
during any Administration prior to the Administration of Presi- | great steel corporation fetched almost a hund1 
dent Cleveland, when it at one time was reduced to $47,000,000, | open market, and the common stock fetched half 
notwithstanding Mr. Cleveland was selling bonds all the time for The wages of the workmen had been advanced 
its replenishment; and while replenishing that fund he took the | terial itself returned a better price to those who ow 
money derived therefrom to pay deficiencies which rose from | duced it; and yet in the midst of this wonderful 
month to month in the revenues as compared with the expendi- | prosperity this great primal industry suffersa blig! 
tures. | of the raw material must diminish their price; t 

Mr. BATLEY. I will say to the Senator from Iowa that I | great manufacturing plants have been compelled 
reprobated the practice, and that I introduced into the House of | profits. and the wages of the steel workers have 
Representatives a resolution declaring that the Secretary of the | Who will volunteer an explanation of it? 

Treasury had no authority to apply that fund to any purpose Ah, Mr. President, the same conditions exist nov 
except the redemption of United States notes, and the Judiciary | in 1892. The enormous demand for steel has | 

Committee of the House of Representatives unanimously reported | fied and there is a dearth of orders—precisely the : 
the resolution. that culminated in the great Homestead riots i) 

But, Mr. President, I must not be diverted into a discussion of | Senators talk about the wonderful prosperity © 
those ancient fiscal policies. What I was contending was that | Administration they forget that the hard times, | 
there were not abundant revenues under the McKinley law, and | land suffered the odium, began under Harrison a1 
in proof of it I read a statement from the Secretary of the Treas- | Cleveland. Im the summer of 1892, long before ©’ 
ury, that if he hadthe management of it he would insist upon an | sagacious knew the issue of the Presidential batt! 
increase of $50,000,000 every year. | filled with the mutterings of idle and discontente: 

I then said to the Senator from Ohio that in addition to the The bankruptcy of merchants and the failures « 
abundant revenues which he claims the McKinley law supplied | chronicled daily. When the great steel works a 
they had been compelled to use a trust fund, which had been con- | dared to reduce the wages of its men, there ens 
verted into a general asset of the Treasury; that they did use it; | memorable in the industrial annals of this Repub! 
and that they barely escaped a deficit after using it is in proof by | ous and so important that Congress appointed a 
the records of the Government. That was all, and no Senator | investigate it. All that was before either party 
can contend to the contrary. That they did have the benefit of | nomination and before the verdict of the people at ' 
that fund istrue. That it was a trust fund, as 1 understand it, | be foreseen. s 
because it was a fund placed in the Treasury for a special pur- Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator from Texas allow 1 Texas 
pose, is also true. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator trom ‘© 

Mr. President, there is only one more question that I desire to | yield to the Senator from Illinois? 
detain the Senate upon, and that is the remarkable explanation Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 1 strike 
which the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] offered in reply to Mr. HOPKINS. My remembranceis that the Homesteaes®™ 














19474. 


—— 


commenced by mechanics, those with the lowest wages re- 
a ing $6.20 per day and the highest wages ranging from $16 to 
a ALLEY. That is a question as to the merits. 

Mr. HOPKINS. My remembrance is that the committee that 
was appointed by the House of Representatives to investigate that 
strike individually made that report. sieht ie, 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I am not considering the justice 
of that quarrel. Iam simply reciting the historical fact that the 
= rel occurred long before the second election of President Cleve- 
rind and occurred under the Administration of a Republican, 
whose character and intellect is not surpassed to-day by any man 
ofany party. I pay that tribute willingly to the memory of Ben- 
samin Harrison, . 
om word more. I said that the bad times began under Harri- 
son and ended under Cleveland. Go and examine the record, and 
you Will find that the advances in prices, accompanied by a cor- 
responding improvement in the times, began before the election 
in 1896. That fact is impressed upon my memory indelibly, be- 
cause on one occasion a Democrat, who was more enthusiastic 
than intelligent, began to complain to me that the gamblers had 
formed a pool to put up the price of wheat for the western farmer, 
and that they were going to defeat us in Illinois and Indiana and 
Iowa and through the wheat-growing States by increasing the 
price of wheat before the election. 

Doubtless I would have recalled the conditions even without 
that circumstance; and when a distinguished gentleman on the 
other side asserted that bad times were initiated with Democratic 
success and ended with the Democratic Administration, I verified 
by the records my recollection that the rise in the price of wheat 
and other farm products began before the election in 1896. Even 
the dullest advocate on either side perfectly recognizes that it has 
been abundant crops and better prices that have blessed the land 
with this unparalleled prosperity. 

Let me ask our Republican friends, who ascribe all good things 
to themselves and impute all evil things to us, if they believe a 
Republican law in thiscountry can raise the price of wheat? Not 
an intelligent man on the other side will say so; and all of them, 
I will say, are intelligent. They might so argue for the purpose 
of making less intelligent men believe it, but not one of them will 
dare say that a law of the American Congress can put up the 
price of wheat, because the price of wheat is regulated in the 
markets of the world according to the supply of it throughout 
the : ld as compared with the demand for it throughout the 
world. 

No Republican Senator—I had almost said that no Republican 
orator, but I will not venture to say that, because I will not beso 
rash as to limit the extravagance of speech in which the average 
Republican orator indulges—but no Republican Senator will de- 
clare that a Republican law can make more wheat to the acre 
a a Democratic law or bring a better price for wheat when 
made, 

The Senator from Iowa, with all his popularity and well-deserved 
sirength among the people of his State, would not dare to face 
them and tell them that the better prices which they received for 
their wheat and the better crops of wheat which — made con- 
tributed nothing to the prosperity of that State. Not one man 
from an agricultural community will say it; and yet the pros- 
perity of our industrial communities depends upon the prosperity 
of our agricultural communities. 

Unless the farmers make good crops and realize good prices for 
them, the manufacturers and the merchants have no customers; 
but when the farmers make better crops and get better prices, the 
merchant's store is crowded with farmers and the factory office 
is crowded with the merchants. It all rests at last, in the indus- 
trial as in the physical world, upon the soil. 

_ The prosperity of this country depends upon the industry and 

intelligence of the men who cultivate the soil, and it is an affront 

to our common sense, sir, for any party in this country to assume 

the ¢ redit for the prosperous condition which now exists, and 

which, I pray God, will continue without abatement and without 

interruption under all administrations of every party. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question before the Sen- 

ate is on the question of order. 

: =. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I feel quite unwilling to 

allow this controversy to close without giving my views upon the 

Teticne that have been discussed by Senators on both sides. 

. t.HALE. Will the Senator give way that I may make a mo- 
on to adjourn? 

ame PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
' Mr, yield to the Senator from Maine? 

= A r'TERSON,. For what purpose? 

So ALE. Does the Senator desire to go on to-night, or will 

Mr Pe ay that T may make a motion to adjourn? 

: PATTERSON. "I yield for that purpose. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRownInNG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 4844) for the relief of Vincenzo Gerardi, of Wash- 
ington, D. C.; 

A bill (H. R. 8686) to amend section 895 of the Code of Law for 
the District of Columba; 

A bill (H. R. 8688) to transfer jurisdiction of reservation No. 
82, in the city of Washington, D. C.; and 

A bill (H. R. 10241) to provide for the removal of snow and ice 
from the sidewalks of the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 8889) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘ An act to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Monongahela River, 
in the State of Pennsylvania, by the Eastern Railroad Company, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. It will be a brief session. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 43 
minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
February 5, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THuRSDAY, February 4, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Hanry N, Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 


Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9319) providing for the 
construction of a bridge across the Red River of the North at 
Fargo, N. Dak. , which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read the bill at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After apause.] The Chair hears none. The 
question ison the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr, SPALDING, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MARY J. MANKIN, 


Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following privileged 
resolution with committee amendments, which I will send to the 
desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution No. 154. 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and directed 
to pay out of the contingent fund of the House miscellaneous items, 1993, to 
Mary J. Mankin, widow of William H. Mankin, late an employee of the House 
under the direction of the Superintendent of the Capitol Building and 
Grounds, a sum equal to six months of his salary, and an additional sum not 
to exceed $250 to defray the expenses of the last illness and burial of said 
William H. Mankin. 

The following amendments were read: 


In lines 4 and 5 strike out the words ‘“‘an employee” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words ‘‘a laborer in the employ.” 
Inline 9 strike out the words “last illness and.” 


~ goa Mr. Speaker, this resolution conforms to the 
us form adopted in such cases by the House. I move the 
adoption of the amendments. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
if it has been customary to make this appropriation for employees 
under the Superintendent of the Capitol: 

Mr. GRAFF. I understand that it has been. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is the gentleman sure that there is any prece- 
dent for that? 

Mr. GRAFF. I was told so by the merabers of the committee 
who have been members of the Committee on Accounts before I 
became a member myself. The form of the resolution was in- 
vestigated, and a change was made in the present resolution so 
as to make it conform to the others. 

Mr. PAYNE. The form of the resolution is all right, if we 
have been in the habit of doing this thing. 

Mr. GRAFF. I understand that we have been. 

Mr. PAYNE. It seems to me that we ought not to doit. I 
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wish the gentleman would consent to have this matter deferred 
until he ascertains whether that is so or not. 

Mr. GRAFF. I have no objection to that, and I will ask that 
the resolution be passed without prejudice. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection,the resolution will lie over. 

There was no objection. 


ASSISTANT CLERK, COMMITTEE ON DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following privileged 
House resolution, No. 108, which I will send to the desk and ask 
to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia 
be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint an assistant clerk to said com- 
mittee for the sessions of the Fifty-eighth Congress, to be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the House of Representatives, at the rate of $6 per day. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO PENSION BILLS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House bills of the following 
titles, returned from the Senate with amendments; and thereupon 
the amendments were read, and, on motion of Mr. SuLLOWay, 
nonconcurred in, and a conference with the Senate asked; and the 
Speaker in each case announced the appointment of Mr. Grsson, 
Mr. Miers of Indiana, and Mr. CALDERHEAD as conferees on the 
part of the House: 

A bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Christy; 

: A bill (H. R. 892) granting an increase of pension to Abram H. 
Lunt; 

A bill (H. R. 958) granting an increase of pension to Alfred H. 
Rogers: 

A bill (H. R. 3776) granting an increase of pension to Alfred I. 
Judy. 

A bill (H. R. 3903) granting an increase of pension to George 
C. Sherman; 

A bill (H. R. 5176) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
Dutch; and 

A bill (H. R. 6022) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Travis. 

JAMES M. DICKEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House, with an amendment | 


of the Senate, the bill (H. R. 6321) granting an increase of pension 
to James M. Dickey. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 8 strike out “thirty” and insert “ twenty-four.” 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I move that the House concur in this 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


STATUES OF CHARLES CARROLL AND JOHN HANSON, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House, with a message| .V. . ow. 
| viding that all Government supplies of any and every description, 
| to any and all of the outlying 


from the Senate, the following concurrent resolution of the 
Senate: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 


there be oe and bound of the proceedings in Congress upon the accept- 
ance of the statues of Charles Carroll of Carrollton and John Hanson, pre- 


sented by the State of Maryland, 16,500 copies, of which 5,000 shal! be for the | 
use of the Senate and 10,000 for the use of the House of Represei.t itives, and | 


the remaining 1,500 copies shall be for the use and distribution of the Senators 
and Representatives in Congress from the State of Maryland. 

The Joint Committee on Printin Z 
prepared for the Public Printer, who shall procure suitable copper-process 
plates to be bound with these memorials. 

The message from the Senate announced that the amendments 
of the House, to strike out, in line 7, the word “‘ five’’ and insert 
**three;’’ and to strike out, in line 8, the word ‘‘ ten’’ and insert 


thereon requested. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I move that the House insist om 
its amendments and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. Cuarues B. Lanpis, Mr. PERK«Ns, and Mr. Tare. 


SESSIONS OF THE COMMITTEE ON LABOR, 


Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was read, considered, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Labor be authorized to have printed and 
bound whatever papers and documents in connection with subjects under 


consideration by the committee may be necessary to the transaction of its 
business. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HITT. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the fur- 
ther consideration of the diplomatic and consular appropriation 
bill; and, pending that motion, I ask the gentleman from Arkansas 
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(Mr. DinsMoRE] whether we can not reach an agreement as t 
the time during which the general debate shall continue. H 
long does the gentleman desire on his side? . — 

Mr. DINSMORE. We should like to have two honrs ¢ 
on our side. 

Mr. HITT. That would take us pretty near to the usual hot 
of adjournment. Can not the gentlemen on that side cont a 
themselves with an hour and a half? ws 

Mr. DINSMORE. I can not agree to that, in view of promises 
I have made to gentlemen whom I am trying to take care of I 
have figured the matter down pretty closely, and we can not 
with less than the amount of time I have named. 

Mr. HITT. Then I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that 
general debate in the Committee of the Whole be closed at the 
end of four hours, two hours on each side, the gentleman from 
Arkansas (Mr. Dinsmore] controlling the time on his side, whils 
I control the two hours or less that we may occupy. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Hirr) asks 
unanimous consent that the general debate on this bill in tho 
Committee of the Whole close in four hours, to be equally dj- 
vided between the two sides, the time on one side to be controlled 
by the gentleman from Illinois and on the other by the gentleman 
from Arkansas. Is there objection? ¥ 

There was no objection. 

The motion of Mr. Hirt was then agreed to; and accordingly the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union (Mr. Lacey in the chair) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 11287) making appropriations for 
the — and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1905. 

Mr. HITT. Iyield thirty minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. MORRELL]. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I regret that the subject- 
matter which will be the basis of my remarks will not b> of such 
a character as will probably evoke the same lively interest which 
was manifested in the House during the debate of yesterday. 
However, it is a subject which is of deep importance to my con- 
stituents in my district, who are almost as much divided on this 
subject as the residents of Indiana and Kentucky, separated by 
that silver line so eloquently described by the gentleman from 
Mississippi, are divided on the question at issue between them. 

What I propose to call to the attention of the House this morn- 


urther 


not do 


| ing is the subject of across-sea transportation between the United 


States and the Philippine Islands. There are several bills which 


| have been introduced, both in the House and in the Senate, on 
| this subject. 


Some of these bills treat of the transportation of 
Government supplies to the Philippines; some treat of the trans- 
portation of all freight from the United States to the Philippines; 
some give exclusive advantage to vessels of the United States; 
others do not give exclusive advantage, but all of the bills do give 
advantage to the shipping interests. 

On the 11th of December I had the honor to introduce a bill pro- 


»ossessions of the United States, 
should be transported cxnlustvely in vessels of the United States, 
provided that the rate charged for such transportation sha!l not be 
more than 10 per cent in excess of the lowest rate that can be 
secured by competitive bids by all vessels regardless of nationality. 

On December 18 last I introduced another bill applying to the 


| general freight and passenger traffic to and from the Philippine 
is hereby authorized to have the copy | ° = pe 8 in 


Islands. It provides for a rebate of 15 per cent of existing duties 
on all goods transported to the United States in vessels of the 
United States, and that on all goods carrying no duty ora duty 
of 10 per cent or less ad valorem there shall be levied a discrimi 
nating duty of 10 per cent,if such goods are not carried in vessels 


“twelve,” had been disagreed to by the Senate, and a conference | of the United States, and that all vessels of foreign nationality 


carrying passengers shall be subject to a tax of 10 per cent upon 
all of the passenger fares. 

Undoubtedly, Mr. Chairman, it is devoutly to be hoped and 
wished that, if not possible at the present moment. in the near 
future all freight, whether for Government purposes or or Pr 
vate parties, and all passengers shall be carried exclusively 
vessels flying the American flag; but I very much doubt whether 
that is possible at the present time. Just how much speci aid 
we should give to American vessels engaged or wishing to engage 
in the Philippine trade is a question of difficult adjustm nt. B 
is a question involving at once the concession properly due to te 
American merchant marine, the rights of other American invest 
ors affected, and the protection of the Government, anc ‘1 gen- 
eral rights of American producers of products that gv the 
Philippines, and American consumers of products that coe oe 
the Philippines. And, also, we must not neglect the in\ rests 0 
the Filipinos themselves. . 

There is a bill under discussion in both branches of Con oat 
and being much discussed in the public prints, which proyices - 
all transportation by sea of Government supplies shall be in /.mer 
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This bill allows no discrimination on the part of 
ficials. Its enactment as presented would make it 
- wnecihle to carry any Government supplies from any port any- 
Te the world to any other port in a vessel other than one of 
whe nited States, For instance, under its provisions, a sack of 
the wy barrel of oil, or a ton of coal could not be carried from 
flour, ’ f the Philippines to another if there was no American 
one island of t P) ; a 

a at hand tocarry it. That this provision goes too far I feel 
sure that the good sense of the committee to which this bill has 
peen referred will so determine. . : ; 3 

From the main provision of the bill, allowing no discretion to 
Government officers in charge, allowing no competition by any 
foreign vessels, opening as it easily does the way to combinations 
hetween American vessel Owners engaged in this trade, there is 
danger of much embarrassment and much inconvenience to the 
Government, and of large increase in the appropriations which 
would be necessary for the transportation of Government supplies. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I shall, as far as possible, in support of 
the hills that I introduced and in support of my contention, refer 
the House to the arguments and the reports of those who are better 
qualified to judge with regard to this matter than myself. I 
would suggest that those most capable of passing judgment upon 
this question would be the officers who have the relations of the 
Philippines with the United States in charge. The Secretary of 
War who has just retired, one of the ablest and most efficient 
executive officers that this Government has ever had, an official 
whose devotion to the highest good of the nation, to his flag and 
to his party can not be a has spoken with great positive- 
ness upon this issue. is statements have come with the earnest- 
ness of a valedictory upon his retirement from public life. Ina 
report dated January 14, 1904, and published as Senate Document 
No. 94, Secretary Root says: 

The great bulk of freight shipped by the War Department to the Philip- 
pines goes upon the transports owned by the United States. The remainder 
voes chiefly in foreign bottoms, because the owners of foreign vessels uni- 
firmly underbid the owners of American vessels. Eve opportunity has 
been given to American vessels to compete, and the standing instructions of 
the Department are to prefer American vessels wherever there is such sub- 
stantial equality between the bids as to make it lawful to do so. 

Ihave no doubt whatever of the wisdom of a provision which shall make 
it possible to do this business through the a of American ships. I 
think, however, that there is great danger that the passage of this bill in its 
present form would involve the Government in serious difficulty and unwar- 
ranted expense. The number of American vessels available for shipment 
from the Atlantic coast to the a is so small that a rigid requirement 
that shipments should be made in American vessels only would put the Gov- 
ernment entirely at the mercy of a very few individuals, who could charge 
any price they wished. The only alternative to the possible payment of ex- 
orbitant prices for sh aes from New York to Manila would be sending the 
freight by rail to the Pacific coast, and thence by ship to Manila. 

Your committee will observe, by examining the Quartermaster-General’s 
report of January 13, that the average cost of transporting all classes of 
freight from New York to Manila during the calendar year 1903 has been 
$11.91 per ton of 2,000 pounds, while the average cost of transporting all classes 
of freight by rail from New York to San Francisco has been $28.70 per ton of 
2,00) pounds; that is to say, it now costs two and one-half times as much to 
get freight from New York to the Pacific coast as it now costs to get it from 
New York to Manila. Under these circumstances, if we were confined abso- 
lutely to American bottoms for this business, we would have no way of —- 


ing from the payment of at least three times as much as we now pay for th 
class of transportation. 


Ithink the same result can be accomplished and this danger avoided by 
changing the form of the bill so that it will authorize a preference to Ameri- 
can shipping, providing the charge made does not exceed the prices bid by 
tue owners of foreign vessels more than a specific percentage. 

F bill providing for such a preference in respect of shipments on the Pa- 
cive Was introduced in the House in the first session of the Fifty-seventh Con- 
Thin (H. R. 14441). It was favorabl reported by the House Committee on 
Z itary Affairs (Report No. =. t had the warm approval of this Depart- 
thet but was defeated on the floor of the House upon the avowed ground 
~ it would amount to a kind of a ship subsidy. (See CONGRESSIONAL 

Pe Vol. 85, pt. 7, pp. 6887-6891. ) 
sino convenience, I take the liberty of inclosing a copy of that bill 
nae inne the form of the Provence which, it seems to me, would best ac- 
seo the desired object of doing the Government business in such a way 

4 promote American shipping. I should be in favor of increasing the 
pre erence to, say, 25 or 30 per cent. 
low needless to add that the detailed compilation which fol- 
rm from the Quartermaster-General in the same document 
Cone. sustains the Secretary’s conclusions. The bill of the last 
the — to which the Secretary refers was H. R. 14441, and au- 

‘in the acceptance of the lowest and most suitable bid offered 
supplies rican-built ships for the transportation of Government 
a Provid on the Pacific Ocean to and from the Philippines, 

ia aa ; — such bid does not exceed by 10 per cent the lowest 

This bl or transporting such orogiin in foreign-built ships.”’ 
fortunatel i sh was reported to the last House and was un- 
sa the a defeated, it will be observed is in substance the same 

ollowin Sroduced by me upon the same subject at this session. 
be willing © suggestion of the able Secretary of War, I might 
crease a a: take it that this House might be willing, to in- 
believe 7 at the advantage to American vessels. I can not 

Ure proposed us House will seriously consider the sweeping meas- 
leave the W hich is destructive of all competition and would 
mercy of a tament, as Secretary Root says, ‘‘ entirely at the 
Wished, ery few individuals who could charge any price they 


can vessels. 
Government ( 





The danger of this privilege without limit is further empha- 
sized by a second letter from the Secretary of War to the Presi- 
dent pro tempore of the Senate. This letter was not printed as a 
document, but was given out at the War Department and printed 
in the New York Journal of Commerce of January 28, It is as 
follows: 

[Secretary Root’s second letter to Senator Frre.] 


Iam sorry you were dissatisfied with my letter about the bill limiting the 
transportation of Government stores to American vessels. I very much de- 
sire that business should be done by American vessels, and I have been for 
several years trying in various ways to get from Congress authority to pre- 
fer our own ships to foreignships. It has seemed to me that thesimplest and 
best way was to give our — a preference. Two years ago I tried to get 
authority to give them a preference of 10 per cent, and the bill was beaten in 
the House. I said in my letter to you that I would be in favor of increasing 
the percentage to 25 or 30 per cent. I would be perfectly willing to see you 
go further than that and extend the limit of the preference to 50 or even 100 
per cent if necessary, but I do not think that there ought to be an absolute 
prohibition imposed upon the officers of the Government when it is not 
sages upon any of the rest of the business community. 

have no objection to the business of the Government being subjected, in 
common with the business of the citizens of the United States generally, to 
the — of a general poy such as embodied in the navigation laws re- 
rding our coastwise trade. Such laws, one I think, make all American 
usiness tributary to American chipping, and the result is, naturally and 
necessarily, to induce an adequate supply of shipping to do the business. 
Buta statute which limits Government freightage alone, separate and apart 
from the business of the community at large, to American shipping, under a 
hard and fast rule which prohibits to the managers of the Government busi- 
ness the same facilities and opportunities which are afforded to the rest of 
the community, will not be adequate to attract American ships and lead them 
to engage in the business of which the Government freight forms a small part. 
There is not enough Government business to justify any such expectations. 
The result of such a special provision would therefore naturally be either that 
the Government must pay whatever the casual American vessel chooses to 
ask or must operate its own transports on the Atlantic at great loss, or must 
ship all of its stores by way of the Pacific, imposing upon the material going 
from the Atlantic coast the very heavy railway charges across the continent. 
The result of such provisions, tying the hands of the Government officers, is 
not merely to cause greater expense in specific cases, but it is to dishearten 
the officers and lead them to feel that it is useless to try to conduct business 
omen, 

While I think that the best way to accomplish what the American ship- 
ownersand shipbuilders desire, and what I desire equally with them and with 
you, is to authorize the preference, stated in terms of a percentage, I do not 
mean to say that this is theonly way. I think you could accomplish substan- 
tially the same thing by the present bill by adding at the end of section 2a 
clause something like the following: 

“That any head of a Department may suspend the operation of section 1 in 
regard to any particular contract for the transportation of such articles 
whenever, after due yee advertisement, no bids for the transportation of 
the articles specified therein, in a vessel of the United States. shall have been 
received at rates which shall be deemed to be reasonable, in view of the policy 
of the Government to promote the employment of vesselsof the United States 
for public purposes.” 

Section 2, as it now stands, apparently contemplates the general suspen- 
sion of section 1 under circumstances of special exigency such as to justify 
eppen to the President for the protection of the interests of the Government. 
I should think it would hardly justify going to the President in matters of 
detail, such as are constantly arising in letting contracts for transportation 
of comparatively small quantities of stores. 


It strikes me, Mr. Chairman, that if the Secretary of War, an 
officer as able as he is, an officer who has had the regulation of all 
that concerns the Philippine Islands during his administration, is 
willing to make a concession of that kind rather than have this 
bill ed in its present form, I feel that it is worthy of the closest 
consideration by the House. Strange as it may seem, the Secre- 
tary of War is not alone, or rather has not been alone, in his de- 
sire to prevent the enactment of this legislation. 

The honorable Secretary of the Navy in a personal letter to the 
President of the Senate, which is published in Senate Report 182, 
says: 

During the last fiscal year there were 3,930 tons of stores other than coal 
shipped to foreign ports in the following way: English bottoms, 2,179 tons; 
German bottoms, 1,301 tons; American bottoms, 373 tons; French bottoms, 77 
tons. These shipments were made on the usual lines of transportation and 


did not uire the chartering of any vessels. During the same period the 
following shipments of coal to foreign ports for naval use were made: 


To Cavite— Tons. 
IN ios ad innts Anau eaeeae tithe atbaaiadnadhkadies 36, 985 
I a eines eennn 5,000 

ep FOI —- Is OCR OEE ccc ccccn cece wececccccsnscccscecececcce 17, 388 


The trarispoptation of all materials for the use of the Navy is governed by 
the provisio: f sections 3718 to 3721, inclusive, of the Revised Statutes. As 
the bids fof transportation by foreign vessels are always lower than those 
for transportation by American vessels, by law the Department is required 
toaccept the former. I believe that we should ship our public stores in Amer- 
ican bottoms and should welcome any legislation which would enable this De- 
partment to do so. 

Observe, Mr. Chairman, that the facts here stated are ir. line 
with the facts stated by the Secretary of War, and that the favor- 
able recommendation which concludes this letter is but an expres- 
sion of personal opinion and desire, which, if further expanded, 
would doubtless be hedged in by conditions which would prevent 
the evil feared by the Secretary of War. 

The records of the Navy Department, from all I can gather, 
are full of facts and of protests against positive direction in the 
shipment of supplies which would leave no discretion to the De- 
partment. In the report of the Bureau of Equipment for 1898, 
page 270, I find these words: 


The Department was still in desperate straits for transportation of coal, 
and the only alternative was to purchase steamers, arm and man them with 
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the naval forces. There were but few vessels in this country suitable for the 
transportation of coal and available for immediate use. 1en these were 
found their owners knew well the necessities of the Governmentand generally 
demanded exorbitant prices. 

It is sad to believe, Mr. Chairman, that American citizens will 
take advantage of their Government in its extremity, or when 
they have the opportunity. 
self-interest is more potent far in the everyday doings of men. 


The poet Burns hit a good compromise upon the characters of | 


men when he said: 


I'll no say men are villains a’; 
The real, harden’d, wicked, 
What hae nae check but human law, 
But och! mankind are unco weak, 
Are to a few restricked: 
An’ little to be trusted; 
If Self the wavering balance shake, 
It’s rarely right adjusted! 


The coastwise laws of course apply to trade between Atlantic 
and Pacific seaboards. The report of the Bureau of Equipment 
for 1899, on page 14, says: 


It is necessary, under the law, that all merchandise from the Atlantic coast | 


to San Francisco shall be carried in American bottoms. The Bureau has 
encountered many difficulties in carrying out the law, so far as the trans- 


— of coalisconcerned. American ships are scarce and command very | 


igh freight rates. So far as the Bureau can ascertain, there is not a single 
large-size steam collier under the American flag. The freight alone on 
American coal from the Atlantic coast to San Francisco is sometimes as great 
as the entire cost of the best Cardiff coal shipped from England and delivered 
either at Mare Island yard or in San Francisco Bay. 


Again, in 1900, the Bureau of Equipment stated in its report, on 
page 36: 


Owing to the great scarcity of freight steamers at present, it is extremely 
difficult—in fact, impossible—to deliver coal at points desired at regular 
periods. The necessities of a Government are generally taken advantage of 
to extort exorbitant freight rates. In addition to these difficulties, only ves- 


sels with American registers can now be employed to carry coal to the | 


Hawaiian Islands and to Porto Rico. 

Treating the same subject in 1901, the report of the Bureau of 
Equipment states on page 41: 

At present, owing to the scarcity of American freight vessels, the best 
screened admiralty Cardiff coal can be laid down at Mare Island, duty paid, 
for considerably less than American coal mined on the Atlantic coast, although 
the latter at tide water costs about half as much as the former. 

On page 50 of the report of the same Department for 1902 are 
these words: 

The freight on coal from the Atlantic coast to the Pacific ports remains at 
a high figure. Cardiff coal can be purchased at San Francisco, duty paid, at 
considerably less than coal can be shipped from the Atlantic coast. But few 
American vessels are offered for coal freight. 

Is it not rather sad that in the effort to help our shipping we 
have been driven to England to buy ourcoal? The general cargo 
freight rate from New York to San Francisco is about $12 a ton, 
while the Government Departments are chartering foreign ves- 
sels for the Philippines at less than $6 a ton. 

Rear-Admiral G. A. Converse, the present Chief of the Bureau 


of Equipment, took part in a hearing a few days ago before the | 


House Committee on Naval Affairs. In the course of his remarks 
he expressed a laudable desire to see American freights carried in 


American ships, but he took strong grounds against a measure | 


which would unconditionally force this transportation in Amer- 
ican bottoms. In the course of that hearing he said—page 234: 


While I much prefer to see American coal carried in American ships, I do 
not believe that the American ships available are sufficient to meet the de- 
mands of the Navy Department. 1do not think the Navy Department should 
be the one to pay all the subsidy for building up the American merchant ma- 
rine, and I do not think the Bureau of Equipment should have to increase its 


estimates for coal transportation beyond a reasonable amount simply tocarry | 
coal in American ships. It is my opinion, therefore, as previously stated, that | 


there should be a means provided for carrying American coal in any vessel, 
giving preference to American bottoms whenever they can be obtained ata 
reasonable advance over the price offered by foreign ships, said advance to 
be limited by a certain percentage. 

I had not the honor of advising with the Secretary of War or 
the Chief of the Bureau of Equipment before introducing my bill, 
and I am therefore doubly pleased that their judgment, enforced 
by the experience of their respective Departments, so fully justifies 
a limitation such as I have proposed. 

The economical administration of the affairs of the Government, 
Mr. Chairman, is one of the highest duties that rests upon us. A 
duty no less high isin holding the scales of justice equally bal- 
anced between different private interests to the end that the com- 
mon good of all may be best preserved. All that has been quoted 
and all that can be said in favor of placing some definite limit 
upon the advantage accorded American shipping in connection 
with the transportation of Government supplies certainly applies 
in an equal degree to the broader question of general transporta- 
tion of all shipments, including the transportation of passengers, 
between the United States and the eee ee The measure on 
this question which now seems to have the right of way in official 
and private and newspaper discussion provides, without qualifica- 
tion and without restriction, that all such shipments shall be in 
American vessels. In other words, it extends at one stroke the 


Patriotism is a common virtue, but | 
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coastwise laws clear across the Pacific to the Philippine Islana 
When the coastwise laws were framed, the term © emacs. 
meant ‘‘along the coasts of this country.”’ It is 4 ae ~ 

| stretch of legislative construction that would apply these epg 
| tomatically to possessions on the other side of ¢)), ae 
bill which I presented and which I outlined in ¢), 
my remarks allows fair discrimination in this tra; 
the American merchant marine. I do not say tha: : 
fectly meets the situation, but I hope that in calling it to +." 
tention of the House and of the able and impartia) , ome td 
which will pass upon the different measures proj 
tions may be considered. 
In the act of March 8, 1902, “‘ temporarily to provide revenn 
for the Philippine Islands,” a clause was inserted providine 1. 
until July 1, 1904, the coastwise laws of the Unit: 
not apply to the traffic between the United States 
ippine Islands or to the interisland traffic of t} 
| This clause was inserted by the Senate and agreed to ; 
ence and accepted by the House as a part of the gene: 
without the knowledge on the part of, perhaps, niu. 
Members of the House that such a clause was in th 
| we thought that this was a bridge that we would cr 
got toit. There was no discussion in the House to let y 
| that we had anticipated the bridge. This clause has since Jed t 
much discussion as to whether its provisions would apply auto- 
matically on July 1, 1904, or whether additional affirmative legis. 
lation is necessary to make it apply. There is room for mach 
| argumenton both sides of the question, but the affirmative legisla- 
tion proposed indicates a prevailing view as to its necessity, It 
is commonly admitted that to apply the coasi Wise laws on and 
after July 1 next to the Philippine interisland trade would prac. 
tically destroy that trade owing to the lack of American vessels 
to conduct it. Therefore, in the legislation proposed this inter. 
island trade is excepted from the application of the coas 
laws; and, at the same time, all doubt as to the applicat 
these laws between the Philippines and the Unit 
moved by specific provision that they shall apply. 
Whether they apply unconditionally, with 
the cost involved and without reference to whet 
American vessels available to do the business—w)e 
| plication shall be hedged in by some such condit 
| tions as I have had the honor to propose, or whether their ap 
| cation shall be postponed for a fixed number of y: 
allow time for a sufficiency of American vessels + 
the traffic—these are the phases of the question that will soor 
claim solution. Their unconditional application is now to | 
fore in the public attention and stands on all fours with the prop- 
osition to unconditionally limit the transportation of Government 
| supplies to American vessels. 
On this question also we are fortunate in having m 
| Official data. The Commissioner of Navigation, 1 
1903, says, on page 44: 
Section 8 of the act of March 8, 1992, can not go into effect 
| July 1, 1904, without almost destroying interisiand trad 


trade between the United Stales and the archipelago. 
| no “ vessels of the United States,” in the statutory sense, in t! 


He says further, on the same page: 


The trade between the United Statesand the Philippi: 
almost entirely in foreign bottoms. * * * Americ: 
carried only about 3per cent of the merchandise transport 
the Philippines and the United States. To confine t 
American vessels after the Ist of next July will involve « 
of existing carrying conditions. This reversal will ¢ 
unless American tonnage can be adjusted promptly to th 
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It is well known that there is no more ardent frie! 
shipping than the Commissioner of Navigation 
summarize the steamers that might be availa! 

|} and then states that ‘““American steam tonnag 
| conduct the trade between Pacific coast ports ani 
| if the rates are satisfactory.”” Further, on page +». 

Considerations of treaty obligations, of our general ‘ 
East. and our peculiar relations to the people of the ! 
question considerably above the plane of an ordinary 


coasting-trade law. such as was promptly and proper'y } 
Hawaii and Porto Rico. 


This statement is most timely. The question: 

| policy in the Orient, of relieving the Philippin 

| ble from restrictions in their trade, of promotin 

| the Philippines for their good as well as for our ow’ 

| tainly make us hesitate before adopting a measur: 

| indications, would be most harmful. That the aon th 
yolved in the proposed legislation would fall hares! "a 
Filipinos and upon the American consumers of Pippi’ 
ucts is too evident for discussion. 
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On this phase of the qu 


; , nage 36, says: 
the last report of the Bureau of Insular Affairs, 0» 1° vss 


The application of the provisions of the United States stavute ands as We 
to vessels of the United States both the coastwise trade of tu" 
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+ carried on between them and the United States after July 1, 1904, is 
0 eer of serious moment to the Philippines. 
a Dee 


nort goes on to show that, exclusive of supplies carried 


ans transport service, 97 per cent of the Philippine ex- 
e to the United States during the fiscal year 1903, amounting 
nearly $14,000,000, were carried in foreign vessels. and that 


nproximately 90 per cent of the importations into the Philip- 
ee from the United States, amounting to something over 
Ps 000,000, were carried in foreign vessels, . 

“The report further shows that insular freight from New York 
to Manila is being sent at the approximate sliding-scale rate of 
5,00) per ton (p. 38). The report also states that in the pro ls 
and contracts with all foreign vessels this clause is inserted: 


It is further expressly agreed that if during the period covered by this 
stract @ TB low as the contract rate is offered by any company to for- 
os insular freight to Manila in American bottoms the insular government 
waorves the right to avail itself of such offer. 

This is aconcession to American vessels which every patriotic 
American shouldapplaud; but the statement of it is followed with 
th words, * Not a ton of this freight was carried inan American 
bottom.” The report goes on to say (p. 39): 


The passenger steamers from San Francisco to the Orient have been 
crowded during the past year. Iam fearful that the few American ships at 
resent in that service will be inadequate after July 1, 1904, for the service 
stween Manilaand the United States Pacific ports, and that much incon- 
yenience Will result until othersare added. 


The imports from the Philippines to the United States consist 
chiefly of hemp, and by far the greater part of this is landed at 
Atlantic ports. The exports from the United States to the Philip- 
pines consist mainly of flour, canned meats, clothing, and other 
compact cargoes, and are shipped almost wholly from Pacific 
ports. There are now no American steamers from Atlantic ports 
in the Philippine trade. The legislation proposed would force the 
hemp importations to come by the Pacific coast, and the life that 
would be left in the hemp business, so far as the eastern manufac- 
turers are concerned, after the increase in ocean freights would in 
all probability be entirely crushed out by the transcontinental 
freight charges. The business between the United States and the 
Philippines both ways is now being conducted nearly altogether 
by foreign tramps. The Philippines only constitute one of many 
ports all round the world at which they call, and freight from the 
Philippines forms a very small proportion of the traffic that they 
handle. By taking it in connection with various other traffic 
from various other ports they are enabled to handle it at a mini- 
mum cost, a cost which could not be expected to be met by 
American regular liners. It is both necessary and right, there- 
fore, to give American vessels an advantage in this trade; but it 
would be most unwise and most unjust to other interests con- 
cerned to give American vessels an absolute monopoly of this 
trade, regardless of what it would cost. To quote from Mr. Au- 
gustus P, Loring, president of the Plymouth Cordage Company: 


The imports from the Philippines to the United States, being chiefly hemp, 
avery bulky cargo, amount in money to $13,863,059, while the exports from 
the United States to the Philippines, being our, canned meats, clothes, and 
hardware, or compact cargoes, amount in money to less than $4,000,000 (Re- 
jort of Bureau of Insular Affairs, p. 82), and so are not sufficient to supply a 
third of the vessels with return cargoes; and, moreover, the exports are 
&imost wholly from the Pacific ports, so that there are practically no return 
cargoes from the Atlantic ports. 

ence the vessel discharging hemp in the Atlantic port takes a cargo for 
South America or some European thence pérhaps to Australia or China, 
and so she may again reach the Philippines and be available for hemp. 
as is hot imports from America, but coal from Australia, or rice from the 

uch East Indies, both of which are among the est imports to the Phil- 
tprines (Report of Bureau of Insular aii, YP. $1, #2), that bring vessels to 
one. So, too, vessels discharging in Hongkong or Shanghai or other 

1 ern ports are available for a westward cargo of hemp. 

~~ lew of these facts, it is obvious why no line of steamers to bring hemp 
won! ite — nee and why, under normal conditions, such a line never 

at a Ushed, 


an . ey ° vious that there is no American shipping adapted or avail- 
Of the published list of vessels supposed to be available, all except five are 
wee liners running larly to other points and not available for trade 
erwhiehee Atlantic ports and the Philippine Islands. And the five steam- 
in othe — not liners are not engaged in the eastern trade, but are engaged 
Neue. Usiness to abandon which and take up the Philippine trade would 
of Navi aa no . = ee as stated in the report of the Commissioner 
gation above quoted. 
al — un of the act of March 8, 1902, provides that “all articles, the growth 
States frente, (ae Philippine as, admitted into the ports of the United 
maid aoe of duty under the provisions of this act and coming directly from 
a ind the United States for use and consumption therein, shall 
Under thins pom any @ duties imposed in the Philippine Islands.” 
States and th section of theact Manila hemp b ht directly into the United 
the Philipn Consumed receives a rebate equal to the export duty levied 
© Obie ee and amounting to 8 cents per hundred pounds. 

cheaper _ = this rebate was to give the American farmer his binder twine 
ing this result, ir American shipowner cheaper rope; but besides accomplish- 
bate worked t, in the face of a very strong market for raw material, the re- 
report of the wu 8nd scarcely less important result alluded to above in 

the Secretary of Voor ea of Insular Affairs, but moré elaborately stated b 
“One effers oy Wa? in his annual for the year 1908, 48 and 49: 
the United Stareen® iRisigtion regulating the commercial re between 
Ket for the raw and the Philippines has been to transfer the principal mar- 
material for our cordage industry from England to the United 
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States. The total exports of hemp from the Philippines for the past five 





years have been as follows: 


Sh picascengik die bitin a alee alana dh ctnenttiia aibestdiinibaliadib aitbaek Stee dims able $6, 666, 886 
tia cetheres icinttnincedenlilinandiblin teleininaniniaienmecaitigii sti caceritasinaenssietnilnnsnny stained 11, 398, 943 
inc i 14, 453, 110 
ae a re eee 15, 841, 316 
Se dthtitata alannah dithaiaddniaumnnnttinitinndtabdusimtibiceininied 21, 701, 575 

During the same years the hemp exports to the United States have been: 
einai lip ipbint deniers sates ebitgelinael dienctth duaadisheitdicgundnnciiasywapieciill $2, 492, 274 


Ss crses thcielunisnieictanigsendieateonaentacitiiaenerdliatincataassdaiinat a diiteaiassesabiila anne st i ae 8,446,141 
aca i a a ca te 2, 402, 867 


Si ahotinet ytipdhane someting oprpnniphpideinhiin dlitatnmp tie alntehitisetiniiadsiamnties 7,261, 459 
is bpnitias snitnndnpeatniinenidchhadatttiggittiactonsaskulpuesetudereneets 12,314, 312 


At the same time the importations of hemp into the United States from 

other countries have decreased as follows: 
i heatbtlinteaiuardiobapabbhnediatdnlinattehenéaddnaimbnsanicududtativisininndi $2, 817, 137 
a A i cicctaecaiel ctecalt arom ehceint hid ltbteiddcachercitniepabdlecigpinail 2, 147,588 
alii inestdeniiilassdtataien cident ahadinkageaeabndusisliaielcuedas 2,870, 812 
i ae Neate ot ey Bee 4, 236, 802 
aid Abladibdtd <inencinedibedigiduntinditinaideriaee ducenahuntakaetidey $82, 837 

That is to say, while the cordage and binding-twine industry of 
the United States, which is so essential to American agriculture, 
paid a profit to European countries on about half of its raw ma- 
terial before this legislation, it now obtains substantially all of 
its raw material directly from the country of its origin without 
the payment of any immediate profit. 

This shifting of the market is also shown by the relative exports 
to England and the United States in the years 1901 and 1902. In 
1901 England took 65 per cent and America 26 per cent of the 
hemp exported. In 1902 England took only 26 per cent and 
America 58 per cent. 

Practically all the hemp imported into America has been brought 
to the Atlantic ports. 

The reason for this is obvious. The great bulk of the cordage 
business is on the eastern seacoast. 

The Twelfth Census of the United States, Volume VII, pages 
156, 157, 168, and 169, shows that there are 105 companies in the 
United States in the manufacture of twine and cordage having 
$29,275,470 of capital, turning out a product of $37,849,651 an- 
nually, employing 436 salaried officers at $666,936 and 15,971 em- 

loyees at wages of $4,113,112 annually. Mills in the South and 

iddle West using no manila hemp, but cotton, flax, and jute 
solely, are included in this list, but there is no means of separating 
them in the official figures, so the whole list must be used. 

Seventy-five of these companies, doing 75 percent of the business, 
are on the Atlantic seashore. Two doing an absolutely insigniti- 
cant business are on the Pacific coast, and practically all the rest 
are in the Middle West and more conveniently served from the 
Atlantic ports than by the way of the Pacific, the haul overland 
from the Pacific being twice as long as fromthe Atlantic and more 

| difficult, being across the Rocky Mountains and over tracks con- 

| gested by traffic, while on account of the weight of traffic being 

| from the West to the East there is always a good chance to send 

| freight westward from the Atlantic, as there is never enough to 
fill all the cars going west. __ ; 

I have said that the restriction on this trade would bear heavily 
| upon the Filipinos. This has been forcibly emphasized in a spe- 
| cial report but recently received at the War Department from W 
Morgan Shuster, collector of customs for the Philippine Islands. 
In discussing this very question Mr. Shuster says on page 17 of 
this report: 

No course should be adopted which will place any additional burden inthe 
way of freights on Philippine preducts shipped either localiy or to the main- 
land territory for some years tocome. For asimilar reason no law should 
be od which will appreciably increase the freight rates from the main- 
land territory to these islands. Cheap and adequate transpcertation between 
the mainland territory and these islands and between Philippine ports is 
vitally necessary to successful development here. 

This officer, closest in charge, emphasizes the words quoted by 
putting them initalics. In further explanation of the importance 
of this question to the Philippine Islands, he says: 

At the present time the greater part of the freight traffic between the 
Philippisé@s apd New York is carried on in foreign bottoms. So faras indica- 
tions go, w which prevented the continuance of that trade in foreign 
bottoms tntil an equal tonnage of cheaply operated American freighters are 
actually available to take up that trade and maintain healthy rate competi- 
tion would result in a decided increase over the present rates of freight. 
This additional burden would fall upon the already weakened resources of 
these islands, and such a result would be more than lamentable from every 
standpoint. * * * It is therefore earnestly recommended that the present 
laws, so far as they permit foreign bottoms to trade between these islands 
and the mainland territory of the United States, be not changed for a period 
| of at least five years from July 1, 194, and that positive legislation to that 
effect be had by Congress at an early date. 

These late official reports from the Philippine Islands and the 
War Department have come out since these bills were reported 
| to the upper branch of Congress. So great was the objection to 
| the general Philippine shipping bill urged from many quarters 
| that a special hearing upon that measure (S. 2259) was given by 

the distinguished Senate Committee on the Philippines. It was 
| a sort of post-mortem hearing in that the leaders of that great 
| committee had already made up their minds and were determined 
not to change their opinions. At this hearing these honorable 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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gentlemen ranged themselves most emphatically on the side of 
the advocates of the bill and showed unmistakable and unchange- 
able hostility to those who saw fit to protest. The testimony of 
the remonstrants at that hearing—except where leave to print 
was granted—begins and ends with cross-questioning. That tes- 
timony makes them appear rather like witnesses in rebuttal 
against the State at a murder trial than like business men who 
came ‘‘a round unvarnished tale to deliver’’ upon the effects of 
the proposed legislation. 

The remonstrants at that hearing—consisting largely of the 
eastern cordage manufacturers—announced their willingness to 
give an advance of 10 or even 25 per cent on present rates of 
freight to have such freight carried in American bottoms. This 
spirit of practical willingness to encourage the flag of their coun- 
try is worthy of all commendation. They represented that the 
enactment of this law, which would give the steamship lines in 
the general trade the unlimited advantages to which Secretary 
Root so strongly objected as applying in the Government trade, 
would likely close up the cordage mills of the East, throw thou- 
sands of men out of employment, destroy many thousands of dol- 
lars invested in useful enterprises, and greatly raise the price to 
the consumers of binder twine and every other product of the 
cordage mills—that is, farmers, riggers, and shipowners. 

As I have said, there are large cordage factories in my district; 
there are shipyards and shipping companies all around me; I have 
personal and political friends among them all. I would give all 
of them a fair chance. 

Because of the languishing condition of the American merchant 
marine I would gladly give such special concessions—even to 
raising the percentage to 25 or 35 per cent—to that industry if it 
would not too injuriously affect other industries or the general 
public. Such concessions I have intended to propose in the two 
bills which Iintroduced. If further encouragement be necessary, 
it should be extended on the Atlantic in the trade to South 
America, in the trade to Africa, in the general trade with the 
Orient; but certainly it should not all come as a forced concession 
from the Philippine Islands—the American producers of exports 
to the Philippines, the American consumers of imports from the 
Philippines, and the American manufacturers of Philippine raw 
materials. 


A bill by Mr. Fry (S. 2263) to require the employment of vessels of the United 
States for public purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That vessels of the United States, and no others, shall 
be employed in the transportation by sea of coal, provisions, fodder, or sup- 
plies of any description, purchased pursuant to law, for the use of the Army 
or Navy; but this section shall not construed to prohibit the transporta- 
tion of such articles by any vessel owned by any Department of the Govern- 
ment. 

Sec. 2. That the President of the United States may from time to time sus- 
pend, in whole or in part, section 1 of this act whenever, in the interests of 
the national defense, or for the protection of the interests of the Govern- 
ment, such suspension may seem to him desirable. 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy are here- 
by directed to enforce the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 4. That all acts and parts of acts in so far as inconsistent with the pro- 
visions of this act are hereby repealed. 

Sec. 5. That this act shall take effect one month after its passage. 


A bill by Mr. Frye (S. 2259) to regulate shipping in trade between ports of the 
United States and ports or places in the Philippine Archipelago, between 
ports or places in the Philippine Archipelago, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That on and after July 1, 1904, no merchandise shall be 
transported by sea, under penalty of forfeiture thereof, between portsof the 
United States and ports or places in the Philippine Archipelago, directly or via 
a foreign port, or for any part of the voyage, in any other vessel than a vessel 
of the United States. But this section shall not be construed to prohibit the 
sailing of any foreign vessel between any port of the United States and any 
port or place in the Philippine Archipelago: Provided, That no merchandise 
other than that imported in such vessel from some forei ort which has been 
specified on the manifest as for another port, and which shall not have been 
unladed shall be carried between a port of the United States and a port or 
place in the Philippine Archipelago. 

Sec. 2. That on and after July 1, 1904, no foreign vessel shall transport 

sengers between ports of the United States and ports or placesin the 

ne Archipelago, either directly or by way of a oe port, under a 
penalty of for each nger so transported and landed. 

Sec. 3. That sections 1 and 2 of this act shall not apply to the transporta- 
tion of merchandise or passengers between ports or oo s in the Philippine 
Archipelago. Until Congress shall have authorized the registry as vessels of 
the United States of vessels owned in the Philippine Aschipengo, the govern- 
ment of the Philippine Islands is hereby authorized to adopt, from time to 
time, and enforce regulations governing the transportation of merchandise 
and passengers between ports or places in the Philippine Archipelago. 

Sec. 4. That sections 1 and 2 of this act shall not apply to the vo ag of a 
vessel between a port of the United States and a port or place in the Philip- 
pine Archipelago begun before July 1, 1904. 

Sec. 5. That sections 1 and 2 of this act shall not apply to vessels owned by 
any department of the Government. 

Sec. 6. That so much of section 3of the act approved March 8, 1902, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide revenue for the TT Islands, and for 
other purposes,” as reads: ‘Provided, however, That until July 1, 1904, the pro- 
visions of law restricting to vessels of the United States the transportation 
of ngers and merchandise directly or indirsctly from one port of the 
United States to another port of the United States shall not be applicable to 
foreign vessels engaged in trade between the Philippine Archipelago and the 


| United States vessels shall not be more than 10 per centum in 
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"aa 
United States, or between ports in the Philippine Archipelago,” 
pealed. This section shall take effect on July 1, 1904. = 
Sec. 7. That this act shall not be construed to impair or affect ane «.:.. 
lege guaranteed to Spanish ships and merchandise by the treaty .¢ ) PT 
tween the United States and a signed at the city of Paris oy I peace be- 
10, 1898, and ratified April 11, 1899. *S OD December 
Sec. 8, That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor shall, froy ti 
time, issue regulations for the enforcement of this act, except as otha ”,” 
provided in section 8. “8 otherwisg 


is hereby Te 


A bill by Mr. Morretu (H. R. 7088) to provide for the transportatioy of Ge 
ernment supplies in United States vessels. ee 

Be it enacted, etc., That the transportation by sea of United 
ernment supplies, of any and every description, to any and all o: 
ing possessions of the United States, when in other than vesse 
Government, shall be effected exclusively in vessels of the 
Provided, however, That the rates charged for such transportati, 


ates Gov. 
of the outly. 
wned by the 
lowest rates that can be secured for such transportation under competi.” 
bids by vessels of every nationality. poutive 
Src. 2. That allact and parts of acts conflicting or inconsistent w 
terms of this act are hereby repealed. “g 
Sec. 3. That this act shall take effect one month after its passage 


ith the 


A bill by Mr. MorRELL (H. R. 8320) to promote the merchant marine 
United States, etc. 


Be it enacted, etc., That on and after the Ist day of July, 1904, there shal] 
be levied, collected, and paid on all goods, wares, and merchandise which 
shall be imported into the United States from the Philippine Archipelago or 
into the Philippine re from the United States, in vessels not of the 
United States, the same duties which are required by the act of Congress ep. 
titled “An act temporarily So peeves revenue for the Philippine Islands, and 
for other purposes,” approved the 8th day of March, 192; but on all goods 
wares, and merchandise which shall, after the lst day of July, 1904, be tranc 
portee from the United States to the Philippine Archipelago or fron 

*hilippine Archipelago to the United States in vessels of the United es 
there shall be allowed a rebate of 15 per cent of the duties required by the 
act aforesaid. iia 

Sec. 2. That adiscriminatin rem shall be leviec 
collected, and paid on all goods, wares, and merchandise on which th: 

7 the said act, imposed no duty atall, and alsoon all goods, wares, at 
chandise on which the duty imposed by the said act is less than 1(); 

ad valorem, or is a specific duty equivalent to an ad valorem duty of | an 
10 per cent; but this discriminating duty shall not apply to goods, wares, or 
merchandise transported from the United States to the Philippine Archi- 
pelago or from the Philippine Archipelago to the United States in vessels of 
the United States. 

_ Sec, 3. That all vessels of foreign nationality engaging in the transporta- 
tion of passengers between ports of the United States and ports in the Pailip- 
pine Archipelago or between ports of the Philippine Archipelago and poris 
of the United States shall be subject toa tax equivalent to 10 per 
the passenger fares collected by or due to the owners or agents of 
vessels for the transportation of such passengers on each and every suc! 
voyage between such ports, and such tax shall be paid by the master o1 


f +} 
of the 


duty of 10 percent ad va 


| owner of such vessel to the collector of customs at the port of departure; ar 
| no such vessel shall be cleared at any port of the United States or th 


Philippine Archipelago for any such voyage until the said tax shall have 
been paid. The master of any vessel failing to comply with the provis 
of this section or with regulations made in pursuance of this act shall | 
subject to a penalty of $200 for the first offense and $500 for every subse 
quent offense. 

Sec. 4. That this act shall not apply to the voyage of a vessel betweena 
pare of the United States and a port or place in the Philippine Archipelag 

gun before July 1, 1904. 

Suc. 5. That all laws and parts of laws in conflict with this act are hereby 
repealed. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, I yield forty-five minutes to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HAMLIN]. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Minnesot 
[Mr. BepE] the other day extended to us a very cordial! invitation 
to disband and come over and play in his yard. Now, that invita- 
tion being so cordidlly extended, I believe that common courtesy 
requires that we either accept or reject it, and if we do the latter 
we ought to give our reasons therefor. After mature considera 
tion we have concluded that we can not accept that invitation tot 
the reason, first, we feel it ought to have come from some one whe 
has lived there longer than he has. [Laughter.}] If ith 
from my earnest friend from Iowa [Mr. Hersurn), w20 has 
stood as a watchman on the Republican walls for decades, 
from that venerable Athenian Patriarch from Ohio | Mr. (kos 
VENOR], we might have considered it seriously; but we tnx % 
least it ought to have come from some one who has lived 
Republican household long enough to get his wraps of. Accor 
ing to the gentleman’s own statement he was first a epul! = 
then a Democrat, and now a Republican again—! take it 4 
of political chameleon that is able to adjust his poitical' - 
plexion to any party in which he happens to light. (Appa™ 
and laughter on the Democratic side. | dis 

I concede that he seems to manifest great satisfaction an’ p™ 
of mind now that he is safely again in the Republican ranks: (™ 
I have not the slightest doubt that if we elect the nex' —, r 
and I think we will—and thereby get control of the offices, 
friend will be the first one to land flat-footed in the very mu 
of the Democratic camp and declare that he really nev'T ~ 
Republican, and then will immediately invite our ‘™« nds os 
other side to come over and join us and make the tng uni 


mous. [Applause.] —s and gt 

There 5 an additional reason why we can not disband - go 
over and join our friends on the other side of the (ham santty 
have always been of the opinion that it is well for tue 


vd come 


tha 
n th 


nt 
Ub 





1904. 
an 
that we have two great political parties contending for supremacy, 
», -ne holding the other in check, provided, of course, these par- 
ape prompted in their contention from an earnest conviction 
ve right I have entered this body with a deep realization of the 
fa + that to legislate for 80,000,000 people, engaged in diversified 
monn scattered as they are over a territory reaching from the 
Lakes to the Gulf n tl d 
quires not only the keen insight of the ordinary statesman, but 
the breadth. the courage, the integrity, and the wisdom of real 
statesman: hip. 

My opinions are } é 
Ido not believe we will do the full measure of our duty if we 
pend all our energies, time, and talents in trying to bring about 
a condition of things which we know will help only the particular 
industry or bus iness in the part of the country in which we live or 
happen to be most interested. Neither have I any sympathy or 

ence With the man who stands upon this floor as a Represent- 
ative of the United States and refrains from voting for & measure 
ho believes to be wise simply because he fears the displeasure of 
another department of this Government. I have seen Members 
on the floor of this Chamber rise in their places day after day 


pat 


and declare they are not ashamed of the record of the Repub- | 


lican party. 7 4 
Now, of course, Mr. Chairman, I would not question for a mo- 


ment the sincerity of this statement made by gentlemen on the | 


other side, but to the uninitiated like myself, who are somewhat 
familiar with the record of that party, I naturally wonder how it 


is possible for one to deceive himself into believing he is really | 


proud of the record of that party. . 

What particular record, my friends, are you proud of? Are 
you proud of the record your party made prior to 1896, when you 
were the especial champions of free silver? Are you proudof the 
record your party made in 1896, in declaring in favor of inter- 
national bimetallism and then stocking a Commission to prevent 
an agreement being made? Are you proud of the record of your 
party in 1900 in repudiating its former platform declarations and 
in its double dealings with the people of this country in declaring 
for the gold standard, pure and simple? Are you proud of the 
record of your party in opposing successfully the graduated in- 
come tax, the wisest and most equitable law that has been put 
upon our statute books in fifty years? Are you proud of the rec- 
ord of your party that has built up a tariff wall around this Goy- 
ernment for the benefit of a few favored industries—that are to-day 
selling their products 5,000 miles away from their factory, after 
paying ocean transportation charges, for 25 per cent less than they 
will sell to our own people here at home? 
record of your party that has by unwise and vicious legislation 
made possible the organization of trusts and monopolies that have 
grown so great that they are standing out to-day in open defiance 
to law and daily violating the same? 


Are you proud of the record of your party that sustains the | 


executive officer of our Government, who winks at these open 
and no‘orious violations of law and takes no step to punish them, 


notwithstanding Congress placed $500,000 in his hands for that | 


purpose? Are you proud of the record of your party in standing 


record of your party that has for years consistently but falsely 


told the American people that the consumer did not pay the tax | 


incident to a high protective tariff, but now confess through your 
floor leader, as you did on the 16th of last November, that the 
consumer does pay the tax, that you had persistently and consist- 
ently misled them, and that while the consumer does pay the tax 
you are in favor of making him continue to pay it? Are you 
proud of the record 
temptible purpose of selling a few dollars’ worth of goods, would 
se the little republic of South Africa fall a bleeding victim to 
sordid greed, avarice, and imperialism? 

Are you proud of the recor 
Public, our neighbor and for whom we in a sense agreed to stand 


‘ponsor, dismantled that we might get that which we failed to get | 
| and child in this broad land of ours, can only be controlled by 


from the rightful 


Goan source and ae authority? Are you proud of 


ord of your party in con mning secession and treason in 


ee and now condoning, defending, and abetting it in 1903, and | 
of building a canal at a certain | 


lat, too, for the 


a mer 
point? Are aot t 


, you proud of the record of your part 

a roe of trade, so far as the exportation of th 

dine ustries which you have and are taxing the people to pro- 

taved ae pred was last year heavily against us and was only 

vainst - vy the real wealt: producer of the country, the farmer, 
r, Wile om you have continually and persistently discriminated? 
‘son, the Secretary of Agriculture, says: 


Durj 
oduetae che last fourteen years there was a balance of trade in favor of farm 
yw Aout excepting any year, thatamounted to $4,806,000,000, Against 


in this, that 
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and from the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean, re- 


perhaps worth nothing, at most but little, yet | 


Are you proud of the | 


of your partyin standing by and, for the con- | 


of your party in seeing a weak re- | 


e products of | 


1629 


this was an adverse balance of trade in products other than those of the farm 


| of $865,000,000, and the farmers not only cancelea this immense obligation, 
but had enough left to place $3,940,000,000 to the credit of the nation when the 

| books of international exchange were balanced. 

| 

No, my friends, I am inclined to think that when you say you 

| are proud of the record of your party you can have reference only 

| to 


the fact that you are proud that you are in and we are out. 

Mr. Chairman, we were treated the other day to a very interes*- 
ing recital of the unprecedented prosperity of the eleven Southern 
| States, including my own State of Missouri. Yes; Iam glad to 
| tell the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BouTELL] that we are rea- 
| sonably prosperous in Missouri, despite the fact that this Govern- 
| ment, as administered by the Republican party, has discriminated 

against us, and I can, I think, Mr. Chairman, give to the gentle- 
| man the secret of this prosperity. 

We have one of the most intelligent, energetic, enterprising 

| white populations on earth, and, last but by no means the least 
important factor, a good, old-fashioned, Democratic state admin- 
| istration since January 1, 1873. We have the conditions the gen- 
tleman from Illinois described, not by your assistance, but in spite 
| Of you. 

No gentleman will dare rise in his seat and say, in the face of 
the report of the Secretary of Agriculture, which I have just read, 
| that the South and West have not saved the balance of trade to 
| this Government this year; and no gentleman, I apprehend, will 
have the hardihood to say that to a protective tariff is due the 
| credit for this condition of things, since the farmers’ products are 
sold in the open markets of the world. 

Yes; my genial good friend from Dlinois [Mr. BoutTe.t] said 
| that he spent one of the happiest years of his life, immediately 

after the war, in Missouri. I do not doubt it; and if he thought 
it a pleasant place to live in then, he would think it a paradise 
now. 

He felicitates us on having made great improvement since he 
lived there. He is correct in this. It will be remembered that 
he had the misfortune to live in Missouri when it was being con- 

| trolled by one of the most disgraceful and damnable Republican 
administrations on the face of the earth, an administration which 
saddled on the people of that State in six short years an indebted- 
| ness of over $20,000,000 and a rate of taxation of 50 cents on the 
| $100 valuation. The Democracy came into power in the State in 
January, 1873, and have been in control ever since, and the State 
now has a population of over 3,000,000 people, has paid off this 
indebtedness left us as a legacy by the Republican party, and now 
| maintains four insane asylums, three normal schools, an asylum 
for the blind, a reform school for the boys, reform school for the 
girls, school of mines and metallurgy, and a university second to 
none in the United States, has the largest and best public school 
fund of any State in the Union, excepting perhaps Texas, and has 
absolutely the lowest rate of taxation of any State in the United 
| States. 

Yes, I say to my friend from Illinois, we have done this under 
a Democratic State administration and in spite of the fact ofa 
| national Republican Administration. That same indomitable 
spirit of the Missourian, which is characteristic of the southerner— 


: Sly see | and some of you older gentlemen ought to recognize it, you were 
lor government by injunction? Are you proud of the record of | , = 1 +] . 


your party that has permitted the gigantic and disgraceful frauds | 
perpetrated in the Post-Office Department? Are you proud of the | 


up against it for four years from 1861 to 1865—that spirit is what 
has brought Dixie land out of ruin and chaos to the point where 
she, with the West, can and does save the balance of trade to the 
United States, 

But, Mr. Chairman, I was somewhat surprised, nay, almost 
astounded, the other day at the position taken by my intelligent 
and earnest friend from Connecticut [Mr. Hitu]}. In reference 
to the result of tariff legislation in case the Democrats controlled 
the House, he said: 

What would be the effect of it? The distinguished gentleman from Missis- 
pes would take the head of the table on the Ways and Means Committee, 
and the Democratic machine would dictate the policy of thiscountry. Now, 
what do they represent in the industrial system of this country? There are 
more matiuf. ured products in my district than are represented by the 
whole De tic membership on the Ways and Means Committee. 


My God! has it come to this, that the tariff system, a system 
that isso far-reaching in results that it affects every man, woman, 


men whose only object is to legislate in the interest of the monop- 
olies and trusts of this country? 

Has it come to this, that a man’s eligibility to membership on 
the great Ways and Means Committee depends entirely on the 
number of protected industries which happen to be located in his 
| district? Yegods! what brazeneffrontery! I suspected that these 
| protected governmental parasites thought they just about owned 
this country, but I did not expect to hear the claim of ownership 
announced from this floor. I for one am not ready to admit their 
ownership of anything except the Republican party and a right 
| they Have through that party to plunder and rob the American 


| people. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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Repeating again a portion of what my friend from Connecticut 
[Mr. Hr] said: 
Now, what do they— 


Referring to the Democratic members of the Ways and Means 
Committee— 
represent in the industrial system of thiscountry? He— 


Referring to Mr. WILLiams of Mississippi— 
represents 1,433 votes cast at the last election. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I had supposed that each member of the 
Ways and Means Committee represénted the same number of 
people, for I supposed that each member represented all the people 
of this country; but it seems that the gentleman from Connecticut 
thinks differently, and I confess it really begins to look as if that 
were the prevailing opinion. I take it that the gentleman’s idea 


is that each member just represents the people in his own district; | 
and on that basis I have looked up the record, with the following | 


result, which I commend to my friend. 

This committee is composed of seventeen members—eleven Re- 
publicans and six Democrats. Taking the first six Republicans 
on the committee and comparing the number of people in their 
districts with the six Democratic members, which I think is a fair 
test, we have the following result: 


Ways and Means Committee, 


Members. 


FEBRUARY 4, 


But let us carry that a little further. 


q Let us see what the other 
Democrats on the committee represent: . 


Democratic Members. 


Mr Williams, of Mississippi 

DEP. ROVOP ORO, GE LeU . cnccccconcun cecccccccccces 
DE EE IO. .. cncnatitinnes cheguenbacesesese 
Mr. McClellan, of New York 
gE 
Mr. Clark, of Missouri 


But, inasmuch as there are two gentlemen on that commaities 
from the State of New York, I will divide that State's proa, 


products 


equally between them, and still we have the Democrats of ¢| 


| committee representing the magnificent sum of $1 {36 .557.205 “ 


against $352,824,106 by the gentleman, giving him the entirs 
State of Connecticut. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That is under protection, is it now 

Mr. HAMLIN. Yes; it is under the same general law of pro- 
tection, I will say. But at the same time, I say the gentleman 
| from Connecticut is in error when he says that he represents on 
that committee more manufactured products than the whole 
Democratic membership of that committee combined. 

Mr. BURLESON. It is not under protection, but in spite of it, 





Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will my colleague permit a question’ 


———— | Mr. HAMLIN. I would very gladly yield to the gentleman, 


REPUBLICANS. 


Mr. Payne, of New York 

Mr. Dalzell, of Pen: 

Mr. Grosvenor, of Ohio..........- 
Mr. Tawney, of Minnesota 

Mr. McCall, of Massachusetts 

Mr. Babcock, of 


but my time is limited, Mr. Chairman, and I think I shall have 
to decline to yield at thistime. When I have finished, then | will 
be glad, if I have any time, to answer the gentleman. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Just one short question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. HAMLIN. But, Mr. Chairman, what I want to impress 
upon the gentleman and this House is that his entire basis of rea- 


72 | soning.is radically wrong. He fails to realize, I think, that the 


DEMOCRATS. 


Mr. Williams, of Mississippi 
Mr. Robertson, of Louisiana 
Mr. Swanson, of Virgini 

Mr. McClellan, of New York 
Mr. Cooper, of Texas 

Mr. Clark, of Missouri 


1,171, 752 


real wealth of this country lies west of the Allegheny Mountains; 
that it is the man on the farm who toils as he sings and sings as 
he toils that produces the wealth of this country; and I would 
for a moment, and that, too, without any idea of taunt, I assure 
my good friend, like to have him go with me up to the crest of 
the mountains just west of us and feast his eyes again, as donbt- 
| less he has done, on the land of Canaan as it stretches out in all 
| its beauty and grandeur across the Ohio and Mississippi valleys, 


, | across the plains, and to the Rockies. 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Iam busy right now. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I was just going to ask if the 
gentleman would give the votes cast in those districts he has 
mentioned? 

Mr. HAMLIN. I had presumed, Mr. Chairman, that all the 
people in the country were entitled to the benefit of the law, not- 
withstanding they may have neglected to vote. 


So there can be nothing in the gentleman’s contention that the | 


Democratic members do not represent enough people. 
In that same connection there was another remarkable state- 


ment made by the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] thatI | 


desire to notice again. It was this: 


There are more manufactured products in my district than are represented 
by the whole Democratic membership on the Ways and Means Committee. 

Another way, I take it, of saying, in making up the personnel 
of the Ways and Means Committee—the committee that has to 
do with the tariff—those Members ought to be selected, and those 
only, who have in their districts the largest amount of manufac- 
tured products. I presume the agricultural interest is not to be 
considered. Let us see if he is not in errorinhisstatement. Let 
us see if there are more manufactured products in his district 
than are represented by the whole Democratic membership on the 
Ways and ane Committee. I see by the Twelfth Census Re- 
port that the total value of manufactured products (not alone in 
the gentleman’s district), but in the whole State of Connecticut, 
in 1900 was $352,824.106. 

Now, the State of Missouri is represented on that committee by 


my worthy colleague, Mr. CLARK, and we out in our State do not | 


pretend to be a manufacturing State. We are feeding the world 
and engage in manufacturing only as a side line, and yet the 
total value of our manufactured products in 1900 amounted to 
$385,492,784, or $32,668,678 more than the gentleman’s whole 
State. According to my friend’s own logic, I presume my col- 
league ought to sit a little nearer the head of the table than my 
fr'eid from Connecticut. 


I would then take him down through the State of blue grass, 
| fast horses, and hospitable people; let him sample, if he will, her 
principal product. Thence across the splendid State of Illinois— 
every foot of the way in an automobile—landing in the splendidly 
| magnificent State of Missouri, where he will see evidences of na- 
ture’s prodigality. where she has so lavishly poured out of her 
_ inexhaustible wealth of all things necessary to make that State 
_ an imperial kingdom; see her magnificent rivers, fertile valle) 
| beautiful plains, and classic hills—hills made necessary in order 
| to cover up the mineral wealth that is piled like * Ossa upon 
| Pelion;”” a State where every man’s a king and every woulun4 
queen. [Applause. ] e 
| And if I could induce him to leave that State I would put him 
| astride a jack rabbit or a cyclone and hurry him across the plains 
of Kansas into Colorado—the Eldorado of the West—and !et hun 
| breathe deeply of that revivifying, vitalizing, health-restoring 
| ozone of the mountains, and while there he would be enabiecc 10 
| see why the metallic money of our country had so expanded in te 
| last seven years as to be able to meet the demands 4 xs Of 
| our people. Then we would resume our journey over tie cs 
| Rockies, landing up in the beautiful city of Portian: 
| 1905, he could witness the great exposition and see evi’ 
thrift and enterprise and genius of: our people in t 
| almest limitless Northwest. [Applause.] And att 
| these things, if he should conclude to return again to U! 
| seaboard—a thing I very much doubt—I believe he w 
| ing to let the gentleman from Mississippi sit at the | 
| Ways and Means Committee table, surrounded by! 
associates, and help to form the tariff policies of thi re 
No, Mr. Chairman, we on this side of the Chamber are! 
| tile to the manufacturing industries of this country. 
not draw a coal of fire from a single furnace or hin 
| of a single factory, but we do want and demand fair U cad 
| The peopleof this country have paid tribute tothisunjus|.C 
| nating policy, this iniquitous tariff policy of the Re} chad i 
for years and years, and now when we see the sam: cted * 
dustries that come whining and begging around t' 
more protection every time that Congress meets * 
goods to those very people against whom we have b 


ring 


1 naar 


Nn] i I r 
ng their 
n protect 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


— ji 
._» them at lower prices than they will sell them to us at home, 
ing © rally grow indignant and feel that we ought to withdraw 
" sg that protection to at least a revenue basis, and to that 
fron vat them on an equality with the balance of our people. 
“1 me the consumers Of this country, especially the farmers, 
“pderstand this fact: That it is no longer a disputed fact that 
om nsumer does pay the tax imposed by a high protective 


ais ;sconceded by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], 
+. is the recognized leader on the Republican side of the House, 
os a public speech on this floor on November 16 last, in dis- 
wing the Cuban reciprocity, he said: 
snd go it is we put the rate of duty higher on sugar than was absolutely 


yuld get this splendid revenue from the sugar duty, 
people of the United States who used sugar in 


pocessar'y, because w* & I 
g revenue that came from the 
their households. 

Here, Mr. Chairman, we have the frank admission from the 
Repablican leader that the people who use sugar, and that means 
the high and the low, the rich and the poor, pay this tariff tax, 
and again on November 20, 1903, he makes this further frank and 
yen admission that the Democrats have always been correct in 
their statement that the consumer pays the tax when he says: 





Itishardly necessary to call attention to the remarks of the gentleman | 


Missouri in my admission that a tariff on sugar, with the small amount | 


srweare producing in this country, isa revenue tariff and that the 
cousamer pays it. No intelligent man has ever contended otherwise. 
Mr. Chairman, he is the first intelligent Republican I ever 
heard admit it, but I commend him for it, but it seems to me it 
javes him without excuse if he continues to defend a high tariff. 


ring from shorter hours should have most careful consideration, as the enact- 

ment of an eight-hour law would be ruinous to the export part of our business 

and, we believe, would affect equally manufacturers in other lines. 
MIDDLESEX. 

Boston, January 19. 

Third. Then if they can sell their products in foreign markets, 
after paying freight charges, at about 25 per cent less than they 
will sell them.to our people at home and still make a profit, why 
can they not compete in the home markets, where they have no 
freight to pay? 

Mr. Chairman, in my opinion high protection for protection’s 
sake can not be defended at the bar of American intelligence. 
But the trouble now is that a big part of the money unjustly 
taken from the American people by reason of this iniquitous pro- 
tective-tariff policy is used in propagating their nefarious doc- 
trines throughout the country in season and out of season. In 
order that the people of this country may get a meager idea, at 


| least, of the activity of these ‘‘ helpless ’’ industries, I insert here 


a part of the report of the secretary of the American Protective 
Tariff League in its nineteenth annual meeting, held in the city 
of New York on January 21, 1904. 
FIRST VOTERS. 
Some time since Mr. T. N. Ives, of our board of managers, recommended 
the adoption of a plan to reach “first voters” all through the United States, 


which took form in the issuance of Circulars No. 191 and No. 192, with which 
you are familiar. This enterprise is perhaps one of the most successful that 


| we have ever undertaken and can be developed to almost an unlimited extent 


| if the funds are available therefor. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, the Republican leader makes these dam- | 
ging admissions and yet coolly notifies this House and the Ameri- | 


can people that they will not attempt to lighten their burdens, 
for on November 27 last, among other things, he said: 

Shall we revise the tariff? Well, the Republican party isa little too wise 
torevise the tariff, paralyzing the business of the country, more or less, on 
theeve of a Presidential election. 

Here, Mr. Chairman, we have it in a nutshell. 
the consumer pays the tax, but says the Republican party is too 
wise to try to revise the tariff and thereby give relief to the peo- 
pleon the eve of a Presidential election. But why does he say 


He admits that | 


that? It can not be that he is afraid the people will not approve | 
ofa revision of the tariff, for they would be the beneficiaries; then 
itmust be that he fears the pe of the monopolies and 


tnsts of this country, from» whic 
find with which to corrupt and disgrace the American people. 
Iwant toask my friends on the other side of this House this 
question: How can you satisfy your consciences and justify your 
conduct before the American people in defending a tariff policy 


his party gets its campaign | 


Which takes millions out of the pockets of the consumers each | 
yer, under the pretense of protecting home industries against | 


foreign competition, when these same industries are voluntarily 
every day competing with the prices of foreign-made goods inthe 
open marketsofthe world? Youecan not deny they are doing this. 
Te American Economist, the official organ of the American 
lariff League, devoted to the protection of American industries, 
its issue of January 22, 1904, says: 

Another objection which has considerable weight with the public is that 
Protected manufacturers are selling their products abroad at lower prices 


tat they obtain at home, and that this is grossly unfair to the American 
msumer, To this charge I assent, ete. 


The writer gives as an excuse therefor that these manufactur- 


We have already listed in this office 
many thousands of “first voters,” all of whom have received our standard 
documents as fast as the names and addresses have been received and veri- 
fied. The enterprise has the most general indorsement of any perhaps ever 
undertaken by us, and the interest in the same has grown steadily from the 
time it was undertaken. 

The plan has the personal indorsement, among others, of Hon. M. A. 
HANNA, United States Senator; Hon. J. H. GALLINGER, United States Sen- 
ator; Hon. F. E. WARREN, United States Senator; Hon. J. C. Burrows, United 
States Senator; Hon. J. T. McCnheary, Member of Congress; Hon. W. P. 
HEPBURN, Member of Congress; Hon. R. G. Cousuys, Member of Congress; 
Hon. WM. ALDEN SmitH, Member of Congress. 

COLLEGE WORK. 

The text-books of a large proportion of our colleges are based on free trade. 
The libraries .of nearly all colleges are stocked with free-trade literature. It 
has been our policy for several years to obtain a list of all members of all 
senior classes of all colleges in the country and to send them our standard 
literature. We have just completed the mailing of the following documents 
to all college seniors: 

No. 52, American Tariffs from Plymonth Rock to McKinley and Dingley, by 
Hon. J. H. GALLINGER, United States Senator, of New Hampshire. 

x ie. O8 Shall the Republic Do Its Own Work, by Hon. John P. Jones, of 
Nevada. 

No. 75, Prosperity Is the Issue, by Hon. J. H. GALLINGER, United States 
Senator, of New Hampshire. 

As soon as the new document, No. 45, Why First Voters Should Be Protec- 
tionists, is ready for circulation, it will also be sent to all college seniors. 

OUR PRESS SERVICE. 

Our syndicate, press, and newspaper service has been fully maintained 
throughout the year, notwithstanding no campaign was in progress. 

Our press service, asa whole, comprises three branches: 

First. Syndicate service, consisting of 119 daily newspapers, all of which 
reeeive the important articles for publication in their respective localities on 
the same day that we make publication in New York. 

Second. Cur plate and patent-inside service, wherein we edit matter on the 
tariff question for all the Neading press associations of the country through 


| whom the plate or patent-inside service is furnished to local editors. 


| California 


fsmake more goods each year than they can sell at home, and | 


d ee . : . 
then - to get rid of their surplus they ship them to Europe and 
tin = = sell them there for less money than they do in the 
mA Ota eS, 
 Riactory reason to the American people. 
en my it 1s true that these manufacturers have a surplus each 
rid of it . they desire to sell at a reduced price in order to get 
ted th why do they not give the American. people who have pro- 
Ser ee benefit of this reduction in price? 
modnct ; he oop gent man can believe that they sell this surplus 
— € OSS ] 
Would not be foc 


Year afta +. 

that nie ~ ‘ year after year for the mere fp .rpose of selling 

simply selling —— in the foreign markets. That they are not 
ois a pact ir surplus products abroad, but that the export 

shown } 

tries of 


lish enough to go on manufacturing a surplus 


date February 1, 1904: 


Boron pee HOU 
bonditin AMERICAN In 


“ORS are becomi) 


RS MEAN LESS FOREIGN BUSINESS. 
USTRiES: In relation to exporting goods to Europe, 


aoe tan here have con arene ae tear wine labor costs are much 
TTurniture a. ommenced man 

in any on »80 that we ufacturin 

Ours th 
Would D 


the countries have to make extremely low prices to hold our trade 
© Cost of nr, ft Europe, and if we were compelled to grant shorter 
on would be so increased that export business 


ractically producti 
y - We think this question of incr port business 


be cut off 


v foll of their business as much as domestic trade, is 
” vowing statement taken from the American Indus- | 


| Florida 


l apprehend, Mr. Chairman, that this will not be | 


| Illinois 


n foreign markets, because if they did they | 
| Michigan 


Third. Direct service of our publications to local newspapers. The list of 
newspapers connected with us on January 15, 1904, tabulated by States, is as 
follows: 
Alabama 
Arizona 
Arkansas 


81) 
24 | 
51 
164 
5S 
53 
12 
12 
24 
29 
20 

315 

231 
14 
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New Hampshire 
New Jersey 
New Mexico 
New York - 
North Carolina 
North Dakota 
Ohio . 


Colorado 
Connecticut 
Delaware 

District of Columbia 


Georgia 
Idaho Oregon 
Pennsylvania... ._- 

Rhode Island 

Seuth Carolina .................. 
SU IN scsi <tsiesiincerineniniaessiees 


Tennessee 


Indiana 
Indian Territory 


Ns congo ens apo ceee ottieean 
Kentucky .----.. 4. nealienieeiaabaniet 
Louisiana 

0 a ee 
Virginia 

Washington 

West Virginia 

Wisconsin 

Wyoming 


Maryland 
Maseachusetts...............--<< 


BINNCSOULS, 22d. cncces ececwes ccesce 
Mississippi 


Missouri 


| Montana 


It will be observed from this report that these defenders of the 
protective theory have invaded our schools and are seeking to 


| fasten upon our Government perpetually this inequitable and un- 


® partionlarl. harder each year, for the reason that manufacturers | 


quite extensively our lines | 


just policy by enlisting the young men—" first voters’’—of the 
country in their behalf. 

The astonishing fact also appears from this report that they 
have subsidized 5,422 newspapers—manufacturing plants—plants 
where the thoughts, policies, and largely the habits of the people 
are manufactured, in their efforts to write protection to private 
enterprise in the very fundamental law of our land. I appeal to 
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the American people that it is high time to recognize that funda- 
mental principle that is the basis of all just government, ‘‘ Equal 
rights to all and special privileges to none.”’ 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it has become a part of the routine pro- 
ceedings of this House to hear gentlemen on the other side rise 
up, automatically, I presume, each day and declare that he is in 
favor of a protective tariff because it protects the laboring men 
of this country. . 

It is just such hypocritical cant as this that ‘‘ maketh the heart 
sick,’’ and I do not believe they are going to deceive the laboring 
man much longer. 

Mr. Chairman, if you are in favor of protecting the laboring 
man, why do you not give that protection directly and immedi- 
ately to him? Why try to pass it around through the manufac- 
turers and risk their dividing the benefits they derive from it with 
the laboring man? You give us a trust-breeding tariff which 
raises the cost of living of the laboring man, and you know that 
the manufacturer to whom you have given this protection will 
not raise the wages of the laboring man one cent more than he is 
forced to do, largely by the labor organization of this country. 


If you want to protect the laboring man, why do you not amend | 


your immigration laws so as to protect him from the pauper labor 
of Europe, against which you pretend to be so anxious to protect 
him? No, my friends, if you really want to protect the laboring 
man, prohibit government by injunction, give him reasonable 
hours, prohibit the importation of cheap labor into the country, 
or else throw off the mask and confess that you care only for the 


rotection of the manufacturing industries of the country, and all | 
I } 


other people and classes may fight their battles through life as 
best they may. 
Mr. Chairman, Iam not here as the special champion of any 


class of people, but I am here to raise my voice in protest against | 
any further continuance of class legislation in the interest of the | 


industrial organizations of this country, now that they have 
already, under the legal advantages you have given them, grown 
rich, powerful, arrogant, and defiant, while labor has submitted, 
endured, and suffered patiently, until now it is making demands 
of us, many of which demands are just and reasonable. Ought 


we not, therefore, to equalize these benefits and give to the laborers | 


of this country that consideration which is due them as citizens 
of this great Republic? While we are bestowing these showers 
of blessings may we not let some droppings fall on them? Oh, 
if we could all but fully realize the measure of our responsibility 
to our fellow-man and rise to the full stature of statesmanship and 
in legislation know no section or pursuit, we would then approach 
that ideal of statesmanship that would do honor to the flag we 
Americans love and all other nations of this earth are compelled 
to respect. [Applause.] 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I agree with the descrip- 
tion of the beauties of Missouri given by the gentleman. Those 
beauties can fortunately not be spoiled or destroyed by the party 
in power there, but when he says that we in Missouri have pros- 


pered in spite of you, and by ‘‘ you”’ meaning the Republican laws | 


and policy, the Republican Administration and this Congress, I 
have to disagree with him and ask him this question: Does my 
friend seriously contend that Missouri is exempt from the opera- 
tion of the beneficent laws passed by the Republican party on the 


question of tariff and finance, and does he think that the wonder- | 


ful growth of the industries in Missouri which he has himself 
described would have been p»ssible without such laws? 


Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Chairman, I will gladly answer that ques- | 
I have said that Missouri, along with other States, has en- | 


tion. 
joyed the benefits of the national legislation, if there are any bene- 
fits; but, it being an agricultural State, I contend that there are 
no perceptible benefits arising from legislative enactments, such 
as the gentleman refersto. And when I say that we have attained 
to the conditions which we have in spite of the Republican party 
and Republican legislation, I have reference to the fact that the 
principal Republican newspapers in that State, the mouthpieces 
of that party, have continually for the last twenty-five or thirty 
years maligned the State, the people, and everybody connected 
with it. [Applause on the Democratic side]. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman from | 


Missouri sits down I want to make just one observation. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The gentleman may proceed for a question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have no objection to everything the gen- 
tleman claims for Missouri, but what I want to do is to enter my 
protest against the limited time that the gentleman from Missouri 
gave to the gentleman from Connecticut in Kansas in taking him 
across this country upon that magnificent trip. While taking 
him through Missouri he took time to show fim the beauties 
there, and I have no objection to that; but when he took him 
to the Kansas line and put him on the back of a jack rabbit 
or upon the crest of a cyclone and hurried him into Colorado, 
I protest. [Laughter.] Why, if the gentleman from Connecti- 
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a . FEBruary { 
) 

cut_had been permitted to observe the splendid thinos « 

in Kansas, he would have been so enamored of it S i We hayg 

would have given up his home in Connecticut and Pa That; he 

Kansas. [Laughter. “mained jn 

Mr. HAMLIN. Well, Mr. Chairman, the on), 
make any longer stop in Kansas was that it is so }; 
politically that I thought it wouldn’t be anythj 
gentleman from Connecticut. [Laughter.] ~ 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the « ntleman ¢ 
New York [Mr. BAKER]. tl Erm 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, a few days ago 
the political conditions that prevail in Cincinnati I made en? 
remarks to the effect that in that city, governed by Goon e 
| Cox, that impeccable gentleman who has been so highly ex+p)).4 
three times upon this floor during the last few weeks. that ir _ 
city and under his administration—because he is the req] a 
| despite all the laudation on this floor of Mr. Fleischmann, 
| there were sixty-four men registered from one room jy shan 
| sixty-four men could not stand erect. ern 
It appears that I have overstated the case, and as I haye y 
sire to place the matter in any other light than is warranted 
the facts, because we are always told when these charges ara 
made that it is an attack upon the fair fame of Cincinnati, Yo, 
| never must say anything about corruption; you never must 
| anything about wrong; you never must say any ‘tae. 
| government; you must not discuss the question of illegal or fraya. 
| ulent registration, because if you do the fair fame of that city 
has been attacked. 

It appears from the statement that I hold in my hand that s 
far from sixty-four men being registered from 13 Gano alley. as] 
then said, there were forty-five men registered on the first reg 
tration day in last October. Investigation reveals the fact thy 
13 Gano alley consists of two rooms, one 14 feet square and the 
| other somewhat smaller. The only pieces of furniture in these 
two rooms were two chairs without any backs and an old cannon 
stove. Sothat even under the correction of “he statement made 
here it is probable it was true when I said it was not possible for 
sixty-four men to stand erect in that room. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to take up the time of 
the House. It is of no interest, I am sure, to my Republican 
| friends, for they willignore it; but I shall insert as a part of myre- 
| marks a letter from Mr. Benton S. Oppenheimer, of that city, a 
| statement by him about the illegal registering in Cincinnati and 
| the great difficulty that has been placed in the way of the men 
| who attempted to purge the registration lists by the boards of elec- 
tion in Cincinnati, composed of Republicans and so-called Demo 
| crats: 
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CINCINNATI, OHIO, January 25, 
| Hon. ROBERT BAKER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


My DEAR MR. BAKER: At the request of Mr. Daniel Kiefer, of this 

| I beg leave to submit to you, in as briefa form as possible, a few oft 

; flagrant instances of illegal registration which were discovered thr 

| investigations prior and subsequent to the elections of April and N 

1908. Our investigations were confined chiefly to the so-called “ch 

ing houses,” and became more difficult and ineffective as we be 

known and our objects were revealed. ; 

From the Silver Moon Lodging House, in precinct E of the Eig! 

“Soup House” Mullen’s ward, 320 men registered last spring 

contains sleeping room for, possibly, 80 men, and a caref I 

rienced detectives did not at any time reveal more than | 

tered. On the first registration day last November about 160 

from this place, but in as much as it was discovered that \ 

close watch upon it, comparatively few registered therea‘ter 

From Payne's restaurant, a one-story building about % b) 

ing only an eating room, kitchen, and a lean-to room, in Ww 

and his family slept, situated at the corner of Sixth and Culve! 

| registered. Only one of these men, Payne himself, actually live 

| the day before the election I passed thereand saw three 1 nal 
of the place. Twohad train checks in their hats and one had ao 

| per in his pocket, an indication of the fact that the proces 

| un. 

rom 233 West Fifth street (the National Lodging !! 

| 

| 

} 

} 


| 
| 
} 
j 
| 





tered. Only 5 names thus given appeared in the city di 
known at that place, and one name in which a ballot was 
man who had died six months before. 3 
From 27 Longworth street (the Workingman’s Hot: 
| Only 12 of these names appeared in the city directory; ! 
the place. 
From 612 Lodge alley 23 registered, of whom 6 were ! 
611 Lodge alley (a loft over a livery stable, in whicha few 
13 registered, of whom 8 were not found. ; y 
| From 23 East Sixth street 11 registered, of whom 9 were Wi! 
| from 30 West Sixth street 13 registered, of whom 9 were UnKnO'” 
From 8% West Sixth street (the Enterprise Hotel) 53 res ere 
names appeared in the city directory and 16 were unknown * 
iven. 
m From the Grand saloon, located on Longworth stre 
as Opera place—9 men registered. The only one of thes 
sided there was the progeiice, who occupied a room on" 
was absolutely no other sleeping apartment of any cescript"'. 
ing, and the other names given were those of men Who! , 
the place. 
From 13 Gano alley 45 men mae 
ber. Investigation revealed the fact that 13 Gan 
rooms, one about 14 feet square, the other somew lin 
pieces of furniture in this place were 2 chairs wit) 


pepistered on the first ré 
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— 1 gister from this place and 

70 self saw several men re r from place and re- 
I _ fi J om registration from the recognized Republican leader of 
ceive = d, who is also a member of council. The established price for each 
that tration 1 is 25 cents and for each vote is $1. 

ne the strength of the above information a petition was prepared b 
pire yresentative citizens of our community and presented to the boar 
severa! Ter asking for an investigation of the conditions stated and for the 


cannon sto 


of eleces of wal rants for the arrest of all malefactors. In most instances we 
aa names of those men in each place who were repostes unknown at 
gave i aresses given. The board of elections turned this list over to the local 
ee department for investigation. The police took the original registra- 
polic i ‘ts, copied therefrom the names which we had not stated in our tion, 
pe wevie inquiries as to them only. Of course we had been ready to admit 
and Merectness of these names, and it was, therefore, no surprise when the 
the cor ted that our complaint was entirely without foundation. ‘This 


lice repor 


was too raw even for the board of elections, and further investigation was 


jemanded. Eventually the police reported several cases of illegal registra- 
‘on, but no warrants were issued. 

= Last April we secured warrants for the arrest of two men, Andrew Hunt 
nd William Tindall, on the charge of fictitious registration. One of these men 

in peen released from the workhouse with a batch of thirty prisoners on 
themorning¢ f the lastregistration day for the express purpose of registering, 
and, faithful to his pledge, he registered twenty-six times. His companion 
was also & Well-known workhouse character, who had registered more than 


Six times, at the request of the defense, these cases were 
continued in the local police courtin an effort to tire out the prosecuting wit- 
nesses, but inasmuch as they were not to be tired out the men were ultimately 
pound over to the grand jury. They were indicted, entered a plea of guilty, 
and were sentenced to two years’ imprisonment in the penitentiary, the 
minimum punishment fixed by statute for fictitious registration. 

Immediately before the election of last November we caused the arrest of 
one William Smith Gates for illegal registration. He registered from 336 
e street, a restaurant conducted by his father. The father stated that 


once on that day. 


oan did not live at that number, had never lived there, and only occa- 
sionally made his appearance to procure a meal. Young Gates himself ad- 
mitted that he did not live at the address given, but stated that he did live 
ina house at 308 Longworth street. Inquiry at that number showed that 


although Gates was known there he had never made it his home. 

Four witnesses were subpoenaed for the State. Two did not appear on the 
date set for hearing, and the prosecuting witness asked for a continuance in 
order to secure the attendance of his witnesses. Now, in the Hunt and Tin- 
dall cases the defense asked for and received six continuances, yet Judge 
Lueders, of the Cincinnati police court, refused to grant to the State even one 


continuance in the Gates case. After hearing the above testimony Judge 
Lueders decided that no case was presented and ordered the immediate dis- 
missal of the defendant, and a warrant was immediately issued for the arrest 
of our prosecuting witness on the charge of perjury. 

In such manner as this hasour board of elections at various times enforced 
the law and our police department assisted us in the prosecution of illegal 


voters. As I have suggested before, this list does not 


: 3 parnors to be exhaust- 
ive. Many instances just as flagrant might be cited, 


ut the above will cer- 


tainly indicate the extent of the election frauds in our city. I beg leave to 
thank you sincerely for your efforts to bring these conditions to the attention 
of the public, for it is only by the creation of a wholesale sentiment that we 


can hope at present to ameliorate them. 
Very respectfully, yours, BENTON 8S. OPPENHEIMER. 


[also insert two speeches delivered by the gentleman from Cin- 
cinnati [Mr. GOEBEL], one on the 12th of October, 1897, and the 
other on May 29, 1899, in which in as scathing language as any 
man could use he denounced George B. Cox, then, as now, the 
boss of the Republican city of Cincinnati. 

[From the Citizens’ Bulletin, January 23, 1904.] 
CONGRESSMAN HERMAN P, GOEBEL—HIS EVOLUTION TO COXISM. 


CHAPTER I.—His address before the independent Republican mass meeting, 
October 12, 1897. 


[Enquirer, October 13, 1897, p. 5.] 


We meet to-day in convention as Republicans to devise ways and means 
for the coming election to rid this city and county of a sree combination, 
one that has long feasted on our body politic under the disguise of non- 
partisans and Democrats. 


AS CITIZENS, NOT AS PARTY MEN. 


In denouncing this corrupt combination I violate no duty or fealty to my 
party, and you and Ican render it no greater service than to expose, de- 
hounce, and destroy this octopus. 

We believe in the principles and doctrines of the Republican party, and 
we shall permit no man to question our or to that party. 

; e also meet as citizens of a t city and county, interested in its wel- 
Areand prosperity. In our action to-day there shall be no politics. Good 
overnment can only exist when you have honest men toadminister its laws. 
n this city and county this corrupt combination had for its sole motive and 

Coe public plunder, 

“ thas destroyed the value of our property and driven business from the 
ity by excessive taxation. It has burdened the homes of the r with op- 

—— assessments in the interest of granite, asphalt, and brick combina- 

th ns, < which it isa member. The officials of that combination have stolen 

tot public funds. Blackmail of individuals and corporations has been levied 

. renee its wealth. This wealth has been vulgarly displayed in the faces 

tic 1@ people from whom it was stolen, and the power which this combina- 

rene has been used to debauch and degrade the public service. 

oa 1c employees are the slaves of the boss. By the abuse of legislation 
oe obs have been authorized and valuable franchises to local corpora- 

Thi ave been bestowed without adequate return to the public. 
is _ is the condition that confronts us to-day. What is our duty? There 
offici alive course open to us, namely, to expose and see that every guilty 

1s punished, to elect honest men to office, and to protect the good name 


= fame of our city. 
wrrin ‘way, and in that way only, you will give a better tone to the public 


THE COMMITTEE OF TWELVE. 


the appointment of the committee of twelve. 

to the machine, that such a committee is essential. 

are men on that committee honest and sincere in the objects 

If the» which they believed they were appointed. 

DOW stppee mittee of twelve, in whose favor the king has abdicated and 

orga: nipnosed to have full control of the ey machine and its complete 

ruption, and ty Joi” us in the continuance of investigations of official cor- 
» 4nd to expose the methods of the boss, assist in placing honest men 
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in office and dishonest men in the penitentiary, I shall heartily cooperate 
with that committee, but, with all respect to some of that committee, I be- 
lieve the king is still on his throne. 


It is not natural to —— that this corrupt combination will place in the 
hands of this committee the evidence for its destruction; that it will consent 
to further investigations; that it will release its hold on public offices, to the 
end that every member may serve a term in prison or be driven from the 
city. Let me say to = that it will not quickly submit to destruction. 
Therefore there must be no affiliation or submission on our part to this com- 
bination. It must be absolutely and completely destroyed. 

A submission at this time means a suspension of all our efforts at local re- 
form and a continuation of the power of this corrupt combination. 

In our action of to-day let not party questions nor the election of a United 
States Senator divert our attention and lead us from the object and purpose 
for which we have assembled. 

There certainly can be no party questionsinvolved in seeking to destroy a 
corrupt combination and to elect honest men to office. I have never heard 
that there was politics in stealing, and I fail to read in the platform of our 
party or in its history that corruption is a part of its creed. 

My observation has been that thiscorrupt combination in carrying on this 
warfare against the public has been strictly nonpartisan, and it will certainly 
permit us to say there is no politics in this movement. 

If the election of Senator HANNA is essential to the success of my party, I 
am in favor of his election. F 

If his election is essential to the success and continuation of this corrupt 
combination, then I am opposed to his election. 

Let us stand to-day to fight and destroy that public enemy that has so long 
controlled the destiny of our good city. 


CHAPTER II.—His address before the Independent Republican convention May 
: 29, 1899. 
(Enquirer, May 30, 1899.] 

It was 8.20 when HERMAN GOEBEL called the meeting at Pike’s Opera House 
last night to order. At that time every chair downstairs was occupied and 
half the chairs in the balcony were taken. Hundreds were standing in the 
rear of the seats on the first floor. As Judge GOEBEL proceeded he was fre- 
quently applauded, now and then with much vociferousness. 

‘*T assume,” said Judge GOEBEL, “ that itislawful for Republicans to meet 
in an orderly manner and express their views on the party management. 
You have heard the words of the boss concerning members of the Republican 
party who dare to express their honest views. I say that it is an insult to 
every honest Republican who has this courage to be characterized by the 
boss as a loafer, a meddler, and a rag chewer. The call for this meeting was 
signed by 15,000 of the representative Republicans of this city,and when they 
signed ee they meant it as a rebuke to this boss who designates in- 
dependent Republicans as ‘ meddlers, loafers, and rag chewers.’ I congratu- 
late the Republican party on the fact that there are in Hamilton County this 
number of Republicans who dare to be in opposition to bossism.” 

[From Cincinnati Post.] 
CHAPTER III.—Interesting history. 

The Eshelby fusion ticket was elected in the fall of 1897, including a county 
commissioner, and later matters assumed such shape at the court-house that 
this commissioner had to be secured by Cox in order to save the many court- 
house employees. Cox ascertained that this commissioner was under obliga- 
tions to HERMAN P.GOEBEL—in fact, it was stated to Cox that GOEBEL “owned 
him.” Overtures were at once made to GOEBEL, who, up to that time, had 
only a passing interest in the Cox organization: GOEBEL had long cherished 
a desire for a seat in Congress, but never could get Cox’s support. The deal 
was made that GOEBEL was to swing this commissioner to the support of the 
Republicans then in the court-house, who were allCox men. GOEBEL “deliv- 
ered the goods,” and the Cox men kept their places. In return Cox was to 
nominate GOEBEL for Congress. He did so, but not for three years, as other 
influences kept J. H. Bromwell there. But Bromwell was finally retired in 
favor of GOEBEL. 


[From CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.] 
CHAPTER IV.—His address in the House of Representatives, January 14, 190h. 


The other day, in the absence of my colleague, Mr. LONGWORTH, as well 
as myself, the gentleman from New York (Mr. BAKER] indulged in certain 
n his remarks, so utterly foreign 
at innuen- 
does criticised the municipal administration of that city and some of its 
citizens. 

I should have paid no attention to the remarks of the gentleman from 
New York if he had not made, in connection therewith, an attack upon our 
| city and some of its citizens. 

want to say to him that Cincinnati to-day is one of the best-governed 
cities of the United States. At its head we have an honest, fearless, capable 
Republican mayor, reelected last spring by 15,000 majoery. defeating the 
strongest man the Democratic party ever nominated, M. E. Ingalls. 

We have bipartisan boards: upon them are men of the highest integrity 
and character, who control the election, police, and fire departments. All 
the elective offices are filled by Republicans. To-day Cincinnati is governed 
by the Republicans, whose administration has been approved and indorsed 
by increased majorities at every election. At the head of this organization 
stands Mr. George B. Cox, whom the gentleman from New York has seen fit 
to attack. He needs no defense at my hands. His acts and deeds are of a 

ublic character; they stand out in bold relief. It is sufficient for me to say 
hat the party trusts him and that he has time and time again led it to vic- 


tory. [Applause.] 
GEORGE B. COX, PROPRIETOR OF CINCINNATI. 
I als6 wish to incorporate in my remarks part of an article which 


appeared in Frank Leslie’s Monthly, written by a gentleman, 
Gustav J. Karger, who is well known here as a correspondent of 
one of the Cincinnati papers, in which he describes in very lucid 
language the power of this private gentleman, George B. Cox, who 
rules the city of Cincinnati. For illustration: He asked him a 
question on one occasion as to what reason he ascribed his success. 
He replied: ‘‘I use my own judgment as to the class of candidates 
most acceptable to the people.”’ 

George B. Cox thus asserts that he determines who shall be can- 
didates upon the Republican ticket in the city of Cincinnati. 

An Ohio Republican convention is held, and among the candidates for at- 
torney-genera! placed in the field was Harry M. Daugherty. 


“Mr. Cox,” Iasked, “* how many votes are you going to give Daugherty?” 
**Not any,” he replied in his gruff but not unkindly voice. 





| 
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I protested mildly. 1 told him that Daugherty and I were friends; that I 
wanted him to have one vote at least. 

George Kolker, now appraiser of customs in Cincinnati, another delegate, 
bad overheard the conversation. “That's my fix exactly, George,” he said. 

Cox rearranged the figures on his : 

“T’ll give him eight votes,” he decided a moment later. 


Without consulting any of the members, without consulting 
any of the men who had seats in that convention from Cincinnati, 
he gave eight votes to Daugherty. 
Cincinnati to these assembled gentlemen said, ‘‘I will give him 
eight votes.”’ 

Nor is this all. A gentleman, Mr. Bellamy Storer, was once a 
Member of this House. He desired to be renominated by the Re- 
a party and Mr. Cox’s statement as to this is also given. 


e was asked this question: ‘‘ Why did you turn out Mr. Bellamy | 


Storer?’’ ‘‘ Bellamy Storer served two terms,”’ says Mr. Cox. 
“After his first campaign he gave me no credit whatever for his 
nomination.’’ 

Then he gives some details unnecessary to repeat. Hethensays 
Mr. Storer came to him and explained, and he told Storer, ‘‘ No 


matter what differences there are between you and me, it is the | 


custom to give a Congressman a second term and I shall not de- 
part from that custom.”’ 
Mr. George B. Cox continues: 


When his second term was about to expire he came to Ohio to preside over 


the State convention. He called on mein Cincinnati on his way to Colum- | 


bus. Conditions were 


We talked over the question of his renomination. 


peculiar, and I told him that I didn’t think the party could afford to take any | 


chances for fear of defections. We agree 
further. He went to Columbus and presided over the convention. In the 
meantime some of his friends advis him to go East, that his nomination 
was a certainty, that he couldn’t be defeated. e took that advice and did 
not again call on me, showing me again that he was willing to ignore me. 

I then called on Charles P. Taft and asked him to accept the nomination. 
The next day he was nominated by acclamation instead of Mr. Storer. 


Such is the power of George Barnesdale Cox, Cincinnati's un- 
crowned king! 

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Chairman, it is with considerable trepida- 
tion and some misgivings that I arise at this time to submit a few 
remarks in answer to those of the gentleman from Missouri [| Mr. 
HAMLIN] who has just taken his seat. I had not expected to inflict 


d, however, to talk the matter over 


any of my political views upon this committee or the House of Rep- | 
have no prepared speech or carefully studied | 


resentatives, and I 
words with which to entertain or amuse the Members; but I can 
not find it in my heart to let pass the questions propounded by the 
learned gentleman from the State of Missouri without in my feeble 
way endeavoring as best I can to give him the answer of at least 


one Republican who speaks for himself alone, without assuming | 


to —— the party to which he belongs or any other member 
thereof. 

The gentleman closed his very able and carefully prepared re- 
marks with what always touches a responsive chord in my heart, 
a eulogium on the flag of this Union, which, as he says, and says 
truly, *‘ we all love, and which all other nations of the earth are 
bound to respect.”’ 

Yes, under the administration of the affairs of this country by 
the Republican party all sections of the country, North, South, 


East, and West are united in the ties of a common brotherhood, | 
and are as one in love, loyalty, and respect for the glorious Stars | 
and Stripes that to-day float over eighty millions of free and loyal | 


and happy and prosperous people. 


But this eulogium pronounced by the gentleman upon the flag | 


does not, to my mind, harmonize exactly with the opening state- 
ments of his address this afternoon as to the record and history 
of the great Republican party, under which that flag has been 
raised to the majestic heights where it now floats in the breezes 
of the world, recognized among all the nations of the earth as the 
emblem of the greatest Republic ever born into the family of na- 
tions, and under which this nation has attained to the position it 
occupies as a leader among the great powers of the earth. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] The gentleman inquires whether 
we are “proud of the record made by the Republican party.”’ 


Why, my dear, deluded Democratic friends, who could help being | 


proud of sucharecord? I want to answer him here and now, and 


to say for one at least, yes; we are pround of the record made by | 


the Republican party, and we shall continue to be proud of it as 
long as life shall last. and our children and our children’s children 


will continue to “ point with pride ’’ to that record so long as pa- | 


triotism, loyalty, and brilliant achievements shall command the 
admiration of men. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

The gentleman asks if we are proud of the record made by the 
Republican party in the sixties on the question of secession. Oh, 
my Democratic friends, is not that question settled yet? But if 
the gentleman really meant to ask that question and really wants 
an answer to it, I say, yes, we are proud of the record made by 
the Republican party upon that question and during those years. | 
But for the record made by the Republican party in those years, and 
upon all the questions which those years brought, the history of 
our country’s greatness and glory could never have been written. 


This governor of the city of | 
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T do not think he seriously meant to ask that question, be 


believe that the Democratic party of to-day is as proud of 
| fact that the life of this nation was preserved and that th. _ 

trine of secession was forever throttled as any Republican "a 

this floor. The name of the immortal Lincoln, first. pai 
President of this nation, and of the other Republican }, ao - 
those days is as sacred to-day among Democrats as ay, ng Re 
publicans; and the record of the Republican party in those ds - 
| is a common heritage, and I venture to say that even jny fries . 
from Missouri is proud of the record of the Republican jar. - 
those days. Indeed, why should he not be? 

Again, the gentleman from Missouri asksif we are »,. 
record made by the Republican party in 1896 and in 1999 une 
the question of the gold standard and in opposition to the Chics, 
| and Kansas City platforms, which declared in favor of the free 
/and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 withop: 
the consentof anyother nation. And again, for myself. | answer: 
| Yes; we are proud of the record made by the Repub)! ' 


~ . 11Can party 
_ upon that question and in those years. We are proud of the fac: 


Cause T 


party in 


ud of the 





that by Republican votes, or at least by the votes of those who 
stood with the Republican 7 for financial honesty, the Dem, 

cratic dogma of the free and unlimited coinage of silyer hag heey 
as was stated by the Democratic leader of the House the other 
day, ‘‘ relegated tothe rear.” I fear the Democratic party, while 
Mr. Bryan lives, may have some trouble in keeping it to the rear: 
| but you may trust the Republican party upon that as upon all 
| other great national issues, and we shall take additional pride iy 
seeing to it that it shall be kept at the rear. 

Sane men of all parties now concede that the Republican party 
was right upon the issue forced upon the country in those vears 
by the Democratic party, under the brilliant, erratic, and unsound 
leadership of Mr. Bryan. What does the gentleman from Mis. 
souri {[Mr. HAMLIN] mean when he asks if we are proud of the 
record made in those years? Why should we not be proud when 
the policy of the Republican party in those years, crystallized 
into law. has given us, as even all Democrats must admit, sucha 
| period of real and lasting prosperity as neither this nor any other 
country ever before experienced in the history of the world? Yes, 
I thank the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hamuiin}, we ar 
proud of the record, and we wouldn’t erase a page, a word, ora 
syllable of it. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
| tleman if there isany special significance in the fact that he omits 
to refer to that part of the speech of the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. HAMLIN] wherein he asks the Republican party if they were 
proud of their position on the question of bimetallism in 1592’ 

Mr. FULLER. There is no significance. I am proud of the 
record made by the Republican party from the time of its birth, 
in 1854, down to this time. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Then the gentleman has no s)x 
ments to make on that year. 

Mr. FULLER. Iwill make such comments as I desire to make. 
I will say that at that time the question of the free and unlimited 
| coinage of silver at the divine ratio of 16 to 1 was not an 
The Republican party was in favor at that time of tl 
tion of gold and silver upon the parity that up to that t) 
been maintained, but we recognized then, and we recognize mor 
| and more as the conditions of this country change, that the great 

Republican party that was carrying this country forward ' 
| eminent degree of prosperity that it has attained must contorm 
| to conditions as they arise, and that is what we have done. 
| The Republican party never stands still; it is always advancing 
| It is preeminently the party of progress, and we have ¢! 
| nation a currency based upon the gold standard, where every do» 
| lar the laboring man receives for his toil is worth a dol! 

a currency that is good the world over and that mak 
| stable and does much to insure the stability and cnt 

the prosperity that you upon that side have admitted : 
| about during the past week. ; 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to a 
tleman another question. / 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FULLER. I yield for a question, with pleasur 

Mr. DINSMORE. I shall be glad to hear the gent 
connection explain to the House what the Republican pa" 
in its platform of 1888 when it denounced Grover Cleve: 
the Democratic party for trying to demonetize silver. 

Mr. FULLER. Ihave but afew moments’ time, M1 
and I do not propose to be taken entirely away from t' 
I was discussing. I simply wish to answer the gent’ 
Missouri [Mr. Hamrry] in the statements he has ma‘. 
finds fault with the record of the Republican parts 
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the length and breadth of this land, and of which hi 
as proud as we to-day. 
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the Republican 
Republicans of the t, 


record of om Abraham Lincoln and Ulysses 8. 


Grant down to Garfield and Blaine and McKinley and Roosevelt. 
seine proud of the record made under their leadership, and we 
We are Io? the record of that party as it is being made to-day. 
= my friends upon the other side, let me tell you this: You 
=> in the confidence of the Recrie of this country by 
imply finding fault with everything t has been done by the 
Re Y blican party, nor by saying that the country is prosperous 
. 2 ite of the fact that the Republican party is in power, for 
z spite never made any country prosperous. You admit the 
rosperity, and you only ‘*deplore”’ the fact that it comes, as it 
ways does come, when the Republican party is in control of the 
affairs of this Government. : : ith 
My Democratic friends, a shou d take your prosperity wit 
better grace and quit “* deploring ”’ so much. Is it not barely pos- 
sible, from the circumstantial evidence at least, that Republican 
policies and Republican legislation do have something to do with 
the country’s prosperity? Do you really and honestly think you 
could run this Government better than we do? Do you think you 
could increase the prosperity of the country, or even keep it up to 
its present standard? he trouble is you never did do it, and you 
nave offered the people gold bricks and silver bricks so often that 
they have rather lost confidence in your promises. Your dire pre- 
dictions of what would happen if the Republicans were success- 
ful in 1896 and in 1900 have not panned out just as you said, and 
is it any wonder that the —— are loath to risk their prosperity 
that has come with Republican administration of affairs simply 
because you keep up your eternal and never-ending “ condemn- 
ing, deploring, and viewing with alarm?” ; 
I want to tell my Democratic friends that it is no child’s play to 
carry on this Government in such manner as to secure the pros- 
perity and happiness and well-being of all the people. That is 
what the Republican party is trying to do, and we recognize the 
fact that it is a big job and requires the best energies and the 
best thought and the greatest wisdom to be found in the entire 
membership of the party. The Republican party has, in my 
judgment, conducted the affairs of this Government wisely and 
well. Its policies, enacted into law, have made the country great 
and rich and powerful. Agriculture has prospered, manufac- 
tures have prospered, the merchants and artisans of the country 
have prospered, and the laboring man has prospered beyond the 
fc — dreams of the laboring men of any other country in the 
world. 
You ask if we are proud of the record of the Republican party? 
Yes; I thank God every day of my life—and so. my Democratic 
friends, ought you—that He committed the destinies of this 
nation into the hands of the Republican party. [ Applause. ] 
And yet, notwithstanding all this, you Democrats over there talk 
once in a while as though you really and honestly believed that 
you could run this Government better than we Republicans do. 
That, to my mind, is an absurd idea. Why, it is all we can do 
some of the time to run it properly and keep things straight. 
What in the world would you do? I am afraid if you had the 
chance to run it you would getanother letterin the word “ run”’ 
and it would spell “‘ r-u-i-n,”’ because in my day that is about what 
we have had whenever the Democratic party had its way and 
undertook to do things. 
As long asthe Democrats have nothing to do but to find fault with 
the Republicans, to kick and “‘ deplore” and “‘ view with alarm,” 
the country can get along with them, and very likely, in the good 
providence of God, they thus serve some useful purpose; but the 
idea of surrendering the chair of a Lincoln, a Grant, a Garfield, 
a McKinley, or a Roosevelt to any Demcorat of the present day— 
well, no, I think the people will prefer to be excused. Certainly 
we don’t want and age don’t want a free-silver Bryanite in the 
White House, and the people don’t want and will never consent 
to put a free trader there. 
‘ And in my humble judgment the people of this country will 
ever trust the Democratic party with the control of this Govern- 
ment again until they are able to give some guaranty of their 
eo rd fait h when they enter the claim that they can carry on the 
F airs of this Government better than the Republican party has 
some it. You admit all sections of the country are prosperous, 
pe unwilling to give credit where credit is due. You say it is in 
oe e of the fact that the Republican party is in control of the 
Shed pment and responsible for such control. That is a sort of 
es _ pleading that does not seem to me to constitute an argu- 
spite . am might as well say that the country is prosperous in 

Mr R ae fact that God reigns. 
ite EEDER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
ane - he has ever observed that the country was not able to show 

Me wit in spite of a Democratic Administration? 
evtak + ULLER. Mr. Chairman, I have observed that in the 
setlonlinray which I represent, and which is one of the greatest 

ural and also one of the greatest manufacturing districts 
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y under the leadership of the great | in the West—the great factories of that district, Mr. Chairman, 


during Democratic times, when Cleveland was President and the 
Democratic party controlled both branches of Congress, were 
closed or running at half time and with half force. Hundreds 
and thousands of men in that district were out of employment 
and could find no work todo; but when Mr. McKinley was elected 
in 1896, when the Republican party again came into power, when 
the odious Wilson bill was repealed and the Dingley bill became 
the law of this land, once more the doctrine of protection was de- 
clared as the doctrine under which this Government should be 
conducted, those factories opened up, the smoke started again 
from the chimneys that had been smokeless before, the people 
again went to work, and during the days since 1896 and since 
1897, when Mr. McKinley was inaugurated as President, a period 
of prosperity started and has continued since in that district and 
in that State and throughout this country such as the world has 
never known before in the history of this or any other country. 

My earliest recollections were of another Democratic period, 
when James Buchanan was President of the United States, but I 
have no recollection that in those days we had very much pros- 
perity “‘in spite of a Democratic Administration.’’ In fact, my 
recollection and my reading of history both tell me that during 
that period of free trade or low tariffs, when the doctrine of pro- 
tection had been relegated to the rear, in ‘‘spite’’ of all that, 
prosperity was not in evidence to any considerable extent. Listen 
a moment to what so good a Democratic authority as James 
Buchanan himself had to say upon that subject. In his message 
to Congress, December 8, 1857, he used this language: 

The earth has yielded her fruits abundantly and has bountifully rewarded 
the toil of the husbandman. Our great staples havecommanded high prices, 
and up till within a brief period our manufacturing, mineral, and mechanical 
occupations have largely partaken of the general prosperity. We have pos- 
sessed all the elements of material wealth in rich abundance, and yet, not- 
withstanding all these advantages, our country, in its monetary interests, is 
at the present moment in a deplorable condition. In the midst of unsur- 
passed plenty in all the ) of agriculture and in all the elements of 
material wealth we find our manufactures suspended, our public works re- 
tarded, our private enterprises of different kinds abandoned, and thousands 
of useful laborers thrown out of employment and reduced to want. 

Those were the good old Democratic times, and such were the 
conditions that existed in spite of such fact. 

Comparing Republican times of to-day with any period of 
Democratic ascendency of which I have any knowledge, I say 
again, Yes, we are proud of the record of the Republican party, 
[Applause on the Republican side. | 

I said I spoke only for myself, but on second thought I think I 
can safely go further and speak for some others as well. The 
Republicans of my district are this day and this hour assembled 
in convention at Ottawa, Il. I think I may safely say that they 
will make it plain that they, too, are proud of the record of the 
Republican party. I am sure they will not “ deplore’’ nor “ con- 
demn’”’ nor *‘ regret’? nor “‘ view with alarm.”’ I am also just as 
sure that they will “‘approve,”’ ‘‘indorse,’’ and ‘‘commend’”’ the 
Administration of President Roosevelt, and will elect two dele- 
gates to the Republican national convention who will need no 
instructions, but who, nevertheless, will be instructed to vote for 
the nomination of the present occupant of the White House as 
the Republican candidate for President in this year of grace 1904. 
Indeed, I should not be at all surprised if the Republicans there 
assembled were to even go so far as to ‘‘ point with pride’’ to the 
entire record of the Republican party for nearly half a century. 

My friends, you all know what our platform will be. The rec- 
ord of the Republican party is its platform all the time, and the 
only platformit needs. Tobesure, the party never stands still, but 
always progresses. Each time it adds something, because its old 
promises have been fulfilled; it has done the things it promised to 
do, and if it continues to be the progressive party of the country 
it must find new things to do for the benefit of the American peo- 
ple. The Democratic party is the party of the past. For inspira- 
tion it must go back to the days of Jefferson and Jackson. The 
petabioan party is the party of the present and the future. It 
is thé party which does things. This time it is going to dig the 
Panama Canal, and the people know that when the Republican 
party says it is going to dig the canal the canal will be dug. 

Now, what issues will the Democratic party present? No man 
knows. What will it advocate? Noman knows. What will be 
its platform? Noman knows. What would it do if in an evil 
moment the people of this country intrusted it again with con- 
trol of the Government? God does not know. But I do not be- 
lieve the people of this country are in the mood to take any such 
desperate chances as to intrust the Democratic party with control 
of the Government. They like prosperity too well, and they well 
know that this prosperity came with the advent of the Repub- 
lican party to power. It came with the passage of the Dingley 
bill and it came as the handmaiden of the doctrine of protection. 

That prosperity is admitted by our Democratic friends, and all 
they can do is to say that it is in spite of the fact that the Repub- 
lican party is in power rather than in consequence of Republican 
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policies. I insist, Mr. Chairman, that it is very largely in conse- 
quence of and due to Republican policies that have been carried 
out in the law of this land. And I tell you, Mr. Chairman, the 
day is far distant when the people of this country will again con- 
sent to an era of free trade or ‘** tariff for revenue only.”’ 

I say for one that we are proud of this doctrine of protection; 
we adhere to it, not in the interest of manufacturers alone, but of 
all classes as well; not in the interest of the East alone, but in the 
interest of the West and of the South as well—in the interest of 
all our people and of all parts and all sections of this country, and 
more especially in the interest of the laboring man, who, under 


that policy of protection, finds work at remunerative wages, at | 


such wages as are not known in any other country under the shin- 
ing sun. 

I believe in a policy that will not only give tothe laboring man 
work, but will give him good wages and enable him to educate 
his family, to own his home, and to stand as an equal among 
American citizens. 

Mr. BENNY. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. FULLER. Yes, sir; if I have time. 

Mr. BENNY. Iwould like to know what the gentleman means 
by a ‘‘remunerative wage.”’ 

Mr. FULLER. Imean such a wage as will make the laboring 
man a man who can stand up with the rest of us and believe in 
his own equality. I believe in such a wage as will permit the 
laboring man, as it does in my district, to educate his children, 
to own his own little home, and to live as an American citizen 
should live. 
was not the casein thisconntry. It is the case to-day; and in an- 
swer to the gentleman from Missouri I say we are proud of the 
record made by the Republican party, and we propose to continue 
that record and that policy in the future. 

Mr. VAN DUZER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. FULLER. I will. 

Mr. VAN DUZER. Youspeak of the high wages of the work- 
ingman under the tariff. Is it not a fact that the high wages, if 
you speak of them as “‘ high wages,’’ are due more to the organi- 
zation of labor into unions than any direct benefit of the tariff? 

Mr. FULLER. I believe the high rate of wages of the labor- 
ingman in this country is due to the fact that under protective 
tariff laws the factories of this country are enabled to run and to 
give employment to all men who desire employment. I believe 
that when you have a policy of free trade or a revenue tariff 
only and the factories are compelled to close and the laboring man 
is without work that then in the surplus of labor you can hire 
men at anything that will permit them to live. Labor unions 
never increased wages when there was no work to be had. 

Mr. VAN DUZER. Then, why is it that under the high-tariff 
system existing at the present time the wages of the men in the 
silk mills and in the steel factories are being reduced? Why is it 
that throughout New England, where you have protection as the 
policy of the Republican party, wages to-day are on a decline, and 
the workingman is receiving less than he did two or three or four 
years ago? 

Mr. FULLER. Oh,I can answer that without any trouble 
whatever. The price of wheat is not always the same; some- 
times it goes up and sometimes it goes down. The law of supply 
and demand to a great extent governs these things. Wages may 
be high to-day, and next year or next month they may be lower. 
They are higher now than they ever were in Democratic times. 
Wages will not always be on the same high plane that they were 
last year or the year before. But wages are to-day higher upon 
the average, very much higher, than in any other country in this 
world to-day, and that I believe is due to the fact that the Repub- 
lican party is in power, that a Republican tariff law is upon the 
statute books of the United States, and that the doctrine of pro- 
tection prevails. Certain it is that the present scale of wages 
was unknown in this country even during any Democratic Ad- 
ministration. 

Mr. VAN DUZER. I do not want to cut into the gentleman’s 
time. If I] am taking too much of his time, I will refrain from 
the questions which I wished to ask, or I shall be glad to see his 
time extended. 

Mr. FULLER. I suggest to the gentleman that he can make 
his speech after I get through. 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FULLER] has 
already consumed his time. 

Mr. FULLER. The gentleman from Nevada [Mr. Van Duzer] 
can go on after! finish, asI am reminded that my time has already 


expired. 
“Mr. HITT (to Mr. Van Duzer). The gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. DINSMORE] will always give you time. 
Mr. FULLER. I will not yield any further, but will bring my 
remarks to a close. 
One thing that I wish to say to my Democratic friends over there 
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| my own country the benefit of the doubt, and consider th; 
| just possible that I may be deceived or take the wrong 


| Panama matter was right. 





FEBRUARY 4, 


before I sit down is this: You can never in this country 
capital by taking the side of a foreign country against , 

have discovered that you find fault every time an ything j; 
done by the Republican party or by the Administration jy = t 
ters between foreign governments and this Government i ; 
an American as you are Americans. I believe in my own coun 
try. Iam with and for my own country as against aj] tho world 
I was about to say that Iam for my country right or wrong b t 
that is not quite what I mean. WhatI do mean is this I went 
my country to be right all the time; I generally think jt js right 
and then I give it my cheerful and earnest support. But jf } 
should get an idea once in a while, as some seem to think all the 
time, that my own country, in some controversy with a f; reign 
country like Spain or Great Britain or Colombia, is wrong—so very 
wrong that I can not support its policy—then I will at least give 


make any 
Our Own, 


hat it is 
view yo 
self, and those in authority may be right and I may ). ssibly bo 
wrong, and if I can’t take the side of my own country, [ wij] at 
least not take sides against it, and will not give aid or comfort to 
the enemies of my country. 

For myself I believe the policy of this Government in tho 
I believe President Roosevelt wag 
right in recognizing the independence of Panama, and I think 
even my Democratic friends over there would have ‘ deplored” 


| if he had followed any other course. My doctrine is: Stand py 
| the Administration; stand by your own country against the world, 
Under the Democratic doctrine of .free trade that | 


Yes, my friend from Missouri, we are proud of the record. It is 
a record that will shine with added luster as the years go by, 
For ages it will illuminate the pages of the world’s history, — 

Like you, sir, I close these few rambling remarks with a refer- 
ence to the flag you say you love. I believe you when you say 
you love that flag, but remember the flag floats higher to-day 
than it did before the great McKinley was elected in 1896. It is 
more respected by the nations of the earth than it was before that 
time; itis better known, better loved, more respected than it ever 
was before, because of the fact that the Republican party has 
been and is in control of the affairs of this Government. 

I, like the gentleman from Missouri, love that flag; I believe it 
is the most beautiful flag that floats, and it stands for more than 
any other flag of any other nation upon earth. It is the emblem 
of this great, free land that is to-day the greatest agricultural 
nation on the face of the earth, the greatest manufacturing nation, 
and the nation that leads in civilization and progress all the other 
nations of the earth, 

Mr, Chairman— 

There are many flags in many lands, 
There are flags of every hue; 

But there is no flag, however grand, 
Like our own red, white, and blue. 

And I am for that flag and for my country forever against the 
world. [Applause.] 

Mr. DINSMORE. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. SHOBER]. 

Mr. SHOBER. Mr. Chairman, my excuse for being on my feet 
at this time is to be found in a statement, made to me a few days 
ago by gentlemen who are in a position to know, that unless I did 
have something to say about this time that excellent volume 0! 
statistics and compendium of oratory published by this House, 
known as the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, would not be mnplete. 
Of course, rather than see the REcorD injured by my failure to 
contribute, I am here for the purpose of making a few remarks to 
the gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber. [Applause.| 

Last week we had under consideration a bill which some of 
us perhaps may remember with sorrow when we recall the u.- 
timely fate that overtook the paragraphs referring to mileage, 
and the hope that some may have entertained that the Chamber 
at the other end of this Capitol might perhaps revive it sain and 
blow the breath of life into this dead corpse seems to have been 
dispelled. There is to be no mileage after all, so that we mus! 
over those few paragraphs drop the sympathetic tear and wh's 
per the sympathetic words “‘ hic jacet.”’ bs 

But I want to say here that in my opinion the defeat of those 
paragraphs was brought about very largely, if not altos: ther, b9 
the excellent speech of the gentleman from New Jersey |" 
PARKER], who went “one step further” and laid it down aa * 
‘irrefutable, indisputable, and not to be denied fact that whe? 
we come to Congress we are here until we gohome.” | App/a™ 
and laughter. ] — 

During the general debate on that bill known asthe Urh. 
deficiency bill,’’ sometimes called the ‘‘ emergency appr?! * the 
bill,’ many excellent speeches were made on both sides © 
House. 

From the speeches made on the other side of the 
observe, first, that the Republican party seems to be 


e Chamber I 
in urgent 
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Zepublicans seem to be in an emergency. I gather 
fact that the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Bepr] 
+ cordially and in a very pleasant way—doing his best to dis- 
at ee eal i —invited us to disband and com 
onise the urgent case of his party—invited us to disband and come 
over there and make it a unanimous Presidential campaign this 
oT noel like to remark to the gentleman from Minnesota that 
‘» this side of the Chamber do not find it quite so easy to for- 
sake the faith of our fathers and to surrender our inborn convic- 
tionsas he seems to have done. {Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
And I also wish to add this, that it is a dangerous thing he has 
undertaken, because it is quite likely that if the Democratic party 
should conclude to accept his invitation and go over there, we 
ieht absorb the Republican party, aye, swallow it whole, hook, 
might a ore 7 
iine, and sinker, and, sitting down on that side of the Chamber, 
legislate for the welfare of this country, for the good of our fel- 
jow-emen—the greatest good for the greatest number—quite as 
easily on that side of the Chamber as on this. ; 

He also made a remark during the course of his speech in which 
he said that he had heard that in New York City, a part of which 
I have the honor to represent, Democratic Congressmen were 
sometimes appointed, ell, I have heard that sometimes Re- 
publican Congressmen were elected for life, and there are instances 
on this foor—honored instances, I am glad to say—of that fact; 
put surely it is not any more astonishing that a good Democrat 
should be chosen without any great contest in a Democratic 
stronghold than that a good Republican should be chosen with- 
out any great contest ina Republican stronghold. And if New 
York City is Democratic, and it is the stronghold of Democracy 
in these great United States, it is not so astonishing that there 
should be only one lone Republican—an excellent friend of mine, 
by the way—to sit on that side of the Chamber from the city of 
New York. 

There is another reason why it seems to me that the party rep- 
resented by the gentleman over there finds itself in an urgent 
case—because they are at such pains to rush to the defense of the 
Chief Executive of this nation, an accidental Executive, by the 
way. Let but the least breath of criticism be blown in his direc- 
tion and they are up in arms in the endeavor to protect him from 
the least assault. Now, he is either a good Executive or he is 
not. His administration of affairs must be satisfactory or it is 
not. If the former, neither he nor his Administration needs any 
defense, and the gentlemen are but wasting their time. 

But I suspect that the present Administration of the nation’s 
affairs is not altogether satisfactory to the gentlemen on that side 
ofthe Chamber. Certain it is that they are trembling at what 
may be the popular verdict and seek to avert impending disaster 
by the use of subtle argument and matchless eloquence in bolster- 
ing up a losing cause, 

_ As has been well said, the present occupant of the White House 
is @ man whom “‘eyerybody is for and whom nobody wants.”’ 
Some of them will cry, ‘‘ Hurrah for Roosevelt!’ with the reser- 
vation on the side that ‘‘ Mr. HANNA isa very strong man.’’ Some 
of them will yell, “‘ Hurrah for Roosevelt!” and assert as a positive 
fact that in the Presidential contest he can beat Tom Johnson. 
Their evident anxiety over the proposition and the fact that the 
campaign must be led, as it has to be, by the accidental occupant 
of the White House, shows that they are nervous, extremely nerv- 
ous, 80 far as the outcome of this campaign is concerned. 
_ Another evidence of the great trepidation of our friends is found 
in their frantic cries of **Prosperity!’’ They are everlastingly 
asserting and proving that the country is prosperous. They have 
filled the Recorp with figures and facts showing that the balance | 
of trade with foreign countries is in our favor and that we are 
enjoying unprecedented good fortune. We knowit. The fact | 
s self-evident. The country is prosperous. But I assert, and it | 
has been proven here by more e oquent lips than mine, that our 
suepenity is, after all, a one-sided prosperity; that while some 
7 have been taking unto themselves riches in fabulous amounts 
u many have but added to their poverty or are still in the same 
oid rut, scarcely rising above the conditions that prevailed ten, 
twelve, or fifteen years ago. 
ab has been proven here beyond dispute that while the wages of 
oan aos increased 12 per cent, the cost of living for those who 
the 1 le wages has been increased three times that amount, or in 
ot qenborhood of 39 per cent. Therefore it is a manifest fact 
not the Prosperity is not so certain, is not so widespread, and is 
; the perfect as idealists would like to have it or as gentlemen 

"hat side of the Chamber would like to have it, if all the truth 

Were admitted. 

* gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BouTELL] was at great pains 

ad mane Members on this side of the Chamber extracts from 
the aa ished in the Southern States and in Missouri, showing 
gentlemen Prosperity of that blessed land in the South, as if 
€n on this side of the Chamber did not read the papers 


case. The I 
this from the 


we on th 
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published in their own districts, and asif it was not a conceded fact 
that the South is prosperous and needs not the hysterical efforts 
on the part of gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber to 
acquaint us with it. 

But I say again that, prosperous though we be, North, South, 
East, and West, it is a one-sided prosperity. 

Through the operation of certain iniquitous laws this great 
shower of gold has been heaped up in the laps of the favored few 
while the many go hungry. The coffers of the favored rich are 
filled to overflowing while the cupboards of the many are bare. 
Isit nottrue? With all this wealth flowing in upon us, has the lit- 
tle fellow in trade received any of it? Is the little storekeeper at the 
country crossroads, or even up in Harlem, in the city of New York, 
any better off than he was ten years ago? I tell you he has all he 
can do to pay his ever-increasing rent and make both ends meet. 

Is the artisan and the mechanic in better circumstances to-day 
than he was before the tide of trade turned in our favor and the 

ellow, golden stream of wealth began to flow? Go ask him and 
earn, ye who prate so much about our wondrous prosperity. 

Suppose our per capita wealth is greater than ever before. 
Does that prove anything, if all the wealth is controlled by a mere 
handful of men? What does per capita wealth amount to, any- 
how? I read yesterday that the per capita wealth of the Osage 
Indians is $10,000—think of it! $10,000 for each brave, squaw, 
and papoose in the whole tribe. But it does not follow that we 
would like to change places with them. 

No, gentlemen, our prosperity is not quite the kind of prosperity 
that means sound, vigorous health for the body politic. I believe 
you would like to make it so, and the efforts you have made on 
the floor of this House to make it appear so is proof positive that 
you are in sore straits on the eve of a Presidential campaign. 

As a matter of fact, I don’t think you know exactly what to do, 
so you ‘stand pat’’ and do nothing. Some of you talk loud at 
times about the grasping power of the trusts and their greed; but 
you do nothing. 

A representative of your party has introduced in the other Cham- 
ber of this Congress a bill which most of you will support, that 
not only clips the claws of any law that might curb or regulate 
the trusts, but absolutely paralyzes its arm and disarms it of all 
power, making it practically a dead issue. Some of you came 
forward with the assertion that the Foraker bill was an Adminis- 
tration measure, and just as many hastened to say, ‘‘ God forbid!”’ 

You see you really ‘‘ don’t know where you are at.”’ 

Most of you are perpetually and continually raising the dust of 
dead and gone issues in the frantic effort to befog the minds of 
the people on the present situation of affairs. You not only try 
to do this, but you actually want to write the platform for our 
party and even nominate, if you can, our candidate. But, much 
as we love you, we will not let you do it. 

There is only one thing left for you todo. Just so soon as the 
conventions have met you will do as they have done before. You 
will raise the cry of *‘ Wolf! Wolf!” as you did in 1896 and 1900, 
and expect the same thing to happen. But I warn you that your 
fate will be like that of the boy in the fable. On one or two oc- 
casions he brought the workmen from their labor in the fields to 
protect him. The cry of ‘‘ Wolf!’’ succeeded twice, but on the 
third occasion they did not come, and the wolf devoured him. 
And as Isay to you, I prophesy that you gentlemen on that side of 
the Chamber are all ready to do the same thing over again as was 
done in 1896 and 1900, and by intimidation and false statements 
and threats endeavor to secure the laboring vote of this country. 
And I prophesy that the labor vote will not heed your cry, and 
the Democratic party will devour you. 

The next thing I observed from the speeches made on that side 
of the Chamber on the emergency appropriation bill was that the 
Republicans propose to appropriate things. They have appro- 
priated all the patriotism, all the virtue, all the honor which has 
ever existed in this country. 

Was ig the preservation of the Union? The Republican party 
sav , and the Republican party alone. There were no Demo- 
crats, forsooth, under the Stars and Stripes at Fredericksburg, at 
Shiloh, in the Wilderness, or on the march to the sea. 

And so strong is this appropriating habit that a few months ago 
the Republican President, in an address at Antietam, forgot to 
mention the hero of that battlefield because he was a Democrat. 
It was like playing Hamlet with Hamlet left out. 

And by the same token there were none but Republicans at the 
battle of San Juan Hill, where Spaniards were shot in the back 
while running away, or in the naval fight off Santiago de Cuba. 
And this is fully borne out by Republican action after the war 
with Spain. 

So that according to this theory everything belongs to the Re- 
publican party. They have appropriated all things in the heavens 
above, in the earth beneath, and in the waters under the earth; 
and in their frantic endeavor to be sure not to leave anything out 
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they have gone further and have appropriated things heretofore | priated, but which you must. You must have all th» 
They remind me of the old dominick hen I once heard | to you, no more and no less. 


unknown. 
of, that kept up such a cackling and a scratching that the good 
old lady told her boy to go out and see if he could not find some 
eggs and put them under that hen to keep her quiet. The boy 
went out to get the eggs. and as he could not get hen eggs enough 
he selected a few goose eggs and put them with the others until 
he had a tremendous nest of eggs. Then he brought the old 
hen and put her on the nest. She squirmed and spread her 
feathers and stretched her legs and did her best, but could not 
cover them. When the old lady came out she said: ‘‘ Why, John, 
what do you mean by putting all them eggs under that there hen 
when you know she can’t kiver’em?” ‘“* Well,” said John, ‘‘I 
knew that she couldn’t, but I just wanted to see that old domi- 
nick spread herself.’”? The Republican party has taken so much 


unto itself that it is in the position of that straining hen—spread- | made in order to prevent it. 


ing itself. 


It has about all the eggs there are in the barnyard 
under it. 
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tis coming 
For instance, I have not heard anybody over there 

the fact or boast of the fact that there is scandal in the Poct_oy 
Department. Now, that belongs to you. You must take a 
also. It does not stand to reason that robbery, theft. extaes” 
wrongdoing, and all the rest of it can go on in the Poet aa 
Department or in any other Department without ne — 
least, culpable negligence, on the part of those who are in ¢), _ 
of those matters. The chiefs themselves, of divisions eyent.i.° 
chief of chiefs himself is responsible for the crimes 0! his « 
dinates in office. If a man is serving in a bank and showld x) 
and steal, he is punished if they can get him. But the ore. - 
blame falls upon those whose duty it was to see that ¢] 
robbery was not possible; that careful investigation s| 
[Applause. ] 
The CHAIRMAN. The time bf the gentleman has expired 
Mr. SHOBER. I would ask the gentleman from Arkansas jf 
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And of a'l the eggs that are under the Republican hen some I | I can have just two or three minutes more? 


doubt not are gooseeggs. Letussee. If perchancethe sun shines 
warm and bright and blessed showers fall and the corn crop in the 
corn belt is of enormous proportion they will stand back calmly and 
say: ‘‘ That is ours; the Republican party did that.’’ If in the 
wheat belt nutritious snows and favorable elements combine to 
make the crop of wheat prodigious they will still stand back and 
say: ‘‘ The wheat crop is a portion of the assetsof the Republican 
party.” 

Should the nations of the earth be at war with each other and 
the price of wheat and of corn and of mules and of hogs mount 
away up the scale, increasing our exports in these products enor- 
mously, the Republican party with unblushing effrontery will 
shout from the house tops, ‘** Behold how good and joyful a thing 
it is, brethren, to dwell under the rule of the Republican party!” 

And there is the boll weevil. I confess I don’t exactly know 
what the boll weevil is. I don’t know whether it crawls on its 
belly or flies in the air or stalks on four feet, wearing horns and 
emitting smoke and flame from its fiery nostrils. But whatever 
kind of *‘ critter’’ it is, Iam told it destroys the growing cotton. 

Now, let this creature get in his fine work in the Southland, 
and the cotton crop is reduced hundreds of thousands of bales. 
What happens? Cotton goes up in price, obedient to the law of 
supply and demand. It reached as high as 16 cents, and may go 
higher. That means good times and rejoicings for the cotton 
planter, but the Republican party smiles serenely as the prices go 
up and prosperity sweeps over the South, and says, ‘“* You see 
what wise legislators we are; what a wonderful party is ours; be 
thankful and rejoice that you have us.” 

Or, again: If men of daring and bravery, through hardships in- 
credible and unknown, shall pierce the extreme Northwest, carv- 
ing their way through ice and snow, and almost with bare hands 
squeeze from the frozen earth and from the adamantine rocks the 
wealth that has come to this country within the last six or seven 
years, the Republican party says: ‘‘ We told you we would in- 
crease the volume of money; we said that we would give you more 
metallic money, and we did it—we, the Republican party.”’ 

So it goes through the whole gamut; but if, however, there 
happens to be a storm somewhere and a flood breaks loose, caus- 
ing great hardship and distress, I doubt not they would say, this 
is the work of Providence, or perhaps of the Democratic party. 
But I want to tell you that you must be logical about it all in 
order to have the people of this country really stand behind you 
and believe you. A southern gentleman of the old school had a 
servant bythe name of Sambo. He was very fond of telling what 
he could do in the forest with his gun and on the stream with his 
rod. His fish stories were immense and his hunting stories most 
beautiful to hear, and to back them up he always called upon 
Sambo, who invariably said, “* Yes, sah; dat’s so.”’ 

On one occasion he was telling some friends how he shot a deer. 
The head of the deer was hanging over the door of his dining 
room. He said: ‘‘I shot that deer in a most peculiar way. He 
was just on the other side of a stream and began to run up the 
path aw.y from me. I had a good trusty rifle and took careful 
aim and fred. Strange to narrate, the bullet caught him in the 
left hind toot and behind the left ear and he dropped in his 
tracks.”’ ‘* Why,’’ said his friends, *‘impossible. How could a 
bullet shoot a deer in the foot and the ear at the same time?”’ 
**Ask Sambo here: he will tell you.’’ Sambo said: ‘‘ Well, gen’men, 
I tell you dat’s a fact. Marster got a dead bead on dat ’ar deer 
and just then the deer stopped to scratch his ear with his foot, 
and so de buliet hit °em both.’’ When the friends were gone, 
Sambo turned to his master and said: ‘* Look yere, boss, next time 





you wan’ me to tell you any more deer stories fer God’s sake get: 


your pints a little closer togedder.”” [Laughter. ] 

The next time you Republicans are appropriating things }« 
logical about it, get your points together, and do not leave oui 
anything, because there are many things you have not yet appro- 


Mr. DINSMORE. What is it the gentleman desires? 

Mr. SHOBER. That I be given two or three minutes more 

Mr. DINSMORE. I could not give the gentleman mor than 
two minutes. ey 


Mr. SHOBER. Two minutes will suffice. Becans 


In connec- 


| tion with this matter not only will the Post-Office scandals hayo 


to be shouldered by you, Lut the public-land frands as well, 
Then the growing power of the trusts is yours to answer for. an 
all the troubles that arose out of the coal strike and the eyj] 
thereof, not to mention your failure to do anything in that regar) 
in spite of the fact that a Member of this Hous had submitte 
proof positive of an illegal conspiracy and combine on the part o! 
those who claimed that they were doing this by divine right an} 
the authority of God himself. 

You must stand for the wrongs and the failures of those whom 
you place in power, and I will close my remarks by calling the 
attention of the House to the last report of the Attorney-General 
For the prosecution of the trusts and for their curbing, and for 
their punishment when found doing an illegal business, the sum 
of $500,000 was appropriated to pay the expenses of ution 
and placed at the disposal of the Attorney-General. What was 
done? Iread from the report of the Attorney-General, as fo!! 

By the soprerintion act of February 25, 1908 (32 Stat., 854, 3), Congress 
appropriated the sum of $500,000 to be expended under the dire 
Attorney-General in the employment of special counsel and ag: 
partment of Justice to conduct proceedings and prosecutions u 
rious trust and interstate-commerce laws. 

It has now become highly important that this appropriation 5! 
made available for the enforcement of the laws of the United Stat 
ally, and especially those relating to public lands, postal crimes « 
and naturalization. In respect to these three matters a gra ( 
affairs exists, as shown by recent investigations and development 

Vast portions of the public lands have been dishonestly ac i 
frauds, perjuries, and forgeries; and by similar means the laws relat 
the proper administration of the Post-Office Department and otlicr 
of the public service have been grossly violated. I have just referr 
crimes and frauds practiced in connection with the subject of na 

In order that the penalties provided for violation of thes 
promptly enforced and the Government furnished with com) 
sistance for the pending investigations and prosecutions, and se 
will arise throughout the country, I earnestly recommend that tr 
propriation be made available for use for the purposes indica! 
pended under my direction. 


He deliberately asks that this $500,000 appropriated for t! 
pose of prosecuting the trusts shall be made immediat: 
able to do what? To enforce the laws of the United States gener 
ally and those relating to the public lands and the postal crimes 
and offenses against naturalization. 

Oh, pitiful confession! Is it possible that the Unite: 
Attorney-General, with all the officials under him at lis beck 
call, is unable to run down a few thieves in the Post-ffice anc 
brace or so of rascals who had to do with the public-land fra 
without invoking the aid of Congress? 

What is the Department of Justice for? Why is an snormos 
appropriation made every year for its support? Is pe 
that the laws are enforced, that offenders against the laws“ 
punished, and that justice is meted out in full measu! 

Is it possible that the Attorney-General can not do his 
hale rascals to justice with all the vast machinery «| : 
mand without falling back upon an appropriation made for 4s)" 
cific purpose? 

That purpose was the prosecution of the trusts. 
Did he proceed against the coal barons, or is he goins we 

Proof, documentary proof, of an illegal combin and conspit 
acy between them was laid before the Attorney! ah ha 
Member of this House, and let us see what he did wit! 
$500,000 special appropriation given to him for the purpos® 

In his table of expenditures we find the following: 
Enforcement of antitrust laws, 1903 and 1904: 


Appropriation warrant 
Payments during fiscal year 


Balance July 1, 1908 


prosec 
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That is all, and nothing more. Notasingle solitary other refer- | to the fact that between 1888 and 1892 the Republican party had 
nce to the trusts in a report covering several hundred pages. | control of this Government, that there was on the statute books 
and the Attorney-General wants to use $483,000 of the people’s | a Republican tariff law, and a Republican finance law in the early 


money to run a few postal thieves and land grabbers toearth. It 
is a pitiful confession of weakness and incompetence. 

~ ian so, reverting to the cordial invitation of the gentleman 
from Minnesota, we Democrats, after reviewing the situation, 
tfully but firmly decline to go over there and help 


mi Republi ‘ans hold up the pillars of your tottering temple. 
* "Mr. DINSMORE. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Nevada {Mr. Van Duzer]. 


Mr. VAN 


to labor unions and high wages, and the colloquy was interrupted 
py objections. I now desire, in a brief statement, to reply to the 
gentleman from Illinois and to take up the discussion of the ques- 
tions which I refer to. 


asked the gentleman in reference to the statement he made in | 


regard to wages, if it was not a fact that high wages throughout 
the country was due to the efforts of organized labor and the or- 
ganization of labor unions to resist a lowering wage scale. The 
gentleman answered that labor and wages, like other commodi- 
fies, wheat, cotton, ete., were regulated by the law of supply and 
demand. If the gentleman concedes that wages are regulated by 
supply and demand, he at once must abandon his theory that the 
tariff keeps up wages. How can the gentleman contend that a 
high protective tariff regulates wages if wages are regulated by 
the law of supply and demand? 


The labor question, to my mind, is one of the most serious prob- | 
lems confronting thoughtful men, and yet it receives little recog- | 


nition in this House. A great deal is claimed for labor, but little 
accomplished for labor. We hear continually references as to 
what the Republican party has done for labor. My contention is 


that labor has done more for herself through her unions than the | 


Republican party has ever accomplished for her. 

Labor can not win any substantial advance under Republican 
Administrations, whose continual obligation is to support high 
protection and predatory wealth. Labor has more to fear from 
the colonial policy of the Republican party than from any other 
condition to-day. ‘The American laboring man, around whom the 
Republican party insists the mantle of high protection has been 
thrown, is in danger to-day from this very question. What is to 
become of the laboring man when the Republican party opens up 
Porto Rico, Cuba, and the Philippines to sugar, tobacco, and the 
manufacturing interests where cheap labor from China, Japan, 
and the Filipino may compete with American labor? The con- 
tract laws do not apply, nor do pauper laws nor immigration laws 
shut out cheap labor in our colonial possessions. 

To-day the large trust interests are taking steps to import 
Chinese labor into Cuba and Porto Rico. To-day the Japanese, 
the little brown man, with all his strength, skill, and imitation, is 
competing with American labor because these possessions, given 
favorable tariff concessions from our Government, do not have 
laws restricting cheap labor, contract labor, or convict labor. 

The contentions of the Republicans that high wages are synon- 
ymous with high protection can not be borne out by actual eco- 
nomic conditions, because wages are kept up by the intelligent 
cooperation of labor unions. If you should destroy organized 
labor and abolish labor unions the scale of wages would fall 50 
per cent in six months, Labor has been able to oppose her intel- 
ligence to falling prices, and her righteous fight against long 
hours and low wages has resulted in eight-hour laws and higher 
Wages, 

Prosperity is the gift of God—the result of a generous nature, 
not of the Republican party. High wages and short hours are 
the result of two centuries of struggles of organized labor against 
organized greed. Labor asks only that which she is entitled to 
and she has kept up the wage scale by her own efforts. 

' Trusts are the creatures of Republican legislation. To-day the 
Ma classes who have received the most benefit from Republican 
egislatic in are the combinations striving most desperately to de- 
siroy organized labor. 

0-day the manufacturers’ associations are raising money, or- 
a a sentiment, and directing a crusade against labor unions 
adn they realize that organized labor can successfully resist 
7 i wage scale and a lengthening labor day. If they 
be reak down organized labor es 4 know they can regulate the 

See system, and no tariff on en can keep wages up if once 
on is at the merey of predatory wealth. Labor is confronted 

a fight for her life, and her only hope lies in maintaining 

© power and integrity of her unions. 
ont question which the gentleman took occasion to talk 
weie and it is a favorite theme of the Republican , is that 
fen a" food times during Republican Administrations and hard 
wean disaster when the Democratic party is in power. He 
© about the hard times of 1893. I want to call his attention 


DUZER. Mr. Chairman, a few moments ago I asked | 
the gentleman from Mlinois [Mr. FULLER] some questions relating | 


| part of 1893, and at the time of the panic, early in 1893, which 
was one of the most serious panics we have had in the country, 
_and concerning which the Republicans point with pride as the 
result of Democratic power, these laws were in force. 

I want to call the attention of the gentleman to some facts of 
| history. The Democratic party came into power as a result of 
| the dissatisfaction, unrest. and hard times of the Harrison Ad- 
| ministration. Harrison’s Secretary of Treasury was already be- 
ginning to negotiate a bond issue when the party was swept from 
power. Theconditions underlying the panic of 1893 were the result 
| of the Harrison Administration. The Democratic party met a 
| Republican panic. Panics leave scars upon prosperity. In 1896 
McKinley was elected. The ‘full dinner pail’’ was the slogan. 
McKinley had not been in power six months when hard times 
and signs of a panic again became apparent. 
| The hard times of 1893 would have been repeated in 1897, suc- 
ceeding the defeat of Bryan, if the extraordinary gold discoveries 
of the Klondike had not increased our money supply, and the 
Spanish-American war and the Boer war had not created a de- 
| mand for our products. Eighteen hundred and ninety-six and 
1897 were dark days on the Pacific coast, and the shadows of a 
panic were only dissipated by the discovery of gold in the Klon- 
dike, which poured her golden treasure into the commerce of the 
Pacific coast. 

Then I ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fu.ier] why it is 
that he ascribes to the Democratic party the hard times of 1893, 
when it isa fact of history that the Republican party was in power 
four years just prior, and if hard times occurred during Democratic 
| Administrations and good times during Republican Administra- 
| tions, as the gentleman claims, how are the Republicans going to 
explain that fact? The gentleman also said that in 1896 we had 
good times in this country, the most prosperous we ever had; but 
the gentleman from Hlinois has failed to designate in a single par- 
| ticular where any legislation enacted by the Republican party has 
| ever contributed to good times in this country. 

It is a notorious fact that after William McKinley took his seat 
for the first six months there were more failures, according to 

| Dun and Bradstreet, than had occurred for years. It is another 

| notorious fact that the Republican party was against a crisis in 

| her history had it not been for the unforeseen developments which 
brought about the Spanish-American war. 

The Spanish-American war and the great output of gold from 
the Klondike were the two conditions which contributed to pros- 
perity in this country, and there was not a single legislative act 
upon the statute books of the country put there by the Republican 

| party which contributed in any respect or degree to our prosperity. 
| 





Our quantitative theory of money was demonstrated to be cor- 
rect because of the large supply of gold which came from Alaska 
and by the good times which spread abroad in this country as a 
result of more money being put into circulation by the Spanish- 
American war. And I want to say that it was the minority party 
in Congress that brought about and forced the Spanish-American 
war against the resisting policy of the Republican party at that 
time, which was averse to going intoa war. [Applause. | 

We hear a great deal from the floor of this House about high 
wages. We hear a great deal in this House about prosperity. But 
the gentleman from Illinois made the candid admission that high 
wages are due usually to the law of supply and demand. We 
have had within the past six months the closing down of the silk 
mills, the closing down of factories in New England. 

We have had not only a wholesale reduction in the force of men 
employed at mills and factories in New England, but wages have 
been reduced and the cost of living increased. 

Last summer there was a panic in New York. Wall street was 
strieken, The city of Pittsburg was on the verge of a panic. 
Therp fas a financial tightening. Money was high, business at a 
standstill, and had it not been for a large wheat crop and high- 
priced cotton—had it not been forthe American farmer—the panic 
of 1893 would have been a sumptuous banquet as compared to the 
distress of 1903. [Applause. | 

It was the farmer and not the Republican party who saved the 
country last year. [Applause.] The argument so long indulged 
in of Republican prosperity and Democratic adversity is fast be- 
coming a boomerang upon the Republican party. 

I wish to make the statement at this time an right here that 
as far as high wages are concerned the tariff has had less influence 
upon wages than the efforts of organized labor. And in handling 
this great issue between labor and capital—between the man who 
struggles to accumulate enough to live upon and the man who 
accumulates to enjoy the sensuality of luxury—tact, wisdom, and 
patriotism must be called into the exercise of their highest power 
in order to adjust this problem in the interest of humanity. 

I have listened to tariff discussions; I have listened to Panama 
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word pictures; I have listened to partisanship run riot, but I have 
yet to hear a labor discussion upon the floor of this House. The 
two yarties here are contending over tariff schedules, over fine 
questions of international law; and yet it is going to be the two 
million and a half labor votes of organized labor who shall name 
the next President of the United States. While statesmen and 
politicians are casting about for candidates and platforms let me 
suggest that the storm center of the fight next fall will be in Illi- 
nois, Indiana, and New Jersey, where there is a large labor vote, 
and in Montana, Utah, and Colorado, where recently military 
authority has been used to suppress the labor unions. The labor 
unions have been forced to go into politics, and the ranks of or- 
ganized labor is daily growing, and the next President of the 
United States will be the man who champions the cause of a 
government by the people instead of a government by the privi- 
leged classes. [Applause. ] 

Maintain living wages, lower the cost of living daily increasing 
through Republican legislation, curb the trusts, build the Pan- 
ama Canal, develop internal resources, give the Philippines to the 
Filipinos, and build up and protect a government whose purpose 
is to create an artisan instead of a soldier. [Applause. ] 

It is not tariff schedules we need, but more work, high wages, 
and reasonable hours. It is the shutting out of coolie labor, the 
passing of an eight-hour Government law, and the abolition of 
convict labor which need serious attention. The American work- 
ingman wants to rest secure in his home, and if in the exercise of 
his inalienable rights he should run counter to the domination of 
predatory wealth he does not want to be incarcerated like a petty 
thief, and hence the question of government by injunction is of 
vital importance to him. 

You can never deceive organized labor by tariff schedules. She 
will never rest the hope of high wages on a trust tariff. Believ- 
ing in the old adage that ‘‘ God helps those who help themselves,”’ 
the American workingman will go on organizing labor unions, 
placing his hope of high wages in his intelligent efforts in the 
labor union rather than in the specious promises of tariff states- 
men who are feeding the giant trust, the greatest enemy organ- 
ized labor ever had. Labor op her intelligence to falling 
prices,and wages are maintained, while other commodities, un- 
able to resist, fluctuate at the will of commerce. [Applause. ] 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman,I yield twenty minutes to 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Linp]. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I have so recently expressed my 
views on the general question of our Canadian relations that I 
shall not take any additional time on this occasion, except to say 
this, that I wish the committee to understand that in my persist- 
ent—for it may seem so to you—advocacy of better trade relations 
Iam not prompted by any local or personal considerations. It 
would undoubtedly be very desirable for the people of our State, 
the millers of my city, the laboring men, and the railroads to 
handle the crops of Canada to the north of us and to participate 
in the development and exploitation of that great country. But 
for those local reasons alone I would not advocate it for a moment 
unless I were firmly convinced that it is for the benefit of and 
vital to the future and permanent interests of the whole nation. 

There are men on this floor, and I hope many of them, who 
will live to see 150,000,000 English-speaking people on the North 
American continent. Think of it! One hundred and fifty mil- 
lions of people speaking the same language, reading the same 
literature upon this great North American continent! Bearing 
this possibility in mind, is it not a vital question, is it not a ques- 
tion that appeals to every patriotic American, that appeals to 
every economic consideration, that this great mass of homoge- 
neous, ethnically and historically connected people shall cooperate 
and work together hand in hand in amity, brotherly rivalry, and 
American energy to develop this great continent for a greater 
America? 

I want to say to you that I would infinitely rather see a greater 
America on this continent than a greater Britain in any portion 
of it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] That is the question 
involved. Are we to continue a policy of nagging and belittling 
a people relatively just as great and just as good as we are? It is 
poor policy; it is not the part of wisdom; and I want to say, my 
fellow-Members, it is not Republicanism in the State of Minne- 
sota. And it is to demonstrate that fact that I rise on this occa- 
sion rather than to address myself to the great question at length. 
My colleague from our State [Mr. VoLsTEaD], whooccupied your 
time on yesterday, commented very severely on the utterances of 
what he termed the leading Republican paper in our State, the St. 
Paul Dispatch. 

He the floor. The editorial writer of that paper did not 
have the floor; and I ae to give it to him for a few minutes. 
I have always endeavo to treat that paper, and especially its 
editor, justly; and I now send to the Clerk’s desk to be read the 
editorial that was commented upon by my colleague yesterday. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
“PLAYING HORSE.” 


Joun LinpD made a speech in the House. He made a very clever 
gument for reciprocity in general and with Canada in particuiay Thre 
shows that his immersions in Populism and Democracy didn’t wash all 42 
Republicanism out of him. For reciprocity specialized is not Demc ne 
doctrine, as the dispatch has shown, but is Republican by pre-empton 
very strange effect of this speech is reflected in dispatches from Washingt . 
It is said that it has sent all but two of the Minnesota Representatives in 
opposition to any modification of our trade relations with the Domini ih 
is said that Mr. VOLSTEAD will lead off in a speech in which he will think he : 
defending his farmer constituents who grow wheat against what ( ‘ush Davie 
once described as “that avalanche of wheat” which would pour over ‘he 
borders and sweep away our farmers if the duty were taken off. My Davis 
very soon learned his mistake. If Mr. VOLSTEAD’s purpose is as stated - 
has his lesson also to learn. A moreincredible statement is thatthe Senatc “ 
will join the opposition. ee 

It will be a queer contretemps if the fact that a former Repub); 
posing as a Democrat, who advocates a policy Minnesota Republi: 
always been in favor of—so much so that a Senate committee ha 
eighties investigating opinion here found but one man opposed—sho 
six or seven Republican Representatives and two Senators turn tail and run 
away from their party. e@ must say that it would be either a tribute to 
Mr. Linp’s sagacity and strength, or a display of their asininity, that w: vuld 
very much surprise Minnesota Republicans. It would be playing politics 
with a vengeance, and there would be a reacting vengeance that would be 
unpleasant to the recipients. Minnesota can not afford to have her Repro. 
sentatives ‘play horse” with a matter of such material importance, nor wil] 
she fail to resent it if they do. 

The —- that foreshadows this puerile course says that it will be jus- 
tified by the repugnance of Minnesota farmers “to being deprived of ‘the 
benefits that accrue to them from the present duties on wheat.’ We really 
wonder if there is a farmer in all this Northwest so densely ignorant that he 
imagines that the tariff of 25 cents a bushel benefits him by decreasing com. 

tition. Wewonder far more if Mr. VOLSTEAD or any other member of the 

ouse or Senate thinks so. These must know better, but that implies that 
they think their farmers woefully ignorant and densely stupid. 

When Senator Davis made that statement—and he made it in good faith— 
he was promptly informed that Manitoba wheat came over the border, paid 
the duty, was milled in Minneapolis, the flour exported, and 90 per cent of 
the duty refunded to the millers. Since then the rebate has been increased 
to 99 per cent. 

The 1 per cent of the 25-cent duty retained by the Government is 2} mills 
one-fourth of a cent a bushel is all the “ protection” given our wheat raisers 
by the tariff; that is the measure of the “ benefits” they are getting from it. 
Recently the millers have been in Washington seeking relief from the law or 
Treasury ruling that imposes a proportional share of the duty on the bran 
and shorts obtained from milling Canadian wheat if sold in this market. To 
escape that the millers must export the offal, thus depriving our farmers of 
the substantial benefitof getting stock feed at lower price. We doubt if any 
Senator or Representative will dare to make the display of ignorance, or 
worse, which opposition on such a ground would reveal. 


Mr. LIND. I will now ask the Clerk to read the comments of 
the Minneapolis Journal, the leading Republican paper of our 
State, on the article just read. This was published February 1, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Journal is informed that some members of the Minnesota delegation 
in Congress are disturbed because so much attention has been given to Con- 
ressman LIND in this and other a papers. They are reported to 
so much disturbed that, as the Dispatch says, they are going to vehe- 
mently oppose reciprocity with Canada because Linp is for it. In view of 
the general favor with which Mr. Linp’s attitude has been received, we 
should think that they would do well to see whether they can not find grounds 
for agreeing with him. But they seem to be afflicted with a malady that has 
become chronic in the Minnesota delegation—viz, disregard of public opinion 
in Minnesota. ‘ 
In view of the easy-going habit we have fallen into of not holding our Con- 
gressmen to account, it is only natural that this malady should thrive 
The Journal has no interest in attracting attention to Mr. Linn, but 
per, like many others in this State, believes in reciprocity with Canada, 1t 
is only right and proper that it should devote some space to men and measure 
that are seeking to advance it. We believe that a majority of our people be- 
lieve in fo eee A with our northern neighbor and have long ago got fo the 
bottom of the ancient fallacy as to the dangers of Canadian competition in 
agricultural products, which Mr. VOLSTEAD purposes to resurre: Yet with 
two or three exceptions our Congressmen have chosen to ignore or contempt 
uously oppose Canadian reciprocity. 


Mr. LIND. Now, Mr. Chairman, for the benefit of the genial 
Chairman of this Committee of the Whole [ Mr. Lacey], who took 
occasion on the fleor to criticise in a very kindly spirit what | 
said upon this subject some time ago, I desire to have read a por- 
tion of the recent message delivered by the governor of tlie great 
State of Iowa, and this will be of additional interest to members 
of the committee for the reason that it was uttered under ‘he sanc- 
tion of the governor’s oath of office and in obedience to the require: 
ment of the constitution of the State of Iowa that he should give 
his oy sound advice. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It is obvious that the farmers’ principal desire and paramount | = * 
to feed as many people as possible. They sell breadstuffs and meats in) = 
various forms, both at home and abroad, and therefore they ought t0 fy 
favor of the policy which will maintain and multiply their markets 11 “i 
own country, an wa me and increase their markets in other SOS aad, 

To put it in another form: Itis plain that they should advocate (he prob 
tion which will add to the number of men at work in fields of in: lust ry ee 
than agriculture at home, and which will remove burdensome rest! poe 
and impositions which prevent a fair entry into markets abroad. 1! in my 
be content with mere abstractions. It has been ible to make. ont i for 
judgment it is still possible to make a treaty with Canada whic! Ww Dori 
years to come make us practically masters of the imports into nn 0,000 
ion. Inthe last ten years American manufacturers have expend: $! wee 
in the establishment of plants in Canada which would have bee" tai 2 
home, with all the labor which that implies, if there had been ® ‘rh. 
permanent relation existing between the two countries. Not o ‘y the bore 
every student ot affairs knows that the chance we now have across © 


can, now 
408 have 
ck in the 
uld make 


as this 


terest is 
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der will be completely destroyed unless we treat with our neighbors upon a 
e : j 


; cal basis. 
fair reciprocal of lowa have lost something in the foreclosure of the oppor- 

The — tl . men who are operating the plants to which I have referred, 
tunity t0'°"il lose more when Canada raises the barrier so that England, 
and they nd Germany will supply the material for the wonderful develo 
France, = which she is just entering and which we are so well propered 
ment ope has been said that in order to obtain these changes it will be nec- 
supp Voor us to let into our markets Canada’s agricultural products, or some 
essary T believe this to be partially true, but let me ask the farmers of 
{ them ther they think they would lose in the exchange? Which would 
lowa Wier do, lose the market which would be created by our vast imports 
you Canada or meet Canada in competition in the oie which you produce? 
into rt confidently that in the sharp struggle with [linois, Wisconsin, Min- 
on the Dakotas, Nebraska, Kansas, and Missouri you would never be 
tle to discern the influence of Canada in corn, oats, barley, hay, cattle, 


3, butter, and eggs. 

bores oe her. Wecan make treaties with Central and South America, with 
F S Germany, Spain, and Italy, that will immensely increase our exports 

f manufactures to those countries, so that for every man deprived of em- 
Oo oyment here we can put to work ten. You ought to have a chance to feed 
es added nine men, and why is it not given you? Simply because of the 
inertia which seems to prohibit the profane foot from planting itself within 
the sacred precincts of the tariff schedules. : 

And how is it with your markets abroad? In England there isstill the open 
door; but you know that a mighty force is now swinging it in your faces, and 
itmay not be long before on those islands there will not even be the “ gates 
aiar.” Do you not think you ought to be alert and make some provision, if 
you can, for a pass key as the bolt slips into its socket? 

In France you are under sore discrimination—discrimination which could 
beremoved immediately without any substantial injury toa manufacturer 
in the United States. 
oe is making it harder for you all the while, and yet we rest su- 

inely, watching wit a satisfaction the gradual exclusion of the 
fowa farmer from the markets of the German Empire. 

I might continue this journey around the world, but it would serve us no 
useful purpose. If what I have said will not arouse the men who till the soil, 
who raise the cattle, horses, hogs, and hens, and produce the cheese, butter 
and eggs of Iowa, 1 am mistaken in their intelligence and have overrated 
their loyalty. 

Amidst the cries of the commercial conflict raging throughout the world | 
Ihear the voice of destiny saying to the men of agriculture as Roderick Dhu 
said to James Fitz James: 


“For this is Coilantogle ford 
And thou must keep thee with thy sword.” 


Mr. LIND. That is good doctrine. I donot think thatI could | 
improveuponit. Itis in hearty accord with the sentiments of my | 
colleagues on this side of the House. The editorials read state 
the facts, except possibly in the little bit of egotism contained in | 
the first editorial, which may be pardonable considering the | 
source, 

The editor of the Dispatch says that reciprocity is preeminently 
and at all times Republican doctrine. Inasmuch as he evidently 
desires to see, seek, and promulgate the truth on this subject, [ 
would commend the editor to the reading of that magnificent 
state paper of Thomas Jefferson, in which he formulated, not 
only for that day, but for all times and all conditions, the theory | 
of reciprocity between nations. 

I would also like to commend to his consideration the fact that 
the only genuine, lasting, efficient reciprocity treaty that this 
country ever had was inaugurated and promulgated under a 
Democratic President and when the Democratic party was in 
power—long before my day. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] | 

Mr. Chairman, I do not care to occupy further time. I yield 
back whatever time I may have remaining. 

ae Mr. Chairman, there are no other speakers 
on this side, 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the Clerk proceed with 
the reading of the bill by paragraphs for amendment and discus- 
sion under the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, and the reading was con- | 
cluded without any amendment being offered. 

Mr. HITT. The consideration of the bill in Committee of the 
Whole being now finished, I move that the committee rise and 
teport the bill favorably to the House without amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

" The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Payne having taken 
nae as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Lacey reported that the 
aes of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having 
oe consideration the bill H. R. 11287, the diplomatic and | 
ihe ‘r appropriation bill, had directed him to report the same 

a = the recommendation that it pass without amendment. 
“a . ill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 

On Was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
whi oan of Mr. Hrrr, a motion to reconsider the vote by 

ch the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


“ AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
“tr. WADSWORTH, from the Committee on Agriculture, re- 





Ported a bill (H. R 11825) makin iati 
(H.R, g appropriations for the Depart- 
Wad se Asriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905; which 


a first and second time, and, with the accom i 
. . f panying 
ofthe’ peerred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 


a 2 AMS of Mississippi. I want to reserve all points of 
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Mr. WADSWORTH. I desire to give notice that I will ask 
the consideration of the bill immediately after the reading of the 
Journal to-morrow. 


DEVILS LAKE INDIANS, NORTH DAKOTA, 


Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present consid- 
eration the special order which was fixed to follow the disposition 
of the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. 
eas) calls up as the special order a bill the title of which 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 11128) to modify and amend an agreement with the Devils 
Lake Indians in North Dakota. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas James McLaughlin, United States Indian inspector, did, on the 
2d day of November, A. D. 1901, make and conclude an agreement with the 
male adult Indians of the Devils Lake Reservation, in the State of North 
Dakota, which said agreement is in words and figures as follows: 

This agreement made and entered on the 2d day of November, 1901, by and 
between James McLaughlin, United States Indian inspector, on the part of 
the United States and the Sisseton, Wahpeton, and Cut-Head bands of the 
Sioux tribe of Indians belonging on the Devils Lake Reservation, in the State 
of North Dakota, witnesseth: 

ARTICLE I. The said Indians belonging on the Devils Lake Indian Reser- 
vation, N. Dak., for the consideration hereinafter named, do hereby cede- 
surrender, grant, and oouver to the United States all their claim, right, 
title, and interest in and to all that part of the Devils Lake Indian Reserva- 
tion now remaining unallotted, including the tract of land at present known 
as the Fort Totten Military Reserve, situated within the boundaries of the 
said Devils Lake Indian Reservation, and being a part thereof; except 6.160 
acres required for allotments tosixty-one Indians of said reservation entitled 
to allotments, but to whom allotments have not yet been made, said sixty-one 





| allotments to be made by the United States under the provisions of the gen- 


eral allotment act of February 8, 1887, as amended February 28, 1891. 

ART. Il. In consideration of the land ceded, relinquished, and conveyed by 
Article I of this agreement, and in full of all claims and demands of said In- 
dians of Devils Lake Reservation, N. Dak., arising or growing out of the erro- 
neous survey of the western boundary of their reservation in 1875, whereby 
about 64,000 acres were excluded therefrom; als» in full for timber taken from 
their reservation for use of the military t of Fort Totten, from 1867 to 1890 
(covering the period from the time of its establishment to the time of its 
discontinuance), the United States stipulates and agrees to pay to said In- 
dians, in the manner hereinafter provided, the sum of $345,000. 

ArT. III. Itis ogress that of the amount to be paid to said Indians, as sti 
ulated in Article II of this agreement, the sum of $145,000 shall be paid in cash, 


| per capita. share and share alike, to each man, woman, and child belonging 


on the said Devils Lake Reservation, within four months after the ratifica- 
tion of this agreement, and the remainder of the said sum of $345,000, viz, 
$200,000, shall S paid in cash, per capita, in ten annual installments of $20,000 
each, the first of which installments to be paid in the month of June follow- 
ing the said first payment of $145,000, and in the month of June of each year 
thereafter of the succeeding nine years covering the period of the said ten 
annual] installments. 

ArT. IV. Itis understood that nothing in this agreement shall be construed 


| to deprive the said Indians of the Devils Lake Reservation, N. Dak., of any 


benefits to which they are entitled under the existing treaties or agreements 
not inconsistent with the provisions of this agreement. 

ArT. V. This agreement shall take effect and be in force when signed by 
United States Indian Inspector James McLaughlin, and by a majority of the 
male adult Indians, parties hereto, and when accepted and ratified by the 
Congress of the United States. 

In witness whereof the said James McLaughlin, United States Indian in- 
spector, on the part of the United States, and the male adult Indians belong- 
ing to the Devils Lake Reservation, N. Dak., have hereunto set their hands 
and seals at the Devils Lake Agency, Fort Totten, N. Dak., this 2d day of 
November, A. D. 1901. 

JAMES MCLAUGHLIN, 
United States Indian Inspector. 





—_——= 


Marks. Age. 
| 









2 8 NI nasi aplinie gitbiiiguhe tcthbwabibattsepeetoieuet 
2 | Matocatka -.. 
8 | Ignatius Court 

(And 218 other Indian signatures.) | 


We, the undersigned, hereby certify that the foregoing agreement was fully 
explained by us in open council to the Indians of the Devils Lake Reserva- 
tion, N. Dak.; that it was fully understood by them before signing, and that 
the agreement was duly executed and slened by said Indians. 

CHARLES WHITE, 
IGNATIUS COURT, 
Interpreters, 

DEVILS LAKE AGENCY, N. DAK., November 7, 1901. 

We, the undersigned, do hereby certify that we witnessed the signatures 
of James McLaughlin, United States Indian inspector, and the 216 Indians of 
the Devils Lake Reservation, N. Dak., to the foregoing agreement. 

F. RABINNOVITZ, Agency Clerk, 
IGNATIUS COURT, 
Postmaster, Fort Totten, N. Dak. 

Deviits LAKE AGEnNcY, N. DAK., November 7, 1901. 

I certify that the total number of male adult Indians, over 18 years of age, 
belonging on the Devils Lake Reservation, N. Dak., is 296, of whom 216 have 
signed the foregoing agreement. 

FP. O. GETCHELL, 
United States Indian Agent. 
Deviis LAKE AGENCY, N. DAK., November 7, 1901. 


Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That said agreement be, and the same is hereby, modi- 
fied and amended to read as follows: 

“ARTICLE IL. The said Indians belonging on the Devils Lake Indian Reser- 
vation, N. Dak., for the consideration hereinafter named, do hereby cela, 
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surrender, grant, and convey to the United States all their claim, right, title, 
and interest in and to all that part of the Devils Lake Indian Reservation 
now remaining unalloted, including the tract of land at present knownas the 
“Fort Totten Military Reserve,” situated within the boundaries of the said 
Devils Lake Indian Reservation, and being a part thereof; except 6,160 acres 
required for allotments to sixty-one Indians of said reservation entitled to 
allotments, but to whom allotments have not yet been made, said sixty-one 
allotments to be made by the United States under the provisions of the gen- 
eral allotment act of February 8, 1887. as amended February 28, 1891. 

“Art. II. In consideration of the land ceded, relinquished, and conveyed 
by article 1 of this agreement, and in full of all claims and demands of said 
Indians of Devils Lake Reservation, N. Dak., arisi or growing out of the 
erroneous survey of the western boundary of their reservation in 1875, 
whereby about 64,000 acres were excluded therefrom; also in full for timber 
taken from their reservation for use of the military post of Fort Totten, 
from 1867 to 1890 (covering the period from jthe time of its establishment to 
the time of its discontinuance), the United States stipulates and agrees to 
dispose of the same to settlers under the provisions of the homestead and 
town-site laws, except sections 16 and 36, or an equivalent of two sections, in 
each township, and except such lands as may be reserved, and to pay to said 
Indians the proceeds derived from the sale of said lands; and also the United 
States stipulates and agrees to pay for sections 16 and 36, or an equivalent of 
two sections, in each township, and for such lands as may be reserved for 
school, agency, church, and mission purposes, at the rate of $3.25 per acre. 

“Ant. IIL. It is agreed that out of the funds accruing from the sale of the 
said lands there shall be paid to the said Indians, in cash, per capita, share 
and share alike, to each man, woman, and child belonging on the said reser- 
vation, within four months after the date of the proclamation of the Presi- 
dent of the United States opening the said lands to settlement, the sum of 

145.000, or so much thereof as may have accrued from the sale of the said 
nds; and the remainder of the sums derived from the sale of the said lands 
shall be paid to the said Indians in annual installments not to exceed $30,000 
in any one year, and the first of which installments to be paid in the month 
of June of the year following the first payment, and in the month of June of 
each year thereafter until the whole proceeds of the sale of the said lands 
shal! have been disbursed. 

“ArT. IV. It is understood that asping &. this agreement shall be con- 
strued to deprive the said Indians of the vils Lake Reservation, N. Dak., 
of any benefits to which they are entitled under the existing treaties or 
agreements not inconsistent with the provisions of this agreement. 

“Arr. V. This agreement shall take effect and be in force when accepted 
and ratified by the Congress of the United States.” 

Sc. 2. That the said agreement be, and the same is hereby, accepted, rati- 
fied. and confirme, as herein amended. 

Suc. 3. That before any of the lands ceded by said agreement are opened 
to settlement and entry, or otherwise disposed of, the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs shall cause allotments to be made as provided by article 1 of the agree- 
ment, such allotments to conform as to quantity to the provisions of the 
treaty of February 19, 1867, and of the act of Fe y 8, 1887, as amended 
February 28, 13891. 

Sxc. 4. That the lands ceded to the United States under said agreement, in- 
cluding the Fort Totten abandoned military reservation, which are exclusive 
of 6,160 acres which are required for allotments, one sections 16 and 36 
or an equivalent of two sections in each township,and such tracts as may be 
reserv: 7 the President as hereinafter provided shall be disposed of under 
the general provisions of the homestead and town-site laws of the United 
States, and shall be opened to settlement and entry by proclamation of the 
President, which proclamation shall prescribe the manner in which these 
lands may be settled upon, occupi and entered by persons entitled to 
make entry thereof, and no person shall be permitted to settle upon, occupy, 
or enter any of said lands, except as prescri in such proclamation, until 
after the expiration of sixty days from the time when the same are opened to 
settlement and entry: Provided, That the rights of honorably discharged 
Union soldiers and sailors of the late civil and the Spanish war, as defined 
and described in sections 2304 and 2305 of the Revised Statutes, as amended by 
the act of March 1, 1901, shall not be abridged: And provided further, That 
the price of said lands shall be $4.50 per acre for all lands entered during the 
first six months after the opening of the said reservation, and $3.50 per acre for 
all lands entered during the second six months, and $2.50 per acre for all 
lands entered thereafter: Provided, That no lands which become forfeited 
after having been entered shall be reentered ata less price than the original 
entryman agreed to pay; all the said lands to be paid for asfollows: One dollar 
per acre when the entry is made,and the remainder in annual installments 
of 50 cents per acre until paid for: Provided further, That in case any entry- 
man fails to make such payments, or any of them, within the time stated, all 
rights in and to the land covered by his or her entry shall at once cease, and 
any payments theretofore made shall be forfeited andthe entry shall be for- 
feited and held for cancellation: And provided further, That nothing in this 
act shall Wg ee homestead settlers from commuting their entries under 
— il, Revised Statutes, by paying for the land entered the price fixed 

erei made. 

In addition to the price to be paid for the land, the entryman shall pay the 
same fees and co ons at the time of commutation or final entry as now 
provided by law, where the price of the land is $1.25 per acre: And provided 
Jurther, That aliens who have declared their intention to become citizens of 
the United States ma: oceans pap aners under this but before provin 
up and acquiring title must e out their full na tion papers: And 
provides further, That all lands herein ceded and opened to settlement under 

act re ng undisposed of at the expiration of five years from the 
taking effect of this act =< be sold and of for cash under rules and 
regulations to be prescri by the Secretary of the Interior: And provided 
Surther, That the dent is hereby authorized to reserve, in his proclama- 
tion for the opening of the said lands, should he deem proper, the tracts here- 
tofore reserved for church, mission, and cy purposes, not to exceed 900 
acres, and also not exceeding two and one-half sections for the Fort Totten 
Indian School, and the United States stipulates and agrees to pay for said 
reserved lands at the rate of $3.25 per acre. The President is also authorized 
tp oeeerens a = embrac —— oe the ae pues of the 
abandoned military reserva abou acres, as a public park, more par- 
ticularly for the use of the Devils Lake Indians. 

Sec. 5. That sections 16 and 36 of the lands 
ship shall not be subject to entry, but shall be reserv 
common schools and paid for b 
the same are here 


receiving credit for payments previousl 


uired in each town- 

for the use of the 
the United States at $3.25 per acre, and 
f granted to the State of North Dakota for such purpose; 
and in case any of said sections, or parts thereof, of the land in the said 
Devils Lake n Reservation or Fort Totten abandoned military reserva- 
tion are lost to said State of North Dakota by reason of allotments thereof to 
any Indian or Indians now holding the same, or otherwise, the governor of 
said State, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, is hereby au- 
thorized to locate other emis not occupied, in townships where said lands 
are lost, provided sufficient lands are to be had in the townships, other- 
wise the selections to be made elsewhere within the ceded tract, which shall 
be paid for by the United States as article 2 of the treaty as 
herein amended, in quantity equal to the loss, and such selections shall be 
made prior to the opening of such Jands to settlement. 
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| and to pay over the proceeds received from the sale thereof on) 
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rr 
Sec. 6. That the proceeds received from the sale of said lands in confor; 
with this act shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States ang om? 
the Indians belonging to the Devils Lake Reservation only. as pro paid to 
article 3 of said agreement as herein amended. 7 Vided in 
Sec. 7. That there is hereby cperceeines, out of any money in the T 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $52,000, or so much thereof a 
Se —— \ te pay for lands > ra States for school = ay 
church, and mission purposes, and for anted to the State, ee"h: 
Dakota, as herein provided. - he State of North 
Sec. $8. That nothing in this act contained shall in any man 


United States to purchase any portion of the land herein de... bind the 


cribed, ¢ xcept 
" 1 lands as may 
be reserved for school, agency, church, and mission purposes, or to (nw 


said land except as provided herein, or to guarantee to find pur haeh Se of 


said lands or any portion thereof, it being the intention of this act ¢ho. 4 
United States shall act as trustee for said Indians, to dispose of ys 


of said lands 


ly as receiv: 


as herein provided. 


The following amendment, recommended by the Committe, 
Indian Affairs, was read: 

On page 10, line 14, after the word a strike out the words “mom 
particularly for the use of the Devils Lake Indians.” To 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, by this bill it is proposed ty 
modify and amend an agreement with the Devils Lake Indians 
whereby the Fort Totten Indian Reservation, which belongs +; 
them, shall be opened up for settlement. Po 

The reservation contains in all 242,000 acres, of which, whey 
the allotments are completed, 138,000 acres will be taken by tho 
Indians, leaving 104,000 acres to be opened up for settlement 

The bill has been considered very carefully by the committee, 
and has been reported unanimously from the committee, and has 
the approvalof the Department. Furthermore, its provisions are 
similar to those of the Rosebud bill, which passed this House, 
few days ago, the principal difference being that this provides for 
a tract of land containing about one-fourth as mucli as was en- 
braced in the Rosebud bill. 

I do not care to go into any detailed explanation of this matter 
as I believe the House has a fairly good understanding of ¢! 
provisions of the bill at this time, having just considered the 
other similar bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MONDELL and Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MARSHALL. I yield to the gentleman from Wyoming. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I am heartily in favor of 
legislation and believe that it is carefully drawn, that it is in the 
interest of the people in the region in which the lands are located, 
and in the interest of the Indians. I wish, however, to propos 

an amendment, which I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read it for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 10 and 11, page 9, strike out the words “forfeited and held for can 
cellation” and insert the word “canceled.” 

Mr. MONDELL. I offerthis amendment, Mr. Speaker, because 
I think it makes the language of that portion of the bill clearer 
than it is at the present time. In offering the amendment | ux 
the language that is used in the desert-land law in cases where 
there has been a default in payments. I think it is best in 4 case 
of this kind, where there is a default which results in cancellation 
to use language that has already been used in similar cases, whict 
has been passed upon by the Department, and with regard to te 
meaning of which there can be no question. This amendment 
makes it clear that for nonpayment the moneys paid prior to We 
lapses in payment shall be forfeited and that the entry shat 
canceled. I trust that the gentleman in charge of the bill wl 
accept the amendment. ai 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr.S er, I ask unanimous consent tha 
the amendment suggested by the gentleman from Wyomlg be 
accepted, because I believe it is a good amendment. ee 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. My attention was diverted # ©" 
time the gentleman was making his statement. Vo ! un lerstan® 
the gentleman from Wyoming to say that this amendmen' — 
the bill conform to the language of other bills of a similar cat 
acter heretofore passed? , te bill we 

Mr. MONDELL. It is the language used in the on’) sof . 
have passed prior to this time, relating to cash payments, atom 
in which forfeits the entry and prior payments. It seemec'0" 
that there was some question with regard to the lane ange a6 ; 
in the bill and that it would be wise to use the language") 
been used in cases similar to this, and with regard to which 
can be no question. 

Mr. 8M of Kentucky. If that is the purpos 
ment, I am in favor of it. 

Mr. MONDELL. The purpose of the amendm 
the —— clear. sth Dakota ski 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North a reat 
unanimous consent that the amendment submitted byt 1€ 8 
man from Wyoming be agreed to. Is there obj a wth 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, when amendments (ar as 
voted on, I think it is an unusual course to ask the House W % 


mn 


f the amen 


nt is to make 









-ynanimous consent. The gentleman can offer his 
. - 1 he usual way. I have no desire to object to the 
a {ment, but I object to the form in which it is presented. 
 ~ SPEAKER. Objectionismade, The question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. j 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to propound 
ninterrogatory to the gentleman. : 
; Mr. MARSHALL, 1 yield to the gentleman from Indiana for 
; TSO 3INSON of Indiana. It is with reference to the appro- 

riation provided for, $52,000 for the Government to purchase 
T tions i6 and 36. I believe that is the amount. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. May I ask the gentleman what 
has been the course in cases similar to this heretofore with refer- 
ence to the Government purchasing these lands, and at what fig- 
ure or price these lands were sold to entrymen? i 

Mr. MARSHALL. Iwish, by way of answering the gentleman's 
question, to say he will understand that under the enabling act 
by which North Dakota was admitted into the Union provision 


was made whereby sections 16 and 86 were donated by the United | 


States to the State for school purposes. Further provision was 
made that in the case of Indian reservations no selections could 
be made of these sections until the reservations were opened. 

Now, then, the gentleman asks what the usual procedure has 
been. I will say that in three instances that I have in my mind 
which occurred in South Dakota, which State has identically the 
same provision in her enabling act as North Dakota—in fact, they 
were admitted under the same act—the Government not only paid 
for sections 16 and 86, but paid for the entire tracts. Sections 16 
and 36 were given to the State of South Dakota, and the remain- 
der was opened to settlement under the homestead law. In the 
case of the Big Sioux the price was $1.25 an acre. In the case of 
the Yankton Reservation the same thing occurred, and the price 
was $3.75 an acre; and in the case of the Sisseton Reservation the 
same thing happened, and the price was $2.50 per acre. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Now, in this case what would the 
entryman pay per acre for the land that he secured? 

Mr. MARSHALL. In the case of the Big Sioux Reservation 
the entryman originally was to have paid $1.25 per acre for the 
first three years; after that 75 cents per acre, and after that 50 
cents; and then the free-homestead law was extended; so that in 
the end they did not pay at all. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. ‘The acts have provided different 
prices for payment by theentryman. Now, the Committee in this 
case has raised the price to a sum higher than the usual price. 
My inquiry is why it would not be better policy to raise the price 
of the land toa sum sufficient so that there would not be required 
to be an appropriation directly out of the public Treasury. 

Mr. MARSHALL. In the first place, the lands would not sell 


for any more money, at least not for any considerable sum greater, | 


than the price asked for them—thatis, $4.50 peracre. In the next 
place, it would be manifestly unfair to the settlers who propose 
to take these lands to make them pay the additional price over 
and above the original price intended to be paid to the Indians 
in order to cancel an obligation of the United States. 

_ Mr.ROBINSON of Indiana. The Treasury of the United States 
8 now charged with this sum that ought, it seems to me, if pos- 
able,and do justice, to be made out of the land itself. And upon 
the last proposition, that the condition is now changed, that ex- 
cept under the provisions of the irrigation act the Treasury is not 
Teimbursed by receiving the proceeds of the sale of these lands. 

Mr. MARSHALL. The gentleman will understand that the 
money goes to the Indians. The facts are simply these: Under 
the plan heretofore pursued the United States bought all of these 
ands and either gave them to the people in free homes or under- 
took to collect for them from the homesteaders. 

We have now started upon another plan, whereby the United 
4 _ oes hot assume any responsibility regarding thirty-four 
oblieg “urty-six sections in a township, and simply carries out its 
oe to North Dakota, and pays for the two sections and 
~ _ 8 them o the State. In other words, the United States has 
~ 1 rid of seventeen-eighteenths of the obligation that has 

i incurred in bills prior to the time that the Rosebud bill came 


up here, 


Mr. Speaker, I ask f i i i 
aun dment to’ite or we previous question on the bill and 
ven SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota moves the 
ous question on the bill and amendment to its final passage. 
© previous question was ordered. 
The peedment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
reading: = amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
ime, and ened” engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
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On motion of Mr. MarsHALL, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BEIDLER, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BrownLow, for four days, on account of important 
business. 





CENSUS, 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following privi- 
leged report from the Committee on the Census. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana makes the fol- 
lowing privileged report, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Director of the Census 
be, and _he is hereby, directed to inform the House what persons have been 
selected and employed by him and the dates and periods of time for which 
such persons have nm employed in the Census Office under the provisions 
of the act of March 3, 1908, which provided as follows: 

_ “The unexpended balance of the census appropriation which, by the pro- 
viso in the act approved June 28, 1902, entitled ‘An act making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1908, and for other purposes,’ was aeepeeeenaee and made available 
for continuing the work of taking the Twelfth Census, and for all expenses 
arising under and authorized by the act to provide for the permanent Census 
Office, approved March 6, 1902, be, and the same is hereby, made available 
for zeae indicated in said proviso during the fiscal year 1904; and that 
said balance, or so much thereof as may be needed for the purpose, be, and 
the same is hereby, also madeavailable for such expenditures as may become 
necessary in complying with the proclamation of the President dated Sep- 
tember 80, 1902, pursuant to the provisions of section 6 of the act of July 1, 
1902, entitied ‘An act none to provide for the administration of the 
affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,’ 
including the cost of temporarily employing such number of persons as may 
be necessary for the performance of said work, at a compensation not ex- 
ceeding that which has heretofore been paid employees in the Census Office 
for doing similar work, such persons to be selected and employed by the Di- 
rector at such dates and for such periods of time as he may deem proper.”’ 

And how long such employees have continued under such appointment, 
and, if such appointments were discontinued, for what reasons they were so 
discontinued. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that the Chair is of 
opinion that this is not a matter of privilege. It is not in the 
language of the rule addressed to the head of an Executive De- 
partment. The Chair merely wants to call the attention of the 
gentleman to the fact. Is there objection? 

Mr.BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, without questioning the Chair’s 
ruling, I ask unanimous consent that it may be acted upon. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption 
of the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 

BRIDGE OVER MONONGAHELA RIVER. 

Mr. ACHESON. Mr. Speaker,I ask unanimous consent for the 

present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3578) to authorize the 
| Mercantile Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the Mo- 
nongahela River, Pennsylvania, from a point in the borough of 


| North Charleroi, Washington County, to a point in Rostaver 


| Township, Westmoreland County. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unani- 
| mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk will read. 

The bill, with amendments, was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, I would like to ask the gentleman who has called up this 
bill whether it has been submitted to the Secretary of War and 
meets his approval? 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I had the honor to report this 
bill from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
The letter of the Chief of Engineers to the Secretary of War upon 
this proposition is printed with the report of the committee. It 
was sibmitfed by the Secretary of War to the Committee on In- 
terstate 4nd Foreign Commerce, and the bill, with the amend- 
ments suggested, will be exactly as approved by the War Depart- 
| ment. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Then, Mr. Speaker, I have noobjec- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
ag and being engrossed, it was read the third time, and was 

yassed, 
: On motion of Mr. AcHESON, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CONVEYANCE OF PUBLIC ROAD, WINTHROP, MASS. 
Mr. TIRRELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask urianimous consent that 


the bill H. R. 1909 may be taken from the Calendar and imme- 
diately considered. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
House from the consideration of the following bill, the title of 
which the Clerk will report, and that the same may be considered 
in the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 1909) to authorize the conveyance to the town of Winthrop, 
Mass., for perpetual use as a public road, of a certain tract of land. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand 
the request by the Speaker. What is the request? 

The SPEAKER. The request is to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union from the considera- 
tion of this bill and to consider it in the House as in Committee 
of the Whole. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to convey to the town of Winthrop, in the county of Suffolk, State of 
Massachusetts, for perpetual use as a public road, the following-described 
tract of land: A strip of land 25 feet wide, extending along the northerly side 
of the United States military reservation at Fort nks, from the easterly 
side of Elm avenue to the easterly side of Winthrop street, town of Win- 
throp, in the county of Suffolk, Mass.; and more particularly described as 
follows: ‘‘ Beginning at the point of intersection of the northeasterly side of 
a. street with the southeasterly side of the location of the Boston, 
Revere Beach and Lynn Railroad Company's right of way, and running 
thence northeasterly along the southeasterly side of said right of way for a 
distance of 600 feet, more or less, to the northeasterly side of Elm avenue; 
thence southeasterly along the northeasterly side of Elm avenue fora dis- 
tance of 25 feet; thence southwesterly along a line parallel to and 25 feet dis- 
tant from the southeasterly line of the location of the Boston, Revere Beach 
and Lynn Railroad Company's — of 7 to the northeasterly side of Win- 
throp street; thence northwesterly along the northeasterly side of Winthrop 
street to the point of beginning,” the said land being so conveyed to the 
town of Winthrop in smenge for the land and easements comprised in Elm 
avenue, in said town of Winthrop, which was conveyed to the United States 
in 1891 and 1892 as a site for the construction of fortifications; and witha view 
to convert the said strip into (=~ a street as Elm avenue was at the time 
of its conveyance to the United States, the sum of is hereby appropriated, 
to be paid outof any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be 
expended under the direction of the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, 
Soe ogee of grading and making a road upon and through the said 
strip o nd. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all after the word “ fortifications,” in line 15, page 2, 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
should like to ask the gentleman to make some explanation of 
this matter. What committee reports it? 

Mr. TIRRELL. The Committee on Military Affairs reports it 
unanimously. Mr. Speaker, in the years 1891 and 1892, to add to 
the fortifications of Boston Harbor, the United States Govern- 
ment purchased a certain tract of land in the town of Winthrop, 
Mass., which is really a part of the city itself, although under a 
different municipal government, being located about a mile and 
a half from the State capital of Massachusetts. This land was 
purchased and the fortifications were erected. It became neces- 
sary, however, to also take a right of way which had been acquired 
in fee and by prescription by a large number of persons who 
owned land in the rear. 

This right of way ran directly through the center of the land 
which had been taken, and there was no way, unless another right 
of way was laid out in the rear of this land, by which those own- 
ing property and having rights of way across it could have access 
from their land to the public highway. So in the adjustment of 
this matter it was agreed between the Government of the United 
States and those who had these rights of way that if they re- 
leased the same to the Government of the United States as a con- 
sideration therefor there should be laid out in the rear of the land 
taken a right of way which should be perpetually given for the 
use of those who had been deprived of the right of way which 
they had previously acquired. 

That right of way, 25 feet in width, is not necessary for fortifi- 
cation purposes, and is not used by the Government of the United 
States. Itis fenced off now in accordance with the agreement 
then made; has been used by the people to whom it was intended 
to be given since that time; but there has been no act of the Gov- 
ernment in pursuance of that agreement by which the people have 
any assurance as yet that they may not be deprived of it. This 
matter was thoroughly considered by our Government. There 
was a specific report made by the Assistant Secretary of War, in 
which he sets forth this agreement, and in which he recommends 
that this right of way shall be given. 

Now, the only change made, and that is a change in opposition 
to the recommendation of the Secretary of War, is to strike out 
the appropriation, so that the Government will be put to no ex- 
pense whatever for this tract of land ceded. It will be in accord- 
ance with the original agreement and an act of justice and equity, 
and on reading the report setting forth all the details specifically, 
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to which I have only in a brief way adverted, there 
gentleman in this House who would not be satisfied with this bj 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. When was this agreement =e i. 
Mr. TIRRELL. In 1891 or 1892. - 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the 
ment. 
The amendment was considered, and agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
and it was read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. TIRRELL, a motion to reconsider the ] 
was laid on the table. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the f 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
priate committee as indicated below: 

S. 1819. An act authorizing Robert A. Chapman, of Alabama 
his associates and assigns, to use the waters of the Coosa River in 
Alabama, for the purpose of generating electricity—to the Com. 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, ro. 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 10421. An act to provide for the removal of snow and ico 
from the sidewalks of the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; 

H. R. 8686. An act to amend section 895 of the Code of Law for 
the District of Columbia; 

H. R. 8688, An act to transfer jurisdiction oi reservation No, 
32, in the city of Washington, D. C.; and 

H. R. 4844. An act for the relief of Vincenzo Gerardi, of 
Washington, D. C. 


TRANSCRIPT OF RECORDS TO INDIVIDUALS. 


Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5511) to authorize regis. 
ters and receivers of United States land offices to furnish tran- 
scripts of their records to individuals, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That registers and receivers of United States land offi 
shall, in addition to the fees now allowed by law, be entitled to charge an 
receive for making Wensertyte of the records in their offices for individuals 
the sum of 10 cents per hundred words for each transcript so furnished; and 
the transcripts thus furnished, when duly certified to by them, shall be ad- 
mitted as evidence in all courts of the United States and the Territories 
thereof with the same force and effect as the original records. 

The following amendment, recommended by the committee, was 
read: 

In line 10, after the word “thereof,” insert the following: “and before all 
officials authorized to receive evidence.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? Non 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. r. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, I would like to have some explanation of this measure. 
Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, under the law at the present time 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office has full authority 
to make certified copies of the records in the General Land Office, 
but there is no law authorizing registers and receivers of the local 
land offices in the various districts throughout the country to 
make like transcripts and certifications of the official records in 
their offices. A great many official records in the local land of- 
fices never reach the General Land Office, and many of them are 
important, affecting the title of real estate throughout the country. 
At present the only way of getting the official records from 
those offices is to induce the register voluntarily to take certain 
books of record to the court that may be in session. Sometimes 
it is a hundred miles distant in a different judicial dis‘rict. This 
measure has been suggested by people familiar with th» practice, 
and the necessity for it has often arisen throughout the various 
land districts. It is a bill prepared in the Department phe 
introduced by me after conference with the Commissione: = 
General Land Office. I can see no possible objection to it. 428 
purpose is plain, and it is to meet a reai necessity. — 
r. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to ask the genic 
what committee considered the bill? 
Mr. MARTIN. The Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Was it a unanimous repor! 
Mr. MARTIN. A unanimous report. -deration 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consice’ an 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The amendment was considered and agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed 4 
third time; was read the third time, and passed. ao habeas 
On motion of Mr. MARTIN, a motion to reconsider tie 14s 
was laid on the table, 


is not 


amend. 


& third time; 


ast vote 


oll wing title 
to its appro- 


nd read @ 










ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 


~ otion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock p. m.) 
a. Howse ade varned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock noon. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 


munications were 
follows: 


\ letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 


ting a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue submitting an estimate of appropriation for settle- 
ment of claims of certain employees of the Government—to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. ati 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, sabmitting, 
with a favorable recommendation, an estimate of appropriation 
for the construction of a customs office building at Port Eads, 
La.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 38 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of State, transmitting a 
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report (No. 712); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2769) 
granting an increase of pension to William E. Armstrong, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 713); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROWN of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8227) 
granting a pension to Lucius E. Polk, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 714); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 








| referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5532) granting an increase 


| 
} 
| 


i 


of pension to Levi Vassar, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 715); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5045) 


| granting an increase of pension to Albert S. Elmore, reported the 
| same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 716); which 


memorial of the Wales Island Packing Company praying for re- | 


lief from damage resulting from the establishment of the Alaskan 
boundary line—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 20f Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROWN of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9398) granting 
a pension to John Lindsey, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 717); which said bill and report 


_ were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. AMES, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was re- 


' ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 10968) granting a pension to 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota, from the Committee on the District | 
of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. | 
5067) to prevent the fraudulent sale of merchandise, reported the | 


same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 728); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the | 


following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
= Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
a8 TOLIOWS: 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to Which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1451) grant- 
Ing an increase of pension to Eleanor H. Hord, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 706); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S, 8400) to amend the act entitled ‘An act 
granting @ pension to Flora Stanton Kalk,” approved February 
~), 1899, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
‘report (No. 707); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 
a also, fr m the same committee, to which was referred the 
of the Senate (S. 2217) granting an increase of pension to 

wnry C. Riggs, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 708); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

ie from the same committee, to which was referred the 
He of the Senate (S. 2965) granting an increase of pension to John 
by ‘zinger, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 

‘report (No. 709); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar, : 
wae fan in same committee 

€ Senate (S. 70 i 
@. Brown, a ea ‘ne granting an 


, to which was referred the 
increase of pension to John 
wan port same without amendment, accompanied 
the eport (No. 710); which said bill and report were referred to 
fe rivate Calendar. 
bin a from the same committee, to which was referred the 
ion oe © Senate (S. 2596) granting a pension to Frances S. Hop- 
=" pprorted the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
pe 0.711); which said bill and report were referred to the 
rivate Calendar. 
bill ot ae from the same committee, to which was referred the 
how. senadi nate (S. 1597) granting a pension to Rosa D. May- 
'Teported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 


Marceline P. Hamilton, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 718); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11052) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Eaton Livingston. reported the same with amendment, ac- 


| companied by a report (No. 719); which said bill and report were 


referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9739) granting a pen- 
sion to Lizzie M. Worster, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 720); which said bill and report 


| were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8984) granting an increase 
of pension to John I. Rundeberg, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 721); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8924) 
granting a pension to Georgia A. Whitehead, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 722); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WILEY of Alabama, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10378) for the 
relief of Sarah J. Shell, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 723); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4589) granting a pension 
to H. H. Barrett, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 724); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4407) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to defray the expenses of contestant 
in the contest entitled ‘‘ Koonce against Grady,’’ reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 725); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 


A 


y 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6590) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
L. Potter—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8001) granting a pension to Timothy Fox—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 11612) granting an increase of pension to G. H. 
Abney—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 11815) tolimit the time within 
which prosecutions may be instituted against officers, agents, or 
employees of the United States—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11816) to amend section 1044 of the Revised | 


Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11817) providing for the appointment of a | 


Solicitor for the Post-Office Department and abolishing the office 
of Assistant Attorney-General for the Post-Office Department— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 11818) to promote the effi- 
ciency of the Revenue-Cutter Service—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 11819) requiring certain | 


places of business in the District of Columbia to be closed on 
Sunday—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HITCHCOCK: A bill (H. R. 11820) to provide for ma- 
cadamizing Fort Crook military boulevard from Fort Crook, 
Nebr., to the city limits of South Omaha, Nebr., and appropriating 
money therefor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 11821) for 


the establishing of military and postal roads in the district of | 


Alaska—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 11822) providing for leave 
of absence to certain employees of the Government—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH: A bill (H. R. 11823) to authorize 
the Director of the Census to cooperate with the secretary of 
state of the State of Michigan and with officials of other States in 
— the census of manufactures—to the Committee on the 

nsus. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 11824) to 
amend the internal-revenue laws so as to provide for publicity of 
its records—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH, from the Committee on Agriculture: 
A bill (H. R. 11825) making appropriations for the Department 


of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905—to the | 


Union Calendar. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A resolution (H. Res. 203) requesting the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor to investigate the causes of 
the low prices of beef cattle in the United States since July 1, 
1903—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
- following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 11826) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Dean—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11827) granting an increase of pension to | 


Daniel Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 11828) nting a pension to Mary 
E. Witten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11829) granting an increase of pension to | 


Milton H. Wayne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 11830) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Hatel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 11831) granting a pension to 
Samuel Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bili (H. R. 11832) for the relief of | 


Frank Smith—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 11833) granting a pension to 
Jennie Blackburn Johnston—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 11834) granting an increase 
of pension to Ephraim A. Bard—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11835) granting an increase of pension to | 


Charles B. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11836) granting an increase of pension to 
Comfort M. Slawson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11837) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. De Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 11838) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Mann—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 11839) granting an increase 
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of pension to Sarah J. Pugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pen, 


sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11840) granting a pension to Isaac Broc 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. rock 
By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 11841) referring to tho Co 
of Claims for adjudication and determination the claims of - 
widow and family of Marcus P. Norton and the heirs at i the 
others—to the Committee on Claims. es 
By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 11842) granting an jp, 
pension to Robert Taylor—to the Committee on Inva 
By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 118438) granting an increase 
| pension to William Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Seek of 
By Mr. GILLETT of California: A bill (H. R. 11344) rrenties 
an increase of pension to W. A. Custer—to the Committee op le. 
valid Pensions. - 
By Mr. GRAFF; A bill (H. R. 11845) granting an increase 
| pension to David C. McVicker—to the Committee on Inyalid Pe 
sions. 
By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 11846) granting an increase of 
pension to David Kinsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 11847) granting an increas, 
of pension to James B, Croly—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11848) granting an increase of pension to 
Hanley B. Closson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 11849) for the relief of Perry 4 
Kinikin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. ie 
By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 11950) fo 
the relief of Thomas McCallister—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 
By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 11851) granting an increase of 
pension to James McCue—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11852) granting a pension to M. B. Thomp- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. KYLE: A bill (H. R. 11858) granting an increas» of 
| pension to Henry C. Keyser—to the Committee on Pensions. 
| By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 11854) granting a pension 
| to Georgiana M. Trow—to the Committee on Invalii Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11855) granting an increase of pension to 
| John Cross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11856) granting an increase of pension to 
| Nahum A. Gurney-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 11857) granting an increase of pension to 
| John J. Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 11858) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Arey—to the Committee on Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 11859) granting an increase of pension to 
| Deborah H. Bliss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11860) granting 
| & pension to Ely L. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R, 11861) granting a pension to Emeline 5. Gos 
line Hayner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 11862) granting a pension 
| James E. Howard—to the Committee on Pensions d 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11863) for the relief of John Thomas Power— 
| to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
| By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 11864) granting an increase 
of pension to William A. Stone—to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. se a 
By Mr. PIERCE: A bill (H. R. 11865) for the relief of Hs. 
| Simmons’s estate—-to the Committee on War Claims. ; 
|_ By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 11866) removing the charge 
| desertion against the name of Cereah Schnepf—to the Commitee 
| on Military Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 11867) granting a pension to Josephine Her 
| bert—to the Committee on Pensions. : 
By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. It. 1156s) grant 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph S. Shepmoes--to the (ou 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. : 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11869), granting a pension to Lawren 
| hearn—to the Committee on Pensions. ; 
By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. BR. 11870) to correct the mils 
| ord of Dean Wilson—to the Committee on Military Afar 
By Mr. SHOBER: A bill (H. R. 11871) for the ™ isad 
| A. Hopper & Son—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. SHULL: A bill (H. R. 11872) granun 
| Howard S. Gardner—to the Committee on Pension 
___By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 11873) for the ™ : 
| William Williams—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 11874) for the reli, 


Committee 0% 


Tease of 


lid Pensi ns, 


t 


n- 





e Ma 


military Te 


a pens mn 10 


| thur W. Kelley, of Jamestown, N. Dak.—to ti 
| Claims. ae 
By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 11875) for Uy 
John L. Hadley—to the Committee on Military A's 
By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R, 11876) grant! 
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‘on to George W. Barber—to the Committee on Invalid; Also, petitions of United Brethren Church, of Glenwood Bap- 

of pensio® ® tist Church, of Linus Seely and 16 others, of physicians and pro- 

na WARNOCK: A bill (H. R. 11877) granting an increase | fessional men, and of W. H. Stauffer and 185 others, all of Buffalo, 

By Mr. Minnie C. Wilkins—to the Committee on Invalid | N. Y., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 





of pension to N 
PeusiODs. 


By Mr. BEDE: Papers to accompany bill to pension Mary E. 
Whitten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
PETITIONS, ETC. Also, paper to accompany bill to increase pension of Milton H. 


Wayne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers By Mr. BURNETT: Papers to accompany claim of George 
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: McKelvey—to the Committee on War Claims. 
were he SPEAKER: Memorial of Vicksburg Cotton Exchange,| By Mr. CALDWELL: Letter from Bishop George F. Seymour, 
sa a to increasing the powers of the Interstate Commerce | of Springfield, Il., relative to the reduction of postage rates on 
relati ‘ai yn—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- | manuscripts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
a Also, petition of citizens of Bunker Hill, Il., against parcels- 
Moy Mr ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the National | post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Board of Trade, relative to the extension of the navigation laws— By Mr. DARRAGH: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 9724, 
‘the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. granting an increase of pension to William O. Lee—to the Com- 
— Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: Papers to accompany bill H. R. | mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
10172, granting a pension to Catharine A. Leonard—to the Com- By Mr. DAYTC IN: Petition of J. H. Berry and 14 others, of 
avftecon Invalid Pensions. | Keyser. W. Va., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Also resolutions of Frank H. Potter Post, No. 229, of Cam- ,; Committee on the Judiciary, * 
bridge: George H. Irwin Post, No. 25, of Lodi; O. D. Pease Post, By Mr. DOUGLAS: Petition of Theodore L. De Vinne and oth- 
No. 94.0f Watertown; Badgers Post, No. 122, of Friendship; John | ers, of New York, against an anti-injunction bill—to the Com- 
H Williams Post, No. 4, of Berlin; W. J. Kershaw Post, No. 188, | mittee on the Judiciary. a r 
of Briggsville; Rousseau Post, No, 14, of Portage, and Harry Ran- | Also, petition of Theodore L. De Vinne and others, of New 
dall Post No. 202, of Dartford, all in the State of Wisconsin, Grand | York, against an eight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 
\rmy of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the | By Mr. DOVENER (by request): Petition of C. B. Stewart and 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 32 others, of Amos, W. Va., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
3 Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of A. B, Booth and others, of | bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Buffalo, N. Y.. in favor of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Commit- Also (by request), petition of T. B. Cox and 28 others, of Sher- 
tee on the Judiciary. | rard, W. Va., in favor of the Brownlow bill—to the Committee 





Also, petition of New York Board of Trade and Transportation, | on Agriculture. : ; 
> relative to harbor of refuge at Point Judith, Rhode Island—to the Also, papers to accompany bill to pension Sarah J. Pugh—to 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Buffalo Lumber Exchange, of Buffalo, By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of John Flynn Post, No. 77, Grand 
N.Y., relative to increasing powers of Interstate Commerce Com- Army of the Republic, of La Crosse, Wis., in favor of a service- 
nission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. | pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, petition of Old German Society of Buffalo, N. Y.,in oppo-| Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade, relative to the 
sition to the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the ee of ys navigation laws—to the Commiitee on Interstate 
Judiciary. and Foreign Commerce. ; 

Also, petition of the Church of the Covenant, of Buffalo, N. Y., By Mr. FULLER: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
in favor of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judi- | Home TT Pek — * ne ae 
clary. y Mr. oO est Virginia: Petition of A. J. Carper 

Also, petitions of Glenwood Baptist Church, Jefferson Street and 39 others, of Grand View, W. Va., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Church of Christ, United Brethren Church, and Church of the | Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Covenant, all of Buffalo, N. Y., in favor of the Gallinger-Hum-; Also, petition of William T. Lawrey and 31 others, of Spring- 
preys bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. : dale, W. Va., in favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the 
Church Jefferson Stavet Ohunch of Christ, and Glenwood Bapiist | By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Resolutions of the senate of the Stat 

hurch, Jefferson Street Church o rist, and Glenw ptist | y Mr. G ( : Resolutions of the senate of the State 
Church, all of Buffalo, N. Y., in favor of Penrose bill to prevent | of New York, favoring the passage of the bill for the improve- 
= of a by turf investment, etc.—to the Committee on the | -_— s Pete nen the ee on fog ener . 

ost-Office and Post-Roads. i y Mr. N: Papers to accompany bill granting pension 

Also, petitions of Jefferson Street Church of Christ, Glenwood | to David Kinsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 
Baptist Church, United Brethren Church, and Church of the By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of citizens of Seymour, Iowa, in 
Covenant, all of Buffalo, N. Y., against sale of liquor in Govern- | favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
a oe sr Soldiers’ Homes—to the Committee on Alco- oe Hanener. ‘ herdt evita 

oc Liquor Traffic. y Mr. : Papers to accompany bi . R. 11701, for 

_Also, petition of Jefferson Street Church of Christ, of Buffalo, | the relief of John R. Switzer—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Daaaative Ly » nullification of State liquor laws—to the y Aran, page 2 scoorapany DS! B= ges for the relief of 

ommittee on the Judiciary. ames Y. Pitts—to the Committee on War Claims. 

‘ Also, petition of Collins Center Club, Collins Center, N. Y.,in | Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 11703, for the relief of 
an ne ect ee COINS CE AGES | Bir agers $0 SOUNDER Ul EL Be 11708, for te rellet of 

: . | sO, 7 o Ein U4, ellie 

Also, petitions of Baptist Preachers’ Meeting and of the Metho- | Farley & Sims—to the Committee on War Claims. _ 
dst Preachers’ Meeting, both of Buffalo, N. Y., relative to the | Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 11705, for relief of A. Y. 
; ne of the Lewis and Clark Exposition on Sunday—to the Thompson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

) a committee on Industrial Arts and E itions. Also, papers to accompany bill HH. R. 11706, for the relief of 
jot wee of William ng ees o. 572, og oan ae eee 7 aso = ine em : 
» MéUroad Trainmen, of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring bi . R. 89 | 5 NE: Resolution of New York Board of Trade anc 
and 741~to the Committee on the Judiciary. ° Tonnigortedion, relative to the harbor of refuge at Point Judith, 

: Also, resolution of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 2, of Buffalo, N. Y., | Rhode Island—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

" Kavor of bill H. R. 6—to the Committee on Ways and Means.| By Mr..LACEY: Petition of the Oskaloosa Commercial Club, 
ratio, eetlation of Manufacturers’ Association of New York, —_ ~~  iaiatam bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
© © improvement of harbor channels of Brooklyn water | and Post-Roads. 

— the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. “7 Also, petitions of Rev. R. L. Adams, of Indianola, Iowa, and 
on met resolution of Lake Seamen’s Union, Buffalo, N. Y., in | Rev. W. A. Longnecker, Deep River, Iowa, in favor of the Hep- 
inoue bill S. 2463—to the Committee on Interstate and For- seeeetoiliver bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 

“Ale, terce. ommerce. 

,, tls, resolution of New York Produce Exchange, relative to| By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: Papers to accompany House 

impro ge, y, oe ; 

ant Hare clon (Bronx) Kills—to the Committee on Rivers a for the relief of William H. W. Krebs—to the Committee on 
. as ilitary airs. 

5 Ako, resolution of New York Produce Exchange, relative toin-| By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of the National Board of Trade, 

Sate wnat Srain at terminal markets—to the Committee on Inter- | relative to the extension of the navigation laws—to the Commit- 
and Foreign Commerce, tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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Also, resolution of the New York State assembly, in favor of 
the enactment of bill H. R. 827, to promote the efficiency of the 
Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the New York State senate, in fayor of the 
enactment of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of Dr. S. Kennerly and 18 others, and 
Thomas J. Stephenson and 14 others, of Hannibal, Mo., in favor 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Reuben Woolman and 
23 others, and I. F. Conover and 50 others, of Woodstown, N. J., 
and vicinity, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Resolution of the National Board of Trade, 
relative to the extension of the navigation laws—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the New York Board of Trade and Trans- 
reer relative to the harbor of refuge, Point Judith, Rhode 

sland—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PORTER: Resolution of New York Board of Trade and 
Transportation, relative to the harbor of refuge at Point Judith, 
Rho‘le Island—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade, relative to the 
extension of the navigation laws—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 11791, for the relief of 
Revilow N. Spohn—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Papers to accompany claim of J. Henry 
Cramer—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON cf Arkansas: Petition of 90 citizens of 
Stuttgart, Ark., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of D. T. Miller, of To- 
peka, Ind., in opposition to a parcels-post bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of New York State senate, favoring | 
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of Somersworth, N. H., 1n favor of the Hepburn-Dolliye 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By ay or pceey of yotlemle dry-goods dealers 
in opposition arcels-post bill—to the Committee oy 4. 0 
Office and Post-Roads. " tte on the Pog 

Also, resolutions of the National Board of Trade 
tension of national navigation laws to Philippine commerce 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. _ — 

Also, protest of the New York Kerosene Oil Engine 
against bill H. R. 7033—to the Committee on the Me 
rine and Fisheries, 

Also, resolutions of the New York Board of Trade anq Trans 
portation, relative to destroying derelicts on the Atlantic Deen “ 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce ais 

Also, resolutions of New York legislature, favoring tin ‘een 
sage of bill H. R. 827, to promote the efficiency of the Lifeson 
ing Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Con 
merce. 

Also, resolutions of New York State senate, in fayor of the 
Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture 

By Mr. THAYER: Petition of M. R. Burrage, Abner Pon 
W. A. Wood, and 29 others, of Spencer, Mass., favoring the 
passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on thy 
Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of H. H. Legge Post, No. 25, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Uxbridge, Mass., and of Union Veteran's Union, 
Department of Massachusetts, in favor of a service-pension law— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of A. B. R. Sprague Post, No. 24, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Grafton, Mass., in fayor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of Rev. O. P. Schleichen ani 
83 others, of Erie, Mich., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill- 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church and Sunday School of North Ridge and Dickersonyille, 
N. Y., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committe 


r bill-ty 


. favoring eX. 


Company, 
rchant Ma. 


the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. | on the Judiciary. 


Also, resolutions of the New York legislature, and petition of 


By Mr. WALLACE: Petition of A. J. Anderson and 46 others, of 


Thomas B. Quinn, Andrew Beasley, and 43 other citizens and busi- | Hope, Ark., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com. 


ness .nen of Buffalo, N. Y., in favor of bill H. R. 827, to promote 
the efticiency of the Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on ! 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 11423, to | 
pension Evelyn S. Beardslee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIRAS: Resolution of Colonel J. B. Clark Post, No. 
162, Grand Army of the Republic, of Allegheny, Pa., in favor of | 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHOBER: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Isaac A. Hopper & Son—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of retail merchants of 
Murphysboro, Ill.. protesting against the enactment of a parcels- 

post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of business men of the West, against enactment 
of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Resolution of M. W. Dresser 
Post, No. 100, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Michi- 


gan, in favor of aservice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Resolution of the Eighteenth Annual Reunion 
of Licking County, Ohio, favoring the admission to Soldiers’ 
Homes of the wives of soldiers living therein—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


rt, Tex., against a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the | won a 
Be . “ - | munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, tau 


‘ost-Office and Post-Roads. 


mittee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of citizens of Magnolia, Ark., against a parcels 
post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
Also, petition of business men of the West, against a parcels- 
post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roais. 
By Mr. WARNOCK: Resolution of Livingston Post, No. 425, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Ohio, in favor ofa 
service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. WYNN: Petition of the Second Presbyterian Church 


| of San Jose. Cal., in favor of the Lewis and Clark exposition—to 


the Select Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 
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Fripay, February 6, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp Everett Hale. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pt 


| ceedings, when, on request of Mr. DoLLiver, and by unanimous 


consent. the further reading was dispensed with. _ 
The PRESIDENT protempore, The Journal will stand 4p 


| proved. 
By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of business men of Bridge- | 


Also, petition of W. McDonald and 31 others, of Canadian, Tex., | 


in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Mount Pleasant Cumberland Presbyte- 
rian Church and Sunday School, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Resolutions of the New 
York senate, in favor of House bill 827, to promote the efficiency 


of the Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Interstate and | 


Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the National Board of Trade, for extension 
of national navigation laws to Philippine commerce—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the New York senate, in favor of Federal 
aid in road building—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petitions of the Free Baptist Church, of 
250 members, of Dover, N. H.,and Summer C, Harne and 8 others, 


SCHOONER VARIETY. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com 


mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed nnder the actof 
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the a 
ings by the court relating to the vessel schooner Variety, Mew 
Dyer, master; which, with the accompanying paper, Wa referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. ws 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had Dee 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence " © 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1909) to authorize the conveyan 
Winthrop, Mass., for perpetual use as a public road, 
tract of land; ee eal 

A bill (H. R. 8578) to authorize the Mercantile Bridge ( een 
to construct a bridge over the Monongahela Riv er, | ae er ; 
from a point in the borough of North Charleroi, Wa 


t 
ce to the town 
of a certain 
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‘nt in Rostraver Township, Westmoreland County; 
County, ii Rott) to authorize ers and receivers of the 
ciel States land offices to furnish transcripts of their records to 
individnss R. 9319) providing for the construction of a bridge 
A - the Red River of the North at Fargo, N. Dak.; . 
a ill (H. R. 11128) to modify and amend an agreement with 
the Indians of the Devils Lake Reservation, in North Dakota, to 
‘ept and ratify the same as amended, and making appropriation 
ov rovision to carry the same into effect; and 
m Fill (H. R. 11287) making appropriations for the diplomatic 
; consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


ESIDENT pro tempore presented memorials of the 
nie of Oklahoma, Okla.; of the German Singing So- 
ciety of Cumberland, R. I.; of the German Fraeundschaftsbund, 
of Charleston, S.C.; of Hohenzoller Lodge, No. 652, of Barre, Vt.; 
of the Turn Verein of Wheeling, W. Va.; of the Concordia Society, 
of New Britain, Conn.; of Allemania Lodge, No. 13, of Denver, 
Colo.; of the Eintracht Verein, of Sacramento, Cal.; of the Turn 
Verein of Manning, and of the German Sick Society of Stockton, 
in the State of Iowa; of the Thusneld Rebekah Lodge, No. 43, of 
Chicago; of the German Benevolent Society of Ottawa, and of 
the Dramatic Society of Peoria, all in the State of Illinois; of the 
Rheinpfalzer Benevolent Society, of Louisville, Ky.; of the Schwa- 
bien Benefit Society, of Detroit, and of the Schwabien Verein of 
Jackson, in the State of Michigan; of the German Veteran So- 
ciety of St. Paul; of the St. Joseph’s Benevolent Society, of Still- 
water: of the Badischer Unterstiitzungs Verein, of St. Paul; of the 
Turn Verein of St. Paul; of Concordia Lodge, No. 5, of St. Paul, 
and of Garfield Lodge, No. 22, of South Stillwater, all in the 
State of Minnesota; of Germania Lodge, No. 7, of St. Louis; of 
the Carondelet Germania Turn Verein, of Louis, and of the 
Schwaebischer Saengerbund, of St. Louis, all in the State of 
Missouri; of the Harmonia Singing Club, of Boston, Mass.; of the 
(steholzer Turn Verein, of New York City; of the Stoteler Club, 
of Brooklyn, and of the Eintracht Singing Society, of Albany, all 
inthe State of New York; of Harmonie Lodge, No. 13, of Cleveland; 
of the Logan Unterstiitzungs Verein, of Cincinnati; of the Rhein- 
pfalzer Turn Verein, of Cincinnati; of the German Benevolent 
Society of Toledo; of the Deutscher Brueder Unterstiitzungs Turn 
Verein No. 1, of Cincinnati, and of the Deutscher Saengerbund, of 
Cleveland, all in the State of Ohio; of the Liederkranz of Potts- 
ville; of the Unterstiitzung Verein of Philadelphia; of the German 
Maennerchor of Portage, and of the German Workingmen’s Mu- 
tual Benefit Association, of Braddock, all in the State of Penn- 
sylvania: of Progress Lodge, No. 99, of Milwaukee; of Schiller 
Lodge, No. 68, of Sheboygan; of Robert Blum Lodge, No. 4, of 
Milwaukee, and of the Eichenkranz Singing Society, of Milwau- 
kee, all in the Stateof Wisconsin; of the National Society of Eliz- 
abeth; of the Aurora Singing Society, of New Brunswick; of the 
Wurttemberger Beneficial Association, of Trenton; of the Ger- 
mania Bakers’ Singing Society, of Paterson; of the Chambersburg 
Liederkranz Singing Society, of Trenton; of the Independent 
Schuetzen Corps, of Hoboken; of the Turn Verein of Paterson; of 
the Unterstiitzung Verein of Paterson, and of the Schuetzen 
Corps of Hoboken, all in the State of New Jersey, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, I present a memorial of the legis- 
lature of New York, relative to an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the highways of the country. I ask that the memorial 

printed in the Recorp, and referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 
There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the 


Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


State OF New York, in Senate: 


and ¢ 


ALBANY, January 28, 1904. 
new herons Hon. W. P. BrownLow, a Representative in Congress from Ten- 
oa has introduced in the House of Representatives a bill providing for 
amone eriation by the Federal Government of $24,000,000, to be distributed 
on ig the States of the Union according to their population for Federal co- 

ee in road building; and 
ceive ees Should such a bill become a law, the State of New York will re- 

ve its share $2,100,000; and 

Therefon there is great need for improving the highways of this State: 
ing in the» be tf resolved, That the senate of the State of New York, believ- 
constructi Principle of national, state, county, and town cooperation in the 
for the bene of main highways, not only for the benefit of the agriculturist, but 
in ther net of the consumers of agricultural products, and also believing 
pose 0 eo Proposition that the —aelre of public moneys for the pur- 
nee improving the internal wealth and commerce of the nation is of equal 
the provision. 2° Spending of money on rivers and harbors, heartily indorse 

Further be 1 of the Brownlow bill and desire its ; and 

it resolved, That we ask our Senators and Representatives in 
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Con, to use all honorable efforts in passing this bill in »rder to secure for 
the State of New York the benefits of national aid in road construction; and 

Be it further resolved, Thatacopy of this resolution be sent to Hon. JAMES 
W. WADSWORTH, Chairman of the Agricultural Committee, and each of the 
Senators and Congressmen from this State, 

By order of the senate: 

J.S. WHIPPLE, Clerk. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I present a memorial of the legis- 
lature of New York relative to the enactment of legislation to 
promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service. I ask that the 
memorial be printed in the Recorp and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the Rrc- 
ORD, as follows: 


STATE OF NEW YORK, in Senate: 
ALBANY, January 27, 1904. 

_ Whereas a bill has been introduced in the House of Representatives of the 
Fifty-eighth Congress of the United States, No. 827, entitled “A bill to pro- 
mote the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service,” which bill is designed to make 
provision for those connected with this ee branch of the Government 
service, which service is constantly attended with peril, hardship, and self- 
sacrifice in devotion to the protection of life and commerce, numerous in- 
stances of heroic service to the cause of humanity being matters of daily 
record; and 

Whereas, owing to lack of legislation making provision for those who may 
be incapacitated, owing to incidents of the service, accident, exposure, or 
ears of service, no provision is now made for the protection of those whose 
uties are attended with t hazard to life and health: Therefore, be it 
Resolved, If the assembly concur, that the Representatives in Congress 
from the State of New York be, and hereby are, requested to use their efforts 
in promote the progress of said bill or some measure which, in their judg- 
ment, shall do ample justice to the class of persons designed to be benefited, 
and assist in its enactment into law, and that copies of these resolutions be 
transmitted to the Senators and Congressmen from the State of New York 
and to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to which com- 
mittee the bill has been referred. 
By order of the senate. 
J. 8S. WHIPPLE, Clerk. 


A. E. BAXTER, Clerk. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a memoriul of the Sparks Depart- 
ment Store, of Summitville, Ind.,and the memorial of A. W. Eiler 
& Bros. and sundry other citizens of Evansville, Ind., remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the so-called parcels-post bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of the Presbyterian Church of Rockville, of the congregation of 
the United Presbyterian Church of Leroy, and of Mrs. Rosa B. 
Gebhart and sundry other citizens of Indiana, all in the State of 
Indiana, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. Rezp Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. 

He also presented a petition of the Supreme Tribe of Ben Hur, 
of Crawfordsville, Ind., praying for the passage of the so-called 
post-check currency bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Joseph R. Gordon Post, No. 281, 
Department of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, of Indian- 
apolis, Ind., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of D. B. Bowers, of Nails; of La Due 
& Carmer, of Auburn, and of John W. Neumann & Co., of In- 
dianapolis, all in the State of Indiana, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate-Commerce 
Commission; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Fortville, Ind., and the petition of W.C. 
Cartwright, of Portland, Ind., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MILLARD presented a petition of the Woman’s Christiaa 
Temperance Union of Aurora, Nebr., praying for the enactment 
of legiflatjon to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi- 
cating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Navy League of the 
United States of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing a homogeneous fleet of war vessels of all 
needed classes and of the most modern approved type; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ontario, Cal., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented titions of sundry citizens of Clinton, 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Boonton, of the 
congregation of the Reformed Church of Boonton, of the congre- 
gation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Boonton, and of the 
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congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Boonton, all in the 
State of New Jersey, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Rezp Smoor, a Senator from the State 
of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Ottumwa, lowa, remonstrating against the ratification of the Isle 
of Pines treaty; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the Commercial Club of Oska- 
loosa, lowa, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
parcels-post bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ackley, Iowa, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of A. C. Taylor Post, No. 165, De- 
partment of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Algona, Iowa, 
and a petition of Schriver Post, No. 177, Department of Iowa, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Bentonsport, Iowa, praying for 
the enactment of a service-pension law; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Joliet, 
Ill., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called parcels- 
post bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Old Veteran McKinley Club, 
of Chicago, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation grant- 
ing a pension of $75 per month to all veterans of the war of the 
rebellion upon whom Congress has bestowed a medal of honor; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of J. M. Smith Post, No. 720, De- 
partment of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, of Mount 
Morris, Iil., and a petition of T. A. Apperson Post, No. 202, De- 
partment of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, of Neoga, 11., 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry petitions of the Retail Merchants’ As- 
sociation, of Moline, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to regulate the manufacture and sale of food products; which 
were referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

He also presented a petition of W. M. Hobbs Lodge, No. 4, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Chicago, Ill., and a peti- 
tion of Decatur Lodge, No. 414, Brotherhood of Railroad Train- 
men, of Decatur, D11., praying forthe passage of the so-called anti- 
injunction bill and also the employers’ liability bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TELLER presented petitions of Butler Post, No. 91, of 
Pueblo; of Joe Hooker Post, No. 16, of Monte Vista: of Post No. 
6; of Post No. 31; of Post No. 109; of Washington Post, No. 85, 
and of Post No. 13, all of the Department of Colorado and Wyo- 
ming, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Colorado, 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the Pueblo Parliamentary Cinb, 
of Pueblo; of sundry citizens of Longmont, and of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Platteville, all in the State of 
Colorado, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. Rrep Swoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented sundry papers to accompany the 
bill (S. 2849) granting an increase of pension to Mark R. Jones; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bil! (S. 4126) 
granting an increase of pension and back pay to P. Q. Healey, 
alias John Quinn; which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. ELKINS presented a petition of the Mothers’ Club of Fair- 
mont, W. Va., praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Laurel Hill Post, No. 10, De- 

artment of West Virginia, Grand Army of the Republic, of West 

irginia, and a petition of Hazen Post, No. 66, Department of 
West Virginia, Grand Army of the Republic, of West Virginia, 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also presented petitions of the Board of Trade of Cairo, 1l1.; | | : 
of the Chamber of Commerce of Spokane. Wash.; of the Peshtigo | move that the memorial be printed as a document in con? 
with Senate Document No. 58, Fifty-eighth Congress. * 


Good Roads Association, of Marinette County, Wis., and of the 
Cotton Exchange of Savannah, Ga., praying for the enactment 


of legislation to enlarge the powers or the Interstate Commerce ! 
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Commission; which were referred to the Committee 0), Inters 
Commerce. Crstate 

Mr. FOSTER of oe ae & petition of the 
ber of Commerce of Everett, Wash., praying that an anny... 
tion be made for the Lewis and Clark Centennial F. Cal 
which was referred to the Select Committee on Industrin) Ee 
sitions. ae 

He also presented a petition of sundry citzens of Custer. w, I 
praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed hea 
Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah: which « 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections .. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Druggists’ 
of Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation provid 
ing for the ratification of a permanent treaty of arbitration },. 
tween the United States and Great Britain; which was refer, 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of Charles D. Sanford Post. No. >» 
of North Adams; of General Wadsworth Post, No. 63, of Natick. 
of Reynolds Post, No. 58, of Weymouth; of General J. G. Posto: 
Post, No. 168, of South Framingham; of William H. Smart Pow 
No. 30, of Cambridge; of George A. Austin Post, No. 70, of yi), 
bury; of Parker Post, No. 123, of Athol; of John A. Hawes Po« 
No. 159, of East Boston; of Major-General H. G. Berry Post x, 
40, of Malden; of Phil H. Sheridan Post. No. 34, of Salem: of 
Charles C. Smith Post, No. 183, of South Hadley Falls: of 4.¢ 
Monroe Post, No. 212, of East Bridgewater; of Colonel C. R. 
Mudge Post, No. 114, of Merrimac; of E. B. Piper Post, No. 157 
of Walpole; of Fletcher Webster Post, No. 13, of Brockton: 0! 
George W. Perry Post, No. 31, of Scituate; of Major Howe Post. 
No. 47,of Haverhill; of George E. Sayles Post, Yo. 126. of Adams 
and of Ozro Miller Post, No. 93, of Shelburne Falls, all of the Dy 
partment of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, in th 
State of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of a servire- 
pension law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Board of Trade of St, 
Paul, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarg 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission: 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce 

He also presented a petition of the Men’s Club of the First 
Methodist Episcopal Church of St. Paul, Minn., praying for th 
enactment of legislation to prevent nullification of State liquor 


—_ 
laws and no-license ordinances by so-called *‘ origina! packages’ 
and other “interstate commerce” tricks; which was referred to 
the Comunittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Thompsonville, Conn., praying for the enactinent of legis- 
lation providing for the closing on Sunday of the Lewis and Clark 
Centennial Exposition; which was referred to the Select Comm 
tee on Industrial Expositions. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Vincennes, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called parcels-post bill; which was referred to the Committe 

Post-Offices and Post-Roads. i 

Healso presented a pstition of Cigar Makers’ Loca! Union, No. 
899, American Federation of Labor, of Vincennes, Ind., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to amend section 33!)4 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, relating to tobacco; wich 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented a petition of the South Dakota Ant- 
Saloon League, of Mitchell, S. Dak., praying for the enactment 0! 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicatins 
liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi iary. 

ir. GALLINGER presented petitions of Rev. George H. Reed 
of Concord; of thecongregation of the Curtis Memoria! Free bap 
tist Church, of Concord; of the congregation of the Congregations 
Church of Winchester, and of the congregation of the Univer: 
salist Church of Concord, all in the State of New Hampsiire. and 
of Noyes Brothers & Butler, of St. Paul, Minn., pray.ng for te 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportate? 
of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee 0! 
the Judiciary. — 

He alsopresented the petition of Henry Barden, chaplain, GT" 

| Army of the Republic, of Portland, Oreg., praying for the ens” 
ment of a service-pension law; which was referred (0 
mittee on Pensions. 


DELAWARE INDIAN LANDS. 


Cham. 


Associati n 


ye. 


elerre| 


which was 


the Com- 


Mr. PENROSE. I present for my colleague |Mr. QUs> Te. 
memorial of Richard C. Adams, representing the Delaware” 
dians, concerning the Dawes Commission and its a 


8, CONC ona 
nection with the making of the Delaware segregaue®. ©". 


yd ses 


sion, and that it be referred to the Committee on ln an Affairs 


The motion was agreed to. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3183) to restore to the public do- 

ain a portion of the Gila River Indian Reservation, in the Ter- 
east of Arizona, and for other purposes, reported it without 
amendment. and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PENROSE, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom 
John F. Finney, 


a report thereon. : 
Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 


was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 13th 
ultimo, authorizing the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minne- 
sota to dispose of the timber on their respective allotments. re- 
norted it with an amendment, submitted a report thereon, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and 
rinted; which was agreed to. ; : Fare? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4100) to acquire 
certain ground for a Government reservation, asked to be dis- 
charged from its farther consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (8. 3546) relating to proofs under the 
homestead laws, and to confirm such proofs in certain cases when 
made outside of the land district within which the land is situ- 
ated, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. LONG, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 8204) permitting the Kiowa, Chickasha 


reported it without amendment, and submitted 


and Fort Smith Railway Company to sell and convey its railroad | 


and other property in the Indian Territory to the Eastern Okla- 


homa Railway Company, and the Eastern Oklahoma Railway | 


Company to lease all its railroad and other property in the Indian 
Territory to the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Com- 
pany, and thereafter to sell its railroad and other property to said 
the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Company, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on the | 


District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7024) 
to name streets, avenues, alleys, highways, and reservations in that 
part of the District of Columbia outside of the city of Washing- 
ton,and for other purposes, to report it without amendment, and 
to submit a report thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the bill (S. 2436) authorizing 


avenues, alleys, highways, and reservations in that part of the 
District of Columbia outside of the city of Washington, and for 


other purposes, being Order of Business No. 190 on the Calendar. 
be indefinitely postponed, and that the House bill just reported | 


by me be given its place on the Calendar. 
The motion was agreed to. 


FORT GRISWOLD, CONN, 


Mr. PROCTOR. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3800) donating gun 
carriages to the Connecticut commissioners for the care and pres- 
ervation of Fort Griswold, to report it favorably without amend- 
ment, and I ask for its present consideration. 


The Secretary read the bill: and by unanimous consent the Sen- | 


ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 


It authorizes the Secretary of War to deliver, if the same can be | 
cone without detriment to the Government, to the commissioners | 
appointed by the governor of the State of Connecticut for the | 
care and preservation of the Fort Griswold tract for the purpose | 


of a public park, as provided for in the act of Congress approved 
June 6, 1902 (vol. 32, pt. 1, Stat. L., p. 306), four barbette car- 
nages for 8-inch Rodman gun, front pintle, and one barbette car- 
Tage for 24-pounder rifle, front pintle. 

. : he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
° be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
ron to whom was referred the resolution submitted by Mr. 
it amAR December 19, 1903, reported it without amendment: and 

Was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


aa ae : That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, instructed to 
the Post. ao the reports upon the investigation of the irregularities in 
gether wit! ice Department, by Assistant Postmaster-General Bristow, to- 
special cour the reports of Messrs. Holmes Conrad and Charles J. Bonaparte, 
formerly anse! for the Government, on the charges made by 8. W. Tulloch, 
y cashier of the Washington city post-office. 


c 


was referred the bill (S. 665) for the relief of | 


VISIT OF PORTO RICAN TEACHERS. 


Mr. FORAKER. I am directed by the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Porto Rico to report back favorably without amend- 
ment the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 79) for the transportation of 
Porto Rican teachers to the United States and return, and I ask 
that it may be read and now considered. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and by unanimous con- 
sent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
consideration. It authorizes the Secretary of War during the 
year 1904, at such time as requested by the governor of the island 
of Porto Rico, to transport from the island of Porto Rico to the 


| United States and to return from the United States.to Porto Rico, 











on one of the vessels engaged in the transport service of the 
United States, not to exceed 600 of the Porto Rican teachers in 
the public schools of that island, and in addition thereto not to 
exceed 25 necessary attendants, such teachers and attendants to 
be selected by the commissicner of education of the island, for 
the purpose of attending the various summer schools of the uni- 
versities, colleges, and other institutions of learning in the United 
States during the year. But a subsistence charge of $1 per day 
for each day on such vessel shall be collected from each of such 
persons so transported; and the Government of the United States 
shall not be liable for, and shall not defray, the expenses of the 
teachers and attendants, or of any such of them, incurred while 
in the United States. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana introduced a bill (S. 4125) to author- 
ize the Little Rock and Monroe Railway Comrany to construct, 
maintain, and use a bridge across Ouachita River, in the State of 
Louisiana, at a point between Ouachita City and the mouth of 
Bayou Loutre; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 4126) granting an increase 
of pension and back pay to P. Q. Healy, alias John Quinn; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. CULLOM. 1 introducea bill, with an accompanying state- 
ment, to which I ask the attention of the committee to which the 
bill shall be referred. I confess I hardly know where the bill 
ought to be referred. I am inclined to think that it ought to go 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and I will make that motion. 

The bill (S. 4127) for the preservation of aboriginal monuments. 


| ruins, and other antiquities, and for other purposes was read 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to name streets, | 


twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill should go, in the 
opinion of the Chair, either to the Committee on Public Lands 
or to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. CULLOM. I debated that question myself. It occurs to 
me that the Committee on the Library would hardly have juris- 
diction of the question. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be referred, then, 
with the accompanying paper, to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4128) granting an increase 
of pension to Peter Kaufman; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4129) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William Markman; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 4130) to amend sections 
1288, 1293, and 1294 of the Code of the District of Columbia, relat- 
ing to marriage, so as to authorize marriages according to the 
custom of the Society of Friends or Quakers; which was read 
twice Sy its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 4131) for the re- 
lief of Martha E. Conklin; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4132) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Addison L. Scott; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 4133) for the relief of Stephen 
Crotty; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 4134) granting to the city 
and county of San Francisco, for water-supply purposes. the use 
of certain lands in a forest reservation in the State of California; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 
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Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 4135) granting an increase 
of pension to Jane Francis; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 4136) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth M. Earle, administratrix of the estate of J. B. Earle, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 4137) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Hutchison; 

A bill (S. 4188) granting a pension to Julia A. Johnson (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4189) granting a pension to John D. Henderson; and 

A bill (S. 4140) granting an increase of pension to John M. Pos- 
tleth wait. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 4141) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Samuel A. Dickey; which was read twice by | 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 4142) granting to the 
Davenport Water Power Company rights to construct and main- 
tain wing dam, canal, and power station in the Mississippi River, 
in Scott County, Iowa; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4148) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Rufus B. Tucker; which was read twice ‘by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 4144) for the relief of John 
L. Smithmeyer and Paul J. Pelz; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 4145) to quiet certain land 
titles in the State of Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (8. 4146) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph L. Bernard, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 4147) for the relief of the heirs of Mary C. Stirling 
and Ruffin G. Stirling, both deceased, and S. C. Stirling, H. R. 
Stirling. and J. Anna Stirling, administratrix of W. R. Stirling, 
deceased; and 

A bill (S. 4148) for the relief of the State National Bank of New 
Orleans, formerly Louisiana State Bank. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 4149) for the relief of 
Samuel S. Dennis; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4150) for the relief of George H. 
Mellen, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 4151) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas J. Spencer; which was read 

-twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 4152) granting an honor- | 
able discharge to John Kinchlow; which was read twice by its | 


title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4153) to promote the efficiency 
of the Revenue-Cutter Service; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4154) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charles Lewis; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
s10ns. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 4155) for the extension 
of 8 street, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
— and referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 

ia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4156) for the establishment of pub- 
lic convenience stations and bath houses; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 


Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 4157) granting a pension to | 
Elizabeth Barnes; which was read twice by its title, and referred | 


to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 4158) granting an increase | 


of pension to John C. Rassbach; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4159) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George W. Gray; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 
Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 4160) providing for a 
naval training station on Put in Bay Island, in Lake Erie; which 





closed. 
| Mr. HALE. I ask that the urgent deficiency appropmave" 





a 
ss — Speen by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Ho also introduced a bill (8S. 4161) providing for the 
ture of money hitherto appropriated for the improvement ; 
maintenance of Ashtabula Harbor, Ohio; which was reac twic om 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce mety 
Mr. PETTUS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 44) as 
provisions of ‘‘An act for the relief of certain settlers , mn th 
lic lands,and to _— for the payment of certain 
chase money, and commission paid on void entries 


expendi. 


to the 
| the pub- 
fees, pur- 


0 } 
lands,” approved June 16, 1880; which was read vat ce 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. — 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. OVERMAN submitted an amendment proposing to appro 
priate $10,000 to cover costs, expenses, etc., incident to the te - 
cution of the suit of the United States v. D. L. Boyd et a) a 
pending in the circuit court for the western district of North 
Carolina, for the purpose of determining the rights of about 600 
or more persons who claim to be members of the Eastern band 
of Cherokee Indians and entitled to share in the distribution of 


the funds and in the enjoyment of the lands belonging to gaiq 
band of Indians, and providing for a complete census rol! of said 
band of Indians and of the Cherokee Indians residing east of the 
Mississippi River, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the In- 
dian appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Ip. 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment providing that in read- 
jasting the salaries and allowances of postmasters of the first, sec- 
ond, and third class no increase in salaries or allowances shall be 
made unless the mailing receipts of the office shall substantially 
balance or equal the receipts of the office from the sale of stamps, 
stamped envelopes, or stamped paper, intended to be proposed by 
him to the post-office appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PROCTOR submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the salary of the consul at Moscow, Russia, from $2,000 to $2,500 
per annum, intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and 
consular appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $8,524.10 to pay the owners of the Norwegian steamer Hagnar 
for damages arising from the collision between said steamer and 
the United States army transport Sumner in the Yangtze River, 
China, on March 18, 1902, intended to be proposed by him to the 
general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES C. WHITTEN—WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. Foraker, it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw the papers on file in 
of the Secretary of the Senate in connection with t Me bill (S. 8561, Sith Cong., 
ist sess.) for the relief of James C. Whitten, there having been no adverse re 
port on said bill. 

REPORT OF ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION. 


Mr. MORGAN. I submit the following order, and ask [or its 


the office 


| immediate adoption. There is only a single copy of part 2 in the 


document room. 
The order was agreed to, as follows: 
Ordered, That the final report of the Isthmian Canal Commi: sior parts | 


and 2, made to the President, November, 1901, be reprinted in 
with the indexes thereto, and bound in cloth, for the use of the Senate 


NEBRASKA SENATORIAL INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was Te 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the expenses to be incurred by the special commuttes af 

inted to investigate and report to the Senate all the facts connected Wi" 
he appointment of Jacob Ficher as postmaster at Hastings, Nebr., anc tM 
leasing of the building used at this time for a post-office in that city. ane i 
ticularly to investigateand report as to the action of CHARLES IH. DieTkKi ™, 
a Senator from Nebraska, in connection with such appointmen' a 
be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers signed by ™ 
chairman of said committee. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning » 


nsiness 18 


bill 


be proceeded with. ' » iin 
he Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (11. *. - ao 
making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies 11’ gy <0 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes. 
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—————= 
ATTERSON rose. 
- PALE. Before the Senator from Colorado goes on, will 
jet me put in two or three nominal amendments to meet esti- 
we be that have come in? It will not take any time. 
mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 


Mr. HALE. On page 88 of the bill, at the end of line 19, I 
move to insert: 
+ the audited account of Alonzo P. Turner for paid transportation, 
To pay tn sap slies of Oregon and Washington volunteers in 1855 and 1856, 
om  ificate NO, 407770, $46.86. 


ondment was agreed to. 
a HALE. On page 50, after line 20, I move to insert: 


-nenses of hearings held by order of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office to determine whether alleged fraudulent entries are of that 
character or have been made in compliance with law, $5,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 4, in line 15, I move to amend the com- 
mittee amendment already adopted by striking out “six” and 
inserting “ eight,” 80 as to read: 

0 enses, not salaries, of inspection of consulates, to be expended 
on the direction of the Department of State, $8,000. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair calls to the attention 
of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Har] that, in the last case, the 
former agreement to the amendment of the committee should be 
reconsidered and then let the amendment be amended as sug- 
gested. It would be entered in the Journal in that way. 

Mr. HALE. Very well; let that course be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote by which the amend- 
ment was agreed to will be reconsidered, there being no objec- 
tion. 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment now submitted 
by the Senator from Maine to the amendment of the committee. 

“The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senator from Maine (Mr. Hatx] to page 26, lines 7, 8, and 
9, the amendment of the committee, inserting ‘‘ $100 and ’”’ in the 
appropriation for heating apparatus for public buildings. The 
RecorD does not show that the amendment has been agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. That should be agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I supposed it had been agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is now agreed to. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, when I took the floor yes- 
terday afternoon just before adjournment it was with the in- 
tention of occupying it a very short time, and the mere fact of 
adjournment has not changed my purpose. There were some 
matters referred to by Senators upon both sides to which I do 
not give my full assent, and as they relate to matters of history I 
think it quite well enough that the record should be kept clean in 
: far as the correct statement of causes and results will tend to 
a0 80, 

It would be quite disrespectful to the particular item in the ap- 
propriation bill under discussion and the point of order if I were 
to omit all reference to them, and while I will say something 
about them, but very little of my time will be occupied in that 


way. 

lam in pretty strong yee! with the point of order taken 
by the Senator from Texas AS r. BAILEY], and also with the propo- 
sition that legislation of this character is of very doubtful pro- 


priety. Many objections may be presented, many substantial ob- 
Jections, but in view of the fact that nearly all the nations of the 
world are participating in the exposition that is to occur this year 
in St. Louis, I think that, whatever our objections may be to this 
particular legislation, we may follow in the lead of the President 
in Justifying a treaty about which he evidently feared questions 
might be raised, and that was justly open to the most serious 
Constitutional objections, and that embraces a pretty clear disre- 
gard of treaty obligations, by the proposition that he presented, 
sraily, that we are in this instance the mandatories of collective 
ioe zation. It is a ground that will cover a multitude of objec- 
er to any kind of legislation that may be more than local in its 
waa and in this case I pro to salve my convictions in 
of ao the exposition appropriation by the claim that, in view 
-. © interests that are involv d and the number of foreign na- 
dete who are intending to participate, the Congress is the man- 
re ry of collective civilization, and therefore substantial objec- 
ns to the appropriation should be put aside. 

8 wine very properly, Mr. President, the discussion yesterday took 
, the Senne and immediately upon the fact being suggested 
© Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar] that we had a 
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Treasury and revenues that would not permit anything but the 
most rigid economy in the matter of expenditures by reason of 


the possibility of a deficiency, the question of financial policy was 
put in issue, and might be properly discussed. 

The proposition of prosperity received a great deal of attention. 
The Senator from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER] gave a very glowing pic- 
ture of the es of the country under Republican Adminis- 
trations and the want of prosperity whenever a Democratic Ad- 
ministration took the reins of government. 

I was impressed with this possibility, that all departments of 
industry were prosperous, in the opinion of the Senator from 
Ohio, except the trusts and syndicate industries, and that he de- 
sired to even up prosperity by introducing an amendment to the 
antitrust law which would give to the trusts and syndicates ben- 
efits that they could not now acquire, and remove from their 
front menaces with which they are constantly confronted. 

I was struck with a peculiarity of the debate on both sides. It 
seemed to proceed upon the theory that whether we were in pros- 
perous times or in bad times the condition, whatever it was, was 
properly traceable to the tariff schedules; that if the country was 
exceedingly prosperous then it was a Republican Administration 
that brought it about, and if the times were less prosperous, then 
it was by reason of the advent of a Democratic Administration or 
by a proposition in some Democratic platform to reform to a 
greater or a less degree the tariff laws of the country. 

Mr. President, I believe we all concede that we have had good 
times, prosperous times, both in Democratic and in Republican 
Administrations. I think that it is conceded that from 1880 until 
1890 the country enjoyed an unusual degree of prosperity, a period 
that embraced one full Democratic Administration and a Repub- 
lican Administration and a part of a second one. 

I refer to that for the purpose of suggesting what I have many 
times maintained: This proposition of prosperity is not so much 
a question of tariff schedules as it is of other causes quite far re- 
moved from tariff schedules. I do not believe that Providence 
does everything to bring about opens: I have no hesitation 
in admitting that bad laws and g laws have a great deal to do 
with the business condition of the country, with wages, with 
profits, with the quality of maintenance that the masses of the 
country acquire, and those laws may be tariff laws or they may 
be financial or other laws. 

Nor do I believe that the amount of the balance that may happen 
to be in the Treasury this year or last year or next year is a sure 
indicia of business conditions. Nor is it so much a question of 
balance of trade or of exports and imports. Good times or bad 
times may exist with the balance of trade against us or in our 
favor, and either one or the other condition may exist with a sur- 
plus in the Treasury or a depleted one. 

The condition of the Treasury depends too much, Mr. President, 
upon what may be mere accidental causes or unusual or extraor- 
dinary conditions for that to be a certain indicia of the real 
condition of the country. 

That we did have unexampled prosperity from 1880 until well on 
to 1892 is borne out not only by the individual experiences of the 
elder people of the country, but by those who have written upon 
the subject, and I only take time to quote upon this subject from 
the History of American Coinage, written by Mr. David K. Wat- 
son, a stanch Republican of Ohio and a monometallist of the most 
approved type, who, writing upon the question of financial legis- 
lation, makes this statement with reference to the state of the 
country during the eleven or twelve years that I have called at- 
tention to: 


It is said by the friends of free coinage that the effect of not coining silver 
has been to depress prices and cause hard times. Is this statement true? It 
is true that after 1892 prices generally declined and business depression pre- 
vailed throughout the United States; but it is also true that from 1880 to 1892 
this country enjoyed its most prosperous period. Land brought good prices 
during those years, and in many cases almost doubled in value; farm prod- 
ucts sold well; labor commanded higher wages than ever before in this coun- 
try, and an idle man was a scarcity. 


Ther fgain: 


The pereny of the United States from 1880 to 1892 can not be denied. 
Mr. Mulhall, the most distinguished living statistician, has recently pub- 
lished a book entitled ‘‘ The Balance Sheet of the World.” I 
United States he says: 

“It would be impossible to find in history a parallel to the progress of the 
United States in the last ten years. Every day that the sun rises upon the 
American people itsees the addition of two anda half millions of dollars to 
the accumulation of wealth in the Bepabiic, just one-third of the daily ac- 
cumulation of all mankind outside of the United States.” 


Mr. President, Mr. Cleveland was elected in 1884. In 1888 he 
was renominated and defeated, and in 1892 he was again renomi- 
nated and reelected. The Chicago convention which gave him 
his last nomination had in mind the degree of prosperity that ex- 
isted under his first Administration, and after it was announced 
that he had received the necessary two-thirds vote the convention 


Inspeaking of the 
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broke out into a refrain, the exact words of which I have not got, 
but it was to the effect of— 

Grover, Grover, 

We'll live four years more in clover. 

During Mr. Cleveland’s Administration, from 1884 until 1888, 
the country was as prosperous as it had ever been. Those four 
years formed a part of the twelve years that all agree in declar- 
ing to have been the most prosperous period in the history of the 
country. 

Mr. Cleveland gave to the United States during his first term a 
Democratic Administration. True, Mr. President, he had made 
apparent his hostility to bimetallism, but it did not take form ex- 
cept in utterances. No law was enacted that interfered with the 
then existing condition of the finances. 

When Democrats, however, undertake to suggest that Mr. 
Cleveland's second Administration, commencing with March 4, 
1903, was a period of prosperity, either unusual or relative, or at 
all, they are doing violence to the experience of the country and 
to the history as that history has been written. I will not under- 
take just now to state what was the cause of the panic and the 
depression and the bankruptcies that fell upon the country. I 
will simply call attention to a few historical facts, and perhaps a 
proper conclusion may be drawn from them. 

In 1891 we recall the failure of Baring Brothers. A shiver ran 
through the commercial and the financial world. A great bank- 
ing institution that had existed for generations, with branches in 
all the great capitals of the world, suffered a complete collapse, 
and from the moment of the announcement of that failure pros- 
perity commenced to wane. The banks commenced to withdraw 
their loans. They refused new loans unless in exceptional 
cases. 

The reason was not one of tariff or of tariff schedules. It was 
because the financial world was troubled. It did not know how 
far the causes of the Baring Brothers failure might reach, and, as 
upon all such occasions, the men who controlled the money com- 
menced to gather it in and refused to allow it to go out. The re- 
sult of it was a diminution of the building and other industries of 
all the great cities—slow at first, but gathering speed as time pro- 

essed. 

Taio came the election of Mr. Cleveland. Following his elec- 
tion by orders in council the Indian mints were closed to the coin- 
age of silver, and in August an extra session of Congress con- 
vened under proclamation of the President for the purpose of 
undoing the coinage laws and inaugurating the system that has 
existed since. 

Mr. President, there are many here who recollect the conflict 
on the floor of the Senate and the House, commencing, I think, 
upon the 8th of August and not ending until the early part of 
November. We then witnessed the power of an Administration 
determined to control the votes of so-called representatives of the 
people both here and in another part of the Capitol. 

I have never questioned but that President Cleveland received 
his election as the result of an understanding that should he be 
elected he would pursue the course he took and use all the power, 
all the tremendous power and influence of the White House, to 
strike from the statute books of the country what is known as the 
purchasing clause of the Sherman law. 

Mr. President, during the second of Mr. Cleveland’s terms this 
country did not have a Democratic President. Had Mr. Cleve- 
land made known, even by insinuation, during the campaign that 
his first public act would be to use the powers of the great office 
for which he was a candidate to stop the purchase and coinage of 
silver, not all the money bags of Wall street, not all the banking 
syndicates of the country, could have saved him from the defeat he 
would have deserved. When he called the extra session of Con- 
gress and put it to the Senate and House that the silver-purchas- 
ing clause of the Sherman law should be repealed, we had the 
spectacle of a Democratic President championing a Republican 
measure, and by reason of the championship of that Republican 
measure bringing his own party into deserved odium and mak- 
ing certain its defeat at the ensuing election. 

Fees here, Mr. President, as a spectator during several months 
of that controversy. Idid not know what influences were brought 
to bear, either here or elsewhere; but all of us saw the result of 
the infiuences in the falling away of Democratic Senators and 
Representatives from the support of what I have always main- 
tained was the money of the Constitution and the money of the 
people. With what result? Mr. President, of course the balance 


of trade went against us; of course our exports decreased. Who 
will forget the business condition of the country commencing with 
the early spring of 1893, immediately following the closing of the 
mints of India and the enactment of a Republican financial meas- 
ure under the championship of a so-called Democratic President? 

Mr. President, that was the forerunner of the Coxey army. 


ella ltt COC LL ADC Orne 


rn 


ee 
There was hardly a great city of this country that was With 
company or regiment or a brigade of starving and workloc me 
camped within its borders and, to prevent worse things f; a 
contributions to keep them from starving. Thousands of the 
made their way to this capital. They camped outside of tho ma 
or in its immediate neighborhood. It was an era 0! igen” y 
suffering. Liquidation did not end during the four years of Ps, 7 
dent Cleveland's Administration. I recall that the mills of x 
England were closed down. _— 
Men went out upon the strike by thousands and tens of thoy 
sands because they received notice that their wages musi }j “a 
duced. The mining camps of the West for more than a year had 
the locks turned upon them; their shafts were unused: y)ey y ] 
large investments, many of them, were pauperized, and lini of 
thousands of starving miners were turned out on the highw _ 
and byways without means of subsistence, except that which 
they could get from the generous communities of the country ; 
which they made their way. 7 
Mr. President, while I was here during the extra session of 
1893 I recollect a conversation at the Shoreham Hote! with a Jeqd. 
ing New England Republican. I protested against the course of 


his party and their aid-de-camp, the President. I called his at. 
tention to the condition of industry in his own locality, and gypv. 
gested to him that it was the logical and necessary result of ti: 
policy that was being pursued. 

He was anardent advocate of the repeal of the silver-purchasing 
clause. ‘‘ Why,” he said, ‘‘ Mr. Parrerson, you are mistakey. 
the manufacturers of the country have come to the conclusion 
that, in connection with the repeal of the silver-purchasing clause. 
there must be a readjustment of the industries of the country. 
and the owners of the mills can better treat for lower wages wit! 
men with empty bellies than they can with those who are remu- 
neratively employed in their mills.’’ So, Mr. President, M 
Cleveland’s Administration was four years of gloom. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
for a second? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I infer from the Senator's remarks that hi 
would not look with great favor upon the possibility of a third 
Administration of Mr. Cleveland. 1 trust in this supposition 1d 
the Senator no injustice. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I certainly would not look with great fa- 
vor, or with any favor, upon another Administration of Mr. Cley: 
land. As the Senator from Texas [Mr. BaILEy] said, he is hardly 
any longer in existence, hardly to be accounted with. But I fee! 
a good deal as the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. Hoan} said 
he felt, in his memoirs, in treating ofa celebrated public character, 
that the time will never come when it will not be just and right 
to hold him up to the American people as an example of what a 
man who is false to his party and false to his country may accom- 
plish; and I want to say to the Senator from Rhode Island | Mr. 


ALDRICH] that if there is any man to whom he and his friends 
should feel under lasting obligations it is to ex-President Cleve- 
land, for he carried out the policy they advocated, and that, in 


1 


my opinion, no Republican President would have attempted, not 
withstanding it was a Republican measure. He maie certal! 
the election of Mr. McKinley, and made possible the retention 0! 
the Republican party in power ever since. The Democratic part) 
since 1893 has been paying for the sins of a so-called Democrat! 

President by reason of his carrying into effect a distinctively Be 
publican measure. 

When I am told that silver was a menace to the country I pont 
to what Mr. Watson says; I point to the history of the count 
that from 1880 until 1892 it was enjoying a state of unexal 
prosperity; and I conclude the necessity did not arise to int" 
with it, except by the misconception of conditions by « 
authority, or by reason of carrying into effect some preeiect'? 
understanding between himself and the great monvy power"! 
the country. ; 

Mr. President, the prosperity the country has been enjoy!" 
a little uliar, quite peculiar. It has been unexaimp\ 
perity for the rich and somewhat circumscribed | J, 
the poor. To be sure we have had bountiful crops: nau 
smiled upon the country and upon the husbandmen: ! , 
net results? That whereas before 1896 we had compa! 
multimillionaires, the country is now graced not only \ 
millionaires, but with billionaires, with handreds of 1 
aires who before the era of great speculation set in wert | 
of but ordinary wealth. ies 

With the advent of the Republican party we have hat en’ 
of trusts. and with the era of trusts we have ! : 
tremendous strikes; we have had unexampled cov 
capital and unexampled combinations of labor. |! 
sarily led to the other. It became a question of seli-'crens® 
the labor of the country undertook as best it could to lien 
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ind grinding power that was being organized under the 
aw industrial plan known as the ‘‘trust system,”’ beneath which it 
ca inevitable that they would be ground to powder unless they 

‘ecented a compact, solid organization to confront it. 

Pr President, many things that President Roosevelt has done 
admire. I know of no braver act that any President has ever 
jone than when he confronted the railroad presidents upon the 
a8 hand and the —— of the working miners upon the 
other and said to the railroad combinations, ‘‘ You must meet 
with these men and reach a settlement.” ’ ; ; 

[admired Mr. Roosevelt when he instituted the suit against 
the railroad merger, and when he instituted one other suit, I be- 
lieve, against the meat trust; but the performance, Mr. Presi- 
dent, has fallen far short of the original promise. I call the 
attention of the Senate to the fact that, whatever the President 
has done in the way of attacking the trust evil, he has never even 
suggested to any of the legal representatives of the Government 
that the criminal clause of the trust law should be enforced. 

The merger case was prosecuted, and prosecuted vigorously, 
and is now awaiting ultimate decision by the Supreme Court of 
the United States. But, Mr. President, there is the beginning 
and the ending of the efforts of this Administration to grapple 
with the trusts and tomake them subject to the old law of honest 
competition and the welfare of the people. 

Iam inclined to think that the President of the United States, 
when he entered upon the performance of the duties of his office, 
made necessary by the greatest crime of the centuries, meant well 
to the people and meant well to the law. Early in his Adminis- 
tration he seemed to notify the great trusts that, so far as he was 
concerned, he would use all the powers of his office to subject 
them to the dignity and the power and the majesty of the law, 
driving out of existence that which the law denounced and which 
the common sense and the humanity of the country said was a 
menace to a free government’s existence. But it looks, Mr. 
President, as though the President has ever since been doing pen- 
ance for his rash act. With 300 trusts and over, either securing 
a complete monopoly of the industries in which they are engaged 
or approaching to monopolies as rapidly as it is possible for them 
to reach it, he has contented himself with two or three civil prose- 
cutions, ignoring altogether the one single clause in the antitrust 
law that is a terror to the trusts, and that the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. FoRAKER] is now seeking to have repealed. 

They deal with these things a little differently in some countries. 
Great Britain is not much of a trust country. They have large 
corporate interests there, and they have some great aggregations 
of capital engaged in the different industries; but, Mr. President, 
only a week ago last Tuesday, under instructions of an English 
judge in London, one of the great trust promotors was convicted 
and sentenced to seven years in an English prison—Mr. J. Whit- 
aker Wright—for offenses on all fours with the offenses of Schwab, 
Max Pam, and Morgan in their efforts at monopolizing great 
branches of industry. He swindled the English people, the lords 
and the commons, and there was an English judge of sufficient 
virtue, and an English law of sufficient virility to take him by 
the throat and hold him at the bar of justice while a jury of twelve 
men were passing upon the merits of his case. With his convic- 
tion he *‘ shuffled off this mortal coil;’’ he took poison and died 
within an hour. There would not be many tears shed, Mr. Presi- 
dent, if some of the great lights of the financial world, who find 
a habitat inthe United States and operate from the great com- 
mercial centers, should seek the same ending and find it from the 
same canse, 

Mr. President, take the billion-dollar steel trust. Its victims 
are nnmbered by the thousands. The shipbuilding trust is as 
palpable a swindle as was ever put upon the country; and yet we 
find that its promoters and those who profited by it, who have 
had their bank accounts swelled with the stealings they took from 


crushing ¢ 


the only punishment they receive 


= and the execrations of every honest and law-abiding man 
and woman, 

What this country needs more than anything else is a Presi- 
nt who is not dependent upon the great money power of the 
country for his election, and will not make promises, under cover 


de 


or otherwise, for the purpose of receiving the support of the bank- | 


ome, the great commercial speculators, and the promoters of trusts; 
al resident who will feel that it is as much of a crime to rob the 
people of $500,000,000 in the way of watered stock as it is to rob 
“ole poor man of his purse or to steal a horse from the barn of 
some farmer, 

, Mr. President, so far as I am concerned I am as pronounced a 
Nnetallist as any man in the United States. I live in the greatest 
silver-pri ducing State in the country. I realized that the free 
“olnage of silver would not only bring prosperity to the farmers 
and the workingmen as well as the business men of the country, 


thousands of the American people, yet live unassailed by the law, | 
ing the curses of their vic- | 
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but that it would bring additional prosperity to the people whom 
lin part represent. I realize, Mr. President, that the immensely 
increased production of gold has to a great degree filled the gap 
that was made when the coinage of silver was practically sus- 
pended. It is proof, to my mind, of the truth of the quantitative 
theory of money. I realize also that by one means or another the 
people of the country have been induced to pronounce against—I 
will not say bimetallism, but against the free coinage of silver at 
the old-time ratio. Even the people of Colorado realize that the 
proposition of 16 to 1 has for the time been decided against them, 
but it does not follow that by reason of that belief they will throw 
themselves unreservedly into the arms of either the bank syndi- 
cates or the creators of trusts or those who are spending their 
lives in organizing monopolies, in order that they may secure the 
money with which to conduct an aggressive campaign. 

I am glad, Mr. President, with my views upon the money ques- 
tion, that there is yet a man in the West with power and virtue 
and influence enough to make himself felt, and to utter a protest 
against whatever tendency there may be now, or in the future, 
to surrender the party, of which I am honored in calling myself 
a member, to those who go from one side of the political teeter to 
the other as their interests—their own interests, not the interests 
of the country—may incline them. 

Mr. President, I regard the Democratic convention of 1896 as a 
magnificent protest against the cruelty and encroachmenit of the 
money power. As aresult of the Administration of Mr. Cleve- 
land many of the Southern Senators commenced to doubt their 
ability to maintain their seats in this Chamber and the continued 
supremacy of the Democratic party in their States. I recollect 
exceedingly well, as the result of Mr. Cleveland’s Republican 
Administration, Democratic ascendency was almost lost in Ala- 
bama, in Arkansas, in Georgia, and in South Carolina. 

In South Carolina, to maintain possession of that State, under 
the lead of TILLMAN and others the Democrats were compelled to 
organize the Democratic party along Populistic lines. The Dem- 
ocratic campaign of 1896 was a magnificent protest. Tell me it 
has not resulted in good! If Mr. Cleveland had been renominated 
in 189, or if any Democrat representing the Cleveland theory of 
Democratic politics had been then nominated, instead of receiv- 
ing more than 7,000,000 Democratic votes in the United States the 
Democratic candidate would not have received one-half of them, 
and a number of Southern States would have gone against the 
Democratic nominee. The Democratic party would pretty nearly 
have gone out of business if it had not been for the platform of 
1896 and the magnificent leadership that that convention gave to 
the common people of the country. 

No one recognizes more than I do that measures can not and 
may not always be kept at the front. No one realizes more than 
I do that the verdict of the American people, when it has been 
freely spoken and unquestionably given, should be respected; and 
whatever measure I have advocated—distinguishing measures 
from principles—whenever the people of the country have finally 
declared against a measure, I care not whether it is for the free 
coinage of silver at whatever ratio, or for any other measure, then 
the party is worse than insane that insures defeat by continuing 
to advocate the measure that is against the declared convictions 
of the country. 

It is not wise, Mr. President, nor is it productive of results, for 
any party to destroy its usefulness in behalf of great measures 
constantly arising by standing for measures and insisting upon 
the enactment of laws when the people have clearly permanently 
taken an adverse position against them. Without reference to 
how other men may be guided, I will be guided in my future po- 
litical course, so far as measures are concerned, by the recognition 
of that proposition in all of its fullness. 

There is a wide difference between measnres and principles. It 
is for that reason that the Democratic party, through evil report 
and good report, through disaster and through success, has after 
thé sober second thought of the American people made itself felt, 
stamtis to-day undismayed as a national political organization, 
ready to meet its political antagonist with reasonably strong hopes 
of success; with a conviction that success will come if the party 
remains true to the principles upon which it was founded, that 
all men are created equal, that all governments derive their just 
powers from the consent of the governed; standing in business 
for the open door of opportunity to the young and the old, to the 
rich and the poor; standing opposed through good and evil report 
to the new system that prevents competition, the business prin- 
ciple upon which the world has grown and prospered, and from 
the existence of which this country became the greatest commer- 
cial power upon the face of the globe, and standing opposed to 
the trust principle, that places monopoly in the hands of the in- 
dividual and compels the many to be the slaves of the few. 

Within the past few months, Mr. President, I have heard men 
upon this side and upon the other deprecate the growth of social- 
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ism. The policy of the Republican party is the provocation of 
socialism. The multiplication of trusts, the increase of their 
power, the placing of the monopoly of all the great industries in 
the hands of the few is a sure step, if it shall succeed, to an effort 
upon the part of those who oppose private monopoly to put the 
monopoly in the hands of the Government. If the monopoly is 
held by individuals or combinations, it means that their private 
greed and individual interests will determine prices and produc- 
tion and distribution. If theGovernment shall control theimple- 
ments of production, at least the people of the country will have 
a voice and an influence in the matter of the creation and distri- 
bution of the wealth labor creates. 

So far as Iam concerned, I feel with those who oppose socialism, 
that it is the greatest evil with which the country could be in- 
flicted. I am pained at its growth and realize that its growth 
will continue until the provocation to the growth shall be elimi- 
nated from our industrial system. For that reason, if for no 
other, it is my supreme conviction that the strongest laws which 
the country can enact and all the great powers of the Government 
should be placed at the disposal of the executive arm for the pur- 
pose of throttling the trust system, putting it out of commission, 
that competition, either great or small, between the small indus- 
stries or great industries may once more have full sway; that the 
young and the old, the weak and the strong, may realize that the 
field of commercial conquest is open to them, and that they shall 
not be compelled, during their short term of life, either to get 
within the magic circle of the few trust magnates, which it is al- 
most impossible to do, or content themselves with being the mere 
hired hands of the great combinations of capital. 

Mr. President, so far as the prosperity of the present day is 
concerned I think we may say it ison the ebb. Business has its 
ebb and its flow; it has its high tide and its low tide; and I am 
inclined to think that the prosperity of the country is now on the 
ebb. To what extent the tide may lower I do not know, but we 
do realize that there are plainly heard mutterings of discontent 
on the part of the employers in the West and in the East. In the 
mills of textile fabrics, the woolen mills, in coal mines, in the 
steel mills, and in those devoted to every other industry we find 
the announcements being made that wages must be lowered; and 
the process of lowering wages is going on. 

I clipped from yesterday’s Post an Associated Press dispatch of 
the meeting of the coal operators and miners at Indianapolis, and 
I found that the matter of difference was that the mine operators 
or owners were insisting upon a 12 per cent decrea-e in wages 
and the miners were insisting that the wages were little enough. 
This is a statement of the differences between them: 


There was great excitement among the delegates when it was seen that 
the moment for a declaration of a disagreement had arrived. The scale com- 
mittee had reported the present wage scale as their ultimatum, and the op- 
erators insisted that nothing less than the 1902 scale, which is equivalent to a 
12 per cent reduction in wages, it is claimed, would satisfy them. 


These are the grounds given by the operators for the lowering 
of the wages: That the wages have already been lowered in other 
mining localities,and therefore, if they would operate at a profit, 
they must also have lower wages. This same Associated Press 
dispatch states the claims of the two sides as follows: 


They use the statement that the H.C. Frick Coal and Coke Company, 
operating in the Connellsville field, in Pennsylvania; the Jamison Coal and 
Coke Company, of Greensburg, Pa.; the Meyersdale district operators, and 
the Pocahontas Coal Company, in West Virginia, have all reduced wages in 
the last month, and they insist that they must have a lower mining rate 
with which to meet this competition. 

The grounds upon which the miners take their stand is that the competi- 
tion of the operators in the centrai competitive field and those outside is not 
as keen as the operators would have them believe. The miners say that, at 
least in Ohio and Pennsylvania, their men have not steady work, and that 
all over the central competitive field the cost of living is such at this time 
cnet they can not accept a cut in wages and maintain a fair standard of 

iving. 


So we find that as the net results of the year 1903, the year that 
is just behind us, business stagnation is commencing, the wages 
of the workmen are being cut, involving more than seventy- 
five or a hundred thousand in the mills of New England, and the 
cut is not confined to the cotton mills, for it extends to the woolen 
mills and to the paper mills. Wages are being cut, or there is a 
threat that they will be, by the steel trust. Notices are given by 
the railroads that their operating expenses must be reduced, in- 
cluding as their managers declare, a cut in wages; and here are 
117,000 bituminous coal miners on the verge of a strike because 
of the insistence on a reduction of 12 per cent in their wages, 
while they assert the cost of living has not diminished in the 
least. 

Yesterday’s Post was rather instructive. There was another 
Associated Press dispatch which illustrates the extent to which 
the robbery of the trusts has gone, and that the thief has even 
entered the ranks of those who, if they do not abet them, at least 
apologize for them, and that they have been pretty heavily 


mulcted in losses. I find by an Associated Press dispatch of 
Wednesday that in New York— 


Governor Odell and other wp Sinte pepebticen leaders, who were ind 
to invest large sums in the bonds of the United States Shipbu 


ispa 


: ucec 
ilding © : 


ny, have decided to begin a fight against Charles M. Schw a 
and others connected with the concern. wab, Max Pam, 

It continues: 

One of the shipbuilding victims was Reuben L. Fox, of the Republic 
State committee. Mr. Fox is one of Mr. Lauderbach’s clients. - 


He got 


caught for $10,000 of the eepositing bonds. Governor Odell paid over 


$180,000 in real cash for $200,000 of the bonds. 

Mr. President, while all this is going on the machinery of the 
criminal law is idle. Either there is no law to reach these mam. 
moth swindles and the law is confined in its operations to the 
miniature get-rich-quick concerns, or else the power of money 
the great money combinations, are able to paralyze not only the 
law, but the arms of those whose sworn duty it is to execute the 
law. 

Taking it all in all I am inclined to think that the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. ForaKER] should remodel his beautifully painted pic- 
ture of yesterday. At least with his master hand he should limn 
in the picture the trusts when they receive the additional pros. 
perity his bill is intended to give to them. I think it would be 
better for the cause of truth if he would paint prosperity in its 
truer light, showing that while the farmer is prosperous it is not 
because of the tariff schedules, but because of bright skies. 
bountiful showers, and propitious seasons, and the demands both 
at home and abroad, he being the agency through which this 
demand is supplied. 

As to the prosperity that has fallen to others of the masses, 
there has been an increase in wages, but there has also been an 
increase in the cost of living. Few of the mere laborers and me- 
chanics of the country have reached the point—even during the 
past few years—when ninety days’ idleness would not make them 
a charge upon the community in which they live. The real bene- 
ficariies of the so-called prosperity, Mr. President, are the million- 
aires and the multimillionaires, the speculators, those who areable 
to float—with the aid of the wind that is injected into them— 
these great industrial bubbles, and by speculating them upon the 
markets tranfer the money of the masses into their own pockets. 

I trust, Mr. President, the Democratic party will nominate a 
candidate for the Presidency, whoever he may be, who will not 
be tainted with a suspicion of an alliance with combinations of 
that character. I stand for the protection of the rich as well as 
the poor. Honest capital should be just as sacred, whether it be 
in large sums or in small sums, under a Democratic Administra- 
tion as under a Republican Administration; but these abnormali- 
ties of capital consolidated for the purpose of dishonestly trans 
ferring the earnings of honest toil to their own bank accounts 
should be taught, both by laws upon the statute books and to be 
enacted, that a great thief is no more to be respected than a little 
thief, and any swindle, whether it is by floating a ship-building 
trust or a steel trust, will be visited by the arm of the criminal 


| law as surely and as speedily as a swindle that consists in selling 


| will say ‘‘aye.”’ 


a brass ring for a gold one or a piece of cut glass for a diamond 
of the purest water. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Is the pend- 


| ing amendment in order? which question has been submitted to 


the Senate. Senators in favor of sustaining the point of order 

[Putting the one meprae! By the sound, the 
**noes”’ have it. The ‘‘noes’’ have it, and the point of order 1s 
overruled by the Senate. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I accept this vote, of course, as 
indicating that the Senate favors the amendment. It is uncer 
stood by every Senator that the vote was decisive of that ques- 
tion, and I shall not delay the Senate any longer. 

I do, however, desire to repeat what I have said bef wre, that if 
this is a proper object for the use of governmental funds, they 
ought to be applied as they are applied in other instances )* 60V- 
ernmental work. It ought to be a direct appropriation anc not 
loan. The fact that the committee has made it aloan rather than 
a direct appropriation strongly suggests to my mind that the « a 
mittee was not entirely satisfied that it was altogether a suitav’e 
project for the expenditure of the public money. If it is the dut y 
of this Government to aid these expositions and to see that they 





are made successful, then the Government ought to give that aid, 
| as it does in all of its other expenditures, by direct approp™' 10n. 
I should very much prefer, if compelled to vote for either prope” 
sition, to vote for a direct application of the money as Wwe ¢? to 
other useful public works. 


However, the debate indicates, of course, that the Senate 's _ 
termined to extend the aid in this way, and I do, as I can on!y ©, 
protest against it. Lette the 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I am in favor of assisting 1 
St. Louis Exposition to get in condition to make a reasons “~ and 


proper showing, partly because it is an American expos"! 
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ty pecause we have so connected ourselves with it that it 
ae to me it would be somewhat discreditable to let it fail. 
ro . thoroughly with the Senator from Texas that if this is— 

1 pink it is—a proper occasion for an appropriation of public 
ani 1 think Wnt to be not as a loan, but as a gift. While I am 
money nse to seeing the Government reimbursed—as it may be, 
not averse t *°%tockholder in this concern—I should infinitely 
oe to cee the $4,600,000 made a donation than to have a prece- 
pre ' established that this Government has become a loaner of 
den , Lam a member of the committee which reported this 
mone iment. I expressed, very briefly, such an opinion in the 
committee. I do not now wish to be considered as interfering 
mth or in any way delaying this appropriation, except to enter 

y protest against the method in which it will be made. : 
mhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring 
in the amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 7 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 

ad a third time. . s 
" the pill was read the third time, and passed. ws 

Mr, TELLER. Mr. President, I have listened to the political 
debate which has been going on. I am somewhat averse to the 
jiseussion of political affairs on an appropriation bill, and for 
that reason only did I refrain from replying to some of the erro- 
neous statements made on the other side of the Chamber. I wish 
to say that I shall take the opportunity some day, when a bill less 
important than an appropriation bill is up, to show that the 
disturbed financial condition of the country under Mr. Cleve- 
jand’s Administration did not arise from any tariff legislation by 
the party then in power, but that the trouble had commenced be- 
fore he was elected, as can be shown by the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment. But I will not attempt to do that this morning. 


NATURALIZATION OF PORTO RICANS. 


Mr.SPOONER. Some days ago I entered a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the Senate d the bill (S. 2345) to make 
applicable the provisions of the United States naturalization law 
to Porto Rico, and forother purposes. I have looked into the bill. 
[had no objections to it so far as it applied to Porto Rico, but I 
had some doubts about extending it elsewhere. I have looked 
carefully into it and had a conference with the Secretary of War 
about it, and I have no objection to it. I therefore ask leave to 
withdraw the motion which I then entered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
withdraws his motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed, and the bill stands passed. 


BUILDING FOR DEPARTMENT OF STATE, ETC. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the Calendar under Rule VIII. The Secretary will state 
the first bill on the Calendar. 

The bill (8S. 1508) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building to be used for a Department 
of State, a Department of Justice, and a Department of Commerce 
and Labor was announced as the first bill in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. Let me suggest, although perhaps the Senator 
from Indiana was going to make the same suggestion, as he and I 
have conferred about it, that this is a bill which will lead to 
strong opposition and very considerable debate, which it can not 
lave under Rule VIII, and if it goes over under Rule IX, as it 
will on an objection, some time we can agree when it shall come 
upand have the matter brought before the Senate, so that there 
can be full debate, consideration, and amendments matured for it. 
_ Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I realize fully that one ob- 
jection carries the bill over. The Senator’s suggestion is not 
quite so definite as I wish he were able to make it. 

This, Mr, President, is a matter of very great importance. Our 
ailure to provide suitable buildings for the proper accommoda- 
. n Of the business of the Government in Washington is an abso- 
- shame. There is no great business organization in the coun- 
ry, there is scarcely a municipality or a State, that does not 
provide relatively more ample accommodations for the public 
cusiness than we do for the transaction of the business of the 
‘overnment in the national capital. Of course the question will 
- he discussion, but unless we begin the debate we will never 
= aconclusion. A bill similar to the one upon the Calendar 
oe last session and went over upon the Senator’s 
,' ~ committee is not wedded to any particular measure. If 
quite mt better proposition than the one it has presented, it is 
addition "8 to accept that. What it wants is to secure some 
State r= accommodations for the three great Departments— 
impo” and Commerce and Labor—and speedily. It is 
interest of cre eegerate the necessity of doing so. It is in the 
Unless of the public service, and we should not dela unduly. 

‘s action is had at an early date, it is perfectly obvious to the 
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Senator that the bill must fail at the present session of Congress. 
I appeal to him to enable us to expedite this matter as much as 
possible. We want the Senator and those who may share in his 
view to be heard to the fullest extent possible, but we do wish 
they would permit us to take up the bill at some early date. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I am not going into the reasons 
why this great project will be thoroughly resisted in every way, 
because it is now in the way of doing the business of considering 
unobjected cases, in which many members of the Senate have an 
interest. The rule provides that a single objection carries it to 
the Calendar under Rule IX. That Calendar, like any other busi- 
ness, is subject to the action of the Senate in being taken up and 
considered. 

All I want is that this measure shall take the course that every- 
thing else has under Rule [X. I can not agree to any time when 
it shall be taken up, because I am not in favor of expediting it, 
but Iam in favor now of getting it out of the way, so that we 
may go onand consider, under the suggestion made the other day 
by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], the un- 
objected cases, and thereby relieve Senators from the necessity of 
continually getting up and asking unanimous consent. So my 
objection simply carries it to the Calendar under Rule IX, and it 
must take its course there. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I am quite aware of the effect of the objec- 
tion of the Senator, as I said before. 

Mr. HALE. I can not agree now onany time, and, in fact, that 
would be improper in regard to a measure of this kind when so 
many other great public matters are before the Senate. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I simply desire to make an appeal to the 
Senator to see if he will not consult his convenience a little later 
and enable us to agree on some time for taking it up. 

Mr. HALE. I think quite likely that that may be done, but I 
do not wish to bind myself in a promise. Let the bill go to the 
Calendar under Rule IX, and then let us proceed with the 
Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill goes to the Calendar 
under Rule IX. 


FISH HATCHERY IN OREGON, 


The bill (S. 1607) granting to the State of Oregon certain lands 
to be used by it for the purpose of maintaining and operating 
thereon a fish hatchery was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
an amendment, on page 2, line 1, before the word “ years,’ to 
strike out ‘‘ two”’ and insert “‘ five;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the following-described premises, to wit: The 
southeast quarter of section 19, the northwest eager of the southwest quar- 
ter of section 20, and the northwest quarter of the northeast quarter of sec- 
tion 30, all in township 2 north, of range 41 east, of the Willamette meridian, 
in the State of Oregon, be, and the same are hereb , granted to the State of 
Oregon, for the use of said State in maintaining and operating thereon a fish 
hatchery: Provided, That in case said State of Oregon shall at any time fora 

sriod of five years fail to maintain and operate a fish hatchery on said prem- 
ises, or on some part thereof, then the grant hereinbefore made of said prem- 
ises to said State shall terminate, and said premises, and the whole thereof, 
shall revert to the United States: Provided further, That the Secretary of the 
Interior is hereby authorized and empowered to ascertain and determine 
whether or not such hatchery is being maintained and operated on said 
premises, and if he shall at any time determine that, for a period of two 
years subsequent to the passage of this act, the State of Oregon has failed to 
maintain and operate a fish hatchery on said premises, he shall make and 
enter an order of record in his Department to that effect, and directing the 
restoration of said premises, and the whole thereof, to the public domain, and 
such order shall be final and conclusive, and thereupon and thereby said 
premises shall be restored to the public domain and freed from the operation 
of the grant aforesaid. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. , 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF DARIUS B. RANDALL. 


The bill (S. 1537) to provide for the payment to the heirs of 
Darius andall, deceased, for certain improvements relin- 
quished to the United States for the use of the Nez Percé Indians 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay 

2,400 to the heirs of Darius B. Randall, deceased, for certain im- 
provements situated on the Nez Percé Indian Reservation relin- 
quished by said deceased to the United States for the use of the 
Nez Percé tribe of Indians. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report of the committee be read. It 
is a very short one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
Dusols, from the Committee on Indlan Affairs, January 7, 1904, 
which report is as follows: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1537) 
to provide for the payment to the heirs of Darius B. Randall, deceased, for 
certain improvements relinquished to the United States for the use of the 
Nez Percé Indians, having considered the same, beg to report as follows: 

The amount to be paid to the heirs of Mr. Randall was recommended to be 
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paid by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs many years ago, but for various 
reasons the money was notappropriated. A fullstatement of the case is con- 
tained in a communication transmitted to the committee by the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

Your committee concur in the recommendation made by the Secretary of 
the Interior and recommend the passage of the bill. 5 

The communications from the Secretary of the Interior and the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs are as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, June 26, 1902. 


Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by your reference of the 
5th instant, of S. 3622, “‘A bill to provide for the payment to the heirs of 
Darius B. Randall, deceased, for certain improvements relinquished to the 
United States for the use of the Nez Percé Indians.” 

In response thereto I transmit herewitha copy of a report of the 2ist instant 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and its inclosure. 

The Commissioner’s report shows that this claim was favorably considered 
by his Office in 1879 and that he now recommends the passage of the bill. 

The recommendation of the Commissioner meets with my approval. 

Very respectfully, 





E. A. Hrroncock, Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFr¥icEe OF INDIAN AFFATRS, 
Washington, June 21, 1902. 


Sir: This office is in receipt, by Department reference, for report, of 8S. 
3622, a bill tu provide for the payment to the heirs of Darius B. Randall, de- 
ceased, for certain improvements relinquished to the United States for the 
use of the Nez Percé Indians, referred to the De 
report thereon by Hon. WILLIAM M. STEWART, 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill appropriates $3,161, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to pay to the heirs of Darius B. Randall, deceased, for cer- 
tain improvementssituated on the Nez Percé Indian Reservation, relinquished 
ae deceased to the United States for the use of the Nez Percé tribe of 

naians. 

Under date of January 8, 1879, this office made report upon a communica- 
tion from Senator ALLIson, chairman of the Senate Committee on Indian 
Affairs, inclosimg a copy of Senate bill 681, to provide for the nes of 
Loyal C. Brown, administrator of the estate of rius B. Randall, deceased, 
for certain improvements relinquished to the United States for the use of the 
Nez Percé Indians. in which the Commissioner said: 

“TI am convinced that justice and good faith require the payment of com- 
pensation in the —. and the only remaining question relates to the 
sum which should be allowed therefor. 


as the correct valuation.” 


He therefore recommended the passage of the bill whenamended by strik- | 


ing out the sum of $3,161 and inserting in lieu thereof $1,500, with interest 
thereon at 6 per cent per annum from August 4, 1873, until paid. 


It is not found that the Senate committee made any report on this bill, | 
but on January 3), 1879, a report was made on a similar bill in the House of | 


Representatives (H. R. Report No. 87, Forty-fifth Congress, third session), 
which recommended the passage of the bill with an amendment reducing 


the amount to $1,575, that sum to be deducted from the last of twenty in- | 


stallments to be paid the Nez Percé under the fifth article of the treaty of 
1855. (12 Stats., 957.) 
The twenty installments under said treaty have long since been paid. As 


the amount fixed in the present bill is less than the amount recommended in | 
office report of January 8, 1879, with the imterest therein recommended to | 


be paid, this office recommends the passage of the bill. 
A copy of said office report of January 8, 1879, is inclosed herewith. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
A.C. TONNER, Acting Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFATRS, 
Washington, January 8, 1879. 


Srr: I have the honor to submit herewith, for your consideration, a copy 
of a communication, dated the 3d instant, addressed to this office by Hon. 
W.B. ALLISON, chairman of the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs, inclos- 
ing a copy of Senate bill No. 681, Ped go nen for the payment of Loyal P. 
Brown, administrator of the estate of Darius B. Randall, deceased, for cer- 
tain improvements relinquished to the United States for the use of the Nez 
Percé Indians,” together with a copy of a written assignment of said im- 


provements, dated August 4, 1873,given by Randall to Agent Monteith; also | 


said agent's receipt therefor bearing the same date, and a letter from this 
office, dated February 18, 1875, to Hon. J. W. Nesmith. 

Senator ALLISON requests the opinion of the Department upon the pro- 
priety of the passage of said bill, involving the inquiry whether any, and if 
any. what compensation should be allowed for said improvements. 

i have the honor to report thereon as follows: 

The eighth article of the treaty of June 9, 1863, with the Nez Percé Indians 
(14 Stat., 651) pr vides, among other things, for the establishment of neces- 
sary roads and highways upon the reservation belonging to said Indians and 
of hotels or stage stands at suitable and necessary points along said reads, 
the establishment and control of the latter to rest with the agent or superin- 
tendent, under rules and tions to be prescribed by the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

No such rules and regulations seem to have been prescribed until 1874, on 
the 2ist of January, of which year those now in force were approved by the 
Secretary. 

Under the foregoing treaty an and in pursuance of permission 
from Indian agents, Mr. Randall went upon eaid reservation, established a 
hotel and stage stand, known as the ‘“‘T welve-Mile House,” on the Florence 
road, and made valuable improvements in connection therewith. 

In 18738 Hons. J. P. C. Shanks, T. W. Bennett, and H. W. Reed were ap- 
pa a special commission to examine into the condition and wants of the 

vez Percé Indians, and in their report, dated July 1 of that year, recom- 
mended, among other things, the removal of whitesettlers from their reser- 
vation. 

Subsequently Messrs. Shanks, Bennett, and Agent Monteith called upon 
Randall and requested him to vacate his i assuring him that he 
should be compensated for his improvements. Acting upon this assurance 

delivered possession thereof to said agent on the 4th of August, 


he promptly i 
18% iving the written assignment and taking the receipt hereinbefore 
stat 


It seems to have been agreed at such interview and when the improve- 
ments of Mr. Randall were turned over to said agent that the value thereof 
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| was $2,400 and that this sum should be the 


| Shanks, believing that their former estimate 


rtment with request fora | 
irman of the Senate Com- | 


In the absence of a formal appraise- | 
ment of the improvements of Mr. Randall, lam of the opinion that the sum | 
of $1,500, as finally fixed by Messrs. Shanks and Monteith, should be adopted | 








iy Ipyrr vc 
FEpri ARY dv, 


— 
? measure of en : 
allowed therefor. Agent Monteith reports, however, Pn ew ompensation 
ber 23, 1874, that after said interview and delivery of posses she of Novem. 
7 —_ if 
Was too high 
should report 


$1,500, which sum it was agreed that the latter r 
Mr. Shanks in relation i 


Tam unable to find, however, any report from 
upon the files of this office. 
In a report to this office from Agent Monteith, dated Aucy 
closed a statement of Randall's improvements, in which thei; y 
| at $1,576, but whether this sum was the agent's ownestimate ; 
appear. 
On the 26th of January, 1875, this office made a report to t} 
re naa the allowance of compensation for said im) 
submitting a draft in duplicate of a bill for that purpose, ej) 
vision for another similar claim. Such duplicate drafts w. 
January 27, 1875, Ly the honorable Secretary to the Presiden: 
and Speaker of the House of Representatives, but this office is»... 7. 
any action having been taken by Congress thereupon. “Wiha 
Inspector Watkins, in a report upon the condition and adminictm: 
the Indian service upon said reservation, dated August 2.187; o. 
conviction that said claim ought to be paid, and recommended ¢} } 
priation be asked therefor. vp 
| Iam convinced that justice and good faith require the paym 
| sation in the premises, and the only remaining question relates t+ 
which should be allowed therefor. In the absence of a formal apm 
| of the improvements of Mr. Randall, I am of the opinion that +) 
| $1,500, as finally fixed by Messrs. Shanks and Monteith, should } 
| the correct valuation. 
| Ihave, therefore, the honor to recommend the passage of sui: 
amended as follows: , 
In line 8 strike out “$3,161 and insert in lien thereof “31.5 
thereon at 6 per cent per annum from August 4, 1873, until paid 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
E. A. Hayr, 
| The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I do not ask for the reading of the letters 
| They merely show that the Secretary of the Interior and the Com. 
| missioner of Indian Affairs are in favor of the (iil. 7 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think the Senate has passed a 
similar bill two or three times already. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think so; if not, it ought to have done: 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed 

IMMIGRANT STATION BUILDINGS AT SAN FRANCISCO, 

The bill (S. 1278) to provide for the erection of buildings for an 
immigrant station at the port of San Francisco, Cal., was con 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secret 





| 
| 





tary 
_of the Treasury to cause to be constructed on lands now belong- 
ing to the United States at the port of Sam Francisco, Cal.. th 
buildings necessary for an immigrant station, at a cost not ex- 
| ceeding $200,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendinent 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, 

DETENTION OF SEAMEN’S CLOTHING. 

The bill (S. 3118) to amend the act approved February 18, 18% 
entitled ‘‘An act toamend an act entitled *An act to amend the laws 
relative to shipping commissioners,’ approved August 19, | 
and for other purposes,’’ was considered as in Committee of { 
Whole. It proposes to amend so much of the act approved Feb- 
ruary 18, 1895, as reads *‘shall be liable to a penalty of not ex- 
ceeding $100,” so as to read ‘‘ shall be deemed guilty of a misde 
| meanor, and shall be imprisoned not more than six months 
fined not more than $500, or both.”’ 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is the report in that case long: 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; it is a short report. ; 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to hear it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will le read 
| The Secretary read the following report, submitt 


ordered 


amd waesed 
ina passed 


SY) 


Mr 


a vy 
| AueeR, from the Committee on Commerce, January 7, 1"!)4: 
The Committee on Commerce, to whom the subject-matter was refert 
report the bill (8. 3118) to amend the act approved February |, 1° 
“An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to amend the law 
ping commissioners,’ approved August 19, 1890, and for othe: 
This bill is reported as.a substitute for S. 2398, which wa 
connnittee and by it referred to the Secretary of Commer 
his views. This substitute was suggested by that officia 
his letter annexed hereto, which letter, together with ot! 
will sufficiently explain the necessity for the proposed legisia 
The committee recommend that the bill pass. 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR 
OFFICE OF THE SECRE! 
Washi ngton, [ 
Sir: The Department has received your letter of the 12t! 
S. 2398, entitled ‘‘A bill to amend the act approved Februar 
‘An act toamend an act entitled “-An act to amend tlie law: 7 608 
ping commissioners,” approved August 19, 1800, and for er pur] 
with the request to furnish your committee with such su 8 
deem proper touching the merits of the bill and the propric’) ‘T 
The eave of the bill is to provide a more effective re! agai 
illegal detention of seamen’s clothi The action under ni} 
a penalty, not a criminal action, and a warrant can not 1s! 
ment favors the purpose of the bill. “i 
The bill referred, however, reenacts entire the act of Felr 
order to make the amendment mentioned. The copies io 
ever, in various particulars, has been modified by later | 
wh the seamen’s act of December 21, 1898. p . mneard to subse 
reenact the act of February 18, 18%, entire, without Teste a. pill 
= legislation, might raise questions foreign to the purpos’ 





shat act, how 
it n, particu: 


; . Ganate Dill 208 
The Department submits, accordingly, a substitute for Seu" 
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nly the specific purpose proposed and involving no other matters, 
mends its passage. 
tfully, 


covering ‘ 
and recom 


Resp Geo. B. CorTreLyou, 


Secretary. 
riAM P. PRY®, _ ; 
an Committee on Commerce, United States Senate. 


Hon Wil 


Chau 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Wushington, D. C., November 28, 1903. 

gir: I beg to inclose herewith, for the information of your committee, a 
one of a letter dated the 17th instant, from the United States attorney for 
ype ‘yn district of New York, suggesting an amendment of the law so.as 
reget ke the detention of seamen’s clothing a misdemeanor, together with a 
10 Dit an act Which he has drafted for that purpose. 
COP) W. A. Day, 


respectfully, ; 
at : Acting Attorney-General. 
Hon. ¢ Ee 


Chai 






noe F. Hoar, 
man Committee on the Judiciary, United States Senate. 
BROOKLYN, N. Y., November 17, 1903. 
ntinually having trouble with the boarding-house keepers who 
s clothing. 

Chapter 97 of the laws of February 18, 1895, provided, among other things, 
“That the clothing of any seamen shall be a from attachment and that 
any person Who shall detain such clothing when demanded by the owner shall 
be liable to a penalty of not exceeding 
It has been the custom of this office for years to have such boarding-house 
keeper arrested, when he or she detained such seaman’s clothing; an 
under instructions from your Department, I 
plaint to be made against a boarding-house keeper, and took it before Mr. 
Commissioner Benedict and applied for a warrant. He came to the conclu- 
sion, after examining the law, that a warrant could not issue, as the law pro- 
vided for an action fora penalty and not foracrime. Ithen took the matter 
to Judge Thomas, and after reading the law over, he, too, decided that it was 
an action for a penalty and not a criminal action. 

This m¢ four sailors came in whose clothing has been detained, and 
Ihave issued a summons against the boarding-house keeper. The result of 
this probably will be that when the time comes to try the action these sailors 
will a off on the sea, and the action will lie here for years without being 
tried, simply because we will not be able to get the witnesses to try it. 

[ think that this statute should be amended to provide that any person de- 
taining a seaman’s clothing shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor; and I 
am taking the liberty of inclosing you a copy of a bill to that effect. 

lam, sir, yours, with great respect, 
m. J. YOUNG, United States Attorney. 


Srr: Ian 
detain seat 





ming 





The ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
tobe engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION AT TILLAMOOK BAY, OREGON, 


The bill (S. 2698) to establish a life-saving station at or near the 
entrance to Tillamook Bay, Oregon, was considered as in Commit- 
teeofthe Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to 
establish a life-saving station at or near the entrance to Tillamook 
Bay, on the coast of Oregon, at such point as the General Super- 
intendent of the Life-Saving Service may recommend. 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DEPUTY COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS AT TACOMA AND SEATTLE. 


of Tacoma and Seattle, in the State of Washington, and repealing 
all bog Lage msistent therewith, was considered as in Committee 
OL 1e 101e, 
the deputy collectors of customs of each of the United States sub- 
ports, Tacoma and Seattle, in the State of Washington, shall be 
determined and fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury, who may 
raise and lower the same at his discretion as the business of the 
ports shall warrant; such salaries, however, not to exceed the 
sum of $2,500 each per annum. 
Mr. COCKRELL, Let the report be read in that case. 


ington [Mr. Foster] if a similar bill did not pass the Senate at the 
last session of the last Congress? 

Mr. FOS TER of Washington. Yes; it passed the Senate at a 
former sessi nm, but it did not pass the House. 

Mir, SPOONER. _Is it the same bill? 
Mr. FOSTER of Washington. It is the same bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is no change in it? 

Mr. F( STER of Washington. None. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read; it will take only a 
minute; it is short. } 

The PRESIDENT 

le Secre 

TER of Was 
7, 1904: 
erties ae 


pro tempore. The report will be read. 
tary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Fos- 


ttee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2815) au- 


toms at the sub 


Washington, 2 rts of Tacoma and Seattle, in the State of 





ered the — “24 repealing all laws inconsistent therewith, having consid- 
amendment report thereon with a recommendation that it pass without 
The bill he 


7 the approval of the Treasury Department, as will appear by 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Sm: R ‘ Washington, December 21, 1908. 
dated th = ying toa letter from the clerk of the Committee on Commerce, 
© ith instant, inclosing copy of 8. 2815, authorizing the Secretary of 


the followin 
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] acting | 
rocured some time ago a com- | 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


The bill (S. 2815) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to | 
fix the salaries of the deputy collectors of customs at the subports | 


It provides that the annual salaries to be paid to | 


Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator from Wash- 


hington, from the Committee on Commerce, January | 


lectors of pectin of the Treasury to fix the salaries of the deputy col- | 
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the Treasury to fix the salaries of the deputy collectorsof customs at the sub- 

ports of Tacoma and Seattle, in the State of Washington, I have the honor to 

advise you that the passage of said bill will meet with my approval. 
Respectfully, 





L. M. SHAW, Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, 
United States Senate. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


| The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce: 
A bill (H. R. 9319) providing for the construction of a bridge 
across the Red River of the North at Fargo, N. Dak.; and 
A bill (H. R. 3578) to authorize the Mercantile Bridge Company 
| toconstruct a bridge over the Monongahela River, Pennsylvania, 
from a point in the borough of North Charleroi, Washington 
| County, to a point in Restraver Township, Westmoreland County. 

The bill (H. R. 1909) to authorize the conveyance to the town 
of Winthrop, Mass., for perpetual use as a public road, of a cer- 
tain tract of land, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 5511) to authorize registers and receivers of United 
States land offices to furnish transcripts of their records to indi- 
viduals was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. 11128) to modify and amend an agreement with 
| the Indians of the Devils Lake Reservation, in North Dakota. to 
accept and ratify the same as amended, and making appropria- 
tion and provision to carry the same into effect was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 11287) making appropriations for the diplomatic 
| and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, was 
| read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

REPORT ON AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
| lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
| was read: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


Itransmit herewith theannualreport of the Office of Experiment Stations, 
prepared under the direction of the Secretary of Agriculture, which includes 
| a report on the work and expenditures of the agricultural experiment sta- 
| tions in the United States for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1903, in aceord- 
| ance with the act making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture 
| for the said fiscal year. 
| The attention of the Congress is called to the request of the Secretary of 
| Agriculture that 5,000 copies of the report be printed for the use of the De- 
pevement of Agriculture, and that provision be made'to print such a report 
annually. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Waite Hovss, February 5, 1904. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair isin a little doubt 
as to the reference of the message to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry. It transmits the request of the Secretary of 
Agriculture that 5,000 copies shall be printed for the Agricultural 
Department in addition to the usual number to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the message of the President 
and the accompanying papers be printed as a Senate document, 
and that the matter be referred to the Committee on Printing to 
determine about the extra copies. It is just the same as if it was 
an annual report of the Secretary of Agricuiture that is sent here. 
| It would be ordered printed and the usual number of copies would 
be printed, and then extra copies could be ordered afterwards 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
moves that the message and the accompanying papers be printed 
as a Senate document, and then referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then refer it with the request for extra 
copiés to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr SLLER. I have diligently listened, but I am unable to 
know what is going on. I should like to know what the message 
is and what the documents are. We can not hear back here. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The President has sent to the 
Senate the report of all the experiment stations in the United 
States. 

Mr. SPOONER. Agricultural experiment stations? 
| The PRESIDENT protempore. Agricultural experiment sta- 
| tions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The annual report. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ought not the message and report to go to 
| the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry? 

| The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Missouri 
| moves that the whole matter be printed as a Senate document 
| and referred to the Committee on Printing. 
! 
| 


Mr. COCKRELL. That is the usual custom. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
moves a reference to the Committee on Printing, because the 
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President at the same time states that the Secretary of Agriculture 
desires to have 5,000 copies printed for the use of the Agricultural 
Departinent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That will go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CULLOM. That part of it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The request for 5,000 copies. 

Mr. TELLER. Will not the message go to the Committee on 
Agiiculture and Forestry? 

Mr. COCKRELL, It is just the same as if the Secretary of 
Agriculture had sent in his annual report. This is the annual 
report of the Office of Experiment Stations. We simply receive 
it, and an order is made to print it, and under that order the 
usual number of copies, 1,700, are printed. 

Mr. SPOONER. That leaves it in a condition ready to have 
extra copies printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. After that we pass a resolution providing 
how many copies shall be printed for distribution. This is just 
the same case. The Secretary of Agriculture asks that 5,000 
copies be printed for his use. The Senate has no authority by a 
separate resolution to order 5,000 copies, as it will cost over $500 
to print it, and we refer that part of the message to the Commit- 
tee on Printing to consider the propriety of printing that number. 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me that it ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry and not to the Committee on 
Printing. The message, so far as that suggestion is concerned, 
ought to go to the committee that will have the Agricultural ap- 
propriation bill before it. I donot mean that all the bundle of 
papers on the desk of the presiding officer shall go there. I think 
the motion of the Senator from Missouri as to those is all right, 
but it seems to me that the message itself should go to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, that they may, when they 
bring in the agricultural appropriation bill, provide for it. That 
is the proper place to provide for it, it appears to me. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, the printing is always done separately. 
It is rare that on a regular appropriation bill any provision is ever 
made for printing adocument. They are brought before the Sen- 
ate on the report of the Committee on Printing, and the Senate 
orders the publication. There is a general fund for the payment 
of the printing. I think we would be more apt to get extra copies 
by letting it go to the Committee on Printing, as is usual in all 
such cases. 


Mr. TELLER. I understand that the message goes to both | 


Houses. Does it not? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not necessarily so. 
not go to both Houses. 

Mr. TELLER. Not necessarily, but Ishould say that might be 
the case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should think not. The annual report is 
sometimes sent to the Senate and sometimes to the House. Only 
one body orders it printed as a document, under the general rule. 

Mr. TELLER. What I am anxious about is that the Secretary 
of Agriculture shall have this printing done, if he wants it done. 
That is about all I care in regard to the matter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think to let it go to the Committee on 
Printing would be a safer way to get it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It seems to me that if this report, which on 
its face would purport to be the results achieved in a scientific 
way by the experiments made at the various experiment sta- 
tions which are conducted under Government patronage, in- 
volves or embraces anything that is valuable, and I have no doubt 
it is valuable or it would not come here, and the reports of ex- 
periment stations are always valuable to farmers, it ought to be 
printed in some kind of a permanent shape. To have it printed 
as an ordinary document, as a pamphlet, means its speedy destruc- 
tion, and is practically a waste of public money. 

If we have not any general law which provides for the publica- 
tion of this report, like we have for the Yearbook of the Department 
of Agriculture, it does look to me as though it is time there should 
be some provision of law under which such material as this shall 
be printed. It is the result of the scientific corps who are em- 
ployed all over the United States at the various State experiment 
stations and who have been engaged in obtaining this information. 
It seems to me that this data, these facts, these experiments, should 
be put ina permanent shape, and that there should be a provision 
of law which would enable it to be done without this kind of a 
proceeding every year. 

I suggest, as a farmer knowing something of the value of those 
experiments, that this message, with the accompanying papers, 
be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, to de- 
termine what shall be done with it in the way of publication and 
what the form of that publication shall be. We all know the 
immense demand for the Yearbook of the Agricultural Depart- 
ment. I could very readily dispose of, and our farmers would be 
glad to get, 20,000 copies. My quota is some six or seven hundred 
copies, I think—— 

r. COCKRELL. Eleven hundred. 


This message would 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 











FEBRUARY 5, 


Mr. TILLMAN. And the entire State gets only some t] 
four thousand all told. ; Aree Or 

Now, this is equally as valuable and in some rec 
more valuable document than the Yearbook, and I m 
that these papers be sent to the Committee on 
Forestry. 

Mr.COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will not prevent the pub 
lication of this document in the usual way, and just pr: oa : 
the Agricultural Report is printed. Thisis taking the. racteos - 
every public document that is printed for distribution takes _ 

Mr. TILLMAN. Is the Yearbook printed in this way? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Yearbook takes just the sam: 
We have 1,700 copies of the Yearbook printed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And then we have some 300,000 copies printeq: 

Mr. COCKRELL. We then pags a separate resolu ; 
izing the printing of a certain number of extra co; 
for the Senate and so many for the House, 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Whatlam after isenongh copies. The troy. 
ble is to get enough of these reports printed. The Department of 
Agriculture asks for 5.000. ill Senators have none? 

Mr. SPOONER. That question is not involved in the motion 
to print as a Senate document. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What I moved was the usual. ordinary. or. 
derly way of printing a public document. We order it printed 
Seventeen hundred copies of all of them—of our bills and our re- 
ports and everything of the kind—are printed, and they are dis. 
tributed to different places. 5 

Mr. CULLOM. Under the law. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But they are in pamphlet { rm. 
not bound in cloth. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is a separate proposition. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have stated that they are distributed all 
around to the different offices. Some go to the heads of Depart- 
ments; they go to the committees and all that in an unbound form, 
They are not bound. 

Mr. CULLOM. They have paper backs. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Simply in pamphlet form. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; in pamphlet form. When that has 
been done Congress authorizes the publication of additional yol- 
umes, to be bound or not to be bound, just as the resolution au- 
thorizing them may direct. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Who will determine how many copies shall 
be printed—the Committee on Agriculture? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Printing; that is the 
committee which reports back here on the question. 

Mr. BATE. Andafter the report is made the Senate may amend 
it and order as many copies as it chooses. 

Mr. COCKRELL. When the report comes here the Senate can 
double, or quadruple, or quintuple the number. What I propose 
is simply what has been done ten thousand times here by the Sen- 
ate in an orderly way. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not want to make my friend's hair stand 
up any straighter, and I shall have to subside. 
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Mr. BATE. It seems to me that the whole object can be ac- 
complished by sending the message to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry. They would report back here and ask the 


Senate to authorize the printing. All that can be done by send 
ing it to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. a 

The PRESIDENT protempore. What is the exact proposition 
of the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Toprint the usual number in the usual way, 
and then a resolution to print 5,000 copies for the Secretary 0! 
Agriculture to go to the Committee on Printing, and when the 
Committee on Printing reports a resolution to print 5.000 copies 
for the Secretary of Agriculture, if the committee does not amend 
it so as to provide for printing some additional copies, | shall 
move that additional copies shall be printed both for ihe Senate 
and House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘Shall the papers, after they 
have been printed as a Senate document, go to the Committee 02 
Printing? 5 

Mr. COCKRELL. Only on the request of the Secretary © 
Agriculture. They go to the Public Printer and are printed JU 
like any other documents that are sent there. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the message of the Pres 
dent will go, of course, to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The message will go to the Committee on 
Printing, because the President makes a request for the prinhl” 
of 5,000 extra copies, and we can not order that printing withou 
the report of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. anneal 
order made is that the message of the President shall be a 
to the Committee on Printing, and that the message ant oe eS 
pers accompanying the message shall be printed as 4 em 
document. 


If there be no objection, the 
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ania . 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 

The PRISIDENT pro tempore. 
iJlustrations shall also be printed? 

\r, COCKRELL, Oh, yes; they all go together. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order is made. 

The resolution referred to the Committee on Printing was re- 
jnced to writing, as follows: 
wa lved. That 5,000 extra copies of the Annual Report of the Office of Ex- 

a or Stations. prepared under the direction of the Secretary of Agri- 

, hare, be printed for the use of the Department of Agriculture. 
LINUS 8S. LUDINGTON. 

Mr. BURNHAM. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
\s. 3738) granting an increase of pension to Linus 8. Ludington. 
“There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. ' , 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “‘Artillery,”’ to insert 
“Heavy;” in line 8, after the word *‘ Veteran,”’ to strike out **Vol- 
nnteer.’ and in ling 10, before the word ‘* dollars,” to strike out 
“sfty? and insert *‘ twenty; ”’ so as to make the bill read: 

rp it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, oe to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Linus 8. Ludington, late of 
Company G, First Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and 
nial and nineteenth Company, Second Battalion Veteran Reserve 
Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate $20 per month in lieu of that he is 
now rec eivir g. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


And that the maps and the 


cu 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 


the third time, and passed. 
RELATIONS WITH COLOMBIA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Senate resolution 82, by Mr. Bacon, favoring 
the negotiation by the President of a treaty with the Republic of 
Colombia to satisfactorily adjust and determine all differences 
between the United States and Colombia growing out of the recent 
revolution in Panama, etc. 

Mr. MALLORY. The several serious questions, Mr. President, 
which have arisen out of our recent negotiations with Colombia 
and the more recent insurrection on the Isthmus of Panama have 
been discussed in the press of the country, in the other body of 
Congress, and in this body very effectually, and much to the en- 
lightenment of the public. I scarcely think that anything I can 


say will change the opinion of anyone who has given close atten- | 


tion to the debate and has informed himself of the facts connected 
with the subject. 


sut I conceive it to be my duty, inasmuch as in my capacity as | 


a member of this body I will be called upon to ultimately act 
on this subject, to give a brief narrative of the facts, to state my 
conclusion on those facts, and present the decision which I have 
reached thereon as to the action which I shall take regarding it. 
_ Mr. President, when this Senate adjourned last March the most 
important of its acts accomplished was the ratification on the 17th 
of that month of the convention commonly known as the ‘‘ Hay- 
Herran treaty,’’ whereby for divers considerations the Republic of 
Colombia granted to the United States the right to construct, op- 
trate, and control a ship canal across Colombian territory in the 
men of Panama, to connect the waters of the Atlantic and 
acne oceans, 

Enough has been said on this floor of the monumental and 
epoch-making character of the undertaking to which this Govern- 
ent Was committed by that treaty to render unnecessary further 
reference to those considerations. It suffices to say that its rati- 
hicati n was accepted by the great majority of the people of this 
country as the beginning of the realization of a deeply cherished 
hational hope that had been long deferred, and as the first prac- 
tical step toward a consummation that would unfetter the trade 
-_ commerce of the world, open an indispensable avenue of com- 
on ation between our Atlantic and Pacific coasts, and give usa 
walle advantage of inestimable value should we unhappily 
oul ome involved in war with one or more of the world’s great 
con was Benerally understood in this country at that time, and 
rte a 80, I believe, that the negotiations which led up to the 
G a of that convention were sought for and initiated by 
a aie her propositions with slight modifications were 
witheaeh y our Department of State, and that in ratifying it 
site amendment this Senate assented to concessions to Colom- 
an ‘ome particulars that strained to the limit the bounds of 


we and a just appreciation of the interests of the United 


I think le 
Tesident, th 
lations and 


an, without impropriety, express the belief, Mr. 
at the conviction that Colombia in initiating nego- 
making her proposals was sincerely desirous of 


speedily effecting a treaty which would be just and honorable to 
both nations, and that our unqualified acceptance of terms far less 
favorable to the United States than we could wish would secure 
its prompt ratification by the Colombian Congress, had a most 

tent influence in shaping opinion in this country and in secur- 
ing almost unanimously favorable action by this body on thaf 
series of exceptionally important propositions. 

The treaty so ratified was duly submitted to the Colombian 
Congress, which assembled at Bogota on June 20, 1903, and Presi- 
dent Marroquin, by whose solicitation our Department of State 
was induced to listen to Colombia’s overtures, delivered a mes- 
sage in which he perfunctorily expressed the opinion that it was 
the interest of Colombia that a canal should be constructed by 
the United States through her territory, but congratulated him- 
self that the immense responsibility of coming to a decision in 
this particular case fell not on him, but on the Colombian Congress. 

In brief, after having been the prime factor in persuading the 
United States to commit herself to a preference for the Panama 
route and to terms that we were led by him to believe were ac- 
ceptable to Colombia, the Chief Executive of that State coolly 
remitted the whole matter to a Congress that was utterly ignorant 
of or indifferent to the transcendent importance of the subject. 
If he made any serious effort to induce that Congress to treat the 
matter in a manner and spirit worthy a question of such dignity 
and of such importance to the world in general and to the United 
States in particular, he failed most signally to make any record 
= it, and we are justified in believing that he was unwilling to 
| do so. 
| Yet, Mr. President, despite this remarkable conduct on the part 
of her Executive, it was not unreasonable to expect that, through 
the legislative branch of her Government, Colombia would mani- 
fest a more courteous if not a more amicable disposition toward 
| the United States. The facts that I have recited must have been 
| known to the members of that Congress; they could not have 
been ignorant of the deep concern with which the people of this 
country would view any essential modification of the provisions 
| of the treaty, nor of the very natural resentment that would be 
| aroused in the United States should it appear that in her previous 
| negotiations with us Colombia’s action had been insincere and 
inspired by a purpose to deceive. 

To say, Mr. President, that the treaty was deliberated, on or 
that it received any serious consideration while awaiting action 
by the Colombian Congress would be a misuse of terms. 

It was made to serve from time to time as a pretext for more 
or less lurid oratorical outbursts, by which the political enemies 
and supporters of Marroquin exploited their opinions of that 
patriot. but that it was discussed with any intention of evolving 
a practical conclusion, of contributing to the realization of the 
great beneficent international undertaking for which the treaty 
| was framed, is incontestably disproved by authentic evidence in 
our possession. 

With an utter disregard of the gravity of their action—and I 
use the expression advisedly, Mr. President—the Colombian Sen- 
ate unanimously rejected the treaty in its entirety on the 12th of 
last August. Subsequently a committee of three senators was 
appointed to devise and formulate a project or scheme for a treaty 
which would be acceptable to Colombia, and on August 29 that 
committee reported the result of its labors. 

The most significant features of that project were the require- 
ment that the New Panama Canal Company, which by article 1 
of the Hay-Herran treaty was authorized to sell and transfer its 
rights, privileges, properties, concessions, etc, to the United States 
without paying the Colombian Government anything for that 
=, should pay therefor on making the transfer 50,000,000 

rancs, and, secondly, that the government building the canal 
should pay to Colombia upon exchange of ratifications of the 
treaty $20,000,000 in American gold, which was a raise of ten 
million on what Colombia’s plenipotentiary had stipulated for in 
article 25.6f the treaty. 

The tfeaty provided that beginning nine years after its ratifica- 
tion the United States would pay to Colombia, in addition to the 
$10,000,000, $250,000 annually during the life of the treaty. The 
committee’s scheme provided for an annual payment of $150,000 
in gold up to 1987, inclusive, and $400,000 thereafter, with the 
privilege of renewing the concessions every one hundred years on 
increasing the annual payment 25 per cent. 

It also provided for mixed tribunals for the canal zone, and 
made pretty much the same provisions for the preservation of 
peace and order and for neutrality and sovereignty as were con- 
tained in the treaty, but the duty of looking after public sanita- 
tion was reserved to Colombia. So far as the constitutional 
question on which was based Colombia’s alleged unwillingness to 
surrender any sovereign right on the Isthmus was concerned, 
there seems to be but little difference between the provisions of 
the treaty and the propositions of that committee. 

It would appear, therefore, that the proposed increase of pe- 
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cuniary profit to Colombia embodied in the committee’s scheme 
was efficacious in disposing of objections based on constitutional 
grounds. 

This project or scheme was referred to another committee, 
which, on October 14, reported at length thereon and recom- 
mended that it be indefinitely postponed. 

In its report that committee presented various arguments in 
support of its conclusion and submitted for consideration certain 
new points, which are chiefly noteworthy as revealing the com- 
mittee’s ignorance of or indifference to the serious character of 
the problem confronting it, and its purpose to “‘ hold up’’ the great 
undertaking with the view of possibly forfeiting the property and 
rights of the New Panama Canal Company and compelling the 
United States to purchase from Colombia that property and those 
rights. Those new points are set forth in Senate Document No. 
51, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session, page 84, and are in the 
following language: 


The Herran-Hay treaty has ceased to exist, both because of its unanimous 
rejection by the Senate and because the time for the exchange of its ratifica- 
tions, the 22d of September, has already expired, without any extension hav- 
ing been provided or asked for. Consequently the state of the case is the 
same that it was before the conclusion of the treaty. The first condition 
therein established was the permission granted to the new company to trans- 
fer its rights. The Senate having refused to accept this condition, the com- 
_ has remained under obligations to fulfill its contract, and the Colombian 

yovernment is still under obligations to respect all its provisions and to cause 
them to be respected. : 

How can it be asked that Congress shall enact a law of authorizations to 
negotiate with a foreign government when the rights and privileges of the 
New Panama Canal Company are still in force? 

The treaty concluded April 4, 1893, which amended those of March 23, 1878, 
and December 10, 1890, granted to the New Panama Canal Company an ex- 
tension of ten years—that is to say, until December 31, 1904. Consequently, 
even without a new extension, the company will be in the full enjoyment of 
its rights and privileges until October of the coming year. But there is an- 
other consideration: The legislative decree No. 721 of 1900 granted to the com- 
pany a new extension of six years, which begins to be reckoned next year and 
will end October 31, 1910. : 

One point now remains to be examined, which has so often been discussed 
d Se prams, a point which, now that the matter is under discussion, should 

enined, 

Is the extension granted by that legislative decree valid or not? In the first 
case—that is to say, if it is considered valid—seven years must elapse before 
the extension expires, and therefore any law concerning authorizations seems 
premature, as three sessions might still be held which would be able to ex- 
amine the matter and to legislate concerning it with better dataand evidence 
than the present Congress has; and if the extension is not valid, the aspect of 
= er changes entirely, and the basis of discussion will be quite 

erent. 

By the 3lst of October of next year—that is tosay, when the next Congress 
shall have met in ordinary session—the extension will haveexpired and every 
privilege with it. In that case “the Republic will become the possessor and 
owner, without any need of a previous judicial decision and without any in- 
demnity, of the canal itself and of the adjuncts that belong to it, according 
to the contracts of 1878 and 1900." 

When that time arrives, the Republic, without any impediment, will be 
able to contract, and will be in more clear, more definite, and more advan- 
tageous possession, both legally and materially. The authorizations which 
would then be given 7 the next Congress would bevery different from those 
that can be given by the present one. 

It is seen, therefore, that it is the duty of Congress to decide, asa previous 
question that can_not be shirked, concerning the validity of the extension 
granted in 1900. We venture nothing on the subject, and we respect, in ad- 
vance, the decision of Congressin so delicate a matter. Supposing that it 
does not ratify said extension, it is well to observe now that it would be 
necessary to include in the budget the appropriation that would be neces- 
sary to repay to the company the sum of 5,000,000 francs with interest. 


Mr. President, by article 1 of the Hay-Herran treaty Colombia, 
through her plenipotentiary, expressed a willingness to permit 
the New Panama Canal Company to transfer to the United States 
its rights, privileges, properties, concessions, etc., without paying 
Colombia one cent for that permission; by the scheme proposed by 
the committee, which reported on August 29, it appeared that the 
wisdom of the Colombian Senate, as embodied in a select commit- 
tee, found that 50,000,000 francs would be a fair compensation 
to Colombia for granting that permission, provided the United 
States would also pay to Colombia $20,000,000 in American gold; 
while the last committee, which for divers reasons recommended 
the indefinite postponement of this scheme, advised a campaign of 
masterly inactivity, whereby at the end of a year Colombia would 
possibly become the owner of the canal and its adjuncts, and pre- 
sumably be in a position to sell the same to the United States for 
at least $50,000,000—the $40,000,000 we were to pay to the New 
Panama Canal Company for its rights, property, concessions, etc., 
and the ten millions we were to pay Colombia under article 25 of 
the Hay-Herran treaty. 

Whether this can be regarded as the high-water mark of the cu- 
pidity of Colombia’s representative statesmen and the limit of 
their capacity to drag a great international transaction down to 
the moral level of a gipsy horse trade we will never know, be- 
cause President Marroquin, whose enemies have never charged 


to a vote or the report of October 14 had come up for discussion. 

This was the lame and impotent conclusion of our effort to se- 
cure an isthmian canal by atreaty with Colombia. The hope had 
been inspired by Colombia; she had led us to believe that if we 
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would abandon the Nicaragua project she would gladly 
the essential provisions of the convention which hey ple 
tiary had signed, only to demonstrate, at last, that she y 
ated by no higher motive than to wring from us the 
which our eager wish to secure that canal and th, 
our Treasury would enable her to extort. 

Mr. President, I do not doubt the right of a sover; 
amend or reject a treaty, even when its material provisions ay 
the results of her own suggestions; but I affirm that in oye, 
case her grounds of nonconcurrence must be fair and reasoya}),. 
and she can not disclose an insincere or unworthy motive for 
action without giving a just cause of offense to the other hia 
contracting party. eee 

That I am not singular in ascribing such insincerity 


,a 


worthiness of motive to Colombia may be gathered from ; 
terance of Sefior Caro, a prominent Colombian s 
addressing the Colombian Senate on this subject 
Minister Beaupré to have said: 


That the minister for foreign affairs had the notes of the America) 
read to the Senate, in secret session, with the object of convincing 
of the necessity of accepting the Hay-Herran treaty, in view of the 
attitude outlined in those communications. Finding in that secret 
that the Senate disapproved the treaty and was determined to act ac 
ingly, the Government, through Senator Lorenzo Marrogquin, its spok: 
obtained a resolution demanding that those notes be read in public session 
with the object of making it appear that the rejection of the treaty was in 
fluenced by a sentiment of indignation at the threatening attitude 
by the United States minister. 

This comedy became known to the Government of the United Stat; 
it has resented it. 

He was not influenced, generally, by what was reported in the new papers: 
but the statement universally given expression to in the press of the United 
States that the Washington Government resented the «riticism mac 
the United States minister in carrying out the orders emanatir 
the President and Secretary Hay can not be without founda 
only one instance proving that the Colombian Government had 
in good faith in these negotiations. The refusal on the part of 
Marroquin to sign the treaty before presenting it to the Senate was a: 

Whatever reasons the Government adduced as to there being n sity 
for such a signature was outside the point. The intention was clear that the 
treaty was not signed because the Government wanted to hav le 
whereby to escape their obligations to the United States. In other words, it 
did not want to be under the obligation of coming forwardt endat 
port a treaty which was signed by its order. It was bound in good faith! 
the United States todo so. It was for Congress alone to accept or rej 
Had such a course been followed there would have been no reason t 
forward with alarm to the attitude which the United States n 

The Colombian Government had nothing to fear from the United 
had it clearly done all in its powerin supporting the treaty. N 
bility would then have attached to this country for the reject 
treaty by Congress, a body which had the perfect right to re}: 
as it pleased. What he feared was that the United States mig 
Isthmus from us under the just plea that we had acted in bad 
them. The only strength which a small nation has is its good faith. 
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Sefior Caro was apparently endowed with the gift of proplecy. 
The Colombian Congress adjourned sine die on October 41. 
During its session, and pending action on the Hay-Herran treaty 


it became evident at Bogota that if the treaty were rejected the 
people of Panama would in all probability make a serious effort 
to sever their political connection with Colombia because of their 
practically unanimous conviction that the construction of the 
canal by the United States was essential to their temporal salva 
tion. 

So little of a secret, in fact, was this that the appointment by 
President Marroquin of Sefior Obaldia, a citizen of Panaia, 4s 


governor of that Department evoked a storm of adverse criticism, 
based on Obaldia’s well-known views regarding the connection 
between the canal and Panama’s welfare. It was even pubicly 


Lay j 
ormeu 


discussed in the Senate, and our Secretary of State was in 
by Minister Beaupré, in a dispatch dated October 21, that then 
ister for foreign affairs of Colombia had, on the day previous 
thought proper to declare in the Senate that in case of an insur 
rection in Panama the United States would be bound, uncer Hs 
treaty of 1846, to support the Government against Pana! Se 
That the Colombian Government was seriously in. presse W 
the menacing aspect of affairs on the Isthmus is #),7e0 
the fact that on the 38d of November, at 8.30 a. m., some 4/0." 
lombian troops, destined to garrison Panama, were /snurw’ 
Colon, which, added to the Government troops at that time 


» Colombian 


nNoTnIng, a 


ns 


soldiers in the two isthmian cities. On the same mo 
10.30, the commander of the third-rate U. 5. cruiser “ont” 
which vessel had arrived in the harbor of Colon at 5.0 Wie! 

vious evening, received the following dispatch from the Acting 
Secretary of the Navy, viz: 


wh 


Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, VD. U., J 


[Translation. } 


him with a want of perspicacity, dissolved the session of Congress | NASHVILLE, Care American Consul, Colon: 


on October 31, before the project of August 29 could be brought | 


Maintain free and uninterrupted transit. If interruption ‘)" 
armed force, occupy the line of railroad. Prevent lane 


force with hostile intent, either Government or insurge! nior office? 
Porto Bello, or other point. Send copy of instructions to nl 
present at Panama upon arrival of Boston. ; » nroceed With 
Have sent copy of instructions and have telegraphed Diru 00 I" "i orted 
all possible dispatch from Kingston to Colon. Governmen\ *" 














thmus in vessels, Prevent their landing if in your judg- 


. the Is 7 
approaching -ecipitate a conflict. Acknowledgment is requ , 
ment this would precip: DARLING, Acting. 
The same order was, On the same date, sent to the commander 
tthe U. 8. 8. Dixie, then at Kingston, Jamaca, with a battalion 
of marines, numbering some 400 officers and 1en. 
“Orders to the same effect were at the same time sent to the 
‘ommander of the Boston, at San Juan del Sur, Nicaragua, and 
of the Marblehead, at Acapulco, Mexico, commanding them to 
a eed with all possible dispatch to Panama and to prevent the 
(nding of any armed force, either Government or insurgent, 
with hostile intent within 50 miles of Panama. 

\t 3.40 p.m. on the same day the Acting Secretary of State 
cont the following telegram to our consul-general at Panama and 
our consul at ¢ ‘olon, viz: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, D. C., November 8, 1903. 
Uprising on Isthmus reported. Keep Department promptly and fully in- 
formed Loomis, Acting. 
And at 8.15 the same evening received the following reply, viz: 
PANAMA, November 3, 1908. 
Reported will bein the night. Situation critical. 
EHRMANN. 


At 9.50, one hour and thirty-five minutes later, our Acting Sec- 

retary of State received the following dispatch, viz: 
PANAMA, November 8, 1903. 
(Received 9.50 p. m.) 

Uprising occurred to-night, 6; no bloodshed. Army and navy officials 
taken prisoners. Government will be organized to-night, consisting three 
consuls, also cabinet. Soldiers changed. Supposed same movement will be 
effected in Colon. Order prevails so far. Situation serious. Four hundred 
soldiers landed Colon to-day Barranquilla. 


No uprising yet. 


EHRMAN. 
It thus appears that up to 6 o’clock in the evening of Tuesday, 
November 3, the Colombian Government was in undisputed pos- 
session of the territory of Panama, and that her sovereignty and 
lawful authority over it and the people living there were equally 
undisputed. Immediately on landing at Colon, on the morning of 
the 8d, Generals Tobal and Amaya, who commanded the newly 


arrived Colombian troops, proceeded by rail to Panama to arrange | 


for quartering their soldiers, leaving Colonel Torres in command 
at Colon. 

When the uprising occurred at Panama, Tobal and Amaya, 
with Governor Obaldia and a few other Colombian officials, 
were arrested by the revolutionists, and the Colombian troops, 
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Panama, promptly gave in their adherence to the cause of the | 


revolutionists. At the Colon end of the railroad Torres was en- 


by rail. The railroad company declined to transport his troops | 


without a request from the governor at Panama, and this fact | 


was communicated to Commander Hubbard, of the Nashville. 
That afternoon about 6 o’clock Commander Hubbard was noti- 
fied by the superintendent of the railroad that he had received 
the necessary request for transportation of the troops and that 
they would leave for Panama at 8 o’clock the next morning, No- 
Yember 4, In his report, under date of November 8, vo the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, Commander Hubbard, referring to this, 
makes the following statement, viz: 


At about 5.30 p.m. I again went on shore, and réceived notice from the 
oo superintendent of the railroad that he had received the request for 
‘ e transportation of the troops and that they would leave on the 8a. m. 
wainen ¢ 1¢ following ef Iimmediately went to see the general superin- 
— ond learned that it had just been announced that a provisional gov- 
aoa ut had been established at Panama; that Generals Amaya and Tobal, 
sovernor of Panama, and four officers, who had gone to Panama in the 
vanizertth had been seized and were held as prisoners; that they had an or- 
ee er a of 1,500 troops and wished the Government troops in Colon to 
tents 1 declined to permit, and verbally prohibited the general superin- 

tt — Siving transportation to the troops of either party. 

‘written’ ; 1en late in the evening, I sent early in the morning of November 

othem 2 otification to the general superintendent of the Panama Railroad, 

troops Intenso! Colon, and to the officer left in command of the Colombian 

portation ~- ertained to be Colonel Torres, that I had prohibited the trans- 

interrumtey 4 OPS in either direction, in order to preserve the free and un- 
‘rupted transit of the Isthmus, 


nm this it wonld appear that at that hour it was the wish of 


orres, In command of the Government troops at Colon, and of | 


the provisional government at Panama, that the Colombian troops 
at Colon should be 
0 . 
rey eorndng of the 4th, and it can not be doubted that this 
porta Gare aT) enificant, and amicable adjustment of the trans- 
ubbard YT »blem would have been arranged had not Commander 
at 4 elt constrained by his orders to prevent it. 
rived - ‘ Cs ~ the morning of the 4th the train from Panama ar- 
time of the eee Torres and his command learned for the first 
ing officer + ‘sing at Panama and the arrest of their command- 
.;, .» Was reported to Commander Hubbard at about 1 


O'clock that dav alt . 
who had infest Torres had notified the prefect of Colon, 


permitted to go by rail to Panama at 8 o'clock | 





ed our consul at Colon, that if Generals Tobal | 


“llaya Were not released by 2 o’clock that day, he, Torres, ° 
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would open fire on Colon and kill every ‘‘ United States citizen ”’ 
in the place, 

Thereupon Commander Hubbard advised all American citizens 
to take refuge in the shed of the railroad company, which advice 
was complied with so far as the men were concerned, while the 
women and children went on board the German steamer Marco- 
mania and the Panama Railroad steamer City of Washington. 
In the meantime, between 1.30 and 2 p. m., forty-two United States 
marines were landed from the Nashville and took possession of 
the railroad building, while the Nashville herself patrolled close 
a the water front, prepared to use either small arm or shrapnel 

re. 

For about an hour and a half the Colombian troops, who had 
surrounded the railroad building, held a more or less threatening 
attitude, but about 3.15 Colonel Torres, who had apparently cooled 
down some, sought an interview with the officer commanding the 
marines, and after expressing himself as most friendly to Ameri- 
cans, Claiming that there had been a misapprehension, expressed 
a wish to send the alcalde of Colon to Panama in order to have 
General Tobal direct the discontinuance of a show of force. The 
train was furnished, and the alcalde left for Panama. 

At about 5:30 p. m. Torres proposed to withdraw his troops to 
a point near the outskirts of Colon if the marines would return 
to the Nashville, leaving the police in charge of Colon until the 
return of the alcalde the next morning. This proposition was 
accepted and complied with by Commander Hubbard and peace 
reigned in Colon during the night of the 4th. 

Without dwelling longer on the details of this incident, I will 
state briefly that General Tobal did not give the desired order; 
that the marines were again landed before the arrival of the al- 
calde, on the morning of the 5th; that Torres and his force re- 
turned into Colon a little later; that affairs again assumed a 
menacing aspect; that at 7.05 p. m. the Dixie arrived at Colon 
with some four hundred United States marines, a portion of whom 
were landed in the city that evening, and that at 7.45 p.m. Torres 
and his command sailed for Cartagena on the British steamer 
Oronoco. 

This left the Department of Panama in peaceful possession of 
the revolutionists, who had already organized a junta or provi- 
sional government, and through their committee on November 4 
had notified Mr. Felix Ehrman, United States vice-consul-general 


| at Panama, and our Department of State of the separation from 


Colombia of the Department of Panama with the purpose of 


with their commander, General Huertas, quartered in the city of erecting itself into the sovereign Republic of Panama. 


On November 7, under instructions from our Department of 
State, Mr. Ehrman addressed the following communication tothe 


deavoring to arrange for transportation of his troops to Panama | ©O™nittee of the Provisional Government, viz: 


PANAMA, November 7, 1 
Messrs. J. A. ARANGO, ToMAS ARIAS, and FepERIco Boyp, 
Committee of the Provisional Government, present 

GENTLEMEN: Asit eupeane that the people of Panama have, by unanimous 
movement, dissolved their political connection with the Republic of Colom- 
bia and resumed their independence, and as there is no opposition to the pro- 
visional government in the State of Panama, I have to inform you that the 
provisional government will be held responsible for the protection of the per- 
sons and property of citizens of the United States, as well as to keep the isth- 
mian transit free, in accordance with obligations of existing treaties relative 
to the isthmian territory. 

I have the honor to remain, gentlemen, very respectfully, 
FELIX EHRMAN, 
United States Vice-Consul-Gener 

It will be observed that our Department of State was prompt 
to impress on the new Government of Panama the latter’s obli- 
gation to keep the isthmian transit free, in accordance with ex- 
isting treaties relative to the isthmian territory. _ 

On November 5 the committee informed our Department of 
State that they had appointed Sefior Philippe Bunau-Varilla con- 
fidential agent of the Republic of Panama near our Government 
and Dr. Francisco V. de la Espriella as their minister of foreign 
affairs. 

On Noyember 11 Mr. P. Bunau-Varilla notified our Secretary 
of Statetthat the Republic of Panama had designated him as en- 
voy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to the United 
States, with full powers to negotiate; and on the 13th the Presi- 
dent received Mr. Bunau-Varilla and accepted from him his cre- 
dentials as envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary. 

At the beginning of this session of Congress the President trans- 
mitted to the Senate for its action thereon a treaty with the Re- 
public of Panama. and in his annual message expressed the opinion 
that by it our interests are better safeguarded than by the Hay- 
Herran treaty and that this treaty is better in its terms than 
those offered to us by Costa Rica and Nicaragua. I quote from 
his message in this connection the following expression, viz: 

At last the right to begin this great undertaking is made available. 
ama has done her part. All that remains is for the American Congress to do 
its part and forthwith this Republic will enter spose the execution of a pro- 
ject colossal in its size and of well-nigh incalculable possibilities for the good 
of this country and the nations of mankind. 

Mr. President. I have endeavored in the foregoing narrative to 
state as succinctly as I was able the material—and only the mate- 


ul. 


Pan- 


+ 
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rial—facts that should, in my judgment, determine my action as 
a Senator regarding this treaty. 

The details and intrinsic merits of the treaty itself can be dealt 
with only in executive sessions of this body; but it is urged with 
much vigor and eloquence, first, that the conduct of the executive 
branch of our Government in dealing with Colombia and Panama 
is quite incapable of defense or justification, and, secondly, that 
one who disapproves or condemns the Executive’s action in any 
particular in that connection can not favor the ratification of the 
treaty without ipso facto condoning a flagrantinternational wrong. 

To sustain the first of these propositions it is argued that cer- 
tain occurrences, both in Panama and in this country, precedent 
to and practically coincident with the uprising in Panama, demon- 
strate beyond a reasonable doubt that some official or officials of 
the United States in position of high responsibility, through some 
unknown medium, incited the Panama leaders to revolt against 
Colombia by intimating, suggesting, or otherwise communicating 
to them the favorable course of action which the Executive of the 
United States would pursue in case of an uprising on the Isthmus. 


It will be admitted that there were circumstances which gave | 


a strong coloring and plausibility to this contention, but we are 
relieved of any occasion to speculate concerning them by the posi- 
tive and unqualified denial of the President, made in his message 
to Congress on the 4th of last month. That denial is comprehen- 
sive and complete, and, so far as I am concerned, disposes of the 
charge definitely and conclusively. 

In support of the same proposition it is also urged that the 
Executive violated the act of Congress commonly styled the 
‘** Spooner Act,’’ in that when the Colombian Senate rejected the 
Hay-Herran treaty he did not, as required by that law, abandon 
the Panama route and proceed to negotiate with Nicaragua and 
Costa Rica for the right of way via San Juan River and Lake 
Nicaragua. 

My understanding of the object and terms of the Spooner Act 
compels me to differ with those who hold this opinion. 

While with the light we now have on the motives of the Co- 
lombian Executive and Congress it seems that they were not 
disposed at an early day to make any compact with us under 
which we would be able to secure a satisfactory title to the prop- 
erty of the New Panama Canal Company and perpetual control 
of acanal zone across the Isthmus on reasonable terms, still their 
action was not conclusive of Colombia’s purpose to adhere to a 
policy so antagonistic to her own interest, and Congress had ex- 
pressly permitted the President to keep the matter open with the 
Government of Colombia until a reasonable time for securing the 
desired rights had elapsed. 

The Colombian Congress did not drop the matter with the re- 
jection of the treaty on August 12. While they had thrown its 
propositions overboard with as little compunction or hesitation as 
if those propositions had been an orphaned litter of blind puppies, 
they had not abandoned consideration of the great subject to 
which they related, and at the time of their dissolution that Con- 
gress had before them aseries of counter propositions. which were 
undoubtedly intended for the consideration of the United States. 
Can it be justly said, in view of the magnitude of the subject and 
the circumstances attending the negotiations with Colombia, that 
when the Colombian Congress adjourned the Panama route was 
effectually and finally barred against us, and that any further ef- 
fort to secure what this Government deemed the most desirable 
route would involve an unreasonable consumption of time? In 
my judgment, Mr. President, this can not be done; and if it can 
not, this point of criticism of the Executive is not well taken. 

The point has also been dwelt on by some of those who criticise 
the action of the President as being contrary to the requirements 
of the Spooner Act. in that he had no right to treat with any 
other sovereignty than Colombia for the Panama Canal con- 
cession, because the Spooner Act required him to secure the right 
of way across the Isthmus from the Republic of Colombia. To 
my mind, Mr. President, this contention subordinates the spirit 
and obiect of the Spooner Act to its letter, and is contrary to the 
plainest rules of statutory construction. 

The territory over which we desired to secure control was as 
distinct and well defined as a city lot or block. The purpose to 
which we desired to put it—viz, a canal route across the Isthmus 
of Panama—was the only purpose for which we could use it, and 
it was quite immaterial from what owner or sovereignty we were 
to obtain it. To obtain the concession for that route was of the 
essence, to obtain it from Colombia was simply incidental. I do 
not think, Mr. President, that this point can be successfully 
maintained, and I shall dismiss it with this brief reference. 

It is further urged that the Executive in recognizing the exist- 
ence of a government in Panama, through the action of our con- 
sul-general, Mr. Ehrman, on the 7th of November, only four days 
after the outbreak of the revolution, violated a plain canon of 
international law, because it is a principle of law governing the 
recognition of all governments, and particularly those that have 


seceded or withdrawn from political connection w 
states, that they should not be recognized until they 
lished a stable government and have manifested ah} 


OO 


ith existing 
have estab. 


> a lity ti ai 
tain their independence. aaa 

The same is said with equal force concerning the action £4] 
President in receiving Mr. Bunau-Varilla on the 13th of N, ve 1 iS 
=< hber 


as envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the 
public of Panama and accepting the credential tendered }y hi 

Under our Constitution the President is vested with auth, vena 
and discretion to receive ambassadors and other public mini; he 
It is for him to determine whether or not he shal! by Fediletes 
such a diplomatic official commit the United States to 4 ro ima | 
tion of the sovereignty and independence of the state 
envoy. 

I am quite certain that there are considerations con 


Re- 


oni 
siil- 


ending the 


nects d With 


| this case which would have deterred most of our Excentives¢ 


| a precedent has been set which is alike menacing to our 


| armed forces of the United States with the freedom of movement 


taking this important and conclusive step when it was | k io 
I myself believe that the President was guilty of error in geting 
as precipitately as he did. : 

But, Mr. President, in my judgment the principal wrong }, 
volved in that error was suffered by the United States. for hy + 
eacefy] 
relations with foreign nations and tothe preservation of our well. 
deserved reputation for an exalted sense of right and justice. 

I differ with those, Mr. President, who affirm with much ep. 
phasis of assertion that had it not been for the interference of the 


|- 


of the Colombian troops the revolution would have }) lil} 
crushed. Our action may have prevented a conflict and blood. 
shed, which I hold, however, to be no excuse for that action under 
the then existing conditions; but I am free to say that it is 


| clear to me that it could have been crushed by Colombia, eve: 


| the Panama coast. 





the United States had kept her Navy and marines out o! sight of 
The revolutionists had gained absolute co 
trol of the city of Panama, and with the Colombian troops there, 


who had joined the revolutionists, had at their command a force 


| largely superior to that which General Tobal landed at Colon on 


| the morning of the 3d of November. 


The people of Panama had 


| every reason to wish for separation from the Colombian Repub- 


| to pieces by perennial contests between irreconcilable 





lic, and it stands to reason that they were practically unanimous 
in favor of independence and autonomy. Their territory was sepa- 
rated from the rest of Colombia by about 300 miles of as rugged 
mountain wilderness as can be found on this hemisphere. On tl: 
east and south this barrier rendered them practically safe from in- 
vasion. On the west and-north they had a friendly republic from 
which no present hostility was to be apprehended. Colombia her- 
self was absolutely bankrupt financially, and politically wast . 
Tactiona 
ers. Panama could be approached only by water, ani the Co- 


lombian navy was so feeble and moribund as to be incapable of per- 
forming any more warlike duty than the transportation of such 
few troops as their limited size would permit. We certainly would 
not have permitted them to bombard either Panama or Colon. 


Panama would have had the sympathy of the people of the 
United States, and of all people who view with approval the et 
forts of the downtrodden and oppressed to strike off their p litical 
shackles, and I doubt not would have been able to procure all the 
financial and material aid that was necessary to enable her to 
make a vigorous defense of her territory. If these considerations 
are of weight it would not seem that the alleged dispanty 0! 
strength between Panama and Colombia, based on their very U2 
equal populations, was so great as to make the effort of Panama 
to maintain herself against the attack of Colombia as hopeless a 
has been contended for. 

Again, Mr. President, while the principle of international’ 
that I have referred to is undisputed, it is also an « epted ~ 
trine that a state, when called on to recognize the sov' reignty 0 
a new-born state, is justified in shaping her action acc nding 10 
what she believes to be her best interests. Conceding that there 
quirements for recognition have. been complied with 


rt 


nal law 


it does not 


follow that the state from which recognition is sought is bound 

to recognize unless she sees that it is to her interest so t0 G0. id 
In other words, it may be said that while a new-born state sho 

not be recognized as sovereign and independent until she has ph . 

herself in the position required by the or of nations, th ap ~~ 
ally UVes* 


she is in such position does not impose on agg here the Te00g? 
ether the rec’s 


rely in the 


tion to recognize her at any particular time. 
nition shall be prompt or long deferred is a matter en Ure’. aa 
discretion of the recognizing state. On this principle our a SS 
ernment has acted in numerons instances in dealing with the qn 
tion of recognizing new states. veded from 
To recognize as independent a state that has secc’t | 
another state before the former has established a govern™™ 


demonsirated her ability to maintain her independ” aes 
of hostility to the latter state, and may justly be aie oy. 
cause of war against the recognizing state. Todosoai!®» 
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sia 
ent has been established and ability to maintain it against 
ern emy has been demonstrated, is not inconsistent with the 
saan of neutrality and can not be a just cause of war. 

ornile as | have indicated, it is my opinion that there was 
reason to believe that Panama could successfully resist the as- 
anits that Colombia might have made on her, it is a fact that as 
to this there was and still is a wide difference of opinion, and she 
— tainly, at the time of her recognition by our Government, had 
° , show! 1 or attempted to show what she could doin that regard. 
nit was purely a matter of conjecture, and will ever remain as 
om an accomplished fact. Neither was the other re- 
quirement of law for Panama's recognition an existing fact. She 
eed not a republic, either in form or in substance, and her gov- 
ernment was a committee, composed of a very limited number 
of men who had grasped the sovereignty of the state provisionally 
and with the avowed purpose of ultimately, at some other time, or- 
oanizing such @ government as is recognized by civilization. In 
recognizing the so-called Republic of Panama, under these cir- 
cumstances, the President undoubtedly furnished Colombia with 
a just cause for a declaration of war against us. — 

‘This, Mr. President, was a step which I am quite sure can not 
be justified under that provision of our Constitution which vests 
in the Executive the right and power to recognize a sovereign 
state, The true interpretation of that clause of our Constitution 
would, 1 think, impose on the Executive the duty of ascertaining 
beyond any question whether his act of recognition could be justly 
construed as an act of hostility by any nation that had reason to 
object to such recognition, and if he found that his action could 
be so construed then it would be his duty to defer recognition, at 
least until he could have an opportunity of consulting that branch 
of our Government to which the Constitution confides the grave 
responsibility of declaring war. 

There may be, undoubtedly, some exigencies in which the Ex- 
ecutive has to perform some act that will probably lead to war; 
but such exigencies are rare, and it is very clear that the framers 
of the Constitution in vesting in the President the right to receive 
ambassadors and other public ministers did not contemplate that 
the power so +p should ever be used as a substitute for a 
declaration of war. 

To my mind, however, Mr. President, the feature connected 
with this incident of the Panama revolution that is most objec- 
tionable and indefensible is found in the fact that, try to defend 
it as we may, the Colombian Government in a time of peace, 
when her relations with us, though perhaps not cordial, were 
certainly not nae aoe poarented by — Government — oe 
tempting to assert her undeniable right to suppress disorder 
within her own territory, and that it isa fact that the peaceful 
organization of the Panama Government was probably due to our 
interposition. 

When, in addition to this consideration, it is borne in mind 
that we were most solicitous to secure a right of way for a ship 
canal across the Isthmus of Panama, and that by our precipitate 
recognition of the independence of Panama we made a long stride 
toward the realization of that desire, it would seem to a disinter- 
ested and impartial judgment that the United States had aban- 
doned her time-honored traditions and had recklessly subordi- 
nated the preservation of her high repute among the nations of the 
earth to the sordid purpose of material profit. : 

But, Mr. President, while it may be admitted that in the matter 
of recognition of the Republic of Panama something may be said, 
if not in justification, at least in palliation of that unprecedented 
step, and that some of the criticisms evoked by it have been ex- 
tremely harsh and bitter, the remaining point to which those who 
have criticised the Executive's action have earnestly called atten- 
pee tomy mind much more serious and much more difficult to 

end, 

In a former part of my remarks I called attention to dispatches 
sent by our Acting Secretary of the Navy on November 2, 1903, 
to the United States cruiser Nashville at Colon, the Boston at 
San Juan del Sur, the Marblehead at Acapulco, and the Dixie 
- Kingston, Jamaica. It will be observed that the dispatch di- 
aan to the commanding officer of the Nashville and the others 
a similar import, ordered him to ‘‘ prevent the landing of 
- med force with hostile intent, either Government or in- 
: (eats either at Colon, Porto Bello, or other point,’’ adding that 
a . ernment force was reported approaching the Isthmus in 
oa 2 = that their nung, noel e prevented if in the judg- 

ag hat officer such landing would precipitate a conflict. 
cle hostil.. 2 Was sent and reached its destination before a sin- 
the —_ € arm was raised eguinst the sovereignty of Colombia on 
na ae of Panama. We were at peace with Colombia, with 
ai ae ic representative at our capital, and our minister re- 
sized o ogota. We had only a short time previously empha- 
wr recognition of the sovereignty of Colombia over the 
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Department of Panama by undertaking to gain the consent of Co- 
lombia to the construction by us of a canal across the Isthmus. 

Under the law of nations these orders to our naval command- 
ers were in flagrant violation of the sovereign rights of Colombia 
and can not be successfully defended or justified, unless it can 
be shown beyond question that Colombia had yielded up to the 
United States the right possessed by every sovereignty to suppress 
disorder and unlawful violence within her own territory. Clearly, 
if we had no treaty right with Colombia empowering us to inter- 
pose between her and her prospective domestic lawbreakers, 
those orders commanded our officers to commit an act of war 
against Colombia. 

It will also be observed that subsequently, after the uprising had 
occurred at Panama, our naval officer in command of the Nashville 
landed marines for the purpose of preventing Colombian troops 
who were on their way to Panama from being transported to that 
city. The officer in command of the Colombian troops was in- 
formed by the commander of the Nashville that he would not be 
allowed to proceed to Panama, and a conflict and probable blood- 
shed were averted only because the Colombian commander de- 
sisted from any forcible effort to carry out his purpose. 

This conduct on our part is. of course, also unjustifiable under 
the law of nations. and can not be supported unless it can be 
shown that Colombia by treaty or concession gave the United 
States the right to take this action. 

I have listened. Mr. President, to some of the arguments in 
justification of the Executive in the matter to which I am now 
referring, and I have read with due care and attention the ar- 
guments furnished us by the President himself in his annual 
message and in that of January 4 but I have failed to hear or 
discover anything in those arguments approximating to a justifi- 
cation of that action. 
| Article 35 of our treaty of ‘‘ peace, amity, navigation, and com- 
|merce’”’ of 1846 with New Granada, to the rights and obligations 

granted and imposed by which Colombia succeeded, contained re- 
ciprocal stipulations on the part of the contracting parties which 
may be briefly summarized as follows: 

The Government of New Granada graranteed to the Govern- 
ment of the United States that the right of way or transit across 
the Isthmus of Panama, upon any mode of communication then 
existing or thereafter constructed, should be open and free to the 
Government and citizens of the United States and for the trans- 
portation of any articles of produce, manufactures, or merchan- 
dise of lawful commerce belonging to the citizens of the United 
States. * * * And the Government of the United States, in 
order to secure to themselves the tranquil and constint enjoy- 
ment of the advantages mentioned and as an especial compensa- 
tion for said advantages and other favors acquired by the treaty, 
guaranteed, positively and efficaciously, by that stipulation the 
perfect neutrality of the Isthmus of Panama, with the view that 
free transit from one to the other sea should not be interrupted 
or embarrassed in any future time while the treaty should exist; 
and in consequence, the United States also guaranteed in the 
same manner, to wit, positively and efficaciously, the right of sov- 
ereignty and property which New Granada then had and possessed 
over the said territory, to wit, the entire Isthmus of Panama. 

The construction put upon this guaranty of neutrality by all of 
our Secretaries of State who have had occasion to refer to it in 
their State Papers has confined the obligation on the part of the 
United States to the preservation of the neutrality of the Isthmus 
against any warlike acts on the part of any foreign nation. 

It has on more than one occasion been declared by such author- 
ity that the duty imposed on the United States by that stipulation 
did not require us to interfere in the domestic broils of New 
Granada or Colombia. It has b-en cont>nded by some of our 
publicists, and with some show of reason, I think, that under that 
guaranty the Uinted States had the right, in case Colombia was 
unable to suppress disorder in Panama whereby the open and 
free sit across the Isthmus was obstructed, to interpose with 
such force as was necessary to remove such obstruction and pre- 
serve uninterrupted and unembarrassed transit by restoring the 
supremacy of legitimate authority. 

This would be consistent with the expressed purpose of our 
guaranty of neutrality and with the purpose of Colombia in 
conceding to us free transit without interruption or embarrass- 
ment. Undoubtedly, under that clause of the treaty, we had the 
right when requested by her to give our aid to Colombia in sup- 
pressing disorder or Wsurrection on the Isthmus, whereby free 
and open transit was likely to be interrupted, but we were under 
no obligation to do so, and that right is very different from the 
right to prevent Colombia from taking proper steps to suppress 
an insurrection against her authority. 

The fact that the parties to the treaty thought proper to insert 
after the guaranty of neutrality the further guaranty of the 
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right of sovereignty and property of New Granada on the Isth- 
mus discloses their intent to exclude the idea of any release of 
her sovereign rights over the territory other than that which was 
necessary to enable the United States to comply with her guaranty 
of neutrality. Had there been no clause in the treaty guaran- 
teeing the sovereignty of New Granada, the fact that she yielded 
any more of her sovereignty than was necessary, in order to en- 
able the United States to perform her duty as a guarantor of 
neutrality, could not be inferred or gathered by implication from 
anything in the treaty. 

Sovereignty, Mr. President, has been defined more or less 
tersely by different authorities on international law. From some 
of them I quote the following. It is— 

The supreme power by which any state is governed. (Wheaton's Ele- 
ments, etc., p. 115.) 

= su ae absolute, uncontrollable power by which any state is gov- 
orThe political authority, whether vested in a single individual or a number 
of individuals, to order and direct what is to be done se individual in 
relation to the end and the ~~ of the state. (Halleck.) 

The union and exercise of all human power possessed in astate; it isa com- 
bination of all power; it is the power to do everything in a state without ac- 
countability; to make laws, to execute and apply them, to impose and collect 
taxes and levy contribution, to make war or peace, to form treaties of alli- 
ance or commerce with foreign nations and the like. (Story.) 

Vattel, book 1, section 4, defines a sovereign state to be: 

Any nation or “= whatever may be the form of its internal constitu- 
tion, which governs if independent of foreign powers. 

This supreme, absolute, and uncontrollable power is necessary 
and essential for the self-preservation of a state, and is never 
yielded or surrendered, even in a minor degree, except for most 
compelling reasons. If relinquished to any considerable extent 
it necessarily means the destraction of the state’s independence, 
which is the very life and soul of the nation. 

Of the absolute and undeniable rights of states says Wheaton: 

One of the most essential and important, and that which lies at the foun- 
dation of all the rest, is the right of self- . Itis not only a right 
with respect to the other states, but a duty with respect to its own members, 
and the most solemn and important which the state owes to them. 

And Chancellor Kent tells us that— 

The right of self-preservation of a nation, as well as of an individual, is 
paramount to all other considerations. 

There is no right of sovereignty more essential and fundamental 
than that which empowers it to suppress and punish violation of 
its laws. Without it a state can not preserve its existence, and 
the surrender of it necessarily means the destruction of the state. 
Therefore every implication is against the intent of a state to give 
up this fundamental right, and it can only be conceded when it 
is done in positive, unequivocal, and express terms. 

Therefore I claim, Mr. President, that had the United States 
not guaranteed the sovereignty of Colombia over the Department 
of Panama by article 35 of the treaty of 1846, it could not have 
been inferred, in view of the subject-matter of that treaty, the 
situation of the parties thereto, and the circumstances connected 
with its negotiation and execution, that it was the intent of either 
of the high contracting pore that Colombia should relinquish, 
in the slightest degree, her sovereign right to suppress rebellion 
against her authority, or lawlessness of any kind, in that territory. 

Neither can that be inferred from any expressions contained in 
article 35, because it isin no sense inconsistent with any of the 
provisions of that article that Colombia should retain a right so 
necessary to the preservation of her sovereignty. But, Mr. Pres- 
ident, by a distinct and substantiveclause in article 35 the United 
States guaranteed tothe Republicof New Granada and its succes- 
sors, positively and efficaciously, the rights of sovereignty and 
property which New Granada had in that territory. 

in view of these considerations, can it be consistently argued 
that in preventing the Government of Colombia from transport- 
ing troops from one point to another in her territory of Panama, 
merely on the suspicion that this might result in an interruption 
of transit across the Isthmus and in prohibiting her, after it was 
ascertained that an uprising had begun in the city of Panama 
against her authority, from landing troops within 50 miles of the 
line of transit, which troops were necessary to quell resistance to 
her lawful authority, we did not in so doing violate our guaranty 
of Colombia’s sovereignty over that territory? 

That our Executive and Department of State regarded it the 
duty of Colombia not merely to protect the persons and property 
of citizens of the United States in Panama, but also to on the 
isthmian transit free in accordance with Colombia’s obligations 
under the treaty of 1846, is apparently admitted by the commu- 
nication of our vice-consul-general at Panama under instructions 
from our Department of State to the committee of the provisional 
government under date of November 7, 1903. In that communi- 
cation our representative used the following language: 

I have to inform you that the provisional government 
sible for the pro on of persons and property of citizens of United Bitte, 


as well as to keep the isthmian transit free, in accordance with obligations 
of existing treaties relative to the isthmian territory. 
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If the obligation to keep the isthmian transit free was jm, 
on the new-born Government of Panama because of jt. ares 
succeeded to the rights and duties of Colombia under the to. 
of 1846, the query naturally arises, How could our Governmen, 
consistently have denied to Colombia only a few das before a 
= and ; uty, under the same treaty, to comply with the me 
obligation 
If Colombia could not be permitted to take necess 
prevent a mere possible interference with free and open transi 
across the Isthmus, how could it be logically or justly requirod .¢ 
Panama to do that very thing under identically the same tro; ty 
with Colombia? “y 
I confess, Mr. President, that I am at a loss to underst 


ary steps to 


the confli ing attitudes of our Executive in this meaiene iL 
reconciled. I regret to say that the argument of the President 


embodied in his message of January 4 does nothing to relieve this 
point of the embarrassment in which it is involved, thong) jt 
does much to show that any obligations of ours or rights of (). 
oe under article 35 of the treaty of 1846 were not embarrassing 

im. , 

He tells us, among other things, that it was his intention to oo. 
sult Congress as to whether, under the conditions occasioned py 
the rejection of the Hay-Herran treaty and the adjournment cf 
the Colombian Congress without further action, it would not he 
proper to announce that the canal was to be dug forthwith, that 
we would give the terms we offered and no others, and that if 
such terms were not agreed to we would enter into an arrangement 
with Panama direct, or take whatever steps were needful in order 
to begin the enterprise. 

It is fair to infer that such a course commended itself to him as 
worthy of deliberate consideration, and if such is the fact it 
brings out in startling relief the President’s unique conception of 
our international rights and furnishes a key to much that is con- 
nected with this whole subject that is otherwise quite inexpli- 
cable. The proposition which the President contemplated sub- 
mitting to Congress was, in plain English, to tell Colombia that 
if she would not concede to us all that we sought from her in her 
territory on the Isthmus we would, in the face of our treaty with 
her, in defiance of her rights under the law of nations, ignore her 
sovereignty over the Isthmus, deal with Panama direct, and take 
what other steps we thought necessary to occupy and use her 


territory. 

In view of his su uent summary disregard of Colombia's 
rights in the premises, the only surprising feature of this declara- 
tion by the President is the statement that he contemplated con- 
sulting Congress about the matter. 

The fifth paragraph of article 35 of the treaty of 1846 is in the 
following language: 

Fifth. If, unfortunately, any of the articles contained in this treaty should 
be violated or infringed in any way whatever, it is expressly stipulated that 
neither of the two contracting parties shall ordain or authorize any actsof 
reprisal, nor shall declare war the other on complaints of injuries or 

until the said party considering itself offended shal! have laid be- 
fore the other a statement of such injuries or damages, verified by competent 
demanding justice and sa jon, and the same sha!! have been Ge 

nied, in violation of the laws and of international right. 

If, as the President evidently seems to think, Colombia in r- 
jecting the eens treaty violated or infringed on any of out 
just rights under article35 of the treaty of 1846, the duty imposed 
on him by the provisions of that ph, which I have just 
quoted, of laying before the Colombian Government 4 statemen! 
of the injury complained of and demanding justice and satisfac- 
tion therefor, was as obligatory as any other requirement of that 
treaty and should have been complied with. 

There are other points bearing on this subdivision of the ques- 
tion to which I might refer, and which probably are as worthy 
of consideration as any that I have here developed, but I have 
already consumed more time than I intended when ° !irst entered 
on this subject, and I shall content myself with obse1 ving that in 
my judgment, for the reasons I have given, the action of 7 
Executive in preventing the Colombian Government from lant 
ing her troops on her own territory, in a time of peace, ant ™ 
preventing Colombian authorities from attempting to Sr 
press an insurrection against the law and authority of that" 
was a gross violation of international law and of our treaty H 
existing with Colombia. ale 

Mr. President, the next and last question which presen’s! os 
for consideration in connection with this subject is whether 
approving as I do most unreservedly and emphatica''y '"° _— 
tive’s on in the two particulars last discussed, | ©" favor _ 
ratification of a treaty with Panama providing for the cons" 
tion of an isthmian canal across the territory of that State wh 
condoning the wrong which I have disapproved. | _- nea 

The question is one of serious importance and invo've the a 


c nto t 
= on. ane . st charac ter. I 
sum of a responsibility of the weightiest ©’ nscientious 


that the Ex 


would have been an easy matter if I could by any ‘ 
course of reasoning have brought myself to believe 
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action in all the particulars I have referred to was free 


eee peproach, It would have been easier and, perhaps, more 

Jitic in me, Viewing the important questions involved as I do, 
fo have remained silent and to have cast my vote in the way in 
which I believe a. great majority of the people whom I, in part, 


represent on this floor would have me to vote. met 
By so doing I might have avoided some of the criticism which 

the more pronounced course that I am pursuing na in- 

Mr. President, Iam quite satisfied that I can favor 


vites. But, - , : 

atification of the pending treaty or any other treaty with the 
oo nt nt of Panama, if in their details they meet with my ap- 
proval, and at the same time logically retain my right to disap- 
prove of the action of the Executive in its dealings with Colombia. 

Article IT, section 3, of the Constitution vests in the President 
ihe right and power to recognize new states by receiving ‘ambas- 
sadors and other re ministers. It is a power exclusively in 
the President, and the occasion for its exercise and the conditions 
under which it is to be exercised are left exclusively, and neces- 
sarily so, in the sound discretion of that officer. 

It is a power that should not be used improvidently or with an 
improper motive, because when exercised affirmatively it fixes a 
status of the state recognized and of this Government, with re- 
lation to each other, imposing and conferring duties and rights 
on them, respectively, that can not thereafter be logically or 
rightfully denied or contested by either Government. 

‘When the Executive of this Government has once fixed that 
status, the question of the correctness, justice, or wisdom of his 
action in so doing is no longer a practical question, so far as the 
action of the other two coordinate departments of our Govern- 
ment is concerned. The individual members of our highest judi- 
cial tribunal may, as individuals, disapprove or condemn the 
Executive’s action in such a case, but in their judicial capacity, 
asa coordinate branch of the Government, they are bound to ac- 
cept and recognize as a conclusive fact the status which has been 
fixed by the authority in whom the Constitution has confided the 
exclusive right and duty to perform the act by which that status 
is fixed. This principle is so well established by numerous deci- 
sions of that tribunal that it may be said to be a part of the funda- 
mental law of the land. 

The reasoning that applies in the case of the judiciary, Mr. 
President, is equally as forcible when we come to consider the 
position or attitude which the legislative department of our Gov- 
ernment, or the Senate when acting alone in its executive capac- 
ity, under the treaty-making power, should take when confronted 
with an instance of recognition of a new state by the Executive, 
under circumstances which Congress or the Senate regards as 
unjustifiable. 

A discretion to act or not act vested exclusively in one of our 
coordinate branches of Government can not be controlled by 
either of the other branches, and when once exercised can not be 
ignored or denied by either without infringing on or usurping 
the exclusive right or duty of the branch that has been vested 
with the discretion. 

An act of Congress that has been constitutionally passed over 
his veto is binding on the President, though he may regard it as 
inspired by unpatriotic motives and as grossly unjust. 

The income-tax decision is regarded by many of us as absolutely 
wrong, but the Senate in its legislative capacity can not deny 
that it is the law to-day. For this reason it would be wrong, if 
not revolutionary, in my judgment, Mr. President, for Congress 
to refuse to provide compensation for a minister who, having 
been nominated by the President and confirmed by the Senate, 
had under that authority undertaken to represent this Govern- 
— at the capital of a state, solely because a majority in 
~ongress believed the state in question had been unwisely, 
— y, or in any way unjustifiably recognized by the 

The remedy or redress in such a case lies not with Congress nor 
with the judiciary, 
wn possible that if the gravity of the Executive's abuse of dis- 

ws n, in such a case as I am considering, were to present itself 
nracticah of Congress as of sufficient enormity, it might be 
a le under the constitutional provision for impeachment 
- © Such action as would at least exert a deterrent influence 


sane cueare: but the only certain, efficacious, conclusive, and 

the — dle re dress lies with the people of this country, who vested 

abused, and ea that function of their sovereignty which he 
ry se ( V 


0 by their suffrages can constitutionall s 

cir approval or disapproval of his conduct. ve Rene. 
— undoubtedly, in such a case, if it deemed proper, and 
in order t alone, as in the instance of the pending treaty, might, 
= canis +o emphasize its disapproval of the Executive’s action in 
eno te fake Panama, ignore the existence of that State, and re- 
an entit ve any Congressional or Senatorial action regarding such 
that non Ay the Republic of Panama; but I hold, Mr. President, 
® course could not be justified on any constitutional 
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ground, and that it would lead us only into a bewildering and 
endless labyrinth of inconsistencies and anomalies. What Con- 
gress or either of the Houses thereof ought not to do, the indi- 
vidual members of those Houses ought not to desire them to do. 

Since Panama has become a sovereign State, she has probably in 
that character and by reason of her geographical position and the 
recognition of her sovereignty by our Executive succeeded the 
Republic of Colombia in the enjoyment of the rights granted, and 
has incurred the obligations imposed by article 35 of our treaty of 
1846 with New Granada. By that treaty the Government of the 
United States is obligated to preserve the neutrality of the Isthmus 
of Panama, which includes the entire territory of the Republic of 
Panama, against all foreign assailants. 

It is also probably obligated to preserve the sovereignty and prop- 
erty rights of the Republic of Panama in the territory of Panama. 
By the status which was given to the Republic of Panama imme- 
diately on its recognition as a state by the Government of the 
United States, the Republic of Colombia assumed, so far as this 
Government is concerned, a different relation to Panama from 
that which had formerly existed, and became a nation foreign to 
Panama. 

The conclusion, therefore, follows that should Colombia under- 
take to invade the territory of Panama, and Panama be unable to 
effectively resist such invasion, the United States, under our treaty 
of 1846 with New Granada, would probably be bound to use such 
of our military and naval force as would be necessary to expel the 
Colombian troopsfrom theterritoryof Panama. This necessarily 
would mean war with Colombia, a condition which may possibly 
exist at an early day, and, as patriotic citizens and legislators of 
the United States, all of us would feel obligated to vote the nec- 
essary supplies and take all legislative action required to carry 
that war to a successful conclusion by protecting and maintaining 
the integrity of Panama as a state. 

Should this Senate, therefore, reject the pending treaty for the 
reason assigned, we might very possibly be placed in the attitude 
of authorizing the expenditure of the blood and treasure of our 
people in order to maintain a state legally if not justly recognized 
by our Government, the sovereignty of which our Government 
is obligated by a treaty to defend, yet with which we Senators 
are unwilling to treat. Itrust that we will escape the embarrass- 
ment of such a situation. 

The Republic of Panama will doubtless exist as an independent 
state for many years, unless the Government of the United States 
shall conclude to benevolently assimilate her. Conceding that 
this Senate should reject the pending treaty, because by not so 
doing it would condone the unjustitiable action of the Executive, 
and next year, or the year thereafter, or at some time in the not 
remote future, the same or a similarly favorable treaty with the 
Republic of Panama, covering the same subject, were presented 
to us for ratification, what would then be our attitude concern- 
ing the propriety of ratification? 

f there is any moral delinquency involved in ratifying it now, 
would a mere lapse of time serve to condone that delinquency 
and make what is wrong now right and just then? If notso, Mr. 
President, it will be impossible for anyone who now believes that 
he can not vote for the ratification of the treaty without condon- 
ing the much-discussed action of the President to ever look with 
favor on a proposition for a canal across the Isthmus of Panama 
so long as the Republic of Panama exists. 

It is possible, Mr. President, that when the pending treaty 
comes to be carefully considered and analyzed there may be 
reasons developed why it should be amended, or even rejected; 
but, viewing our function and constitutional limitations as I do, 
I fail to see any sufficient reason why a member of this body who 
disapproves and condemns the President’s action as I do—em- 
phatically and unqualifiedly—should, for that reason alone, feel 
it his duty to antagonize the treaty. 

Such action might be construed as a rebuke to the President, 
but, in my judgment, it would be a rebuke administered in a 
method and manner which we are not authorized to employ. I 
know of nothing more tangible or practical that it would accom- 
plish than to remit to an indefinite future and to the multitudi- 
nous contingencies and uncertainties of the years to come the 
realization of a superlatively desired object of the people of the 
United States in general and of my own constituency in particular. 

Such a step, involving an overwhelming disappointment to 
many millions of our citizens, and the probable destruction of 
any reasonable hope for an isthmian canal during our generation. 
should not be taken lightly nor for any but the strongest and 
most convincing reasons. The fact that the President has erred 
most seriously, as I affirm, in performing a constitutional duty 
imposed on him, and on him alone, is not, in my judgment, such 
a reason. : 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, it had not been my intention 
to take any part in the discussion of the Panama question. I 
have felt that it was in able hands, and that the committee hav- 
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ing charge of the matter primarily would present every phase and 


feature of it. Practically everything that could be said in regard 
to this question has been, from some standpoint, discussed. But 
we each have our differing views as to the effect and the force of 
the various matters involved in tne Panama question. 

I do not feel called upon to apologize for any act or thing that 
has been done by the Republican Administration in dealing with 
this question. Noapology is necessary, because no act of the Ad- 
ministration has been beyond the scope of its powers and without 
the scope of wisdom. 

The question of the recognition of the Government of Panama 
is a settled and determined question; it is not open for further 
consideration to the end of modifying or changing the act; it is 
not within the power of this body to do so, and were it within its 
power, I am satisfied that it would not meet with the approval of 
the majority of this body that any change should be made in any 
act that has been done by the Administration. The question 
stands to-day upon the wisdom of the negotiations that have taken 
place between this Government and the Government of Panama. 
Anything back of or behind the hour of the recognition of that Gov- 
ernment is merely a question of inquiring into matters that can 
not in any way affect the action of the Senate; and in the discus- 
sion of this question as lawyers or the consideration of it as a 
court we do not need to go behind that day. 

It may. however, be interesting that we should for a moment 
consider the circumstances that led up to the situation which 
confronts us to-day. We gather wisdom for dealing with the 
present question from a consideration of the conditions and cir- 
cumstances out of which it grew. 

The proposition to dig a canal across the Isthmus of Panama is 
practically as old as is the history of that country. I have no 
doubt the aborigines, bending the prows of their canoes against 
those banks, sought to find some way to cross from ocean to 
ocean, and since the days of the Spanish navigators who discov- 
ered this ligament binding together the two continents upon this 
hemisphere, the question has never been quiet. During the Ad- 
ministration when the affairs of state were in the hands of John 
Quincy Adams, steps were taken to secure the construction of 
such a canal. 

Those efforts were not relaxed until in 1843 the Government of 
New Granada sent its representatives to the strong governments 
of the earth to see if it could not enter into some arrangement 
with them that would result in the construction and operation of 
this canal. To England, to France, to Germany, and to the 
United States their representatives went. That action resulted, 
so far as we are concerned, in the making of the treaty of 1846, 
which gave us a right of way and aright to participate in the en- 
joyment of any other rights across the Isthmus. Whatever right. 
passed, whatever is within the purview of the term “right of 
way,’’ came to us by virtue of that treaty. We paid for those 
rights; we entered into a solemn obligation with the Government 
of New Granada that we would perform certain things in consid- 
eration of the rights which they had conceded to us. 

At that time, of course, it could not have been contemplated 
that there would be a canal as we understand it to-day, because 
the world had not then advanced to that point; the means of 
crossing the Isthmus were not up to the broad and splendid scale 
of the possibilities of to-day; but that was the foundation that 
ultimately led to the commencement of the project of digging the 
canal, 

The treaty with reference to the right of way with those Gov- 
ernments contemplated that the enterprise should be a privat2 
one assisted by a government. At that time it was not contem- 
plated that any government would undertake this as a national 
project, but only that they would give their encouragement and 
assistance to the persons or the corporations who might be willing 
to enter upon it. 

We obtained by virtue of the treaty of 1846 this right of way, 
and in order to understand just what was contemplated we must 
look to the instructions that were given by the Government of 
New Granada to its representatives who went out for the purpose 
of securing this contract at the hands of other governments. We 
find a translation of them in Senate document No. 17, on page 28: 


Mr. Mosquera is authorized, first, to conclude a treaty with the Govern- 
ments of Great Britain, France, the United States, Holland, and Spain, or 
with one or more of them, in order that the said Governments may charge 
themselves with the enterprise of opening a canal of large dimensions across 
the Isthmus of Panama. 


That was in 1843, three years before the consummation of the 
treaty which emanated from those instructions and that effort. 
So, in interpreting the treaty of 1846, we have to resort to the 
familiar rule of taking into consideration the things which led up 
to it, the intent of the parties who made the contract, and we find 
their intent expressed in the instructions given to their minister 
who ultimately negotiated that treaty. ; 

That treaty was not negotiated with Colombia, Senators have 
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spoken of it as a treaty with Colombia, and of Colom}hj.’« righ 
under the treaty. That treaty, so far as the Isthmus of Pans ats 
was concerned, was one in which the guaranty of soyoy, em 
and of neutrality ran with the land to which it was apy)jeq. 
Panama. Panama was one of the states or province awl ic] ~ 
compact constituted a larger government at that time. She a 
recognized as such and spoken of as such by Mr. Po)k in he 
message with which he transmitted the treaty to the Senate. it 
was the Province of Panama. t 

New Granada, being the center of power that governed p. 
ama and the other provinces that constituted the G: vernment of 
New Granada, speaking for this province and for the thins that 
peculiarly belonged to it, to wit, the Isthmus of Panama and the 
right to cross it, entered into a treaty with the United States that 
the United States should guarantee the neutrality and the sover. 
eignty of Panama. The language confines that guaranty to 
Panama. They did not undertake to guarantee the neutrality oy 
sovereigmy of New Granada, but only that of Panama. So long 
as Panama was a part of the Government of New Granada. of 
course no question could arise as to the local application of this 
treaty, but just as soon as Panama ceased to be a part of the 
Government of New Granada, then the question did arise as to 
the application of this p: ovision in the treaty that guaranteed tho 
neutrality and the sovereignty. 

I maintain, Mr. President, that our guaranty in the treaty of 
1846 does not extend, nor did it ever extend, beyond the ge graph- 
ical limits of Panama; and in whatever hands we find the Goy- 


’ 


ts 


hate, 


ernment of Panama, there is where the obligation of the treaty 
attaches. It did not attach to Bogota or to any other portion of 
what then constituted the Government of New Granaia. but at- 
tached to Panama, and from the hour that we recognized Panama 
as a sovereign Government, it did not become us, nor was it nec- 
essary for us to consider the rights or the will of any other goy- 


ernment than that of Panama. If we guaranteed the neutrality 
and the sovereignty in Panama, then after the recognition of 
Panama we could go there and we could prevent the troops of any 
other country on earth from landing there, because our obliga- 


tion attached to that political geographical government, and no 
other. 

If that is true, all the criticism as to the protest and the rights 
to be given to Colombia, as represented by its Government at 


Bogota, falls to the ground and the President was entirely within 
the scope of his power; he was within the letter and the spirit of 
the law that governed him when he dealt solely and alone with 
Panama as a separate government. I do not care, Mr. President, 
if that Government had not been organized an hour. More than 
one of the great governments of the earth has come into powerin 
an hour, and the power has been sustained through centuries. 
The process of revolution is not a growing process. It is one that 
turns with the hand of time—quick, conclusive, just as though it 
had come up through the process of a constitutional convention 
and ratification by the people. 


The Government of Panama is recognized by all the great pow- 
ers of the earth. In what position would we stand to-day if we 
were to attempt in any measure to discredit its sovereignty or its 
existence? With whom else could we deal for any rights that re- 
lated to the Isthmus of Panama to-day but with the Goverumentol 
Panama? Would a treaty with Colombia give us any right with- 
out discrediting not only our act in recognizing the Government 
of Panama, but the act of every other government thiat lias rec- 


ognized it? We are certainly not in a position to make any ad- 
mission here by implication that would discredit our act. No; 
we must recognize the fact, first, that Panama is the sovereign, 
and the only sovereign, power with which to deal, and we must 
measure the acts of the Administration as they are applicable to 
that sovereignty and not as they are applicable to the sovereignty 
of Colombia. . 
Colombia is said to have inherited the rights of New (Granada, 
Perhaps she did. The fact is, as history tells us. that she seized 
them without conscience and without right; and it ill becomes 4 
Government that has acted as Colombia has acted in connection 
with this matter and with this treaty to attempt to draw = 
lines and split hairs on questions of international law and iter 
national morals. ae 
The Government of Colombia lost its sovereignty over ! — 
by reason of its own perfidy, and it stands to-day a pouce’' -. 
cast among the nations of the earth, having discredit! 15 © 
representatives in their contracts with this Governmen', i 
As has been illustrated and pictured here through the «spe as 
and records which have been readin connection with the spe“ oe 
of other Senators, Colombia has been guilty of acts 0! nniven® 
that would discredit either an individual or a nation in “ny * 
ilized portion of the globe. 
Colombia recognized officially the existence of the R peer 
Panama on the 6th day of November. It had existed ‘™ ts haan 
I care not whether it had a constitution or whether or Hot!» 


= wie a 3, 
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nent had been formed—it existed at least from the 4th day of 

November. It had been in existence three days at the time that 

Colombia recognized its existence. ; : 

This is what the Colombian Government, speaking through its 

ficial says in regard to it on the 7th day of November, 1903, as 
a have it from our representative there: 

Mr. Beaupré to Mr. Hay. 
[Telegram. ] 
Unitep STATES LEGATION, 
Bogota, November 7, 1908. 
(Received 7.30 p. m. November 10.) 
y or7.2p.m. General Reyes leaves next Monday for Panama in- 

Koren h full powers. He has telegraphed chiefs of the Insurrection that 
henge is to the interestsof Isthmus. He wishes answer from you before 

faving to the inquiry in my telegram of yesterday and wishes to knowif the 
eeeriean commander will be ordered to cooperate with him and with new 
Punama Government to arran peace and approval of the canal treaty, 
hich will be accepted on condition that the integrity of Colombia be pre- 
vied, He has tele hed President of Mexico to ask the Government of 
the United Statesand all the countries represented at the Pan-American con- 
ference toaid Colombia to preserve her integrity. The question of the ap- 
sroval of the treaty mentioned in my telegram of yesterday will be arranged 
in Panama. 

He had gone from Bogota to Panama for the purpose of ar- 
ranging it or trying to arrange it with this new Republic, the ex- 
istence of which he acknowledged. He further says: 

He asks that before taking definite action you will await his arrival there, 
and that the Government of the United States in the meantime preserve the 
neutrality and transit of the Isthmus and do not recognize the new Govern- 
ment, Great excitement here. Martial law has been declared in the Cauca 
and Panama. Answer. 


his mission 1s 


BEAUPRE. 

That was the view taken of it at Bogota. They recognized that 
anew republic had come into existence. They were fearful that 
the United States Government would enter into such arrange- 
ments as would recognize that new Government of Panama, and 
their fears were well founded. 

If that is a true and correct summing up of the situation, it 
seems to me that all of the discussion that has taken place—and 
Isay it without disrespect to any gentleman who has discussed the 
question—of hair-splitting distinctions as to the hour and minute 
in which this thing and that might be done has been needless. 
That is a matter which rests entirely in the discretion of the Pres- 
identof the United States, a coordinate branch of the Government, 
and over whom in that respect we have no power of review. It 
seems to me that it is a profitless thing to engage in a debate here 
as to what he might or might not do when we have no power, even 
though he erred, of correcting him. Wecan only sit here as carp- 
ing critics of the acts of a coordinate branch of the Government. 
Suppose we differed with him as to the wisdom of an act, his wis- 
dom is placed above ours by the Constitution of the United States, 
and it does not make any difference what the ninety men in this 
body may think of it. 

Mr. President, that is about all I desire to say as to that phase 
of the question. The building of the canal that is to cross the 
Isthmus of Panama commences at a port on the Atlantic and ex- 
tends to one on the Pacific. Every step between those ports is a 
pact of the construction and maintenance of that canal; and it is 
a question of vast importance to us. We must protectit. We 
nust first construct it. It is admitted on all sides that it will be 
constructed and that we will construct it. After it is constructed 
We must maintain it in times of peace and in times of war. We 
must, in the exercise of the statesmanship vested in us as a legis- 
lative body, anticipate the conditions that may and that most 
surely will arise in connection with that matter. 

' Across the month of the Caribbean Sea there is a chain of 
islands extending from the coast of South America to the coast 
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We should not have lost it, in my judgment; but we lost Cuba. 
Whatever its future relations with this Government may be I 
know not, and the future will have to take care of that question; 
but next beyond it lies this great island of Santo Domingo. 

It seemed to be taken for granted, when the suggestion of ac- 
quiring that island was made, that it was more expansion; that 
it was more imperialism; that it was an effort to reach out and 
get new people and new territory. I had no such intention in 
offering the resolution. It was merely that this country might 
secure there, midway between our ports and this canal, a foot- 
hold that would enable us in times of war to protect not only the 
canal, but to protect our other little possession of Porto Rico, 
lying alongside of it. 

Every ship that goes from the Atlantic seaboard through this 
canal must pass right through a little narrow channel between 
the island of Cuba and the island of Santo Domingo, so narrow that 
modern guns could cross it twice in their range. It was in view 
of those conditions that that suggestion was presented for the con- 
sideration of this body, and it is a part of the scheme and plan of 
building this interoceanic canal that we look to it at this time, not 
as a part of the measures under consideration by the Senate, but 
that it should be borne in mind as something we have got to take 
up and settle. 

Aside from the commercial advantages—and I would not urge 
them; they are known; it is not a new question, but aside from 
the commercial advantages of its ownership—the dominion and 
control over that island is necessary to the security of the invest- 
ment that we are about to make in the construction of the Panama 
Canal, and I commend it to the careful attention of the Senate at 
this time. 

Mr. President, as has been often and appropriately suggested, 
the question as to the terms of this treaty or the character of it is 
not a question for discussion at this time or in this place; but the 
questions that led up to the negotiating of this treaty are a proper 
subject for consideration, and I believe that it has been of great 
benefit, not only to the enterprise of building this interoceanic 
canal, but of great benefit to the people of the country that they 
are advised by the very able discussion of this question which has 
taken place in this body of all the phases and features of the ne- 
gotiation made by the Administration, which resulted in submit- 
ting the treaty to the Senate. 

I feel that the question can be left with perfect safety in the 
hands in which the law has rested it; that the execution of this 
arrangement, if it shall be made and after it is made, may be left 
with safety to the conservative wisdom of the administration 
that will have charge of the execution of that, as of all other laws 
that we make. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the allusion of the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN] to Santo Domingo reminds me of a 
memorable struggle I witnessed in this Chamber during the first 
term of President Grant. With the approbation of officers of the 
Army and the Navy, who had just come out of the war, and on 
their recommendation, President Grant favored the acquisition of 
Santo Domingo. Delegatescame here. Negotiations fora treaty 
were begun; but before making the treaty the President took the 
advice of prominent Senators. I will not designate who they 
were except to say that they were members of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

The treaty was negotiated. It was approved seemingly by 
everybody, but dissatisfaction with the Executive on the part 
of a few restless spirits in this body led to a discussion more bitter 
and more acrimonious than the discussion we have had on this 
occasion. Every conceivable evil motive was attributed to Presi- 





of our Atlantic seaboard, owned and controlled by the strongest | dent Grant in his negotiation to acquire Santo Domingo. 


nation of the earth. There are Bermuda, the Bahamas, and 
Jamaica, and half of that chain of islands extending from Porto 
Rico to South America, owned by England, controlled absolutely 
1 her, constituting picket posts in the ocean at our very door. 
hese islands in the sea are but the picket posts of the nations that 
occupy the continents, and it behooves us at this time to consider 
cur relations to this great enterprise from this standpoint, too. 
ite have one lone little island, the island of Porto Rico, about 
this nt between the port of New York and that of Panama, and 
ls island is about the only picket post that we have upon this 
great frontier of the future commerce of our nation in time of 
wt and of our Navy in time of war. 
oun may digress from the line of the discussion of the Panama 
= don, so far as to refer to a resolution which I had the privi- 
anh a oGering in this body, which proposed that the oer steps 
aint 6 talken by the eeagrarnte Department of this Govern- 
cnail or the acquisition of the island of Santo Domingo, it will 
sive the general line of the suggestions that I am making. 
the Pana omingo is the nearest piece of land in the ocean to-day to 
or the « ma Canal-that can, under any conditions, be obtained, 
ramen tol of which can be obtained by the United States Gov- 
» Itisright at the doorway of the canal. Welost Cuba. 





The island would have cost us nothing; it was offered to us. 
The treaty was negotiated, and it was a fair one, but it was beaten 
by two or three votes—I do not remember exactly how many. It 
failed, however, to get the necessary two-thirds, although it came 
very near being ratified. 

I do not suppose that there is anybody in the United States now, 
or has been since that time, who has not regretted that that treaty 
was rejected. It was done on account of the acrimonious feeling 
of opposition to President Grant by those who did not like him. 
He had not given them the appointments to office they wanted; 
he had not recognized them; he had not flattered some of them 
as they thought they ought to be flattered; he had not bowed 
down to some of them as they supposed they ought to be bowed 
down to. It was a mere personal fight on General Grant that lost 
Santo Domingo to the United States; and it was a sad fight for the 
United States. 

Without implying that anybody here could be influenced by 
any such motives, I do not think great questions ought to be de- 
cided in such a manner. I should hate to see questions in which 
the Government is interested, in which the honor of the United 
States is concerned, decided on political grounds, particularly on 
spiteful grounds against the Executive. Even though we do not 
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like the Executive, we ought not to criticise and oppose acts in 
which the honor of the country is involved, and the opposition to 
the acquisition of Santo Domingo was one of those disgraceful acts 
committed here—not intentionally so, but growing out of passion, 
heat, and trivial matters which ought not to enter into the con- 
sideration of sucha great question. It belittled the men connected 
with it,and when the history of those times is written those men 
will not shine as they otherwise might. 

But I shall not debate the details of that controversy. I do not 
wish to rake up the past; Iam willing that it shall now rest. I 
simply want to repeat that that proposition was defeated by an 
acrimonious personal controversy against President Grant, in 
which the parties making war on him were all wrong. We lost 
Santo Domingo, which we ought to have had, as it is the chain of 
defense, as was properly stated by the Senator from Idaho. I 
hope and believe that none of that feeling will enter into this 
question when we come to vote on the pending treaty. I believe 
every Senator here will vote on this ay according to his judg- 
ment as to the result to be accomplished. The we fgig td a few 
things against the President will amount tonothing. That is all 
very well; but I believe in the final action we shall rise higher 
than Senators did at the time they rejected the Santo Domingo 
treaty. Iam glad to see my Democratic friends recognizing the 
fact that the accomplishment of the great object which the United 
States wants to accomplish is paramount to any criticism that 
can be made of any administration. 

DISTRICT COURT FOR OREGON. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 3117) to expedite busi- 
ness in the district court of the United States for the district of 
Oregon. It is a short bill, reported unanimously by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides thatin case of 
the absence of the United States district judge for the district of 
Oregon from that district, or of his disability, a circuit judge 
of the United States of the circuit to which the district belongs 
— hold the district court and perform the duties of the district 
judge. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty-three minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 
o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Mon- 
day, February 8, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATION. 
Executive nomination received by the Senate February 5, 1904. 
PENSION AGENT. 


Andrew T. Wood, of Mount Sterling, Ky., to be pension agent 
at Louisville, Ky., vice Daniel R. Collier, deceased. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February &, 1904. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 

William W. Russell, of Maryland, now secretary of the legation 
at Caracas, Venezuela, to be secretary of the legation of the United 
States at Panama, Panama. 

PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 

Chaplain William T. Helms to have the rank of commander in 

the Navy from the ist day of October, 1903. 
POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA. 

Leonard 8. Calkins to be postmaster at Nevada City, in the 

county of Nevada and State of California. 
MISSISSIPPI. 

Henry C. Majure to be postmaster at Newton, in the county of 
Newton and State of Mississippi. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

Franklin A. Barkley to be postmaster at Lincolnton, in the 
county of Lincoln and State of North Carolina. 

William J. McDaniel to be postmaster at Rutherfordton, in the 
county of Rutherford and State of North Carolina. 

Robert S. Templeton to be tmaster at Mooresville, in the 
county of Iredell and State of North Carolina, 





Ls 
NEW JERSEY. 
James W. Danser to be postmaster at Freehold, in the count 
of Monmouth and State of New Jersey. : 


NEW YORK. 
Eugene P. Strong to be postmaster at Bay Shore, 
of Suffolk and State of New York. 
VERMONT. 
John Metcalf to be tmaster at Fair Haven, in { 
Rutland and State of Vermont. 


in the county 


iit county of 





TREATY WITH HAITI, 


The injunction of secrecy was removed February 5, 1904. from 

a naturalization treaty between the United States and the Ro. 

public of Haiti, signed at Washington on March 22, 1:2. . 

| The injunction of secrecy was removed February 5, | 

| a treaty between the United States and Haiti, signed February 

28, 1903, extending the time within which may be effected the ex. 

change of ratifications of the treaty of naturalization between the 
two countries, signed March 22, 1902. 


904, from 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Fripay, February 5, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Covupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House ro. 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11825) mak. 
ing appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1905. Pending that motion, Mr, 
Speaker, I would like to know if I can agree with the gentleman 
on the other side as to the length of general debate. How many 
hours does the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lamp} desire’ 

Mr. LAMB. I should think two hours on a side would be 
sufficient. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Suppose weagree on three hours. Ihave 
had no requests for time on this side. I think three hours are 
ample. I shall not take any time myself. Let us say not to ex- 
ceed three hours in all. 

Mr. LAMB. We would like to have two hours on this side. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Very well, not to exceed four hours, two 
of which will be under the control of the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. LAMB. Very well. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that general debate may be limited to four hours. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unati- 
mous consent that general debate may be closed in four hours. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the 
gentleman from New York that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House for the consideration of the agn- 


cultural appropriation bill. 
The question was taken, and the motion agreed to. , 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill H. R. 11825, the agricultural appropriation Dill, wt 


Mr. Powers of Maine in the chair. ; 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I shall detain the com 
mittee but a few minutes in explaining a few of the s«lient pons 
of the bill, the increases in salaries, etc. By reference to the re 
port the committee will see that the bill of last year carmee4 
total of $5,478,160, and this year it carries $5,711,240, an increas 
of $233,080. In making this comparison I paid no attention to" 
emergency sums for the foot-and-mouth disease and the cote!” 
boll weevil, which were carried last year in the regular a 
ation bill, and the cotton-boll weevil in the deficiency bill Sak 
year. The committee will also notice, on the bottom o! the Eee 
| page of the report, that the increase from 1897 to 1\()) 18 [t"" 
| $3,182,902 to $5,711,240, an increase of almost $3,(()0,(00 In sey" 
| years. On the following (page 2) the commitice W ill or the 

increases by bureaus, and will notice that all along os 
increases have been generous and sufficient to kee} the Dep 
ment in what I call progressive motion. 

There are but two increases in the statutory salam«s added 
are not made permanent. Five hundred dollars has been col 
to the salary of the Chief of the Bureau of Animal [nius'ty, Set 
$500 to the salary of the Chief of the Division of Ent. logy; 
these increases are in the nature of additional compe? 


and these 





sation only 








1904. 


en ee aD 


hile the offices are held by the present incumbents. The prece- 
‘ent for that was established some years ago in the case of the 
ri st Assistant of the Interior Department. There have been no 

ae ‘increases of salaries. There have been some new places 
ae for on the statutory rolls, which, as we read the bill 
ov the five-minute rule, I will explain. 
: Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask my colleague 
what calaries these gentlemen get now. 


Mr. BURLESON. The Chief of the Division of Entomology 


gets $2,750. = . 

or WADSWORTH. The Chief of the Bureau of Animal In- 
dustry gets $4,500, and the Chief of the Division of Entomology 
gets $2,750. 


Mr. PAYNE. As I understand, the increase in each case is 
500. 3 - 

Or WADSWORTH. Yes, sir; but this increase is to apply 
oply to the present incumbents. s 

Mr.PAYNE. Are these gentlemen young and in good health? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. They are in good, vigorous health. I 
hope both of them may last a good many years. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. What is the ground of this 
increase of salary in the Bureau of Chemistry to $39,500? Has it 
any relation to the pure-food bill? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; it is to enable the Secretary of 
Agriculture to further carry on investigations into adulterated 
products from abroad; also, to continue the cane-sirup investiga- 
tions in Georgia, in addition to the general work of the Chemistry 
Bureau which it has been pursuing for years. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 

nre-food bill does have some connection with this? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Oh, yes. That clause in the pure-food 
pill covering imports from foreign countries is taken bodily from 
the agricultural appropriation bill, word for word. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. And is ita fact in this con- 


at it wi ssar loy addition: ical | Pt , 
nection that 16 Wit Se apu Roe: ee nes pet | When the American Congress shall recognize the fact that there 


assistants? 

Mr. WADSWORTH, Yes; we have provided for that. We 
have given an additional sum of money. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if there are any further questions to be 
asked, I will endeavor to answer them. If not, I will yield tothe 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lams], reserving the balance of 
my time. 


Mr, LAME, 5 aS eee eee, nem Toome | possibilities of the soil, than for the gratuitous distribution of any 


| other commodity of ordinary purchase and sale. 


Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD]. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire very briefly to ad- 
dress myself toa feature of the agricultural appropriation bill 
which has been reported by the able chairman of the Agricul- 
tural Committee for present consideration. 

During the first session of the present Congress I introduced a 
resolution which had for its principal object the restoration of 
the original purpose of the Government distribution of seeds. 
The original aim of the seed distribution, Mr. Chairman, was 
undoubtedly laudable. The end in view was the ascertainment 
of the capacity of the soil. It was the desire of the Government 
to extend material assistance to the producing masses by enabling 
them to determine the utmost capabilities of the land which gave 
them nourishment and life. 

In order to show the original purpose of the Government seed 
distribution, I desire to read that section of the law creating the 
Agricultural Department in 1862 and to show the purpose which 
inspired the lawmakers of the country in the inauguration of 


oa custom. Section 527 of the Revised Statutes of 1878 reads as 

OUOWS: 

aan ‘purchase and distribution of seeds by the Department of Agriculture 
co 


nfined to such seeds as are rare and uncommon to the country or 


such as can be made more profitable by frequent chan from one part of 
our country to another. oe = as 


Now, it isa matter of common knowledge that the distribution 
of seeds by the Department of Agriculture has departed from this 
Useful and admirable intention. In order to support this state- 
ment, I send to the Clerk’s desk the report of the Secretary of Ag- 
culture and call attention to that paragraph which deals with 

® seed distribution. I ask the attention of the House to the 
meee of the Secretary in comparison with the language of the 
ginal law, in order to show how completely the present dis- 
the Clon Fee has departed from the caigined intention. Iask 

a Tread, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


fowith Fegard to the securing and distributing of miscellaneous garden and 
Which t} ol the fact remains that this work does not accomplish the ends for 
tribute ~ “w was originally framed. There are collected, put up, and dis- 
een eee’ on Con onal orders, nearly 40,000,000 kets of miscel- 
can be wectable and flower seeds each year. These seeds are the best that 
obtained in the market, but from the fact that numbers of 

oe ented, the seed obtained can be of standard sorts only, such as 
tical object ts Love where for sale in the open market. As there is no prac- 
sirable that con. emed in distributing this kind of seed, it seems very de- 
our Work er fine c be made, To this end it would seem wise to limit 
\tirely to the securing and distributing of seeds, plants, etc., of 


Then the legislation in the | 
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new and rare sorts. There is still much to be done in the way of securing 
seeds, plants, etc., of this kind from abroad, but still more to be accomplished 
in careful investigations of our own possibilities in this direction. There are 
many valuable plants scattered all over this country which are still little 
known outside of their respective localities. These should be collected, 
tested, and distributed. There are also great possibilities of improving agri- 
cultural industries by distributing specially bred seeds and plants. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Now, Mr. Chairman, the report of the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture reveals a condition which demands imme- 
diate remedy. The Government of the United States has entered 
the open markets of the country for the purchase of nearly 40,000,- 
000 packets of standard seeds. These seeds are of the commonest 
varieties. They are distributed at enormous expense throughout 
the country, regardless of the character of the soil, the nature of 
the climate, and the occupation of the inhabitants. They sub- 
serve no scientific purpose. They add nothing to the existing 
knowledge of the soil. When we are told by the Secretary that 
vast benefit may be accomplished through the distribution of new 
and untried seeds and plants of native and of foreign origin, it 
seems almost a crime against the agricultural interests of the 
country that the useless and wasteful system of the present should 
be permitted to continue. 

I shall dismiss with the contempt it deserves the intimation 
that the present system is a valuable campaign adjunct and that 
the seeds are sown that they may flower into myriads of votes. 
Such an intimation is a reflection on the integrity of Congressmen 
and the intelligence of their constituencies. I resent the insinua- 
tion that any Member of the House owes his seat to the senseless 
method now in operation. 

The American people understand and condemn this practice. 
Not a farmer is deceived by this pretended kindness. When the 
regular distribution is made there are no other places in the 
United States where these packages of seed—these Government 
chromos in pink and blue—are objects of greater merriment and 


| keener ridicule than the rural post-offices around which the peo- 


ple gather to receive the annual dispensation of free garden seed. 


is as much intelligence among the people, as much ability to dis- 


| cover fraud, as within these storied walls, then the standard of 





American statesmanship will have been infinitely uplifted. 

The system is erroneous in principle. It is violative of the 
proper fanctions of government; it involves a dangerous philoso- 
phy. Thereis no greater reason for the dissemination of standard 
seed, bought in the open markets and incapable of developing the 


I desire at this 
point to present a letter from a constituent which illuminates this 
proposition: 

DEAR Srr: I wish you would send me the seed and other things which I 
mention below: One peck of some good early corn, 1 bushel of cotton seed, and 
some good sorghum seed, and a union suit of clothes—a coat 38in size, and 
pants 33-34—and anything else you are mind to send me. Iam in need of all 
these things, and they will be gladly received. 

Laughter. ] 

ow, this gentleman had as complete a right to expect from the 
United States a suit of clothes, ‘‘ or anything else,”’ as he expresses 
it, as the seeds of standard kind. [Applause. 

It is almost universally admitted that the present custom 
should be changed. It can be made of unlimited value to the 
American farmer. It has degenerated into a miserable farce, ob- 
noxious alike to Congress and to the people. Let us end it now. 
If the immense sums now expended for the mere donation of 
common seed to a favored few could be utilized in the manner 
so emphatically indicated and so justly desired by the Secretary 
of Agriculture, the American farmer and the American nation 
would profit inconceivably. It is a shameful condition of affairs 
that the agricultural masses, for whom fewer appropriations are 
made than for any other element of our citizenship, and who con- 
tribute most largely to the support of the Government, should be 
made the profitless beneficiaries of such empty and unpardonable 
legislation. 

Vith no desire to occupy the réle of an iconoclast or the atti- 
tude of a reformer, I shall offer an amendment at the proper time 
tothe present bill, embodying the change which justice commends 
and which the Department of Agriculture will indorse. I trust 
that the amendment will be adopted. For if the current custom 
of indiscriminate distribution shall indefinitely continue, if this 
Congressional comedy shall drift into a continuous performance, 
we shall ultimately be driven to the mournful admission that we 
are not statesmen, but seedsmen; and it will be in order for some 
distinguished seedsman, some sainted hero of a score of memora- 
ble distributions, some legislative knight upon whose shield is 
blazoned a radish in its glory or a turnip in repose, to rise in his 
place with becoming gravity and move, Mr. Chairman, that the 
American eagle be taken from the mace and supplanted by a pack- 
age of vegetable seed as the supreme emblem of the genius, the 
character, and the principal occupation of American statesman- 
ship. [Laughter and applause. } 
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The following poem taken from a weekly newspaper in my dis- 
trict will indicate the trend of pablic sentiment on this question: 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GARDEN SEEDS. 


The time is at hand when I trustfully look 
(How my mind on the prospect feeds) 

When the mail comes in for a re or two 
Of Congressional garden seeds. 


*Tis strange how our ‘*‘Member” my name recollects, 
How he knows my desires and my needs! 

*T would glad him to notice my joy when I get 
My Congressional garden cave , 


There's lettuce and onions that tardily sprout, 
And “punkins’’ of several breeds, 

And “pa’snips”—I'd scorn *em except for the fact 
They're Congressional garden ; 


The soil I dig deep, I plant *em with care, 
Perspiration from every pore ble 

Then I “shoo” out the hens lest they bring up too soon 
My Congressional garden seeds. 


Each day to my garden with zeal I repair 
And struggle with clods and with weeds, 

Till a few straggling sprouts show the germinant strength 
Of Congressional garden seeds. 


All summer I labor and patiently wait, 
Fighting slugs, borers, bugs, centipedes; 

And I prune, and I water, I spray the weak shoots 
Of Congressional garden seeds. 


Though I sing as I gaze at my blistered hands 
And my back for a short respite pleads, 
Yet for “souvenirs” vainly I look; then I cuss 
The Congressional garden s 
—Arnold C. Davis in Mount Pleasant (Tex.) Eagle. 

[Laughter and applause. 

Mr. CANDLER. I will ask the gentleman if he will not please 
insert with his remarks the amendment which he proposes to offer 
in order that we may be advised as to what the provisions of it 
will be? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Yes; I shall be pleased to do so if we do not 
reach the matter to-day. 

I want to say that this amendment will improve the present 
distribution of seeds; that it will carry out the original purpose 
of the law, and that it will provide for the distribution of new, 
uncommon, and untried seeds, for their special breeding, and for 
the better development of the agricultural possibilities of the 
country. 

Mr. CANDLER. The gentleman does not wish to be under- 
stood, then, as opposing the distribution of seeds to the people? 

Mr.SHEPPARD. lam opposed to certain features of the pres- 
ent system. 

Mr.CANDLER. Yousimply want tochangethesystem. You 
still want the people to have the seeds. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. You have stated my position correctly. 

Mr. LAMB. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia [Mr. TS" 

Mr. BELL of California. Mr. Chairman, I expect to devote the 
time that has been assigned to me for debate on this bill to the 
discussion of an amendment which I intend to propose to the bill 
at the proper time. I shall direct all my remarks to matters that 
are really germane to this bill. I believe that every Member of 
this House recognizes the importance of this measure. I believe 
that every Member of this House is ready to admit that agricul- 
ture is the foundation and the strength of the Republic. and that 
there is no department of this Government with which we should 
deal with so much generosity as the Department of Agriculture. 
In suggesting an amendment to this bill, I do not intend thereby 
to cast any reflection upon the honorable committee that has had 
this measure under consideration; but I believe that I have per- 
sonal knowledge of facts and circumstances which, if they pad 
been fully presented to the committee, would have resulted in 
the change that I now seek to make. 

Mr. Chairman, it is my intention to offeran amendment to this 
bill, upon page 18 thereof, in line 17, inserting the words “ forty- 
seven thousand’’ instead of ‘‘ forty thousand dollars’’ for the 
purpose of carrying on the pomological investigation of the De- 
partment of Agriculture; and further providing that the sum of 
$10,000, instead of $3,000, as now provided by the bill, may be used 
by the Department for the purpose of cooperating with the ex- 
periment station of California in the eradication of the disease of 
the grape known as the “Anaheim disease.”’ 

I do not want to place myself in the position of advocating only 
the interests of my State, the State of California, for I believe 
that this is a subject that interests every State in this Unionin 
which fruit is grown or in which the grape is cultivated. While 
it is true that in California we raise more grapes and make more 
wine than all of the other States of this Union combined, yet it is 
a subject that will appeal to every Member upon the floor of this 
House. 

Now, what do we want todo? The Department of Agriculture 
two years ago went into the State of California and established 
experimental vineyards for the purpose of discovering some prac- 





a 


ticable method of dealing with the phylloxera and Anaheim dic 
ease, Which have wrought untold ruin and untold sufferiy> wpo : 
the people of my State. In that State they have established but 
two vineyards. They have done splendid work, but tha: 


enough. The United States viticulturist in the employment of 
the Department of Agriculture has recently visited California and 


spent several months in the study of this question, and has made 


| preliminary arrangements for the establishment of seven moro 


experimental stations in that State in order that the g 
lem might be properly and amply dealt with. 

Now, the Department of Agriculture comes to you and says that 
this is a necessary work, that this work should be carried oy . 
the interest not only of the —— of that great State, but in the 
interest of the entirecountry. There is no reason why this Hoyse 
should be at all penurious or overeconomical in allowing the De- 
partment to carry on this work. 

Now, gentlemen, a great many of you do not represent vineyard 
districts, but I presume that every man on this floor knows some. 
thing about the wine industry; but I want to tell you that you do 


reat prob- 


‘| not realize the importance of the wine industry of the Siate of 


California. The value of the vineyards in that State to-day is es. 
timated at $38,000,000. There is to-day $100,000,000 invested in 
the business in that State. In 1885 a disease took a deadly hold 
on the vineyards of that State, known as the *‘ phylloxera,”’ and if 
you gentlemen had lived in that State as I do, if you had witnessed 
the ruin and destruction that was wrought by that dread disease, 
you would have no hesitation in giving the money that we now 


ask for. Now, in the county of Napa, where I have made my 
home for twenty years, the vineyards were simply wiped out. 
Those people who had all they possessed destroyed before they 
could hardly realize it, those men who had built comfortable 
homes upon lands that they owned, simply became tenants of the 


banks who were compelled to foreclose their liens. In the coun- 
ties of Napa and Sonoma, where some six or eight million gallons 
of wine had been produced annually, the vineyards were simply 
swept out of existence, and these men who had gone there and 
built up their little vineyards, hoping in a few years to get their 
reward, were suddenly left penniless. 

Now, the phylloxera was finally met by resistant vines. although 
there were ten years when that country was reduced almost to 
poverty in every vineyard section of the State. But nosvooner had 


they planted their resistant stock when another disease came upon 
the vineyards of California, starting in the southern part of that 
State, and known as the ‘‘ Anaheim disease.’’ You gentlemencome 


in here with tales about the boll weevil and you appeal! to us for 
help, and I am heartily glad that you got what you wanted, but 
I submit that the boll weevil in the cotton of the South was no 
worse than the phylloxera and the Anaheim disease in the State 
of California; and if this great Government of ours can come to 
your relief, if it can say we will reach out and help you, we w ll 
give you a quarter of a million dollars to deal with this great de- 


stroyer that is attacking your fields, are you going to say that this 
State of mine, when it comes to you and asks merely for the sum 
of $7,000, shall not receive the aid that has been given freely and 


generously to other great industries? 
You do not know anything about California. I wish [ could 
take you to that State and show you what we have Wliy, the 
report of the United States viticulturist states there is an area | 
California that is peculiarly adapted to the cultivation of the 
grape larger than the entire area of France, and yet in the Re 
public of France they are to-day producing 1.500.000 ,000 gatlons 
of wine each year, whereas in the State of California we are pro 
ducing but 23,000,000 gallons. ies 
Now, if you desire to build up that great Commonwealt!, if you 
desire to build up agriculture in the Far West, if you want to give 
the vineyards of California a fair chance to thrive and to flours! 
and to grow, if you want that State to become the peer >! sunny 
France, that leads to-day in the production of wine, I say you cal 
= afford to grant these people the few dollars that they now 
ask. 
Go out into the West! Ask yourself as you look out upon the 
great fertile prairies that have surrendered to the genius of man 
and have been converted to the good and welfare of tls grea) 
people—go out into my own State, into ail these great ‘ > 
wealths that have been carved from that mighty West, and 1ask 
you what has made them great? What has placed it in the powe? 
of the farmers west of the Mississippi to pay off their m rigag™ 
and deposit their earnings and profits in the local banks anc ' oo 
loan to Wall street? It is agriculture, successful ag’ ulture, 
good crops. awl 
Do you people in the East think you would prosper a= y' rd o 
prosper; do you think that this country would be as ai the 
the East if it were not for the great domain that lies be) md ~ 
father of waters, where its fields have made it what it is’ *\" 
I say that my State, where we stand first in the production | 
grapes, when we come to you and tell you that these things 
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Jed, when we ask for but a small sum, when the Secretary of 
hericulttre. who has given attention to these facts, who has in- 
vestigated the 


wnt tells you t . : 
= mally why is it that it can not be given to us? The Secre- 
suc ess says - 


ary placed his estimate with the committee at $47,000 for carry- 

a a the pomological investigations, including every kind of 
a including all viticultural interests, and that estimate has 
ae ‘out down to $40,000. Ihave no complaint to lodge against 
the committe, but I think they were not aware of what they were 
doing to my State when they refused to give the Secretary of 
\oriculture the money that is absolutely necessary to carry on 
say already said, the two stations we have there already 
are doing good work; everybody recognizes that fact. This 
United States viticulturist has paved the way for seven more. 
Are you going to say that his work shall be for naught? Are you 
going to say that we must put this off for one year? I say not. 
Give them the paltry sum they ask; let there be in the State of 
California nine experiment stations. The two largest are only 10 
acres each and the other seven will average 3 or 4 acres, and it 
is only with these experimental vineyards that these diseases can 
be properly dealt with. You know that private enterprise will 
not take hold of this subject. I : é er 
with that; you know that men as individuals, private citizens, 
will not take upa great public work like that; it requires govern- 
mental aid. 


The work of the United States is done in conjunction with the | 


work of the State of California. They are laboring together, 
helping each other, cooperating in a matter of State and national 


interest. Now, gentlemen, when the time comes, I want to offer 
this amendment, and I hope the Committee on Agriculture will | 


not object to it. Itis a small matter indeed, but it is necessary. 
The Department thinks it is necessary, our people think it is nec- 
essary, and why should it not be granted? We ar» going along 
trying to solve this great problem. As TI say, if I con’d but 


fasten on your minds the losses that have been sustained by the | 


vineyards of California I believe you would unanimously grant 
all we desire. 

Mr. BURLESON. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BELL of California. Certainly. 

Mr. BURLESON. Is it not a fact that a complete remedy for 
phylloxera has been discovered in France? 

Mr. BELL of California. Yes; and we have been planting re- 
sistant vines and endeavoring to graft onto the resistant stocks 
and thus get rid of the phylloxera. 

Mr. BURLESON, The amount carried in this bill was partly 
intended for the experiments about which the gentleman from 
California has been talking, and what the committee refused was 
the amount for the experimental shipments in fruit and investi- 
gations affecting the fruit trade here and abroad. Such experi- 
ments are now being conducted by the fruit growers in the East 
on their own account and much more satisfactorily than the Gov- 
ernment can make them. 

Mr. BELLof California. That is partially true. TheSecretary 
of Agriculture asked for $5,000 for the purpose of making his in- 
vestigation of the Anaheim disease in the State of California. 
You have reduced him to $3,000. I say if you can not give us the 
>:,000, give us the $5,000. 

Mr. BURLESON. Is it not a fact that the amount asked for 
*sp-rimenting with the disease has partly been allowed, but the 
aluount that was asked for the purpose of investigating with refer- 
‘ice toshipments of fruit and investigations of market conditions 
affecting the fruit trade here and abroad which are now being 
‘arried on by large dealers of fruit on their own account in the 
_ and New England States has been refused? 
we BELL of California. I think the gentleman is slightly mis- 
; en. I have looked at the estimates of the Department. 
0 settle it now, because the Secretary has asked for $5,000 and 
you have all wed him $3,000. 
ont, BO ae IN. He asked for an allowance of $10,000, and 
a a & lowed him an increase of $3,000. As a matter of fact, 
dian ne it—I may be mistaken—the allowance has been 
oan hel or conducting all the experiments relating to the dis- 
one &rape vines in California of which you have spoken. The 
“mount denied him was for the 


tions neni : . . 
hes tore riuments with reference to the shipment of fruit, 
sti; 


dhippars or gations and experiments being conducted now by the 
account, “Tr ruit in New York and New England on their own 
partment i ley say that the experiments by the Agricultural De- 
particular _ been of no particular benefit to them on this 
ae ine. For these reasons the committee refused the in- 
ir paced for this purpose. 

of the ELL of California, Will the gentleman read the estimate 

retary of Agriculture for dealing with the Anaheim 


cost of carrying on this work, when this Depart- | 
hat this sum is necessary to carry on this work 
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| gentleman desires. 


| discretion to expend $3,000. 
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disease? I have just come from the committee room, and I found 
that it was $5,000. I have talked with Mr. George Hussman, and 
he says that the work can not be done for less than $10,000. 

Mr. BURLESON. How long have the scientists of the Agri- 
cultural Department been investigating the disease of the grape- 
vine referred to by the gentleman? 

Mr. BELL of California. For the last two years. 

Mr. BURLESON. If that is so. the amount carried in the bill 
last year yrovides for the investigations and experiments the 
His desires can be met out of the lump sum 
even without any increase. I mean out of the $37,000 carried in 
the bill last year. 

Mr. BELL of California. Is it not a fact that the Department 
of Agriculture estimated $5,000 for these experiments this year? 

Mr. BURLESON. That may be; but for the experiments and 
investigation last year money was appropriated and is carried in 
the $37,000, and in addition to that sum we now give $3,000. 

Mr. BELL of California. I have my information from the 
United States viticulturist, and I talked with Doctor Galloway 
this morning and found he had asked for $5,000 for the purpose of 
carrying on these investigations. The committee gave him the 
He may have taken into considera- 








| tion that he had some moneys that he could use, which, added to 


You have already had experience | 


the $5,000, would be sufficient; but he has put his estimate into 


| your committee at $5,000. 


| 





| culture has estimated. 


Mr. BURLESON. IthinkI am safe in assuring the gentleman 
that there will be no curtailment of these experiments. 

Mr. BELL of California. I know that the United States viti- 
culturist believes that the work can not be conducted for less than 
$10,000. However, as to that point I am perfectly willing to take 
the estimate of the Department of Agriculture. 

Now, I have just one word more to say, and that is this: I say 


| that for the treatment of this one disease, this anaheim disease, 


we should receive at least the amount that the Secretary of Agri- 
I am willing to rely upon t :e estimate 
that is in the hands of the committee. That amount is $5.000, as 
I read it this morning, and we should certainly have that amount 
to deal with this question; but in asking for the entire $7,000 ad- 
ditional I say we are not asking for anyting unfair or unjust; 
that our industry warrants it. California never yet has come on 
her knees to the United States Congress and asked for large ap- 
propriations. She does not propose to, but if you protect an in- 
dustry in one section of the country I believe that you should 
grant some measure of protection to an industry that is almost 


| as important, at least as important to the people of that State as 


| other industries are to other sections of this Union. 





| 


| 





| given away to single individuals, firms, and corporations. 


| or corporation to 100. 
purpose of conducting investiga- 


I think that 
the bill should be amended, and at the proper time I shall offer 
that amendment. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I yieldtwenty minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan {| Mr. LUCKING]. 

Mr. LUCKING. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commit- 
tee, if I can have your intelligent ear for about five or six minutes 
on a purely business proposition connected with this bill. I shall 
consider it a very great favor indeed. The Agricultural Depart- 
ment is now engaged in manufacturing and giving away in un- 


| limited quantities to all who may ask for it a certain preparation 
| known as *‘ blackleg vaccine,’’ which is used for the purpose of 


curing or preventing the disease known as the ** b!ackleg’’ among 
animals. In my district, in the city of Detroit, Mich., is located 
a house which has expended about $350.000 in getting ready to 


| manufacture and put upon the market this preparation. There 
are other establishments of the same kind throughout the United 
States. This house is known as Parke, Davis & Co., and its prepa- 


rations are sold all over the world. It is the largest house en- 
gaged in the manufacture of pharmaceutical products of standard 
kinds in the world. It employs 275 traveling salesmen, and em- 


~iVv 


| ploys in its plant over 2,000 people. 
I wish | 


The Agricultural Department is now manufacturing this black- 
leg vaccine and giving it away. as I say, in unlimited quantities 
to any person who may apply for it. Thousands of doses are 
Ni yw, 
it is not my purpose to ask that this business be stopped entirely, 
but lam going to offer an amendment to this bill limiting the 
number of doses that shall be given away to any one person, firm, 
The abuse of this is so great as to destroy 
entirely the business of this concern which has prepared itself at 
great expense to do the business. The abuse is principally in the 
far Western States, where the wealthy ranchmen, who are well 
able to pay for this vaccine to private individuals who are en- 
gaged in the business, get from this Bureau all of this vaccine 
that they choose to ask for. Now, I submit that it is not right 
that the Government should engage in this business and destroy 
private enterprise in that direction, and that there is uo more jus- 
tice in the Department manufacturing and giving away in un- 
limited quantities this product than there would be to do the 
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same thing with quinine or re vaccine, boots and shoes, or 
anything else, for that matter. 
beginning in the Bureau on the idea that it was experimental. 

Mr. BURLESON. Right on that point, will the gentleman 
yield for a moment? 

Mr. LUCKING. Yes. 

Mr. BURLESON. Is it not a fact that the issuance of this 
blackleg vaccine by the Department is upon the idea that there 
is a chance to stamp out blackleg altogether, and that then there 
will be no necessity for Parke, Davis & Co. or any other firm 
manufacturing it, or the Government either? If the gentleman 
will permit me a moment more of his time, I would like to read 
an extract from the statement of the Secretary made before the 
Agricultural Committee while they were considering this bill. 

Mr. LUCKING. Very well. 

Mr. BURLESON. Secretary Wilson says: 

Blackleg is a disease that affects young animals, mostly calves; sometimes 
yearlings, and, very rarely, 2 year olds. The people had great difficulty in 
getting serum that was powerful enough to treat it. We make it here for 
probably a tenth of a cent a dose; and we send out, say, a million and a half 
doses a year, free to the people, and the result is that wherever we send it 
blackleg is disappearing. e are pushing this work with the theory that if 
we can prevent blackleg it will die out. 

In that same connection he says that blackleg vaccine is made 
in the laboratories of the Bureau of Animal Industry, which would 
be maintained anyway, and that. too, at a trifling cost. 

Mr. LUCKING. Il understand. Thatis the claim of the Bu- 
reau and I was going to state what their claim was when the gen- 
tleman interrupted me. I understand that the claim can not be 
supported. They have made the same claim for years past, and 
it is my information that blackleg is a disease which raniifies and 
which will continue from time to time, the same as smallpox or 
any other disease, and that there is no justification for the posi- 
tion which the Bureau takes in that direction. I submit that it 
is not fair to private enterprise and that it is not within the legiti- 
mate functions of government. In this connection I desire to 
have read from the Clerk’s desk an editorial from the Oil, Paint, 
and Drug Reporter of the United States, which I am informed is 
the leading journal in that line. I ask the attention of the com- 
mittee to that, and at the proper time I shall move to make the 
amendment suggested. 

Mr. BURLESON. Before the gentleman takes his seat I should 
like to finish the reading of this statement of the Secretary of Ag- 
riculture. 

Mr. LUCKING. The gentleman will undoubtedly have all the 
time he wants for any remarks on this bill. 

Mr. BURLESON. I want to read this statement now in con- 
necti n with the gentleman's remarks, so that the whole matter 
may be thoroughly understood by the House. 

Mr. LUCKING. All right. 

Mr. BURLESON. Secretary Wilson further says: 


We are gutns this work with the theory that if we can prevent black- 
leg it will die out. | 

“St is the same with rabies. If you muzzle every dog in the District of Co- 
lumbia and allow no other dog to come in rabies will notcomein. You could 
not do that. The love for the pup is stronger than the love for man, woman, 
or child in the District of Columbia, and dogs can not be muzzled here. 
That is the theory on which we are trying to experiment with blackleg, and 
we are succeeding. The day should come when there will not be a particle 
of blackleg in the United States. 4 

Mr. BurRLEson. AsI understand it, Mr. Secretary, these laboratories are 
maintained by the Bureau of Animal Industry and its manufacture costs a 
mere trifle. 

Secretary Wrison. Yes. Of course we are interfering with the trade, 
and if we destroy blackleg in cattle we will destroy their trade in blackleg 
serum altogether. The economic question is whether we should maintain 
blackleg for the benefit of these manufacturers. 


i hope for these reasons, so well stated by the re Agri- 
culture, that the gentleman will not insist on his amendment. 
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Mr. LUCKING. That has been the contention of the Bureau | 


for several years past. They could make the same statement, 
*‘our theory is so and so,’’ with reference to smallpox or any other 
disease which springs up from time to time. © question is 
simply whether we shall maintain that kind of business in a Gov- 
ernment bureau. It does not seem to me that it is proper. 

Mr. HAY. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LUCKING. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAY. The gentleman, I believe, represents the city of De- 
troit? 

Mr. LUCKING. Yes, sir; my district is wholly in that city. 

Mr. HAY. Then let me ask the gentleman how much has been 
spent by the Government at the city of Detroit for rivers and har- 
bors within the last ten years? 

Mr. LUCKING. Ido not know that anything has been spent 
inside the city limits of Detroit. 

Mr. HAY. I mean, of course, for the benefit of that city. 


Mr. LUCKING. For the waterways of the Great Lakes I can | 
not tell how much has been spent--perhaps the gentleman can— | 
| but that he was op 


a great many thousands, no doubt—perhaps millions—for the bene- 
fit of a commerce which is the wonder of the world and the special 
pride of all Americans to-day. 





| speech of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SHErrak) |.‘ 


| is yearly made b 


| in reply to any suggestion proposing to reduce this d 


FEBRUA 


RY vy 

: ) Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is not the cattle industry th, rid 

he business was started in the | of all Americans? Is not the beef industry of the Unite tat . 
ates 


its chief industry? 

Mr. LUCKING. It is one of them. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then it is entitled to as my ht 
tection as any other industry. Paes 

Mr. LUCKING. Within reasonable limits we havo 
objection. We think the quantity of this article dis; 
the Department should not exceed 100 doses to any one nerane 
firm, or corporation. We believe that an abuse has ante 
the Department in connection with this matter. 

I ask the Clerk to read what I have sent to the desk 

The Clerk read as follows: 


GOVERNMENT MANUFACTURE OF SERUMS. 


The annual report of the Chief of the Bureau of Animal Industry of th 
Department of ey + makes some interesting disclosures whic] lead 
to the conviction t the Department officials were not sincere in their ve 
inal announcement that the manufacture and distribution of vaccines rs 
serums would be confined to the scientific demonstration of the value of tyes 
remedial agents,and that the commercial production and distribution would 
be left to privateestablishments. It appears that instead of leaving the nro. 
duction and distribution to legitimate mannfacturing firms the Burean of 
Animal Industry has steadily increased the manufacture and free distribu. 
tion of these products. eo 

In 1892 the Government facto’ 
doses of blackleg vaccine virus, w 


TO- 


> not any 
ributed by 


STOWD up in 


pepineet and distributed over 1.68.0 
: ile during the t fiscal year the amount 
was increased to over 1,729,000 doses, and this despite the fact that it had been 
shown that not only many wealthy ranchmen had been supplied with Gov. 
ernment vaccine, although amply able to pay for the commercial product 
but that ranchers’ supply establishments and many veterinary surgeons 
had been obtaining the Government product free of cost and sold it to 
cattleowners. The Chief of the Bureau naively remarks that the demand for 
the preventive remedy continues to increase, and consequently he asks foran 
increase in the appropriation for the increased manufacture and free distri. 
bution of one luct. In other words, the Government is asked to increase 
the appropriation in order to enable the Bureau of Animal Industry to in- 
crease its competition with legitimate manufacturers and supply its prod 
ucts toa larger number of cattle owners and to enable supply concerns and 
veterinarians to reap a richer harvest in selling the product which the Gov- 
ernment furnishes free of cost. 

This isa class of competition the legitimate manufacturers can not con- 


tend against, and should receive the most emphatic condemnation of the law- 
makers at Washington. The Government has demonstrated the value of 
these preventive remedies, and should now leave the manufacture and sale 
to those who conduct pathological laboratories as commercia! enterprises 
There is no need for the Government to enter into competition with private 
enterprise of its citizens in the manufacture of the serums, vaccines, and 


viruses, as the various 


: rivate laboratories are able to supply all require- 
ments, and at prices to 


ose requiring them which are neither excessive nor 


burdensome. 

The specious plea that the production at the public expense and free dis- 
tribution is to benefit only those unable to benefit by these remedial agents 
does not hold good, and, as we have before shown, these supplies are diverted 
from their legitimate purposeand the needy are not benefited. As well might 





the Government engage in the manufacture of quinine or, in fact, 
any commercial product. Determined effort should be made to prev t 
gress increasing the appropriation by giving the legislators ful! information 
of the working of the Government serum factory and the abuse of the Gor 

ernment’s generosity, as well as of the unfair competition with legitimate 
manufacturers, who are taxed to support this unjust competition 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Currirr having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PaRKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 
passed bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence 0! 
the House of Representatives was requested: 

S. 4122. An act to direct the Director of the Census to cooper 
ate with the secretary of state of the State of Michigan in taking 
the census of manufactures, and for other purposes: and 

S. 3916. An act to amend section 2699 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to compensation of collectors of customs. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with: 
out amendment joint resolution of the following tit! 

H. J. Res. 79. Joint resolution for the transportat: 
Rican teachers to the United States and return. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. ' 

Mr. LAMB. I yield fifteen minutes to the gent! 

Mississippi [Mr. CANDLER]}. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I had not expec! oo. 
any remarks at this time in reference to the bill under ¢ — 
tion, and there would be no necessity for doing so )ul tol © 


+o whom we 





n of Porto 


man from 


| to submit 


ition which 
somehow or 


distribu 


listened a moment ago, in reference to the seed distri 
the Agricultural Department. > 
other I feel that whenever anybody strikes a blow Se aaa 
tion of the seeds which go to the farmers and labomng be al 
this country and to the people generally something s)0u'* " "" 


tribution. 
he pro- 
1 that he did 
sed to the 
+o the people, 
rd seeds, like 
yt system. 
ravorable 10 


The gentleman sugges that the amendment v 
poses to offer would change the system; but headd 
not desire to be understood as saying that he was 
distribution of valuable, rare, and uncommon seeds 
to the distribution of stanca 
the bulk of those which are distributed under the 1" 

I am glad that the gentleman expressed himself as 
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a 
aistribution of some seed and that he would not favor the dis- 
th aance of seed entirely. If there is any system which will 
ane this distribution in any way and increase rather than de- 
os the quantity of ceed, I as a friend to the seed distribution 
wold not oppose it, but I would want to be absolutely sure that 
wid not curtail the distribution now being made under the pres- 
; law by present methods. 
The farmers of this country get less than any other class of peo- 

Je from the Government in return for the expenditures which 
they are required to make. While we are making very large ap- 

ropriations for all the other Departments of the Government—and 
a opposed to no necessary expenditure to any Department which 
isfor the good of the country or for the advancement of its interests 
or welfare—vet, while we make these large appropriations for the 
other Departments of the National Government—very large in 
proportion to the appropriations made for the Agricultural De- 

tment—it seems to me that instead of talking about cutting 
off the few benefits that the farmers receive at the hands of the 
Government through this most beneficent Department, we should 
enlarge the operations of that Department; and instead of reduc- 
ing the distribution of seeds to the people, I would rather favor 
weing it enlarged to such an extent that the requests which come 
np from all over the country might be readily met by the rep- 
reentatives of the people here on this floor. 

The gentleman read a letter which he had received from a con- 
situent of his, in which the writer asked him to send not only 
some seeds, but also said that he wanted a suit of clothes and one 
thing or another—I do not at this time remember all the items. 
Now, while the gentleman read that letter from some constituent 
who thought the Government was prepared not only to furnish 
weds to the people, but was willing and anxious, through its Rep- 
resentatives—of whom there are none more obliging than the gen- 
tleman himself—to furnish them with clothes, he did not read to 
wa single letter or request which he had received from the hon- 
et, patriotic farmers of this country, asking in earnestness and 
sriously that he should send them the seeds to which they are 
entitled and which they desire to use for the experiments contem- 
plated and intended by the Agricultural Department. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, only a moment ago I put my hand in my 
pocket and found eight or ten letters which f received only this 
morning. Among them are four requests for seeds, and I dare 
say the gentleman has received something of the same kind this 
morning in his mail; if he has not, he will get such letters before 
the day is passed, and I venture to say he is not only receiving 
such requests to-day, but almost every day, The people of his 
istrict, like the people of other districts, are asking for seed pro- 
vided for in the last appropriation, an appropriation just like this 
appropriation. 

Here is one I have just received: 

ABERDEEN, Miss., February 3, 1904. 
Hon. E. §. CANDLER, Jr., Washington, D. C. 
Deak SIR: Please send me some garden seeds. 


Asimple request, it is true, but one that is entitled to consid- | 
United at my hands and at the hands of the Government of the 
hited States, 
Here is another one: 
: Fouxy, Lee County, Miss., February 3, 1904. 
vila eM ne some garden seeds. I will appreciate it very much if you 
*<0 send me a package of flower seeds. 
ae hot oniy wants the benefits to be derived from the garden | 
“eds, but wants the flower seeds to beautify his home and make | 


ithore attractive for the good wife who presides therein. | 
€re 1s another one: 


Srureis, Miss., February 3, 190. | 
and I will ajreciate it also if you will | 


Please send me some cotton seed, 
fend me a package of garden seeds. 
Here is another one: 
N . re he 
Please send mo some flower seed. Pe eercraes tie eee 


hiiat “est request from @ most excellent lady. God bless the 
and I am +d are God’s noblest, sweetest, and best gift to man, 
sr renee delighted to hear from them and to comply with 
si ee when possible. [Applause.] 
eter thet ee these four, which I find in this small package of 
; re a . received only a moment ago, to demonstrate the fact 
and vee of this country want these seeds sent to them, 
mand on the send them we are but responding to the popular de- 
America. e part of the people throughout the United States of 
Ceiveg simila dare say practically every Member of Congress re- 
untry to ~ requests. And if there is any class of people in this 
Ought alway “ose request we ought to respond and to whom we 
and who bas to be glad to listen, it is the farmers who till the soil 
aor ag 4 ws @bout the balance of trade in this country in our 
Mr ages the world. [Applause.] 
de of thi LET T. Seventy-one per cent of the foreign export 
‘country in the past year consisted of farm products. 





Mr. HILL of Mississippi. Does not this bill provide that the 
Secretary of Agriculture shall distribute seeds which are fit for 
the climate and locality in which they are to be planted? And 
does he not have that requirement in view in making the distri- 
bution? 

Mr.CANDLER. It does; and it provides that the Agricultural 
Department shall provide fit and suitable seed for the different 
sections and localities of the country and distribute exactly the 
character of seeds which I understand the gentleman from Texzs 
proposes to yore for in his amendment, as well as the varieties 
now being distributed, which he calls standard seed and which 
he desires to discontinue and stop. 

The bill says: 

For the purchase, propagation, testing, and distribution of valuable seeds, 
bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants. 

And further provides— 

That the Secretary of Agriculture shall, in the purchase, testing, and dis- 
tribution of such seeds, get the best seeds he can obtain at public or private 
sale, and such as shall be suitable for the respective localities to which the 
same are to be apportioned and in which same are to be distributed, and such 
seeds shall include a variety of vegetable and flower seeds suitable for plant- 
ing and culture in the various sections of the United States. 

I thank my colleague, Mr. HILL, for that suggestion. And there 
is no better way, so far as that isconcerned, for testing the fitness 
of the different varieties of seeds for the soil of this country 
throughout the length and breadth of it than by making an ac- 
tual test with the seeds themselves by putting them into the soil. 
You may theorize about it, you may have your ideas, and you 
may come to your conclusions, but when the seed is planted and 
you have an actual opportunity to see the product with your own 
eyes and to enjoy the fruits that result from it, you no longer 
have to theorize, but you have a real test. Then you can see ab- 
solutely and beyond question the benefits to be derived from it 
and the soil that is suitable to the seed that you have planted 
therein. 

Now, asI stated a moment ago, if there are any people in the 
United States of America to whom we ought to listen, it is the 
farmers of this broad land, and I suppose that if I had asked the 
gentleman from Texas [ Mr. SHEPPARD] the question when he was 
upon the floor—and if I am not correct he can correct me—how 
many seeds he had sent out to his district, I would not be surprised 
if he had responded that hesent out his quota allowed to him un- 
der the general distribution, and that in addition thereto he went 
out and in order to supply the requests from his people he secured 
by his persuasive powers—which are great—all he could of our 
very kind friends from the cities who had any to spare, and then 
possibly applied to the Secretary of Agriculture to get an addi- 
tional amount to send to his constituents. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I will say to the gentleman that I have not 
used all these methods. 

Mr. CANDLER. Well, I have; and it has given me great 
pleasure to send to my constituents my full quota under the gen- 
eral distribution, and to secure an additional amount, so as to 
supply promptly the personal requests which have come to me 
since my quota went out. 

Mr. BURLESON. Is that an answer to the proposition of the 
gentleman from Texas that this practice ought to be abolished? 

Mr. CANDLER. Yes; for it shows that the people want these 
seed—and in my judgment they ought to have them—and there- 
fore I contend that the practice ought not to be abolished. 

Mr.SHEPPARD. Iadmire the persistence of the distinguished 
gentleman from Mississippi—— 

Mr. CANDLER. I did not understand the remark of the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Iadmire the spirit and the purpose of the 
argument of the distinguished gentleman from Mississippi, and it 
in no way conflicts with the argument which I have made. 

Mr. CANDLER. Is that an answer to my suggestion that the 
people want the seed sent out and that the distribution each year 
of seed as heretofore should not be discontinued or abolished? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. When I first came to Congress I used al- 
most every possible method of getting as many seeds as I could, 
and it seemed to me that that was the principal occupation of a 
new Member. 

Mr. CANDLER. That is one of his occupations. 
not lost your ardor in that respect, have you? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. No, indeed; but it was through that expe- 
rience that I began to see the defects of the present system. 

Mr. CANDLER. Have you not had numbers and numbers of 
personal requests for seeds after you have sent out all that you 

9 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Yes, quite a number; and now I will ask 
you if you ever received a request from any constituent of yours 
for articles of clothing or anything of the kind? 

Mr. CANDLER. Oh, yes; I received a letter from one gentle- 
man requesting a hat for himself [laughter] and also one for his 
wife—a man in Mississippi never forgets his wife [great laughter]; 


You have 
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but the fact that your constituent asked for some clothes and mine 
asked for two hats is no reason to abolish the seed distribution or 
to change the system now in practice. 

Now, then, Mr. Chairman, proceeding a little further, because 
I had just remarked that if there was any class of people in the 
United States to whom we should listen it wasthe farmer. Why? 
Because we find from the report of the Secretary of Agriculture 
that but for the farmers of the United States during the past year 
the balance of trade would have been against us and that we are 
indebted for our progress in the markets of foreign countries ab- 
solutely to the farmers of the United Statesof America. You talk 
to me about protection that is given to the manufacturers and the 

rotection that is given to the various industries throughout the 
Jnited States; they have never been able to protect us against 
the foreign powers or to keep the balance of trade in our favor. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Is it not true that the farmers of this country, 
who have kept the balance of trade in favor of this Government, 
have been given less appropriations than any other Department of 
the Government? 

Mr. CANDLER. It is true. The appropriation is about 
$100,000,000 for the War Department, and I dare say that the 
appropriations for the Navy Department will be about the same, 
making, practically, $200,000,000 for the implements of warfare in 
a time of peace, and this appropriation is between five and six 
millions of dollars for the Agricultural Department, the Depart- 
ment of the people who are pursuing their honest labor and toil- 
ing to make a living by the sweat of their brows on the farms 
throughout America. 

Mr. SIMS. Does the gentleman know how much money has 
been expended for seeds during the time that they have been dis- 
tributed by the Department? 

Mr. CANDLER. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. SIMS. Willit altogether exceed the appropriations for the 
St. Louis fair? 

Mr. CANDLER. It might not. Ihave not had an occasion or 
the opportunity to investigate that question. 

Mr. SIMS, And they are coming here to borrow $4,600,000 
more. 

Mr. CANDLER. Oh, yes; I understand they want to borrow 
that amount for a short time. The money is now loaned to na- 
tional banks, where it is being used for their interest, and it would 
be withdrawn from the national banks if the loan is made and 
loaned to the fair and be put into circulation in the South, where 
the people would derive some benefit from it; and then in a few 
months it will be returned from the treasury of the fair to the 
Treasury of the United States, after being accumulated by the 
fair from the patronage of the world. And hence the money, or 
a large portion of it, will be left in the South—and that will do us 
no harm. 

I am advised by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] that the 
appropriation for the Navy Department will be about $95,000,000 
for this year, and hence, as I said a moment ago, the appropria- 
tions for the War Department and the Navy Department—for 
these two Departments—will be, in round numbers, $200,000,000 to 
provide implements of war in a time of peace, and for the peaceful 
tillers of the soil of the United States of America we only appro- 
priate, in round numbers, about $6,000,000. One hundred and 
ninety-four million dollars less is given for the benefit of the 
farmers who till the soil; and I assert. without fear of contradic- 
tion, that there is no appropriation that is made to any depart- 
ment of the Government that is as valuable to the Government, 
as useful in the development of our foreign trade and in sustain- 
ing our prosperity as the appropriation to the Agricultural De- 
partment. [Loud and prolonged applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LAMB. I yield ten minutes more to the gentleman from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. CANDLER. I sincerely thank my amiable friend from 
Virginia for his kindness. Hecan always be depended on to stand 
by the farmers. Now, I want to call attention to this appropria- 
tion for the distribution of the seed. It is, ‘‘ $290,000, of which 
amount not more than $48,000 shall be expended for labor in the 
city of Washington, D. C., and $40,000 to collect and purchase 
valuable seeds, plants, etc., from foreign countries for experi- 
mental tests to be carried on in cooperation with the agricultural 
experiment stations, and not less than $202,000 shall be allowed 
for Congressional distribution;’’ hence the net appropriation for 
Congressional distribution of seed by Members of Congress is 
only $202,000. 

Mr. BOWIE. Only two-thirds of that. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Two-hundred and two thousand dollars 
is for the purchase of seed. Forty-eight thousand can be used 
for labor, and $40,000 for purchase of seeds from foreign coun- 
we The gentleman from Mississippi stated the matter cor- 
rectly. 


Mr. CANDLER. I thank the gentleman fr Tow W, 
Forty-eight thousand for labor and $40,000 ee en x ork, 
taken out of the $290,000, leaving $202,000 for Conoresi, ae 
tribution, and two-thirds of the seed purchased with tha: nm dis. 
goes to the Representatives and Senators to be distributed . — 
the people, and one-third is retained by the Secretary for distrine 
tion to be made by him. I am glad, however, to bear ¢, oe el 
to the fact that the distinguished Secretary of Agriculture wh 
is a farmer himself, is always very accommodating—at oe 0 
have found him so—and is always greatly interested in the ; 


wal. 
fare of the farmers and the development of agriculture j; — 
ade of this magnificent country, and hence is always ready to aid 

{embers of Congress in responding to the personal re. suests of 


their constituents by supplying them with additional seed. as far 
as it is possible for him to do so out of the one-third of the seed 
which is reserved to be distributed by him. ay 
Now, then, I want to call attention to this point in referer, 
the balance of trade, which has been kept in favor of this o vuntry 
by the farmers. I have the facts and figures, which are ec mtained 
in a statement made by the Secretary of Agriculture, in which it 
is shown that we owe absolutely to the farmers the fact that the 
balance of trade to-day is in our favor. 
I read from the last annual report of the Secretary of Agricul. 
ture: p ” 


The immense exports from the farms of the country lead to an examina. 
tion of the so-called ‘balance of trade.” This examination reveals what 
seems to have esca the attention of'the public, and that is that the favor. 
able balance of trade, everything included, is due to the still more favorable 
balance of trade in the products of the farm, 

During the thirteen years 1890-1902 the average annual excess of domestic 
exports over imports amounted to $275,000,000, and during the same time the 
annual average in favor of farm products was $337.000.000, from which it is 
apparent that there was an average annual adverse balance of trade in prod- 
ucts other than thcse of the farm amounting to $62,000,000, which the farmers 
offset and had left $275,000,000 to the credit of themselves and the country, 

Taking the business of 1903, the comparison is much more favorable to the 
farmers n during the preceding Fae root period, since the value of 
domestic exports over imports was $367,000,000, the entire trade being included, 
while the excess for farm products was $422,000,000. which was sufficient not 
only to offset the unfavorable balance of trade of $56,000,000 in products other 
than those of the farm, but to leave, as above stated, the enormous favorable 
balance of $367,000,000. 

During the last fourteen years there wasa balance of trade in favor of 
farm products, without excepting any year, that amounted to $4,806,000,000 


8 to 


Against this was an adverse balance of trade in products other than those of 
the farm of $865,000,000, and the farmers not only canceled this immense obli- 


gation, but had enough left to place $3,940,000,000 to the credit of the nation 
when the books of international exchange were balanced. : 
These figures tersely express the immense national reserve-sustaining 


a of the farmers of the country under as quantities of production. 
t is the farmers who have paid the foreign bondholders. 


To he arate but for the farmers last year there would have 


been a ance of trade against us of $56.000,000, but the farmers 
canceled that and left $367,000,000 to our credit. But for the 
farmers in the past fourteen years there would have been the 
enormous sum of $865,000,000 against us, but the farmers met 
that, settled it, and left the marvelous and almost incomprehensi- 
ble sum of $3,940.000,000 to the credit of America. The crowning 
glory of this country is her wonderfal agriculture and the amaz- 
ing results it has accomplished. [Applause. } 

It is the farmers who have paid our foreign bondholders and 
saved this country from peddling out its securities in the markets 
of the world and changed it from a debtor nation to a creditor 


t be 


nation, and if that be true, and it is a statement that can n 
doubted or questioned, am I not correct when I say we owe mor 
to the farmers of America than to any other class of peopie In ab 
this country, and that instead of abolishing or curtailing the few 
things that they do receive at the hands of the National (rovern- 
ment we ought to enlarge them and give them better oppor 
tunities and better benefits and greater favors, 1f possible, than 
we have ever given them in the past? [Applause.| Let us 518 
them more seed, aid them in building ‘ good roads,” ext -nd a 
delivery of the mails as rapidly as possible, build the ‘anal do 
everything in our power to build up the agricultural int rests of 
the country and to make the life of the farmer comforts i. 
profitable, and happy, and thereby render the great ld up the 
— to all of our constituents, because when you Puls ead 
a 


rming interests of the country you build up every other cae 


ble, 


inthe country. The gentleman from Texas [| Mr. SHEPPAr ba 
if we continue this system we will be known as ‘‘seedsmen | Ts ther 
than “‘statesmen;” and I may be called a * seedsman te lig 
than a ‘statesman’ because I stand here and advocate os ta 
tribution of seed to the people, and especially to th: Ar me seat 
you may call me what you please, and name me wha ye in the 
as long as I stay here, so help me God, I will raise my } a seve #0 
farmer’s interest and contend for those things whic! I i helping 
be for his good, and thereby help him if I can, and by’ ves 
him benefit all the people, because to him we owe mot, 
past, and we are going to owe more in the future, than 

to any other class of our citizenship. [Great applause. | 


A lance of trade 
It is the farmer who in time of peace brings the balan f 
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s. and it is the farmer who in time of war stands 
, the front and bare his breast to defend the country 
“the loves. It is the farmer's wife who kisses her bright-faced 
that nd-bye and faces the loneliness, difficulties, and dangers of 
boy $7 country life and tells him to go and remain so long as his 
ervices are necessary in the defense of his country and for the 
. fhis people. It is she who under like circumstances gives 
ee to the same cause, and whether it be in success or in 
a ficulties, whether it be in time of peace or in war, whether it be 
in prosperity or in great financial crises, it is the farmer to whom 
 mnat turn at last for relief, and, thank God, we have never 
We i. him unless he came to our rescue and furnished the re- 
tamed t . ro ae vised [Applause. ] 
aed the sentiment and the truth expressed by John Trot- 
wot ‘j Moore in his work — a reeaner® a. a 
- obetance, he says: The farmer’s life is a loyal and patriotic 
ee by a faithful hand, that has grasped so often the 
harden of duty and carried it so unselfishly. It is a hard hand, 
itis true, but it is faithful and honest, and in itsrough grip more 
gentleness dwells, more truth and honor lay, than in many another 
of softer parts = — io It 7, _ Pa a bry ro roots 7 
he oak, twisted and hardened, gnarled and knotted, in the prima 
fot fot life with the elements of nature. But unbeautiful as it 
is, it has borne its th eee _ the fight of oe ane the 
attleof the world. It may misshapen and its joints large 
a strain and toil, and the veins may run through it like chan- 
nels of astream deep cut, and it may be curved in like the turn 
of a plow ae _ deep set like the grip of an ax helve, and 
deep set and scarred. 

Bat if to-day there comes an upheaval of the earth in the fu- 
sion of rock and matter, and this hand, of all earth’s civilization, 
alone _— a pow ainmel ooeeg eee eons of oe tae 
beings of enlightenment and light in the museums of a higher 
civilization, well may it stand embedded in some kindred block 
of stone, not to point to the name and lineage of some prehistoric 
race, but through all the ages of time it would stand as the 
“Track of duty,’ the ” we . patriotism ’’ in ‘“‘ the Man age 
ofearth.”” {Prolonged applause. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I now yield ten minutes 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BouTELL]. 

Mr.BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman, this would seem to be a proper 
time to call the attention of the House to a slight error in the last 
annual report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. This re- 
port isa very able and interesting one, as are all the reports that 
have been made by the present Commissioner, and the error to 
= I —_ is = so or ee it would not be 
worthy of mention, but it has been used for purposes so serious 
that Ideem it best to call the attention of the House to it, and 
through the House the attention of the country. 

On page 158 of this report appears a table entitled ‘‘ Receipts 
under the oleomargarine law during the fiscal year ending June 
a), 1903.” In that table appears this item: ‘‘ Collections on oleo- 
margarine imported from foreign countries, $3,171.16.’ At the 
rate of the internal-revenue tax of 15 cents a pound, this would 
7 i internal-revenue tax upon over 21,000 pounds of imported 

margarine, 

Un page 160 the Commissioner continues his figures for the 
months of July, Angust, and September of the current fiscal year, 
and in this table appears the item of $2,708.65 internal-revenue 
‘ax collected on imported oleomargarine, at the rate of 15 cents a 
ol pe would indicate an importation of over 19.000 pounds. 

came 
oa figures which show that there were over 40,000 pounds 
of oleomargarine imported into the port of Chicago during three 
months, June to August, inclusive, 1903. On imported oleomar- 
girine there is an internal-revenue tax of 15 cents a pound, and 
on unported oleomargarine there is a customs tax of 6 cents a 
aoe This would make a total tax of 21 cents a pound on 40,000 
tion in Ci clocen argarine imported and withdrawn from consump- 

As] ucago in three months. 
metal these figures seemed so astonishing to me that I made 
i. he especially to find where this oleomargarine came 
they oe I happen to know that Chicago is the place where 
thay ake the best, the purest, and the sweetest oleomargarine 
is oe re out anywhere in the world. It is a product which 

bry bornsidered by all skillful cooks superior to any kind of 

* Chai er for most forms of cooking and, I may add further, 
tenths of wa product for use on the table superior to nine- 

rhs the so-called dairy butter. So I was astonished to find 

in nine? ; pounds of imported oleomargarine came into Chicago 
ean inquiies at the Bureau of Seasistics, but could et 

no j Le inquiries at the Bureau o istics, but could ge 
ee anation, as they had no such statistics. The Customs 
rabject, © Treasury Department could throw no light on the 
When the Commissioner of Internal Revenue took the 


to our shore 
ready to go t 








to read this report these figures attracted my at- | 


matter up he found that these items were the result of a simple 
mistake, as appears from a letter which he sent to me under the 
date of January 19, 1904, which I will read. It is as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, January 19, 1904. 
Hon. H. 8. Bourret, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Str: In regard to your inquiry relative to imported oleomargarine re- 
ceived in the first district of Illinois,as shown by the Commissioner’s Annual 
Report for the fiscal year ended June 20, 1903, pages 158 and 160, you are ad- 
vised thata letter has this day been received from Collector Hertz, of ( ‘hicago, 
stating that he made no collections on account of imported oleomargarine 
during the months of June and August, 1903; that during the month of June 
he collected $3,171.16 and during the month of August $2,708.65 on account 
of oleomargarine taxed at the rate of one-fourth cent per pound; that his 
report on Form 22 was erroneous, and that the items which should have ap- 
peared opposite abstract 26} were dropped one line to abstract 26}, which 
made the collections from oleomargarine at one-fourth cent per pound ap- 
pear under oleomargarine imported from foreign countries at 15 cents per 


und. 

Therefore it is clearly shown that no oleomargarine imported from foreign 
countries was received in the first district of Illinois during the last fiscal 
year, or during the months of July, August, and September of the present 


scal — 
espectfully, J. W. YERKES, Commissioner. 


So that this whole story of 40.000 pounds of oleomargarine im- 
ported, on which a combined internal-revenue and customs tax of 
21 cents a pound was paid, has simply no foundation in truth in 
it, and was the result of a mere clerical error made by some sub- 
ordinate who filled out the blank. It would seem hardly worth 
while to take up the time of the House to call attention to this 
matter if it had not been made the basis of some very serious 
representations, both in the press and elsewhere. Of course the 
two conclusions at once drawn from the fact that such importa- 
tions took place were these: First, that the present oleomargarine 
law was a revenue measure, and [ think it would astonish the 
most ardent friends and supporters of this unjust and discrimi- 
nating law to have it referred to as a revenue measure, 

In the second place, this large importation on which had been 
paid the internal revenue and customs tax would tend to show 
that the oleomargarine industry must be an industry in which 
there is a hidden, secret, and enormous profit to warrant the im- 
portation of this article and the payment of a tax of 21 cents a 
pound on it in addition to the transportation and the cost of manu- 
facture. And so these quotations have been used throughout the 
country as tending to support these two statements. 

But the most serious feature of it all was that in the supple- 
mental brief filed by the Government in the pending cases in the 
Supreme Court to test the constitutionality of the oleomargarine 
law. On page 24of the brief these erroneous figures from this re- 
port of the Internal Revenue Commissioner were given to the 
court with these erroneous deductions that naturally were made 
therefrom that the law was a revenue law and that the oleomar- 
garine industry was enormously profitable. 

I may say, Mr. Chairman, that I took occasion to at once call 
the attention of the Department of Justice to the fact that there 
was no truth whatever in the items as given in the report, and 
the Solicitor-General of course at once called the attention of the 
court to the error which had been contained in their brief. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Is it not the truth that the 
effect of the oleomargarine bill, as passed here by Congress. has 
been to suppress the industry of oleomargarine to the benefit of 
the dairy industry? 

~~ alee Why, certainly; that was the only object of 
the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. That was the intention of 
the bill? 

Mr. BOUTELL. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Using the taxing power to 
aid one industry to the destruction of another? 

Mr. BOUTELL. Yes. 

Mr. PERKINS. Has that been the result of the bill? 

Mr. BOUTELL. Yes. Almostevery oleomargarine factory in 
this country has been on its last legs for some months, and if this 
case in the Supreme Court is decided against the manufacturers, 
it will destroy the industry. I think they have suffered long 
enough without having to run up against such a mistake as this, 
used in such a serious way. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BOUTELL. Certainly; if I have the time, I should be 
glad to have the gentleman ask me anything he wishes. 

Mr. LAMB. I will yield the time to the gentleman. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. The gentleman states that the 
oleomargarine factories of this country are on their last legs. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I understand they are in very serious condi- 
tion. 


Will the gentleman permit me to 
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Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Is the gentleman aware of the fact 

that - total oleomargarine production for last year was 72,000,000 
sounds? 

: Mr. BOUTELL. Yes, but that was very much below what it 

was the year before, I think 50 per cent less than it was two 

years ago. 

Mr. BURLESON. In other words, this pernicious law has ac- 
complished the object it was intended to accomplish? 

Mr. BOUTELL. Yes; absolutely. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. What was the production of 
oleomargarine last year? 

Mr. BOUTELL. I could not give the exact figures. 

esa of Pennsylvania. How much above 72,000,000 
pounds? 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. It was 125,000,000 pounds. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman consider 
an ee on its last legs when it manufactures 70,000,000 pounds 
a year 

Mr. BOUTELL. Yes, considering the number of factories and 
the fact that they made 125,000,000 of pounds the year before. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Well, its legs will be long 


enough to it a good while yet, I think. 
: Mr. BO L. ot if the present unjust law remains in 
orce. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Does the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
LaMB] want to use any more time? If not, I will move that the 
general debate be closed and that we now take up the reading of 
the bill by sections under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, before that is done, I would 
like to ask the gentleman from New York a question. I would 
like to know if there is any provision made in this bill which will 
permit the Secretary of Agriculture to pay for the services ren- 
dered by crop reporters in the different States for sending in their 
reports? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. They are not paidin money. They are 
paid in the way of documents and bulletins and horse books— 
things =e sort. I presume the gentleman refers to the crop 
reporters 

r. BARTLETT. Yes: I mean the crop reporters. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I understand there is no complaint made 
by them nor is there any demand on their part that they shall re- 
ceive anything. It is a voluntary work, and the Government 

ys them the compliment of sending them documents and bul- 

etins and farm publications generally. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I know that the Government up to this 
time has not been paying them, but I want to know if this bill 
contains any provision looking to a change in that regard? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It does not. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The bill does not do it, and an effort to 
amend the bill in that respect of course would be enacting new 
legislation. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It would be subject to the point of order. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And the gentleman stands ready to make 
such a point of order? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I should have to make it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is all I desire to know about. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty minutes to the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Maynarp]. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to 
the provisions of this bill embraced under the Bureau of Statistics 
and Salaries on page 42. The report says that this item has been 
increased $15,100. I suppose there is no objection on the part of 
any Member of this House to this provision, but representing, as 
I do, one of the greatest trucking sections in the United States, I 
feel it incumbent upon me to call the attention of the Members of 
the House to this item, so that it may be thoroughly understood 
and every Member may know the purpose of the increase and the 
necessity that exists and the claims these crops have for recogni- 
tion and help by the General Government. The farmer engaged 
in growing truck produces wealth for the country and is entitled 
to the same consideration given growers of other important crops. 

We are all familiar with the interest the Government takes in 
the statistical division of the Agricultural Department with ref- 
erence to crop reports, frost conditions, and acreage, with refer- 
ence to cotton, wheat, and other important crops raised in the 
United States. Mr. Chairman, there has been no report upon the 
subject of tobacco, rice, or trucking crops which are grown in 
nearly all of the States of the Union. I desire to submit for the 
consideration of the House a few statistics in relation to the 
trucking industry that I have gathered from the Agricultural De- 
partment through the courtesy of Doctor Corbett. 

The trucking industry in the United States is so diverse in its 
nature, covers such a wide range of crops and climatic conditions 
that even those engaged in the industry have no adequate con- 
ception of its extent and importance. The reports of the last 
census, however, offer figures which enable us to present in a 


Sse estessssspsssseessess 


FEBRUARY 5, 


brief and concise form an idea of the magnitude of ¢}o ind 
We are accustomed to look upon the trucking industry .. 














° . aS & Very 
small factor in the general agriculture of the country. wat — 
pared with the great ae corn, cotton, wheat, oats. orchard 
fruits, etc., the products of the truck farms take an important , 
sition. There are in the United States 5.739.657 farms, whet 
produce crops valued at $2,910,138,663, of which amount each of 
the crops listed contributes the amount set opposite it in the table 

Crop. Acres. | Val Value 

os an per acre, 

Oy ee 94,916,911 | $828, 258, 395 a 
ear RL ARMIDD ci deesignieenernctaintbontanie G1, 691,166 | “431'95; aj, 83 
CERO, cnwess oshemnanptqentdoranonmonnind 24,275,101 | 370,708. 746 | be 
DEE v0ncencinetducnthaunedancepntbbidenal 52,588,574 | 369.945) 999 ie 
WONG cakes cutbnethceucdssdadbebadend 5,758,191 | 242° 170) 148 20 
NB... ~ nn nnn cnn en enn nnn wen ene nnn eneens , 539, 217, 008, 584 oe 
SD nici tpieignentattntiibhineiaetllbenehsenanes ¢ | 131/423" 517 ~ 
Truck (alone) Here mene eeee seme wee eeeneeeses | ewcece eoceees 118, 255 3) °°. % 
ENED sichtntclesidascacedduiisebbilntnlil Sentioheencne 83, 751,840 rag 
I: once east cntentnotank dpenatnnatii 1,101,483 | 56,993,003 | ‘i 
aan aa 25,090,877). 
TRFO «nn nnc enwoee peocce concee cocscnccnccccces 2,054,292 | 12,290,405 
Subtropglonl Srults . 2.2 ececwcccccoscosclocscceecsees « 8, 549, 863 | a 


From the foregoing table it will be noted that vegetable crops 
hold the fifth position in rank among the great sustaining cr on 
of the country. The trucking industry, which is a purely com: 
mercial subdivision of this vegetable industry, ranks eighth among 
the great wealth-producing crops. With the exception of the ag. 
gregate value of all fruit crops, the truck industry stands next jy 
value to the cereals and is $34,000,000 more than the value of the 
orchard fruits of the country. This industry returns more than 
twice as much to the nation as the tobacco industry and about 
fourteen times as much as the subtropical fruits of the country, 
The reason that the truck business has never been considered one 
of the important factors in the agriculture of the country is the 
comparatively small area which it coversin any particular locality. 
There are in all only 5,753,191 acres devoted to this industry, and 
for that reason it has not figured largely in the general farm op- 
erations of the country, some of which, like corn, cover 94,916,911 
acres, 

The character of the industry, however, is indicated by thy 
value of the crop peracre. The average value for corn is $8.7 
and for cotton $15.27, while for truck it is $57.35, almost four 
times as much as for cotton and seven times as much: as for corn. 
This explains the rank of the industry and indicates its intensive 


character. In comparing these figures it must be borne in mind 
that they represent the average for all sections of the country, 
all grades of producers, and the whole range of trucking crops. 
If special crops were to be selected and the returns of the most 


successful grower made the basis for comparison thie differences 
between the cereals and truck crops would appear still more 
striking. In many instances corn is made to yield as muclias 
$60 to $70 per acre, while truck oe may be made to return as 
high as $800 to $1,000 per acre. Such returns, however, are ouly 
obtained under the best of conditions, with intelligent 
ment, both as regards cultivation and marketing. 

For purposes of comparison the general averages will be most 
satisfactory, as they do not represent extreme conditions, but re- 
sults which can be attained by any skillful and painstaking growet. 
The figures presented under the head of *‘ truck’? by no means Te) 
resent the commercial standing of the industry. The census t 
ports the total vegetable industry as having a value of $242,110.'">. 
Of this, truck is allowed $118,255,248, the market garden $: a °° 
348, the family garden $46,477 087, or a total of $252,131,6/5, tus 
leaving $10,038,470 as the value of the vegetable cro) 
canneries of the country, which is undoubtedly v: 
true value of the product. Taking, then, the ager 
the truck, the market garden, and the cannery cr 
wealth production from the growth of vegetables to be > oa 
This makes no account of the $46,477,087 worth of vege™ 
grown in family gardens. 

If the corn, hay, and other cereal crops were to 
the actual amount put upon the market and sold for cash. ?"" 
say the rating of the crops would be still more marked!y ch 
with the result that the vegetable crop would stand ! a 
than at present. yan 

As before stated, vegetable crops are staple crops; (eR 
are perishable, but at the same time are necessitic LM Iai 
fore impossible for any one section to monopolize | Poe 
of all or, in fact, any one of these crops. The maps 


manage- 


. rons but 
sented not only indicate the wide distribution of ‘°°s° ° sanction 
emphasize the magnitude and importance of the loca! P! This is 
of these crops about the great centers of consul Jargest COM 
again emphasized by the fact that the States with tl a est 
suming capacity are also the greatest producers. | 000 acres de- 


1899 twelve States each of which reported over !'» 
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sien 
ted to vegetable growing, New York State alone growing over 

a goo acres, While Minnesota, with many adverse conditions, de- 

yoted 177,138 acres to the industry. Eleven States derived over 

° 509.000 each from the industry. 

$7,500, 

New York eoee soso o9ee SOSSES CoeeeE Ss 


Pennsylv BEID . .. 2c ccccne cncbseenenes. qepsoensr= secere seunceeecce 
«nw ween enesditiaesrs leperedireaietinegieatin: cata inci 
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oc6e een pede ten ERRNER Ena aemnasrnentenmntetmen aim 7,588, 
With this vast country interested in this wealth-producing 
crop. I believe it will strike every Member of this House as fitting 
that this industry should receiveat the hands of the General Gov- 
ernment the same aid that the production of cereals, cotton, and 
other crops receives at the hands of the Agricultural Department. 
For that reason I have offered these few statistics so that Members 
may be able to appreciate the necessity and claims that these in- 
dustries, and the =e industry especially, have for reports of 
the character now = ished with reference to the other crops of 
ountry. |Applause. 
ae any Wt ITH. { now yield to the gentleman from Con- 
necticut [ Mr. HENRY] such time as he may desire to occupy. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, this general de- 
bate upon the agricultural oe meager bill offers a convenient 
opportunity for remarks explanatory of the operation and effect 
of the oleomargarine law. , ; 

It isnow over two years since the Committee on Agriculture 
reported th: so-called “* antioleo a — _— a long debate 
and most vigorous opposition in ranches of Congress, be- 
came a law May 9, 1902, becoming operative July 1, 1902. Obvi- 
ously sufficient time has elapsed to fairly indicate the effect of 
kegislation regarded by many as too drastic. The prophecies of 
failure and disaster uttered upon this floor during the week’s dis- 
cussion _ preceded the passage of the bill will be long re- 
membered, 

It was alleged that a great industry would be ruined and the 
manufacture of oleomargarine made unprofitable; whereas re- 
sults have proven that while the production of a fraudulent arti- 
cle, intended to be clandestinely sold as counterfeit dairy butter, 
has been curtailed, yet the manufacture of a more legitimate 
product, usually honestly sold without deception, is still continued. 

It was claimed that oleomargarine colored in imitation of yellow 
butter, if taxed 10 cents per pound, could not be profitably manu- 
factured; yet the last report of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue shows that over 5,000,000 pounds of colored oleomarga- 
Mine, subject to this high tax, was manufactured and sold during 
the first fiscal year after the law became operative. 

It was said that uncolored oleo: ine could not be sold ex- 
cept In very limited quantities, but the Bureau reports indicate 
that nearly 70,000,000 pounds were sold in American markets dur- 
ing the last fiscal year, paying a tax of only one-fourth cent per 
pound, in place of the 2-cent tax formerly levied, and inferen- 
tally benefiting consumers to the extent of at least the difference 
of 1} cents per pound. 

‘ Representatives of live-stock associations and of oleo manu- 
poner asserted that the price of oleo oil would be largely re- 
eed, to the great and permanent injury of the stock-growing 

. Tests of the West; whereas the highest prices ever quoted for 
on gaia been obtained since the enactment of the oleomarga- 
perro from the cotton-growing States were alarmed for 

, pater oil industry, believing that the consumption of 
Mo i rola be diminished, with a consequent reduction in 
foeraead ut events have shown that cotton-seed oil is used in 
dlicht oe quantities and at higher prices, its larger use as a 
facturers oring ingredient being deemed desirable by oleo manu- 
cg a fact, almost every contention made by the manu- 
fnasiner oleomargarine has been demonstrated to be false or 
f istim ef ¥ hile the expectations and claims of the advocates of 
tified = y ond wholesome legislation have been realized and jus- 
ally 2 mm 1 ascertained results, So that it can now be truth- 
eff at, after a trial of over a year and a half, despite the 
of its friends tupulous enemies, the anti-oleo law meets the hopes 
products, as Sand merits the approval of all consumers of dairy 

Tnder it well as of the great dairy interests of the country. 
terated batt ee of section 4 of this act the sale of adul- 

vomes or ; "is effectually prohibited. The manufacture of 
Pounds of 4} ®novated butter is regulated, and the 54,696,651 
the last figes ro eae too desirable article of food sold during 
Vision of ¢,, 7 w=. W48 branded and marketed under the super- 

BE the Bureau of Internal Revenue. 

€ cain han Commissioner of Internal Revenue for 1902, 

the old law was in force, shows that 126,316,427 


pounds of oleomargarine were manufactured during the fiscal year 
ending July 1, 1902. This, together with 722.237 pounds on hand 
July 1, 1901, made a total production of 127,038,664 pounds. Of 
this quantity 3,469,199 pounds were exported, leaving 123,869,465 
pounds for domestic consumption. 

The Commissioner's report for 1903 shows that 5,710,407 pounds 
of colored oleomargarine, subject to a tax of 10 cents per pound, 
were manufactured during the fiscal year ending July 1, 1903, to- 
gether with 67,573,689 pounds of uncolored, paying a tax of one- 
fourth cent per pound. Of this quantity 3,486,692 pounds were 
exported, leaving 69,797,404 pounds for domestic consumption, or 
54,072,091 pounds less than in the preceding year. 

That the production of oleomargarine is gradually decreasing 
is indicated by the further fact that during the months of July, 
August, September, October, and November of the present fiscal 
year there were manufactured 1,425,310 pounds of colored oleo- 
margarine, together with 20,474,748 pounds of uncolored, making 
a total production for these five months of 21,900,058 pounds, 
while the quantity produced in the corresponding months of 1902, 
the first five months after the law became operative, was 1,374,930 
pounds of colored and 25,527,207 pounds of uncolored, making a 
total production of 26,902,117 pounds, or 5,002,089 pounds more 
than during the first five months of the present fiscal year. The 
quantity manufactured during the corresponding months in 1901, 
under the old law and paying a tax of 2 cents per pound, was 
43,529,364 pounds, or more than double the present current pro- 
duction. 

The licenses issued under the old law in 1902 were: Manufac- 
turers, 35; wholesale dealers, 192; retail dealers, 10,821. The li- 
censes issued in 1803 under the new law were: Manufacturers, 31; 
wholesale dealers, 398; retail dealers, 26,157, indicating a wider 
distribution, if not more legitimate sales. 

The revenue collected during the last year of the old law was 
$2,944,472.46; the amount collected during the first year of the 
new law, including the tax upon renovated butter, was $888,181.68, 
a sum sufficient to defray the cost of Government supervision— 
all that the friends and framers of the law anticipated or in- 
tended. 

These statistics are most satisfactory from a dairyman’s point 
of view, inasmuch as presumably this decrease of over 60,000,000 
pounds in the production of oleomargarine since the law became 
operative, in July, 1902, gave place to and made possible the sale 
of an equal quantity of dairy or creamery butter. 

With these facts batuae us, it may be fairly claimed that the 
farmers and dairymen of the country have not only been able to 
market an increased quantity of butter, but have also obtained 
slightly higher prices, and withal the consuming public have been 
— from imposition and have received the article pur- 
chased. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I understand from the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lams] that there are no other 
gentlemen on his side who desire to address the committee; and 
as I have no further applications for time, I move that we now 
proceed to the consideration of the bill under the five-minute rule, 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be noobjection, the Clerk will pro- 
ceed with the reading of the bill by paragraphs for amendment 
and debate under the five-minute rule. 

There was no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. GROSVENOR having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing 
from the President of the United States was communicated to the 
House of Representatives by Mr. Barnes, one of his secretaries. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


General expenses, Bureau of Animal Industry: For carrying out the pro- 
visions of the act approved May 2), 1884, establishing the Bureau of Animal 
Industry, and the act approved August 30, 1880, providing for an inspection 
of meats and animals, and the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1891, 
providing for the inspection of live cattle, hogs, and the carcasses and prod- 
ucts thereof which are the subjects of interstate and foreign commerce, and 
for other purposes, and to prescribe rules and regulations for the safe trans- 
port and humane treatment of export cattle from the United States to foreign 
countries, and the amendatory act approved March 2, 1895, providing for the 
inspection of live cattle, hogs, and the carcasses and products thereof which 
are the subjects of interstate and foreign commerce, and for other purposes, 
and also the provisions of the act approved February 2, 1903, to enable the 
Secretary of Agriculture to more effectually suppressand prevent the spread 
of contagious and infectious diseases of live stock, and for other purposes: 
Provided, That live horses be entitled to the same inspection as other animals 
herein named: Provided further, That the Secretary of Agriculture may, in 
his discretion, waive the requirement of a certificate with beef and other 

oducts which are exported to countries that do not require such inspection, 

1,200,000; and the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized to use any 
part of this sum he may deem necessary or expedient, in such manner as he 
may think best, in the collection of information concerning live stock, dairy, 
and other animal products, and to prevent the spread of pleuro-pneumonia, 
blackleg, tabsroulosis, sheep scab, glanders or farcy, hog cholera, and other 
diseases of animals, and for this purpose to employ 23s many persons in tho 
city of Washington or elsewhere as he may deem necessary, and to expend 
any part of this sum in the purchase and destruction of diseased or exposed 
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animals and the quarantine of the same whenever in his jotquent it is es- 
sential to prevent the spread of pleuro-pneumunia, tuberculosis, or other dis- 
eases of animals from one State to another; for improving and maintaining 
the Bureau Experiment Station at Bethesda, Md.; to establish, improve, 
and maintain quarantine stations, and to provide proper shelter and equip- 
ment for the care of neat cattle, domestic and other animals imported at such 
ports as may be deemed necessary; for printing and publishing such reports 
relating to animal industry as he may direct; and the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture may use so much of this sum as he deems necessary for promoting the 
extension and development of foreign markets for dairy and other farm 
products of the United States, and for suitable transportation of the same; 
and such products may be bought in open market and disposed of at the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of Agriculture, and he is authorized to apply the 
moneys received from the sales of such products toward the continuation 
and repetition of such experimental exports; and the Secretary is hereby 
authorized to rent a suitable ror in the District of Columbia, at an an- 
nual rental of not exceeding $1,800, to be used as a laboratory for said Bureau 
of Animai Industry; and the employees of the Bureau of Animal Industry 
outside of the city of Washington may hereafter, in the discretion of the 
Secretary of Agriculture, without additional expense to the Government, be 
granted leaves of absence not to exceed fifteen days in any one year: Pro- 
vided, That the Secretary of Agriculture may construe the provisions of the 
act of March 38, 1881, as amended March 2, 1895, for the inspection of live cat- 
tle and products thereof, to include dairy products, intended for exportation 
to any foreign country, and may apply. under rules and regulations to be 
prescribed by him, the provisions of said act for inspection and certification 
appropriate for ascertaining the purity and quality of such products, and 
may cause the same to be so marked, stamped or labeled as to secure their 
identity and make known in the markets of foreign countries to which they 
may be sent from the United States their purity, quality, and grade; and all 
the provisions of said act relating to live cattle anc products thereof for ex- 
port shall apply to dairy products so inspected and certified. 


Mr. LUCKING. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “another” in line 7, page 12, insert the following words: 

* Provided, That the Department or Bureau shall not give away to any one 
person. firm, or corporation more than 100 doses of blackleg vaccine in any 
one year.” 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I shall have to raise the 
point of order against that that it is entirely new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is of the opinion that there are 
many things in this whole paragraph that might be subject to a 
poe of order, but where they are allowed to remain in the bill 

»y unanimous consent, the Chair thinks an amendment like that 
offered by the gentleman, to perfect the legislation, is not subject 
to the point of order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Then I will listen to what the gentle- 
man from Michigan has to say. 

Mr. LUCKING. Mr. Chairman, I desire to add but a very few 
words to what I said this morning relative to the matter of this 
amendment. 

In the first place, I desire the members of the committee to note 
that it is not proposed to suppress or completely put an end to the 
manufacture and distribution of blackleg vaccine. The amend- 
ment is simply to correct what everybody to whom I have talked 
privately admits to be a gross abuse, namely, the giving away of 
this vaccine in unlimited quantities to people who can very well 
afford to buy it from private sources, and to limit and prevent the 
destruction of private a and to stop the Government in 
a paternal enterprise, which is certainly wrong in principle and 
without any real benefit. 

The point made by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BuRLESON] 
this morning was that this is being used experimentally with the 
idea of destroying blackleg entirely in this country. That argu- 
ment has been used for upward of thirteen years, according to 
the authority that was read from the desk this morning. Anda 
further abuse exists to this extent that it is given away so freely 
and with so little inquiry and with so little regard to justice that 
many individuals are engaged in getting it from the Bureau and 
reselling it to small farmers throughout certain of the States. 
This is stated upon what appears to be unquestionable authority, 
and it is not denied in the Bureau that it is given away in unlim- 
ited quantities to anybody who chooses to ask for it. Now, this 
amendment is simply for the purpose of limiting the number of 
doses to be given to any one person, firm, or corporation in one 
year to 100 doses, and it does seem to me that if any rancher or 
other farmer is so wealthy as to own so many animals that he re- 
quires more than that number in any one year he ought to be 
willing to pay something for it. 

I submit further that this pretense of doing it in the hope of 
stamping out the disease is contradicted and overturned by the 
experience of the last fifteen years. It is wrong in principle for 
the Government to interfere with private enterprise, and I hope 
the amendiment will be adopted. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, this matter was gone over carefully 
by the committee, as every other item in it was, and upon the 
very point that has been discussed here by our friend from Michi- 

an Mtr. LUCKING] we interrogated the Secretary of Agriculture. 
should like to have the Clerk read his answers to two questions, 
asked by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURLESON] and myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will rea‘. 


—____ 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. LAMB. That leads me to make a new inquiry of you. Mr ¢ 
have received letters saying the Government is making serum | 
blackleg, and trying to interfere with private enterprise, [ wo,), destroy 
hear from you on that. 5 * 4 Would like tg 

Secretary WILSON. Blackleg is a disease that affects young ay imals . 
calves; sometimes yearlings, and, very rarely, 2-year-olds. Tho » ‘S, mostly 
great difficulty in getting serum that was powerful enough to tn” bad 
make it here for probably a tenth of a cent a dose; and wo send sor? 
million and a half doses a year, free to the people, and the resy}t jc ‘ Ut, Say a 
ever we send it blackleg is disa panes. We are pushing this work ie 
theory that if we can prevent 
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: ackleg it will die out. rk with the 
It is the same with rabies. If you muzzle every dog in the District 
Columbia, and allow no other dog to come in, rabies will not cama. 2°! 
could not do that. The love for the pup is stronger than the love ¢., You 
woman, or child in the District of Columbia. and dogs can not he . a” 
here. That is the theory on which we are trying to experiment with )~ d 
leg, and we are succeeding. The day should come when there wil] nos 5 
particle of blackleg in the United States. = an 

Mr. BURLESON. As I understand it, Mr. Secretary, these 
maintained by the Bureau of Animal Industry and ‘its man 
mere trifle. 

Secretary WILSON. Yes. Of course we are interfering with tho tras 
and if we destroy blackleg in cattle, we will destroy their trade in bina. 
serum altogether. The economic question is whether we should maintse 
blackleg for the benefit of these manufacturers, iia 


Mr. LAMB. Now, Mr. Chairman, that goes to the root of this 
matter. The Government is stamping out blackleg just as it djq 
the foot-and-mouth disease, and the committee will see at oneo 
that the private business of these gentlemen referred to by the 
gentleman from Michigan will not be necessary after the Govern. 
ment has succeeded in stamping out this disease. 

Mr. LUCKING. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LAMB. Yes. 

Mr. LUCKING. Was not the same argument made thirteen 
years ago in this House, that you were stamping it out? 

Jar. LAMB. Ithink so. Experience since then has shown t 
we are stamping it out, and there is the evidence given by 
Secretary of Agriculture himself. 

Mr. LUCKING. They might say the same thing about small- 
pox or anything else that they chose to experiment with. 

Mr.MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Michigan will not prevail. I do not be- 
lieve that the number of doses of vaccine given to any one indi- 
vidual should be limited, at least the limit should not beas lowas 
suggested by the gentleman from Michigan. The Secretary of 
Agriculture very clearly pointed out that the object of the De- 
partment in the distribution of this vaccine is to stamp out black- 
leg; and during the time that this Government has been distrib- 
uting this vaccine blackleg has very largely diminished and is 
being gradually stamped out. The stock raisers of my State that 
I come in contact with, and with whom I correspond in regard to 
this matter, tell me that the vaccine furnished by private firms 
can not be depended upon; that, as a matter of fact, the Govern- 
ment vaccine is a specific; that on the other hand the vaccine that 
they obtain from the local merchants, either by reason of faut in 
its manufacture or by reason of the fact that it has become stae 
in the hands of local merchants, very often is of no value what- 
ever, whereas the blackleg vaccine furnished by the Government 
is always fresh and in every case efficacious. During the tim 
that this vaccine has been furnished by the Government, at least 
so far as my region is concerned, blackleg has decre: sed by at 
least one-half, indicating that, as a matter of fact, the discase 
being rapidly stamped out. ‘ 

Now, the gentleman from Michigan suggests that by reason 
this distribution stock raisers, or those pretending to be stock 
raisers, who apply for the vaccine are using it as an artioe @ 
merchandise. gentleman an 
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I want to call the attention of the ¢ . 
the House to the fact that the vaccine is never furnished except 
on an application indorsed by a Member of Congress or a penal" 
and if the Member indorsing that application will take the pons 
to satisfy himself, as he should, as to the character of the app! 
cant, there can be no question but what the vaccine \ ll be te 
erly and legitimately used. It has been my practice ae 
an application has reached me to assure myself beyon’ he tof 
question as to the character of the applicant and as to the 1) 
his being the owner of a sufficient number of cattle to requre™ 
number of doses he asks for. 

Mr. BOWIE. Is it not true that the cost of a 
cine to the Government is about one-tenth of | 
these private manufacturers sell an inferior quality 4 
dose? Atany rate avery much largeramount’ | 1a for 15 

Mr. MONDELL. I think that in our country if 1s S0! te 
cents a dose in small quantities, and 10 to 12 cents 4 dose in # 
quantities. : F 

Mr. BOWIE. It is about a hundred times as muc. Ao pelos 

Mr. MONDELL. The objection is not so muci (e . r tained 
objectionable as that is, as to the quality of the vaccine °'™ 
from private manufacturers. . oni 

Mr. BURLESON. If the gentleman will perm)t ™ 


e of this vac- 
nt. and that 


t 50 cents 4 


is it not a 








e drug stores and other places where the vaccine is 
fact that te if they fail to sell out the stock on hand in this year, 
kep y the stock over to next year, and sell it to the stock raisers, 
Ti consequence of that fact they do not get verile vaccine 

? 

mae MONDELL. I think that is unquestionably true, and 
obably that is the reason why the vaccine obtained in the locali- 
‘eg or in the local stores is often absolutely worthless, 

. Mr.BROOKS. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I very much hope 
that this amendment will not prevail. Ispeak fora large section, 
where the stock-growing interests are large and where the num- 
ber of people having small stock interests islarge. I want to say 
that in my experience I have had very many requests for the vac- 
cine to which the gentleman from Michigan alludes, and it is true 
that an application to the Department for this vaccine must bear 
the indorsement of a Congressman, so that I think I am fairly 
well informed as to the sources from which the requests come in 
my section, and thus far the largest single requests I have had 
has been for fifty doses of blackleg vaccine. I know also that 
these requests have come in a large majority of instances from 
yeople I have personally known to be not the large stockmen or 
from men who were seeking to get any undue advantage, but from 
the smaller stock growers and smaller ranchmen. To them this 
favor from the Government's bounty, while insignificant in cost, 
isa very important thing. Many of them are somewhat remote 
from sources of supply, and that which they can obtain locally 
is often, from no fault of the original manufacturers, inert and 

alueless. 

: To obtain easily, quickly, and without expense a reliable sup- 
ply has been of great assistance to the very ones who most need 
it. I know that it is very much desired and appreciated when re- 
ceived, and I feel that if the bill were to be amended it should be 
in the direction of making the distribution of vaccine more, rather 
than less, general. 

l understand also that a further reason for which the Agricul- 
tural Department desires to continue this distribution as it has 
hitherto carried it on is that it is important on account of the pro- 
tection thereby afforded to interstate commerce to eradicate the 
disease or to bring it where the Department can control it. The 
shipping of cattle from one section to another has made the ex- 
istence of blackleg on the ranges a very serious menace to the 
stock growers of the whole country. 

The interests which are protected from this danger by the dis- 
tribution of vaccine certainly have a right to demand further 
cons.deration, and to check the work now, before its results have 
been fully accomplished, would be shortsighted in the extreme. 
As to the statement that vaccine obtained from the Government 
issold for private gain, I can not think that this is the case to 
any considerable extent. Everything in my own experience is to 
the contrary, and it seems as though this must be a mistake. It 
seems to me that it is very important, therefore, for these and 
many other reasons, that this distribution should continue. I 
hope that the amendment will not prevail. 

Mr. LUCKING. Mr. Chairman, if it is not out of order I 
Would like a minute or so tomake some comment. Now, the 
gentleman, I think from Wyoming, suggested that the limitation 
placed in the proposed amendment was too small, that 100 doses 
was below what it ought to be, and I would ask him, if he seri- 
ously entertains the proposition of the amendment at all, what he 
Would consider a proper limitation? 
oh MONDELL. Personally, I do not think there should be 

imit. 

Mr. LUCKING. Very well; then I will not ask anything fur- 

et. Now, Mr. Chairman, with reference to the quality of the 
Vaccine prepared and sold by private manufacturing institutions 
of the country, I desire to say that the one house which I men- 
bp this morning, Parke, Davis & Co., send their preparations 

» over the civilized world; that no house on this continent stands 

fher or is more careful in the preparation of its products. 

ts products are used all through the Government institutions 
. ‘ery many of its departments, and I wish to protest vigorously 
ean the proposition that the article which is manufactured by 
Davin se ment is any better than that manufactured by Parke, 
avis & Co., and I would like to ask if any gentleman connected 
oo the Agricultural Department has ventured to say that any- 
joes of the kind was true or could be true. Furthermore, the 
ments now are under Government supervision which man- 
" on privately the blackleg vaccine. 

a MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield to me for amoment? 

— ho desire to criticise unjustly the product of any manufac- 
what jumpany in the Union, and if the gentleman listened to 

Mr Lu C said, he will recollect that I have stated — 
yourself KING. There were others who stated that, not 
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_ Mr. MONDELL (continuing). That either by reason of fault 
in manufacturing or by reason of deterioration of the quality of 
the goods by long storage they certainly did not produce as good 
results as the Government vaccine. 

Mr. LUCKING. Well, now, Mr. Chairman, that suggests the 
further fact for the consideration of the members of this com- 
mittee that the United States Government is actually engaged in 
manufacturing this stuff just as it isordered from day to day and 
giving any amount of it to anybody who may choose toask for it, 
and it hasdone that formany years. Now, thirteen years ago, ac- 
cording to the statistics furnished, they were putting forth nearly 
as much of this as now. It has increased, I think, about 250,000 
doses in the last thirteen years, and I submit for the Government 
to engage in the business after so many years, when it started 
the business purely as an experiment, and we understood it was 
an experiment to see what could be done, that it is an enterprise 
which ought not any longer to continue in the way it is now being 
conducted. That is all 1 desire to say. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was not agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ Botanical investigations and experiments: Investigations relating to me- 
dicinal, poisonous, fiber, and other economic plants, seeds, and weeds; the 
collection of plants, traveling expenses, and express and freight charges: for 
all necessary office fixtures; the purchase of paper and all other necessar 
supplies, materials, and apparatus; for rent and ordinary repairs of a build- 
ing for office and laboratory purposes, not to exceed $3,000; for gas and elec- 
tric current; for telegraph and telephone service; for the employment of in- 
vestigators, local and special agents, clerks, assistants, and student scientific 
aids atan annual salary of $480 each, and other labor in conducting experi- 
ments in the hy of Washington and elsewhere; and in collating, digesting, 
reporting, and illustrating the result of such experiments; subscriptions to 
and purchase of botanical publications for use in the division; and the prepa- 
ration, illustration, and publication of reports; to investigate and publish re- 
ports upon the useful plants and plant cultures of the tropical territory of 
the United States, and to investigate, report upon, and introduce other 
plants promising to be valuable for the tropical territory of the United States, 
such plants and botanical and agricultural information when secured to be 
made available for the work of agricultural experiment stations and schools; 
to investigate the varieties of cereals grown in the United States or suitable 
for introduction, in order to standar“ize the naming of varieties as a basis 
for the experimental work of the State experiment stations, and as an assist- 
ance in commercial grading, and to investigate, in cooperation with the 
Bureau of Chemistry, the cause of deterioration of export grain, particu- 
larly in oceanic transit, and devise means of preventing losses trom those 
causes, $65, 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman,I wish to offer an amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers an amend- 
ment hich the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert on page 20, in line 4, after the word “dollars,” the following: 

“The Secretary of Agriculture is hereby directed to obtain in the open 
market samples of seeds of grass, clover, or alfalfa, test the same, and if any 
such seeds are found to be adulterated or misbranded, or any seeds of Canada 
blue grass (Poa compressa) are obtained under any other name than Canada 
blue grass or Poa compressa, to publish the results of the tests together with 
the names of the persons by whom the seeds were offered for sale.” 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment. It 
has the approval of the Agricultural Department. It is to pro- 
tect the purchasers of seeds against the adulteration and mis- 
branding of seeds and to give the Secretary of Agriculture the 
authority to purchase samples of seeds and test the same and, if 
found to be adulterated or misbranded, to publish the results of 
the tests together with the names of persons offering such seed 
for sale. I will state, also, that this amendment has been care- 
fully considered by the Committee on Agriculture and is author- 
ized by the committee. 

Mr. COWHERD. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. I could not catch from the reading at the Clerk’s desk ex- 
actly what the amendment was. I understand there is a provision 
which calls for the publication of the names of parties who sold 
the seed. What is the purpose? 

Mr. HAUGEN. That is, after the seed has been found to be 
adulterated or misbranded. 

Mr. COWHERD. Is it intended to get samples of all seeds 
from everybody engaged in the business in the United States? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Oh, no. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. When the Department thinks it is nec- 


ssary. 
Mr. HAUGEN. When it is deemed necessary by the Depart- 


ment. 

Mr. BURLESON. I will state to the gentleman from Missouri 
that it is intended to put the public upon notice of who sells these 
adulterated seeds. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Arlington experimental farm: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to 
continue the necessary improvements to establish and maintaina general ex- 
perimental farm and agricultural station on the Arlington estate, in the State 
of Virginia, including employment of labor in the city of Washington or else- 
where, and for all necessary fixtures, supplies, material, apparatus, and 
other expenses, in accordance with the provisions of the act of Congress 
approved April 18, 1900, entitled ‘‘ An act tosetaparta portion of the Arlingten 


e 


Rev TIRRS RE 


arene 


Ek wes 








1682 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 5, 





estate for experimental agricultural purposes, and to place said portion un- 
der the jurisdiction of the Secretary of Agriculture and his successors in 
office,” which act shall be construed to confer upon the Secretary of Agri- 
culture and his successors jurisdiction over so much of the Government 
land in Alexandria County, Va., known asthe Arlington estate, as lies east 
of the public road leading from the Aqueduct Bridge to Alexandria, Va. 
otherwise called the Georgetown and Alexandria and between said roa 
and the Potomac River, containing about 400 acres, with the exception, how- 
ever, of astrip of land as follows: Commencing at the point where the George- 
town and Alexandria road enters the Arlington estate on the north side, thence 
along said road 625 yards, thence in a line perpendicular to said road to the 
Chesapeake and Ohio Canal, thence along said canal to the north line of the 
reservation, $15,000. 


Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 23, line 8, strike out the word “fifteen” and insert the word 
“twenty-five” so that it will read “* $25,000.” 


Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, thisexperimental farm at Arling- 
ton is the only experimental farm in the United States that be- 
longs to the Government. It was taken from the War Depart- 
ment in 1900 and turned over to the Agricultural Department for 
the purpose of an experimental station. It contains from 300 to 
400 acres, and the Agricultural Committee of this Houseis starving 
it to death. The act under which it was turned over to the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture provides: 

That the declared gag of this act is to set apart said tract of land as a 
general experimental! farm in its broadest sense, where all that pertains to 
agriculture in its several and different branches, including animal indust 
and horticulture, may be fostered and encouraged, and the practice an 


science of farming in the United States advanced, promoted, and practically 
illustrated. 


When this property was turned over to the Agricultural Depart- 
ment it presented the appearance which you can imagine it would 
after forty years of neglect. At one time the Arlington estate 
was among the most beautiful in Virginia, but it was confiscated 
in 1861-1865, and from the time it went into the hands of the Gov- 
ernment this portion of it, the low ground of the Arlington es- 
tate, remained without any cultivation, tillage, or care for forty 
years. For that length of timeit had been an eyesore to that 
portion of the State of Virginia and to this city. In 1900 it was 
turned over to the Agricultural Department and the Secretary 
was instructed to make it an experimental station, so as to be an 
example for agriculture in the several States of this Union. At 
that time the land was traversed by deep gullies, overgrown with 
underbrush and with not a building ora fence uponit. With the 
small appropriation of $15,000 the Secretary has gradually gotten 
the land into condition to proceed with experiments as contem- 
plated by the law of April 18, 1900, but for two years he has ap- 
pealed in vain to Congress to give him an additional appropria- 
tion. 

In his last annual report he takes four or five pages of the re- 
port urging the importance of a liberal appropriation for this ex- 
perimental station, and his concluding words are as follows: 


The more specialized character of work which each year becomes neces- 
sary in the management of the Arlington farm demands a greater expendi- 
ture per acre under cultivation, as new and urgent problems are continually 
presented for solution; and in order that the work now in progress may be 
completed and thatafew of the many new difficulties presented may each 
= be brought under consideration, it is respectfully recommended that at 

east $25,000 be set aside for use at the Arlington farm. 


Mr. Chairman, there is now an appropriation by the General 
Government for aid to the experimental stations in the several 
States. This is known as the ‘‘ Hatch fund,” and provides for the 
appropriation of $15,000 to each of the several States for experi- 
mental stations. These stations are under the control of the 
States and not of the Federal Government. The State of New 
York supplements the $15,000 which this Government gives for 
experimental purposes with $100,000, and the State of Dlinois sup- 
plements the $15,000 by an appropriation of $70,000, and yet this 
committee expects the Department of Agriculture to make the 
Arlington Experiment Station, which is larger than either and 
the only one owned by the Government, to be properly conducted 
and developed upon an expenditure of $15,000. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman state how much the State of 
Virginia supplements this appropriation? 

Mr. RIXEY. Virginia is not expected to supplement it, but if 
you will turn it over to the State of Virginia we will duplicate 
the amount. 

Mr. PAYNE. In other words, you will give $15,000? 

Mr. RIXEY. This land is owned entirely by the United States 
Government and is controlled by the Government. It was 
bought by the Government, and the State of Virginia has no juris- 
diction over it, because it has surrendered its jurisdiction. Why 
should you expect the State of Virginia to supplement the Gov- 
ernment ap riation? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BOWIE. I ask that the gentleman have five minutes 
more. 


re 


ae ttre, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks that th 
entleman from Virginia have five minutes more. [gs there ; 
jection? — a pause.] The Chair hears none, = 

Mr. RIXEY. r. Chairman, I will not take the whole fiv 
minutes. I only want a minute or two. Mr. Chairman. g De i. 
ing for myself, I have been ene in the results at the . 
lington farm. I had supposed that Congress would haye been 
liberal in its appropriations and have enabled the Secretary to n 
on with the developments on the lines contemplated in thé act of 
Congress giving him jurisdiction. He says he wants to conduct 
experiments in agriculture as they are conducted in the States, | le 
wants to show to the States what can be accomplished in agricul. 
ture. He is well informed and equip for the development of 
the national experimental farm, but he is unable to put up the 
buildings or to make the experiments unless this appropriation js 
increased. : 

I submit that what the Secretary asks for is less than he ought 
to have. Instead of $100,000 which New York gives to its experi- 
mental stations, this Government only gives fifteen thousand to 
the only experimental station that itowns. I submit that the 
amendment ought to be adopted, and that the committee should 
hereafter deal with this great experimental station in a spirit 
commensurate with the importance and dignity of the agricultura] 
interests—the greatest industry of our country. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the chair. 
man of the committee if in his judgment a mistake has not been 
made in ee: to establish this experimental farm on the 
Arlington estate. The Arlington estate was intended, I think, 
for two nee originally, neither of them an agricultural pur- 
pose, and now, for the uses of the military, they are seeking to 
secure additional very high-priced land in order that there may 
be room for the military maneuvers that ought to occur at that 
place. Has there not been a mistake made in taking the three or 
four hundred acres that lie down in the flats, admirably adapted 
for military maneuvers, and attempting to establish this farm at 
that place? I think so; and I for one would be unwilling that 
there should be any permanent improvements that will be de- 
stroyed when the estate is returned to the real uses for which it 
was purchased and to which it ought to be dedicated. 

Every foot of that land is needed now for the maneuvers of the 
troops that from time to time will be there and that perhaps ought 
to be there at all times, and we ought to use that which we have 
and not pay, as is contemplated by certain real estate firms in this 
city, five hundred, a thousand, or two thousand dollars an acre 
for additional land in order to make needed room for military 
maneuvers. ; 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Agri- 
culture, I may state, has always been opposed to the establish- 
ment of a Government experimental farm. They take the ground 
that the experiment station in each State and Territory, to which 
the National Government contributes $15,000 annually, is sufli- 
cient. 

In other words, that an experiment made here on the shores of 


the Potomac would be of no account in the State of Pennsylvania 
or the State of New York. Therefore, as an experimental farm 
it has never been popular, I may say, with the Committee on 
—— 

tr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me to say, for fear 


of being misunderstood, that I do not want to make any criticism 
upon the policy of the establishment of this national experimental 
station. I believe in it; I think it ought to be done. I don 
agree with the committee on that matter; but I do believe that 
we have made a mistake in locating it here upon the high-price¢ 
lands so near the capital. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. In considering this question, Mr. ' 


‘hair- 


man, the committee simply decided to put this experimental st 
tion on all fours with all the other experimental staficns of the 
country. The United States Government gives $1500 a year 
the experimental stations located in each State and Territory: 
We have simply treated this United States experimental oe 


exactly as we have treated those in the several States. + at I 
tion can not be built up, I admit, in one year with $15,000: vo 
disagree with the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rixry}. ! 9 
great work has been done there already under previous appror 
tions and the work will continue, and in ten years, with rn te 
expended there, you will have a magnificent experimen al —_— 
And let me say further to the gentleman from Virgins that Vi 
ginia is very fortunate in’ having two stations that the Govern 
ment gives $15,000 each to. nove te this 
There is the State experimental station, and then there" 
experimental station. Now, the mere matter of $10,000 does 
amount to very much, but we simply put it on the same e tteen 
as we put all the other stations, and, as I say, in ten OF” 
years that station will be a magnificent station wit) @" an 
appropriation of $15,000. t the 
Mr. RIXEY. Does not the State of New York supplemen 








1904. 


ee 
$15,000 which the Government gives by an appropriation of over 


jred thousand dollars? 
a hun ciuaineme 


Mr. WADSWORTH. That is very true. 
nia do the same? ada - 

Mr, RIXEY. Virginia has nothing to do with this station. 
The policy of establishing it was decided by Congress. Four 

‘Congress decided to establish this station and turned it 
gricultural Department. In reply to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HeppuRn] I desire simply to state that the Sec- 
retary of War reported that he had no use for this portion of the 
Arlington estate—about 300 acres of land; that the tract con- 
tained altogether about twelve hundred, and that the remainder 
was all that was needed for themilitaryreservation and the national 
cemetery, and he would be very glad to have the river low grounds 
transferred to the Secretary of Agriculture. The Military Com- 
mittee of the House unanimously reported the bill, and it became 

aw. 
“ know of no effort on the part of real estate men,as charged 
by the gentleman from Iowa, to foist upon the Government tracts 
of land adjacent to this capital for military purposes. So far as 
] know, this Government has now at the military reservation at 
Arlington more land than it has any use for. The 400 acres of 
river bottom land are admirably adapted to experimental pur- 
poses. It has been turned over to the Secretary of Agriculture 
for that purpose, and it seems to me to be the worst kind of econ- 
omy to say that you will not increase the small appropriation 
which it now has. If it were put on the same footing as New 
York, you would give it over $100,000. The Secretary of Agricul- 
ture is, in my judgment, the most conservative member of the 
Government in submitting his estimates to Congress, and the 
Committee on Agriculture is the only committee that I know of 
that does in any way keep down the expenditures of its Depart- 
ment, 

Mr. WADS Wyn es Well, the gentleman does not blame us 
for it, does he? 

Mr. RIXEY. Oh,I do not blame the committee, but I think 
there is such a thing as false economy, and in this particular there 
is false economy, because you simply give the Secretary enough 
to keep the experimental farm open, without funds, however, for 
proper development, Why this economy in agriculture and waste- 
ful extravagance in other Departments? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Ideny utterly that statement of the gen- 
tleman. A few days ago I passed aday with Professor Galloway, 
of the Department, in making an inspection of what has been done 
on this farm. Great improvements have been made there. *Fif- 
teen thousand dollars will make still greater improvements, and 
$15,000 appropriated next year will continue the work. Rome 
was not built in a day, and we can not make that experimental 
station in a day, 

Mr. RIXEY. Rome was not built in a day, and if Romulus 
and Remus had been members of the Agricultural Committee, it 
never would have been begun. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is a matter of ancient history that 
I will not discuss with the gentleman from Virginia. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Rrxey, it 
was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

° Purchase and distribution of valuable seeds: For the purchase, propaga- 
ion, testing, and distribution of valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, 
Cuttings, and plants; for rent of building, not to exceed $3,000; the employ- 
ment of local and special agents, clerks, assistants, and other labor required, 
2 the city of Washington and elsewhere; all necessary office fixtures and 

'pphes, fuel, transportation, paper, twine, gum, printing, postal cards, gas, 
and electric current; oveling sxpenese, and all necessary material and re- 
| spe putting up and distributing the same, and to be distributed in locali- 
shall b _ d tot 1eir culture, $290,000, of which amount not more than $48,000 
than sone cn pended for labor in the city of Washington, D. C., and not less 

And the ena be allotted for Congressional distribution. 
onan ne pocretary of aan is hereby directed to expend the said 

y as practicable, in the purchase, testing, and distribution of 


such valuable seeds, bul i t 
fic valuabl 8 eds, bi bs, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, the best he 


spective | rivate sale, and such as shall be suitable for the re- 
= Ve localities to which the same are to be apportioned, and in which 
shall are to be distributed as hereinafter stated, and such seeds so purchased 
ee ened ude a variety of vegetable and flower seeds suitable for planting and 
two-thi 4 the various sections of the United States. An equal proportion of 
plants hey) 22d no more, of all seeds, bulbs, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and 
Agrienlto ne {bon their request, after due notification by the Secretary of 
tributic i" that the allotment to their respective districts is ready for dis- 
gresa on © supplied to Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Con- 
ment o - distribution among their constituents, or mailed by the Depart- 
by the b tt i ie receipt of their addressed franks; such franks to be furnished 
Senators, Mas Printer as is now done for document slips with the names of 
States Dore bers, and Delegates printed thereon, and the words “ United 
other i partment of Agriculture, Congressional seed distribution,” or such 
such oad clogy as the Secretary may direct; and the person receiving 
experimen : all be requested to inform the Department of the results of the 
herein oi - therewith: Provided, That all seeds, bulbs, plants, and cuttings 

eerie ted to Senators, oapeenanensven and Delegates in Congress for 

y the Seen, maining uncalled for on the ist of April shall be distributed 
Rhames oo i ia, of Agriculture, ae nee to those persons whose 
in Congress a.°S8e8 have been furnished by Senators and Bepremantatives 
by the} °S8, and who have not before, during the same season, n supplied 
And provided also, That the Secretary shall report, as 


Brovided oe riment: 
in this act, the place, quantity, and price of seeds purchased, and 


years ago 
over to the A 
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the date of purchase; but nothing in this paragraph shall be construed to 
vent the Secretary of Agriculture from sending seeds to those who apply 
‘or the same. 

And the amount herein appropriated shall not be diverted or used for any 
other pu but for the purchase, propagation, and distribution of valuable 
seeds, bulbs, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants: Provided, however, That 
upon each snveere or wrapper containing packages of seeds the contents 
thereof shall be plainly indicated, and the Secretary shall not distribute to 
any Senator, Representative, or Delegate seeds entirely unfit for the climate 
and locality he eoyeesonss. but shall distribute the same so that each Member 
may have seeds of equal value, as near as may be, and the best adapted to the 
locality he represents: Provided also, That the seeds allotted to Senators and 
Representatives for distribution in the districts embraced within the twenty- 
fifth and thirty-fourth parallels of latitude shall be ready for delivery not 
later than the i0th day of January: Provided further, That $40,000 of the sum 
thus appropriated, or so much thereof as the Secretary of Agriculture shall 
direct, may be used to collect, purchase, test, propagate, and distribute rare 
and valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants from for- 
eign countries for experiments with reference to their introduction into this 
country; and the seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants thus 
collected, purchased, tested, and propagated shall not be included in general 
distribution, but shall be used for experimental tests to be carried on with 
the cooperation of the agricultural experiment stations. 


Mr.SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a point of 
order upon that portion of the paragraph just read, beginning at 
line 10, page 24, and ending with line 24, page 26. I make this 
point of order on the ground that the provision embraced within 
the lines I have specified is a change of existing law and an abso- 
lute and mandatory limitation upon the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture vested in him by the law. May I be heard 
for a few moments on this point? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly; the Chair will gladly hear the 
gentleman on the point of order. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, the original law on this sub- 
ject is found in the Revised Statutes of 1878, section 527, which 
reads as follows: 

The purchase and distribution of seeds by the Department of Agriculture 
shall be confined to such seef@s as are rare and uncommon to the country or 


such as can be made more profitable by frequent changes from one part of 
the country to another. 





Under that provision of law the distribution of seeds is placed 
within the discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture. 

I now desire to read from the Constitution, Manual, and Digest, 
page 347, the following annotation: 

It has been generally held that provisions giving a new construction of 
law or limiting the discretion which has been exercised by officers charged 


_— _ duties of administration are changes of law within the meaning of 
the rule. 


Now, as I understand the matter, certain limitations upon the 
discretion of an administrative officer are not subject to this point 
of order, but those limitations apply to the administrative func- 
tions of the officer, and they must not be so mandatory as to be 
equivalent to a direct and substantive enactment of law. 

Yow, under this paragraph, after the appropriation is provided 
for as required and authorized by law, the bill proceeds to direct 
the exact manner in which the Secretary of Agriculture shall con- 
duct the distribution of seeds. Nothing is left to that discretion 
which has been vested in him by the solemn terms of the law. 
The paragraph of the bill reads, in part, as follows: 

And the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby directed to expend the said 
sum, as nearly as practicable, in the purchase, testing, and distribution of such 
valuable seeds, bulbs, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, the best he can 
obtain at public or private sale, etc. 


It will be seen that the language is directly mandatory. The 
provision proceeds further to state that the distribution shall be 
made through Congressmen; that blanks shall be furnished by 
the Public Printer, such as are now furnished as document slips, 
with the names of Members, Senators, and Delegates printed 
thereon—a clause for which there is no possible authority in the 
statutory law, aclause for which there is no possible anthoriza- 
tion. And the other clauses of the bill are subject to the same 
objection and the same criticism. 

The bill, proceeding, provides a certain time of the year within 
which the seeds allotted to certain Senators and Representatives 
must be distributed. In other words, the bill proceeds, under the 
guise of an appropriation, to prescribe a new and substantive 
law—a method by which the Secretary of Agriculture is com- 
manded to proceed with this distribution, allowing nothing to 
that discretion which is given him by the statute. 

I ask for the ruling of the Chair upon this proposition, and after- 
wards I may desire to offer an amendment to the section. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not care to say anything upon the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question raised by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD] presents some difficulties. The Chair is 
inclined to construe the bill somewhat as if it read in a little dif- 
ferent manner—as if it read thus: 

‘*And the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby directed to expend 
the said sum. as nearly as practicable, only on the following con- 
ditions: For the purpose of testing and distribution,”’ etc. 

And while admitting that you can not place a limitation upon 
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the discretion of the Secretary where the law gives him a right 
to exercise it, yet construing this paragraph not as a limitation 
upon his discretion, but rather an addition, and a limitation upon 
which the appropriation is granted, I shall not sustain the point 
of order to the whole section, yet there is one provision in the 
section that the Chair holds to be clearly subject to the point of 
order. That is that part of the section commencing with the word 
‘*such,”’ in line 2, and ending with the word “‘ direct,’’ in line 7, 
page 25: 

Such franks to be furnished by the Public Printer as is now done for docu- 


ment slips with the names of Senators, Members, and Delegates printed 
thereon, and the words * United States Department of Agriculture, Congres- 


direct. 
It seems to the Chair that this is new legislation, and that it is 
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legislation on an appropriation bill, directing what the printing | 
department shall do, and as the Chair understands the rules of | 


the House, that portion of the section being subject to the point 
of order, it vitiates the whole section. Therefore the Chair sus- 
tains the point of order made by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. WADSWORTH rose and was recognized, and yielded to 
Mr. Scorr. 

Mr.SCOTT. Mr. Chairman,I should like toask the gentleman 
from Texas a question. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I understand the point of order has been 
sustained. 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire unanimous consent to say a few words. 
I should like to direct a suggestion to the gentleman from Texas 
{[Mr. SHEPPARD] if he will listen toit. I understand, of course, 
that his object in raising this point of order is to strike out the 
whole section, and under the ruling of the Chair that will be done 
unless the lines which the Chair has just called attention to are 
stricken out. The gentleman from Texas will readily understand 
thatit will be very easy to submit this paragraph again, eliminat- 
ing the objectionable lines. so that the purpose of his objection 
will be defeated; and it will not only be defeated, but the Mem- 
bers of this House will be deprived of the very great benefit con- 
ferred upon them in the matter of convenience by the lines stricken 
out. I wanted to ask the gentleman from Texas, in view of this 
fact, if he would not be willing to withdraw his point of order, 
so that these words, by means of which a great convenience is 


remain in the bill. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, proceeding by the same 
unanimous consent which has been given to the gentleman, I de- 
sire to say that the object of my entire contention has been to 
call attention to the irregular, impracticable, and useless manner 
in which the seed distribution is conducted at present. The object 


of my argument has never been to secure the entire abolition of | 


the seed distribution which is provided in the law of 1862, estab- 
lishing the Department of Agriculture; but my object has been 
simply to improve it and to place it in such a condition that it 
will be a true test, and will tend to the thorough development of 
the soil of the nee in accordance with the original intention. 
After withdrawing the point of order on the statement made by 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Scott] I shall offer an amend- 
ment embodying my ideas, and I trust that they will receive some 
consideration. My purpose was simply to fix the attention of 
the House upon the condition of affairs with reference to the seed 
ne Having attained that object, I withdraw the point 
of order. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I renew the point of order. If the 
Chairman entertains the suggestion of the gentleman from Texas 
that he can withdraw the point of order after it has been dis- 
cussed and ruled upon. I certainly—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not entertain the suggestion 
that the point of order can be withdrawn after it has been ruled 


upon. 

Mr. LIND. That it can? 

The CHAIRMAN. It can not be withdrawn after the ruling 
of the Chair. 

Mr. SCOTT. Could it be withdrawn by unanimous consent? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Kansas that he thinks the better way would be to ask unanimous 
consent to offer the whole section as an amendment. 

Mr.SCOTT. Then, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, the whole section having 
gone out under the point of order, I have the right to offer a sub- 
stitute, have I not? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has the right to offer a new 
section, and he has the right to offer the whole section by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The entire section? 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent is the only way, the 
Chair thinks, in which the gentleman could offer the whole sec- 
tion again after it has been struck out. 
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Se 


Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard ¢, 
one minute, so as to define my position. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state to the gen} 
from Minnesota there is nothing before the committee. 
Mr. LIND. I know there is not. I ask unanimous conse 
to make a statement, for not to exceed two minutes. _ 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesotaasks unanj 
mous consent that he may be permitted to speak for two minutes, 
Is there objection? [After a pause.) The Chair hears none 
Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I want to say for the benefit of the 
chairman of this committee that I shall feel it my duty to object 


Yr just 


leman 


| to unanimous consent for any proposition that involves the ; 
sional seed distribution,” or such other phraseology as the Secretary may | : = P ‘Ives the con- 


tinuance of the present miserable, demoralizing habit of sending 
out seed that has no special value. [Applause.] Now, in every 
legislative and administrative position that I have filled I haya 
gone as far as any other man to vote and work for the further. 
ance of every legitimate interest of agriculture, and have been 
a consistent, active supporter of the agricultural college of our 


| State; and I doubt whether there is a better one in the United 


States. There may be those as good, but none better. It is do. 
ing splendid work. If one-half of the money that is wasted by 
our delegation from. Minnesota in this work of. sending out often- 
times worthless seeds were turned into the treasury of our agri- 


| cultural college, we would be doing twentyfold more good for 


| agriculture than comes from this system. 


| my quota of seed faithfully. 
afforded to Members of this House and of the Senate, may still | 





I think it is time for the membership of this House to rise to 


| the dignity of meeting this question, as well as all other questions, 


on its merits. Let us take the $290.000 that we fritter away in 
this manner and distribute it pro rata among the agricultural col- 
leges of this land, and the benefits to agriculture would be ten- 
fold—aye, a hundredfold—greater. 

The original scheme of the law was for the Agricultural De- 
partment—at that time we did not have good stations in the sey- 
eral States—to secure and send out new, rare, and valuable for- 
eign seed for experimental purposes. This was legitimate and 
proper; but now it would be infinitely better to supply such seed 
to the various agricultural colleges than to have them distributed 
by Members of Congress. This is not the kind of work that we 
were elected todo. Iam willing to do anything for my constitu- 
ents, but I do not want to waste their money. I am sending out 
It does not affect seed distribution 
for this session, but I say we ought to do the right thing, and cut 
it off for the future. Let us have one year of respite and relief, 
Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LIND. Iask unanimous consent that I may have a min- 
ute more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent that he may have one minutemore. Is there objec- 





tion? [Aftera nae The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LIND. say, Mr. Chairman, let the country have one 
year’s respite, one session’s respite from this work, and the mem- 
bership of this House will enjoy it quite as much as our constitu- 
ents. Then, if we want to go back to this miserable practice, let 


us reinstate it. Now we have the opportunity, without requiring 
individuals to go on record, to do the right thing. Let us em- 
brace and improve this opportunity. That is all I have to say. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman—— 
The CHAIRMAN. There is nothing before the committee. 
The gentleman from Minnesota was speaking by unanimous con- 


sent. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that I 
may have five minutes. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. 
before the House. a 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I now offer a substitute 
for the paragraph stricken out on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. , - 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I will save time by stating to the Hous 
that on page 24, after line 9, I have reinstated that paragraph in 
detail with the exception of the lines at the top of page »> =. 
mencing with the words ‘‘such franks to be furnished by the 
Public Printer’ and ending on line 7 with the word “direct, 1 
conformity to the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. CANDLER. Why does not the 
read those words? 

Mr. LIND. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
amendment. ’ ntenauth 

Mr. LIND. _I make the point of order against the amends’ 

Mr. BURLESON. Will the gentleman read the words that are 
to be stricken out? ante 

Mr. WADSWORTH. These are the words, commencs 
line 2, page 25: 


Such franks to be furnished by the Public Printer as is now do tes printed 
ment slips with the names of Benators, Members, and Delege tes 


I object. I want to get something 


gentleman from New York 


has a right to offer the 


yne for docts 
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a cantienint 

‘ “United States Department of Agriculture, Con- 
there a distribution,” or such other’ phraseology mit the Secretary 
may direct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
New York to ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 2 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Now I offer this as an amendment. / 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment in 
the nature of a substitute. . 

Mr. LIND. And on the amendment I make the point of order. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the section. 

Mr. BOWIE. I see nouse inreading it. I askunanimouscon- 
sent that we dispense with the reading, it having been read once. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that the reading of the substitute or amendment be 
dispensed with. Isthere objection? [Afterapause.] The Chair 

ars none. 
here BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know whether 
the amendment offered by the chairman of the committee is iden- 
tical with the bill as reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. -No; it is not. 

Mr. BOWIE. It strikes out the part subject to the point of 
rder. 

: The CHAIRMAN. If identical, it would have required unani- 
mous consent to offer it. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I still reserve the point of order 
against the amendment offered as being different from existing 
law on the subject, and on that point I wish to be heard very 
briefly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. LIND. The existing law on this subject is found in section 
527 of the Revised Statutes. Has the Chair the Revised Statutes, 
section 527? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has read it. 

Mr. LIND. The Chair will observe that it reads this way: 

The purchase and distribution of seeds by the Department of Agriculture 
shall be confined to such seeds as are rare and uncommon to the country. 

It shall be confined to such seeds as are rare and uncommon to 
the country, and this committee has no power to make an appro- 
priation for a wholesale purchase of any sort or kind of seeds. If 
the chairman of the committee will offer an amendment of a 
reasonable amount to be expended in conformity with the section 
of the statute just read, I shall not object. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, it doubtless would be in 
accord with the spirit of the old law and would be very much bet- 
ter for all concerned if the seeds, plants, bulbs, cuttings, vines, 
etc., to be distributed were essentially of rare and valuable quali- 
ties and largely for the purpose of experimentation and introduc- 
tion, I take it that under the provision of this bill as it stood and 
under the law as the law is the Secretary of Agriculture could 
invest the sum appropriated in securing those rare, valuable, and 
new things for distribution as the law provides. I take it that 
this provision as it stood in the first place, or as offered now as 
an amendment by the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, 
8 “e require that the Secretary buy ordinary, cheap, or worth- 

ess seeds, 

Whatever may be said theoretically about these things, and 
whether or not abuses may have sprung up, it is also true that 
many people in the country like to get packages of these seeds 
and put a value upon them higher, perhaps, than we do here in 
the House; and when we are dealing with the matter theoretically 
they deal with it practically. A good many of these seeds they 
find to be valuable—at least, they conclude they are valuable, and 
in the use of them by these people they prove so. A great many 
good varieties of seeds are introduced into neighborhoods where 
they are well adapted to the needs of the county, and, where once 
introduced, the seeds remain and are used year after year and 
Perhaps generation after generation. 
ued lieve while there may have been abuses in this matter, bet- 

joudement and more care may be exercised in it, and that the 
telorm Which knocks out entirely the appropriation is a reform 
°n paper and in theory rather than a ae reform, and that it ap- 
Peals more to our own aesthetic notions than to the views and 
caperiences of our constituents. I believe that if this amendment 
ae be restored it ought to be restored with the part stricken out 
tn - a do not know what objection there can be, if the seeds are 
on istributed at all, to authorizing the Secretary of Agricul- 
with’ * the instance of a Member, to have blank slips prepared. 
‘one Member’s frank printed upon them and the name also of 

8 State, if he chooses. 
ial o a convenience in distribution, and the cost of it is very triv- 
my the objection to it is oneI can not see. So, if thisamend- 
Pay 4s offered by thechairman of the Committee on Agriculture, 
the ‘in Considered. before the House with a view of restoring to 

; part of the matter ruled out, I shall offer an amendment 
amendment to restore to it the other part stricken out. 
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Mr. LIND. If you will let me make a statement I will with- 
draw the point of order on that if the Chair holds that. 

Mr. BOWIE. We want to get—— 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Now, I desire, Mr. Chairman, if it be in 
order, to submit an amendment to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New York, the chairman of the Committee on 
Agriculture, to restore to the bill this provision which has just 
been stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state tothe gentleman 
from Missouri that there is a point of order raised against the 
amendment presented by the gentleman from New York and the 
Chair thinks another amendment will not be in order until that 
point of order is decided. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I understood that point would be with- 
drawn, pending the offering of thisamendment. I may be wrong 
about that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will rule upon the point of order 
now, if nothing further—— 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, let me suggest this as to 
the amendment against which the point of order is'made, that, 
subject to the point of order, if the gentleman will reserve the 
point of order, I would like to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment, and let the committee consider that if it will. 

Mr. LIND. I willsay to the Chair that if the Chair should hold 
that the amendment offered by the chairman of the committee is 
in order, then I shall withdraw the point of order as to the other 
portion. If we are to retain this, I want to retain the whole ma- 
chinery of the bill. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. That, Mr. Chairman, was my position ex- 
actly in withdrawing the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair stated at first, this is a some- 
what difficult question to decide, but in the opinion of the Chair 
the point of order raised by the gentleman from Minnesota 
against this amendment is not well taken, as a careful reading of 
the whole section of the statute will show. The Chair will read 
for the instruction of the House the whole of the section of the 
statute of which the gentleman from Minnesota read only a part. 
It is as follows; 

Sec. 527. The purchase and distribution of seeds by the Department of Ag- 
riculture shall be confined to such seeds as are rare and uncommon to the 
country, or such as can be made more profitable by frequent changes from 
one part of our own country toanother; and the purchase or propagation and 
distribution of trees, plants, shrubs, vines, and cuttings shall be confined to 


such as are adapted ea cultivation and to promote the general inter- 
ests of horticulture and agriculture throughout the United States. 


So the committee will see that the statute is somewhat broader 
than that part of it which was read by the gentleman from Min- 
nesota. ow, the provisions here in the proposed amendment, 
the Chair thinks, are not necessarily in conflict with the statute 
when all of it is considered and its scope and purpose considered. 
The amendment reads: 

And the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby directed to expend the said 
sum as nearly as practicable in the purchase, testing, and distribution of such 
valuable seed, bulbs, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, the best he can ob- 


tain at public or ye sale, and such as shall be suitable for the respective 
localities to which the same are to be apportioned, 





The Chair does not think there is anything in that portion of 
the amendment which I have read which necessarily changes the 
original statute, or is it a change of existing law; and the Chair 
therefore overrules the point of order. 

Mr. LIND. Then, Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my point of or- 
der as to the whole section. If necessary, I will ask unanimous 
consent that I may withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, if the House will adopt 
my amendment, I will ask unanimous consent that the paragraph 
mentioned by the gentleman from Missouri be reinserted. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I think the better way, Mr. Chairman, to 
get at that is to offer it as an amendment. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is immaterial. 


Mr. DE ARMOND. If youattempt to doit by unanimous con- . 


sent it can be defeated by one Member. I offer it as an amend- 
ment, to insert in the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
New York that part of the original paragraph that was eliminated 
from it. 
Tne CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 25, line 2, insert “such franks to be furnished by the Public Printer 
as is now done for document slips, with the names of Senators, Members, 
and Delegates printed thereon, and the words, ‘ United States Department 
of Agriculture, Congressional Seed Distribution,’ or such other phraseology 
as the Secretary may direct.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, I disagree very much with 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. LIND] and also with the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD] relative to the benefit of Gov- 
ernment seed distribution. These gentlemen have overlooked, it 
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seems to me, the important element in the distribution of seeds, 
which is provided for in this section, and that is the transplant- 
ing of reeds from one portion of this great country to another. 
Any person who studies agriculture knows that the transplanting 
of ordinary seeds from one portion of the country to another, sub- 
jecting them to the various influences of climate and soil, is of 
great benefit and value to agriculture. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. My amendment provides for that. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes; but it seems to me that the distribu- 
tion of seeds, as the Government has been doing it, is of great 
value and should be continued. I want to state an experience 
that we have had in Colorado in the transplantation of ordinary 
seed. We grow in Colorado a melon called the Rocky Ford can- 
taloupe. It was produced by planting the ordinary seed in a dif- 
ferent soil and under different conditions and subject to the 
influence of irrigation. Those seeds produced the finest canta- 
loupes in the world. They are shipped to the New York market 
and even tothe London market. That transplantation was not 
only of benefit to the people in Colorado, but also to every State 
that has grown melons, because these seeds go back to the origi- 
nal place and there a superior melon is produced therefrom to 
that which was originally grown and from which the seed came. 
Do gentlemen say that that is not in the interest of the develop- 
ment of agriculture? 

There have been other developments along the same lines. 
When we recognize that the 500 varieties of apples all originally 
came from the common crab apple, we must acknowledge that the 
transplanting of common seeds from one part of the world to an- 
other is of great value. When we take into consideration that 
the many varieties of peaches all came from one plant, a bitter 
plant that was supposed to be poisonous, we find what develop- 
ment is possible from transplantation and cultivation. 

Within the last ten or fifteen years we have found great results 
from the transplanting of seed from one portion of the country 
with reference to sugar beets. 

The quantity of saccharine matter contained in beets has 
been doubled in the last fifteen years, and why? use this 
ordinary seed has been transplanted from one portion of the 
country to another, development has taken place through cultiva- 
tion under different climates and soils, and that very seed trans- 
—— back to the original place from which it came has pro- 

nuced much sweeter beets; so that now the quantity of saccharine 
matter contained in sugar beets is double that which it was fifteen 
years ago. Is not that of advantage to agriculture? Is not that 
of immense benefit to the people of this country? 

It may be said that this did not occur through Government 
distribution, but some of it evidently did. The Secretary of 
Agriculture has been very active in encouraging the transplanta- 
tion and cultivation in different soils and climates of sugar-beet 
seed. It has produced great results, and I have no doubt that a 
large portion of it is due to the fact that it came through Gov- 
ernment distribution. But, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that 
what these gentlemen are complaining of is not even well founded 
from their standpoint. The farmers are not ridiculing the dis- 
tribution of Government seeds. Every Member of Congress 
receives requests for them. I have never yet received one that 
indicated ridicule, and I doubt very much whether any Member 
of Congress has. 

The people appreciate the distribution of the seeds, and they are 
continually reciting in letters to me that they have gotten good re- 
sults; often, even, that they have preserved the seed grown there- 
from, and that they have distributed the same among their neigh- 
bors. Is it possible that there is no benefit to agriculture in this? 
Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that from any standpoint, from the 
standpoint that we are giving a benefit to the farmer even if it 
would not produce development in cultivation, is wise, as the 
farmer does not get a fair distribution of the taxes that he is com- 
pelled to pay; and when we take into consideration the other fact 
that the transplanting and cultivation of these common seeds in 
various portions of the country produces wonderful development 
and wonderful benefit to agriculture, it seems to me no one ought 
to oppose the amendment that is offered. [Applause.] 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. i , yielding to every 
other Member of the House his views upon this subject of seed 
distribution, I commend the spirit that seeks to guard against 
fraud and peculation in this branch of the service. I am not un- 
mindful that our good Secretary of Agriculture was im upon 
to the extent of many thousands of dollars by seed sharks and 
looters whose scales were found wanting and who foisted on us 
and on our constituents false weights and bad seeds. But he 
seeks to secure and rare seeds for distribution, and he went 
cabcapeaththe.autalie Und woke thant daguge 5 Gaal up 

e t em di . stand up 
oni emo : th Snteerity f saa ace 
an tness to the ity of our oO ture, 
Mr. James Wilson, who seeks to bring to its highest efficiency this 
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system, which within moderate and reasonable bounds is to 
commended. In this I think I only state the sentimey: , 
membership in the House. , 

This is not the first instance where there has been present 
this floor, nor throughout the country, an objection to the ai. 
tribution of seeds. I remember a few years ago the metro» litan 
newspapers of the country took up the subject and by a eile 
of promotion, encouraged and advanced by the seed honss« . = 
sellers, Congress was assailed by a flood of articles and by anony 
mous circulars and postal cards by professional promoters in lar, 
cities, who never went out in the country long enongh to breathe 
its honest air, and we were asked in a form indicating that soma 
good housewife had requested to send her a package of hairpins 
or a card of buttons under our system of paternalism. In tho 
same form somebody else would ask for rakes and spades and 
shovels, all unsigned, and the fruit of these hypocritical sentiment 
promoters. 

Others went so far as to ask us for scoop shovels and road 
scrapers and thrashing machines and traction engines and all map. 
ner of farm implements; but at that time they were not thinking 
of from two to four hundred million to be spent in the isthmiay, 
canal for the commerce and shipping interests, a hundred million 
annually for Army, and a like sum for Navy, and the innumer- 
able millions in all manner of undertakings; they could only seo 
the comparatively few thousands for the encouragement of agri- 
culture. This was the range of their vision and the range of their 
patriotism; this was the policy of the seed houses of the country 
who desired to sell to our farmer constituents and did not want 
the Secretary of Agriculture to advance and promote the farm in- 
dustry by sending rare seeds to the various sections of the country. 

At that time we had a Member who industriously wrote letters 
to the newspapers, and, prompted somewhat by the fact that he 
had large -selling interests in his district, his letters were 
molded to invite opposition to seed distribution. He received an- 
swers, and studiously throwing out those which did not agree with 
his notions he saved those to the contrary, and when he mace 
the motion to strike out the seed distribution and argued it elab- 
orately he asked to insert the sea of newspaper statements in his 
remarks, which was granted; but the House stood for it then by 
an almost unanimous vote, and that speech and those newspaper 
articles died away in the echoes and have never appeared to plague 
him in the agricultural State he represented. 

For years this 2 ae pene remained in the agricultural 
appropriation bill without question. It is producing its benefits 
throughout the country; we will go far if we heed the advice or 
the promotion of the various seed-industry interests and deny to 
the farmer the advantage of securing about the only thing he ever 


gets. 

It is true that the boll-weevil appropriation of some thousands 
of dollars was for the farmer, and the appropriation to eradicate 
the foot-and-mouth disease, nearly $300,000, was for the farmer, 
but at the same time it was for the consumers as well. Literature 
is in the same line, but outside of these appropriations, if you 
come to consider over it in your leisure, you will find that this is 
about all the American farmer gets out of the paternalism of the 
Government, while hundreds of millions go into other channels. 

Under the rules I shall ask for a division when we come to 4 
vote upon this proposition to see how Congress stands, and that 

may then _ notice to the country and to those masquerad- 
ing r the hypocritical pretense of patriotism when they only 
selfishly look to sell more seed, and thus they may find out 
whether or not we are decisively in favor of it or against it. [Ap- 


ag: 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I shall not pursue this any further. I notice that my colleagues 
want the seeds, and it is well that they should have them; but I 
want to call attention to one thing that may set our farmer coh: 
stituents to thinking. 

Last year you appropriated $270,000 for seeds; and I read from 
the Secretary’s report that out of that $270,000 $42,000 in round 
numbers went for expenses, $48,000 went to the Brown bag Mill- 
ing Company, $1,600 for the purchase of bags, $16,(00 for miscel- 
laneous expenses. Now, when you tell your farmer constitucn™ 
that you areconsidering their welfare, and add by way of postse™? 
that for every 5 cents’ worth of seeds that you send home 1! ©os 
the Government, including transportation, something lik .” 
cents, they may not think that the investment is so very pat™10" 

I want to say to my friend from Colorado [Mr. SHarro?!!) (i 
if this point of order had been sustained I should imm: diately, 
or whenever we reached the section, have offered an ajnenal - 
providing that the $290,000 which it was the design df the cou 
mittee to devote to this purpose should be added to the me ra 
ation for the agricultural colleges throughout the land. 1 Ov 
not propose to take a cent from the farmer; but I wanted to P “4 
the money where it would do the country and the great agnct 
tural interests the most good. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dre 

2vvU ) } . 

“o nendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The qureres is now upon the amendment 
in the shape of the paragraph as amended upon the motion of the 
gentleman from New York. ; 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Would 
not an amendment be now in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair apprehends that the gentleman 
can offer an amendment after this vote. : 
Mr. SHEPPARD. I desire to amend the pending paragraph, 
and I understand that after it has been perfected the amendment 
will not be in order. Consequently I presume this is the time to 
submit my amendment. 7 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment to the pending amendment 
is i rder. J 
" Mr. BOWIE. I want to reserve all points of order on this 
amendment. : 7 
Mr. SHEPPARD. My amendment—which I desire to read 
myself, because I think I can make it more intelligible—proposes 
to add, after the words “ United States,’’ in line 19, page 24, the 
following: 

Provided, That the paints and distribution of seeds and plants by the 
Department of Agriculture shall be confined to such seeds as are rare, un- 
tried, and uncommon to the country, or such as can be or have been made 
more useful and more profitable by jai breeding, or such seeds and plants 
as may be improved by transplantation from one part of the country to an- 
other. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, on that amendment—— 


Mr. BOWIE. I wish to make a point of order on the gentle- | 


man’s amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman from Texas please send 


his amendment to the desk, so it may be read for the information | 


of the committee? 
Mr. BOWIE. I have not the slightest objection to the gentle- 
man discussing his amendment, provided the point of order is not 


waived. Mr. © , [simply want the t of order reserved 
in such a way that it will not lost. If the gentleman from 
Texas can proceed to discuss his ition without the point of 


order being waived, I have no objection. 


The CHAIRMAN. The point of order having been reserved by | 


the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Bowre], the gentleman from 
Texas is at liberty to proceed to discuss his amendment after it 
has been read. 

= SHEPPARD. Am I in order now for a few words of ex- 
planation? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Texas will be read. 

The amendment of Mr. SHeprarp, as already read by him, was 
read by the Clerk. 
: Mr. ae Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not deny, nor have 

ever Gemed—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is the point of order 


raised by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Bowie] against this | 


amendment. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I take it that 1 have the right to speak on 
the amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I understand that the gentleman 
~_ es reserved the point of order; he did not actually 
make it, 

Mr. BOWIE. I will give the gentleman unanimous consent, as 
far as I am concerned. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I regret very much that I haveencountered 
the objection of the distinguished gentleman from Iowa. Am I 
in order, Mr. Chairman? 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman is in order to discuss the | 


point of order. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I have not denied the advantage of the 
Government distribution of seeds. My entire object has been to 
Testore the original purpose of the distribution, the purpose which 
Inspired the la ers of the country in the institution of the 
custom, My amendment follows almost absolutely the language 
of the organic law which creates the Department of Agriculture. 
I — gentleman has spoken of the advantages of transplantation. 
~ GO not deny them, and in that sense the present system, perhaps, 
ii ‘lvantageous; but the fundamental vice of the nt system 
_ in the fact that the Government of the United States enters 
a the open markets of the country as an ordinary purchaser of 

ndard seeds of common character, whose qualities are already 

Own and thoroughly established thooaghout the country. Con- 
ey, they contribute nothing to the scientific knowledge of 
oot There can be absolutely no useful purpose sub- 

beyond the mere temporary sensation of pleasure which 


Geen may feel on receiving a communication from the 
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Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man a question, if he is willing. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Certainly. 

Mr. THAYER. Ishould like to know what seeds, bulbs, shrubs, 
| vines, etc., that are now distributed would be excluded if the 
| gentleman’s amendment prevailed. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Well, we will say navy beans, for example. 
| Mr. THAYER. If they are grown in Texas and are replanted 
| in Massachusetts, would you not have a right to do that under 
| the statute as it is now? 

| Mr. SHEPPARD. If theycan be improved by the transplanta- 
| tion. 

ints THAYER. Who is to be the judge before you transplant 

em? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. The Secretary of Agriculture, as he is the 

judge now. 
Mr. THAYER. Then would he exclude them? 
| Mr. SHEPPARD. Let me read the original language of the 
| law, in order to make my position plain. This is the creativelaw 
with reference to this seed distribution: 














The purchase and distribution of seeds by the Department of Agriculture 

be confined to such as are rare and uncommon in the country or 

such as can be made profitable by frequent changes from one part of ourown 
country to another. 


My amendment follows also the recommendations of the dis- 
tinguished Secretary of Agriculture in his last report. Now, the 
Secretary of Agriculture himself states that the present seed dis- 
tribution has departed absolutely from the original purpose; that 
it no longer subserves a scientific end. My object is simply to 
| provide for the distribution of useful seeds, a distribution which 
| will subserve a useful end. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the gentleman from Texas speaking to 
the point of order or to the merits of his proposition? 

Mr.SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, I understood that my amend- 
ment was in order. 

The CHAIRMAN, It has not yet been ruled upon. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I understood that the point of order was 
reserved. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hrrsurn] 
asked for the regular order, which is the discussion of the point 
of order made by the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. Bowe}. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I will continue on the point of order and 
shall take up but very few minutes of the time of the House. I 
have not stood for the abolition of the distribution of seeds. Itis 
provided for in the organic law, and if properly conducted it is of 
| immense benefit to the agricultural masses of the country. But 
| it is an insult to the agricultural masses to send to them at their 
expense seeds which play absolutely no part in determining the 
capabilities of the soil. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not discussing the point 
| of order, and a demand has been made for the regular order. 
| Mr.SHEPPARD. Very well, Mr. Chairman, my views are be- 
| fore the House; but as I wish my remarks to be symmetrical and 
| connected, I should like by unanimous consent to be allowed to 

conclude now. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman be allowed five minutes. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Isuggestto the gentleman that he obtain 
| unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. 
| Mr. SHEPPARD. I appreciate the implied compliment of the 
| distinguished gentleman from New York. 
Mr.SHAFROTH. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
| be allowed three minutes in which to conclude his remarks. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado asks unani- 
| mous consent that the gentleman from Texas be allowed three 
minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. lI ask for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Theregularorderisdemanded. TheChair 
is ready to rule upon this amendment. If the Chair has made no 
mistake, it is a verbatim copy of the law as it now exists. That 
being the case, it has been held that while it is unnecessary, and 
perhaps almost not good form, yet it is not strictly subject toa 
point of order. It is simply reenacting a portion of the United 
States Statutes. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Now ask fora vote upon ths amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. One or twowords in further explanation of 
my amendment, which is now in order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. If the gentleman will pardon me—— 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Have I the permission of the gentleman to 


proceed? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. How much time does the gentleman 
want? I move that all debate on this amendment and amend- 
ments thereto be closed in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York moves that 
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all debate on the amendment and amendments thereto be closed 
in five minutes. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes :ppeared to have it. 

Several MEMBERS. Division! 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 92, noes 32. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas. 

Mr.SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to occupy the 
time of the House very much further. I think that my position 
has been made plain. My idea is to improve and not to destroy 
the seed distribution, to restore its original character, to give it a 
scientific direction; in other words, to be fair with the American 
people. I have heard the statement here that this is perhaps the 
only thing that the farmer receives from the Government. If it 
is, it is certainly a humiliating condition that the only thing which 
the farmer receives from the Government is of so little practical 
benefit. I am sure that this amendment of mine puts into effect 
no revolutionary change. It meets the desires of the gentleman 
from Colorado; it meets the argument of every gentleman who 
has risen upon this subject. 

Mr. BOWIE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Certainly. 

Mr. BOWIE. I want to know how much benefit the gentle- 
man’s amendment wil! be to the law, if it is already the law, and 
the fact that it is the law is the reason why the amendment is 
ruled to be in order. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. [understand that the appropriation bill, be- 
ing subject to the point of order, which I, in a spirit of fairness 
that has not been reciprocated on the other side, withdrew, is an 
absolute outrage upon the original purpose of the distribution. 
This amendment will enable the appropriation to be of greater 
use to our constituents, and will enable Members to send to them 
seeds and plants which will determine the possibilities of the soil. 

This was the original purpose of the seed distribution, a pur- 
pose which, although it may not be adopted to-day, will in the 
tide of the years be finally restored by Congress. There were three 
votes in the Committee on Agriculture against the present sys- 
tem. I congratulate the committee upon that fact, and while 
this amendment may be defeated now, the fact that the Govern- 
ment is going into the open market and buying indiscriminate 
amounts of standard seeds may lead to scandal. Already an in- 
vestigation has been placed on foot by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FitzGERALD], but in some way it has been smothered. 
The object of my amendment is that this distribution may be 
placed on a scientific basis, in the hope that it may be so arranged 
that it will result in real value to the people. In that spirit I 
have offered this amendment. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WADSWORTH. What time is left? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time has allexpired. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANDLER. I was watching the clock, and I thought | 
there were two minutes left. 

Mr. GROSVENOR and others. Regular order! 

Mr.CANDLER. We ought not to take two minutes away from 
the farmer. [Laughter and cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’} 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make an 
inquiry in reference to this motion or this amendment. I make 
the parliamentary inquiry as to whether the amendment is drawn 
in such a form that it is a substitute or whether it is simply an | 
insertion in the substitute? 

Mr. PAYNE. It is an insertion. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is the insertion, as an amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York, of a section of the 
Revised Statutes. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas to the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

The question was taken, and the amendment to the amendment 
was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York, as amended. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 122, noes 38. 

So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. HEPBURN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. ParKINsSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 
passed with amendments bill of the following title in which the 
concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 10954, An act making appropriations to supply urgent 


deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1904, and for prior years, and for other purposes, ae 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed }j}] of 
the following title; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: bs 
S. 3800. An act donating gun carriages to the Connecticut com- 
missioners for the care and preservation of Fort Griswold, 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


General expenses, Bureau of wenentegs To enable the Secretary 
culture to experiment and to make and continue investigations an. 
on forestry, forest reserves, forest fires,and lumbering; to advise the 
of woodlands as tothe proper care of the same; to investigate and test 
can timber and timber trees; to seek, through 

ing of native and forei 


of Agri- 
1 report 
Owners 
2 Ameri- 
investigations and the plant- 


species, suitable trees for the treeless 


including the erection of the necessary buildings; to collect and distelbes 
valuable economic forest-tree seeds and plants; for the employment of |ocal 


and special agents, clerks, assistants, and other labor required in prac 
forestry and conducting experiments and investigations in the city of 
Washington and elsewhere, and for collating, digesting, reporting, illustrat. 
ing, and printing the results of such experiments and investigations; for the 


purchase of all necessary supplies, apparatus, and office fixtures; for freight 


and express charges, and traveling and other necessary expenses, $'¥53.() 
which sum not to exceed $15,500 may be used for rent. And the Seas 
of the Bureau of Forestry outside of the city of Washington may, in the dis. 
cretion of the Secretary of Agriculture, without additional expense to the 
Government, be granted leaves of absence not to exceed fifteen days in any 
one year. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, on page 28, in line 14, after 
the word ‘* buildings,’’ I desire to offer the following amendment: 
Provided, That the cost of any building erected shall not exceed $500, 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 28, in line 14, after the word “ buildings,” insert “Provided, That 
the cost of any building erected shall not exceed [re 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Iaccept the amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

The question was taken and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

General expenses of entomological investigations: Promotion of economic 
entomology: investigating the history and habits of insects injurious and 
beneficial to agriculture, horticulture, and arboriculture; ascertaining the best 
means of destroying those found to be injurious, including an investigation 
into the ravages of the codling moth and of the cotton-bol! weevil and boll 
worm, with a view of ascertaining the best methods of their extermination; 
investigations in apiculture; investigations of the damage to forests and forest 
trees by insects; purchase of chemicals, insecticide apparatus, and other ma- 
terials, supplies, and instruments required in conducting such experiments 
and investigations; for the employment of local and special agents, clerks, as- 
sistants, and other labor required in conducting experiments in the city of 
Washington and elsewhere, and in collating, digesting, reporting, and illus- 
trating the results of such experiments; freight and express charges, and nec- 
essary traveling spon rent of building; for office fixtures and supplies, 
telegraph and ee one services; gas and electric current; preparing, illus- 
trating, and publishing the results of the work of the division, $12,000 of which 
shall be immediately available, $65,500, of which amount not to excesd $10,000 
may, in the discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture, be expended for silk 
investigations. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I have an amend- 
ment to offer on that paragraph. In line 2, after the word “ in- 
sects,’’ I offer this amendment: 


Investigation of the loco plant to find a means for its destruction. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On e 87, in line 2, after the word “insects,” insert “investigation of the 
loco plant to find a means for its destruction.” 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, that would come under 
the Bureau of Plant Industry and not under the Bureau of Ento- 


mology. : 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I find just ahead of that, ‘‘! nvesti- 
gations of the damage to forests and forest trees by insects.” But 
if you say it comes under that head, I will wait and offer the 
amendment then. The loco plant, I may state, is a poisonous 
plant which is very destructive to horses and cattle, and if 18 
spreading very rapidly in the cattle-growing regions of the | nited 
States, and has caused the loss of hundreds of thousands of dol- 
lars to the cattle raisers and also to the raisers of horses. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I would say to the gentleman from ame 
that is already provided for on page 18, in line 23, under the hea¢ 
of'* Botanical. investigations and experiments: Investigat ane re- 
lating to medicinal, poisonous, fiber, and other economic plants, 
seeds, and weeds.”’ tase is a poisonous plant and comes under 
that class, and the Department is probably making investigations 
along that line. ; aoa, 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. If the gentleman thinks it 1550 
ficient—— 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I do. - 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will withdraw the amendmen’ 
The Clerk read as follows: 
General expenses, Bureau of Statistics: Collecting domest icand 
cultural statistics, compiling, writing, and illustrating statistic: 
monthly, annual, and reports; special investigations and comp 
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sebtom t rchase of, statistical and newspaper publications con- 
subse: ae to, sn eee comparative records; maps and charts; station- 
tainin ‘e supplies, blanks, blank books, circulars, paper, envelopes, postal 
Cry oe nts office Axteres, Steavagh and telephone services, freight 


: tage stamps, . 
ors Dee Sargon including employment of labor in the city of Washing- 
and expre'® 


elsewhere, and necessary traveling expenses: Provided, That the 
ton anv trop reports issued on the 3d and 10th days of each month shall em- 
mont <iatements of the conditions of the crops by States in the United States, 
brave «ch explanations, comparisons, and information as may be useful for 
with iting the above matter, and that it shall be submitted to and eet 
illestra’ d by the Secretary of Agriculture before being issued or published, 
a DD of which not more than $50,000 shall be expended for salaries in the 


§ shington, D. C. 

aty of hee tne eoncerning the feasibility of extending the demands of for- 
} — ets for the agricultural products of the United States, and to se- 
boi as far as may be a change in the methods of supplying farm products to 
en countries; employment of local and epoca agents, eee Peete, 
- other labor required in making investigations in the city of Washington 
an i elsewhere, ae in collating, digesting, reporting, and illustrating the re- 
tits of such investigations; traveling expenses, and freight and express 
oargess telephone and telegraph services; and all necessary office fixtures 

supplies, $7,500. 
arta for Bureau of Statistics, $187,760. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 


ent. ss 
nthe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
jding in line 11, page 43, at the end of said line, the following: 
sent t corvers who make statistical reports to the Bureau of Statistics 


-ondition of crops, and which are used in making up the monthly crop 
tarts heredn provided, $100,000, or so much thereof as is necessary.” 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I will have to raise the 
point of order on that. Itis new legislation and increases expend- 


ures, 

7 Mr. BARTLETT. DoI understand the gentleman from New 
York—I did not hear him—makes the point of order? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I make the point of order that it is new 
legislation and increases expenditures. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Well, Mr. Chairman, I am willing to con- 
fess that the point of order occurs to me to be good, but I was in 
hopes that the gentleman would not make it, at least yet-—— 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I think the gentlemen are sufficiently 
rewarded with the public documents they received. There has 
been no complaint from them or any call for money. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to violate 
any rule by speaking to the amendment while the point of order 
is up, but if the gentleman will permit me to say, while he re- 
serves the point of order-—— 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I will do that. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I will not detain the House but a moment. 
This amendment, which I frankly confess is subject to the point 
of order, was made for the purpose of puying the gentlemen who 


or more efficient services from anybody who does it free, without 
any compensation at all, than you can get by obtaining compe- 
tent men who are paid something for ths trouble they are put to 
in making these reports. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is all I desire to say. I know it is 
subject toa point of order, but it seems to me that those who 
perform the services of such great benefit to the whole country 
ought to be compensated for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman himself admits that it is 
monet to a point of order, and the Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized to employ such as- 
sistants, clerks, and other persons as he may deem necessary, in the city of 
Washington andelsewhere, and toincur such other expenses for office fixtures 
and supplies, stationery, traveling, freight and express charges, illustration of 
the Experiment Station Record, bulletins, and reports, as he may find essen- 
tial in carrying out the objects of the above acts, and the sums apportioned 
to the several States shall be paid quarterly in advance; and the Secretary of 
Aqemeare is hereby authorized to furnish to such institutions or individ- 
uals as may care to buy them copies of the card index of agricultural litera- 
ture prepared by the Office of Experiment Stations, and charge for the same 
a price covering the additional expense involved in the preparation of these 
copies, and he is hereby authorized to apply the moneys received toward the 
expense of the preparation of the index; and the Secretary of Agriculture is 
hereby authorized to expend $45,000 of which sum to establish and maintain 
agricultural experiment stations in the Territories of Alaska, Hawaii, and 
Porto Rico, including the erection of buildings, the printing (in Hawaii and 
Porto Rico), illustration, and distribution of reportsand bulletins: Provided, 
That not more than $15,000 shall be expended for the maintenance of such 
stations in any one of said Territories; and the Secretary of Agriculture is 
authorized to sell such products as are obtained on the land belonging to the 
agricultural experiment stations in Alaska, Hawaii, and Porto Rico, and to 
apply the moneys received from the sale of such products to the mainte- 


| nance of said stations; in all, $810,000: Provided, That $5,000 of this sum shall 


be used by the Secretary of Agriculture to investigate and report upon the or- 
ganization and progress of farmer's institutes in the several States and Ter- 
ritories, and upon similar organizations in foreign countries, with special 


' suggestions of plans and methods for making such organizations more effect- 


ive for the dissemination of the results of the work of the Department of 
Agriculture and the agricultural experimentstations and of improved meth- 
ods of agricultural practice. 

otal for agricultural experiment stations, $810,000. 


Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow- 
ing amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend agricultural experiment station paragraph by striking out the 
words “eight hundred and ten thousand,” in line 16, page 46, and inserting in 
lieu thereof the words “one million and fifty-five thousand,” and by inserting 
after the word “dollars,” in the sixteenth line of said paragraph, the words 

‘and from the sum hereby appropriated for the maintenance of agricultural 
experiment stations in accordance with said acts $20,000 shall be paid to each 
State and Territory entitled to the benefits of said acts." 

Also amend by striking out the words “eight hundred and ten thousand” 

in the thirteenth and fourteenth lines, page 48, of same paragraph, and in- 


| serting the words “‘one million and fifty-five thousand.” 


| Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of 


are observers, who furnish the data for the Secretary of Agricul- _ order. 


ture upon which he bases his monthly report. 
Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. BARTLETT, Yes. 


Mr. SCOTT. Does the gentleman know the Secretary of Agri- | 


culture prefers not to have these men paid; that he made a state- 
ment before the committee that he would rather not pay them 
even if the money was appropriated? 

Mr. BARTLETT, I did not know that, nor does that alter my 
view about it, with all due regard to the Secretary of Agriculture, 
for whom I have a very great respect and personal regard. I 
know this, that I have letters from one of those very competent 
gentlemen in my district. in which he stated that the Secretary 
had written him that he thought they ought to be paid and that 
effort would be made on this bill to provide for such payment. 
That is all I know about that. Now, the gentleman is correct 
When he states that the Secretary of Agriculture made that state- 
ment before the committee, but I am also correct in making the 


statement I have referred to as to what one of these gentlemen | 


engaged in this business told me. I have a letter from him. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will simply say that the Secretary stated to the 
ensuites that he thought he got better service on account of 
the fact that the services rendered were wholly voluntary; that 
t ®men who rendered it had pride in it and gave it better atten- 
oe than if they were paid for it, and it eliminated also the idea 
political patronage, so that the observers who served the De- 
partment in this respect were men of better grade than were 
1 A to be obtained if it was a matter of salary. 

MN t. BARTLETT. I do not think so, Mr. Chairman. These 
h ports made by the voluntary observers are the most important 
pr upon which the Secretary issues upon the 2d and 10th 
oate month the report of the condition of the crops. Now, 
the y one knows that so far as certain staple crops are concerned 
of reports of the Secretary of Agriculture on the 2d and 10th 

each month have a most important bearing on the prices that 











Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, this amendment 
simply adds $5,000 to the appropriation which each agricultural 
State experimental station now receives under the act of 1887. 
The act of 1887 was introduced by Mr. Hatch, of Missouri, for the 
purpose of establishing, through the aid of the Federal Govern- 
ment, agricultural experiment stations in the different States. 

The total appropriation under that act by this amendment 
would only add $240,000 to the appropriation provided in this bill, 
and I have asked for the passage of this amendment because the 
stations need the money; and I ask for it because they have done 
a work in the development of agricultural knowledge in making 
that knowledge specific,in making it valuable, in spreading it 
among the farmers of this country, which warrants a generous 
consideration on the part of the Federal Government. 

The agricultural experiment stations have done more than any 
other one influence in the United States to bring the business of 
farming out of mists and fog and superstition and to put it in the 
realm of absolute ascertained fact. Any number of instances can 
be given of the specific things which these experimental stations 
have done. They have made a record which has been rich in 
value to the agriculture of the United States. 

Take the one experimental station in Wisconsin and one single 
instance of the work which Professor Babcock did when he devised 
and worked out the Babcock test. be to that time there had 
been no measure of the commercial value of milk, no simple way 
in which you could tell what milk was worth. A farmer who 
carried to the factory 100 pounds of milk containing 3 pounds of 
butter fat got as much money as the farmer who carried 100 
pounds of milk that contained 5 pounds of butter fat and which 
was worth nearly twice as much. Mr. Babcock devised a simple 
test which any farmer can use, which can be used in any creamery 
or factory. and that test has gone all over the civilized world. It 
is used in Finland; it is used in England; it is used in France; it 
is used in Madagascar; it is used in South Africa: it is used every- 


*se products bring in the market, and these reports ought to be | where where cows are milked to determine the value of that 


48 good as can be obtained. 


of Agri I do not believe that the Secretary 


culture is correct in his statement that you can get better 


milk product. 
Now, I want to say to you that the dairy product of the United 
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States amounts to $500,000,000 every year, and it has been mate- 
rially benefited by the introduction of this simple process. Mr. 
Babcock was urged by his friends. when he made that discovery, 
to withdraw from the Wisconsin University, to put this into use 
for his own benefit, and patent the process. If he had done so, 
he would have become a millionaire beyond any question. But 
he said, ‘‘ I was employed by the Federal Government to work for 
the farmers of this country, and they are entitled to the fruit of 
my labor unhampered by the cost of a patent.’”” This one discov- 
ery has been worth more to the dairy interests of the United 
States than it costs to run the National Government for six 
months. 

Not only that, but look at what we have done with cheese up 
there. The Wisconsin experimental station has been studying 
the question of curing cheese and has found out that you can send 
your cheese direct to the cold storage, without the intervention of 
any curing room, and cure it and make the finest cheese that can 
be produced. These are practical things. Not only that, but in 
every State in this Union is this same work being carried on. In 
Texas they are working on the development of beef breeds of cat- 
tle and in food. Upin Minnesota they are developing new varie- 
ties of wheat. In New York they are bringing out new ideas 
respecting the cultivation of orchards. 

In Minnesota, again, they are studying the question as to the 
nutritive value of food, and in all the experimental stations of 
the United States they are ane Ss practical questions 
which lie right at the of farm life. And I want to say to 
you, gentlemen, it seems to me that when we come in here and 
ask for a little addition of $240,000 to this appropriation for this 
work which is so definite and so ific and so productive of 
great practical results we can hardly afford to deny the request, 
because we have the money. We saved it for the people of this 
country when we turned back our mileage account. t alone 
is sufficient. [Applause and laughter. ] 

R The a . The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
as expired. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman may be allowed to proceed for five minutes 
more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unan- 
imous consent that the gentleman from Wisconsin may be per- 
mitted to proceed for five minutes more. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, let me call the at- 
tention of gentlemen here who may think they are economical in 
opposing an appropriation like this to the fact that you appropri- 
ate millions of dollars to establish a Department of Commerce 
and Labor, without which this Government was run very well 
for a hundred years. I am glad you did it; I am for it. You 

an appropriation bill giving $136,000,000 to the pensioners 
of the wars of this country, and you did well. You go head over 
heels into the Panama Canal scheme, almost without a division, 
which means a certain expenditure of $200,000,000 and a probable 
—— of $500,000,000, and I am with you. 

You do some other things. You provide for the building of a 
battle ship which costs $4,000,000, and which will rust upon the 
waters unless somebody gets foolish, and I think you do well. 
You give $5,000,000 to the St. Louis ition, where the indus- 
tries and genius of America will be exhibited, and I think you do 
well; but when we come in here and ask for only $240,000 to add 
to the appropriation for these little experimental stations that are 
working out practical problems that lie around the lives of 9,000,000 
men who toil on the farms of this country, it seems to me we are 
not asking too much. 

I do not want to whoop it up forthe farmer. I do not want to 
dazzle you with a lot of statistics, but this thing I do want to say 
about the farmers of this country: There are a lot of them, and 
you never hear of a lot of farmers in rio They are 
the defenders of law. You never hear of a lot of farmers organ- 
izing a trust to harm anybody; and in the conflicts which are to 
come in this country and are certain to come between the power 
of capital and the power of labor the American farmer will be 
the man who is going to do the country the most good, because 
he represents not only the interests of labor but the interests of 
capital as well. 

You are going to need him, and he will be there to stand for the 
dignity of American law, for the rights of property, and the rights 
of the men who toil; and so when in Congress you can do some- 
thing like this which is definite, which does not take very much 
money, for Heaven's sake do it, because the American farmer and 
our agricultural interests deserve it. [A use. } 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much after 
hearing the gentleman’s eloquent speech to still feel compelled to 
raise the point of order that the proposed amendment changes 
existing law. 
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| it changes the law on the statute books to-day, which gives ¢ 


a a 


ee 


20,000 


each to agricultural colleges. That is clearly a change 0; , Xisting 


law, and the point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Public road inquiries: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to yp, et 
quiries in regard to the systems of road management throughout |}. a e in. 
States; to make investigations in regard to the best methods of roa.) +, hited 
and the best kinds of road-making materials in the several States: to cami’? 
experiments; for the employment of local and special agents, ¢jo;ks mduct 
ants, and other labor required in the city of Washington and élsew)c 
collating, digesting, reporting, and illustrating the results of such inyed for 
tions and experiments; for preparing, publishing, and distributiny 
and reports; for necessary office fixtures and supplies, apparatus. » 
rials; telegraph and telephone service, traveling, and other 
penses, and to enable him to assist the agricultural colleges and 


stations in disseminating information on this subject, $35,000, recrment 


Mr. HEPBURN. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of tj. 
bill [Mr. Wapsworts#] whether this sum of $35,000 is the amount 
asked for by the Department? y 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; the Secretary asked for $65.000. hos 
we gave $10,000 to the Bureau of Chemistry. If the gentleman 
will turn back to that—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, that is understood, then? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The total appropriation here for goo) 
roads amounts to $45,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Would you object to having this appropria. 
tion increased to $55,000? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I would seriously, because I think good 
and efficient work is being done under the present appropriation. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to amend by striking out $35,000 and 
inserting $55,000. I make this motion because I know there js 
scarcely any subject that is receiving more attention throughout 
the country at large just now than this subject of good roads, | 
think there is less known perhaps about the making of good roads, 
in some parts of the country at least, than almost any other sub- 
ject. The Department is doing good work, but would do very 
much better work if it had larger means at its disposal for this 


urpose. 
7 Mr. BOWIE. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepsvry) 
understand that this is really an increase of $10,000 net for this 
service, because the $10,000 which has heretofore been used for 
chemical work has been transferred to another division, so that 
the appropriation here is net, making a real increase of $10,(00: 

Mr. HEPBURN. I understood that to be the statement of the 
chairman of thecommittee [Mr. WapsworrTg] , that this was prac- 
tically an increase. 

Mr. BOWIE. Yes; practically an increase of $10,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not care to take up the time of the com- 
mittee, but I do think this is a matter of importance, and | hope 
the Committee of the Whole will sustain my amendment. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I will only say to the gentleman that 
the Committee on Agriculture took this matter into very careful 
consideration, and the increase practically granted is $10,000. | 
take it that nobody on the floor of this House is ready yet to have 
the United States Government go into localities in the several 
States and build roads. All that the United States ought properly 
to do is to disseminate information in regard to the building ot! 
roads, and perhaps with the aid of the localities to furnisl an 
object lesson in road making. That is as far as the United States 
Government ought to go. Thirty-five thousand dollars, which, 
as already stated, is practically an increase of $10,(00, is, in the 
judgment of the committee, an ample appropriation for this work. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question’ 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I will. 7 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hrrsvrs 
has stated what every Member of the House knows—t iat there» 
a very strong pressure for legislation upon the subject of goo! 
roads—and the gentleman from New York himself lias express 
the fear that this pressure might become so strong as (v incres 
very materially the appropriations along that line. _ 

Mr. WADSWORTH. hen did Lexpressthat fear? 

Mr. TAWNEY. A moment ago. Do you not think it a fact 
that if we expend a little more money in the matter .' vee 
tion such as the Agricultural Department is now making, 1 W¥ 
tend to satisfy the Department to a very great extent’ 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not think so. . 

Mr. TAWNEY. And do you not think that if in t! 
of the Secretary of Agriculture it is necessary tha 
amount should be appropriated, it ought to be done’ a 

Mr. WADSWOR Not necessarily, no. The committee al 
the Secretary of Agriculture have many honest neg rere i. 
opinion as to the amount of money that can be judicious’y* 
pended within the fiscal 

It must be remembe 
on for a series of years, and will go on probabl 

ears after we are alldead. The question for this ( 
le to meet here and now is how much money © 
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The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands the amendment ' ciously expended in the coming fiscal year. 
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= is fee disseminated more largely than it was? 

ir. WADSWORTH. | I think that a certain sentiment is being 


«worked up’ on this subject. Many of the letters I get show evi- 
dence of being worked up by some influence here. ot 

Mr, HAUGEN. Is itnot understood that the additional appro- 
priat ‘on asked for here is for the purpose of building these sample 


not the appropriation we now make sufficient to 
carry on the w' rk that is now being carried on by the Department? 
"\ir. HEPBURN. So far as I am concerned, I have no direct 
information as to how the eed would expend this money. 
Bat he has said that he could judiciously and properly spend 
340,000 in making this inquiry with the machinery that he now 
has. 1 think, with due deference to the committee, that I would 
rather have his opinion as to what amount it is proper to expend 
in making the inquiry than the opinion of gentlemen who are not 
nearly sO conversant with the possibilities. : 

Mr. WADSWORTH. If that is true, I will say to the gentle- 
man from Iowa that there is no use in having any committees. 

Mr, HEPBURN. Oh, yes, thereis. This is no reflection upon 
he committee. 
mr. WADSWORTH. If the judgment of a Cabinet officer is 
better than that of any committee of this House, then there is no 
need of any committee. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think the gentleman is supersensitive about 


it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Let mesay to the gentleman that since 
1895-96 that investigation, which commenced with an appropria- 
tion of $10,000, has received increasing appropriations until it is 
now practically $45,000 in seven years. ith the work they have 
done and are doing, and the work they will continue to do, I 
think every demand of the country will be met by this appropri- 


roads; and 1s 


ation, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, this is not a very large addi- 
tion. The Secretary has said that he can properly use it. I be- 
lieve that the great majority of the yg in this committee 
have confidence in what he says. e think, however, that this 
will be properly expended, and therefore it is that I insist upon 
ny amendment. Ialso insist that there is no reflection upon the 
committee, and that to agree to this amendment would not be 
tantamount to declaring that the great Committee of Agricul- 
ture is not important, that it does not accomplish great good, and 
that the country would not seriously suffer if anything should 
happen to it or to its efficiency. 

lam not attacking the committee; I am simply saying that 
there is another person in the country with larger information, 
with better opportunities to know what he can judiciously do, 
than any one of them or all of them, who has disagreed with them, 
and I for one coincide with his opinion rather perhaps than with 
ee learned and astute opinion of the gentleman from New 

ork, 

Mr. WADSWORTH. One moment. I wish to call attention 
to thenote in the estimate on the paragraph for road experiments. 
Une of the things sought by getting the larger appropriation is 
‘object lessons in seal building,”’ ‘** the onnans of machinery,”’ 
and going absolutely into the road-building business. Now, the 
committee objected to that and struck out that language, and sim- 
ft confined it to disseminating knowledge in regard to road 

ing. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; but youare unwilling that they should 
acquire this knowledge. This appropriation perhaps will enable 
them to secure that information that everybody wants. 

Mr.HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, just a word. I wish to say in 
teply to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HePsuRN] that the Com- 
—a on Agriculture have the utmost confidence in the Secre- 
ary of Agriculture. This committee have labored for more than 
‘month, in sessions from 10 o’elock in the morning until 6 in the 
ofl age e have given extensive hearings. Here is a volume 

& 8. 
oe of these matters have been carefully considered, and after 
divin” to the Secretary and the gentleman in charge of this 
Tsai’ Mr. Dodge, the committee concluded that the $35,000 
tie that could be judicious] expended at this time. Now, if 
is the proposition here to build these roads, as has been eqs, 
: 7 gentleman from Iowa now ready to build roads in Iowa at 
het of three hundred or four hundred million dollars? If 
it Mite policy, then let us increase the appropriation. 
the "HEPBURN, Mr, Chairman, there is no similarity between 
epee that I have made and this inane proposition of 
Lda wing three or four hundred million dollars in building roads. 
What p veut anything of that kind. I have not advocated it. 

a en is the information, properly acquired, and then 

build ated throughout the country that will enable localities 
build: their own roads, I have not been an advocate of road 

I ng by the Federal Government. 

® never said anything of that kind here or elsewhere, but 
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NEY. Is it not a fact that information on this sub- | I do think that there can be no wiser expenditure of money than 


the expenditure of this additional $20,000 in securing the informa- 
tion upon this subject that is wanted in all parts of the country. 

Mr. HAUGEN. My understanding is that if the total amount 
asked for is allowed a portion of that money will be used for the 
building of these expensive roads and the purchase of machinery. 
The committee did not deem it advisable to go into the building 
of these expensive roads at this time. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Let me say one word. In addition to 
that appropriation there are from $1,500 to $3,000 expended for 
printing the good-roads bulletins, so that you must add that to 
the cost of the good-roads bureau. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hersurn]. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 
40, noes 48. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to turn back to page 18, and in line 17 to insert the word 
‘* five’ instead of the word ‘‘ three;’’ so that it shall read: 

Forty thousand dollars, $5,000 of which sum may, in the discretion of the 

. e in cooperation with the experiment station of the 
State of ornia for studying the nature of Anaheim and other disease: of 
vines, and for ascertaining the best means for protecting vineyards against 
their ravages. 


I do this at the earnest request of the gentleman from California 
[Mr. BELL] and other gentlemen of that delegation, who claim 
that this disease, Anaheim, is a serious threat to their industry. 
It does not increase the total appropriation, but simply makes 
$5,000 available for this investigation instead of three thousand. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. The question is on the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from New York. 

The question avas taken: and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
committee rise and report the bill, with the amendments, to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose: and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Powers of Maine, Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 
11825 and had directed him to report the same back with amend- 
ments, with the recommendation that the amendments be adopted, 
and that the bill as amended do pass. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques- 
tion on the bill and amendments to its final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any of the 
amendments? If not, they will be submitted in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to in gross. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WADsworTH, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred 
to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senats and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith the Annual Report of the Office of Experiment Sta- 
tions, prepared under the direction of the Secretary of Agriculture, which 
includes a report on the work and expenditures of the agricultural experi- 
ment stations in the United States for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1903, in 
accordance with the act making appropriations for the Department of Ag1i- 
culture for the said fiscal year. 

The attention of the Congress is called to the requestof the Secretary of 
Agriculture that 5,000 copies of the report be printed for the use of the De- 
partons’ of Agriculture, and that provision be made to print such a report 
annually. 

’ THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Warre Hovuss, February 5, 1904. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that this day they presented to the President of the United States, 
for his approval, the following joint resolution: 

H. J. Res. 98. Joint resolution to provide for the removal of 
snow and ice from the streets, cross walks, and gutters of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WACHTER also, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same. 
Hee R. 6331. An act granting an increase of pension to James N. 

ckey. 
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The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
following title: 

S. 707. An act to amend an act entitled “‘An act providing the 
terms and places of holding the courts of the United States in the 
district of Minnesota, and for other purposes,’’ approved April 26, 
1890, 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 3916. An act to amend section 2699 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to compensation of collectors of customs—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

S. 4122. An act to direct the Director of the Census to cooper- 
ate with the secretary of state of the State of Michigan in taking 
the census of manufactures, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Census. 

8. 3800.. An act donating gun carriages to the Connecticut com- 
missioners for the care and preservation of Fort Griswold—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS FROM FILES. 


Mr. KENNEDY obtained unanimous consent to withdraw from 
the files. without leaving copies thereof, weg t ei in the case of 
Henry Weimit, Fifty-seventh Congress, no adverse report having | 
been made thereon. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER UNTIL MONDAY. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House ad- | 
journ to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The question was taken, and the moticn was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now | 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed until Monday next. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- | 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
James Keizer, administrator of estate of James Glover, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- | 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Variety, Micah Dyer, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Waccamaw River, North Carolina and South Carolina—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed, with 
illustrations. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND | 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. DE ARMOND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8681) to detach 
the county of Linn, in the State of Missouri, from the western 
and attach it to the eastern judicial district of said State. reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 730); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11812) relating 
to applications, declaratory statements, entries, and final proofs 
under the homestead and other land laws, and to confirm the 
same in certain cases when made outside of the land district 
within which the land is situated, reported the same without 
amendment. accompanied by a report (No. 731); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. R. 8160) to declare a portion of the Minnesota River, 
in the State of Minnesota, not navigable, and authorizing the 
construction of bridges thereon, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 732); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, from the Committee on the Census, to 





ar 
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 11823) to 
ize the Director of the Census to cooperate with the nee 
state of the State of Michigan and with officials of other State, - 
taking the census of manufactures, reported the same with, “ 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 733); which said _ 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole a 
on the state of the Union. ” Seema 

Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and Fore; 

Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (g 462) 


to construct and place a light-ship off the outer bar of Brunswick 
Ga., reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a repor} 
(No. 784); which said bill and report were referred to the Co 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, - 

Mr. HERMANN, from the Committee on Indian Af 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1490) to authorize 
the sale of a part of what is known as the Red Lake Indian R . 
ervation, in the State of Minnesota, reported a 
amendment, accompanied by a re 
and report were referred to the 
on the state of the Union. 


airs, to 


the same wit} 
rt (No. 735); which said ‘bil 
ommittee of the Whole House 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
oo following titles were introduced and severally referred ag 

ollows: 

By Mr. LORIMER (by request): A bill (H. R. 11878) in rela. 
tion to national mortgage banks—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. . 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 11879) to provide for the con- 
solidation and reorganization of customs collection districts—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 11880) to provide for the 


| recutting of the great seal of the United States from the original 


model—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 11881) granting pensions to 
soldiers and sailors who served in the war of the rebellion, and 
to the widows of such soldiers and sailors—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 11882) to 
provide public convenience stations in the city of Washington, 
D. C.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. RIDER: A bill (H. R. 11883) to provide for free lectures 


| to the people in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
| the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 11884) providing naval train- 


| ing station on Put in Bay Island, in Lake Erie—to the Committee 


on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11885) to amend section 914 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relating to practice in the circuit 
and district courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 11886) for the eree- 
tion of a public building at Faribault, Minn.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11887) to provide for the investigation of in- 
fectious diseases of domestic animals prevalent in the State of 


| Minnesota and adjoining States—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


By Mr. HEARST: A bill (H. R. 11888) to empower United 
States attorneys, without the direction of the Attorney-General, 
to enforce the act to protect trade and commerce against unlaw- 
ful restraints and monopolies, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 11889) for the relief of the to- 
bacco growers—to the Committee on Ways and Means. | 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 11890) granting pensions ‘ 
certain soldiers and sailors who served in the war of the r bellion, 
and their widows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN (by request): A bill (H. R. 11953) to stablish 
a public park on Columbia Heights and to make a new street on 
8 ge boundary—to the Committee on the District of (> 

umbia. 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 11954) to establish in the De- 
partment of Agriculture a bureau to be known as the Bureau 0 
Public Highways, and to provide for national aid in the improve 
ment of the public roads—to the Committee on Agriculture. f 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 11955) for the erection an 
public building at Harriman, Tenn.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, sa ck- 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A resolution (H. Res. 204) on 
ing the Secretary of the Interior to furnish certain informa’ 
relating to Indian affairs in the Indian Territory to the House 
Representatives—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. | ae 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A resolution (H. Kes. ~' ) : 
thorizing the purchase of 40 copies of the Compiled 5's a the 
the United States for 1901, with the Supplement for 1903—to 
Committee on Accounts. 











PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
jolt. BATES: A bill (H.R. 11801) granting an increase of 

nsion to James L. Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11892) granting a pension to Clinton G. 
Ames—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

py Mr. BENNY: A bill (H. R. 11893) for the relief of George 

7, Spencer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 11894) granting an increase 
of pension to J eremiah Sheldon—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 
ote BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 11895) for the relief of 
the First Baptist Church of Mansfield, La.—to the Committee on 

Jar Claims. 
ey Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 11896) granting an increase 
of pension to Giles A. Woolsey—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

“ie a bill (H. R. 11897) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel H. Hamilton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11898) granting a pension to Bailey D. Jud- 
kins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11899) granting a pension to May L. Whit- 
ney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

by Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 11900) for the relief of 
Shadrack H. Wren, of Izard County, Ark.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 11901) for the appropriation 
of water from the Colorado River for irrigation purposes—to the 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 11902) for relief of Mrs. Mary 
Gaddy—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 11903) granting a pension to 
Bertha C, Hoffmeister—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 11904) granting an increase 
of pension to Benjamin Hayden—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H.. R. 11905) granting a pension to Rebecca Butler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 11906) granting a pen- | 
sion to Margaret Jones—to the Committee on Pensions. | 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 11907) granting an honorable dis- | 
chatge to Thomas B. Hanoum—to the Committee on Military | 
Arairs, 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 11908) for the relief of the legal representa- | 
tives of G. B. Stimpson—to the Committee on Claims. ~ 
_By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 11909) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles H. McCleary—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11910) granting an increase of pension to | 
Florian Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11911) granting an increase of pension to | 
John F, Zeller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11912) granting an increase of pension to | 
Henry Balskey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11918) granting an increase of pension to 
Erwin M. Bergstresser, now Erwin M. Harley—to the Committee | 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11914) granting an increase of pension to | 

harles F. Keyerleber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
nana a bill (H. R. 11915) granting an increase of pension to | 

atrick Conners—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
' Also, a bill (H. R. 11916) granting an increase of pension to Al- 
= W illiamson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
y Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 11917) granting a pension to 

a Law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

so, @ bill (H. R. 11918) granting an increase of pension to 

‘Aly Older—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Filia’ a bill (H. R. 11919) granting an increase of pension to | 

bre F. Tarbet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Jeaenh’ : bill (H. R. 11920) granting an increase of pension to | 

Aine fn als—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ | 
Aifeey'o, Dull (H. R. 11921) granting an increase of pension to | 

ted Snowberger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H, ; 

ae Fetterman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sae 3 ill (H. R. 11928) granting an increase of pension to 

A 8e J. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

a ‘so, a bill (H. R. 11924) granting an increase of pension to 
ndrew J. Lane—to the © i : i Soi 

Also, a bill GH e vomnittee on Invalid Pensions. _— 
Ludwi, E (H. R. 11925) granting an increase of pension to 

Ales“s . Whe the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Andrew Kink — R. 11926) granting an increase of pension to 
ade—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 11927) granting a pension to Paul 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 11928) for the relief of James T. 
Kilbreth, George R. Bidwell, and Nevada N. Stranahan, as col- 
lectors of customs for the district and port of New York—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LANNING: A bill (H. R. 11929) granting an increase 
of pension to William Antes—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11930) granting an increase of pension to 
Virginia Hart Clark---to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUEHS:: A bill (H. R. 11931) granting an increase 
of pension to B. W. Burnham—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 11932) granting a pen- 
sion to Hannah Small Wiggin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 11933) for the re- 
lief of Samuel W. Evans—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11934) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of the late firm of Lapéne & Ferré—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 11935) granting an increase 
of pension to John Watson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 11936) granting anincrease 
of pension to John L. St. Clair—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 11937) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Daniel Spurrier—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 11938) for the 
relief of Thomas J. Estes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11939) granting an increase of pension to 
C. C. Fisher—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 11940) granting a pen- 
sion to Mathias Hilden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 11941) granting an increase 
of pension to John H. Burrowes—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11942) granting a pension to William J. F. 
Barcus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11943) granting a pension to Mary J. Chen- 
oweth—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 11944) for the re- 
lief of John W. McCrath—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 11945) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Westfall—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11946) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry P. Swartz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN DUZER: A bill (H. R. 11947) to reimburse cer- 
tain persons who expended moneys and furnished services and 


| supplies in repelling invasions and suppressing Indian hostilities 


within the territorial limits of the present State of Nevada—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11948) granting a pension to Charles F. J. 
Stein—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 11949) granting a pension to 
Katesbury R. Warrington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 11950) for the relief of Wil- 
liam E. Murray—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 11951) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry N. McLane—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 11952) for the relief of Noah 
L. Cochen—to the Committee on Claims, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Resolution of Apperson Post, No. 202, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Neoga, Ill.. in favor of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Resolution of Lodge No. 649, Brotherhood 


R. 11922) granting an increase of pension to | of Railway Trainmen, of Columbus, Ga., indorsing the Gros- 


venor anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Resolution of St. Louis Merchants’ Ex- 
change, in favor of increasing the powers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Cramer Dry Plate Company, of St. Louis, 
in favor of a reduction of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Pacific Lodge, No. 64, Brotherhood of Rail- 
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road Trainmen, in favor of bills H. R. 89 and 7041—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Memorial and resolution of the general 
committee of the Daughters of the American Revolution, for the 
recutting of the Great Seal of the United States from the original 
model—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BASSETT: Resolution of the New York State assembly, 
relative to a bill to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving Serv- 
ice—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

3y Mr. BEALL of Texas: Petition of Rev. R. S. Selle and 
others, of Dallas, Tex., for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
. bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BENNY: Paper to accompany bill to correct military 
record of George W. Spencer—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr..BRUNDIDGE: Protest of business men of Swifton, 
Ark., against the passage of the parcels-post bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of A. F. Smith and 35 others, J.B. Hammier, M.D., 
and 45 others, and Prof. W. A. Cunningham and 40 others, of 
Searcy, Ark., for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Shadrach H. Wren—to the 
Committee on War ims. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Resolutions of organized agriculture and 
several agricultural societies of Nebraska, indorsing bill H. R. 
= relative to experiment stations—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Petition of V. M. Brindley and 61 other 
voters of Collensville, Ala., for the passage of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Resolution of Elizabeth 
Temple Post, No. 138, and John Brown Post, No. 194, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, in favor of 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolution of John Buford Post, No. 
89, Grand Army of the Republic, Everett, Wash., in favor of a 
service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Resolutions of Decatur Lodge, No. 414, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Decatur, Ill., in favor of 
the passage of bills H. R. 89 and 7041—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of business men of Edinburg, Ill., and of Noko- 
mis, Ill., against the passage of the parcels-post bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Petition of Rev. James H. Felts and 587 
others, of Corinth, Miss., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: Petition of the First Presbyterian 
Church, William H. Wilson, pastor, of Michigan City, Ind., for 
the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Susan H. Evans and others, in 
favor of the Hepburn-Doiliver bill—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Resolution of Michael Cook Post, 
No. 123, Grand Army of the Republic, Faribault, Minn.,in favor 
of service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolution of the Central Federation of 
Labor, of Troy, N. Y., in favor of bill H. R.6—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: Resolution of G. K. Warren Post, No. 286, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Brooklyn, N. Y., and of memo- 
rial and executive committee, representing 31 posts in Brooklyn, 
N. Y., favoring the passage of a service-pension law—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of the New York State assembly, 
relative to the promotion of efficiency of the Life-Saving Service— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: Petition of Theodore Al- 
verd, State superintendent, and others, for the pmsnge of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver billi—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Resolutions of Charles 
Sumner Post, No. 101, of Groveland; A. W. Bartlett Post, No. 49, 
of Newburyport; Preston Post, No. 118, of Beverly Farms; John 
H. Chipman Post, No. 89, of Beverly; Colonel C. R. Mudge Post, 
No. 114, of Merrimac; Major How Post, No. 47, of Haverhill, and 
Phil A. Sheridan Post, No. 34, of Salem, all in Massachusetts, 
Grand Army of the Republic. in favor of a service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of W. W. Howe, to accompany 
bill H. R. 1430, for refund of taxes illegally paid—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Samuel Wymond Cooperage Company, of Au- 
rora, Ind., against passage of bill to limit the word “‘ conspiracy,”’ 
and for cther purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
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Also, petition of the Blish Milling Company, of Se 
for the pomee of bill H. R. 6273, to prevent the 
in freight between localities and commodities—to 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petitions of H. H. Stine and 14 


and G. W. Walker, jr., and 43 others, of Roseville, Ohio. fore 
the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Comittee os 


the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church officia}s and 
21 other voters of Athens, Ohio, urging the passage of the H, pt — 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. oo 

By Mr. HENRY: Petition of W. W. Woodson and 94 others 
for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the ¢ an 
on the J —-S 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of S. Samson and 70 other voters 
of Van Wert, Iowa, urging the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of citizens of Oregon, agains 
parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Pogt. 
Roads. 

Also, petition of the mayor of Woodburn, Oreg., for increasine 
pay of rural carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office ani 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of pastors of churches for the 
passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HITT: Resolutions of Polo Post, No. 84, of Polo, Ill.. and 
J. M. Smith Post, No. 720, of Mount Morris, Ml., Grand Army of 
the Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committe: 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOGG: Petitions of Rev. B. E. Hart and 32 others, of 
Canyon City, Colo.; Rev. J. B. Cook, representing a church mem- 
teeth of 550,and William L. Perry and 60 others, of Cedaredye. 
Colo., for the e of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com. 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petitions of Rey. Alfred 
Wagg and 48 others, of Red Bank, N. J.; Rev. J. H. White and 
8 others, of Asbury Park, N. J., and Thomas W. Leonard and 3} 
others, of Atlantic Highlands, N. J., for the passage of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Resolutions of Henry W. Sl- 
cum Post, No. 55, of New Jersey, and James B. McPherson Post, 
No. 52, of Hackensack, N. J.,Grand Army of the Republic, favor- 
ing the passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of B. J. Morgan and 16 others; William McCon- 
nell and 14 others, of Stanhope, N.J., and James Wiley and 43 
others, of Patterson, N. J., for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolli- 
ver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: Papers to accompany bill to increase 
pension of Florian Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of Charles 
H. McCleary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEHOE: Petition of sundry farmers of Bourbon County, 
Ky., indorsing bill H. R. 9669, relative to the adulteration of blue 
grass, orchard grass, and clover seed—to the Committee on Agn- 
culture. 

By Mr. LANNING (by request): Petition of General Assembly 
of Presbyterian Church in the United States, relative to issuance 
of tax receipts by the Federal Government in prohibitory states, 
etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. ie 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of Rev. J. W. Stephan and ~’ 
others, of Greenfield, Mass., for the passage of the Hepburn 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. i 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of B, H. Davis and 24 others, 
of New Sharon, Me.; Rev. H. S. Trueman and 43 others, o! King- 
field, Me.; C. N. Blanchard and 39 others, of Wilton, M .; George 
C. Burington and 29 others, of Farmington, Me., and !. \ tem 
and 11 others, of Eustis, Me., for the passage of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. _ ae 

By Mr. LIVERNASH: Resolutions of the Manufacture! mre 
Producers’ Association of California, favoring the Lods' he 1d 
lating to reorganization of consular service of the United states 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. bo tiaiiil 

Also, resolutions of the board of directors of the Manufactun : 
and Producers’ Association of California, favoring lesaue™ 
revival of American merchant marine in the forms — 
trade—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine anu I ro 

Also, memorial of the board of supervisors of city and Uni todd 
of San Francisco to the President and Congress of the Lm". 
States, in relation to Tuolumne River and Lake Eleanor "5%" 
way—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the board of directors of the Ma 
and Producers’ Association of California, favoring t° “ 
of the metric system of weights and measures—to the Vom 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
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Winget Post, No. 226, of Winget; Kenyon Post, No. 339, of Ken- 
on; Mathew Gray Post, No. 93, of Ida Grove; Hanscom Post, 
0. 97, of Hanscom; James Miller Post, No. 503, of Marathon; 

Launty Post, No. 215, of Ireton; Wallar Post, No. 223, of Milford; 

William D. Price Post, No. 392, of Schaller; Custer Post, No. 25, 

of Cherokee; Stephen A. Hurlburt Post, No. 82, of Alta; Annett 

6 Post, No. 124, of Annett; General Hancock Post, No. 22, of Sioux 

B, Ross, trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church, and 9 others, | City, and Peter Vanorman Post, No. 519, all in lowa, Grand Army 

of Leonard, N. Dak., for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver | of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Commit- 


r. LOUDENSLAGER: Petitions of Samuel A. Bacon and 
jill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. tee on Invalid Pensions. 
| 


sothers, of Haddonfield; Rev. William G. Robinson and 9 others, 
Newfield; J. C. Snelbaker and 21 others, of Woodstown and 
»: inity,and George L. Van Alen and 16 others, of Blackwood, all 
v New Jersey, for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of E. Watts, R. Horne, and J. 


By M 


Also, petition of J. W. Bliss and 22 others, of Lakota, N. Dak.; By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of Rev. N. E. Dennis and 23 
Will, H. Carliter and 67 others, of Griggs County, N. Dak., and | others, of Seneca, Mich., and E. W. Ryan and 56 others, of Detroit, 
Ezra Rose Camp and 35 others, of St. Thomas, N. Dak., in favor | Mich., for the passage of the Hepburn-Dylliver bill—to the Com- 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | mittee on the Judiciary. 

‘Mr, MEYER of Louisiana: Memorial to accompany bill for re- - Mr. WACHTER: Petition of the American Towing and 
lief of Samuel W. Evans—to the Committee on Military Affairs. | Lightering Company, of Baltimore, against passage of bill S. 3861, 
relative to inspection of seagoing barges—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association 
of Baltimore, in opposition to parcels-post bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WANGER: Resolutions of Captain H. Clay Beatty Post, 
By Mr. PAYNE: Petitions of Jesse P. Knapp and 38 other voters | No. 73, Grand Army of the Republic, of Bristol, Pa., in favor of 
of the towns of Barrington and Starkey, N. Y.,and W. H. Laraby a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| 


Also, resolutions of Oscar Orillion Post, No. 14, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Louisiana, in favor of a service-pension law— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : . 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Papers to accompany bill to increase 
pension of Dennis Spurrier—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 


and § other voters of Starkey, N. Y., urging the pommoee of the BY Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: Petitions of S. G. Cooper, 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. F.. H. Ray, and others, of Canton, Madison County, Miss., for the 
Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of New York City, | passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
relating to the transportation of merchandise between the United | Judiciary. 
States and the Philippine Islands—to the Committee on the Mer- By Mr. WYNN: Papers toaccompany bill H. R. 3533, granting 
chant Marine and Fisheries. an increase of pension to Capt. R. H. Mcliroy—to the Committee 
By Mr. PORTER: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 11866, to | on Invalid Pensions. 
correct the military record of Cereach Schnepf—to the Commit- Also, memorial of board of supervisors of the city and county 
tee on Military Affairs. of San Francisco, relative to Tuolumne River and Lake Eleanor 
By Mr. RIXEY: Petition of George Roberts, M. D., and 30 oth- | reservoir rights of way—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
ers, of Lincoln, Va., and vicinity, and of W. T. Davis and $2 
others, of Purcellville, Va., favoring the passage of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. SENATE 
By Mr. R¢ ee eee * eae H. ey NATE. 
Post, No. 40, of en, Mass., an . P. Gould Post, No. 75, 7 7 . J 
of Stoneham Mass., Grand Army of the Republic, and Union Monpay, February 8, 1904. 
Veterans’ Union of Chelsea, Mass., in favor of a service-pension Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp EVERETT HALgE. 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. The Secretary pepeanes to read the Journal of the proceedings 
By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Samuel Houk, of | of Friday last, when, on request of Mr. Burrows, and by unani- 
Bingen, Ind., relative to increasing the powers of the Interstate mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and For- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
eign Commerce. | proved. 
By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Papers to accompany bill H. R. | POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT INVESTIGATION. 
"619 ’ i 
.~ ee ———_ ar R. 11872, granting | The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
4 pension to Howard 8. Gardner—to the Committee on Pension - | munication from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, in re- 
By Mr. SNOOK: Resolutions of Salem Evangelical Sunday | Spouse to a resolution of the 5th instant, the full report of the 
School, of Defiance County, Ohio, protesting against a repeal - honorable Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General, dated October 
the anticanteen law—to the Committee on Military Affairs | 24, 1903, together with other letters, reports, and communications 
By Mr. SPERRY: Petition and papers from the National So- | bearing upon the investigation of the irregularities in the Post- 
ciety of the Daughters of the American Revolution, praying for Office Department by Assistant Postmaster-General Bristow, etc. ; 


specific appropriation for the cutting of the reverse face of the | Which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 


Great Seal, and that it be placed in the custody of the Depart- mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 
Ment of State for such purposes as may be appropriate—to the | FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 
Committee on the Judiciary. " : 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolution of the New York | The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
State assembly, relative to the promotion of efficiency in the ™unication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 
Jommerce, January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set ont in the 

Also, resolution of the Live Stock Breeders’ Association of Min- | findings _by the court relating to the vessel schooner Active, 
hesota, relative to investigation and study of infectious diseases Samuel Pote, master; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
anong domestic animals—to the Committee on Agriculture. referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, resolution of Michael Cook Post, No. 123. Grand Army He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
°f the Republic, of Faribault, Minn., in favor of aservice-pension | Sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclu- 
billto the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | sions of fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, 

Also, petition of Rev. §, Phoenix and others, of Stillwater, | in the French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the 
Minn. against sale of liquor in Government buildings, etc.—to | Court relating to the vessel schooner Apollo, John Ring, master; 

© Committee on ‘Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. . which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
5 _ resolution of citizens of Washington County, Minn., rela- | Mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ost-( Mie ed Pe carriers—to the Committee on the PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 
aan resolution of the St. Paul Board of Trade, relative to in- | A message f rom the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
the Come '€ powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission—to | BARNES. one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 

By ae on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. on the 5th instant approved and signed the act (S. 2795) to amend 
Voters of C HOMAS of Iowa: Petition of 12 voters of Salix, 25 | an act entitled ‘‘An act for the regulation of the practice of den- 
Hl Voters perokes, 49 voters of Dickens, 29 voters of Ida Grove, | tistry in the District of Columbia, and for the protection of the 
Voters of Doon aot hee or eegene A voters “ Seney 35 oe from empiricism in relation thereto,’ approved June 6, 
and 19 eis , 4nd society o: ends o oosa, of lowa, 392. 
ie ie stizens of Croftonville, Cal., praying for the passage of | The message also announced that the President of the United 
Also cee var bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. _ | States had on the 6th instant approved and signed the act (S. 540) 
Bell Post. w Uutions of McDowell Post, No. 391, of Early; General | providing for an additional officer in the district of Chicago, in 
» NO. 382, of Kingsley; Hartley Post, No. 451, of Hartley; | the collection district of Indiana and Mlinois. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. DUBOIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Tacoma, 
Wash., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CULLOM presented 4 memorial of sundry citizens of Joliet, 
Til. , remonstrating against the passage of the so-called parcels-post 
bill: which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Retail Merchants’ Associa- 
tion of Moline, [ll., praying for the passage of the so-called pure- 
food bill; which was referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Sumner, II1., 
and petition of sundry citizens of Monmouth, Il., praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrep 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the board of trustees 
of the New Hampshire College of Agriculture and the Mechanic 
Arts, Durham, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to increase the Federal aid to agricultural experiment stations; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

erance Union of Hinsdale, N. H., praying for the enactment of 
egislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Columbia Heights Citizens’ 
Association, of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the extension of Eighth street NW.., 
in that city; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Colombia. 

He also presented a petition of the Columbia Heights Citizens’ 
Association, of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the opening, extension, and widening or 
straightening of alleys in the District of Columbia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the New England Shoe and 
Leather Association, of Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission; which was referred to the Committes on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the New England Shoe and 
Leather Association, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation for the suppression of lottery traffic by 
insurance companies; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the New England Shoe and 
Leather Association, of Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to reorganize the consular service of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented petitions of Post No. 20, of Aurora; 
of Colman Post, No. 508, of Mount Vernon; of Post No. 84, of 
Polo; of Joe Hanna Post, No. 117. of Pekin, all of the Department 
of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Illinois, 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Murphys- 
boro, Rockford, Lily Lake, Jacksonville, and Joliet, all in the 
State of Illinois, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
parcels-post bill; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Aermotor Company, of Chi- 
cago; of the Board of Trade of Cairo; of the Board of Trade of 
Chicago, and of the Board of Trade of Quincy, all in the State of 
Illinois, praying for the reorganization of the consular service; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Aledo, of the United Commercial Travelers’ Asso- 
ciation of Chicago, of the Baptist Association of Middle Creek, 
of the congregation of the Swedish Lutheran Church of Aledo, 
and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Sandwich, 
all in the State of Dlinois, praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. QUARLES presented a memorial of the Board of Trade 
and the Manufacturers and Jobbers’ Union of La Crosse, Wis., 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called anti-injunction 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Good Roads Association of 
Peshtigo, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation to en- 
large the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
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He also presented a petition of the Wisconsin Rest Day As 
ciation, of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the enactment of les rig 
tion to provide for the closing on Sunday of the Lewis and et 
Centennial Exposition; which was referred to the Select ¢ ark 
mittee on Industrial Expositions. —_ 

He also presented a petition of the board of rege; 
University of Wisconsin, Madison, Wis., praying 1 
ment of legislation to increase the Federal aid ¢ 
experiment stations; which was referred to the 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of District Lodge No, 99. Independ 
ent Order of Good Templars, of Waupaca, Wis., praying for ths 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans»or 
of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Commi: 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Whitewater 
Wis., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah: 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections’ 

Mr. ANKENY ae a petition of John Buford Post. No, 
89, Department of Washington, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Everett, Wash., praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper. 
ance Union of western Washington; of the congregation of tho 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Vancouver, and of the University 
Place Baptist Church, of Seattle, all in the State of Washington, 

raying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
on. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah: which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. J. W. Kerns and 51 other 
citizens of Burlington, Wash., and the petition of J. C. Laurence 
and 97 other citizens of Prescott, Wash., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of in- 
toxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of the National Live Stock 
Association, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the transfer of the administration of forest reserves to the 
Department of Agriculture; which was referred to the Comuit- 
tee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of the National Live Stock Asso- 
ciation, praying for the enactment of legislation giving to the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission authority to determine what rates 
and practices for transportation of freights shall be established 
when those complained of are found, after a full hearing of all 
interests concerned, to be unjust and unreasonable; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also introduced a petition of the National Live Stock Asso- 
ciation, praying that an appropriation be made to provide for the 
carrying forward of the investigation of poisonous plants upon 
the ranges, and the remedies or antidotes for such poisons, by the 
Department of Agriculture; which was referred to the Commit 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. ; 

He also presented a petition of the National Live Stock Associa- 
tion, praying that the Special Land Commission appointed by 
the President shall be given ample time and opportunity to study 
the varied conditions of difficult localities, and that the people ©! 
each locality be given opportunity to be heard, and, finally, the 
no hasty action be taken upon the Commission's report until th 
people have had time and opportunity to consider any plan recom: 
mended in its application to local conditions, and that if any & 
tion is finally taken whereby any part of the public ranges 8 

laced under governmental ooiedl the administration of such may 
»e placed under the control of the Department of Agriculture, 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the National Live Stock Associ 
tion, praying for the enactment of legislation provins for ‘ 
classified census of live stock; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Census. ; 

He also presented a petition of the National Live 
tion, praying for an investigation of the so-called *!! le 
laws,” and to make such modifications thereto as will eflt nd the 
prevent abuses of same and consequent damage to settlers - ‘ds 
country; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lar 

Mr. MILLARD presented a petition of D.S. Crawford Post, >»; 
197, Department of Nebraska, Grand Army 


its of the 
for the enact- 
0 agricultural 
Committee on 


or the 
rtation 
Mmittee on 


Stock Asst cia 
“Jieu land 


of the Republic, 
Westpoint., Nebr, praying for the enactment of a servic -pensiou 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Pension®.’ sain 
He also presented a petition of sundry citizens 0! Ne’ vata 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate he - ra the 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was re‘er'™ 
Committee on the Judiciary. . 
Mr. ALGER presented a petition of Henry C. 
223, Department of Michigan, Grand Army of tbe 


x 4 st we Post. No 
Republic, of 











Thomas Post, No. 131, of Leicester; 


‘iT a) nf "George H. 


Clara Barton Post, No. 65, of Warren; of Abraham Lincoln 
ee i Charlestown; of Allen Post, No. 67, of Manchesté 
et r Tastings Post, No. 54, of Berlin: of U. S. Grant Post, 

. ’ ee e: of E. M. Stanton Post, No. 147, - Amhe rst; ( 
ead and ¥ 1y Post, No. 185, of Lowell; of Thomas A. Parker 
\ _of Pepperiil; of John A. Rawlins Post, No. 43, of 


122, of Am: 
f D. G. 


. ~_ a i. P. Wallace Post, No. sbury; of Colo- 


‘ No. 45. of Gloucester; o 


= ( . r: of W. L. Baker Post, No. 86, of Northampton; 
W. B. e Post, No. 100, of Methuen; of Henry Clay Wade 
Ni f Cottage City; of Lyon Post, No. 41, of Westfield; 
Mvron EB. Stowell Post, No. 84, of South Deerfield; of Manton 

1 ft Post. No. 162, of Turner’s Falls; of Theodore Winthrop 


Dect. No. 8, of Chelsea; of Edwin E. Day Post, No. 174, of Green- 


. ( WwW. W. Rockwell Post, No 125, of Pittsfield, all of 
of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Twenty vt] ird Regiment, Department of Massachusetts, 
Ve ‘s Union, in the State of Massachusetts, praying 
» the ena nt of a service-pension law; which were referred 

to the Comm on Pensions. 


He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Norwood, 
Mass., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called anti- 
netion bill; which was referred to the Committee on the 


He al ) presented a petition of the 
t Association, of Amherst, Mass., 


Amherst Village Improve- 
praying for the passage of 


the so-called Calaveras big-tree bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Norwood, 
M r ‘ating against the passage of the so-called eight- 


hour bill; which was referred to the 


presented a petition of the Massachusetts Agricultural 
lumni, praying that an appropriation be made by the 
vi mme nt for the agricultural experiment stations; 





referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
Pst \ 

He also presented a petition of the Taunton Board of Trade, 
of Taunton, Mass., praying for the ratification of a treaty of arbi- 
tration between the United States and Great Britain; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DRY aon presented a =e of the Backus Water 
Motor Company, of Newark. N. remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called eight-hour bill which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also | nted a petition of the pg in Endeavor Society 
of the Calvary Pre sbyterian Church, Riverton, N. J., praying 


n tion of the charges m: oh and filed against Hon. 
REED Su a Senator from the State of U tah, which was re- 
lerred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a memorial of the Heilman Ma- 
chine Work Evansville, Ind., remonstrating against the 


pas- 


sage of the ulled anti-injtinction bill; which was referred to the 
Commi n the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Indian- 
It mstrating against the enactment of legislation 
I au 1 standard of classification and grading of wheat, 
fax, corn her grains; which was referred to the Commit 

na © and Forestry. 
_ até also pre nted a memorial of sundry citizens of Mount Ver- 
Pr hosed Jhon memorial of the Indiana Retail Merchants’ Associa- 
washer ve ng against the so-called parcels-post bill; which 
reterred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
( oes presented a petition of the Terre Haute Council, United 
al Travelers, of Terre Haute, Ind., praying for the 
hor an amendment to section 64 of the present bankruptcy 
¥ ‘ae referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
i vig ne ‘DGE presented a memorial of the Business Men’s 
S ation of | landreau, 5. Dak., remonstrating against the pas 
nee | led parcels-post bill; which was referred to the 
. Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
v ae bUL presented the petition of Rev. Ernest I. True, of 
\  prings, S. Dak., and the petition of Rev. Charles O. 
] ive SGN gs rd, 8. Dak., praying for the en: neaeanaa: 
ite th .e interstate tr: mnsporti ition of in comiet iting | 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
ii, FB “a ‘a the memorial of F. M. White and 26 other 
fn + .S. Dak., remonstrating against the passage of 
tee on Po: e els. post bill: which was referred to the Commit- | 


s and Post-Roads. 
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nray ing for the en: actme nt of a se “rvic e- pensic mn law: 
rred to the Committee on Pensions. 
ented petitions of F. P. H. Rogers Post, No. 29, 


Farragut Post, No. | 


Committee on Education and | 
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He also presented petitions of George W. I 





| citizens of Yankton, of James M. Hobbs and 14 other citizens of 
Yankton, and of Hiram A. Pool and 42 other citizens of Water- 
town, ull in tl 1e State of South eee for the ena ent 
of a service-pension law; which were referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 






Mr. HALE presented a petition of the Central Labor Union of 
Portland, Me., praying for the enactment of legislation to m 
the existing immigration law so as to apply only to such persons 
as advocate viol which was referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

Mr. DEPEW presented the affidavit of Jane O’Dwyer, w Ww 
of John O’Dwyer, late captain of Company E, One hund and 
Fifty-fifth Regiment New York State Infantry Volunteers 
ing for the enactment of legislation to correct the military 1 rd 
of John O’Dwyer; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Sherm f 
the congregation of the United Brethren Church of Bu 
congregation of the Church of the Covenant. of Buffalo: of t] n- 
gregation of the Jefferson Street Church of Christ, of Buffalo. and 
of the congr = m of the Glenwood Baptist Church, of Buffalo, 
all in the State of New York, praying for the enactment of leis- 
lation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liq- 
uors; which were referred to the Commpttee on the J1 ! 


» New York Board of Trade 


City, praying that an appropri- 


He also presented a petition of br 
and Transportation of New York 


ation be made for the improvement of Bronx Kills and t Har- 
lem River at that place; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 
He also presented petitions of Luther M. Whe r Post, No. 92 
| of Saratoga Springs; of-Admiral Meade Post. No. ‘40, f Oxford; 
of General John B. Murray Post, No. 597, of Ph 


db “ot 
tit of Pulaski; of Post 


No. oon of Lowvi 


Miner Post, No. 624, ot Georgetown; of J. a “( 
Dexter; of J. B. Butler Post, No. 
449. of York; of G. D. Bailey Post. il 
strong Post, No. 104, of Rhine beck; ; of Sawyer t Po st, No. 333, of 
W hitesvill Abel Smith-First Long Island 1] ’ No. 4335, of 
wklyn; of John McKee Post, No. 309, of Cambridge; of S. F. 
Bartle Post, No. 183, of Cuba; of John P. Buckley Post, No. 633 
of Belleville; of General Lyon Post, No. 266, of 1 
Harry Lee Post, No. 21, of ae of Joe Gould 
of Phoenix; of Chismore Post, No. 110, of Ilion: of 
Post, No. 416, of Millport; of 
Albany; of H. H. Beecl 


T+ 
Pit 


Wilson Dean 
Admiral Farragut Post, », of 
1er Post, No. 582, of New York; of Captain 








William A. J ks m Post, No. 301, of Middl town: of John M. 
Hutehinson Post, No. 243, of Pavilion; of Sanders Post, No. 457, 
of Cicero; of John A. Logan Post, No. 477, of Stamford, all 
Department of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, and of 
the Army and Navy Union of Sandy Hill, all in the State of New 
York, prayin r the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
were r ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Home and F on 
Missionary Society of the Second Presbyteri in Ch ure) 1 of Sara- 
toga Springs; of the Woman’s Educational and Industrial Union 
of Rochester: of the Woman’s Home and Foreign Missionary So- 
ciety of the First Presbyterian Church Gloversville; of the 
congregations of the Baptist. Congregational, and Methodist 
a churches of Phoenix; of sundry citizens of Sod l 
New York City; of the Woman's Home Missionary S 
Moravia: of the congregation of the West Avenue Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Rochester; of the congregation of the Re- 
formed Church of Williamson; of the congregation of the First 
Methodist Episcopal Churcl ; of the Woman’s Chris 
Gian Te amperes ‘e Union of Ne It} of the congr n 

» Me dist Epis par Cs Lorristown: 0 ‘ 
ater of “the First Presby irch of Troy; « 

citizens of Amsterdam and Brooklyn; of the Wor } 

Missionary Society of Cortland: of the Woman’s Chri ! 

perance Union of Cuba; of the congregation of the Sw h 

Baptist Church of Jamestown; o » Woman's Christian 7 

perance Union of Sherwood: of the congregation of the Pa ls 

Avenue Baptist Church, of Rochester; of the Wor D 

ary Society of the Second Baptist Church of Rochester: of the 

Woman’s Home and Foreign Missionary Society of B 

the congregation of the First Congregati nal Church of James- 
| town; of the ec regation of the First Ward Presbyterian ¢ 





’ f the Woman’s Christian Ten perance Union of Rye; 
of sundry citizens of Stapl ton, Tompkinsville 


of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of 

the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Lagrang f sun- 
| dry citizens of Billings and Moores Mills; of the congregation of 

the Methodist Episcopal Church of Deposit; of sundry citi f 

Syracuse and Rochester, and of the congregation of the & id 
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Presbyterian Church of Saratoga Springs, all in the State of New | 
Yor waying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mana- 
hawkin, N. i and a petition of — Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Bayou La Batr a.. praying for an investigation 

f the charges made and fil ad. against Hon. REED SmMoorT, a Sen- 
i r from the State of Utah: which were solemn to the Com- 
mit » on Privileges and Elections. 

ile also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Taunton, 
Mass., praying for the enac tment of legislation to reorganize the 
Col ilar service of the United §S tates; which was referred to the 
Cominittee on Foreign Relations. 

lie also presented a petition of sundry shipowners, shipbuilders, 
ands masters of the Unite d tates, praying for the enactment 
of legislation denying American registry to any foreign-built ves- 
sel except prizes of war or vessels forfeited for violation of the 


laws of the United States; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Central Labor Union 
Portland, Me., praying for the enactment of legislation to modify 
the present immigration law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 


He also presented a petition of the National Live Stock Associ- 


ation, of Denver, Colo., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the transfer of the administration of forest reserves 
to the Department of Agriculture; which was referred to the 


Comittee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange and 
Board of Trade of Portland, Me., praying that an appropriation 
be made for completing the harbor of refuge at Point Judith, 
Rhode Island; 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Portland, 
Me., and a petition of the Master Mariners’ Association of Glouces- 
ter, M: praying for the enactment of legislation to promote 
the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service; which were referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

INTERNATIONAL REFORM BUREAU, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present certain papers relating to the 
work of the International Reform Bureau of the District of Co- 
lumbia. I move that the papers be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SS., 


GOLD DEPOSITS OF WICHITA MOUNTAINS. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I present a paper, being a report by H. Fos- 
ter Bain on the reported gold deposits of the Wichita Mountains. 


I move that the paper be printed as a document, 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11287) making appro- 
priations for the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal 
year ending June 380, 1905, to report it with amendments, and I 
submit a report thereon. I shall ask the Senate to take up the 
bill to-morrow after the routine morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be 
Cal ndar. 

ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 


placed on the 


iT. 
referr red the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
Al ill (H. R. 7355) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Barrett; 
A bill (H. R. 1156) granting an increase of pension to John 
Pangratz; 
A bill (A. R. 6588) granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Cummings; 
A bill (H. R. 5199) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
M. Johnson; an d 
A bill (H. R. 529) granting a pension to Emma H. Higley. 


Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
re! the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9583) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Hargis; 


rrea 


A bill (H. R. 2923) granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Fairchild: and 

A bill (H. R. 2920) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
W. Huffman. 


Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; 
which were agreed to, and the 

A bill (H. R. 7563) granting 
W. Rowlett; and 

A bill (S. 3039) granting a pension to Edward A. Poag. 


an increase of pension to William 


of | 


Frprvary 8 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on +}, 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 8) to 
trical wiring in the District of Columbia, reported i 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committ: 
to whom were referred the following bills, re por 
ally wane amendment, and submitted reports tl 

A bill (S. 3945) granting an increase of pension t 
and 

A bill (H.R. 
Chenowith. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on p, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3032) grant 
of pension to William Pittenger, reported it with a) 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions + 
were referred the following bills, reported them 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 819) granting an increase of pension to John B. ( 
and 

A bill (S. 2563) granting an increase of pension to E 
Banta. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pe: 
were referred the following bills, reported them each y 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8. 3397) granting an increase of pension t 
Christy; 

A bill (H. R. 8058) granting an increase of pension to W 


Dist 


rroO 


(ion) gyri unting an increase of pe 


| M. Underhill; and 


which was referred to the Committee on Com- | 


|S. 


bills were postponed indefinitely: | 


A bill (H. R. 8850) granting an increase of pension t 
Joyce. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, t 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally \ 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8S. 4141) granting an increase of pension to Sa 
Dickey; 

A bill (S. 1554) granting an increase of pension t 
Pickard; 

A bill (H. R. 188) granting 
Hale; 

A bill (H. R. 4578) granting 
ahan; 

A bill (H. R. 6091) granting an increase of pension to J 
Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 


Bailey: 
(H. R. 5 


an increase of pension t 


a pension to Catharin 


7447) granting an increase of pensi 


A bill 
Johnson: 

A bill (H. R. 
H. Hakes; and 

A bill (H. R. 
Alexander. 

Mr. MoCUMBER (for Mr. TALIAFERRO), from t 
on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 8451) gra 
increase of pension to J. E. Harrison, reported it with a 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also (for Mr. TALIAFERRO), from the same co! 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 75 


699) granting an increase of pension t 


7095) granting an increase of pensior 


610) granting an increase of pension to 5 


i094) grantil 
pension to Charles H. Miller, reported it without a1 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also (for Mr. BurToN), from the Committee 
whom were referred the following bills, reported t! 
an amendment, and submitted reports thereon 

A bill (S, 2649) granting an increase of pensi 
Burch; 

A bill (H. R. 2477) granting an increase of pens 


McLaughlin; and 

A bill (H. R. 6705) granting an increase of | n to 1 
Forman 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Burton), from the ‘ 


Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills 
severally without amendment, and submitted 1 
A bill (H. R. 6032) granting an increase of pe! 
Bellows; é 
A bill (H. R. 6036) granting an increase of 
Shafer; 

A bill (H. R. 8717) 
Edwards: 


) granting an increase of 


A bill (A. R. 7682) granting an increase of p 
H. Howard; 
A bill (H. R. 6701) granting an inc rease of pel 
Reeds: 
A bill (H. R. 1487) granting an increase of pen i 
Drake; and ' 
\) 


nels 


A bill (H. R. 1294) granting an increase of | 
McBrien. 
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CUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


+} eon w! ich were agreed to; and. the bills were postponed in- 
cis bbe 





1 ly: ? ‘ ‘ 
- A | g 592 ) eranting a pension to David B. Wood; and 
‘4 hill (8. 8282) granting an Increase of pension to Martha A. 


Nr, BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
‘». referred the following bills, reported them severally without 


wel : 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
"4 11] (S, 4091) granting an increase of pension to Nathan M. 
G A ° : ‘ 

, }i1] (8. 4090) granting an increase of pension to Charlotte J. 
7 ' 1 ¢ 4052) granting a pension to Alice K. Seligson; 

‘A Dill (HL R. 1497) granting an increase of pension to Dana 
C s : ' 

, 11] (H. R. 8299) granting a pension to Medie M. Flanders; 

\ }il] (H. R. 4987) granting an increase of pension to Emily 
¢ 


H,. R. 7489) granting an increase of pensi ion to Helen M. 
pill (H. R. 8298) granting a pension to Mary E. Pennock; 
1 (H. R. 8407) granting an increase of pension to Frank 


.NHAM. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
ents, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (S. 562) granting an increase of pension to Emeline F. 


ill (S. 8950) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
bi ll; and 
il (S. 354) granting an increase of pension to Clara B. Gris- 


y 
Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
We erred the following bills, reported them each with an 
al ent, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (S. 8893) granting an increase of pension to John L. 


A bill (S. 8085) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 

ill (S. 8488) granting an increase of pension to Charles E, 
A bill (S. 8534) granting an increase of pension to John §. 
Parker; and 


A bill (H. R, 865) granting an increase of pension to Charles C. 


Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 





were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 


out amen - nent, — sulmnitie d reports thereon: 


, \ | .R. 5609) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin | 
A sby; and 
A bill (H.R. 5471) granting an increase of pension to A. Marion 
G e, | 

OTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was | 
r d the bill (H. R. 8037) granting a pension to William 
bieher, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed 
U the bill was postponed indefinitely. 
; ), from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally with amendments, and 


suuinitied reports thereon: 
S. 1091) granting an increase of pension to James Hahn; 


er S. 2179) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
AaPKISON; and 


, 1 (5. 268) granting an increase of pension to Annie B, 

vv “i 

re! OO COT T, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 

t ? +} 

me ae following bills, reported them each with an amend- | 


submitted reports thereon: 
Wrict, ». 0U03) granting an increase of pension to Emma E. § 


~ = ~J09) granting an increase of pension to Ada Johnson; 
d > ’ . . . : . 
yy. i. R. 6089) granting an increase of pension to Emma L, 
and 
Bo (i. R. 4251) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
ref ‘i OTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
emai the following bills, re ported them severally without 


' ment, anc | submitted re ports thereon: 
<i ill (J H, R 62 23 > . 
LW; ». 0634) granting an increase of pension to Robert 


sL11AS: 


“he R. 7757) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
e1se r: 
Se hj 

nll (H.R. 681) granting an increase of pension to Ella P. 


steter; 


A bill (H. R. 8207) 


err’ i the following bills, submitted adverse reports | Johnson; 
A bill (H. R. 3: 


W. Kerby; 


A bill (H. R. 4 


Sills; 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A. Wilbur. 


Mr. BARD, from the Committee on Indian Affair 
was referred the bill (S. 3182) to pay certain Choctaw (Indian) 
| warrants held 


maintenance of 


Mr. WARRI 


whom were re a <1 the following bills, reported them s rally 


6085) 
5972) 


granting an increase of pension to Charles 
granting an increase of pension to George 


granting an increase of pension to John A, 


granting a = to Anna M. Maier; and 
granting an increase of pension to Edward 


3, to whom 





by James M. Shackelford, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitte »d a report thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, froi 
| was referred the bill 


n the Committee on Territories, to whom 
(S. 8728) to provide for the construction and 





md the establishment and maintenance of 
schools, and the care and support of insane and destitute persons 
in the district of Alaska, and for other 1 arp ses, reported it with 
amendments, -_e submitted a report there 

from the Committee on ‘Military Affairs, to 


£ 


without amendment, and submitted reports thereor 


A bill (S. 4054 


) for 


the relief of Richard King; and 


A bill (S. 407 9) for the relief of James Denton. 


Mr. WARRE 


a 


am directed by + ac tage eon Claims. to 


ae was referred the bill (S. 1268) for the relief of James Den- 
on, to submit an adverse re port thereon and to move its indeti- 
7 postponement, as the subject-matter is covered by Senate bill 


4079, just reported favorably. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be postponed in- 


definitely. 


£ 


Mr. P AT TERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amantinanta, and submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (S. 1616) granting an increase of pension to M 


ovan: and 


A bill (S. 1914) granting an increase of pension to John S, 


Stanger. 


Michael Don- 


Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (S. 8887) granting an increase of pension to Charles J. 


Clark: and 


A bill (H. R. 6426) granting an increase of pension to David Z. 


Beidler 


Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4031) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


R. es 
A bill | 
A bill i E 


A bill (H. R. 93 


Shelton; 
A bill (H.R. 
A bill (H. 


A bill (H. R. 


Baker; and 
A bill (H.R. 
Jones. 


, 2427 ys 
cerh on 
i) 


5d38) s 
T7072) 


granting a pension to Cynthia Thomas; 
rranting a pension to Mariah Kuechiler; 
ranting an increase of pension to Mark A. 


granting a pension to Jane Elizabeth Bullock; 
granting a pension to Mary McCall: 


703) granting an increase of pension to Robert P. 


3665) 


granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 


Mr. BALL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 8902) granting a pension to George F. Smith: 


A bill (S. 2662) 


Ue) & 


Carrow; 


A bill (S. 3812) 


Wheatland: and 


A bill (H. R. 6025) 


Herzog. 


Mr. BALL, from the Committee on Pensi 


ranting an increase of pension to John H, 


granting an increase of pension to Charles 


granting an increase of pension to John 





referred the following bills, reported them severally wv 
amendment, and submitted reports thereo 


A bill (H. R. 8 


| BE. Davis: 
A bill (H. R. 775 





Schroder; 


A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. ! 
A bill (H. R. 


A. Thompson; 


A bill (H. R. 


Jeffrey; 


A bill (H. R. 


M. Everett; 


342) 
7700) 


8920) 
65 7 ) 


3617) 








granting an increase of pension to Horace 
granting an increase of pension to Charles 
granting a pension to Harriet A. Tucker; 
granting a pension to John Hol 

granting a pension to Juliette West 
granting an intrease of pension to Frances 


granting an increase of pension to George 


granting an increase of pension to Charles 
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ranting an increase of pension to Hester | 
granting an » of pension to George 


ension a . Broe kins; 


3616) granting an incr ‘ pension to James W. 


4 


, from. th e Committ 
l >  subn ti ted adve 


Is we re po 


s, to whom we 
rse reports thi 
poned indefinitely: 
amie ton nsion to Mary G. 


increase of pension to Martha 


the Committee on Post-Offices and 
i 5. 705) for ther 
Stimpson, reported it with: 


port thereon. 


roviding that the 





y, State or local, aske 
j ye referred tothe Con 


which was agreed to. 


DAVID K. WALL AND OTHERS. 


» that the Committee on Post-Offices and 
isc harg ad ” m the further consideration of the 
David K. Wall and the 
Be that it be referred to the ( 


Sahes A. Wit itter, de cease d. 


s agreed to. 


HOPE CLAIM, 


from the C ommitt tee on Claims, 
. whicl nwa 


Ir. Ww ARREN, ported the 


lirected to retur 


laims the certifie 1 copy of the concl 





8 with its request. 
LUTIONS INTRODT 
introduced 
itor for the 
Assistant Attorney-General for the 
whic ch was read twice by its title, and referred to 
1m » Judiciary. 

TE WAR T it stroduced a bill (S. 


deceased; 


4162) providing for the 
Post-Office De pees nt 
Post Offi e 


Department; 


4163) for the reli 
which was read twice > by its 
“i to the Committee on Indian 

introduced a bill (S. 4164) to 
the Re Seal Statutes j 
‘ommittee on Military 
DILLINGHAM) introduced ¢ 
a term of the circuit 
listrict of Verm 


amend secti 
TOR (for Mr. 
and district 
rred to the ¢ 
introdu ced ‘ 


ction of game 
ay 1902, and to protect ¢ de 


LLINGHAM 


Cx manitte eon T 
1167) to define 


; catarenn 4 to th : 
oT RK in tr ny so im a bill (S. 
le, ae referred to the (¢ 


duced a bill (S. 
th Kentucky Cavalry 
ich was read twice 


4168) for the 1 
by its title, « 


m to Galena 
. with the accom- 


) granting a pensi 
by its title, « 





to increase the 
tion of a public 
which was read twice by its ti 
Buildings and Grounds 
which were severally 
rred to the Committee on Pen- 


referre d to the Committee on Public 
following bills: 


(S. 4171) granting an increase of pension to Thaddeus K., 


S. 4172) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
W cae (with an accompanying 








A bill (S. 4178) granting a pension to Salina T. 
an accompanying paper); and 
A bill (S. 4174) granting an increase of ne) 
Schmolsmire (with an accompanying paper). : 
Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 4175) for th, 
erick K. Carlisle; which was read twice by its { 
to the Committee on the Judici lary. 7 
He also introduced a bill (S. 4176) granting an 
sion to Charles A. Bissonette; which was read { 
and, wit h the a com} anying paper, referred to t 
| Pensions 
Mr. GALLI. NGER intr ved a bill (S. 4177 
practice of pharmacy con tl 1e mille of pois sons in 
‘olumbia, and for othe purposes; lich wa 
title, and referred to a Committee ¢ on the Dist: 
He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 417s 
sion of Erie street, in Meridian Hill; which was tw 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Dist 
Mr. SMOOT introduced a bill (S. 4179) for t] 
Sanders; which was read twice by ‘its tit] 
pe anying papers. referred to the (¢ ‘ommit tee on C] 


eC, and, 


ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 4180) er; 
sien E. Baker; which was read twice by its tit] 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 4181 
erection of a a of records; which was read 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildi 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a bill 
relief of Edward C. Andre; which was read twi 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the ( 
eign Relations. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S 
erection of a public building in the city of N 
which was read twice by its title, and referred t 
| on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 4184) grant 
of pension to Pauline M. Roberts; which was r 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pension 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 4185) for 
heirs of Laura E. Wilkinson, deceused; which w 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Clain 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 4186) t 
tion upon the Court of Claims to hear and deter 
John Clibbon Brain, a citizen of the United §S 
first lieutenant of the Confederate States Navy 
being arrested by authority of the United Stat 
1866, and detained in prison in the State of Nev 
ernment of the United States, without trial, unt 
which date he was released by authority of t) 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to t 
on Claims. 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 4187 
crease of pension to William G. Tompkins; w 
by its title, and, with the accompanying pap 
Committee on Pensions. 

fe also introduced a bill (S. 4188) oe ray 
H. Landreth; which was read twice by its title 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 4189 
to Amanda Moore; which was read twice by1 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4190) grantin 
min Botner; which was read twice by its tit] 
the Committee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 4191) for the 
Mershon; which was read twi e by its title 
CU roses raga j 





Mr. PATTER introduced a bill (S. 4192 
crease of pension to James H. Whaley; which w 
its title, and referred to the Con mith e on Pens 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill ( 1193) pr 
propriation of water from the ¢ Charade River 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and re! 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 41%4) 
public building at Red Wing, Minn.; which w is 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pul 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4195) for the er 
building at Faribault, Minn; which was read 
and referred to the Committee on Public Build 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4196) to provid 
tion of the reports of the United States circul! 
and of the circuit and district courts; which wa 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the J 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4197) to provide ! 


Mr 
for the r 
and rete] 

He alsy 
Of Mrs 


. refs rr 


( fae ives fy 
Preble. 
ariny officer: 
twice by its + 


He also introduced a bill (S, 4237 
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ederal Cases in the United States courts: which was 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 


Mr. NELSON) introduced a bill (S. 4198) granting 
pension to Timothy Hayne; which was read twice 
and, Wi 
Pensions. 
EDGE (for Mr. HANNA) introduced the following 
ere severally read twice by their titles, and referred 
tee on Pensions: 
9) granting a pension to William Rufus Kelly; 
00) granting an increase of pension to William C. 
1201) 


granting an increase of pension to Alois 


02) granting an increase of pension to Mary Land- 


1203) ger 


granting a pension to John C. McIntire; 
04) granting a pension to Charles M. Wilson; 
105) granting a pension to Richard H. Cutter: 

6) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
207) granting an increase of pension to Sarah C. 
1208) granting an increase of pension to Sarah For- 
09) granting an increase of pension to Richard H. 
10) granting an increase of pension to William F. 
211) granting an increase of pension to William C. 
212) granting an increase of pension to Thomas E. 


1213) granting an increase of pension to David Gough: 
1214) granting an increase of pension to Ella M. 


215) granting an increase of pension to Henry Berk- 


}) granting an increase of pension to John Day; 
granting an increase ef pension to Thomas H. 
granting an increase of pension to James P. 

) granting an increase of pension to William A. 


almon; 
pension to Henry C. 


) granting an increase f pe nsion to John $ 
granting an increase of 
1222) granting 


an increas pension to James L. 


23) granting an increase of pension to William P. 

EDGE (for Mr. HANNA) introduced a bill (S. 4224) 
naval record of Alfred Burgess; which was read 
e,and referred tothe Committee on Naval Affaiz 
Mr. HANNA) introduced the following bills; which 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
ivy Affairs: 

25) to correct the military 

ki. Rohmer; 

26) to remove the charge of desertion from the mil- 
William Andrews; 

27) to correct the military record of George G. Pat- 


record of Anton Smith, 


28) to correct the military record of Simeon Sheldon; 

-Y) to correct the military record of John Hill; 
1230) to correct the military record of Lora E. Reed; 

|) tocorrect the military record of Stephen Thomp- 


) 


i252) to correct the military record of William B. Mc- 


to correct the military record of Alexander D. 
KITTRE EDGE (for Mr. HANNA) introduced a bill (S. 4234) 
: Renee Morris; which was read twice by its title, 
to oie Committee on Claims. 
‘80 (for Mr. HANNA) introduced a bill (S. 4235) for the relief 
-G ivus A. Balzer; which was read twice by its title, 
i‘ to the Committee on Claims. 
'. HALE introduced a bill (S. 4236) to pay claimants for 
se ate property by reason of mortar practice at Fort 
during the fall of 1901, as reported by a board of 
‘ constituted to ascertain the same; which was read 
itle, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Me. 


| record of John O’ Dwyer; 


with the accompanying paper, referred to the | 


| inquiry into the 


granting a pension to Martha ' 


L70L 


Small Wiggin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


| the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 4238) to correct the military 
which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on oe iry Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4239) granting an iner of 
pension to William H. McCann; Wwhicl h was read twice by its title, 


and, with the accompanying papers, which were ordered to be 


ado 


| printed, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. LODGE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 45) directing 
claim of the Wales Island Packing Company; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims, 


FORT SHERMAN MILITARY RESERVE, IDAHO. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 46 
of the Fort Sherman abandoned military reserve 
was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask that the joint resolution may lie on the 
table, and to-morrow I shall submit some remarks on it. I par- 
ticularly call the attention of 9 » Senators from Washington to 
the joint resolution in order that, if they see fit, they may be pres- 
ent to-morrow when I submit _ remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
that the joint resolution may lie on the table 
second reading at the present time. 
and it will lie on the table. 


to dispose 


in Idaho; which 


ho asks 
and not receive its 
The Chair hears no objection, 


from Idal 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. GALLINGER 


submitted an amendment proposing t 
propriate $10,000 for the Columbia Polytechnic Institute I 
Blind, to be uss d for the instruction and employment of adult 
blind who are actually residents of the District of Columbia, and 
for the purchase ‘and repair of machinery and tools, intended to 
Seneauneae d by him to the District of Columbia 1 appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLAPP submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$5,000 annually, to be e - ended at the experiment station at St. 
Anthony Park, Minn., for the purpose of investigating in Sectioun 
diseases of domestic animals prevalent in the State of Minnesota 
and adjoining States, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the 
agricultural appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be print: 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment intended to be 
posed by him to the bill (S. 3571) to amend the act of Septe1 
19, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to amend certain sections of the 
vised Statutes relating to lotteries, and for other purposes ’’ (s« 
tions 3894 and 3929 of the Revised Statutes), and the first section 
of the act (of Congress) of March 2, 1895 (chapter 191), entitled 
“An act for the suppression of lottery traffic through national 
and interstate commerce and the postal service subject to the ju- 
risdiction and laws of the United States’’ (so as to apply the 
provisions of existing laws to let posti il cards, circulars 
pamphlets, and publications concerning any business of, an 
tracts and poli of life, fire, or other insurance trans 
into any State. district, or Territory by con ; or persons n 
authorized to transact such business in the , district, or Ter- 
ritory from which the same are transmitted); which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. ALGER subiiitted an amendment proposing to incr 
the appropriation for shelter, shooting galleries, ranges for 
arms target practice, and repairs incident there 
States Army, from $35,000 to $38,000, intended to be proposed by 
him to the army appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on ee Affairs, and ordered to be printed 

Mr. QUARLES submitted an amendment authorizing 
counting officers of the Treasury to re open a d adjust 
of New Jersey and Wisconsin, for which appropriati: 
by act of Congress approved March 3, 1903 
proposed by him to the general deficiency 
which was referred to the Committee on 
ordered to be printed. 
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REPORT 
On motion of Mr. Lopae, it was 
Order That the report and maps of 


which were ordered printed by 
in cloth. 


OF ALASKAN BOUNDARY TRIB! 


_ » Alas 


the Senate : a Senate 

REPORT (MO.) IMPROVEMENT. 
Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; 
vas considered by unanimous consent, and agreed t 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to send t 
copy of the report of the Board for River Impre yvement and Has 
at Kansas C ity, Mo. 


ON KANSAS CITY 
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RHODE AT ST. LOUIS. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I offer the order which I send to the desk, 
and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


ISLAND STATE DVUiLDIN 


iG 


Ordered, That an additional illustration—the State building of Rhode 


land—be published in the extz lition of the report of the St 
Commission, authorized by Senate concurrent resolution No. 20 
Mr. COCKRELL. The document referred to in the order has 
already been ordered printed. The illustration of the Rhode 
Island building was not ready when the document was authorized 
to be printed. Rhode Island is the only State that has been left 
out. 


The order was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
EXPOSITION AT PORTLAND, OREG. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that 
on the day following the conclusion of the Panama treaty I shi - 
ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 2 
in aid of the Lewis and Clark Exposition at Portland, Oreg., ae 
viding it does not at that time interfere with the appropriation 
bills, and at any other time when business does not seem to be 
particularly pressing, requiring the immediate consideration of the 
Senate. 


Is- 
. Louis Fair 


Lé¢ 


HENRY CHRISTY. 


The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension 
to Henry Christy and requesting a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendment and agree to the request of the House for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
McCumber, Mr. Scott, and Mr. TALIAFERRO were appointed. 


ABRAM H. HUNT. 
The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate the action 


9 
ere 


of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment.of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 892) granting an increase of pension 
to Abram H. Hunt, and requesting a conference with the Senate 


on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendment and agree to the request of the House for a confer- 
ence. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
McCumeer, Mr. Scott, and Mr. TALIAFERRO were appointed. 

ALBERT H. ROGERS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
tion of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (AH. R. 958) granting an increase of 
sion to Albert H. and requesting a conference on the 
reeing votes of th : two Houses thereon. 

McCUMBER. I move that the Senate insist 
amendment and agree to the request for a conference. 

The motion was a d to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore 
ized to appoint tl 


rees on the 
McCumsBer, Mr. Scott, and Mr. 


ALFRED I. JUDY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3776) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Alfred I. Judy, and requesting a conference on the disa- 
rreeing votes of the two hous’s thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I make the same motion in regard to this 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
McCumber, Mr. and Mr. TALIAFERRO were appointed. 


GEORGE C, SHERMAN, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing tothe amendment of 
the S nate to the bill (H. R. 3903) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George C. Sherman, and requesting a conference with the 
Senate on the disagre ing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I make the same motion in reference to this 
case. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 


1 togers. 


1; 
aisi 


Mr. its 


upon 


oT e 
was author- 
yart of the Senate: and Mr. 
TALIAFERRO were appointed. 
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| tion of the House of Representatives disagreeing to { 
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ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the & . 
| McCumber, Mr. Scorr, and Mr. TALIAFERRO were ayy yint,a 
ALONZO DUTCH, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Sen 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5176) granting an ine 
to Alonzo Dutch,and requesting ac ouferer nce with t) 


Sanat 


Mr. McCUMBER. I make a like motion in regard #5 +); 

The motion was agreed to. aL. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempor 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the S 
McCumbkr, Mr. Scort, and Mr, TALIAFERRO were appoin 

GEORGE W. TRAVIS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the § 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6022) granting 
of pension to George W. Travis, and requesting 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I make a like motion in reference; 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempor 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Sen 
McCumBer, Mr. Scott, and Mr. TALIAFERRO were 


a conter 


ISTHMIAN CANAL ROUTES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Al 
[Mr. MorGan] on Wednesday last asked for the printing 
tain isthmian canal document, and it was ordered. Thy 
ment, onexamination, I find contains mapsand illustrations. 1 


Government Printing Office will not print them un th 
includes the printing of maps and illustrations. ord 
left off one small document of importance. The Chair as! 
to amend the order by adding ‘‘ with the illustrations a 
together with the message of the President of Janna 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and thi 
amended. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, } 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House | 
a bill (H. R. 11825) making appropriations for the 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905; 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House i 
amendment to the bill (S. 200) granting an incr 
Austin Almy, disagreed to by the Senate; agret 
ence asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing \ 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. LOUDENs! 
TERSON of Pennsylvania, and Mr. RIcHAR! f 
agers at the conference on the part of the Hou 

The message further announced that the House 1 ) ! 
amendment to the bill (S. 1760) granting a pen 
Devore, disagreed to by the Senate; agrees to t 
asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing \ 

Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. lar ENS] 
TERSON of Pennsylvania, and Mr. RICHARDSON oi 
agers on the part of the House. 


ON O \ 


ENROLLED BILL 


SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker « 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 6331) granting 
sion to James M. Dickey, and it was thereupon 
President pro tempore. 
RELATIONS WITH COLOMBIA. 


Mr. HOPKINS. ask unanimous consent th 
business be now laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator !} 
unanimous consent that the unfinished busin 
fore theSenate. Isthere objection? The Chair he: 
unfinished business will be stated. 


a } 


The SkoreTarRy. Senate resolution 82, by Mr. B 
the negotiation by the President of a treaty with t! 
Colombia to satisfactorily adjust and determin 
between the United States and Colombia growing 
revolution in Panama, et” 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, it was not m) 
nally to submit any remarks on the question of th 
the rejection of the treaty now - nding in the 
the Republic of Panama and the United States 
however, of the Senators who propose to vote as 
and their criticism of the attitude of our Gove 


Colombia have constrained me in justification 0! 
some of the reasons which influence me to vote 
tion of the treaty. 
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essary at this stage of the discussion tospeak of the | Mr. President, some of the honorable Senators who oppose 
to the great interests of the United States of a canal | this treaty say the President was too precipitate in recognizing 
ting the waters of the Atlantic with those of the Pacific. This | the Republic of Panama and have entered into an elaborate sys- 
Saal d by everybody. tem of mathematical calculations to show how closely the action 
* But while Senators profess to favor the construction of an isth- | of our Government followed upon the heels of the uprising in 
mian canal, they vehemently oppose the treaty which grants the Panama. If the recognition of the Republic of Panama were 
right to the United States to construct such a canal across the | one of the questions that this body had to pass upon, these sug- 
Isthmus of Panama, not upon the ground that the provisions of | gestions from the honorableSenators might have some weight; but 
that treaty are not all that any patriotic American citizen could | from every standpoint that the consideration of the treaty can be 
ask for, but that the manner of its procurement has been such viewed it is of no moment whether the Republic of Panama was 
that, as self-respecting Senators, they can not approve it. They | recognized by the President as an independent sovereign power 
have felt it incumbent upon them to denounce the President and | three days or three years after the declaration of independence 
cocretary Hay and to insist that the President has violated not | had been made by the people of that long-oppressed province. 
only the Constitution of our country, but international law as As I have already shown, the President, in recognizing the Re- 
well, in the recognition of the Republic of Panamaand in the ne- | public of Panama, merely exercised the power that is lodged in 
votiation of the treaty which is now pending in the Senate. him by the Constitution of the United States. He alone is the 
* Mr. President, I dissent in toto from the conclusions that have | judge as to the proper time to make recognition. Senators pro 
heen reached on both of these propositions. I insist that our Gov- | claimed in stentorian tones in this Hall that international law 
ernment in all of its negotiations with the Republic of Colombia, | has been violated by this recognition. What principle of inter- 
and now with that of Panama, has not only followed the provi- | national law has been violated by this recognition? What authors 
sions of the Constitution of the United States, but kept well within | on the subject of international law define the exact time when 
the principles of international law. The executive branch of our | one government must or must not recognize the existence of 
Government is charged with our foreign relations, and to the | another state? What decision of the Supreme Court of the 
President, under our Constitution, is the authority given to rec- | United States has clearly defined the exact moment at which it 
ognize the independence of Panama or to refuse such recognition | is proper for the President to act? I affirm, Mr. President, that 
as his judgment shall determine. In doing this he assumes the | international law does not prescribe the exact time when one 
responsibility. That responsibility is not shared by members of | government in the exercise of its sovereign rights may recognize 
this Senate. He is not beholden to the members of this Senate | the existence of a new power or an independent government. 
for his acts in thus recognizing the Republic of Panama. Fortu- | That question is always left to the discretion of the recognizing 
nately, for the best interests of the Republic, his action does not | power. In some instances it may be months or years if you 
depend upon the vote of Senators in either ratifying or rejecting | please, and in others it may be practically coexistent with the 
this treaty. Thepeople of the United States are the ones to whom | declaration of independence of the new power. 
he must go to account for his stewardship and the ones to whom If the President had violated any principle of international law 
he must appeal for a justification and approval of his acts. in recognizing the Republic of Panama, those who would have 
That he, in recognizing the Republic of Panama, has only exer- | been first heard to complain would have been our commercial and 
cised the rights and privileges of his office is fully confirmed by | industrial rivals, the nations who are competitors with us for 
repeated decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States. I  tradein the Orient. Haveany of the great commercial nations of 
call to the attention of Senators the following language of Mr. | the world filed any protest against the early action taken by the 
Justice McLean, speaking for the Supreme Court of the United | United States in the recognition of this new Republic? I affirm, 
Stats in the case of Williams v. The Suffolk Insurance Com- | Mr. President, not one. On the contrary, I hold in my hand,and 
pany, 3 Peters, page 420. In speaking of this identical points, | will insert in my remarks, a list of the governments which have 
the learned justice said: recognized the Republic of Panama, and the dates of such recog- 
And can there be any doubt that when the executive branch of the Gov- | nition. 
rnment. which is charged with our foreign relations, shall in its correspond- 
vith a foreign nation assume a fact in regard to the sovereignty of any 
r country, it is conclusive upon the judicial department? And in this 
view it is not material to inquire, nor is it the province of the court to deter- | United States 
ne, Whether the Executive be right or wrong. Itis enough to know that | France 
cise of his constitutional functions he has decided the question. 
ne this under the responsibilities which belong to him, it is obliga- 
ry on the people and Government of the Union. Germany 
Andin the case now pending it is not material to inquire, so a. fates 
ir as Senators are concerned, whether the President be right or | Sweden and Norway 
wrong. If he be wrong, this Senate can not correct that wrong. | Belgium -......-.....-. 
he people of the United States, who are the source of all power, con E 
rrect that, if it be a wrong, in our national election next | Cuba Be Bake aio et aaainiietwe sake 
ember. If he be right, asI firmly believe him to be, they | Great Britain. -... 
approve and applaud his action by reelecting him to the a ‘2 
ency of the United States. Costa Ries 
responsibility for the recognition of the Republic of Panama | Switzerlar 
not the Senate’s. That recognition is obligatory upon this | Qustems! 
.asit is upon the Supreme Court and the people of this | ~ 
ity. It is entirely separate and distinct from the treaty I find that within less than sixty-five days from the date of 
118 how pending in the Senate. That treaty may be ratified | declaration of independence on the part of the Republic 
may b rt J cted by the Senate, but the fact will remain that Panama twenty governments hay ’ recognized the inde}; le 
ie Kepublic of Panama is recognized by the Government of the of this little Republic. And in this list I find such count: 
uited States as an existing republic, and that fact can not be | as Great Britain, Germany, France, and Russia. Fran a 


It is unn 
jmportan' © 





List of governments which have recognized the inde pe ndence 
dates of recognition. 


i cattnens eta agua tens January 19, 1 


usttrbed by any action of this body. nized the Republic within three days after t 


the adoption of the treaty makes the construction of an isth- | UnitedStates did; Germany within seventeen days; 
han canal an accomplished fact. How does the rejection of this | within forty-one days, and Italy within forty-one 
: aty eave us? Panama is no longer a part of the Colombian | ragua, Costa Rica, Peru, Guatemala, and the Repu 
pubic. Itis an independent nation, so recognized by all of | in the Western Hemisphere, have recognized the fe] 
iwi tt nations in both the Eastern and Western hemispheres. | Panama. This list of countries, Mr. President, which have fol- 
uatever rights we had under the treaty that was negotiated | lowed so quickly the example of the United States is the best ref- 
. + New Granada in 1846 now rest upon this new Republic. | utation which it is possible to. make of those charges made on 
) law, national or international, would justify our Government | this floor by Senators who are opposed to the ratification of the 
» 4ling Colombia to destroy this new Republic. Colombia, | treaty between the two Republics, the United States and Panama, 
i give no aid to this or any other country in the construc- | that the President has violated international law by the alleged 
an isthmiancanal. Whatever negotiations may be hadon | precipitate manner in which he has recognized the Republic of 
ama oe the future must be had with the Republic of Pan- | Panama. It is not only a complete and ample refut ition to the 
countes + rejection of the treaty would be a notification to that | claim made, that this Government should have wai ed until the 
and ih a do not care to enter into such relations with her | test had been made as to wh« ther the Republic of Panat 1a 
hanes We have abandoned our rights and claims to a free tran- | sustain herself against the mother country, but it show 
the. 88 the Isthmus by way of a canal such as is proposed in | markable unanimity of feeling that exists among the n 
face if thie’ an a Senators, fe the situation that eee the a to See Teupansenee = eennire tion of 
tors from the a >) ert ater ; and itisa question that t 1e we na- mian ¢ ana across the rr ry =e ; a or leas 
Mrs evera States must meet and settle with their con- Mr. } resident, if the people and the gov — “ te al 
“ats in our national election next November. ' various countries which I have here named approve the action of 
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the United States in recognizing the Republic of Panama and 
negotiating this treaty for the construction of a canal, why should | 
iny American citizen object? Certainly there is nothing in the 
iistory of our relations with Colombia or the dealings of her | 
eople with the United States that entitles them to any greater 
‘consideration than has been shown hy our Government during 
all the relations from the time of the negotiation of the Hay- 
ferran treaty to this present moment. This has already been 
shown by Senators who have addressed themselves to this subject, 
and I shall endeavor, Mr. President, before I close, to give some 
of the reasons why the people of the Province of Panama declared 
their independence of the Colombian Republic, and why early 
action was taken by the United States in recognizing the new 
Republic and negotiating the treaty for the construction of an | 
isthmian canal, as provided for in the treaty now before us. 

The revolution which resulted in the separation of the Ameri 
can colonies from the British Crown was precipitated by a minor- 


é 
. 
} 
i 
, 
i 
{ 


ity of the colonists. During the whole period of the American 
Revolution there was a very substantial class of citizens in each 


colony that opposed the separation of the colonies from England 
and sympathized with the success of the British arms. If we can 
believe approved historians, the civil war was precipitated by a 
minority of the people in the several States that formed the 
Southern Confederacy. As the war progressed the feeling of 
State patriotism infiuenced the citizens, and they showed a una- 
nimity of purpose and a patriotism and bravery from their stand- 
point that are the admiration of mankind. 

The establishment of the Republic of Panama, however, Mr. 
President, is one that meets with the approval not only of the 
leaders of that young Republic, but of all classes of citizens 
throughout the Province. Never in the history of man has there 
been such universal rejoicing over the establishment of an inde- 
pendent government as prevails with all classes in Panama to-day. 
‘Their independence and the recognition of their Republic by all 
of the governments of the world are the culmination of more than 
forty years of agitation, of war, and of bloodshed. Thearguments 
vhich have been advanced by Senators who are opposed to this 
treaty have ignored the rights of the people of Panama and have 
assumed that without just cause they have rebelled against the 
parent State. 

These arguments of the honorable Senators who have been so 
insistent upon recognizing the claimed rights of the Government 
of Colombia have assumed that the Province of Panama is as 
closely associated geographically and every other way with Colom- 
bia as Virginia is With Maryland, or Massachusetts is with the 
other New England States. Mr. President, geographically there 
is no more connection between the Province of Panama and the 
Government at Bogota than there is between Panama or Vene- 
zuela and the new Republic of Cuba. There are hundreds of 
miles of dense forests, mountains, and morasses that separate the 
Province of Panama from the Government at Bogota, so dense 
and so impassable that no pathway by man has ever been made 
through this great strip of country that separates Panama from 
the Government at Bogota. Their connection is by water trans- 
portation. 5 

The interests of the people of Panama are as separate and dis- 
tinct from the Colombian Republic as are the interests of the Re- 
public of Cuba from those of the German Empire. In the half 
century or more that the Province of Panama has been united 
with the fortunes of the various governments that now form the 
Republic of Colombia, the Government at Bogota has shown a 
disregard of the interests of the people of Panama and the devel- 
opment of that province that is unparalleled in the history of a 
civilized government. No eastern despot has ruled with more ab- 
solute power the people under his domain than has the Government 
at Bogota controlled the affairs of the people of Panama. The 
revenues that have been derived from Panama have been used by 
the little coterie that form the governing power at Bogota for the 
benefit of themselves and the states in which they were specially 
interested. No roads have been constructed; no schools have 
been established; no public improvements made that would ad- 
vance the interests of the Province of Panama. The petitions of 
her people for greater recognition in the confederated Republic 
have been ignored and her rights trampled upon. 

Had it not been for the intervening power of the United States 
-anama would long before this have gained her independence. 
It happened, however, Mr. President, that when the people of 
Panama declared their independence last November their inter- 
ests in establishing an independent Republic coincided not only 
with the interests of our Government, but with the interests of 
all other civilized nations. And it is this fact and not the fact 
that the United States had recognized the Republic of Panama 
that has caused all the great commercial and industrial nations 
of the world to so promptly recognize the independence of the | 
Republic of Panama., 

While the United States will undoubtedly be more greatly bene- ! 
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Q 
’ 
fited by the construction of this canal across the Tst} fp 
ama than any other nation, it is true that all na: ‘ _ 
benefited, some in a greater degree than others: byt ; ee 
sucha great waterway, uniting the waters of the A a 
those of the Pacific Ocean, is of paramount importan ete 
lized governments. The attitude of Colombia' sinc, aa 


tion of the Hay-Herran treaty has been such as to no 
the suspicions of the friends throughout the civilized 
proposed canal, but to forfeit the good opinion of aj) 
nations. bier: 

During the progress of the debate on this question whew 
Senators animadverted with a good deal of severity ' 
of the President in having the Nashville at Colon a) 
vessels and marines at Panama and Colon for thy 
American interests and to maintain a free route ; 
mus. They have insinuated rather than made th 
that our Government, through the President and ( 
officers, connived at the uprising in Panama and ar 
for the breaking away of that Province from the ( 
ernment. I have said, Mr. President, they have ma 
charge to this effect. No self-respecting Senator 
that in view of the statement made by the Pr ht 
point, which I desire to again call to the attention 
In his message sent to the Senate January 4, in s 
this identical point, he said: 

I hesitate to refer to the injurious insinuations which } 
complicity by this Government in the revolutionary move 
They are as destitute of foundation as they are of prow 
for my mentioning them is the fear lest unthinki 
take fcr acquiescence the silence of mere self-respect 
therefore, that no one connected with this Government h 
paring, inciting, or encouraging the late revolution on the ] 
and that save from the reports of our military and naval o! 
no one connected with this Government had any previo 
revolution except such as wasaccessible to any person of 
who read the newspapers and kept up a current acqua 
affairs. 

Our honored Secretary of State, Mr. Hay, in hi 
General Reyes on January 5 was equally as empha 
Equally so is the insinuation that ahy action of this Go 
the revolution in Panama was the result of complicity wit 
revolutionists. The Government sees fit to make these d 

them finally. 


il | 


cuse 


it! 


One would suppose, Mr. President, that after thes 
made by the President and the Secretary of State, th 
hear nothing more from those who are opposed to the r: 
of the treaty on this point, and yet, as I have said, wh 
orable Senators do not indulge in a direct charge. t] 
gether all of the circumstances and facts connected wi 
whole history of the revolution in Colombia whic! 
ner—it makes no difference how remotely—connect G 
ment with the revolution, and present them in as fo1 
as they can be expressed in the English language 
ment of the words of the President and our Secreta 

I, for one, Mr. President, am willing that that iss 
has to be, be made here and before the people of 
Whatever may be charged against our President, it 
successfully intimated that he is not a thorough 
truthful man. Nor can it be charged that he has1 
of his convictions. Had our Government in any 
nived with the revolutionists to create a rebellion in 
cause the separation of that province from Color 
Roosevelt is the man who has the courage to state 
tify his acts before his countrymen. : 

Had the Colombian Government desired to have 
Herran treaty ratified by the Congress of that Repu 
sembled on the 20th of June last at Bogota. thet 


| whatever but what the treaty would have been ra 


Congress. 

The truth is, however, Mr. President, that after t 
negotiated the President of that Republic and the 
who are in control with him in Colombia believed | 
bargain could be made with the Government of the | 
and that an additional ten millions could be secu 
New PanamaCanal Company. And instead of tre: 
ernment in a fair and open-handed manner, the) 
and devious ways to defeat the treaty and to com] 
States to give them more money than was stipulat 
Herran treaty. As early as the 15th of April, 1908, 
at Bogota, Mr. Beaupré, in a communication to our ¢ 
said that while it was impossible to predict what th 
be as to the ratification or rejection of the treaty, ¥' 
tain of one thing, and that was that if the Gove! 
that the treaty be ratified it would be done. 

And again, on the 4th of May, 1903, Mr. Beau) 


| munication to our Secretary of State, said: 


Private discussion, which perhaps more clearly reflect 
is to the effect that the price is inadequate; that a — 
money can be obtained, and that the United States can be « 
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san the reignty of the Colombian ports outside the na of 
ae tthe invasion or seizure by foreign enemies. The one great 
Panaivynine point, however, is the belief that the price can be greatly aug- 
qgeteriases 


And ay 
munioati 
Mr. Mar 


hat he ha 


with Mr. Hay, said: 


official note from the Colombian Government stating that it 
at the convention would be ratified, because of the opinion 
ration was insufficient, but that if the canal company would 
i about $10,000,000 ratification could be secured. 
on the 20th of June, 1903, the day that the National 
in extra session, Mr. Beaupré, in a communication 
aid: 
retofore predicted, there is a full and ample majority of the 
vernment in both Houses of Congress, and such legislation 
nt may seriously desire will be enacted. 
later Mr. Beaupré sent a telegram to Secretary Hay, 
aid: 
» Government have control in Congreas. 
desired by the Government will pass. 


I believe any legis- 


" hs confidential telegram of July 12, 1903, from Mr. Beaupré | 


to Mr. Hay, he uses this language: 


iout two amendments—to article 1, stipulating payment ten 
canal company for the right of transfer; to article 25, increas- 
fifteen millions—and says that the treaty can be ratified at 
amendments. 
And again 
communicat 
The impr 


ibe ans 


on to Secretary Hay, said: 

ns which I set forth in my No. 6 of April 15, 1908, that there 

mpt to secure gréater concessions from the United States 

rea canal treaty would be ratified, are now confirmed. It is quite prob- 

that the Government originally intended that a treaty of some sort 
should be passed, but apparently not the one under consideration in its 
entirety 

[ have read enough here, Mr. President, to show that if the act- 
ing president, Mr. Marroquin, and his advisers had desired to have 

he Hay-Herran treaty ratified by the Congress that met in Bogota 
there would have been no trouble whatever in securing such rati- 
fication. 

In the correspondence between our Secretary of State and Gen- 
eral Reyes, relating tothe recognition of the Republic of Panama, 
Secretary Hay points out clearly the fact that the Government, 
iating this treaty with the United States, made no 
effort whatever to have the treaty ratified, but on the contrary 
connived with the enemies of the treaty for the purpose of reject- 


fter negot 


a 


ing itand securing concessions that would give to Colombia a | 


larger sum of money than was specified in the treaty itself. 

In other words, Mr. President, these communications from our 
ninister at Bogota and statements of our Secretary of State show 
clearly that Colombia was not acting in good faith with the 
United States in the negotiation of this treaty, and did not act in 
good faith in presenting it to the Congress at Bogota. 

But, Mr. President, what conclusively shows that President 
Marr quin and those with whom he was associated that formed 
the Government at Bogota could have as easily ratified the Hay- 
herran treaty as to have rejected it is the fact that after the 
ceclaration of independence on the part of the people of Panama, 
and before the United States had recognized the independence of 
Panama, the direct offer was made to this Government that if 
the United States would land troops to preserve Colombian sov- 
freignty the Colombian Government would declare martial law, 
and by virtue of vested constitutional authority, when public 
order is disturbed, would approve by decree the ratification of the 
canal treaty as signed, or, if the United States would prefer, 
Would call an extra session of Congress, with new and friendly 
members, to meet next May and approve the treaty. 

Think of it fora moment! Like a plotting criminal, trying by 
every device known to force the Government of the United States 
‘o pay a larger sum of money to the Colombian Government than 
is provided for in the Hay-Herran treaty, after it became apparent 
“at a successful revolution had been organized in Panama, this 

‘overntment has the effrontery to make the dastardly offer to the 
rovernment of the United States that if we would assist in stifling 
ms of liberty of the people of Panama and assist the 

in reestablishing its authority over that country 

$ that is asked for in the Hay-Herran treaty should be 


" the civilized world might have in the Government 
‘'s 1t was administered at the time this treaty was 
and to show, not only to the United States, but to the 
ama, ¢1 ntries Which have recognized the independence of Pan- 
ama, that +} 
lreebooters. w To.3 . 
outof . ’ who have endeavored to sandbag the United States 
7 altew mi 
In that 
a8 Cow; ‘ : Sey 
vardly and dishonorable as an apprehended thief ever made 


on the 10th of June, 1903, Mr. Beaupré, in com- | 


; ; : | with their conduct and negotiations with the United States. 
local agent of the Panama Canal Company, has informed me | 


| was pending before the Congress at Bogota that th 
| ings of a rebellion in Panama were heard. 


| known to the officials at Bogota, and during the progr 
uested me to say to you that he does not think the treaty can | 


_on the 5th of September, 1903, Mr. Beaupré, in a | 


a | hands. 
t of itself was enongh to destroy any confidence that | 


those who are in control of the affairs there are a set of | 


; Ilion dollars ofmoney. After having been thwarted | 
» they deliberately made to this Government a proposition | 
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to his jailer to secure an escape. No language, Mr. President, is 
strong enough to condemn the attitude of the Government at 

3ogota in its relations with all of the interests connected with 
the construction of the isthmian canal. Their treatment of 
France and the Panama Canal Company has been in keeping 
As 
I have said, they conducted their negotiations upon a plan which 
in private life is that of the blackleg and swindler. 

The Hay-Herran treaty was exceedingly favorable to the Co- 
lombian Government. The United States went beyond what it 
ought to have gone in the payment of money and in guarante eing 
rights and privileges to the Colombian Government; and, like a 
person without character, the momert it secured the concessions 
named in the Hay-Herran treaty undertook by every species of 
duplicity to put our Government in a position where it would be 
compelled to grant further concessions. It was while 


this treaty 


first mutter- 

That rebellion. Mr. 
President, did not spring up in a night. as has been insinuated by 
some Senators who have addressed themselves to this subiect. 
The feeling of discontent among the people of Panama was well 
ss of the 
debate on the Hay-Herran treaty in that Congress it was stated 
by representatives from Panama that if the treaty were rejected 
Panama would rebel and declare her independence. 

It was pointed out clearly, not only to the governing forces of 
that Government, but to the voting members of that Congress, 
that the future of Panama depended upon the ratification of the 
treaty and the construction of an isthmian canal across her terri- 
tory. And leading representatives stated in open Congress that 
if the treaty were rejected Panama would secede from the Colom- 
bian Republic. Colombia was warned as early as August and 
September last that any juggling with the rights of Panama, in 
refusing to approve and adopt the Hay-Herran treaty, would re- 
sult in open rebellion in that territory. This information was 
received by our Government through our minister and through 
other sources, as is shown by the message of the President, and 
through the public press of the time. Every well-informed man, 
not only in the United States, but throughout the civilized world, 
who was at all interested in the construction of anisthmian canal, 
knew that Panama would secede from the Colombian Government 
and set up a republic of her own if there was a failure on the 
part of the Colombian Government to confirm and ratify the 
treaty for the construction of a canal as provided for in the Hay- 
Herran treaty. 

The action of our Government was in keeping with that infor- 
mation. Under the treaty of 1846 we were guaranteed a free 
transit across the Isthmus. The President well knew that if the 
threats of the leaders of the province of Panama were carried 
into execution, and the people, as I have already shown, were ripe 
to support any declaration of independence upon the part of their 
leaders, that Colon and Panama and the line of the railroad would 
be the first points of collision between the Colombian Govern- 
ment and the people of Panama. It was his duty as the repre- 
sentative of our Government to take every precaution to protect 
our rights under the treaty of 1846 and to preserve the lives and 
property of our citizens in those cities and on the line of the rail- 
road. Instead of being subjected to criticism for the promptitude 
with which he sent our cruisers to Colon and other points, he is 
entitled to the greatest praise. To mymind, Mr. President, noth- 
ing that has occurred in his entire Administration reflects greater 
credit than the foresight that was exercised and the promptness 
with which he took the necessary means to protect Americana in- 
terests when Panama had in fact declared her independence. 

Mr. President, when we come to the last analysis on this whole 
subject, the President is condemned for carrying out the wishes 
of the great majority of the people of the United States. He is 
denounced for promptly responding to an overwhelming American 
sentiment in protecting American interests on the Isthmus, in 
recognizing the new Republic which was established in Panama, 
and in promptly negotiating a treaty which, if ratified, has secured 
to the United States the construction of this great canal, which 
has been the dream of navigators for four hundred years, an en- 


| terprise that will be the crowning glory of the twentieth century. 


Mr. President, Theodore Roosevelt needs no defense at my 
His administration of the affairs of our great Republic 
has been such as not only to endear him to the people of all sec- 
tions of our common country, but to stamp him as one of the 
greatest men of this getieration. Heisa typical American. His 
every aspiration is for the greatness and the glory of his country 
and the well-being of the people. Carping critics may jeer at 
him; calumniators may revile him; but, Mr. President, they can 
not destroy him. It is the fate of greatness to be reviled and de- 
nounced. Our President will survive all this, as other great men 
of the past have survived the calumnies and slanders that have 
been hurled at them during their lives. 
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President Lincoln has been frequently referred to in this debate 
by Democratic Senators is a model President and an observer of 
the law, and one who strictly adhered to his constitutional author- 
ity. The junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON], in the 
very able speech that he made here a few days ago, in comparing 


Lincoln and Seward with President Roosevelt and Secretary Hay, | 


said: 

Itseems to me that the President and his Secretary might well be disturbed 
by the shades of Lincoln and Seward. They have reversed the honest and 
statesmanlike dea f 
in the face of the recognized international law of the world to accomplish 
their ambitious ends. 

What ambitious ends have our President and Secretary of State 
other than the good of our commoncountry? The recognition of 
the Republic of Panamaand the negotiation of the treaty known 
as the Hay-Varilla treaty are for the interests of our common 
country, not to enhance the power or dignity of either of these 
great men. There was a time, Mr. President, when Mr. Lincoln 
was thought to be as bad a man as the junior Senator from Colo- 
rado now seems to think President Roosevelt. There was a time 






zs of Lincoln and Seward with Colombia and have flown | . ’ 
ereign at the other end of the Avenue.”’ 


during his life when he occupied that great office of President | 


when Democratic Senators and Representatives denounced him 
as a usurper and as a violator of the Constitution, and indulged 


in language that makes the criticism of President Roosevelt of | 


to-day seem tame indeed. 

I have had occasion, since I have discovered that the Democrats 
of to-day are very much in love with the Adminisfration of Presi- 
dent Lincoln, to examine and see how the Democrats of a little 
over a generation ago, who were dealing with him as the present 
Democratic Senators are dealing with President Roosevelt, felt 
and acted and spoke concerning him. I desire, Mr. President, to 
call to the attention of the Senate a few of the choice expressions 
that were indulged in from time to time by leaders of the Demo- 
cratic party of a generation ago toward Mr. Lincoln. 

Daniel Voorhees, of Indiana, in the Thirty-seventh Congress, 
third session, said on February 18, 1863: 

It would be a natural supposition of every intelligent mind that an argu- 
ment to prove that there is a warrant in the Constitution for this state of 
affairs would be an insult to the genius of the Revolution in which our liber- 
ties were won, an outrage on the great dead of that period, and a mockery to 
the common sense of the world. * * * At every new aggression, at every 
additional outrage, new advocates rise up to defend that source of patron- 
age, wealth, and fame—the Department of the Executive. 

Technical and obscure rules, cunningly devised special pleas, and skillful 
and deceptive sophistry, all combine in the hands of the supporters of this 


Administration to tear away from the people the protection of the laws of | 


theirown making. Such assistance has always waited on the most malignant 
efforts of tyranny. Nero had his poet laureate, and Seneca wrote his de- 
fense for the murder of his mother. The present dark hour affords ample 
evidence that human nature is the same that it was two thousand yearsago. 


Again he said, in the Thirty-seventh Congress, third session, as 
shown upon page 1062 of the Globe: 


But whether guilty or innocent, not one single provision of the Constitu- 
tion has at any time or place been complied with in the treatment of citizens 
arrested by Government officials. 

In violation of the Constitution American citizens have been arrested for 
using the freedom of speech. 

In violation of the Constitution their houses have been forcibly entered. 

In violation of the Constitution their papers have been searched. 


In violation of the Constitution their persons have been seized witharmed | 


violence. 

In violation of the Constitution they have been deprived of liberty with- 
out due process of law. 

In violation of the Constitution they have been held to answer infamous 
accusations without presentment or indictment of a grand jury. 

In violation of the Constitution they have been denied the right to a 
speedy and public trial by an impartial jury. 

In violation of the Constitution they have been carried out of the State 
and district in which their offenses, if any, were committed. 

In violation of the Constitution they have been kept in ignorance of the 
nature and cause of the accusations against them. 


In violation of the Constitution they have not been confronted with the | 


witnesses against them. 

And in most supreme and wicked violation of the Constitution they have 
been denied counsel for their defense. * * * 

Sir, I challenge the worst ages of the most profligate and corrupt despots 
for a more intolerable picture than is here presented. In prisons, in iam. 
geons, in cells, in solitude and desolation of heart, citizens of this free country 
are threatened with increased punishment if they resort to the only possible 
mode of approaching those in power to obtain information or trial with a view 
to liberty. 

Many new offenses unknown to the Constitution and the laws have been 
created by the proclamation of the Executive. and to these it must be added 
that it is a crime for an innocent map, overpowered by unlawful force and 
wearing away his life in prison, to employ counse] to secure for him the 
benefit of the laws of the land. Sir, posterity will hold in remembrance the 
authors of these outrages—the President and his Cabinet—in order to exe- 
crate the prostitution which they have made of their high offices to the over- 
throw of the Constitution. 


This language is lurid enough, I feel sure, if it were hurled at 
President Roosevelt, to satisfy the most’ extreme Democrat who 
professes to believe that he is violating our Constitution and is 
trampling upon international law. 

During the Thirty-eighth Congress, first session (pt. 4 of the 
Globe, p. 68 of Appendix), Senator Powell, of Kentucky, said of 
Mr. Lincoln: 


Sir, I would that this vacillating, dissembling, weak, and I fear wicked 
and corrupt, man in the White House had been infused with the wisdom, 





es 

virtue, and patriotism that animated the soul and prompted a 

the great Washington in our revolutionary struggle. : : 

Senator Davis, of Kentucky, on January 5, 1864, offoreq . 

tions containing the following: sal 
The people of the loyal States are resolved into two great 

structives and the conservatives. The first consists of Abrahs 


of 
i 


| 


officeholders, contractors, and other followers; the second. of 4 heoln, his 

are for ejecting Lincoln and his party from office and power, — ”" “ 
Senator Davis, of Kentucky, on January 13, 1864 (GJo}) p.179 

1st sess. 38th Cong.), referred to President Lincoln a. : i eee 


Mr. Ancona, House of Representatives, February 28. 1962 (2-4 
Cong., 3d sess., p. 162, appendix to Globe): 

It is useless to dwell upon the past folly, blunders, corrupt 
administrations of the Government, with the war perverted yn 
impracticable and hopeless purpose—the emancipation of that 
the negro, destined by nature and its irreversible laws to }y 
its superior, the white. 

And Senator Breckinridge, of Kentucky, in the Thirty-seven) 
Congress, first session, page 138 of the Globe, said of Mr. Linco) 

But it may be well, Mr. President, to inquire has the Pr 
United States assumed powers not delegated by the Constitut 
I speak not now, sir, of the many acts of the President not enumerat, 
this resolution. * * * I think the acts here enumerated were ysy 
on the part of the Executive of the United States, and that 
resolution being passed ratifying and approving them, I think the () 
Magistrate of the country should be rebuked by the vote of both H 
Congress. 

Of late years our Democratic friends refer to General G 
not only as one of the most distinguished military generals 


this age, but speak of his Administration in eulovistic manner 


all 





rant 
i 


| and bemoan the decadence which has come over the Republica: 


party since the days when he was President and over the Repy 
lican leaders who control the affairs of our party. To show 
you, Mr. President, that these statements differ from what th 
Democrats of a generation ago said of President Grant. I desi) 
to call to the attention of the Senate what Representative Bowe 
of Virginia, said in the Forty-third Congress, in the second ses- 
sion (p. 35, Appendix to RECORD): 


False to his former action and unmindful of the fact that 


| ance of Federal power, the existing government in the State of A: 


was called into being, the President of the United States, assuming th 
of an autocrat and confessing that he winked at fraud in r 
Baxter government, turns now upon his offspring, like Saturn up 
dren, to destroy it. 

Also, to what Representative Leach, of North Carolina, said 
shown on page 192, Appendix to Recorp, Forty-third Congres 
second session: 

This warning is not prematurely given nor the alarm too n son 
because civil liberty and the sacred right of self-government 
stroyed in Louisiana by the nation’s Executive through h 
aye, twice has the civil government of that grievously opp! 
stricken down by the despotic will of one man. 

Also, to the speech of Senator Stevenson, of Kent 
Forty-third Congress, second session, as shown on | 
pendix to REcoRD: 

Thus usurpation triumphs. What a lesson! Whataresult! V 
page in the history of a free Republic! When before did a 
dent use the Army of the United States to uphold the + 
government? 

It must be apparent, Mr. President, I think to all of us,t 
with our Democratic brothers only dead Republi 


| Republicans. During the life of Mr. Lincoln no man \ 
| reviled by Democratic members, both North and So 
| In comparison with the language used during the P 


| Mr. Lincoln and General Grant the criticisms that | 





been indulged in against President Roosevelt see1 
zephyr compared with a Kansas cyclone. 

But for the purpose of placing the Republican pa 
light, and for the purpose of dwarfing the influen 


| Roosevelt before the American people, these Re} 


were traduced by the Democrats of a generation 


| up as models, their virtues exploited, their great a 


in complimentary language, and their names placed 
list of the honored statesmen of this country. 

A generation from now, Mr. President, will 
Roosevelt placed in this great galaxy of Republic: 
and statesmen, and the Democratic statesmen of th 
future will refer to him in the same complimentar 
are now used when any of our good friends on the 
of the Chamber refer to the ‘‘Great Emancipator 
lent Soldier.’’ 

It is not my purpose, Mr. President, to prolong 
by reference to the many collateral questions that « 
in defense of the attitude of our Government both t 
bia and the new Republic of Panama. ie 

I am for this treaty because I believe that it 1s in '! 
civilization that in negotiating it no part of internat 
been violated and none of our constitutional ms 


yy 


; 


| And I believe still further, Mr. President, that when ' f 


historian comes to write of this period he will plac 
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president F osevelt as one of the crowning glories of his Admin- 


ictration. 


Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, Tshall not contend that, under the 
coneral rules of international law regulating the conduct of na- 
ti ms in dea : Ss ° ° 
Colombia. Applying the general rules of international law to our 
conduct in recognizing the independence of Panama, we acted 
with undue haste, and, evidently, with a view of taking advan- 
tave of the revolution of Panama against Colombia to advance our 
. mmercial interests. ? d 
we wished to construct an isthmian canal, we would not have 
recognized the independence of Panama. Under the general rules | 
of international law, regulating the conduct of nations, so long as 
q sovereign has a reasonable hope of maintaining his authority 
over his insurgents, the acknowledgment of the independence of 
ch insurgents would clearly be an international wrong. 

It can not be denied—it can not be successfully disputed—that 
the acknowledgment of the independence of a new nation, when 
such a nation has forcibly separated itself from another of which | 
it had formed an integral part, is an act of great delicacy and re- 
sponsibility. 


terference in disputes which relate to the internal government of 


su 


other nations. The general rule of international law would require | 


‘that we should wait until the new nation had achieved its inde- 
pendence and 
ought to be recognized by the United States until independence 
has actually been accomplished. 

The new nation must have in operation a civil government 
capable of performing the duties and fulfilling the obligations of 
an independent power, and that government must have the ap- 
proval of a majority of the people subject toits regulations. The 
nation so recognized should not only have accomplished its inde- 


pendence, but the new nation must have the power in itself to | 
maintain its independence before the world, and against all oppo- | 


sition, and discharge the duties of nationality. Applying these 


rules, I admit, I freely confess, that we can not justify our con- | 


duct in recognizing the independence of Panama on the third 
day after the revolution began. 


The revolution began on the 3d of November, and we recognized | 


the independence of Panama on the 6th of November, before inde- 
pendence had been accomplished, before any government had been 


organized, and in all probability before the Colombian Govern- | 


ment knew the revolution had taken place. Stopping here, I 
would feel it my duty to vote against the ratification of a treaty 
with Panama, 
stances connected with this transaction that will take it out of the 
general rules of international law, and to some extent justify our 
conduct in dealing with both Colombia and Panama. This case 
must be tried by every fact and circumstance connected with it; 
and the history of our relations heretofore with Colombia, together 
with her conduct and treatment of our Government, must be 
thoroughly understood in order to reach a just and righteous con- 
clusion as to the merits of the controversy between Colombia and’ 
our Government. I propose to consider this controversy from 


thy 
\ 


ree different standpoints, 


First, our treaty rights with Colombia; second, Colombia's | 
conduct in rejecting the Hay-Herran treaty; third, the impor- | 


tan , not only to our commerce, but to the commerce of the 
World, necessarily involved in the construction of an isthmian 
canal, These propositions I will consider in their order, and each 
Proposition will demonstrate to thoughtful men that our Govern- 
met was not bound by the general rules of international law in 
recognizing the independence of Panama. In 1846 our Govern- 


nent entered into a solemn treaty with New Granada; Colombia | 


: eded to the New Granadian Government, and that treaty sets 
th fully q he duties and obligatir ns we owed to Colombia, as well 
a e duties and obligations Colombia undertook to discharge 
‘he treaty is lengthy, but only the thirty-fifth article of that 
reaty deals With the issue now before the Senate. Itis necessary 
thr ferstand that feature of the treaty in order to present the 
Th ‘s and privileges due to our Government from Colombia. 
_ article provides that the citizens, vessels, and merchandise 
pin i nited States shall enjoy in the ports of Colombia all the 
“) Pulons, privileges, and immunities concerning commerce 
wvigation which are now, or may hereafter be, enjoyed by 
equ gel zens, their vessels, and merchandise; and that this 
cameaan . tavor shall be made to extend to the passengers, 
eit and merchandise of the United States in their 
ature - t rc the said territory, from one sea to the other. This 
eqnal SA treaty yas intended to place our citizens on an 
sengers ; ae Ww ith the citizens of Colombia in transporting pas- | 
This tren merchandise across the Isthmus. 
;., Jeaty went still further, and Colombia guaranteed to the 
States that the right of way or transit across the Isthmus ! 


and navi 
(" ] i. 


United 


ling with each other, we can justify our treatment of | 


If we had not desired the land on which 


is fully capable of maintaining that independence. | 
Clearly, no government asserting independence and sovereignty | 


There are, however, special facts and circum- | 


| in bringing about a revolution, with the hope of ¢ 


of Panama, upon any modes of communication that may now 
exist or that may be hereafter constructed, shall be open and free 
to the Government and citizens of the United States, and for the 
transportation of any article of produce, manufactures, or mer- 
chandise of lawful commerce belonging to the citizens of the 
United States. This feature of the treaty went still further and 
provided that the citizens of the United States shall not be liable 


| to any import duties whatever in transporting their merchandise 


from sea to sea. 
Colombia also guaranteed in this treaty that the transit across 


| the Isthmus leading from Panama to Colon should always be 


kept open; that at no time should the passage leading from one 
ocean tothe other be stopped by war or any other means. Colom- 
bia clearly guaranteed to us that for all the world the route 
leading across the Isthmus from ocean to ocean should never be 
obstructed in any way whatever. She recognized, and so did 
we, that the civilized world was deeply and vitally interested in 
keeping this passage open for travel, and the treaty clearly con- 
templated that, so long as it lasted, Colombia should neither ob- 


| struct this passage by insurrection, revolution, civil or foreign 
It has been the policy of our fathers to avoid all in- | 


wars. 

In return for the benefits which we were to receive by virtue of 
this treaty,our Government guaranteed positively and efficaciously 
to Colombia the perfect neutrality of the entire Isthmus, and 
the neutrality was guaranteed on our part with the view that the 
free transit from the one to the other sea may not be interrupted 


| or embarrassed in any future time while this treaty exists; and in 
| gonsequence, the United States guaranteed the rights of sov- 


ereignty and property which Colombia has and possesses over 
said territory. This treaty clearly contemplated that sometime 
in the future a canal would be built across the Isthmus, connect- 
ing the two oceans, and, in the event such a canal was constructed, 
it was to be kept open and not in any way to be obstructed. 

What does the treaty mean? How isit to beconstrued? What 
is a reasonable construction? Colombia entered into a solemn 
obligation to keep the transit free and unobstructed. Nothing 
would excuse Colombia from violating this feature of the treaty. 
If she failed to do so, clearly we would have the right to go there 
and force Colombia to perform her part of this contract. 

Now, inasmuch as Colombia obligated herself by a solemn 
treaty, can shein any way obstruct, hinder, embarrass, or delay 
the passage across the Isthmus? To state the case more plainly: 
If Panama seceded and resolved to separate from the mother 
country, and organized an independent government, and Colom- 
bia resolved at the same time to subdue the revolution and to 
force Panama to return to the Colombian Government and sub- 
mit to its sovereignty, what would this mean? Colombia would 
at once enter into war with Panama, Panama would resist, and 
then the Isthmus would become the theater of war. 

If such civil war interfered with travel and commerce across 
the Isthmus, under our treaty, in my judgment, we would have the 
undoubted right to say to Colombia: You dedicated this Isthmus 
to peace, you are under a solemn promise to keep open and free to 
transit the route across the Isthmus leading from ocean to ocean, 
and you shall not violate that solemn treaty. It was clearly con- 
templated by the terms of the treaty that passage across the Isthmus 
should not be obstructed by any means whatever. 

It was intended, so long as this treaty lasted, that this transit 
should always be free and open, and that no war, either foreign 
or domestic, should ever at any time interfere with such transit. 
We would have no right, however, to interfere with the internal 
quarrels existing between Colombia and Panama, unless such 
quarrels were likely to interfere with travel and commerce from 
ocean to ocean across the Isthmus. 

If we sent our war ships there simply to keep the transit open 
and protect the lives and property of American citizens in the 
event of a revolution, then we did not violate the treaty of 1 
If we sent our warships there to encourage a revolution, to aid 

stablishing an 
independent government for Panama, to give to us a commercial 
advantage, then our conduct is inexcusable and indefen In 
this treaty we guaranteed the neutrality of the Isthmus, as well 
as the rights of sovereignty and property which Colombia has 
and possesses over said territory. 

This feature of the treaty has been construed by able lawyers 
to mean that by guaranteeing the sovereignty of Colombia we 
undertook to defend her territory against civil war, and that when 
Panama seceded it was our duty to help Colombia put down the 
revolution. I do not believe that this is the proper construction 
to be placed on the treaty. When we guaranteed the sovereignty 
of Colombia over her territory, we undertook to prevent any for- 
eign power from in any way interfering with her sovereignty or 
depriving her of any portion of her territory. 

If Germany, France, England, or any other foreign power had 
made war on Colombia so as to interfere with her territory or 
sovereignty, then it would become our duty to defend the sover- 


S46. 


shy! 
Sivie. 
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eignty of Colombia against foreign aggression. I do not believe 
this treaty obligated us to defend Colombia against internal quar- 
rels or civil war among her own people. Under the treaty we 
would have no right to interfere in any way with civil war car- 
ried on in Colombia, except such civil war interfered with transit 


across the Isthmus of Darien. When Panama and Colombia en- } 
gaged in war it was our duty to keep hands off, unless such civil | 


war was likely in some way to interfere with travel and com- 
merce going from one ocean to the other. 

I repeat, if the President sent our warships to Colon and Pan- 
ama for the purpose of protecting the lives and property of Amer- 
ican citizens and keeping open the transit across the Isthmus, 
and for no other purpose, then our Government was justifiable in 


what wedid. If, on the contrary, we sent them there to encour- | 


‘**Loomis, Acting.” Iam sure that we had no rich: 
the government troops of Colombia from passing ie 
Panama unless such troops were about to engage j te ee 
would endanger the lives and property of American ae 
some way obstruct transit across the Isthmus. —— 

If the Colombian troops went to Panama on a nea 
or to keep open the passage across the Isthmus. 0; eee 
press a rebellion there, provided such troops did not interfar 
with the passage across the Isthmus, then we had ake 
interfere with them. On November 2, 1903, the N 


ment cabled the Nashville, ‘‘ Maintain free and y 


age a revolution, which had in fact never begun, with the hope | 


that our presence would bring about a revolution resulting in the 
independence of Panama, then our conduct is most reprehensible 


and without excuse. We would not be justified in preventing | 
Colombia from making war on Panama unless such war would 


likely interfere with travel along the line of the railroad leading 
from Colon to Panama. We guaranteed the neutrality of the 
entire Isthmus. It has been contended by some that the Isthmus 
was never to become the theater of war, either foreign or civil. 
I fear this is a strained construction. 

If this be the proper construction, then we guaranteed the 
neutrality of the entire Isthmus, and it would be our duty to pre- 
vent either civil or foreign wars from taking place on any part of 
the Isthmus. Under such constructions, Colombia surrendered 
the right to defend her own sovereignty and territory so far as 
the Isthmus of Panama is concerned. Such construction would 
dedicate the entire Isthmus to peace, absolutely depriving Colom- 
bia of the right to suppress insurrection in Panama. Ican hardly 
think that any such purpose was intended when the treaty was 
made. I donot believe Colombia surrendered the right to defend 
her own sovereignty. I do believe when Colombia obligated her- 
self to us to keep this transit open, so that all the world might 
cross the Isthmus, then she undertook to conduct her affairs in 
such a way as not to at any time in the future obstruct this pas- 
sage, leading from the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean. Now, Co- 
lombia was to keep this transit free, open, and unobstructed. 

We would have no right to use our Army and Navy to keep it 
open, unless Colombia failed to do so. When she failed to carry 
out this obligation, then having broken her treaty obligations, we 
could resort to war if necessary to enforce our treaty rights. I 
believe this to be a correct construction on the treaty of 1846. I 
have announced before that if the evidence was conclusive that 
our Government was in complicity with the revolutionary move- 
ment in Panama, then I could not vote for the ratification of this 
treaty. This would be such a wrong as we could not condone— 
it would not be an error of judgment, but an unconscionable act. 

If anyone connected with this Government had any part in 
originating, inciting, or encouraging the revolution in Panama, 
then such action on our part would be dishonorable and should 
be repudiated by Congress. We would be guilty of a moral 
wrong. We should reap no benefits from such a disreputable 
transaction. The presumption is in favor of the integrity of our 
Government, and every doubt should be resolved in favor of our 
honesty. In the absence of positive and indisputable proof to the 
contrary, we must accept as true the statement from the execu- 
tive branch of the Government. 

The President in his second message tells us that no one con- 
nected with this Government had any previous knowledge of the 
revolution except such as was accessible to any person of ordinary 
intelligence who read the newspapers and kept up a current 
acquaintance with public affairs. He says that by unanimous 
action of its people, without the firing of a shot, the people of 

-anama declared themselves an independent republic. When I 
read the correspondence between the Department of State, the 
Department of the Navy, and the United States consul-general 
at Panama, and the cablegrams sent to those in charge of our 
warships, I was dissatisfied with the action of our Government, 
and this correspondence unexplained left the action of our Gov- 
ernment in an unfavorable light, clearly indicating that we had 
anticipated, aided, and encouraged the revolution in Panama. 
Why do I say so? 

This revolution never occurred until the night of November 3, 
1903, and at 3 o’clock in the afternoon before it occurred the 
State Department wired to Colon: ‘‘ Uprising on Isthmus reported. 
Keep Department promptly and fully informed.’’ Signed, ‘‘ Loomis, 
acting.’’ Our consul promptly cabled back that no uprising had 
then occurred. Reported will be in the night. He afterwards 
cabled that the uprising occurred at 6 o'clock that night. 

On the same day the State Department cabled to our war ship 
Nashville, ‘‘In the interest of peace, make every effort to prevent 
government troops from proceeding to Panama. The transit on 


the Isthmus must be kept open and order maintained.’’ Signed | bian troops landed on the Isthmus unless these troops \ 


| purpose of preventing Colombian troops from p1 


} 


transit. If interruption threatened by armed forc 
line of railroad. Prevent landing of any armed force, 
intent, either government or insurgent, either at ( n. | 

sello, or other points. Government force reported ; 
the Isthmus in vessels. Prevent their landing, if { 
judgment would precipitate a conflict.’’ 

About the same time, we notified those in char 

ships to make every effort to keep the Colombian { 
proceeding from Colon to Panama. The Navy De; 
numerous cablegrams before the revolution occurr 
charge of our war ships to proceed to Panama and Color 


+4 


Colon to Panama, instructing those in charge of our war shins te 
keep the transit of the Isthmus open. These cablegrams 
sent on November 2, before the revolution occurr: 
it had been heard of in Panama and Colombia. 

This correspondence naturally leads me to the c 
my own country had sought to bring about the rey 
had sent one of our war ships there to encourage it and aid 
every possible way. Since I have entered public life I hay 
a most earnest and consistent advocate of an isthn 
But I have always desired that this great waterway : 
built with clean hands and without offending any of the Sou 
or Central American republics. History teaches us that friend 
international rélations are a valuable asset for any country. W 
certainly ought to have the friendship of the countries wh 
canal is to be located. 

I have not been willing to countenance any mode of dis! 


that might have been practiced to secure the construction of 
great waterway. Stopping with this correspondence furn 


the State Department unexplained, I should have voted : 
the treaty. The President in his second message te] 
Government had been informed that this revolution wou 
place in the event that Colombia rejected the Hay-lerrat 
Panama had given out that she would secede in t 
the treaty was rejected. He further tells us that Pa 
formerly been an independent State and that he had « 
ance that a revolution would occur; that every on 


| was a possibility, but that it was not until toward | 


October, 1903, that it appeared té be a probability. 
why our war ships were sent to Panama before the r 


curred. It was to protect American citizens and to! 


transit in the event of a revolution. He explained t! 
hended a revolution would occur, and that out of 
of caution he sent the war ships to keep open the tra 
I repeat, if the President had reason to fear that 
would follow the rejection of the Hay-Herran t1 
ama would secede, and that Colombia would send t 
down the revolution, and that this war between !: 
Colombia would endanger the property and lives 0! 
citizens, and embarrass or block the transit from s 
he would be justified in sending our war ships, bot 
lives and property of American citizens and to 
transit across the Isthmus. 
When our war ships arrived at Panama and Co! 


| right to interfere with a quarrel between Panama a! 


unless it was apparent that such interference wa 
protect the lives and property of American citize! 
open the transit across the Isthmus, in accordance \ 
of the treaty of 1846. I recognize that the situatior 
by virtue of the treaty of 1846, was different from an, 
on the earth. We had asolemn and binding contract 
bia to keep the transit open across the Isthmus; \ 
Colombia had often called upon our Government to 
keeping this path open from sea to sea. 

When our war ships landed troops at Colon they | 
prevent the armed forces of Colombia from obstru 
free course of commerce in the pathway across the ! 
could only do so when Colombia failed to keep 1! 
proceeding to block it by civil war. Ourright to 1D 
domestic quarrels of Colombia was limited to protect). 
and property of American citizens and to keeping ope” 
across the Isthmus. 

The treaty would not give us the right to int 


rfere VW 


” ate ned 
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1 property. of American citizens or in some way | ure to doso can in no wise be charged toour side of the chamber. 
‘nterfere with transit across the Isthmus. | We havealways conten de d that the United Stat es should cx struct 
facts to give my view of the treaty of 1846. It | this waterway at the earliest possible day. The civilized world 
‘me to express myself as to whether or not we | is deeply and vitally the some in the success of this ent rprise. 
power granted to us by the treaty of 1846, as I During the session of the Fifty-sixth Congress I set forth with 
vO te in favor of the ratification of the tre aty upon | particularity the benefits that would accrue by reason of the con- 
5 muc h more satisfactory to me than I could possi- | struction of the canal. I repeat them as applicable to this occa- 
\is theory of the issue. On this theory of the case, | sion. I said: 
n other points in the controversy, I hardly think I We know that London at the pr 
r tl e tre aty. world. ‘Late r o% on iT ~ 080 t » take 
il that we understand, not only the treaty of 1846, | tinguished se \ior S . 
tatus of the Colombian Government for the last | : — show that by | — : 
s and even longer, and the motives that prompted | j/0"C 00 Row S ere™ 3 i aaa alll tee teoeeenenl Th 
ecting the Hay-Herran treaty, which was intended | Before, however, I attempt to do so I desire to present to the $ 
rht of way for the construction of the Panama advantages wl ich we will enjoy at home in trading with our own p 
the construction of this great waterway. 
- to understand why our Government recognized | “Wwe know now that in order to reach New York from San Francis 
eof Panama in violation of the general rules of | water we must travel 14,840 miles, and that s n as this can 1 is const 
nal law. an d rm 2 oP ration the dist nce will b reduced to 4,9 
i with a great deal of pleasure to the speech of the dis- Horn ny i 18,180 miles: cut ecmmelaea a aioe 
senior Senator from Alabama delivered during the | ac lear savi ing g each trip of 7,197 miles, We 
f Congress against the ratification of the Hay-Herran | H®waiian Islands, out in the middle of tl 


York to the y islands by the present wat xr rou , 
nding that Colombia was in a state of civil war, and | and the i haemien te aeenel (A 417 u = eavin 


i no responsible constitutional government capable of | _ The distance from New Orleans by water to San Francisco, by way 
the functions of gove rnment, and that she was with- | Horn, is 13,776 miles; when this waterway is constructed, connectin, 
er 1 t +t g tiate 1 treat oceans, the distance is redu ed to 4,107 miles. a saving of 9,669 m 
onstitutional au hority oO negotiate a vali reaty | distance from Mobile, Ala., to San Francisco is 13,763 miles; cut this 
he right of way on which to construc t this canal. | the distance is reduce d to 4,120 miles, a saving of 9,643 miles. Tl 


¢ 


| that revolution was the normal condition of Colom- | ftom Savannah, in my own State, to San Francisco, is 13,289 mil 


: : : 2 canal and the distance is F sduced to 4,366 miles, a savin z Of 8,923 1 s. The 
history teaches us that his statements were absolutely | gistance from Galveston, Tex. , to San Franc sisco is 13,892 miles; cu » canal 


and this distance is reduced to 4,230 miles, a clear saving of 9,662 n s 
\secure the right of way by way of the Panama route, | The distance from Charleston to San Francisco is 13,260 miles; cut the canal 
; le mel we have } forced leal ne eS tance is only 4,389 miles, a clear saving of 8,871 miles. Tra f you 
construct this canal, we lave been lorcet to deal | will the route which a shi cae follow to pass fré m our Atlantis and Gulf 
vernments as we found in possession of the country | seapo ote ts »any one of the urbo rs on the Pacific within the boun f the 
- was to be located. We know that internecine | U sneak ae scare ; ly _ in a areas 
S . ° ‘ ° 1us el to make @ jou ley, leaving sat ‘ancisco, ¢ 
raging in the Republic of Colombia for a number | Reston or New York, on the Atlantic. We must travel : 
: study of Colombia shows the existence of two dis- | Centr: ul and South America, around Cape Horn, then sail | 
e tendencies at war since the early days of national ; Central America. Before we will have reach «cd New Yo 
7 1] I ] ad he Lil 1 | eled a distance of nearly 15,000 miles: when, oid ave sai 
These two parties 1ave been styled the Libe ral and | way had been made, connecting the two oceans in Central 
arties. The difference separating these two parties | trip could have been made by traveling less than 5.000 miles. 
hat the transition of power from one to the other | “ry to observe this new route between our Atlantic any 
3 rio) a those upon our western shores, the route by Central An 
ort to vio ence, — the advantages to accrue to our country by the construct 
ution of 1886 abolishes the federal form of govern- | way joining the two oceans in Central America. 
ralizes all power in the President: he can suspend How we can any longer af ford to permita gap to ex! 
s : : . ge _ | ern and western coasts that is 13,000 miles in length I can n 
m, and the property and the liberty of the citiZeNS | how our Republican friends on the other side of the ¢ 
ercy; he has absolute, unlimited power. The Liberals | postpone action on this important legislation, so necessa 
ended most zealously against these wrongs, and, being - te commerce of our ¢ Seana : — — eve they om 
4 ow ey Can any onger perm Oo r ac c peWtes to 
dress them, took up arms as the only means Ol value of th ‘ir whe and lumber exported to Europe in cost 
was a struggle of life and death, as has well been | tion I do not understand. 
. r : . Ww il iN? T c y lonce TY 
n reaction and modern progress. Well did the senior Who will justify oe soften b an ps nd an ee rp 
: Co . mterprise, vhich. as s often been sak il ring into 
n Alabama say that revolution was the normal condi- | jog communicat mt] the estern and western shores of 
mbia. Well did he say that we would have to treat | in like manner into the utmost possible rt commu 
ponsible government to procure the necessary terri- yore so wag se _ ne ee ao 
. south America into Irect communic ion With $ 
h to construct this great waterway. America, and the eastern shores of South Americainto d 
gularity and constitutionality is concerned, the new | with the western shores of North America, thus makit 
in Panama will compare favorably with the existing | Isthmus the key and common gateway of communica aoe 
‘ ° a : 7S . lics that now substantially occupy the whole habitable parts of No1 
in Colombia. Then, again, when the Hay-Herran | couth America ’ ; 
ibmitted to Colombia for ratification it was under- A canal whic] en builtand complet: 
: ; . ‘ . avec Y *T) y) aan » Yr" ~ wv th fla 
terms of the treaty were satisfactory to Colombia. ere teens iwity forthe 
laimed on the floor of the Senate and through the | * 7pm Ms eons ean. the benefit t 
that Colombia secured every consideration she | ting our eastern and western coa 
treaty. We gave her the enormous sum of $10,000,- | by the test practice 


and ov 


} 


» could have secured the right of way from Costa | Wi) accrue to them in finding a market for our goods and 
aragua for a much less sum. We had responded | our Pacific coast in touch with European markets by the 


to the pecuniary demands of Colombia. It was | pract st ble routes. Let us use every reasonable and ju 
tly to the commercial and financial interest of her | 1° 5°S Ave the woe PO eee eco a an 
in operation this waterway. petitic carrying freights; then you re ‘h the farmer, m 
hat the canal was demanded by the unanimous voice | Ufacturer and benefit the American pe h alii teal 
- Panama, where it was to be located. Undo ubt- a atin cena’ pute “nee be put in a asf apts athe Sm 
ejected this treaty because she thought she saw | ke Ay the cheay st p xi e ti portation ater 
e us to pay to her an exorbitant and unreasonable | present to the Senate the bene fh 
for the right of way through her territory on i Fay aaemnetr pee Satay tcp reat manufa 
ite the canal. She reached the conclusion that we | inste: vd of ma vufacturing 20 per ce it of the cotton crop, 
» have this right of way, and that she would extort | near future manufacture 75 per cent of the crop, and w 
fully ten more millions to fill her coffers. I do | °” ee eee act to ld. Bdge setae cat inca 
hat this would authorize us to take by force any | of the South do not wa the Government to give them anyt 
rritory on which to build a canal, but it might be a | want is to be able to compete with other sections, and then we w 
should take advantage of a situation arising un- | ° A di sting os 8. yo 
d acknowledge the ind pendence of a people who | a my 8 ore i. vit . why Great I 


» territory we so much desired and necessary to be eee ‘squ ire miles of t Re ee ea ae 
+ that i as ¢ te ‘ wi ¥ iver ol was € 

mmerce of the world. the onet l on rol l a oon ‘manipul iatit he male aos 

tyS contended that there was nothing of greater | But the distinguished Senator said that he had at 1 

an the construction of an interoceanic canal. Such | problem, and he has solved it w ‘eport 

chairman of the Cor nmittee on In 

on January 5, 1901, re p rt No. 18 


&Canal is not > on . : 
of or i hot only essential to our commercial development, but 
* S1CAat lm te . . . . 
= ae tiportance to our national defense. Theestablishment of | startling to me and which deserve consideration at the } 
should Saget \unication between the Atlantic and Pacific oceans | men of the country endeavoring to shape — —_— the p f 
t ) ( 1 } + ie « + . ee + nta ‘ x ; Y r) 

u delayed r = It is a fact which can not be disputed. and which any int 
Vided for the cx vos longer. The party in power could have pTO- | knows to be true, that in deve loping commerce the cost of trans] 

1 struction of such a water way long ago. The fail- ' a very important element. If one city or nation has a shorter 
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itly a cheaper one toconvey freight than another, the city or 1 ation 











ata ivantage can never compete with their rivals enjoying a superior 
ad e. This fact solves the problem why England to-day enj¢ ys com- 
mel supremacy over any nation in the world—a supremacy which some 
day ll be transferred to the United States. If wise and thoughtful st . 
mal hall direct the policy of this nation, that supremacy, at no distant 
day i iture, will be ours. The distinguished Senator and the commit 
tee « he is chairman tell us that all the seacoasts of the world, except 
about one-tenth part of their length, are nearer to Liverpool than they are 
to New York by the usual route of sea travel. 








This co 1ittee tells us the length of sea voyages from New York and 
from Liverpool to all the points of importance, based on the charts of the 
Bure au of Navigation of the Navy Department. In making these calcula- 
tions, they take 18 of the leading s« aports ¢ f the world. They then give the 
distance fr ym Li ver] pool to these erent seaports; also the distances from 

é nportant oa show ing a great advantage in favor of 





nI have f 














iv not kn w whe ound a subject of more importance 
and d ssed in a more intelligent way than is presented by this committee. 
The 1] rts of the world which they have selected are as follows: 

Yoko a, Tientsin, Kinchoo, Shanghai, Hongkong, Bombay, Calcutta, 
Singapo olombo, Manila, Melbourne, Auckland, San Francisco, Panama, 
Hon ss Valparaiso, and Cape Town. We all know that these eighteen 
important ports had an enormous business and trade with Liverpoo! and 
New ‘ ork, and that commercial points situated between them furni havery 
important commerce to both places. The common mind will readily g1 _ 
the proposition that if vessels, in passing from L iverpool to e ach of tl 
ports through the Suez Canal, travel a shorter distance than vessels sailin 
trom New York to the same points, then freight can be conveyed cheaj er to 


these points from Great Britain than from the United States. 
Say, for instance, that eighteen vessels were to leave Liverpool on to-morrow 


morning, loaded with the products of Great Britain, one vessel going to each 
of these ports; and, at the same time, eighteen vessels were to leave New 
York, with American products, going to the same ports. Now, if the route 


from Live rpool was shorter and c heape r than the route from New York to 
the same places, evidently the United States could not compete with Great 
Britain in conveying g ods to foreign markets. The distinguished Senator 
from Alabama tells us thi ‘igi teen ls paase ng from Liverpool to each 
of these ports above name 7 ‘thre ough the Suez Canal, would sail 110,329 miles; 
that these same vessels, sailing from New York ‘ » the same ports, would cover 
“a distance of 130,168 miles. This would be a difference in ome of Liverpool 
of 19,839 miles. The distinguished Senator also tells us that if the same ships 
made the voyage to the same ports by the way of the Cape of Good Hope the 
distance from Liverpool would be 135,000 miles, and the distance from New 
York would be 136,647 miles. 

On page 7 of this report I find a most interesting and instructive 
which, t » my mind, solves the reason why Great Britain has made such won- 
derful strides in controlling and directing the commerce of the world. I 
have just poinced out the fact that the distance from Liverpool to these 
eighteen ports of the world, by existing routes, is shorter by nearly 20,000 
miles than from New York to the same ports. Now, what will be the result 
in the event of the construction of the Nicaraguan Canal? Take the factsand 
figures of the distinguished Senator from Alabama. This new route will re- 
verse the entire situation in favor of the United States by 32.051 miles. The 
Senator from Alabama tells us that when this canal is constructed the dis- 
tance from Liverpool to Honolulu will be by the Nicaraguan route 9,165 miles 
and that the distance from New York to the same point, by the same route, 
will be 11.507 miles. 

The distinguished Senator tells us oe the distance from Liverpool to 
Manila by the Nicaraguan route will be 14. 008 miles, and from New York to 
the same point will be 11,260 miles. The Senator tells us that the cutting 
of the canal will throw the advantage of shorte *r lines of travel in favor of 
New York, that now exists in favor of Liverpool, by at least 21 per cent. I 
desire to asa part of my remarks, the table prepared by the distin 
guished Senator, which I regard of supreme importance, which table is as 
follow S 

Distance from Liverpool via Nicaraguan Canal to— 


vesse 


tal le, 


insert, 










Miles. 

Honolt 9,165 
Manila 14,008 
San rar ] 85 
Shan li 5 
Calcutta... l ‘j 
Melbour 12, 753 
11,433 

13, 731 

12° 611 

14, 255 

6, Ded 

14,349 

15, 171 





Now, to show the comparison, we will take the same table furnished by 
the s ator, giving the distances from New York via the Nicaraguan 
Canal route to— 

Miles 
- ini la er 11,260 
San F: I a a a a +. 007 
10, 937 

i4 

10.06 
8 G85 
10 ; 

f + 

P 5 i 
aii al etre lace dernihtiantaipy ibe taille widens initial 6,417 
I A a meee bi gabeeaniennnneineieananlineaibaiinentel 11,507 
EE ee ee 12,423 
I a a i 11, 60] 
I ie ce lie een 128, 224 

These figures show a difference of 21 per cent in favor of New York by the 
Nicaraguan Canal route, while the difference against New York in favor of 


Liverpool, by the present route, to the several ports mentioned was largely 
in favor of Liverpool 

These distances, by the Suez Canal, in favor of Liverpool, have undoubtedly 
operated seriously to the disadvantage of American commerce; and so long 
as th tances continu to favor the commerce of Great Britain we can not 
expect American commerce to receive share of the world’s trade, and 
there can be ‘no ju Sti fi ation for failure or delay on the part of the Republican 
party in removing the barrier which infli burdens and disadvant- 
The distinguished Senator from Alabama, in the 





» dis 


its 


s these 


ages on our commerce, 
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| very able r meesene pared by him and now printed asa Senate a 
us with gr t force that if that isthm an barris r isto 2 , nt, tells 
have ships if suffici ient m umber or speed to overcome thx. 
more than 4,000 miles in favor of Liverp lon each vy i : , 
Atlantic and Pacific ports. ; and ty - 





He truthfully t ys us that no legislative expedient can 
the competition of Liverpool with a shorter line of n; 1 
| ports to which New Yo rk must trade His logic is sound ay e 
I trust, may have suflicient force to arouse the conscier 
the other side of the Chamber, and to lead them to 
An erican people, and to advance and protect American 


le that our friends will long ger neglect this lmportant wor 
»stri ip of land to s sparate the Swe O great oceans and < 
eparable loss on American trade! 
| New York is a great distr See point, where American nr 
the farm and factory, are shipped to all parts of the wor 
the south, east, north, and west to all pe ) 18 W 
ports can be reached from New York by the shortest ; 
| cheap transportation will follow, resulting in greatly ber 
| can people. It is astonishing to me how any political par 
the situation can longer wait for the construction ai 
great waterway. 

Well did the ¢ Yommittee on Interoceanic Canals tell us that 
Canal is an indispensable factor in American comme! 
shorten the route of our travel, and is the only possible y 
advantages that have fallen to Liverpool by her ¢g “4 
When I study the geography of the world, and remember t 
where this canal is to be constructed for the passage of s! 
oceans the strip of land that separates the two oc eans is 
canal can be cut through it with so little expense to the 
into consideration its importance to commerce, I am a 
American people have submitted to delay so long in d 
action providing for its construction. 
| These arguments would not justify our Governn 
by force, or wrongfully, the territory of Colombia for : 
poses; but they are powerful reasons why our Gover 
have acted promptly in recognizing the independem Par 
in order to secure from her the necessary territory 
poses. The President says in his second messag 
the manifold considerations of treaty rights and « 
national interests and safety, and of collective civilizati 
which our Government was constrained to act, the 1 
the Republic of Panama is not based upon any g 
of international law regulating the principle of r 
which a given government is overturned, or 
country separated from another.’ 

I think it is true that there is no fixed rule which can] 
but that each case must be judged on its own merits. It 
our mission to inquire as to whether or not Panama w 
in separating from Colombia under existing conditions 
had to inquire had such steps taken place, and w 
ble of sustaining a government of her own? If I re 
rectly, France acknowledged our independence before wi 
government; she not only acknowledged our independ 
her soldiers to fight our battles, and to assist us in esta 
independence. I do not complain that, under the 
we acknowledged the independence hastily. My 0} 
tofore had been based upon the fact that the circum 
ciated my own country with the revolution, aiding, 
and sustaining it; going further to sustain it than t 
our treaty would authorize. Such conduct would 
ble and morally wrong. That branchof the argument 
I have dismissed. 

I come now to the reasons that have led me, after ! 
thought, to vote in favor of the ratification of the ti , 
agree that the terms of the treaty for the constru ! 
canal are more satisfactory to us than any treaty n 
tofore. My objection has always been to our actions | s 
the negotiation of the treaty. When Colombia re}: t 
Herran treaty I have always believed it was th 
President to proceed at once and negotiate with Cos 
Nicaragua for the necessary land for the construct 

Ihave maintained that, so far as Colombia was co! 
she rejected our treaty we should cease to treat wi 
construction of this waterway, but, under the 
Spooner act, we should proceed at once to secure t 
territory and construct the canal by the Nicaragua! 
President has not adopted this theory—the party 1» | 
with him—and I am determined, so far as I am < - 
the Republican party shall have no excuse for the ! 
great enterprise. If Ican not have it located at « 
haveit at another, provided we do not get it by disho 

Regardless of how the independence of Panama 

plished, beyond dispute Panama is lost to Colombi: * 
has been crossed, and no one expects Panama to 0 
Colombia—the ratification or rejection of this trea 
way change the status of Panama in relation 
whether rightfully or wrongfully, Panama is ! 
Colombia. Should we reject this treaty, the Re] 
will still exist, and, in all probability, we will * c 
negotiate a treaty with her in the future for the = iaeaall 
struct this canal. Suppose Panama should fs ne oe ee 
lic for a quarter of a century, or even for a less AP 
| one contend that we should not carry on business auc 
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eR tense 


i.) xolations with her in the future, simply because we ques- 





sas ~ methods whereby she achieved and maintains her 
“ae “on re eo to treat with her now, because of the doubtful 


nriety of our conduct in mé 1intaining he r independence, will it 
true that for all time to come we will bee stoppe 14 from hav- 
ith Panama be cause of the previous history ¢f 
Hion and independence? Who will dare say that, if this 
and aaa should live as a republic for as 
{ and another treaty should be submitted for 
netruction of this canal, we would be estopped from ratify- 








; rejected, 


vears, 


in t because of our previous conduct? We would answer the 
al “tion promptly, and say that the revolution is over, that Pan- 
ama was lost to Colombia, that she vas a well-established repub- 
lic th an organized government in full possession and control 
of the Isthmus where the canal is to be located, and our Govern- 
ment could not } sibly treat with any other nation for the right 


to construct this canal except the Republic of Panama. 

Our Government, I know, will not go backward; we will not 
restore Panama to Colombia regardless of this treaty. If we did, 
in all probability many of the leading citizens of the new Re- 
niblic would be hanged for treason, and, doubtless, their prop- 
/e ‘confiscated by the Colombian Government. What 
do I fi The new republic of Panama is a republic in fact 
whether rightfully or wrongfully. She is now proceeding to 
aiopt aconstitution, select a judiciary, and organize a constitu- 
tional government. This has been acc omplished without my 
assistance, and, as a practical man, Iam to deal with the situa- 
tionasl findit. If this treaty is rejected I fear the construction 
of the canal will be delayed for an indefinite period. 

If the treaty is ratified there can be no excuse for further delay 





in the construction of a waterway of vital importance to my own 
section, for we know the benefit to accrue to the South from a 
commercial standpoint, resulting from the construction of the 
canal. is incalculable. There is but one sentiment among the 
people of the South in regard to the construction of the canal. 


Many good men regret that it should come through questionable 





0 ds, but we must deal with the situation as we find it. 
Already the new Republic has been recognized, not only by the 
United States, but also by France, China, Austria-Hungary, 
Germany, Denmark, Russia, Sweden and Norway, Belgium, 


Nicaragua, Peru, Cuba, Great Britain, Italy, Japan, Costa Rica, 
izerland, and The Netherlands, 

These nations are ready to treat with Panama as an independ- 
ent republic—they are ready to negotiate treaties with her 
tocarry on governmental relations with her inthe future as an 


independent republic. Suppose Colombia should say that she 
owned the Isthmus, and that no canal should ever be constructed 


connecting the oceans, this would be a most serious blow to the 
commerce of the world. Such conditions would most assuredly 


be sufficient grounds to authorize our Government to act quickly 
in recognizing the independence of the people who were in actual 


possession of the Isthmus, in order that we might negotiate with 
the new nation for the construction of the canal. 
ppose there was no other route by which the canal could pos- 
ably be constructed except the route now involved; suppose 
Colombia owned Panama, and had it in her power to demand an 
unreasonable, exorbitant sum for the land on which we desired 
toconstruct the canal; or suppose Colombia should refuse to treat 
With us for the necessary lands for canal purposes; under such 
cireur stances the building of the waterway would be blocked to 
the great injury of the commerce of the world. 
[ ni ler r tl ie general rules of international law we would have no 
val rig ght to take by force any part of her territory; but this 
condition of affairs, am sure, would justify prompt action on 
= ] art of our Gov ernment in recognizing the independence of 
a, originally a part of Colombia, and in posse 9 of the 
territory where the canal is to be located. 


’ rash 









The act might appear 
iy , but the civilized world eae justify and applaud it 
matise of the conduct of Colombia. I do not contend that this 


- ‘tly the case we have under consideration, but it illustrates 
in sition for which Iam contending—that in recognizing the 
a : ndence of a new nation struggling for inde ypendence we are 
bo yk in every instance by the general rules of internat ional 


: but by the facts and circumstances of each particular case. 

of 18 A vere not fi r our treaty rights, arising by virtue of the treaty 
).inconjunction with the reje ction of the Hay-Herran treaty, 
i War me) has been going on for years in Colombia, and 
‘ep and vital interest all civilized nations feel in the construc- 





the civil 


the 


inatite this seam rway, uniting the two great oceans, we could not 

bo as inde conduct in recognizing the independence of Panama 
independence had been accomplished. 

att % mae e President, the fact that we recognized the inde- 

the fans anama, seemingly with undue haste, has not been 

ute of this transaction that caused me at first to doubt 


the h 


Oo 


*sty and good faith of my own Government. This action 


on the part of our Government would not prevent me from 
voting for this tres ity, taken in connection with all the facts and 


| circumstances relating to and bearing upon the quest ion at issue. 


and | 


The feature of this transaction most se rious in its nature that 
has weighed upon my mind, and which at various times has 
almost led me to vote against the ratifi cation of this treaty, be- 
gins before t revolution began. I have asked myself, who 
brought about the revolution? Would the revolution ever have 
taken place had not assistance been assured by our Government? 
I then asked myself, what right had we to say to Colombia: You 








shall not use your army and navy to n arebelli 
of your territory. 

I know there can be but one answer. We 
vent Colombia from carrying on war in |] 
war interfered with transit across the Isthmus. This 
given to us by the treaty of 1846. but by no chai 
can I reach the conclusion that we had the right to interfere wi 


put dow 


mn in part 


had the right to pre- 


‘anama, provide 


Ww 
the internal quarrels of Colombia and Panama except such inter- 
nal quarrels in some way embarrassed or interfered with tran- 
sit across the Isthmus. I can not vote toconvict my own Govern- 
ment of an act of dishonesty without positive and unimpeachable 


testimony. Such a charge against the 
ment must be condemned in the absence of unquestionable 
I deplore the fact that the circumstances surrounding this trans- 
action are of such a nature as even to cast suspicion upon our « 
duct 

[ am unwilling to say that the President in his message has not 


y integrity of our Gov 


to'd us the truth so far as the Executive branch of the Govern- 
ment is concerned. He may be impulsive, but I do not believe 
that he is dishonest. I do not believe the American people 
have ever ele vated a dishonest man tothe high office hs » DOW occu- 
pie To make such a charge would reflect on the intelligenc 
the wisdom, and honesty of the American people. I vot th 
treaty because on this issue I find in favor of the int grity of my 
own country and in favor of the honesty of an American Presi- 
dent. li will be a sad day for this Republic if an} man is ever 
elevated to the high office of President who is dishonest. 


Candor compels me to say that I have been a stunted to some 
extent in reaching the conclusion to vote in favor of this treaty 
by reason of public sentiment in my own State, ane by the further 


reason of the great commercial benefits that will certainly follow 
to the South by reason of the construction of the canal. It is 
proper that these considerations should have weight with a 


Senator. Icould not vote to approve an act of dishon sty if the 
sentiment in my State approved it. The good people of my State 
would never approv eanact of dishonesty. Good men often reac 
conclusions which are erroneous, because they are not conver a 
with all the facts and circumstances connected with the transac- 
tion. They often reverse their opinions when the whole situation 
is explained to them. 


This is the highest evidence of their honesty and their desire to 
find the truth. During the eo this treaty many Senators 
have been criticised because they f ailed to spr ak out in favor of 
its ratification. Opposition to the treaty has bee mn construed to 


mean opposition to an Isthmian Canal. I have no patience with 


such criticism. Truth compels me to say that the Senators who 
have denounced our connection with the revolution.and que stioned 
our conduct in dealing with Colombia, with one or two exceptions 
are now, and have ever been, the earnest and steadfast friends of 
an Isthmian canal. 


dev ited 


¢ advocate of a canal. 


The junior Senator from Maryland, 
and ¢onsistent friend of the South, is a stron 
[he senior Senator from Alabama has devoted his entire public 
life to accomplish this great work. The two Senat m Texas 
have labored most earnestly for the construction of this water- 


always the loyal, 








yrs fr 


c 


way, since I have been associated with them in public life. The 
same can be said of each Senator who has spoken against the 
treaty on this side of the chamber, with one exception. The 
charge that these Senators are opposed to a canal because of their 


opposition to this treaty is a malicious slander, and I have no 





patience with such a charge. 

W hile I shall vote for the treaty I recognize the ct that those 
Senators who vote against it, on this side of the Chamber, are just 
as anxious to see the canal completed aslam. ‘They have been 
the constant friends of a canal, and their opposition to this treaty 
should not be construed to mean opposition toacanal. Such a 
construction would be manifestly unjust. It has been difficult 
for the public to dissociate Op position to the treaty with opposi- 
tion to the canal. I can fully appreciate the grounds on which 
such opposition is based. It is of vast importance that we shall 


have the friendship of both Colombia and Panama, the countries 
to be so closely connected with the operati n of the canal. 

It would be extremely unfortunate for any unfriendly feeling 
to exist between Colombia and the United States, or veen 
Colombia and Panama. We will probably spend four five 


bety 
or 


hundred millions of dollars before this great waterway is com- 
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pleted. We desire above all things the friendly cooperation of 
the governments in close proximity to the canal where this money 
is to be expended. We should not hesitate to use the good offices | 
and influences of our Government to adjust in a friendly way the 
difference between Panama and Colombia, and to bring about 
ment. If Colombia has been wronged, let reparation be promptly 
made. Let every doubt be given in favor of just and fair treat- 
ment of Colombia, so far as it lies within our power. 

1 know that it is impossible to restore Panama to Colombia. 
This I do not expect. We ought to be indulgent in dealing with 
a sister republic inferior to us in wealth, population, and mili- 
tary strength. What a blessing it will be to the commerce of the 
world if this canal can be built at an early day. I had hoped to 
see this canal constructed without offending any foreign Govern- 
ment, and especially without offending any sister republic. Let 
us yet hope that this great work may be carried to completion 
through the efforts of our country, and that through our gener- 
osity and liberality Colombia and Panama may amicably and 
satisfactorily adjust all of their differences. 

This side of the Chamber has sought diligently to ascertain the 
relations our Government has sustained to the revolution in 
Colombia. We have been exceedingly anxious to scrutinize every 
act of our Government to relieve our own country, if possible, 
from the charge of complicity in the Panama revolution. We 
have thought that this course was demanded by the facts and 
circumstances connected with the transaction. 

This duty has been discharged faithfully and fearlessly in the 
interests of honest government. To do less was to shirk a serious 
and grave responsibility. We have contended with unanimity 
that most diligent effort should be made to adjust amicably all 
differences existing between Panama and Colombia, and that if 
any injustice had been done Colombia on our part every repara- 
tion within our power should promptly be made. 

The resolution introduced by my colleague [Mr. Bacon] now 
before the Senate seeks to accomplish this end. The movement 
originated on this side of the Chamber. Let us hope that this 
movement may be brought to a successful termination. 
purpose is a most laudable one, and, when accomplished, will have 
the approval of all conservative, patriotic, intelligent, and right- 
thinking people. Those who love justice, righteousness, and peace 
better than they love trade and commercial gain will hail with 
joy and delight such a solution of this important controversy. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


Such a 


The bill (H. R. 11825) making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

ELEVENTH DISTRICT LIGHT-HOUSE AND BUOY TENDER. 


Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 3530) to provide for the construction of a 
light-house and buoy tender for the inspector of the eleventh light- 
house district. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to know what the bill is? 

Mr. NELSON, 
buoy tender on Lake Superior, which is recommended by the De- 
partment and unanimously reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments, on page 1, line 5, after the word “‘ district,’’ to in- | 
sert *‘ at a cost not to exceed $130,000;”’ in line 9, before the word | 
‘** light-house,’’ to insert ** said;’’ in the same line, after the word 


i 
| 
‘‘tender,”’ to strike out the words “ for which appropriation may | , 
| whom it was very thoroughly considered, and \ 


be made;”’ and on page 2, line 3, after the word ** advertisement,”’ 
to strike out *‘ $130,000’ and to insert ‘‘and for this purpose the 


| 
sum of $130,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
| 


appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated;”’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be constructed by the Secri tary of 
Commerce and Labor a light-house and buoy tender for use in the eleventh | 
light-house district at a cost not to exceed $130,000; and the Licht-House Board | 
is authorized to employ temporarily at Washington three draftsmen, to be 
paid at current rates, to prepare the plans for the said light-house and buoy 
tender, such draftsmen to be paid from the appropriation for building said 
vessel; such employment to cease and determine on or before the date when 
the plans for such light-house and buoy tender shall be finished and propos- 
als for building said vessel are invited by advertisement; and for this purpose 
the sum of $130,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro- 
priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The amendments were agreed to. | 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 
the third time, and passed, 


| sideration of the bill (S. 1419) to fix the salary of ; 


| 
: — ° . ' 
cordial and friendly relations between Colombia and our Govern- 


It is for the construction of a light-house and | 
| mounted officers. 


| from the Committee on Military Affairs with am: 


ee 
ee 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS AT OMAHA. NEBR 


Mr. MILLARD. Iask unanimous consent for the » 


( reacan?+ 


ul 


customs at Omaha, Nebr. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I am not going t 
consideration of this bill, but when it is disposed of I { | 
insist on the Calendar being taken up. vas 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in C 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which h 
from the Committee on Commerce with amend; 
before the words ‘‘ of customs,’’ to strike out ** eo] ' 
sert ‘‘ surveyor;’’ and in line 5, after the word “ doll, ‘ 
‘*in addition to fees;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the surveyor of customs at ( 
be paid, from and after the passage of this act, an annu 
addition to fees in lieu of that he is now receivi 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend: 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third r 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to fis 
the surveyor of customs at Omaha, Nebr.” 


ARMY CHAPLAINS, 


Mr. SCOTT. I should like to ask unanimous c 
present consideration of the bill (S. 2424) to rec: ind 
mote the efficiency of army chaplains, if the Senator from | 
rado [Mr. TELLER] will not object. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have not any control ; 
business of the Senate, but I think the best thing fo: 
go to the Calendarregularly. Iam not, however. 
any control of this matter, and so I shall not obj: 
ferred to by the Senator from West Virginia, thor Th 
shall go to the Calendar in regular order and consider it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to t 
quest of the Senator from West Virginia for the jp: 
eration of the bill named by him? 

Mr. GALLINGER. When the Senator from Col 
TELLER] made the suggestion a moment ago to pr 
Calendar in order, I was about to make the same + 
now say that I shall not object to the consider 
which the Senator from West Virginia desires to have cor 
but after that has been disposed of I shall ask for the reg 
der, which is the Calendar. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the bill be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will | 
formation, subject to objection. 
The Secretary read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. I shouldbe glad to have the $ 
West Virginia explain why the latter sections of 
been inserted. Do they change the existing law 1 1g 
lains, except as to those who are to be promot 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, we all know that 

service have to be mounted. Though their pay 
the same as that of mounted officers, yet the) 
That is the only change the | 
the exception that the President, by and with t! 
sent of the Senate, is given authority, for extr 
rendered and for efficiency, to give the old cha; 
major, though not the rank. It simply giv 
allowances of a major, but they are not to exc 
ber at any one time. 

This bill has been urged upon the Military 


ing 
ing. 


Is there obj 


reported favorably. 
Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator from W 
many chaplains we have in the Army? 
Mr. SCOTT. Indeed, I can not answer t! 
haps the Senator from Missouri [| Mr. COCKREL! }! 
swer it. 
Mr. COCKRELL. There is one to each regi 
Mr. TELLER. How many does that make? 
Mr. COCKRELL. There are about forty-five, } 
Mr. GALLINGER. Forty-four or forty-five. 
Mr. SCOTT. Yes. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there obj 


| ent consideration of the bill? 


} 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in C 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which ha 


tion 1, page 1, line 7, after the word ‘' regimenta 
‘(or post);” in line 12, before the word * num 


civ 
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total; and after the word ‘‘ number ”’ to insert “‘in the service 
“total, ¢ . 
9 go as to make the section read: 


ter the President may, from time to time, select from among 

aplainsof the Army any eee having not less than ten years’ serv- 
the chaplait il have been commended as worthy of special distinction for ex- 
ice, W ho! ““eieney by the regimental and department commanders with 
ception »mands they have served as chaplains, and may, with the advice 
Wh0se Conn romote such regimental or artillery chaplains to 
anc 


80; 
That hereaf 


of the Senate, ) 
Cohwrins with the grade, pay,and allowances of major: Provided, That 
Seal weuber in the service so promoted shall not at any time exceed fif- 
hat the remaining chaplains shall have the grade, pay, and allow- 
aptain, mounted. 


i consent 
the total n 
ant 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
"The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MANNER OF IMPORTATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The regular order having been 
demanded, the first bill on the Calendar will be stated. 

The bill (S. 2816) to amend section 3095 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States was announced as first in order; and the 
Sonate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. It proposes to amend section 3095 of the Revised Statutes 
so as to read as follows: 

sec, 3005. Except in the districts on the northern, northwestern, and west- 
ern boundaries of the United States, adjoining to the Dominion of Canada or 
into the districts adjacent to Mexico, no merchandise of foreign growth or 
manufacture subject to the payment of duties shall be brought into the 
United States from any foreign port in any other manner than by sea, nor 
inany vessel of less than 30 net register tons, or landed or unladen at any 
other port than is directed by law under the penalty of seizure and forfeiture 
of allsuch vessels and of the merchandise imported therein, laden or unladen 
inany other manner. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


’ 
eS O1 ¢ 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | 


The title was amended so as to read: ‘*‘A bill to amend section 
3095 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to 
manner of importation.’’ 


EMPLOYMENT OF UNITED STATES VESSELS. 


The bill (S. 2263) to require the employment of vessels of the 
United States for public purposes was announced as next in 
order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That bill may be passed over, 
if the Senate please, without objection. 


SECESSION OF PANAMA. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. MorGan December 18, 1903, 
declaring the proposition that neither the President nor the 
President and the Senate, as the treaty-making power of the 
United States, has the lawful power to wage or declare war 
against any foreign power without the consent of Congress, when 
such country is at peace with the United States, etc., was an- 
nounced as next in order. 
= GALLINGER. Let that resolution go over, Mr. Presi- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over 
without prejudice, if there be no objection. 


HEIGHT OF BUILDINGS IN THE DISTRICT. 


The bill (H. R. 7023) to regulate the height of buildings in the 
District of Columbia, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to amend section 1 of an act entitled ‘An act 
to regulate the height of buildings in the District of Columbia,” 
approved March 1, 1899, by inserting after the word ‘“ hotel,”’ in 
the fourth line thereof, the words “‘ or as a hospital or dormitory;”’ 
80 that said section will read as follows: 

That from and after the date of the approval of this act no combustible 
or nonfireproof building intended to be weed or occupied as a residence, or as 
an appartment house or hotel, or as a hospital or dormitory in the District of 


polumbia shall be erected to a height of more than five stories or raised to a 
eight exceeding 60 feet above the sidewalk, the measurement to be made as 


ereinafter prescribed. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator who has 
fe bill in charge, in case persons should desire to erect a hotel 
‘ere On one of the corners where there is a large open space, 
Whether they would be limited as to the height of the building 
they Would be permitted to construct, or whether there is some 
Way by which they might secure permission to erect a fireproof 
vaiiding higher than the prescribed limit? 

an GALLINGER. I think the law does limit them as to the 
th ight, but it varies, of course, because of the different widths of 
+ wtreeta. Buildings are permitted to be erected higher on the 
a streets than on the narrow streets. The only change this 
oa makes in the existing law is to require hospitals and_dormi- 
tp . Sto be made fireproof. The bill has no reference whatever 

€ height of buildings. 


XXXVIII——108 








| quest of the Senator from New Hampshire? 


Mr. TELLER. The bill does not propose to make any change 
in that regard? 

Mr. GALLINGER. _Itdoes not change the law on that subject. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPOONER. I want to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire if the bill we have just passed relates to fire escapes in the 
District of Columbia? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It does not. I will say to the Senator it 
simply provides that dormitories and hospitals shall be con- 
structed of fireproof material, as is required under existing law 
for certain other structures. It is a question, of course, whether 
there is any such thing as a fireproof building; but the intention 
of the Commissioners and of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia is to make hospitals and dormitories as safe in that re- 
gard as any other kind of building possibly can be in the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suppose there is a law in force in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in regard to fireproof buildings? 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is such a law. I will say to the 
Senator that during the past few weeks the entire city has prac- 
tically been covered by the fire officials in making examinations 
of buildings, including the churches of the city and the school- 
houses. The intention is to provide the most adequate facilities 
for escape from buildings in the District of Columbia in the event 
of fire. 

This is not a new thing, I will say, Mr. President. During the 
time that my lamented predecessor, the late Senator McMillan, 
was chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia, in 
conjunction with him we took up that question, and we made the 
theaters of the District of Columbia so safe that the recent in- 
spection has failed to discover any lack in that regard. That 
inspection is now being extended to the schoolhouses, the churches, 
and other places where people congregate. I think there is prob- 
ably no city so well provided for a panic or a fire as is the city of 
Washington at the present time. 

Mr. SPOONER. Whilst Iam not an expert in the fire-escape 
business, I have observed that in many of the fire escapes the lad- 
ders come down from story to story in front of the windows in- 
stead of coming down the blank spaces between the windows. 
That looks to me like a very poor fire escape, because, if a fire 
breaks out, it will break out through the windows and render the 
fire escape absolutely of no avail whatever. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course the escape has to be through 
the window. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is the starting point; but the fire 
escapes might be diverted from that particular point. 

Mr. SPOONER. It seems to me that the fire escapes might be 
so constructed as to go down the blank space on the wall instead 
of having to go down from story to story in front of the windows. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think that isa very valuable suggestion. 

Mr. SPOONER. I commend it to my friend. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And I will commend it to the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER subsequently said: It will be remembered, 
Mr. President, that the Senator from Maine [Mr. HaLe] some 
time ago offered a resolution directing the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to make an investigation of the theaters and 
other places of entertainment in reference to their safety. The 
Commissioners, under date of January 23, have made report on 
that resolution, and I should like to insert it in the Recorp in 
connection with my remarks on House bill 7023, which passed a 
little while ago. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
The Chair hears 
none. 

The report referred to is as follows: 

OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, January 23, 1904. 


SENATOR: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the honor 
oe the following report on Senate resolution passed January 5, 1904, as 

ollows: 

* Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are di- 
rected to make, as soon as practicable, a full examination into the condi- 
tion of all theaters and places of public entertainment in the District of Co- 
lumbia, in order to see if such theaters and public places are maintained and 
conducted in accordance with the statutes and regulations of the District of 
Columbia, and whether or not any such theaters or places of entertainment 
are going on without proper license. The District Commissioners will make 
report upon said investigation to the Senate.” 

A preliminary report is submitted in reference to theaters, and examina- 
tion is now being made of the public halls used for entertainments from time 
to time, but not regularly. A further reporton these halls will be submitted 
as soon as is practicable. 

There are seven theaters in the city—the Lafayette, the National, Chase’s, 
the Columbia, the Academy of Music, Kernan’s Lyceum, and the Empire. 

The authority of the Commissioners to control the issuance of licenses and 
to prescribe regulations for the construction and alteration of the thoaters 








was given by act of Congress approved February 26, 1892. An amendato 
act, approved March 2, 185, required the certificate of the inspector of build- 
ings that the theater complied with law and regulations before license could 
be issued. In the act approved July 1,1902, providing for licenses to theaters, 
Congress directed that the certificate of the chief officer of the fire depart- 
ment should be obtained in addition to that of the inspector of buildings. 

In accordance with the first-named act the Commissioners adopted a set of 


rules and regulations. These were intended to apply absolutely to all new 
or reconstructed theaters, and as far as possible, without causing entire re- 
construction, to existing theaters. The records of the office show that the 
certificate required has been given each year before the licenses have been 
issued. 

In November, 1903, at the time of the issuing of licenses, oer were refused 
to three of the theaters—namely, Chase’s, the Empire, and the Academy of 
Music—because the inspector of buildings and the chief of the fire depart- 
ment declined to certify that those theaters were in accordance with the reg- 
ulations until certain changes should be made. The managers of these the- 
aters were taken into court and they agreed to make the change within a 
definite limitedtime. Aftera personal oy the Commissioners decided 
that these requirements, while very desirable for the protection of the public, 
were not of such a natureastocause by their absence aseriousand imminent 
source of danger, and therefore it was not considered necessary to close these 
theaters while the work was being done. The four other theaters received 
their licenses in the due course of law. 

More than two years ago the chief engineer of the fire department and the 
fire marshal were directed to make special examination of all theaters, ho- 
tels, apartment houses, and — halls, with a view of ascertaining what 
was needed for protection of the publicagainst fire. The eee. reports 
indicated a dangerous condition of affairs, especially in the electrical wiring 
and apparatus. The electrical engineer was directed to make a special ex- 
amination, which revealed very serious conditions. 

The inspector of buildings, the chief engineer of the fire department, and 
the electrical engineer were directed to cooperate in ascertaining and remov- 
ing dangerous conditions, whether such conditions were forbidden by the 
strict construction of the law or not. This investigation revealed many de- 
fects in the theaters. The electric wiring and apparatus were generally in 
an unsafe condition; in many cases worn-out insulation or improper connec- 
tions brought live wires against inflammable material; exit doors were found 
bolted and locked; fire-fighting appliances were absent; combustibles were 
accumulated in dangerous places; the ventilators in the roof did not work 
well, and unused fiues, liable to carry fire all over the theater, were open. 
One theater had a proscenium arch of nonfire-resisting material, and its fire 
escapes were insufficient. 

By direction of the Commissioners, and in most cases with the cooperation 
of the theater managers, the reformation of this state of things began at once. 
The dangerous conditions were immediately remedied, all improvements re- 
quired were immediately begun, and there remains now to be done only a 

»0rtion of what was required in the case of the three theaters whose licenses 
ve been withheld. 

Constant and rigid inspection has been maintained through the building 
department, the fire department, and the electrical department. The build- 
ing department sees that the regulations as to construction are carried out 
with respect to exit doors, escapes, aisles, stairways, walls, and lobbies; that 
old constructions are made as safe as possible, and that the new buildings 
are of fire-resisting material throughout. The electrical engineer and his 
assistants have = the electric wiring and permanent apparatus of the 
theaters to an excellent condition and they inspect them regularly, while 
every Monday they inspect the electric apparatus brought by the company 
that is to play in the theater during the week and confiscate such apparatus 
asisdangerous. The chief engineer of the fire department and the fire mar- 
shal inspect every theater frequently, and a member of the fire department 
is on the stage during every performance to see that the regulaticus are 
complied with and to do fireman's duty in case of fire. 

While many of these anpeovements were made before the act of 1902, that 
act, which uires the chief officer of the fire department as well as the in- 
spector of buildings to certify as to the compliance of theaters with the re- 
quirements of law and regulations, has been very helpful. 

These inspections have n carried on at aconsiderable disadvantage, be- 
cause the different departments responsible for them have not had an increase 
in their force for the purpose. An increase of the inspecting force for the 
E=pow of maintaining and extending this work is desirable and also addi- 

onal legislation that will extend the authority of the Commissioners in this 
matter. The bill (8. 3) giving the Commissioners a larger power to regulate 
electric wiring in the District of Columbia, and providing additional inspect- 
ors for such work, would be, if enacted, of value in this relation. A similar 
bill has been recommended by the Commissioners for several years. 

In obedience to the resolution of the Senate the Commissioners made a per- 
sonal inspection of all the theaters in the city. Certain minor changes were 
recommended by them which the managersagreed to make, but it wasfound 
that the theaters were carrying out the regulations with the exceptionsabove 
mentioned, which, however, are being remedied. 

The examination showed that the exits are all lighted with red lights 
on a circuit independent of the stage and plainly marked with the word 
“Exit; all exits open outward and are easily opened; that all the theaters 
have either a proscenium arch of solid brick or other fire-resisting materia] 


between the stage and the auditorium, excepting one of those whose license 
has been withheld, which is under contract to put in such fire-resisting ma- 
terial immediately. All the theaters have genuine asbestos curtains. They 


have been all tested by subjecting them to a hot fire and found absolutely 
fireproof. All the theaters have skylights of the prescribed dimensions, 
self-opening, and held by a rope to be loosened by a designated employee, or 
by the burning of the rope. All lighting in the theaters is electrical. The 
switchboards and the wiring are in proper condition. The aisles of the thea- 
ters are in accordance with the regulations. The perforated pipes or auto- 
matic sprinklers above the stage, and the fire hose, extinguishers, and other 
— for fighting fire, are inapparent good order. 

he managers of the theaters, in accordance with the police regulations, 
detail a man for fire-protection service under orders of the fire department 
and who is required to have no other duties oe performances. 

The police department sees that all doors are ocked, exit lights lit, and 
the ruies observed. 

There are several points to which attention is invited. There are onl 
two theaters in the city—namely, the Lafayette and the Columbia—which 
have been built or altered since the adoption of the regulations of 1892, and 
which are thoroughly fireproof. The other theaters are not fireproof, but 
have an arch of brick or other fire-resisting material between the stage and 
the auditorium, with one exception noted above, which will have this fire- 
resisting material within a short time. Asa result, the Commissioners feel 
assured that should a fire take place on the stage, with this fire-resistin arch, 
the asbestos and the automatically opening skylights it will be con- 
fined to that part of the theater sufficien y long to enable the audience to 
leave the theater ina quiet and orderly manner. This, with the enforcement 
of the regulations about aisles, fire escapes, stairways, lighted exits, and fire 
appliances, is considered a reasonably safe condition in the theaters. 
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The perforated pipes or automatic sprinklers will be of eras: 
when there is greater water pressure, as there will be within the ; tater 
as new mains are being laid and the improvements in water dict»), 
being completed. There is now a flow of water on the stages a+ 4 pe 
of the apparatus, butit is doubtful whether it would prove entirely aa. 
One of the theaters has a pumping arrangement to increase th, lat 
such an arrangement may be required in all the other the; ; 
increase the pressure. If Congress had granted the request of th 
sioners for a special high-pressure fire-protection water service } 
mains in the heart of the city of Washington, all the theaters wy). 
had the benefit of it. — a av! 

The provision in the regulations that all scenery, curtains. o} 
oorarel or saturated, ‘if practicable, with fire-resisting mater 
by the Commissioners of the Districtof Columbia” has not bee; 
cause no certain and practicable method of treatment has been kn. 
scenery in the Washington theaters is painted with water eo}ory-; 
making it less inflammable. As soon as any method of treatm¢ 
practicable and dependable is established, its application to the W 
theaters will be required. 

The protections relied on principally, however, are on the ability ¢, 
any fire originating on the stage within the limits of the stave i+. 
sufficient time; on the skylights above the stage, which will aljow 4 
smoke to escape, and, further, on sufficient exits, provided an audicnes 
not leave the building in uncontrollable baste. ae 

Very respectfully, 





ashinet 
@5i1ng 


HEnrY B. F. Macrarnanp 
HENRY L. Wsst, ; 
JOHN BIpp.Le, 
Commissioners of the District of ( 
Hon. WILLIAM P. FRYE, F 
President Pro Tempore United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C, 


DISTRICT TAX SALES, 


The bill (S. 2794) to amend an act entitled “An act to amen) 
an act entitled ‘An act relating to tax sales and taxes in the Dis. 
trict of Columbia,’’’ approved May 13, 1892, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to amend an act entitled 
“An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act relating to tax sales and 
taxes in the District of Columbia,’’’ approved May 13, is92, ; 
to read as follows: 

That it shall be the ae of the assessor for the District of Columbia to 


prepare and keep in his office for public inspection a list of all real estat 
the District of Columbia heretofore sold, or which may hereafter be sold, 





the nonpaymentof any general or special tax or assessment levied or assessed 
upon the same, said list to show the date of sale and for what taxes s 
whose name assessed at the time of sale; the amount for which the sar 
sold; when and to whom conveyed, if deeded, or, if redeemed from sale, th 


date of redemption. 

Src. 2. That it shall be the duty of said assessor, whenever called upon, to 
furnish, in addition to the regular tax bills, a certified statement, over his 
hand and official seal, of all taxes and assessments, general and special, that 
may be due and unpaid at the time of making said certificate, and for each 
and every certificate so furnished by said assessor the party requesting the 
same shall pay to the collector of taxes of the District of Columbia fe 
50 cents; and said certificate when furnished shall be a bar to the collection 
and recovery of any tax or assessment omitted from and which may be a 
lien upon the real estate mentioned in said certificate; and the assessor 
hereby authorized and directed to cancel upon the records of his offi 
such tax or assessment so omitted from said certificate. 

Szc. 3. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with any of the provisi 
of this act are hereby repealed. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
COPYRIGHTS OF BOOKS, MAPS, CHARTS, ETO. 

The bill (S. 2229) to amend chapter 4952 of the Revised Statutes 
was announced as next in order. : 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not see any member oft 
Committee on Patents in the Chamber, and as it seems to me 
that that bill proposes an important amendment to the copyngh! 
law, I think it had better go over without prejudice. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over without 
prejudice. 





WIDENING V STREET NW. 


The bill (S. 2621) for the widening of V street NW. was con 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. ! 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Dis 
Columbia with amendments. The first amendment was, on pas 
1, section 1, line 11, before the word ‘‘ sauare,”’ to inser® © souls 
of;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That within twenty days after the deposit with the coll: 


District of Columbia, by parties interested, of the sum of $1,%') 
sioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, 
directed to institute in the supreme court of the District of Columuis, & 
as a district court, by petition, particularly describing the lands OT eet 
a proceeding in rem to condemn the land necessary for the wicenins ™ 
street through square south of south of square 1296 from the W« * the full 
Thirty-fifth street west 120 feet to the line of Washington County, 0 tiv" 
width of 60 feet. 


The amendment was agreed to. eee ee 
The next amendment was, on page 8, section 4, line 8, aftel te 
word “assessed,” to strike out ‘‘for’’ and insert “as; as 
the same line, after the word “‘ damages,”’ to insert ** as Tr = 
namely, one-fourth out of any money in the United States aol 
ury not otherwise appropriated and one-fourth;” so as to 


Snallv re tified 

Sec. 4. That when the verdict of said jury shall have been nally e oat 

and confirmed by the court, as herein provided, the amounts *” 

awarded and adjudged to be payable for lands taken under the Be United 
hereof shall be paid to the owners of said land by the Treasurer 0* *© 


setor of tar 














1904. 


am 
v« ax officio commissioner of the sinking fund of the District of Colum- 

States, in warrant of the Commissioners of said District, one-half the amount 
bia, upa ‘as damages as follows, namely, one-fourth out of any money in the 
assessec’ ‘ates Treasury not otherwise appropriated and one-fourth out of the 
United ~ of the District of Columbia and the remainder out of the sum here- 
revere required to be deposited with the collector of taxes; etc. 
"The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

NAMING OF STREETS, AVENUES, ETC. 


The bill (H. R. 7024) to name streets, avenues, alleys, high- 
ways, and reservations in that part of the District of Columbia 
outside of the city of Washington, and for other purposes, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Commis- 
ciogers of the District of Columbia to name or rename streets, 
avenues, alleys, highways, and reservations in that part of the 
District of Columbia lying outside of the city of Washington, 
under such system of naming as they shall see fit to adopt. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

OPENING OF R STREET NE. 

The bill (S. 1636) for the opening of R street NE. to Twenty- 
eichth street and of Twenty-eighth street NE. from R street to 
Mstreet was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It appro- 
nriates $21,200 for the purpose of grading and macadamizing R 
street NE. from its intersection with Bladensburg road east- 
wardly to Twenty-eighth street, and Twenty-eighth street south- 
wardly to M street, according to section 3 
plan; but there shall be delivered to the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia an unconditional dedication of the streets 
named and between the limits named without cost to the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. MALLORY. Is there a report on that bill, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. There is a report. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

Mr.GALLINGER. There is a report made by the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
report. 


The Secretary will read the 


lith ultimo, as follows: 


The Committees on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
8. 1636) for the opening of R street NE. to Twenty-eighth street, and of 
Twenty-eighth street NE. from R street to M street, having considered the 
same, report thereon with a recommendation that it pass. 

A similar bill was introduced in the Senate during the Fifty-seventh Con- 
gress, favorably reported, and passed by the Senate. 

The report was as follows: 

“The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
i2)) for the opening of R street NE. to Twenty-eighth street, and of 








same, rep ort thereon with a recommendation that it pass. 
,, Lhe bill has the approval of the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bla, as Will appear by the following letter: 
“‘OvvICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DistTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

“** Washington, April 10, 1902. 
‘SENATOR: The Commissioners have the honor to submit the following 
on Senate bill 4726, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session, for the openin 
R street NE. to Twenty-eighth street, and of Twenty-eighth street NE. 
m R street to M street, which you referred to them for report: 

A map is inclosed herewith ‘showing, in red, the streets proposed to be 
opened and improved. The cost of grading the streets is estimated at $5,000. 
ror macadamizing the entire length itis estimated that $16,200 will be re- 
quired. The bill provides that the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may 
tin hecessary, shall be appropriated for the purpose of grading and regula- 
ing. It will be seen that the amount named is, therefore, barely sufficient to 
grade the streets under the most favorable conditions. 
ther In regard to the necessity of opening these streets it may be stated that 
the R x at present no public highway through the properties lying betweon 
ie = School, Bennings road, the Anacostia River, and the aenare 
wi) ut of the outlets being private roads which are in poor condition, anc 
1h the District will not accept or improve because they do not conform 

’ street-extension plan. The streets proposed to be opened in this bill 
“ ording to the - wroved plan of street extensions, and their opening 
:, aprovement would afford a much-needed outlet to the property in this 


Ur 
or 


fr 
al 






ana an of dedication of the streets named have been prepared in this office 
ieneewneaee oqned by the proper parties without any conditionsas to their 
ry Ment. These maps are now believed to be in the hands of parties 


Interested, 


tellen > ae ns stated the Commissioners would recommend favorable 
ies Juul, 


Very respectfully, 
ahs é “*Henry B. F. MACFARLAND, 
President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia, 
“Chas McMILLAN, 
os } airman Committee on the District of Columbin, Senate.’” 
seventh Gone indicated in the bill which ed the Senate during the Fifty- 
rovided by thin} was not sufficient for the purpose, but the appropriation 
istrict of {unis bill is deemed to be sufficient by the Commissioners of the 
oOlumbia, as will appear by the following letter: 
Orvice COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
SENATOR: Washington, December 15, 1908. 
Upon Senate une Commissioners have the honor to submit the followin 
B street NE to 1636, Fifty-eighth Congress, first session, for the opening o 
Nu. to Twenty-eighth street, and Twenty-eighth street NE. from R 


“* Hon, JAMES 


of the street-extension | cL C ] 
| along for a little while. 
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nty-eighth street NE. from R street to M street, having considered the | 


| the Whole. 








street to M street, which your committee referred to them for suggestions 
as to the merits of the bill and the propriety of its passage: 

The bill provides for the improvement of streets which are in accordance 
with the highway-extension plans and which the parties owning the landare 
ready to dedicate. These proposed streets are in a partof the District which 
has few highways. A bill similar to this one was introduced at the first ses- 
sion of the Fifty-seventh Congress and favorably reported upon by the 
Commissioners. The amount named in that bill was not sufficient for the 
purpose, but the appropriation carried by the present bill ($21,200) is 
sufficient. 

_ While the Commissioners are in favor of the development of some streets 
in this vicinity, they do not prefer the streets mentioned in the bill to those 
which they have already recommended in their estimates for improvement. 

Very respectfully, 

HENRY B. F. MACFARLAND, 
President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia, 
Hon. J. H. GALLINGER, 
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, Senate. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PROPOSED EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. President 

Let us proceed a little further with the Cal- 


Mr. CULLOM. 

Mr. TELLER. 
endar. 

Mr. CULLOM. Is there any bill on the Calendar which it is 
important should be disposed of this afternoon? 

Mr. TELLER. Do you want to have an executive session? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; butI am willing to run along for a little 
while, if there is anything which it is important should be passed 
this afternoon. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish the Senator would wait a little while. 
We have not been upon the Calendar very long, and there are a 
good many cases which should be disposed of. We might run 





Mr. CULLOM. Iam willing to do that. 
Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 


MINNESOTA HISTORICAL SOCIETY, 


The joint resolution (S. R. 6) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate to the Minnesota Historical Society the steering 
wheel of the former ship Minnesota was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. Gorman on the | #™¢, and passed. 


TRANSPORTATION OF NAVAL AND OTHER STORES, 


The bill (S. 2487) to provide for the transportation of naval 
and other stores and supplies in American-built ships was an- 
nounced as the next bill in order on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of my col- 
league, I ask that the bill may go over without prejudice. 


DEPOSITIONS BEFORE NAVAL COURTS. 


The bill (S. 3114) to authorize the use of depositions before 
naval courts in certain cases, was considered as in Committee of 
It proposes that the depositions of witnesses stationed 
or residing at sucha distance from the place at which a naval 
court is ordered to sit, or who are under orders and about to go 
to such a distance that it is not practicable to secure their personal 
attendance without incurring great expense or serious loss of time, 
if taken on reasonable notice to the opposite party and duly au- 
thenticated, may be put in evidence before such court in cases 
not capital. 

Mr. PETTUS. I should like very much to hear the reasons for 
the passage of this bill. I understand it authorizes depositions to 
be used against a man charged with an offense. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a report, which will 
be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. HALe January 
12, 1904, as follows: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 311 
to authorize the use of depositions before naval courts in certain cases, hay 
considered the same, report thereon with a recommendation that it pass 

The bill has the approval of the Navy ment, as will appear by 
following extract from Secretary Moody's letter of July 9, 1903, sent to th 
chairman of the Naval Committee of both Senate and House, recommending 
certain legislation: 5 : ; 

**T have the honor to invite your attention to the following matters which 
have been presented to the Department by the Judge-Advocate-General of 
the Navy: 

1, A MEASURE PROVIDING FOR THE USE OF DEPOSITIONS BEFORE NAVAL 
COURTS-MARTIAL AND COURTS OF INQUIRY. 

“By reference to 8S. 1103, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session, it will be 
seen that a bill granting such authority passed the Senate March 3, 1902. 
Article 91 of the Articles of War (Rev. Stat., 1878, p. 239) authorizes the use 
of depositions before military courts, but like authority has never been 
granted in the case of naval courts. 

“THE USE OF DEPOSITIONS BEFORE NAVAL COURTS. 

“From report for the year 1893: 

*** DEPOSITIONS. 

** Article 91 of the Articles of War provides that— eo . 

“**The depositions of witnesses residing beyond the limits of the State 
Territory, or district in which any military court may be ordered to sit, if 
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taken on reasonable notice to the opposite party and duly authenticated, 
may be read in evidence before such court in cases not capital.” 

“* The effect of this statute is stated in Winthrop’s Military Law to be not 
merely to indicate when depositions shall be admissible, but to entitle par- 
ties to the depositions of witnesses when their personal testimony can not, 
without too great a delay or expense or other prejudice to the service, be ob- 
tained. The articles for the government of the Navy contain nosimilar pro- 
visions. It frequently happens in the naval service that a considerable time 
must elapse between the date on which an offense is committed and the con- 
vening of a naval court for the trial of the accused. In that interval wit- 
nesses may have been ordered to other duty on foreign stations at a great 
distance from the place where the court is being held. It is oftena grave 
question whether the interests of the public service require that such wit- 
nesses be subpoenaed and recalled from the regular duty to which they may 
have been assigned, involving loss of time and expense of travel, in order 
that they may give testimony at the trial. 

““* While it is undoubtedly desirable that the testimony of witnesses be 
taken in open court and in the presence of the accused in all cases where it is 
practicable to do so. it would seem that a provision similar to that above 
quoted, authorizing the introduction in evidence before naval courts of depo- 
sitions of witnesses stationed or residing at such a distance from the place 
where such courts are held that it is not practicable to secure their personal 
aah ndance, would materially promote the administration of justice in the 
Navy.’ 

“From report for 1894: 

“ * DEPOSITIONS. 


“ *TIn addition to the proposed legislation heretofore mentioned, a bill was 
introduced in both Houses during the second session of the present Congress 
providing as follows: 

*“* The depositions of witnesses stationed or residing at such a distance 
from the place where a naval court is held, or who are under orders and 
about to go to such a distance that it is not, in the judgment of the court, 
practicable to secure their personal attendance without incurring unreason- 
able expense and loss of time, if taken on reasonable notice to the opposite 
party and duly authenticated, may be put in evidence before such court.” 

“* No action was taken on this bill by the committees to which it was re- 
ferred. For the reasons fully set forth in my last report it is believed that 
such legislation would be of material value in administering justice in the 
naval service.’ 

“* DEPOSITIONS. 

**From the report for 1895: 

** * DEPOSITIONS. 


**As a rule, the witnesses whose evidence is required before naval courts- 
martial are persons in the naval service. Such witnesses are subject to 
orders at all times, and have, as a general thing, no permanent place of duty, 
but are transferred from one station or vessel to another whenever occasion 
requires. The vessels composing one squadron may be together or widely 
separated, as the exigencies of the service demand. In consequence of these 
conditions it not infrequently happens that during the interval which must 
elapse between the commission of an offense and the trial of the person ac- 
cused, witnesses important to the prosecution or defense are ordered to dis- 
tant stations. This peculiarity of the naval service renders the use of depo- 
sitions, under proper restrictions, far more important than in the case of 
criminal prosecutions before the civil courts, where the majority of the wit- 
nesses are generally taken from the permanent population of the community 
in which the offense is committed. 

“*The evils consequent upon these peculiar conditions are several. The 
Department hesitates to order the trial of an offender in cases where the ac- 
cused is at some navy-yard or station in the United States while witnesses 
whose testimony should be had at the trial are found to be on their way to 
Alaska, China, or the South Atlantic station. If convened, the court might, 
under such circumstances, be unable justly to determine the case brought 
before it. On the other hand, if the trial be delayed until the witnesses re- 
turn, unnecessary hardship is imposed upon the person accused, whether 
guilty or innocent; and if witnesses widely separated are brought together 
especially for the purposes of the trial serious inconvenience to the service, 
loss of time, andexpenseis entailed. It is true that by theexercise of prompt- 
ness and judgment in ordering courts and by keeping important witnesses 
within reach these evils can be in some measure avoided; but cases arise in 
which this can not be done; and experience has, in my opinion, demonstrated 
that legislation on this subject is desirable. I am confirmed in this view by 
the fact that to correctsimilar evils arising from the same conditions (though 
doubtless to a less degree) in the Army, Congress has authorized the use of 
depositions in that branch of theservice. Article 91 of the Articles of War 
provides that— 

see ones of witnesses residing beyond the limits of the State, 
Territory, or district in which any military court may be ordered to sit, if 
taken on reasonable notice to the opposite party and duly authenticated, 
may be read in evidence before such court in cases not capital.” 

“** While carefully weighing and recognizing the objections to the use of 
the depositions in criminal cases under ordinary circumstances, I am never- 
theless satisfied that the enactment, with reference to the Navy, of a clause 
similar to that above quoted, and which is in force with regard to the Army, 
would promote the administration of a and tend to correct serious 
evils now existing, it being premised, of course, that it is by no means pro- 
posed or suggested that the examination of witnesses in open court be done 
away with. but that the admission of depositions be authorized only in cases 
where personal attendance is not practicable.’ 

“From the report for 1896: 


“** DEPOSITIONS. 


“**' The power to convene naval general courts-martial is by law vested in 
the President, the Secretary of the Navy, or the commander in chief of a 
fleet or squadron, and it is, in addition, explicitly provided that “no com- 
mander of a fleet or squadron in the waters of the United States shall con- 
vene such court without express permission from the President." Upon the 
commission by any person in the naval service of an offense grave enough to 
warrant trial by general court-martial, the matter is at first made the sub- 
ject of official report to the commander in chief of the squadron or to the 
Secretary of the Navy, as the case may be; the circumstances under which 
the offense was committed are then carefully considered and such investiga- 
tion entered on as may we nostantey: and, ry" if the case is deemed 
sufficiently serious, charges and specifications are formulated and a court 
convened. In practice a considerable time elapses, as a rule, between the 
commission of an offense and the conviction or acquittal of the person ac- 
cused, inasmuch as protracted correspondence is often necessary in order to 
satisfy the convening authority as to whether or not a court should be or- 
dered. In the meantime witnesses having knowledge of facts important to 
the prosecution or defense may, through exigencies of the service, widely 
scattered, and in such cases it is frequently very difficult and occasions great 
inconvenience and expense to obtain the attendance of witnesses without 
whose presence in court the interests of the accused or those of the service 
will materially suffer. 








ee 
““*The facts necessary to establish before a naval c -martis 
or innocence of the aoomaedl usually rest within the knowlednn al the guilt 
men in the Navy, a peculiar class of witnesses, having as a rule 4. 0@4 
permanent station and liable to be ordered to remote duty at an, t 
and it is to be observed that the evidence of this class of Witnose. wO™*nt 
quence of the scare, prowing out of their continued connactin. 
whe 








the naval service. woul n given by deposition undoubted with 
than ordinarily credible. “Y b@ more 
‘“** The considerations above indicated, together with others discy ; 
former report, lead me to believe that the enactment, with refer Ussed in a 
Navy, of aclause similar to that which is now in force with recn 1? 8? 
Army would promote the efficient administration of justice by naval ee” 
“The existing provision of law referred to is embodied in artici« 9|-1 t= 
Articles of War, and provides that— ~ www oe OF the 
“+The depositions of witnesses residing beyond the limits of tho cto 
Territory, or district in which any military court may be ordered + a a 
taken on reasonable notice to the opposite party and duly authenticated . 
be read in evidence before such court in cases not capital,” MAY 
“*The draft of a provision of law on this subject, which receiy; 


1 the De 
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partment’s rere. and was embodied in a bill (H. R. 4319) ; 
the House of Representatives January 17, 1896, by Mr. Hilborn. 
ing, is as follows: 

** “The depositions of witnesses stationed or residing at such a dictann 
from the place where a naval court is held, or who are under 0) 
about to go to such a distance that it is not, in the judgment of « 
practicable to secure their personal attendance without incurring 
able expense and loss of time, if taken on reasonable notice to the oy 
party and duly authenticated, may be put in evidence before such ¢.,, | 
cases not capital.’ ” : 

“From the report for 1897: 

** *DEPOSITIONS. 


*“* Article 91 of the Articles of War reads as follows: 

“* “The depositions of witnesses residing beyond the limits 
Territory, or district in which any military court may be order 
taken on reasonable notice to the opposite party and duly authentic; 
be read in evidence before such courts in cases not capital.” 

*** While the provision of law above quoted is applicable to the Army only 

the reasons which prompted its enactment apply with equal if not great 
force to the Navy. The operations of the latter branch of the service 
over a much wider field. In the case of the Army it may be assumed t 
under ordinary circumstances witnesses can be found within the limit 
the United States, inasmuch as, in time of peace at least, the Army does: 
xo beyond our national borders. Witnesses serving on board naval vess 
fowever, are subject at any moment to be ordered to distant stations in 
foreign waters rendering their recall for the purpose of giving testimony a 
matter of expense and inconvenience. In such cases it becomes diflicult to 
determine whether the interests of the service will be best promoted by dis. 
pensing with the testimony of witnesses serving on remote statio 
perhaps, causing a failure of justice, or by ordering them to atten 
necessarily incurring heavy expense, loss of time, and inconvenience 
obvious remedy is the enactment with respect to the Navy of some such pro 
vision as that above quoted, which has for many years past authorized the 
use of depositions by military courts, 

“*The draft of a provision of law designed to meet the requirements of 
the case was embodied ina bill introduced in the last Congress by Mr. Hil 
born, of California. This proposed measure wasapproved by the Dep: 
in the form in which it was introduced, but it failed to become a la 
vided that— 

“+ The depositions of witnesses stationed or residing at such a distance 
from the place where a naval court is held, or who are under orders and 
about to go tosuch a distance that it is not, in the judgment of such court, 
practicable to secure their personal attendance without incurring unreasor 
able expense and loss of time, if taken on reasonable notice to the opposite 
party and duly authenticated, may be put in evidence before such court in 
cases not capital.’”’ 

‘From the report for 1898: 


** * DEPOSITIONS. 








nres 
unre 











8, and thus, 














“*A further matter with respect to which legislation is necessary in rde 
to empower naval courts to administer the duties with which they a Dy 
by law is that of depositions. Under the law as it stands, deposit 


not admissible before naval courts; and onaccount of the pecu organiza 
tion and duties of the Navy it frequently happens that witnesses “an not be 
brought before courts-martial requiring their testimony. Naval vessels 
rarely remain long at any one point, and the personnel of the vessels them 


selves, as well as that of navy-yards and stations, is subject t jue 
change. Salutary provisions of the regulations require that prejiminary 
vestigation and report be made in all cases where a doubt exists resp 
the necessity of convening a general court-martial for the trial of an vilense, 
and in the ordinary course such preliminary steps, the purp ot waka” 
to avoid unnecessary resort to this extreme measure, occupy ne, and 
during the period intervening between the commission of an offense ana! 
convening of a court for the trial of the offender, witnesses, if in tic las 
service, are frequently detached and ordered to distant duty; 4 | 
witnesses may, by the movements of vessels, be left in distant ports Wh n 
this state of affairsis found to exist, the Department must determine whet 
the interests of the service will be least prejudiced by dispensing wil) 
testimony of witnesses serving on remote stations or residing et & great” 
tance from the place at which the court is convened, or by br nging tin 
before the court at large expense, and, in the case of witness: en 
with the Navy, at loss of time and inconvenience to the servi 
***Obviously these difficulties could be remedied by the enact! 
properly guarded provision authorizing the use of depositions ) 
courts-martial. The Department has heretofore favored a bill, intr 
the last Congress by a member of the Naval Committee of the lJ 
provided that— a - 
“the depositions of witnesses stationed or residing at such a dist 
place at which a naval court is ordered to sit, or who are under ohh) 
about to go to such a distance that it is not practicable to secure Tat" | 
sonal attendance without incurring great expense or serious 08 OF 
taken on reasonable notice tothe opposite party and duly authentics 
be put in evidence before such court in cases not capital. tara of new 
“* While the enactment of this provision would be in the natu ; 
legislation so far as the Navy is concerned, the principle is n ms pec to 
pm to courts-martial, since article 91 of the Articles of Wa = 
he use of depositions before military courts, and it is unde! stoo 
provision has proven valuable in connection with the administ! Y 
tary justice. Instances have occurred during the past year Wi’ 
emphasize the necessity of empowering naval courts to use, unce! 
strictions, depositions of important witnesses whose testimony Tis 
tial to the ascertainment of facts respecting cases which they arece 
to adjudicate. It is therefore recommended that Congress be Ut! 
favorable consideration to the above-quoted or to some other su 
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ing naval courts to use depositions in cases similar to those in 


are authors vould be admissible before military courts.’ 
wir 1m the report for 1899: 
: *** DEPOSITIONS. 


suence of the peculiar duty on which the officers and men of the 


Rite — ‘raged, necessitating their frequent transfer from one station to 
ev her and their assignment to duty in different parts of the world from 
another an 


‘as the needs of the service require, it very frequently happens 
not be present before naval courts-martial and courts of in- 
timony with respect to matters lying within their knowl- 


time to time, 
that they can no 
quiry to give tes 


edge is provided by the Navy Regulations that certain preliminary inves- 
‘ations and reports be made in all cases where doubt exists as to whether 
baer a general court-martial should be convened for the trial of an accused 
oF en, and pending these p: ngs officers whose testimony is desirable, 
“D ron behalf of the prosecution or the defense, may be sent to distant sta- 
ever Tt the testimony of such officers is essential, they must be ordered to 


tion®.r before the court at whatever expense and loss of time the necessary 
torre] may occasion, or the trial must be abandoned. Such embarrassments, 


which frequently arise, could of course be prevented by the enactment of a 
wroperly guarded provision authorizing the use of depositions before naval 
P urtsmartial. Congress has heretofore had before it a draft of a measure 
introduced by @ member of the Naval Committee of the House, which pro- 
= athe depositions of witnesses stationed or residing at sucha distance from 
the place at which a naval court is ordered to sit, or who are under orders 
and about to go to such a distance that it is not practicable to secure their 
‘ersonal attendance without incurring great expense or serious loss of time, 


if taken on reasonable notice to the opposite party and duly authenticated, | 


may be put in evidence before such court in cases not capital.” 

“Jt is believed that the use of depositions in proper cases would tend to 
reduce the expenses eventing courts-martial on the one hand, and on the 
other would prove of material value in promoting the ends of justice by plac- 
ing at the disposal of the prosecution or the defense, as the case may be, 
evidence which must, in the absence of authority for their use, be dispensed 
with whenever it happens that witnesses are so far away or are engaged upon 
such duty that it is not deemed proper to order them to appear before the 
court 

“Tt is proper to add that under the provisions of article 91 of the Articles 
of War depositions have long been in use before courts-martial in the Army.’ 

“From the report for 1900: 

*** DEPOSITIONS. 


“The matter of the use of depositions before naval courts-martial and 


courts of inquiry, upon which comment and recommendation have been made | 


frequently heretofore, is still of pressing importance, and owing to the consid- 
erations mentioned in the reports of this office for previous years the interests 
of the service in this respect are disadvantaged by the lack of a law permit- 
ting the practice referred to, which commends itself from every point of 
view. oA is similar to that in vogue in the Army. Congress has heretofore 
had before it, in the Senate and in the House, drafts of a measure containin 
guarded and efficient provisions covering this matter. Attention is invite 
to the bill, No. 1358, introduced in the Senate during the last session and re- 
ported favorably, with recommendation for passage, by the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, Report No. 527.” 

“From the report for 1901: 

“** DEPOSITIONS. 

“The events of moms few years and the experience had since the last 
annual report of this office have emphasized the importance and the grow- 
ing need of a law permitting the use of depositions before naval courts-mar- 
tial and courts of inquiry, concerning which urgent and frequent recom- 
mendations have been made previously. As stated heretofore, the practice 
commends itself from every point of view and is now in vogue in the Army. 
The recommendation is earnestly renewed that this matter receive the fa- 
yorable attention of the Congress.’ 

“From the report for 1902: 

** * DEPOSITIONS. 

_ ‘A measure providing for the use of depositions before naval courts-mar- 
tial and courts of inquiry, authority for which has frequently been requested 
heretofore, was introduced in the Senate (S. 1108), passed by that body on the 
ad of March last, and by the House referred to its Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, but it was not reported, nor was the bill H. R. 8117, of similar purport, 
introduced in the House and referred to the same committee, reported by it.’” 


A bill to authorize the use of depositions before naval courts in certain cases. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the depositions of witnesses stationed 
or residing at such a distance from the place at which a naval court is or- 
dered to sit, or who are under orders and about to go to such a distance that 
itis not practicable to secure their personal attendance without incurring 
great expense or serious loss of time, if taken on reasonable notice to the op- 
posite party and duly authenticated, may be put in evidence before such 
court In cases not capital, e 

Mr. PETTUS. Iask that the bill may be passed over for the 
— without prejudice. I desire to examine the question 
¥ sether you can use depositions in a criminal case like this. 

- HALE entered the Chamber. 
Mr. LODGE. The chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
1S how present. 


The PRESIDEN 
10 eeacent. NT pro tempore. 
= . ALE. Is there any objection to the bill, Mr. President? 
ier RESIDENT pro tempore. Thereport has beenread. The 
a arene Alabama says he wishes to look into the propriety 
, Mr He of using depositions in criminal cases. ; 
an a ALE, These are quasi criminal cases; that is, they are 
om — us ordered by the Navy Department. Almost in all 
pos <ibl ley are for trivial offenses, and it is sometimes almost im- 
thou — ” get the testimony of parties who are five hundred or a 
I h na miles away. 
a —— agree with the Senator that there ought to be no en- 
a . nt on the general principle of criminal law that the ac- 
should be confronted with the witnesses. But the Senator 


Sees as well as I d : ; , t n 
criminal court, 0 what the situation here is. It is not like a 


The Senator from Maine is 
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Mr. TELLER. Let the bill go over anyway. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Alabama wants the bill to go 
over, in order that he may examine it further, I have no objection. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it go over. 
_ Mr. PETTUS. I merely desire to examine the question. My 
inclination is to believe that you can not use a deposition in a 
criminal case without the consent of the accused. 

Mr. HALE. Youcan not, undoubtedly. The bill may go over, 
and then the Senator and I will confer about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over without 
prejudice, 

Mr. HALE. Without prejudice. 


REMOVAL OF DERELICTS. 


The bill (S. 2641) to provide for the removal of floating dan- 
gers to navigation in certain steamship lanes off the Atlantic 
coast of the United States, and for the construction of a suitable 
vessel, to be used for such purpose by the Navy Department, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Pres- 
ident to have constructed, at acost of not exceeding $300,000, one 
twin-screw vessel, of about 1,000 tons displacement, to be espe- 
cially fitted for and adapted to service at sea in bad weather, for 
the purpose of blowing up, or otherwise destroying or of towing 
into port, wrecks and derelicts or other floating dangers to ocean 
navigation in the steamship lanes from the North Atlantic coast 
of - United States to or beyond the eastern limit of the Georges 
Bank. 

Mr. HALE. I will take the suggestion of the Chair. Hasa 
similar bill to this, reported by the Committee on Commerce, 
already been passed? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. A bill similar to this, not, how- 
ever, leaving the vessel within the jurisdiction of the Navy, but 
putting it under the Department of Commerce and Labor, and 
providing for a smaller vessel, to cost $200,000, I believe, was 
passed. 

Mr. HALE. Let this bill be passed, and then we can see which 
bill is the proper one. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Does it not amount practically to a dupli- 
cation? 

Mr. HALE. No; this bill provides that the vessel shall be under 
the Navy, while the other bill provided for another Department 
furnishing a ship or building it purposely for this service. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. But they are to accomplish the same pur- 

Ose. 
. Mr. HALE. They are to accomplish the same purpose. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Well,hardly. Willthe junior 
Senator from Maine be allowed to say just a word? 

Mr. HALE. I hope so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vessel provided for in the 
bill passed the other day was for the southern coast from Hatteras 


| down, where there is greater necessity for it than anywhere else. 


The one provided for here is for use off the coast east. 

Mr. HALE. Itis general. I think the bill certainly ought to 
be passed. 

Mr. LODGE. It is for use on the ocean lanes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Is there any limit in this bill? 

Mr. HALE. It is general in its terms. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The reason I make theinquiry isthis: A bill 
was here last session of Congress having for its purpose the pre- 
vention of floating logs by rafts on the Pacific Ocean along the 
Oregon and Washington coasts. I want to know if this bill would 
affect that matter. 

Mr. HALE. No; it does not affect thatatall. Itis made appli- 
cable to the waters of the United States, wherever these derelicts 
are, which are very dangerous. 

Mr. MITCHELL. A raft might be called, in a sense, a derelict. 

Mr. HALE. It would not, technically. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Technically it would not mean that. 

Mr. HALE. No; a derelict is a half-sunken ship. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The reason I interfere is, as I have just 
stated, I am opposed to legislation that will prevent the transfer 
of timber or logs by rafts on the waters of the Pacific Ocean. 

Mr. HALE. Iam inclined to think, although I did not listen 
to the reading of the bill, that it applies to the lanes off the Atlan- 
tic and is not confined to the Southern Atlantic. I think the lan- 
guage of the bill is that way. Will the Secretary read the pro- 
vision which designates the waters upon which the vessel shall 
operate? 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Said vessel to be attached to the Navy Department and to be operated for 
the above-named purpose in the steamship lanes from the North Atlantic 
coastof the United States to or beyond the eastern limit of the Georges Bank. 

Mr. HALE. It would not apply to the Pacific at all. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It would not apply to the Pacific at all. 

Mr. MALLORY. I did not exactly catch what the Senator 
from Maine said in reference to the bill which passed the Senate 
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some time ago, having been reported favorably by the Committee 
on Commerce, but I understood the junior Senator from Maine 
to say that that bill applied to derelicts in southern waters—on 
the South Atlantic. While that may be so, my recollection of 
the bill is that it made no provision for any particular location in 
which the vessel should act. 

Mr. HALE. Let me suggest to the Senator that if this bill 
passes, then a little conference, in order that all waters of the 
Atlantic may be covered, can decide which bill shall be pressed 
in the other House. 

Mr. MALLORY. I do not wish the Senator from Maine to 
understand me as opposing this measure. 

Mr. HALE. No. 
Mr. MALLORY. 
said so in committee. 
shall be under the control and supervision and management of 


In fact. Iam in favor of two vessels, and I 


the Department of Commerce and Labor, and this bill provides | 


for a vessel to be under the control and management of the Navy 
Department. The purpose and object of these vessels are the 
same in each case; that is, to destroy derelicts. Only this one 
confines it to the lanes of the trans-Atlantic ships, whereas the 
other does not confine it to any particular portion of the ocean. 
It was understood, at least that is my recollection, that she would 
be used particularly to destroy derelicts found along the Gulf 
stream. 

The point to which I wish to call attention is that I should like 
to see two vessels. I think two vessels are necessary for this pur- 
pose; but if we are going to have two vessels, it strikes me it would 
be well to put them under the same management and control, 
rather than to have one under the Navy Department and one un- 
der the Department of Labor and Commerce. That point, if I 
may be permitted to say so, was considered in the Committee on 
Commerce, and after considerable discussion we thought it bet- 
ter to put the vessel under the Department of Labor and Com- 
merce. 

Mr. HALE. Let this bill pass, and then it can be decided 
under which Department the vessel shall be placed. It is not 
important which. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COURTS-MARTIAL AT REMOTE NAVAL STATIONS. 


The bill (S. 3110) to provide for the convening of general courts- 
martial at remote naval stations was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes that the commandant of any naval 
station beyond the continental limits of the United States may, 
by express authority of the President, be empowered to convene 
general courts-martial for the trial of persons under his command. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEOPOLD HERBERT SCHWERIN. 


Mr. DRYDEN. I should like to call up the bill (S. 2605) to an- 
thorize the appointment of Acting Asst. Surg. Leopold Herbert 
Schwerin, United States Navy, as an assistant surgeon in the 
United States Navy. 

Mr. LODGE. Let us continue with the Calendar. 


ator from New Jersey. I think we ought to go on with the Cal- 
endar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 
retary will state the next case on the Calendar. 


KALORAMA AVENUE. 


The bill (S. 127) authorizing the joining of Kalorama avenue 
Was announced as the next business in order on the Calendar, and 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia with an amendment, on page 2, section 1, line 8, to 
strike out all of the bill after the word ** ground ’”’ and to insert in 
lieu thereof the following: 


Src. 2. That of the amount found to be due and awarded as damages for 
and in respect of the land condemned for the extension of Kalorama avenue, 
as herein provided, such amount thereof shall be assessed, by the jury here- 
inafter provided for, as benefits, and to the extent of such benefits, against 
those pieces or parcels of land on each side of said avenue as extended, and 
also on any or all pieces or parcels of land which will be benefited oo ex- 
tension of said avenue as said jury may find said pieces or parcels of land will 
be benefited, and in determining the amounts to be assessed against said pieces 
or parcels of land the jury shall take into consideragion the respective situa- 
tions of such pieces or parcels of land and the benefits they may severally re- 
ceive from the extension of said avenue as aforesaid: Provided, That if the 
aggregate amount of the benefits to be assessed, as determined by said jury 

ursuant to the provisions hereof, is less than one-half of the amount of the 
Saaeee awarded for and in respect of the land condemned, the Commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia may, in their discretion, peters the awardand 
assessment of said jury and all proceedings hereunder shall be null and void. 

Sec. 3. That — ings to condemn land and assess benefits, as provided 
for herein, shall be under the provisions of sections 3, 4, 5,6,7,9, and 11 of the 
act of Congress approved June 6, 1900, entitled “An act for the extension of 
Columbia road east of Thirteenth street, and for other purposes,” except that 


The Sec- 


But the other bill provides that the vessel | 
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yable for lands 
out of the reyen 


the amounts of money awarded and adjudged to be 


under the provisions hereof shall be payable one hal taken 


the District of Columbia and the other half out of any money in the pote of 
States Treasury not otherwise appropriated. . v8 United 
Src. 4. That when confirmed by the court the several assesemoni« — 

provided to be made shall severally be a lien upon the land assessed. cmd chon 

e collected as special improvement taxes in the District of Cgluiniia | 
shall be payable as provided in section 5 of the act of Congress ont tled d 
act making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the goyerny - An 
the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903. and ¢, > yet if 
purposes,” approved July 1, 1902. That said court may allow am, ndments in 
form or substance in any petition, process, record, or proceed ee 


Ing, or +} 

proposed to be taken, or of property asseased — 

r such amendments will not interfore with the d 

— interested, and any such amendment may 
fore the order or judgment confirming 


description of the prope y 
the benefits whenever suc 
tial rights of the 
after as well as 
award aforesaid. 

Sec. 5. That the sum of is hereby spproprinted to provide the neces 
sary funds for the costs an a of the condemnation proceedings taken 
an =p hereto, one half payable from the revenues of the District of 
umbia and the other half out of any money in the United States Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. _—s 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, reaq 
the third time, and passed. 


ALLEN V. REED. 


The bill (S. 2540) authorizing the appointment of Allen V. Reed, 
now & captain on the retired list of the Navy, as a rear-admira] 
on the retired list of the Navy, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

RO aermeesemes I should like to have some explanation of 
the bill—— 

Mr. LODGE. Let it go over without prejudice. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Inasmuch as the appointment is to dats 
from 1898. 

Mr. HALE. Let the bill go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over without 
prejudice. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Missouri 
that when it comes up again I will be glad to make a full expla- 
nation of the reasons why the Naval Committee have reported 
the bill. A similar bill has twice before been reported, and it 
passed the Senate at the last session of Congress. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want information as to why the commis- 
sion is to date back. ; 

Mr. GALLINGER. I would rather not undertake the expla- 
nation to-day, not being in good health. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over 
without prejudice. 


substan. 
be mad 
J made 
the verdict or 


JOSEPH B. SARGENT. 

The bill (S. 351) for the relief of Joseph B. Sargent was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay to Joseph B. Sargent $583.67, the same 
being the value of property belonging to him and illegally seized, 


_and for money improperly and unlawfully collected from him as 








alleged duties and penalties by United States officials at the port 
of El Paso, Tex. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


: bi i ad the third time, and passed. 
Mi, TELLER. 1 shall have to object to the request of the Sen- | to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and pa 


RICARDO IGLESIAS. 


The bill (S. 2845) to authorize the appointment of Ricardo 
Iglesias as a midshipman in the United States Navy was con 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Presi- 
dent of the United States to appoint Ricardo Iglesias, a graduate 
of the Naval Academy in the class of 1903, a midshipman in the 
Navy of the United States, in the line of promotion, to rank @’ 
the foot of that class, provided he becomes a citizen of the United 
States. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of the 
bill whether it is intended by the bill that this midshipman sha 
take precedence in rank of all classes subsequent to 1900/ | 

Mr. PERKINS. It is not. I will say that Ricardo Iglesias 
was appointed by joint resolution of Congress in 150) as @ cil 
at the Naval Academy. He comes from one of the first familie 
and one of the leading families of Costa Rica. He is 1 =, 
personally to me by the American minister. He was graduate 
with honors at the Naval Academy at Annapolis. He is recoll: 
mended by the Superintendent of the Academy, by the Se retary 
of the Navy, and the Department for this appointment, upo” mn 
condition that he become—of course he is not eligible otherwis? 
an American citizen. If this bill shall become a law, he wi! © oa 
take his place at the foot of the list, the same as other cacel 
graduated at the same time. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that. 

Mr. PERKINS. He is a bright young man. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will eo me, I 
cause I did not know whether there ha 
appointed subsequent to the graduation of that class. 


f tho 


“Me 
Col 


inquired be- 


any midshipmen 
oof that ck If there 
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has been none, then of course he will not take precedence of any 
one previously appointed. , ; 

Mr. PERKINS. None has been appointed since. — 

Mr. BACON. That is the only purpose of my inquiry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CEMETERY LAND AT CENTRAL CITY, COLO, 


The bill (S. aig setting apart a tract of land to be used as a 
cemetery by the Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of Central 
City, Colo., was considered as in Committee of the W hole. ; 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
an amendment, to strike out the first paragraph and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized to set apart 
from and out of the mineral lands in Eureka mining district, Gilpin County, 
crate of Colorado (such lands having been heretotore returned to the land 
offic ntral City as mineral lands), a tract of land not exceeding seven 


es a nt, to be used by the Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of Cen- 


ara ity, Colo., a8 a cemetery, and being all that portion of the following- 


described tract not included in any prior valid claim, namely: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. y : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

RESURVEY OF LANDS IN COLORADO. 

The bill (S. 2382) providing for the resurvey of certain town- 
ships in Routt and Rio Blanco counties, in the State of Colorado, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXTENSION OF M STREET. 
The bill (S. 1635) for the extension of M street east of Bladens- 


burg road, and for other purposes, was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of | 


Columbia with an amendment, in section 3, on page 3, line 5, after 
the word “‘ act,’’ to insert: 

And are hereby reenacted for said purpose: Provided, however, That not- 
ding anything contained in the aforesaid section 8 of said act, the 






payable in five equal installments, with interest at the rate of 4 per cent per 
annum from and after sixty days after the confirmation of the verdict and 
award, and in all cases of payments the accounting officers shall take into 


account the assessment for benefits and the award for damages, and shall pay | 


only such part of said award in respect of any lot as may be in excess of the 
omvemmnenit for benefits against the part of such lot not taken, and thereshall 
be credited on said assessment the amount of said award not in excess of said 


assessmnent. 

So as to read: 

Src. 3. That the provisions of sections 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, and 11 of public act 
No. 181, approved June 6, 1900, be, and the same are hereby, made applicable 
to this act, and are hereby reenacted for said purpose: Provided, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EXPOSITION AT PORTLAND, OREG, 


The bill (8. 276) to provide for the celebration of the one hun- 
dredth anniversary of the exploration of the Oregon country by 
Capts. Meriwether Lewis and William Clark during their expedi- 
ton from the Mississippi River to the Pacific Ocean in the years 
184, 1805, and 1806; and to authorize a commission representing 
the United States to hold at the city of Portland, in the State of 
Uregon, anational, international, and oriental exhibition of arts, 
industri 8, manufactures, and the products of the rivers, soil, 
mine, forest, and sea in said State; and to provide and assist in 
- erection of a memorial building in said city of Portland, to be 
mown 


prod appreyeaae for all said purposes, was next in order 
mM the Calendar. 

_ GALLINGER. Let the next bill go over. 

a t. CULLOM. Iam inclined to move— 

Mr. MITCHELL. What suggestion was made about the next 
Mi on the Calendar? 
' Mr. GALLINGER. 


aay, 
Mr. MITCHELL, 
10n, 
Mr. GALLINGER, I have no objection to taking it up, but I 
‘ think the Senate will be likely to pass it to-day. 
Mr, CULLOM. If it is going to be discussed 
ar. TELLER (to Mr. Mircuety). Let it go over. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Let it go over. I shall insist, however, 


oe We take up the Calendar again that we shall proceed with 
Consideration of this bill. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 


og” 
wl 


I suggested that it might go over for the 





The Senator from Oregon gave 


nents by the jury for benefits for said opening or extension shall be 


as the Lewis and Clark Memorial Building; and to au- | 


I hope the Senator will withdraw his objec- | 
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notice this morning that he would call it up on the conclusion of 
the Panama treaty. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to move an executive session. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I shall have to object, unless we are to 
go on and consider down the Calendar. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Drypren] 
has been trying for a good while to have a bill considered. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam in charge of a bill which isin front 
of us, and if we are to go on any further with bills upon the Cal- 
endar, I think it would be better to pursue the regular order. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator state what his bill is? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is Order of Business 293, Senate bill 
1553, the second bill ahead. 

Mr. CULLOM. So far as the bill in behalf of Liliuokalani is 
concerned 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam sure there will be discussion about that 
measure. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If so, let us have it. 

Mr. CULLOM. We do not want to have it to-day. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to withdraw my request that Sen- 
ate bill 276 shall go over. I did not suppose that the Senator 
from Oregon wished to press that bill to-day, but as I certainly 
shall not oppose the bill I do not wish to interpose any objection. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I thank the Senator from New Hampshire. 
I do not wish to proceed with it if there is any disposition to have 
any extended debate, of course, but I do not think there will be 
much debate. The bill may be read, and then we can ascertain 
the sense of the Senate. I ask that the bill be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill; and it was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Select Committee on Industrial 
Expositions with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 4, line 13, before the word 
‘* appointed,”’ to strike out the words ‘‘ a like number ”’ and insert 
** one.”’ 


| Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 








What is the nature of that 
The 


amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perxkrss in the chair). 
amendment will be again read. 
| Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But we do not get any right idea 
of the amendment the way it is stated. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be read as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read as amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That said commission, when fully organized under the provisions of this 
| act, shall ——- two of their number to act in conjunction with one ap- 

pointed by the Lewis and Clark Centennial and American Pacific Exposition 
and Oriental Fair. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be agreed 
to, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none, and it is 
agreed to. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. There are two or three other amendments 
to be acted on. 

Mr. BAILEY. It makes little difference at what point in the 
course of this proceeding I interpose my objection. I have never 
| seen one of these propositions that a majority of the House, when 

I was there, or a majority of the Senate, now that I am here, have 
| really believed ought to pass, and yet I have never seen one of them 
| defeated in either House. It is practically certain that this meas- 
| ure is going to pass. Our successors, perhaps, will be celebrating 
| the acquisition of the Philippines, and their successors will proba- 
| bly be celebrating the acquisition of Panama, and they will find 
other lesser historical events to celebrate. 

When they have celebrated everything they can find in the his- 
tories written for school children they will probably begin over to 
celebrate each one of them for a second and a third time, until I 
| venture to say that in less than twenty years there will be serious 
propositions presented to Congress for the Federal Government 
to hold annual expositions in certain great cities of this country; 
and although nobody will believe that it ought to be done a ma- 
| jority will vote to do it. 

This, Mr. President, may seem rather an ungracious criticism, 
but it implies that while we do not always vote for what we con- 
sider right in the abstract we are persuaded by peculiar and ex- 
ceptional circumstances to vote for what, though wrong as a gen- 
eral proposition, is right in the particular case. 

I know how difficult it is to resist the persuasion of my friend 
from Oregon. I am as amenable to those influences as anybody 
else, and have no pride in thinking myself exempt from the ap- 
| peals that control other men in matters of this kind. But Iam 
so certain that this is wrong that I must oppose it. I am so cer- 
| tain, however. that my opposition is fruitless that I shall simply 
content myself with voting against it without further consuming 
| the time of the Senate. 











1720 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


FEBRUARY 8, 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
next amendment proposed by the committee. 

The Secretary. On page 4, section 4, line 18, after the word 
“State,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘said two’’ and insert 
“‘one;’’ in line 19 after the word “and,” to strike out ‘‘a like 
number” and insert ‘“‘one to be appointed; on page 5, line 2, 
after the word ‘‘shall,’’ to strikeout “‘ appoint’’ and insert ‘* se- 
lect;”’ in the same line, before the word ‘‘ member,”’ to strike out 
‘‘seventh ’ and insert “‘fifth;’’ in line 3, before the word “‘ mem- 
ber,” to strike out “‘ seventh’’ and insert “ fifth;’’ and in line 5, 
after the words ‘‘Secretary of the Treasury,” to insert ‘‘and in 
case of failure to agree on such fifth member, then such member 
shall be selected and appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury;”’ 
so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 4. That said commission, when fully organized under the provisions 
of this act, shall appoint two of their number to act in conjunction with one 
appointed by the Lewis and Clark Centennial and American Pacific Exposition 
and Oriental Fair, a corporation organized and existing under the general laws 
of the State of Oregon, and having its office and principal place of business at 
Portland, in said State, one to be chosen from the executive committee of 
said corporation and one to be appointed from the Lewis and Clark Centen- 
nial Exposition Commission of the State of Oregon, to constitute a board of 
arbitration, to whom all matters of difference arising between said national 
commission and said company concerning the administration, management. 
or general supervision of said exposition shall be referred for determination; 
and in case of the failure of said rd of arbitration to agree upon such mat- 
ters as may be so referred, said board of arbitration shall select a fifth mem- 
ber thereof, such fifth member so agreed upon to be then appointed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and in case of failure to agree on such fifth mem- 
ber, then such member shall be selected and appointed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury; and the decision of said board shall be final in all matters pre- 
sented to it for consideration and determination. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, section 13, line 22, after 
the words ‘‘ Executive Departments,” to insert ‘‘the Library of 
Congress:”’ on page 9, line 16, after the words ‘‘ Executive De- 
partments,’’ to insert “‘ the Librarian of Congress;’’ in line 22, 
after the word “‘ named,” to insert ‘‘and detailed;’’ and in line 
23, after the words ‘‘ Executive Departments,”’ to insert ‘‘ one by 
the Librarian of Congress;”’ so as to read: 


Sec. 13. That thereshall be exhibited atsaid exposition by the Government 
of the United States, from its Executive Departments, the Library of Con- 
gress, the Smithsonian Institution, the National Museum, the United States 
Commission of Fish and Fisheries, such articles and material asillustrate the 
function and administrative faculty of the Government in time of peace and 
its resources as a war power, tending to demonstrate the nature of our insti- 
tutions and their adaptation to the wants of the people; and the Bureau of the 
American Republics is hereby invited to make an exhibit illustrating the 
resources and international relations of the American Republics, and space 
in the United States Government building shall be provided for the purpose 
of said exhibit; and to secure a complete and harmonious arrangement of 
such Governmentexhibit, a board, to be known as the United States Govern- 
ment Board, shall be created, independent of the Commission hereinbefore 
provided, to be charged with the selection, purchase, 1 aggre transpor- 
tation, arrangement, installation, safe-keeping, exhibition, and return of 
such articles and materials as the heads of the several Executive Depart- 
ments, the Librarian of Congress, the ey of the Smithsonian Institution 
the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, and the Director of the Bureau of 
the American Republics may, respectively, decide shall be embraced in said 
Government exhibit. The President may also designate additional articles 
for exhibition. Such board shall be composed of one person to be named and 


detailed by the head of each Executive Department, one by the Librarian of | 


Congress, one by the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, one by the 
Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, section 19, line 18, before 
the word ‘‘ States,’’ to strike out ‘‘ the’’ and insert ‘‘several;”’ in 
the same line, after the word ‘* States,’’ to strike out ‘‘ and Terri- 
tories;*’ in line 20, before the word “ signified,’’ to strike out 
‘‘ officially; ’’ in line 21, before the word ‘* said,’’ to insert ‘‘ pro- 
moting;’’ on page 17, line 1, after the word ‘“‘ exposition,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ to pay ’’ and insert ‘‘ including payment of; ”’ in line 
8, after the word *‘ buildings,’’ to strike out ‘‘ and the muking and 
care of its own exhibits at said exposition;’’ and in line 13, after 
the word ‘“‘ said,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Lewis and Clark Centennial and 
American Pacific Exposition and Oriental Fair ’’ and insert ‘‘ Na- 

ional Commission;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 19. That whereas the State of Oregon has ap ——S $500,000 to as- 
sist in holding said exposition and the Lewis and Clark Centennial and 
American Pacific Exposition and Oriental Fair has created a fund of $400,000, 
with an additional fund to be raised of $100,000, to assist in holding said exposi- 
tion, aggregating $1,000,000 raised by the people of the State of Oregon toward 
the celebration of this epoch in American history; and whereas several States 
of the United States and several foreign countries have already signified 
their intention to participate in omens said exposition, and have appro- 
priated large sumsof money to assistin holding same, therefore there is hereb 
perenne out of any money in the ape not otherwise appropriated, 
the sum of $1,500,000, in addition to the sums hereinbefore appropriated by 
this act, to aid in carrying forward said exposition, including payment of 
the salaries of the members and secretary of the Co ion herein author- 
ized, and such other necessary expenses as may be incurred by said Commis- 
sion in the discharge of its duties in connection with said exposition, and to 
discharge all such other obligations incurred “yt, the Government on account 
of said exposition, except for the erection of its own buildings, and es 
the sum appropriated for the erection of the Lewis and Clark Memorial 
uilding, and to provide the contents thereof as hereinbefore authorized. 
That the money hereby appropriated shall be disbursed under the direction 
of the said National Commission, under rules and regulations to be prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, and upon vouchers to be approved by such 
ational Commission, acting by and through its president and secretary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 








The next amendment was, on page 18, section 20, line = afte 
the word “‘ exhibits,” to insert ‘‘the expense thereof to ha », id 
out of the money hereinbefore appropriated;” so as to make th, 
section read: ae ae 

Sec. 20. That it is hereby made the especial duty of said national) 


sion to provide a full and complete exhibition at said exposition of tegen 
industries, manufactures, and products of the soil, mine, forest, and oth.. 
resources of the Territory of Alaska, the Hawaiian Islands, the P| er 


Islands, and the oriental countries, and to illustrate the commer pine 
Pacific Ocean; and to that end the President of the United States is hers). 
authorized to designate any consul, vice-consul, or officer of the mili: iry 7 
naval service of the United States to assist said commission in the eo|Joc} ted 
of said exhibits, the expense thereof to be paid out of the money herei: As 
appropriated. en 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 17, to insert 
a new section the following: 

Sec. 27. That no machinery shall be operated on said exposition grounds 
on a Sunday for the purpose of display, and all places of amusement within 
the inclosure of the exposition grounds shall be closed on every Sunday dur- 
ing the period that such exposition shall be held. Provision shall he made by 
those in charge of the exposition grounds for the holding of devotional exer. 
cises and sacred concerts on the grounds on Sundays. oF 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I move to amend the amendment 
by inserting in lieu of it what I send to the desk; and on that 
amendment I shall ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Connecticut will be stated. 

The Secretary. In lieu of the amendment proposed by the 
committee as section 27 it is proposed to insert the following: 


Src. 25. That as a condition precedent tothe payment of any and all appro- 
priations made in this act, the corporation in charge of the exposition shall 
contract with the Secretary of the Treasury to keep the gates closed on Sun- 
days during the entire period of the exposition. 


as 


Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, I hope the amendment proposed 
as a substitute for the amendment reported by the committee will 
not be adopted. I call the attention of the Senate to the amend- 


ment reported by the committee, which reads as follows: 


Src. 27. That no machinery shall be operated on said exposition grounds 
on a Sunday for the purpose of display, and all places of amusement within 
the inclosure of the ex ition grounds shall be closed on every Sunday dur 
ing the period that such exposition shall be held. Provision shall be made by 
those in charge of the exposition grounds for the holding of devotional exer- 
cises and sacred concerts on the grounds on Sundays. 


The amendment offered by the Senator from Connecticut reads: 
Thatasa condition precedent to the payment of any and all appropriations 


| made in this act, the corporation in charge of the exposition shal! contract 


with the Secretary of the Treasury to keep the gates closed on Sundays dur- 
ing the entire period of the exposition. 

Let me explain our position, Mr. President. You will observe 
that the committee amendment requires all the machinery to be 
closed down and all places of amusement to be closed. It pro- 
vides for religious exercises and sacred concerts being held within 
the inclosure on Sundays. 

This question has been discussed very widely in the city of Port- 
land and throughout the Stateof Oregon. Iwas about to say that 
almost unanimously the people favor the amendment reported by 


the committee. There are some who are opposed to it, and favor 
the proposition suggested by the Senator from Connecticut | Mr. 
PLattT|—a few of the churches; but the churches and religious 
organizations are divided on the proposition. Quite a number ot 
the leading church societies are strongly in favcr of the proposl- 


tion reported by the committee. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President-— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. FULTON. Certainly. Sere 

Mr. BAILEY. Ican not quite understand why this Congress 
shall prescribe that anybody anywhere shall conduct religious ¢& 
ercises. I presume that there are a number of churclies in Port- 
land, although I am not justified in presuming that from anyt! ng 
I have ever seen in that country [laughter], but I presume there 
are, and I presume that both the inhabitants of that city anc the 
visitors there can easily attend their churches, and no doit they 
will do so. 7 = 

I not only am opposed to the amendment of the Senator 'T " 
Connecticut [Mr. PLatr], which proposes to close the gates 
this exposition against people who must work six da ber 
week and would like to take their wives and children and ¢ esa 
that exposition on the seventh day, but I am opposed to inset be 
into a law of Congress any requirement that anybody sia" ™ 
compelled to hold religious exercises of any kind. 

Mr. LODGE. Is that in the original bill? : 

Mr. BAILEY. No; but it is in the amendment of the 
mittee. a , 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think the provision the Senate! 
should be stricken out. 

Mr. BAILEY. I hope it will be. ae 

Mr. FULTON. We have no objection to that, so far as W' 
concerned. +, churches; 

Mr. BAILEY. I believe as devoutly as anybody in ch : 


vs in the 


com- 


refers to 


are 








a ee ee LLU 


I believe in the propriety a cae ta i i a religious exercises; but I do not be- 
jieve they ought to be held under the requirements of Congress. 

Mr. FU LTON. Mr. President, we have no objection to that | 
ortion of the bill being eliminated if, in the judgment of the | 
Be nate, it is deemed wise that that should be done. But I do not 
think it is r¢ quired that any particular denomination shall hold 
jevotional exercises at the exposition. It is simply required that 
the management shall provide that sacred concerts and devotional 
exercises shall be held; thatis, that the opportunity to do so shall 
be extended to persons who desire to hold them. 

I. however, agree with the Senator from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] 
that there is no particular reason why this should be required at 
all. Neitheris there any particular reason, in my judgment, why 
the gates of the exposition should be closed on Sundays or why 
any portion of the exposition should be closed down, for there are 
many ople who could not attend on any other day. The great 
body of the laboring people can not attend such places on any 
other day of the week than Sunday. 

There are various good reasons, ‘I think, why certain places of 
amusement should be closed on that day, because to keep them 
open would be very objectionable to the great body of the people. 

Ithink the places of amusement should be closed; but bey ond 
that I do not think any requirement should be inserted in the 
pill. Lagree with the Senator from Texas as to that. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think that places of amusement and the places 

where people exhibit their wares as a matter of business ought 


to be closed. 
Yes. 


Mr. FULTON. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will move, on line 24, page 21, section 27, 
in the new section reported by the committee, to strike out the 
words ‘‘ devotional exercises and.”’ 

Mr. LODGE. Let it all be stricken out. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes; let it all go out. | 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, if I can get the 
floor on my amendment, I should like to make some remarks. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I propose to amend the amendment of the 
committee by striking out in line 24, on page 21, the words I 
have stated, ‘* devotional exercises and;’’ so as to read: 

Provi ision shall be made by those in charge of the exposition grounds for 
the holding of sacred concerts on the grounds on Sundays. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the 
amendment, in the nature of a substitute, submitted by the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. Piatt] to the amendment of the 
committee as amended. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, this matter has 
come up unexpectedly, and so I have not had time to examine the 
law which provided for the Chicago Exposition and the law which 
provided for the Louisiana Purchase Exposition: but I desire to 
say—and I wish that I may have the atte ntion of the Senate—that 
in the law which provided for the Chicago Exposition a clause 
similar to that which has been proposed by ‘the committee for the 
partial closing of this exposition on Sundays was enacted. Itwas 
provided that the machinery should not be in operation—I think, 
p thaps, almost word for word the provision which has been recom- 
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mended by the committee—but when it came to the St. Louis Ex- | 


— substantially the amendment which I have proposed was 


re ; ‘red and was enacted and made a part of that bill. It reads as 
OWS: 


Th 
hat as a condition precedent to the payment of this appropriation the 


direc *ctors shall contract to close the gates to visitors on Sundays during the 
hole duration of the fair. 
As to the Chicago Exposition it was provided: 
- pat the Government exhibits at the World's Columbian Exposition shall 
pen to the public on Sundays. 
This matter was thoroughly and fully discussed in the Senate, 
Mr. President, at the time we passed the bill for the St. Louis Ex- 
Pesition; and, if I am not mistaken, an amendment similar to that 
hich Thave now offered was passed upon a yea-and-nay vote by a 
very large m; jority. 
Ar. Bi AILEY. If the Senator from Connecticut will allow me, 
ane nture to challenge the Senator's memory, but I have 
dea that that provision was forced in the bill in the House of 
perenenta atives and that it was in the bill when it came to the 
-? et not, however, entirely sure of that. 
wae 'T of Connecticut. I think, Mr. President, that the 
sont lent was offered by my colleague [Mr. HawLEY }. 
ported by him in a speech, and also by Senator Colquitt, of 


rea That is my recollection about it. 
anit we KRELL. That was the Chic ago Exposition. Senator 


t. PLy as not here when the St. Louis proposition came up. 

ther ion go of Connecticut. Perhaps I am mistaken about 

onig Ex. lowever that may be, Congress provided in the St. 
Xposition bill that the gates should not be opened on Sun- 


sitio, and I think Congress ought not to recede from that propo- 


It was | 
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I do not propose to discuss this matter at length. There is 
something to be said on both sides of the question; but I think 
that Congress, once having taken that stand, ought not to recede 
from it, and I desire to have} the yeas and nays upon my amendment. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am disposed to sermonize on this question, 
using the particular phase of it which now presents itself as a 
text. One Senator wants Congress to enact a Sunday-closing law 
in a State of the Union, and another Senator proposes that we 
shall have a sacred concert under the auspices and command of 
the Federal Congress. 

Independently of an exposition, no Senator would suggest for a 
moment that a request or resolution of the Federal Congress pro- 
posing either would receive the slightest consideration. But 
our jurisdiction once attaching by this, as I believe, wrongful 
application, or, I will say, this unwise application of the public 
money, then we proceed to provide for religious ceremonies, the 
observance of the Sabbath, and a number of other things wholly 
foreign to the province of the Federal Government. 

I myself believe that we could safely leave it to the State of 
Oregon to say whether the exposition shall be opened or closed on 
Sundays. If they are entitled to this help from the Federal Con- 
gress, then it comes with bad grace that the General Government 
shall take them by the throat and compel them to comply with 
our requirements, rather than leave them to comply with the re- 
quirements of the State that created the corporation which is to 
hold this exposition. 

I do not know just how religiously inclined they are in Oregon, 
but I take it that the Senator from Connecticut and the Senator 
from Texas, if we are fortunate enough to visit the exposition, 
could manage to get along during our brief stay there under any 
system which it pleases the people of Oregon to live under all the 
while. 

It looks to me as though the very history of this provision, as 
traced by the Senator from Connec ticut, serves to warn us. We 
first began at Chic ago, providing that there should be no exhibits 
on Sunday. That matter might have safely been left to the State 
of Iinots, but Congress in its wisdom took it under its own con- 
tro 

Mr. LODGE. That provision had reference to the United States 
Government’s exhibits. 

Mr. BAILEY, I think it méans more than that. 

Mr. LODGE. No; I think only the Government exhibits were 
to be closed. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well,so much the worse for that, and so much 
the stronger my objectionnow. Weproceed along this line for ten 
years. Then comes the St. Louis appropriation, and then the Con- 
gress not only says there shall be no Government exhibits open to 
inspection on Sundays, but that the gates shall be closed. Then 
when we reach Portland, in Oregon. in this good year of our Lord 
1904, we are confronted with a proposition to require religious 
exercises and sacred concerts. Thus the matter grows apace, and 
these local communities, in order to get Federal aid in the shape 
of money, are submitting their local ‘affairs to the control of the 
General Government. 

So far as I am concerned, I do not think the religious people of 
this country are looking to Congress to protect their religion. 
Their religion has grown and spread its blessed teachings all over 
this land without the aid of the laws of Congress and without 
even the aid of the legislatures of the several States. The re- 
ligious sentiment of this country makes no such demand as this 
upon the American Congress. It does not require—indeed, it will 
not sanction—a law of Congr ess that assumes that the people of 
these communities can not be trusted to spend their Sabbath days 
in the proper observance of their religious duties. 

If you make the fakirs close up their establishments and the 
merchants and manufacturers discontinue their efforts to sell 
their wares or even to advertise them—with that much done, 
then it is a kind of innocent recreation, and I should no more vote 
to compel them to close the gates upon the toiling population of 
the city where this exposition is to be held than I would vote to 
close the gates of the Zoo Park in the city of Washington. 

But I presume my views on this question are as obsolete as my 
views on the appropriation. I presume that these expositions 
will go on as they have done, still increasing the control of 
the Federal Government, derived solely and purely through its 
financial aid. It is not generous, to say the least, to contribute 
something toward the assistance of this enterprise and then to 
compel it tosubmit its controlin this regard to the laws of Congress. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Inorderto meet the objection of the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. BaILry], and I think his objection is well taken, 
I move another amendment to the amendment proposed by the 
committee. Commencing with the words “ provision shall,”’ in 
line 22, page 21, section 27, I move to strike out the remainder of 
the section in the following words: 


Provision shall be made by those in charge of the exposition grounds for 
the holding of sacred concerts om the grounds on Sundays. 
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Mr.STEWART. Mr. President, I hope the amendment of the | 


Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] will prevail, and I presume 
it will, but I should like to remark here that I think it inappro- 
priate for Congress to enact any legislation in regard to the re- 
ligious observance of the Sabbath or any other matters pertaining 
to religion. 

It was the most fortunate condition that ever occurred on earth 
that in the formation of our Constitution religious freedom was 
ordained. The people of the different colonies came here as be- 
lievers in the creeds of various denominations. They were very 
radical in their beliefs, and it was many years before the residents 
of some of the colonies could even visit the others. 

When, finally, the conflict came with Great Britain, the colo- 
nists united for the purpose of general defense, and after they 
had succeeded in the Revolution it was found necessary, in order 
to preserve the Government, that they should form a Constitu- 
tion. But so jealous were they of their particular creeds—for 
there were different creeds in each of the colonies—that they left 
out any reference to creed in the Constitution and provided that 
each individual might worship God according to the dictates of 
his own conscience. 

I believe that idea has done more for liberty, for religion, for 
progress, and for civilization than any other provision of the Con- 
stitution or any other proposition that was ever made in this or 
any other country. 

In traveling through Europe last year and some years before I 
met people there alluding to our country and the blessing of the 
principle that here prevails, that all people may worship God ac- 
cording to the dictates of their own conscience. 

I am utterly opposed to assuming any jurisdiction over the con- 
sciences of men or regulating their religious principles by the 
General Government, because our position on that question has 
permeated the entire world; it is world-wide; it is going on revolu- 
tionizing the bad practices of tyranny everywhere, and the people 
of the whole world long for that glorious privilege. All interfer- 
ence in the matter of religion having been removed from the prov- 
ince of the General Government by common consent in forming the 
Constitution, I agree with the Senator from Texas | Mr. BaILry], 
and I am old-fashioned enough to wish to have all allusion to Sun- 
day closing or religion left out of the bill, and let the States and 
local communities regulate such matters as they may see proper. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] to the 
committee amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. How does the text read now? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


on a Sunday for the purpose of display, and all places of amusement within 
the inclosure of the ————— grounds shall be closed on every Sunday dur- 
ing the period that such exposition shall be held. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatt] 
as a substitute for the amendment of the committee as amended. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The amendment of the Senator 


from Oregon [Mr. MrtcHEeLt] having been made, of course there | 


is no objection that I can see to going further and adopting the 
amendment which I have proposed. I do not know what the 
exposition is goimg to do on Sunday if no machinery is to be run 
and if no places of amusement are to be allowed. 

If it is intended in good faith to live up to that, then I can not 
see that there is much occasion for objecting to the amendment 
which I propose. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. 
me, I will make this suggestion: There is the same objection to 
closing it entirely, even under the present conditions, that there 
would be to closing any park. Everything is to be seen. The 
walks are there, the buildings are there, the grounds are there, 
and there is very much of the display to be seen, practically just 
as it would be in the case of a city park. The same argument, I 


submit, that would require the grounds under these conditions to | 


be closed would require every city park and every museum to be 
closed on Sunday. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, the Constitution 
recognizes Sunday as a day of rest in that it provides that Sun- 
days shall be excluded from the ten days in which the President 


may hold a bill before signing, and I think when we are called | 
upon to appropriate large sums of money to one of these exhibi- | 


tions, we may very well provide that the universal sentiment that 
one day in seven shall be observed as a day of rest shall be ob- 
served with reference to that institution. 


If the Senator from Connecticut will allow | 


| shall be charged on Sunday you might perhaps say that 











| evidence is conclusive that the great body of the attendants of these ( 


| overcoming manliness. Sun 
Sec. 27. That no machinery shall be operated on said exposition grounds | 


| nature. And any action by theGovernment which should tramip'e u| 
| religious conviction of so large a proportion of our people would be an 


FEBRUARY & 
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Mr. President, the suggestion which has been made that # 
amendment reported leaves it simply a park has very little = 
nificance tomy mind. If you will add to it that no admis Z 


510n fee 


the exposition like a city park, but I imagine that tha Thad he 
purpose of the amendment or of the managers. If the cates .. 
open and an admission charged we all know that there win he 
in that inclosure something besides a mere park to be looked beg 
That, Mr. President, I submit, is begging the question, or t» news 
very homely but appropriate and significant phrase, it is whinyin. 
the devil around a stump. es 
I do not wish to debate this matter at great length. I was mic. 
taken in supposing that it was the amendment of my colleagns 
[Mr. HawLeEy] which was adopted in the case of the St. Io, 
Exposition. It was, I believe, the amendment of the Senator f», m 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. I wish to quote from a speech made hy 
Mr. Dingley in the House of Representatives on the occasion ct 
the consideration of the measure relating to the World's Colup. 
bian Exposition at Chicago. He said: ™ 
There are in the first place about 12,000,000 members of Protestant churchos 
in this country, and these have protested by convention, associat 
conference, or individual churches, almost in a body. The dissidence has 
been so meager that it has only served to emphasize the unar‘iy 


a 
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also are in sympathy with these protests. Three of the most distingni hn 


Catholic archbishops of the United States—Ireland, Gross, and Riordan—hava 


united in the protest, and voice the feelings of a large proportion of the 
Catholic Church. Protests have come up to us from every quarter indicat 
ing an overwhelming judgment against any step that will lead to converting 


our Sunday into a continental Sunday. 

Why are they opposed? In the brief time allowed meI can only indi 
some of the reasons without elaborating them: ; 

1. Because they believe that if so conspicuous an example of the use of 
Sunday for carrying ona great national and international exposition with an 
admission fee is set, it will break down the barrier which now prevents thea 
ters and all forms of so-called amusements from opening on Sunday. 

2. Because they believe that the opening of the day to public amusements 
will in due time lead to the use of the day for business and industria! pursuits, 
and thus destroy Sunday as the rest day of the people. I can not conceives 
greater calamity than the addition each week of another day of work and 
worry to the already overburdened people. 

3. Because the opening of the exposition on Sunday will make it necessary 
for the vast army of employees, attendants, watchmen, and exhibitors of 
zo0ds, and the employees of railroads, which will run excursion trains Sun 

ys from all points within a hundred miles, to work on Sundays 

4. Because they believe that the preservation of a rest day—one day in 
seven—is essential to the physical health of man. All experience shows! 
the man who rests one day in seven maintains better health, lasts long 
and accomplishes more than those who disregard this law of health. T 
divine command to remember the Sabbath day rests on the physical neces- 
sities of man. 

5. Because they believe that the separation of one day in seven from the 
other six, and the keeping of it as a day of freedom from worldly purs 
tends to that thoughtfulness and introspection which elevates manhood ar 
makes men better citizens. The great peril of our nation to-day is the ir 
creasing engrossment of our people in pursuit of selfish objects. Greed is 
y is the one day that stands in the way of 
triumph of greed and unscrupulousness. ‘ 

6. Lastly, but first of all, in the estimation of millions, the Divine injune- 
tion to “‘ Remember the Sabbath day and keep it holy” is regarded asa 
mand of the Creator, to be obeyed as a religious duty, as well as an injul 
tion which is based on the physical, moral, and spiritual necess 





n this 
necessary and inexcusable outrage. 


Mr. President, I could not, if I occupied an hour's time, state 
so well the reasons why a provision for Sunday closing should be 
made. : 

If the gates are to be open and an admission fee charg od, it 18 
useless to say that the exposition will not goon. There is no hia! 
way matter in this business. Either there must be a closir 
the gates or there must be an open exhibition, to which an a 
sion fee is charged and in which the people think they g«! 


| worth of the admission fees. 


| 
} 





| assigned, after the observance of a day of rest. 


As I said before, the Senate and the Congress have once 4 lopt 
this principle, have once recognized the Sabbath as ® “ay 
which the Government should not engage, or. if it contri) ilec) 
money, should not permit States or incorporations to enga 


in 


the yeas 


amusement business, in the show business. I ask for 
| and nays on the amendment. i sel 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I am hardly willing to '' "™ 


ynnrelvy a 


Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr] make this £ 
only a question of Sabbath observance. If the speech fron whic! 
he read had been delivered in the legislature of Oregon, then © 
doubtedly it would have been appropriate. Tam sure t! 
Senator in this Chamber who desires to give any vote t! 
to break down the American Sabbath day. I do not beli 
is a man of intelligence. infidel or Christian, who W 


that all the people are better, for the physical — th 
purely no 


ve there 


Qons- 


Toil 


tor who believes in sacred teaching would for one momen! 
ate a suggestion to profane the Sabbath. in Saale 
But the Senator from Connecticut would not venture >a it 
porate into the permanent records of this body a statemen” te. 
the Federal Government has any proper concern with t! ' al b- 
ance of the Sabbath day in any State of this Union. Ang mI) 
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:s that here is a proposition for the General Government 
oie the opportunity presented by the aid which it is asked to 
a ae project itself into a State and control its purely local 


+ tT) 
y(n 


ext 


T qo r from Connecticut does not abhor murder more 
von] do, aud yet I would not agree to incorporate in this bill a 
t viion that the State of Oregon must give a bond or enter into 
Pentract that it will punish any man who happens to commit a 
‘ 1; homicide on those grounds. The Senator from Con- 
sant does not believe in the Sabbath day more than I do, and 

‘would no more ingraft upon this bill a provision that the 
‘sition company shall contract against violating the Sabbath 
“.y | would vote to ingraft upon this bill a provision that it 
. + contract to prosecute murder. 

“The whole question is outside of and beyond Federal jurisdic- 

» and there we ought to leave it. 

There is no doubt that the Congress can attach to its gift or its 


»yiation What condition it may please, and then it compels the 

ion company to abide by the condition or reject the gift. 
that does not relieve the Congress from the imputation of 
viging an opportunity to project its authority into a State of this 
Tnion to control a local or municipal regulation. 

The Senator from Connecticut deserves my thanks for charac- 
trizing this whole proposition as one of amusement or entertain- 
went, and if Senators with that characterization of it in their 
winds can vote for it, then I can readily see that they would not 
jesitate to attach any kind of condition. If the Federal Govern- 
ment has embarked in the business of furnishing amusement and 
eutertainment to the people of the States, it is small wonder that 
the Federal Government attempts at the same time to control the 
local and police regulations of those States. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, the suggestion of 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. Battery] that the United States 
mild not attempt to control the matter of Sunday opening of an 
eshibition or exposition in a State—in this case the State of Ore- 
gu—would be very sound if he had not answered his own con- 
tention in this: When the Government is called upon to appro- 
priate so much money and really make it a Government exposi- 





tin—it is not the State of Oregon exposition—we certainly have | 


the right and ought to attach to the grant such provisions as the 
Congress thinks ought to be observed in relation to the exposi- 
tion, whether it be Sunday closing or anything else. 

There are various other matters in here upon which we insist 
exposition, It is to be, as I said, a Government exposition. 
cannot live without this Government aid. Thecorporation which 
las been incorporated in Oregon can not carry it through to 
successful termination without a large appropriation of money 
on the part of the Government. And so they come here to us and 
ask us, really and in fact, to establish a Government show in the 
Sateof Oregon. That is it exactly and nothing more. 
are going to do that—and I think it is about time that we stopped 
doing it, because if we do not there is no end to this matter—we 
dave a right to impose conditions. 

‘remember when the St. Louis Exposition bill was passed that 
‘enator after Senator rose in his place here and said he would not 
for another appropriation of Government money for such an 
‘xposition, And yet we are doing it, and, as the Senator from 
‘eXa8 Says, We shall continue to do it. 

As the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] says, it has 
come t ire 4 matter of industrial promotion. Was not that what 
ihe Senator said? 

ar. Li /DGE. T said it was an industry. j ; 
,,t. PLATT of Connecticut. An industry. I will amend ita 

NY Saying that it is a matter of industrial and amusement 


ProMoth a oun the moment one exposition, which has been 
iad possl it 


(er 


wht 


u set of men, who make that a business, look out some other 
Hare in the United States and some other event and proceed im- 
“wiately to promote the enterprise. 

.., Ye not had time to examine this bill, but I see in one pro- 
oo a of it that whereas the corporation has raised $400,000 and 
¢ pw Taise another hundred thousand, and whereas the city 


tends : on 

P riland or the State of Oregon has appropriated $500,000, 

making ; ani 1A i 

ASIN & mil ion, therefore the Government is asked to appro- 
a milli nand a half, 


hal ae lations referred to are mentioned as two millions and 
Now, | have not had time 


u 
ar. MITCH RE . : . ‘ . ° 
on SUTCHELL, The Senator from Connecticut is entirely 
, -¥ 1S very evident he has not examined the bill, because 
av" DeTe hea : “14: 
Mr PLATT hill is there a statement of two million and a half. 
Mr MIT a eT onnecticut. Exactly what is the amount? 
ss. Ui 
Monslv te shaha, . 
the committee is $2,125,000; but we propose, a little 


“TON, to strila : ; in 2 
ave peta ‘'Tike Out the sixteenth section of the bill if we can 
7 S510n, 
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| and everything. 
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That section provided that $350,000 of the proposed appropria- 
tion should be utilized for the purpose of erecting a Lewis and 
Clark memorial building, which it was thought by a good many 
people did not belong to a bill of this character. I myself do 
not think it does. I never favored that provision, and propose, as 
soon as I can get the floor properly, to move to strike out the six- 
teenth section, which treats of that subject. That will reduce the 
amount 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does that leave the Government appro- 
priation a million and a half? 

Mr. MITCHELL. One million seven hundred and seventy-five 





| thousand dollars. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I was mista‘xen in saying that in 
section 25 it is $2.500,000. It is $2,125,000. I think I had a right 
to suppose that that was the amount we were asked to appropri- 
ate, because it was in the bill, and no amendment, as I understood, 
had been proposed to take out any portion of it. 

But let us see about the $1,775,000. When St. Louis came here, 
I will inquire of the Senator from St. Louis how much the people 
of St. Louis and the corporation raised before they asked the 
Government to appropriate $5,000,000? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Five million dollars by the citizens of St. 
Louis and $5,000,000 by the city of St. Louis. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That was $10,000,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was $10,000,000, every dollar of which 
had to be expended before the corporation, the Louisiana Pur- 
chase Exposition Company, had a right to one solitary penny of 
the five millions we appropriated. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There was raised, then, from 
private and municipal or State sources for the St. Louis Exposi- 
tion $10,000,000, upon which they came here and asked us to ap- 
propriate $5,000,000. 

Now, this bill says that the exposition people have raised 
$500,000 surely and $400,000—that is $900,000—and they hope to 
raise $100,000 more, and they ask us to appropriate, not, as in the 
case of the Louisiana Purchase Exposition, one-half of what has 
thus been raised, but nearly twice as much. That is, they have 
raised a million, if they get the $100,000 which they hope to get— 
and there is no certainty they will ever get it—and they ask the 
Government to appropriate $1,775,000. 

I submit that never before has there been such an appropria- 
tion asked of Congress. In the cases of Buffalo and South Caro- 


| lina and New Orleans, according to my recollection, the Govern- 
2 the groand that we are contributing so much money to this | 
It | 


ment appropriation did not exceed the amount which it was shown 
had been raised by private subscription and by appropriation by 
the States or cities. I do not know whether the $1,775,000 in- 
cludes all that the Government is to pay to the commissioners 
who are appointed and for all the expenses of its own exhibit. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It includes the pay of the commissioners 
The pay of the commissioners under the bill is 
to be deducted from any appropriation made. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If that be so, wehave, then, sim- 
ply the proposition that the private corporation and the public cor- 
poration raising a million dollars come here and ask us to appro- 
priate $1,775,000, and we know perfectly well that this is not the 
last of it. The experience through which we have just passed 
with regard to the loan of $4.600,000 to the St. Louis Exposition 
may well remind us that this is not the whole of the matter. 

The amount appropriated by the Government in comparison 
with the amount raised by citizens and appropriated by the city 
of Portland or the State of Oregon, as the case may be. is such 


| that it shows that we make this a Government exposition, and 
| tomy mind the Government has a perfect right, in appropriat- 


» by aid of Government money, is well under way, a | 


Then I see in another section that | 


ing this vast amount of money and in making it a Government 
exposition, to require an observance of the Sabbath day in the 
conduct of that exposition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the substitute offered by the Senator from Connecticut for the 
amendment of the committee, on which the yeas and nays are 
demanded. Is there a second? 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the substitute may be stated 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The substitute will again be 
stated. 

The SecReETARY. In place of the amendment reported by the 
committee it is proposed to substitute the following: 

Src. 27. That as a condition precedent to the payment of any and all ap- 
propriations made in this act, the corporation in charge of the exposition 
shall contract with the Secretary of the Treasury to keep the gates closed 
on Sundays during the entire period of the exposition. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, simply a word. Ido not 


| know how it may be in other sections of the country, but I will 


The amount in the bill as reported unani- | 


i 


say, for the benefit of the Senator from Texas and the Senate 
itself, that the churches of New England desire this exposition to 
be closed on the Sabbath day; and, in my opinion, if the gates are 
not closed on that day it makes very little difference what goes in 
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this bill of a prohibitive nature. The exposition will be practi- 
cally wide open and it will be an affront to the religious sentiment 
of this country. For that réason I shall vote for the substitute. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the substitute offered by the Senator from Connecticut for the 
amendment of the Committee. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and Mr. ALGER re- 
sponded to his name. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Chair please state what is the precise 

uestion? 
" The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is on the substitute offered 
by the Senator from Connecticut, closing the exposition on Sunday. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Let the substitute be read. 

Mr. LODGE. It has just been read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The substitute will again be 
read. 

The Secretary again read the substitute. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I desire information, if you please. 
Is it an addition to the committee amendment or a substitute for 
the amendment? 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I make the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts raises the point of order that a Senator has answered to his 
name. The roll call will be proceeded with. 

Mr. BACON. Iam entitled to ask for information at any time. 

The Secretary resumed the calling of the roll. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. If he 
were present, I should vote “* nay.’’ 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ I donot know how he would 
vote, and so I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). ‘I havea general 
pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Over- 
MAN]. He is not present, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. SCOTT (when his name was called). Ihave a general pair 
with the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. TALIAFERRO]. I am 
not advised as to how he would vote, and therefore I will with- 
nold my vote. 

Mr. MALLORY (when Mr. TALIAFERRO’S name was called). 
My colleague [Mr. TaLIAFERRO] is unavoidably detained from 
the Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. DiILLincHam]. I do 
not know how he would vote. If I were at liberty to vote, I 
should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monry]. If 1 were 
at liberty to vote, I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (after having voted in the negative). 
I voted in the absence of my general pair, the junior Senator 
from Missouri [Mr.Srong]. As he is still absent, I withdraw my 
vote. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I have a general pair with the junior Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. PaTtTEerson]. Not knowing how he 
would vote if he were present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. WARREN. It has been suggested that we should trans- 
fer pairs so that the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money] will 
stand paired on this question with the Senator from Maryland 
| Mr. McComas}, thus liberating the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN] and myself, so that we may vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is right. 

Mr. WARREN. I vote “ nay.”’ 

Mr. BLACKBURN (after having voted in the negative). 
I will leave my vote stand. It is already recorded. 

Mr. LATIMER. I have a general pair with the junior Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins]. I do not see him present in the 
Chamber, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. DRYDEN. I should like to announce that my colleague 
[Mr. Kean] is absent from the city. 

Mr. MALLORY. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Proctor] to the Senator from Florida [Mr. Ta.ia- 
FERRO]. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scott] is paired 
with my colleague [Mr. TaLIAFERRO], and this transfer will allow 
us to vote, if that is agreeable to the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. SCOTT. Entirely so. 

Mr. MALLORY. I vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. SCOTT. I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. NELSON. I transfer my pair with the senior Senator from 
Arkansas [ Mr. Berry] to the junior Senator from New York [Mr. 
DrEpew], who I understand is not paired, and I vote “ nay.”’ 

Mr. GALLINGER. Doesthe Senator know how he would vote? 

Mr. NELSON. If I am correctly informed, he is not paired. 
He is not here. Neither Senator is here, 





Then 
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Mr. PERKINS. I will transfer my pair with the junior ¢ 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. OvERMAN] to the euler ne 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], and vote. I vote : nate 


" yea,” 
The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 17, as follows: 
YEAS—29. 
Allee, Culberson, Foster, La. Platt, Conn 
Allison, Cullom, aye Quarles, 
Bard, Dolliver, Gallinger, Scott. ° 
Bate, Dryden, Gamble, Spooner 
Burnham, Dubois, Gibson, Teller, ' 
Carmack, Elkins, Lodge, 
Clapp, Fairbanks, Long, 
Cockrell, Foraker, Perkins, 
NAYS—17. 
Alger, Foster, Wash. Martin, Stewart 
Bailey, Fulton, Mitchell, Warren. 
sall, Hey burn, Nelson, s 
Blackburn, McCumber, Newlands, 
Clay, Mallory, Simmons, 
NOT VOTING—4, 

Aldrich, Depew, Kearns, Patterson 
Ankeny, Dietrich, Kittredge, Per % 

con, Dillingham, Latimer, Pettus, 
Berry, Gorman, McComas, Platt, N.Y 
Beveridge, Hale, McCreary, Proctor, 
Burrows, Hanna, McEnery, Quay, 
Burton, Hansbrough, McLaurin, Smoot. 
Clark, Mont. Hawley, Millard, Stone, 
Clark, Wyo. Hoar, Money, Taliaferro, 
Clarke, Ark. Hopkins, Morgan, Tillmar 
Daniel, Kean, Overman, Wetmore. 

So the amendment proposed by Mr. PLATT of Connesticut was 
agreed to.. _ 

Mr. MITCHELL. I offer one more amendment. I move to 
strike out the sixteenth section of the bill. It is the section pro- 


viding fora memorial building. Striking out the section docs 
not in any manner disarrange the bill, but it eliminates from the 
bill all relation to the memorial building. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Or- 
gon move to strike out the entire section? 

Mr. MITCHELL. The entire section—section 16, on pages 12, 
18, 14, and 15 of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON. On page3, line 14, I move to strike out “ seven,” 
before the word ‘‘ commissioners,’’ and insert “ three.”’ 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is, reducing the number of commis. 
sioners to three? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment wil! bestated. 

The Secretary. In section 2, on page 3, line 14, be! 
word ‘‘ commissioners,’’ strike out ‘‘seven”’ and insert “t! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota {Mr. 
NELSON]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment—— Sie 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment suggested by the Sen 
from Minnesota I think will suggest also an amendment to sec 
tion 4 of the bill. I donot know that the amendment is es 
but I should like to say one word respecting section !. 

Section 4 seems to providefor a board of arbitration which % 
be created for the purpose of settling differences between 
United States commission and the Oregon corporation or cspuss 
tion company. 

Section 4 provides: 

That said Commission, when fully organized under the pr 
act, shall appoint two of their number to act in conjunction wWitho™, 
pointed by the Lewis and Clark Centennial and American Paci: )s) 
and Oriental Fair, a corporation organized and existing wide! 
laws of the State of Oregon, and having its office and princ)| 
ness at Portland, in said State, one to be chosen from the e 7 
tee of said corporation, and one to be appointed from the Lewis ant’ 
Centennial Exposition Commission of the State of Oregon, ; 
board of arbitration, to whom all matters of difference aris! 
National Commission and said company concerning the adminis! 
agement, or general supervision of said exposition shall be refer! on 
mination; and in case of the failure of said board of arbitration totft™ 
such matters as may be so referred, said board of arbitra Dene opointed 
fifth member thereof, such fifth member so agreed upon to be then able 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, and in caseof failure toagree OP er tary 
member, then such member shall be selected and appointed by | 
of the Treasury. Minnesota 

Under the amendment proposed by the Senator fr m 2 aa five 
there will be three commissioners, and I understand : ae i. 
members of this board of arbitration provided for. “There cal 
me that this section 4 is not a very important section. ane 
be but very little to arbitrate between the local ex] —_ 
pany and the Commission appointed by the United wares. 

Mr. STEWART. What are they to arbitrate‘ 


If there be no further amet 








1904. 


or 


Mr, ALLIS¢ )N. They are to arbitrate all differences ‘‘ arising 
ci National Commission and said company concerning 
ation, management, or general supervision of said 
That is the matter that is left to this board of arbi- 


hetween said 
the administr 
exposition. 


ty attention was not called until a few moments ago to this 
,i]] and to this nonpartisan commission; and, by the way, it would 
pe rather difficult to have it appointed, it seems to me, = wz 

Mr, HOAR. What is meant by a nonpartisan commission? 

\ir ALLISON. I refer the Senator from Massachusetts to the 


cenator from Oregon. I do not quite understand it myself— 


That a nonpartisan commission * * * shall be appointed * * * by | 


That 
the President, eu E 3 : 
Then the third section provides for the duties of this commission: 
That the commissioners so appointed shall be called together by the Sec- 
- wy of State of the United States, in the city of Portland, State of Oregon, 
ts ‘notice ete. * * * The said commissioners * * * shull organize by 
“i election of their officers, and they may then, or thereafter, appoint such 
po ytive or other committees as may be deemed expedient. 
[do not know how many committees they can get out of three 
commissioners, though I am in perfect sympathy with the Sena- 


tor from Minnesota as to the numberof the members of the com- | 


nission. 

a MITCHELL. If the Senator will allow me a moment, 
there are really but three commissioners to be appointed now, and 
in view of certainamendments which relate to the bill there is no 
necessity for that section at all. 

Section 4 of the bill as originally drafted with that section pro- 
yided that the money appropriated by Congress should be disbursed 
bythelocal company, but that has all been changed sothat the dis- 
bursement of money is absolutely and wholly under the control 
of the National Commission, which has now been reduced by the 
amendment of the Senator from Minnesota to three members. I 
do not see anything to arbitrate particularly, and therefore I 
move to strike out that section. Is that satisfactory to the Sena- 
tor from Iowa? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know whether it isor not. As I read 
the bill, and I read it only hastily, I do not see anything the Gov- 
emment Commission has to doexcept to have general supervision 
over the exposition. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And to make a report. 

Mr. ALLISON. We passed a similar bill for the St. Louis Ex- 
pesition, and we provided for the appointment of nine commis- 
sioners there. We provided, as is provided here, that the com- 
nissioners should be immediately appointed and should receive 
their compensation beginning with their appointment and con- 
tinuing six months after the close of the exposition. 

It was required—as this bill, I think, requires—that they should 
have general supervision of the exposition. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I call the attention of the Senator to this 
_ in the nineteenth section, on the seventeenth page, as 
follows: 


That the money hereby appropriated shall be disbursed under the direc- 
tion of the said National Commission, under rules and regulations to be pre- 
xribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, and upon vouchers to be approved 
by Such National Cominission, acting by and through its president and 
secretary, 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; I had observed in reading the bill hastily 
thatit did provide for the disbursement by seven persons. Now, 
the disbursement is to be made under the direction of three per- 
sons. Ido not see anywhere a provision here that the commis- 
sloners shall give bond for the faithful performance of their duties 
oie — will have any particular duties except that of dis- 
jursement, 

Mr. HOAR. Section 7. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. They are to accept a site. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will take section 6, to which the Senator 
— my attention, Section 6 leaves all the important ques- 
Mr. HOAR. No;I did not mean to call the Senator’s attention 
‘Section 6, but to the seventh section. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam now on section 6. Section 6 provides: 


eine the allotment of space for exhibitors, classification of exhibits, plan 
a neh the exposition, the appointment of all judges and examiners for 
vert ern, and the awarding of premiums, if any, shall all be done and 

" Jrmed by the said Lewis and Clark Centennial and American Pacific Ex- 


position and Oriental Fair. 
Rasa the criticism I make on section 6 is that although we 
eles ten commission that is to disburse these tunds this 
of the ex Se has no power to indicate the scope and extent 
in the ee. oe or to state how much money shall be expended 
in oe ruction of buildings or the various expenses necessary 
Mr. HC up and in the preparation of the exposition. 
‘SOAR, Just read the first line of section 7. 


Mr. ALLISON. Allright. It provides: 


That : . aa : 
and approved re plans for said exposition shall be prepared by said company 


i said commission—— 
t. HOAR, “Approved,” 











t 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








1725 


Mr. ALLISON. Very well; they have the right of approval— 
the rules and regulations of said corporation governing rates for entrance 
and admission fees, or otherwise affecting the rights, privileges, or interests of 
the exhibitors, or of the public, shall be fixed or established by said company. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. By the corporation. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. That, of course, to some ex- 
tent gives the commission power; they have the power of 


| approval, but the scope of the exposition is to be determined by 


the local corporation. 

I do not wish to interfere too much with the plans of the people 
who are organizing this exposition, but what I fear is that we 
will be placed in precisely the same situation we are now as re- 
spects the St. Louis Exposition, namely, that they will prepare a 
plan and scope for the exposition which will require us hereafter 
to make expenditures either by way of appropriation or by way 
of loan to the exposition. 

So it seems to me, taking these sections as I have read them 


| hastily, and the general scope of the bill, it is not sufficiently 


guarded to protect the Government of the United States. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. May I call the Senator's attention 
to one matter? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
sioners are to receive any salary. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Four thousand dollars, 

Mr. SPOONER. That is never omitted. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are to receive $4,000, which is to be taken 
out of the money which we appropriate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. In what section is it provided? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is very clearly provided for on page 16. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I thought it was very strange if 
it was omitted. 

Mr. ALLISON. Section 17 reads: 

That the commissioners appointed by the President under this act shall 
receive as compensation for their services and expenses the sum of $4,000 each 
per annum, the same to be paid by the Secretary of the Treasury and de- 
ducted from any money appropriated for said exposition. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I had not observed that. I 
thought they were to be paid merely their expenses. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are to be paid a salary and their ex- 
penses, and all that is to be deducted from the amount appropri- 
ated in this bill. 

The same provision was practically in the act for the Louisiana 
Purchase Exposition. The Secretary of the Treasury, under that 
provision, deducted $245.000 from the general appropriation made 
by Congress for the St. Louis Exposition, and he will deduct, of 
course, from this appropriation enough to pay these commission- 
ers, who are to be three now instead of seven. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Twelve thousand dollars. 

Mr. ALLISON. Twelve thousand dollars a year from now 
until December, or whatever the month is, in 1906, 

Mr. MITCHELL. After they are appointed. 

Mr. ALLISON. After they are appointed, and they are to be 
appointed and must enter upon their duties thirty days after the 
passage of this act. 

Mr. President, I have not had the opportunity to look into this 
bill very closely. but I believe that it ought to be a little more 
carefully and fully guarded as respects the interest of the United 
States, and as respects the safeguards which should be thrown 
around the expenditure of this money. 

The bill does not disclose all that the Government will be called 
upon to pay. We have provided here for a reasonably elaborate 
governmental exhibit, which will cost at least $500,000 upon any 
plan that can be devised on the scope proposed in the bill. 

Two hundred and fifty thousand dollars is already appropriated, 
as I understand it, for the Government building and an elaborate 
scheme of boards to be composed of members of the different Ex- 
ecutive Departments. We have provided for Government exhibits 
to be transferred from Washington to Portland, Oreg., put in 
place there, and afterwards returned; which will certainly cost 
$250,000 more unless it is done with greater economy than is being 
practiced at St. Louis and was practiced in reference to the Govy- 
ernment exhibits at Buffalo. 

This bill may be all right, and I make these criticisms with a 
great deal of hesitation, because I assume it has been carefully 
considered by the committee having it in charge. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator has had a great deal of experi- 
ence in drawing these bills 

Mr. ALLISON. No,I havenot. I have hada good deal of ex- 
perience in providing for appropriations upon bills drawn by 
others, or providing appropriations on the ground that the law 
required it to be done. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 


I do not see that these commis- 
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Towa just what his understanding is as to the true construction 

of the word * nonpartisan,”’’ in section 2, where it is provided: 
That 

con onel 


Centennial Ex 


Mr. ALLISON. The Senator 
same inquiry of me. 
Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. ALLISON, 
to any party. 

Mr. HOAR. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
the Democratic 
flock together. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 
joke about this matter-—— 

Mr. SPOONER. What is meant by the word ‘ nonpartisan,”’ 
I will ask the Senator? 

Mr. MITCHELL. 
this bill—I was not the writer of it—intended when they used the 
word *‘ nonpartisan ’’ was, when this commission should be ap- 
pointed, if constituted of five members, that three of them should 
be from the dominant party and the other two from the next 
largest party in point of numbers. 
in legislation, and I suppose is what was intended here. I pre- 
sume that is what is meant by a ‘‘ a nonpartisan commission.’’ 

Mr. SPOONER. What they meant is one thing, and what the 
law means is another. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I thinka fair construction of that provision 
would besuchasI have stated. If I were President of the United 
States and a provision for the appointment of a nonpartisan com- 
mission consisting of three were brought to me, I should appoint 
two men from the Republican party and one from the Democratic 
party. 

Mr. SPOONER. 


a nonpartisan commission is hereby constituted, to consist of seven 
to be known and designated as the National Lewis and Clark 


position Commission, etc. 


from Massachusetts made that 
Does it mean not to belong to any party? 
I suppose it means that they shall not belong 


Mugwumps, perhaps 


They would be of the class of people who hate 


What kind of a Democrat? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, a good one. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ordinarily where commissions consisting of 
three members are appointed the provision is that not more than 
two members of such commissions shall belong to the same politi- 
cal party. 

Mr. ALLISON. I observe several provisions in the bill which 
look to me as though they ought to be more carefully guarded. 
For instance, the provision respecting the importation of exhibits 
and the transfer of them from St. Louis to Portland, Oreg. The 
bill may be carefully and sufficiently guarded in that respect, but 
I should want to have,if the committee has not already obtained 


it, the opinion of experts from the Treasury Department on that | 


subject. After this bill shall have been passed and become a 
law all appropriations, of course, must be made in accordance 
with its terms. 

I see also that the Postmaster-General is authorized and di- 
rected to grant to this National Commission and to the local com- 


mission the franking privilege, which is to continue until the 31st | 


of December, 1906. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Wasa similar provision contained in for- 

mer exposition bills? 
' Mr. ALLISON. Iam not sure, but I do not remember having 
observed such a provision in any of those bills. This privilege is 
given to these commissions, and I do not think it has been given 
to other commissions in former bills. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
if that franking privilege would not, under the meaning of that 
section, be very much more extensive than that which is granted 
to any official of the United States Government? Our franking 
privilege is limited to official communications with the various 
Departments of the Government, etc., but this is absolute and 
unlimited. 


Mr. ALLISON. That is anexcellent suggestion of the Senator | 


from Massachusetts. It shows that we should look more care- 
fully, it seems to me, into the various sections of this bill. I 
think the bill ought to be amended, certainly to require that the 


franking privilege should only apply to official printing or com- | 


munications appertaining directly to the exposition. 

There would be a very large amount of printed matter which 
would be passed through the mails under this provision. I hardly 
think we ought to grant such an extensive franking privilege as 
is proposed here. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That can be corrected by providing that it 
shall only apply to official matter. 


Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly; but I should greatly prefer to | 


look over this bill a little more carefully before voting on it. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Before the bill is acted upon, I wish to | 


call the attention of the Senator from Oregon to the words on 
page 16, section 19, line 25, “* in addition to the sums hereinbefore 
appropriated by this act.’’ Those sums were contained in section 
16, amounting to $400,000, and they were stricken out, I think, 


party and do not like the Republican party, who | 
Mr. President, I suppose it is very good to | 


| more than two of whom shall belong to the same politi 


I suppose what the promoters or writers of | 


This is very frequently done | 
3 1 ) 


| 
| 
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ARY 8, 
. ce, 
Mr. MITCHELL. Let the word “sums” be stricken oy}. 
the word ‘*‘ sum ”’ inserted. 1 out and 
Mr. GALLINGER. Ought not the words “ in addition tn, 
sums hereinbefore appropriated by this act” to Zo out ent ule 


Were not those sums all in section 16? ry CUtarety? 
Mr. MITCHELL. No; $250,000 was in a former s TI 
word ‘‘sums”’ should be amended by making it singw| ws 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment wil] })o cia: i 

The SecRETARY. On page 16, section 19, line 23. befor. +. 
word ‘‘ hereinbefore,’’ itis proposed to strike out the w ca | 
and insert ‘‘ sum.’’ = 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move to amend on page 8, section 9 )5 


13, before the word ‘‘ commission,”’ by striking out ‘ nonnartic 


ir} 


and line 14, after the word ‘* commissioners,” by inserting « 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment. 

Mr. NELSON. I want to be heard for a moment, Mr, Prosi. 
dent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
is recognized. 

Mr. NELSON. One vice, to my mind, in the bill relating ; 
the St. Louis Exposition, was the provision establishing a non; 
tisan commission composed of nine members. The bill providing 
for that commission gave them a salary of $5,000 a year each, 
$3,000 for a secretary, and $10,000 for expenses, amounting in t)a 
aggregate to $58,000 a year. I presume that commission hag cos 
the Government, to come out of the appropriation for the St. Lonis 
Exposition, over $60,000 a year, and it will be three years this next 
spring, during which time the members of that ornamental com- 
mission will have had that salary. 

The real work and management of the exposition has been done 
by the corporation of which Governor Francis is the head, The 
Government commissioners have now for nearly three years 
drawn $5,000 salary apiece, $3,000 for their secretary, $10,000 for 
the expenses of the Commission,‘and, in addition, their traveling 
expenses. I do not know what those expenses may be, but | 
imagine that that Commission has cost the Government at least 
$50,000 a year. By next spring it will amount to $180,000, and 
they will probably linger another year and get another yea: 
salary. 

While, Mr. President, I am willing to vote aid for these exposi- 
tions, for I think on the whole they are good, I do not believe we 
ought to fasten an ornamental commission on this exposition 
should be glad in this instance to have this bill recommitted a 
to have all the provisions in respect to an ornamental commi 
eliminated from it, because the real work, as I have said ani a 
the Senator from Iowa has well stated, is done by the corporation 
in charge of it in Oregon. They are the managers and have to 
bear the burden of the work. Why should we encumber the ex- 
position with an ornamental commission and have the expenses 
of that commission deducted from the appropriation?’ I would 
much prefer to take the amount of the salary and expenses o! 
ornamental commission and add it to the appropriation for th 
benefit of the exposition. 4B os 

Mr. President, I repeat that I should be glad to see this bill re- 
committed and to have all the provisions in it relating to this so- 
called nonpartisan Commission entirely eliminated. [| think tha 
was one vice in the bill relating to the St. Louis Exposition. W: 
know how that furnished a lot of places for retiring nen, 
and I do not want this bill to afford the same kind of opemng 
for them. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will say, if the Senator will allow m 
the vice, if it was a vice, in the St. Louis bill was in the fa 
we did not give the Commission power to supervise tiie expene 
ture of the funds. This bill not only creates a commission, 
gives it control of every dollar of the fund proposed to ve appr 
priated. The Senator talks about an ornamental col b 
We do not propose to have an ornamental commission; bul une 
whose control would the Senator place the money? _ 

Mr. NELSON. I wonld place it in that body who has the te 
charge of the exposition, the corporation that manages ' © 
controls it. Then the money that you propose to expenc 
ornamental commission would be used for the purposes 0! 
position. As it now is, all these Government commission” "" 
have to do will be to go around, look wise, draw their sala” 
and say how the money shall be expended. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 


The question is on the amen. 


The Senator from Minnesota 


) 
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It seems to me that if the nation 18 5" 
to make a contribution in aid of this enterprise 1t ught , oe 
trol the money that is appropriated for the purpose, ane . eo 
trol should not be given to the local company in Portlant. | Surv 

Mr. ALLISON. Then leave it to the Secretary of the Treastr): 

I will venture another suggestion to the Senator trom ; os a4) 
and that is that this commission shall cease to exist on /ulv° 
1906. 











‘HELL. I think there is no objection to that; and I 
«ill move that amendment. ; aid 
We ALLISON. The amendment is, on page 8, line 7, after the 
a “the,” to strike out ‘* Jist day of December’’ and insert 
woeh day of June.”’ 
{should be glad if the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MiTcHELL] 
al point out now, in view of what the Senator from Minne- 
, (Mr, NELSON] has said, exactly the power of this national 
esion as provided for in this bill. 
, PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment on page 8 has 
+ vot been agreed to. The amendment will be stated. 
“whe SECRETARY. On page 8, section 11, line 7, after the word 
bo it is proposed to strike out ‘‘3ist day of December’’ and 
rt “30th day of June.” 
Th. amendment was agreed to. 
- ALLISON. Now, I should like the Senator from Oregon 
veme the information I just requested in regard to the powers 
she Comm ssion. 
‘Vr MITCHELL. In the first place, in section 7 it is provided 
at after the plans for said exposition shall be prepared by said 
pany they shall be approved by the said Commission. That 


Mr. MITC 








Lie 





js Clear. oe f 
Vy ALLISON. That is in section 7? 
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| utes $1,775,000. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Section 7. All of the plans in regard to 
this exposition are to be approved by the National Commission | 


rovided for by this bill. 

Then again, later on, the bill provides that all the money appro- 
ied or proposed to be appropriated shall be disbursed under 
te direction of this National Commission. 

Mr, ALLISON. What section is that? 

Mr, MITCHELL. I can not turn to it just at this moment. 

Mr. HOAR. They shall approve or accept. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Refusing to approve is to disapprove, I 
taxe It. 

Mr. ALLISON. The sixth section provides: 


tthe allotment of space for exhibitors, classification of exhibits, plan 
and scope of the exposition, the appointment of all judges and examiners for 
the exposition, and the awarding of premiums, if any— 


i 


nr 





All these things— 
ill all be done and performed by the said Lewis and Clark Centennial and 
American Pacific Exposition and Oriental Fair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment offered to 
sction 2 has not yet beem agreed to. The amendment will be 
stated, 

The SecRETARY. On page 3, section 2, line 13, before the word 
“commission,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ nonpartisan;’’ and 
after the word ‘* commissioners ’’ insert ‘‘ not more than two of 
whom shall belong to the same political party.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Now, Mr. President, to perfect the text of 
the bill, if the Senator will turn to section 25 he will want to 
change the amount of the appropriation there made of $2,125,000. 
ltshould be, I think, $1,775,000. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It should be $1,775,000. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I move that amendment, Mr. President. 

the PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

‘he SECRETARY. On page 21, section 25, lines 1 and 2, it is pro- 
used to strike out ‘two million one hundred and twenty-five,”’ 









= 


dc insert ‘one million seven hundred and seventy-five; ’’ so as | 


to make the section read: 
- tc. 2. That the sppropriations herein made of $1,775,000 in all shall take 
Zect and become available immediately upon the passage of this act. 
the amendment was agreed to. 
att. PLAT f of Connecticut. I move to strike out the twenty- 
SIXth section. 

y WMITODY : i ili 
ae TTX HELL. Is the Senator from Connecticut willing to 
altend that section so as to confine the franking privilege to of- 
daa Communications? 
yar PLA 'T of Connecticut. It ought to be amended a good 
+“ ore than that, If the bill is going to be recommitted to 


the committee —— 
ir, MITCHELL. 
Committee, 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 


@ 


than it can be 1, Thenit ought to beamended more 
teen om ee bya single suggestion, I think. In the first place, 
the right 7 10W Congress can delegate to the Postmaster-General 
isan es 0 extend. the franking privilege to anyone. The bill 
lope, but a this corporation shall enjoy the franking privi- 
sion, inion a gh stmaster-General may grant to the Commis- 
Tite roca 1 rules and regulations—I will read the section. 


Ske, 9g 

he by, aument the Postmaster-General of the United States be, and he is 

Iescribe, to ize a and directed, under such rules and regulations as he ma 

d nt, secretary to the commission created by this act, and to the presi- 

American Pada director-general of the Lewis and Clark Centennial and 

Corporation, a d Ex osition and Oriental Fair, a corporation, and to such 
» nd to the president and the secretary of the Lewis and Clark 


rel 











I hope it will not be recommitted to the | 
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centennial exposition commission of the State of Oregon the franking privi- 
lege, by means of which the free use of the United States mail until December 
31, 1906, shall be enjoyed by said commission, president, secretary, director- 
general, and corporation aforesaid. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator, in order to complete his state- 
ment, permit me to observe that the franking privilege is to be 
enjoyed not only by this commission, but by the corporation? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Exactly; and I think that if we are 
going to give the officers of this corporation the use of the franking 
privilege, it ought to be very carefully guarded, and that Congress 
itself ought to give it to them, and not authorize the Postmaster- 
General to do so. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 
section 26. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 17, section 19, line 12, it is provided: 

That the money hereby appropriated shall be disbursed under the direc 
tion of the said national commission, under rules and regulations to be pre- 


scribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, and upon vouchers to be approved 
js _ national commission, acting by and through its president and secre- 
ary. 

I see a practical difficulty under this provision. The corpora- 
tion itself, the State of Oregon, the city of Portland, etc., have 
contributed to this fund $900,000, and the Government contrib- 
That must be in some way acommon fund for 
the erection of the exposition buildings. I should think a safer 
provision would be ‘‘ that the money hereby appropriated ] 
be expended by and under the direction of the said nation: 
commission, under rales and regulations,’’ etc., because the lan- 
guage now employed would seem to indicate that the commissi 
can only disburse the money upon vouchers approved by then 

Therefore, under this provision as it now stands, they have no 
control over the expenditures until the voucher period shall have 
arrived. They can only approve the vouchers. 

Mr. FULTON. Then the Senator wishes to strike out the word 
‘* disbursed ’’ and to insert ‘*‘ expended?”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘* Expended and disbursed,’’ or some words 
that will give the national commission the power to supervise the 
expenditures as they are made from day to day, and not simply 
the power to approve or disapprove the vouchers as they are pre- 
sented to them. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I submit to the Senator from Iowa if the 
provision as it stands does not do that very thing. It reads: 

That the money hereby appropriated shall be disbursed under the direction 
of the said national commission, under rulesand regulations to be prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury— 

That they may do before there are any vouchers— 

nd upon vouchers to be approved by such national commission, acting by 
and through its president and secretary. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Then the Senator will not object 
to inserting, after the words ‘‘shall be,’ in line 13, the words 
‘*expended by and.”’ 

Mr. MITCHELL. Notatall. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. So that it will be read ‘** shall be expended by 
and disbursed under the direction of.”’ 

Mr. MITCHELL. Very well. That is more specific. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINs in the chair). 


Let the section go out. Imove tostrike out 


The 


| amendment will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. 
words ‘‘shall be,’’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘expended by and; 
so as to read: 

That the money hereby appropriated shall be expended by and disbursed 
under the direction of the said national commission, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 
the third time. and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, the title was amended so as to 
read: “‘A bill to provide for the celebration at Portland, Oreg., 
of the one hundredth anniversary of the exploration of the Oregon 
country by Capts. Meriwether Lewis and William Clark in the 
years 1804, 1805, and 1806, and for other purposes.”’ 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask that the sections may be renumbered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sections will be renum- 
bered so as to run consecutively. 


BUILDING FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE, ETC. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. I desire to give notice that after the close 
of remarks with respect to Colombia and Panama to-morrow, I 
will move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(S. 1508) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
thereon of a public building to be used for a Department of State, 
a Department of Justice, and a Department of Commerce and 
Labor, provided it does not interfere with the consideration of 
any appropriation bill. 


On page 17, section 19, line 13, after the 


79 


, read 
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RELATIONS WITH COLOMBIA. 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, with the permission of the Sen- 
ate, I desire to offeran amendment, in the nature of a modification, 
to Senate resolution No. 82, which was submitted by me. I will 
state that the modification I offer is one which strikes out all of 
the resolution after the word ‘‘ Colombia,’’ in the sixth line, and 
in lieu thereof inserts the words which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia, as 
the author of the resolution, has the right to modify it. 

Mr. BACON. Iask that it may be read as it will read when 
modified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the reso- 
lution as modified by the Senator from Georgia. 

The SecRETARY. As modified the resolution reads as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be respectfully informed that the Senate 
favor and advise the negotiation, with a view to its ratification, of a treaty 
with the Republic of Colombia, to the end that there may be peacefully and 
satisfactorily determined and adjusted all differences between the United 
States and the Republic of Colombia, with the intent of removing any cause 
of irritation or conflict, and of restoring the cordial relations heretofore ex- 
isting between the United States and Colombia, and also of securing the 
hearty cooperation of the Colombian people in the construction of the canal 
at Panama. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution as modified will 
be printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to: and (at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, February 
9, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 8, 1904. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
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| to reserve Senate amendment No. 10 and ask that that ame 





Prayer was offered by the Chaplain, Rev. HENrRy N. CoupsEn, | 


D. D., as follows: 

O Lord God, our Heevenly Father, we bless Thee for the in- 
dissoluble ties which bind Thy children together into one great 
family, so that when one member suffers the whole body suffers 
with it. Our hearts touched for the stricken people of the flame- 
swept city of Baltimore, we pray that the tangible aid and heart- 
felt sympathy which will be poured out upon them may encourage 
them to build their homes and business interests anew, that they 
may go forward even to greater success. 

Hear us, we beseech Thee, O God, in the name of Jesus Christ 
our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of Friday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker,I desire to ask unanimous 
consent that the Senate amendments to the urgent deficiency bill 
be nonconcurred in and that the House ask for a conference. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent that the urgent deficiency bill be taken from the Speaker’s 


table,and the Senate amendments disagreed to, and the House | 


ask for a conference. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I will not 
delay the consideration of this bill, but I shall not consent to the 
amendments being disagreed to and its being sent to conference. 
I shall insist, under Rule XXIII, that these amendments, the sub- 
jects-matter of which for the first time have been considered by 
= House, shall be considered in the House asin Committee of the 

y hole. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will withhold 
his objection just for one moment—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I suggest that by this action the House 
disagrees to every one of these amendments, and there will be 
ample opportunity as far as one amendment is concerned—that 
relating to the St. Louis Exposition—for the House to discuss and 
vote uponit. The conference committee would in no event agree 
to that amendment without full discussion on the part of the 
House and a vote upon it by the House. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I withhold the objection in 
order that the gentleman from Minnesota may—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make objection to 
this motion by the gentleman from Indiana that the amendment 
wnat $4,600,000 may be considered in the Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is the purpose of my objection, I will 
state to the gentleman. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. aoa, Iwas about to suggest to the 

entleman from Georgia that perhaps his objection would be met 
if the gentleman from Indiana would simply modify his request 
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and ask that the House nonconcur in all the Senate amo; 1} 
except amendment No. 10, and reserve that amendment a a 
unanimous consent that that amendment be considere and ask 
House as in Committee of the Whole. That certain|y . i - 
sure every opportunity for consideration of this amendmen d in- 
also give opportunity for amendment to the amendment. _— 
Mr.PAYNE. Mr. Speaker—— 
Mr. TAWNEY. Ihave the floor, Mr. Speaker 
state to the House that in any event the committe 
diction of the subject-matter of thisamendment propose or inter 
to propose an amendment to the Senate amendment. gg 
disposition to ask for a concurrence in the amendment as it : . 
If opportunity is given for consideration, in the House as Ay _ 
mittee of the Whole, of this amendment, which the ( ‘omn ond 
Industrial Arts and Expositions has instructed me to present 
every opportunity for consideration will be given on that amona’ 
ment if the gentleman from Indiana will so modify his y; Guest as 


and I will also 
ttee having juris- 


littee on 


ndment 
be considered in the House asin Committee of the Whole, os 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I would feel it my duty to 
interpose the same objection on that. I do not want it to be con. 
sidered, where the gag of the previous question can be operated 
until after there is fair opportunity for discussing the matter, 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman. [ ao 
not think, will have any reason to complain of there not peine 
ample time for debate. oe 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is no reason why this should not take 


the ordinary course. It is a very important matter. The yulo 
provides for it, and probably there is no proposition that wil] 
come from the Senate this session where this rule ought to be in. 


voked more than on this one. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman— 
Mr. HEMENWAY. [I have not yielded the floor to anyone. 
The SPEAKER. If this bill takes its course under the rule. it 
will have to go first to the Committee on Appropriations. Now, 


| the Chair suggests to the gentleman from Indiana, if he go de- 


sires and asks unanimous consent, that the bill be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. That 
would dispense with the necessity of its going to the Committee 
on Appropriations and being reported back. If there is objection, 
it would have to go to the Committee on Appropriations first. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, there is no desire on my part 
to prevent a full and free discussion as to these amendments. | 
understand that under the rule, if objection is made, this report 
would have to go to the Committee on Appropriations and be re- 
ported back. Iam very sure it would be reported back with the 
recommendation that the House disagree to all the Senate amend- 
ments. So I see no reason why we should go through that form, 
but go into Committee of the Whole at once. I therefore, Mr. 
Speaker, ask unanimous consent that the bill be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union at once 
for discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent that the bill be taken from the Speaker's table and be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I want the reference to be s° 
made that this particular amendment shall have separate consit- 
eration, and I make the parliamentary inquiry whither, une 
this request, it can have that separate consideration. se 

The SPEAKER. In reply to the parliamentary inquiry »y 
gentleman from Iowa, the Chair will say that the bill uncer co! 
sideration in the Committee of the Whole House on the stat 
the Union would be precisely as appropriation bills are « 
ered, paragraph by paragraph, as to the Senate amendments 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Before the Chair puts that request, I 
want to add this: That all the other amendments be lisagrecd ©. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Speaker, I want to reserve a1 objects 
there before the matter passes over. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana 
To whom does he yield? — 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iwillyield tothe gentleman from Geors™ 

Mr. BARTLETT. I want to have this matter considere’— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Let the other amendments be nonconcul™ 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I arose and was recosnive”’” 
the Chair, and withheld my objection in order that th 
from Minnesota might be heard. The gentleman 1 
as I understood, yielded the floor, and the Chair recog! 
make a statement. I have not yet had that opportun'') the Chait 

The SPEAKER. The Chair may have done 50, but - ee 
did not undertake to take the gentleman from Indiana : este 
floor and give new recognition to the gentleman from '™ ae 
But there can be no trouble about it. The gentleman, to oat 
diana, I have no doubt, is naturally desirous to yi’ “ 
gentleman. 


"1k 
u 


ry 


has the floor. 


wna 


ym Indiana, 
ized me t0 
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Mr, HEMENWAY. Certainly; and I yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia to ask & question. ; 

Mr BARTLETT. I do not want to ask any questions, I am 
“sons of making @ statement. 


OH E M ENWAY. Howmuch time does the gentleman desire? 
Mr BARTLETT. A few minutes. 


Mr. HEMENWAY., I yield to the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. BURKETT. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana yields to the 

ontleman from Georgia five minutes, pending which the gentle- 
man from Nebraska desires to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BURKETT. I desire to ask if the matter now pending is 
by unanimous consent? ; 

‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asked unani- 
mous consent that the bill may be taken from the Speaker’s table 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 

ne Union. 
on BURKETT. If anobjection is interposed, the matter must 
go to the Committee on Appropriations? 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BURKETT. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska, and the bill is referred to the Committee on Appropri- 

ions. 

" PROSECUTIONS UNDER SHERMAN ANTITRUST LAW. 


Mr. JENKINS, Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on the Judiciary, I make the following privileged report on House 
resolution No. 194. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

House resolution No. 194. 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States is hereby re- 
quested to send to this House for its information a full report showing 
respectively the dates when the various suits were instituted, which were 
reported by him in his communication to this House of date January 13, 1904, 
in response to the resolution passed by this House on January 11, 1904, callin 
for information among other things as to how many and what kind of lega 
proceedings have been instituted by him or under his direction, under the 
provisions of what is known as the Sherman antitrust law, and the law ap- 
proved February 4, 1887, and acts amendatory thereof or supplemental 
thereto; and also definite information, in so far as same hasnot been givenin 
sidcommunication of January 13, 1904, as to the places where said suits are 
pending, and also as to whether or not he has filed in any of said cases a cer- 
tificate that in his opinion such cases are of general public importance, so as 
to give them preference over other business, and if he has filed such certifi- 
cate in any of said cases what cases he has filed it in, giving the date or dates 
of filing. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. JENKINS, @ motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Amessage from the President of the United States was com- 
municated to the House of Representatives by Mr. BARNEs, one 
of his secretaries, who informed the House of Representatives 
a the President had approved and signed bills of the following 
Ives; 

On Febrnary 2, 1904: 

H. R. 7849. An act to authorize the county of Poinsett, in the 
State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge across the St. Charles 
ore at ‘s near the town of Marked Tree, in said county and 
olate; anc 
A R. 9292, An act in relation to business streets in the District 
of Columbia. 

On February 8, 1904: 

H.R, 196. An act granting a pension to Grace E. Carson; 

H.R, 227. An act granting a pension to Margaret Cotter; 
on > 616. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 

irysler; 
pe An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 

HR, 22 
B. Stuart: 
wae 864. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
WW — An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 

H. R. 907, 
C. Parker. 

H. R. 93 


. Anact granting an increase of pension to Zachariah 


An act granting an increase of pension to De Witt 
alias Clinton J. Parker; 


Partkison: 0. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas M. 
H.R, 949 
ardy: 


ai 957. Anact granting an increase of pension to Alonzo Car- 


H. R. 990 
. Fox; F 


. An act granting an increase of pension to James F. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Harrison 
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An act granting an increase of pension to William 





F. Longenhagen; 
H. R. 1288. An act granting an increase of pension to Jason 


Stevens; 
H. R. 1517. 


An act granting an increase of pension to George 


W. Hutchison; 


H. R. 1856. 
H. Covert; 

H. R. 1908. 
D. Barr; 

H. R. 2042. 
Hubbard; 

H. R. 2108. 
Wright; 

H. R. 2139. 
Kight; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
An act granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
An act granting an increase of pension to Alvin B. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Henry D. 


An act granting an increase of pension to James W. 


H. R. 2155. Anact granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Bechstedt; 


. 2991. 
H. R. 3000. 


C. Best; 

H. R. 3001. 
Converse; 

H. R. 380138. 
Mavity; 

H. R. 3472. 
Amsden; 

H. R. 3748. 
E. Foley: 

H. R. 3778. 
Rowling: 

H. R. 3821. 


- 2188, 
» 2424, 
2435. 
2472, 
. 2616. 


. 2690. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
An act granting a pension to Emma Butler; 

An act granting a pension to Reuben Vermillion; 
An act granting an increase of pension to David F. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph K. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
An act granting an increase of pension to Lydia A. 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to Alpheus 
An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Marcus E. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
An act granting an increase of pension to Juliaetta 


An act granting an increase of pension to Hannah 


Padgett, now Riley; 


H. R. 4115. 
Young; 

H. R. 4200. 
Sweet; 

H. R. 4819. 
ton; 

H. R. 4726. 


An act granting anincrease of pension to Joseph S. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Milton H. 
An act granting an increase of pension to John Sex- 


An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


B. Brightman; 


H. R. 4916. 
Pierce; 

H. R. 4935. 
Miller; 

H. R. 5005. 
ton S. Lock; 

H. R. 5177. 
H. Clark; 

H. R. 5197. 
C. Brown: 

H. R. 5246. 
B. Elliott: 

H. R. 5464. 
Northern; 


R. Little; 
H. R. 6830. 
E. Likes; 
H. R. 6982. 
R. King; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Allen M. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Edward T. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Worthing- 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to Sebastian 


Anact granting an increase of pension to Francis M. 


- An act granting an increase of pension to Charles S. 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Josephine 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Forbes 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Abram 
. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 


. Anact granting anincrease of pension to Benjamin 


An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


An act granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
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H. R. 6975. 
W. Lawson; 

H. R. 7002. 
Rearden; 

H. R. 7370. 


An act granting 


An act granting an increaseof pension to James S. 


an increase of pension to Andrew 


an increase of pension to George 
An act granting 


Ivory; 
H. R. 7666. An act granting an increase of pension to Laura F. 
Hine; 


H. R. 5043. An act granting a pension to William H. Harrison. 

On February 5, 1904: 

H. J. Res. 98. Joint resolution to provide for the removal of 
snow and ice from the streets, cross walks, and gutters of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

FRAUD IN REFERENCE TO INDIAN LANDS. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the House resolution 198, report back in 
lieu thereof a substitute, and recommend the adoption of the sub- 
stitute, which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read the substitute, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the Attorney-General of the United States is requested, 
in so far as in his judgment it is not incompatible with the interests of the 
public service and will not prejudice any investigations or prosecutions now 
pending, to send to the House of Representatives, for its information, a full 
report made by any special examiner or examiners sent by the Department 
of Justice in the years 1903 or 1904 to the Indian Territory to investigate the 
charges of corruption made by S. M. Brosius, agent of.the Indian Rights 
Association, or any other person, against several United States courtofiicials 
in that Territory, in relation to the conduct of said officials in dealing with 
Indian lands and property rights; and also how many and what were the 
names of such examiners, and was one Leigh Chalmers one of them, and has 
he sent to the Department any report by letter or otherwise; if so, send it to 
the House for its instruction; also send to this House a copy of the instruc- 
tions given by the Department of Justice to said examiners; and also a state- 
ment of all Government officials who are now or have been members of cor- 
porations known as “ Tribal development or trust companies,” and also state 
whether or not said officials who were members of such companies are now 
in the employ of the Government. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute 
resolution. | 

The question was taken; and the substitute resolution was | 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


H. R. 5010. An act granting a pension to Mary F. Hamilton; and 


ANN A. DEVORE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1760) grant- 
ing a pension to Ann A. Devore, with a House amendment dis- 
agreed to. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Honse 
insist on itsamendment and agree to the conference asked for by 
the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey, that the House insist on its amendment | 
and agree to the conference asked for by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees on the part 
of the House: Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, Mr. PaTTERSON of Pennsy]l- 
vania, and Mr. RicHarpson of Alabama. 


AUSTIN ALMY,. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 200) granting 
an increase of pension to Austin Almy, with a House amendment | 
disagreed to. | 


The amendment was read. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
insist on its amendment and agree to the conference asked for by 
the Senate. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER ——_- the following conferees on the part 
of the House: Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, Mr. PaTTEeRsoN of Pennsyl- 
vania, and Mr. RicHarpson of Alabama. 


SALE OF RED LAKE INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill (S. 1490) authorizing a sale of a part of what is known 
as the Red Lake Indian Reservation, in the State of Minnesota, 
be taken from the Union Calendar and considered in the House 
as in the Committee of the Whole House, and that the same be 
made a special continuing order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill (S. 1490) to authorize the sale of a part 
of what is known as the Red Lake Indian Reservation, in the 
State of Minnesota, be taken from the Union Calendar and con- 
sidered in the House as in the Committee of the Whole House, 
under the following conditions: That the same be a special con- 
tinuing order, not to interfere with revenue or appropriation bills 
or other privileged matters. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know what the bill 
is about before I give my consent. 


| maintained over and across so muchof t 


a 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I would state for the inform. 
tion of the gentleman from New York that it is a pil] simi a 


the one considered by the House a few days ago on the reqmos: 
the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Marsnaty]. oe 
Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman from yj; 
sota (Mr. SrrenrrRson] if this bill has been reported, 9” 
Mr. TAWNEY. Iwill state that it has been favorably roy, 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs. 7 *eported 
Mr. PAYNE. Is this bill a bill similar to those that were ya: 
in regard to North and South Dakota lands? sn 
Mr. STEENERSON. It is similar to the bill passed in ; 
to the Rosebud and Devils Lake reservations with this e+ro 
that all of the land is sold and none of it is given to the Stata} 
Minnesota, inasmuch as the Supreme Court has disposed of tha: 
question. sar 
Mr. PAYNE. There is no appropriation in the bill? 
Mr. STEENERSON. No; there is no appropriation in tha };) 
Mr. PAYNE. All the money received from the sale of the |,, 
goes to the Indians? _ 


rard 


Mr. STEENERSON. It all goes to the Indians; the Uni:.. 
States acts simply as trustee for the sale of the land and pays th, 
money over to the Indians. - 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to making this order. os 


requested? 

Mr. PAYNE. When is the bill to be considered? p 
order take effect at once? 

The SPEAKER. Ob, yes; it is to be a special continuin 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 


BRIDGES OVER THE MINNESOTA RIVER, 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H. R. 8160) to declare a portion of the Minnesota 
River in the State of Minnesota not navigable and authori 
the construction of bridges thereon was read with the {ollo 
amendment: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

“That permanent, stationary, fixed span bridges may be construct 
he Minnesota River, withinth 

of Minnesota, as lies between Big Stone Lake, in said State, az place 


said river between the counties of Lesueur and Sibley, in said State, whers 


it 
4 VOE 


| the same is intersected and crossed by the north line of section No. & 


township No. 112 north, of range No. 26 west of the fifth principal n i 
Provided, That such bridges shall each have a span not 3 than 40 f 
wide over the main current of the stream, which span shall 1 5 
20 feet high in the clear above ordinary low-water stage if constructed a 


t be | 


| below the city of Mankato, and not less than 15 feet high in the clear a 
| ordinary low-water stage if constructed above said city of Mankat 


“Any drawbridge now constructed across said river at or aboveth 


| of I.esueur, in said State, and maintained by any municipal or ot! 


tion, may beconverted into a fixed span bridge, in conformiiy with th: 
going provisions. 

“Szco.2. Thatsaid bridgesand accessory works, when built and constr 
under this act and according to the terms and limitations thereof, sha 
lawful structures, and said bridges shall be recognized and knowna 
routes, upon which also no higher charge shall be made for the transr 
over the same of the mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the 


| States than the rate per mile paid for the transportation over tho railroads 


or public highways leading to such bridges; and said bridges shall en 
rights and privileges of other post routes of the United States; and 
reserves the right at any time to regulate by appropriate legisiat 
charges over sald bridges. 

“ Sec. 3. That the United Statesshall have theright of way for l} 
telegraph and telephone lines across said bridges as the Government! 
struct or control. : 

“Src. 4. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or ropeal ths act 
at any time.” ; 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to authorize the construc t 
bridges across a portion of the Minnesota River in the State of Min 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to know from what committee tus 
bill is reported. ; : 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. From the Committee on Inter 
and Foreign Commerce. ; oe 

Mr. PAYNE. They have prepared this substitute’ = 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Well, I prepared it at their sues 
tion. 

Mr. PAYNE. It has met their approval? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. It has. Ride 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to know whether it ! 
approval of the War Department? at ee 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. It has, in its present 20mm. © 
Secretary of War objected to the original form, bat sue” 
this form, and +he bill has been amended to comply Wi!) 4°" 
gestion. 7 ed 

Mr. PAYNE. Then this form is in accordance 
gestion of the War Department? | 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. It is. reais 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to tie 
tion of the bill. s sa a ee tie 

The amendment, in the form of & substitute, re ea D, 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce Wis “o'" 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed Tt coma, 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, ane ) 


‘ 


Cau 
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The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the amendment 

roposed by the committee to the title will be agreed to. 
a re ¥ as no objection. 
motion of Mr. Davis of Minnesota, a motion to reconsider 

, by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
SENATE AMENDMENTS TO URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I report back from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations the amendments of the Senate to the 
pill (H. R. 10954) making appropriations to supply urgent defi- 
ciences in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1904, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

‘The SPEAKER. The bill with the amendments will, without 
objection, be oye to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 
wir. HEMENWAY. I move that the House now resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole for the consideration of this 


1 
) 


‘Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry— 
it is necessary now to reserve points of order. 


the vol 


whether 

Mr. I 
Senate amendments, 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
his bill as it comes from the Senate provides for the testing of 

al at the St. Louis Exposition by machinery offered to the Gov- 
rmment for nothing. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I understand that there is an amendment 
on the bill carrying $30,000 for the testing of coal. That amend- 
ment, of course, will be subject to discussion when the bill is un- 
der consideration in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. 
way] moves that the House resolve itself into the Committee of 
the Whole for the consideration of this bill with the amend- 
ments. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Before that motion is put, 
allow me an inquiry. I suppose if the motion be carried there 
will be opportunity to vote separately upon each of the Senate 
amendments? 

The 
mittee of the Whole, under the rules of that committee, just as 
any other bill in a like position, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Before we go into the Com- 
nittee of the Whole, I should like to have some arrangement made 
in regard to the control of the time. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iask unanimous consent that the time be 


oo + 


I should like to inquire whether | 
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iIEMENWAY. No points of order can be made against | 


The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hemen- | 


SPEAKER. The matter will be considered in the Com- | 


controlled by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON] and | 


myself. In making this request I will state that as there is an 
item—I suppose the main item to be discussed—providing an appro- 


riation for the St. Louis World’s Fair, the time, I presume, will be | 


equally divided between those who are opposed to that proposition 
and those who are in favor of it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Allow me to ask whether either of these two 
gentlemen is opposed to that amendment? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentlemen in charge would divide 
the time equally between those opposed to the proposition and 
those favoring it. It is well to have the time under the control 
of somebody. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think it would be better for us to go into the 
C mmittes of the Whole under the ordinary rules. I object to 
ie arrangement proposed. 


The motion of Mr. HeEMENWAY was agreed to; and accordingly | 


} ee : : . : F 
the House resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union (Mr. Currrmr in the chair) for the considera- 
ton of the urgent deficiency bill with the amendments of the 
nenate, 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iask that the Clerk report the first amend- 
ment of the Senate, 

Tha le ws 

the Clerk read as follows: 
Insert the following: 
“F ‘additional amount to enable the President to cooperate through dip- 
matic channels with the Governments of Mexico, China, Japan, and other 

ries, for the purpose set forth in the message of the President and ac- 

‘panying notes submitted to Congress January 29, 1903, and printed as 
» Document No. 119, second session Fifty-seventh Congress, $25,000; and 
mmission appointed for this purpose shall terminate July 1, 1904." 


it. HEMENWAY, Mr. Chairman, I move to nonconcur in 
dat amendment 


he © 


| is just this: The Speaker held, in response to a question, that this 
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Mr. PAYNE. I do not see how the gentleman can hold the 
floor when the Chair was proceeding to put the question. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I hold the floor by reason of the fact that 
I am recognized by the Chair and have asked for a vote upon this 
amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE and Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 
it first. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understood the gentleman from Indiana to 
make a motion to nonconcur in all the Senate amendments. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Oh, no. 

Mr. PAYNE. And the Chair proceeded to put that motion. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Oh, no. If the gentleman will permit 
me—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Waitamoment. I am asking the Chair, is not 
that correct that the Chair commenced to put the motion—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. When I rosetoask for debate. Now,of course, 
if the gentleman from Indiana wishes to debate this first, that is 
all right, but the opposition to this four million six hundred thou- 
sand 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman from New York seems to 
have lost track of what is going on and of the question before the 
House. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iunderstood all of the 
included in the motion. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If the gentleman will give attention—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Before thatis done, Isubmit that general debate 
on this proposition is in order. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Why, if the Chair pleases—— 





Wait a moment. 
If there is to be a discussion, I will discuss 





Senate amendment 


8S were 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks general debate isin order, 
and will recognize the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hemenway]. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Now,I simply want to state that as to 
these amendments not affecting the St. Louis World’s Fair we 
seek to nonconcur. I should like to have the attention of the 
gentleman from New York, so that he may understand what is 


proposed by the committee. 

When it comes to the amendment in regard to the St. Louis 
World’s Fair, I hope the committee will have ample time to dis- 
cuss it. I donot care whether it is one, two, or three hours, « 
whatever time is necessary; but as to the general Senate amend- 
ments upon this bill, I simply seek to get them in conference as 
promptly as possible, and not waste time all through this bill 
diseussing a matter which ought to be discussed all at one time 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will allow me a sugg: 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes. 


»stlion—— 


Mr. PAYNE. It seems to me that if we have general debate 
upon this bill and upon the amendments, it may result that no- 


body will object to disagreeing to every Senate amendment except 
this particular one. After the general debate is concluded we may 
be able then to nonconcur in all the Senate amendments save this 
single amendment, and then to take a separate vote upon that. It 
seems to me it would be better to go on with the general debate. 
I am as anxious as the gentleman to get through with this bill 
to-day. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 
ment has been read by the Clerk. 
that amendment, 


We must proceed in order. An amend- 


I have moved to nonconcur i 


Mr. PAYNE. The Chair has held that general debate is in 
order. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That amendment is numbered 1, and 
under the rule we have five minutes’ debate on each side. As far 


as I am concerned, I have concluded all of the argument I desire 
to make upon the first amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman is mis- 

taken in the observation he has just made. I think the situati 
J 


bill, when reported back, would stand before the committee like 
any other appropriation bill, would stand upon the same ground, 


and that Members would have the same rights. Now, if 3 wer 
| an appropriation bill, the first order would be the reading of the 
bill in extenso and then general debate. 
Mr. PAYNE. May I suggest right there that the reading of 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana moves that | 


1@ Con 
JUST re ad 


ndi - The question is on the motion of the gentleman from 
Glana, 


mittee recommend nonconcurrence in the amendment | 


1 
t 
| I 


Mr. PAYNE, Mr. Chairman, I understand the motion is on | 


honconcurrence aa 

La CHAIRMAN, That is the motion. 

*1+PAYNE. I want to take the floor in opposition. I will 
to the gentleman from Indiana as he desires. 
WAY. Iwill yield to the gentleman from New 


= oo time 
Mir. HEMEN 
York, Be 


the bill has never been dispensed with? 
Mr. HEPBURN. I was about to say that the rea 


ing has not 


een dispensed with. The Clerk began to read, I suppose under 
that rule, and having read the first section, the gentleman m 
ndiana immediately rose. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Oh, well, will the gentleman permit 
} now— 





Mr. HEPBURN. I think we did not understand that the bill 
vas being read by paragraphs. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. If the gentleman would prefer to enter 
into the discussion of the amendments in regard to the St. Louis 


Exposition now, in place of waiting until we get to that subject, 
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I have no objection; but I was proceeding upon the theory that 
we would dispose of the formal amendments first, and after they 
are disposed of take up the St. Louis amendment. Upon that 
amendment I hope the committee will have all the time that it 
wants. If the committee wants to take a week to discuss that 
subject. I do not care. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman will permit me, I suggest 
that if we pursue that course, then when you reach amendment 
No. 10 any man may object under the manner in which we are 
reading the bill now, and the debate would be limited to five 
minutes on a side. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That can not be, because I have not asked 
to dispense with the first reading of the bill, because I do not 
want to cut off general discussion. For that sole purpose I do 
not ask to dispense with the first reading of the bill; but by pro- 
ceeding and disposing of the formal amendments, then I will ask 
that this amendment be passed until we get through with the 
balance of the amendments, and then we can go back and bring 
that before the House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There will be no disposition to interfere with 
the gentleman at all if we can be assured that when we come to 
amendment No. 10 there will be ample time for discussion of that 
amendment. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will say to the gentleman there has been 
no request to dispense with the first reading of the bill. We can 
not limit discussion in the committee. We would have to go to 
the House to do it. I hope to dispose of the formal amendments 
first, and then take up this amendment last and discuss it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union considering not the bill, but cer- 
tain Senate amendments to an appropriation bill. The inquiry 
which I desire to make is whether the same rule applies in the 
Committee of the Whole with regard to the first reading of the 
amendments or the same rule as to general debate applies in 
the Committee of the Whole when you are considering Senate 
amendments as would apply if we were considering an original 
appropriation bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules that the bill has not to be 
read, but that each amendment has to be read, and that there 
may be general debate on each amendment. If the amendment 
contains more than one paragraph, it may be considered under 
the five-minute rule, by paragraph. The Chair will recognize 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If there is no further discussion, I ask for 
a@ vote on the motion to nonconcur. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana moves that 
the House nonconcur in the first Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No.2: In lines 24and 25 strike out “$2,000” and insert “$3,500.” 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I move that the committee nonconcur, 


The motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment No. 3: Insert on page 3, line 1: 

“For the purchase of two horses for the official use of the Department of 
State, $500.” 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I move that the committee noncur. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment No. 4: On page 3, line 
“twenty-five.” 


Mr. HEMENWAY. 





99 


a 


strike out “fifteen” and insert 


Mr. Chairman, it seems to me to be a 


ments. 
committee desires to discuss. One is amendment No. 10 and the 
other is an amendment providing for the analysis of coal at the 
St. Louis Exposition. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, 
that the committee nonconcur as to all the other amendments, 
and that their reading be dispensed with, unless there is some 
other amendment some gentleman desires to discuss. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 


read them just as they come in, so that the House may understand 
them, 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 


Not being acquainted with | 
the character of the amendments, I think it would be better to | 
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| 
| 


| ments are numbered, and hereafter the Clerk will report the 


FEBRUARY 8, 


a 


es 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 5, line 5, after the word “annum,” insert “Consul at Dalny, M; 
churia, at the rate of $3,500 per annum.”’ » an. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I move that the committee non 
The motion was agreed to, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 5, lines 6, 7, and 8, strike out “ (7) $3,111.27” and insert “¢ - 


Mr. HEMENWAY. I move that the committee nonconenr 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 5, after line 11, insert: 

“For postage required to prepay matter addressed to Postal 1) : 
tries, and for postage for the Treasury Department, for the fisca! voar 
$481.25." on 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I move that the committee nonconcur, 

The motion was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 8, after line 10, insert: 

‘Office of the Treasurer: For the following additional employees for tha 
balance of the fiscal year 1904, namely: For one clerk of class 3: one | I 
class 2; one clerk of class 1; nine expert counters, at the rate of $800 per ar 
num each; one laborer; and one foreman pressman at the rate of $1,500 per 
annum; in all, $6,025.”’ : 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I move that the committee nonconcur, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded to read amendment on page 8, after line 18: 

Louisiana Purchase Exposition—— 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consep 
that that be passed over until the bill is read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks that this 
amendment be passed over without prejudice until the reading of 
the other amendments is completed. Is there objection? 

Mr. MADDOX. What is that? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I ask that this be passed over until the 
balance of the amendments have been disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair hears no objection, and it is so 
ordered, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 9, after line 13, insert: bak 

“Paris exposition: The following provisions of the deficiency appropria- 
tion act, approved July 1, 1902, namely: ‘To complete the unfinished w 
of the late Bhited States Commission to the International Expositionat Pat 
in 1900, and to defray the expenses of distributing the medals and diplon 
awarded to exhibitors from the United States, to be expended und 
rection of the President, there is hereby appropriated for such purpo iwh 
sums of money as have been covered into the Treasury as proceeds derived 
from the sale of furniture or other pee used by the Commission, and to 
continue available during the fiscal year 1903, $13,875.21,’ are hereby further 


‘OT i, 


ly, 


nr 
Cur, 





| continued and the appropriation made available from the end of said fiscal 


year 1903 to September 30, 1903.” 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
nonconcur in the amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

TheCHAIRMAN The Chair will call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact that in the printed bill it appears that the amend- 


+ 


| amendments by numbers and not by page. 





Mr. HEMENWAY. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that the | 


committee nonconcur in the amendment just read. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 3, line 13, insert “‘for expenses, not salaries, of inspection of con- 
sulates, to be expended under the direction of the Department of State, $8,000.” 


Mr. HEMENWAY. I move that the committee nonconcur. 
The motion was agreed to. 


| other amendment that any gentleman desires to have discu 
: | besides thisamendment, No. 10, and I would suggest if that gent 
waste of time to go through the bill reading these separate amend- | 
I understand there are but two amendments that the | 


| course the gentleman will understand thes 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 12: Reimbursement to the Independent Line Steamers 
Tampa, Fla.: To pay the balance due to the Independent Line Steamers 
Tampa, Fla.,in full settlement of all claims said steamer linc may! 
against the United States for damages to the steamer Manatee, due to @) 
lision with the U. 8S. S. Hillsboro in Tampa Bay, Florida, on the nigh 
November 18, 1901, $720. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I move that the committee nonconcur. — 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I understand there is only one 


man will name his amendment perhaps we can nonconcur in & 
the others except those two, amendment No. 10 and the amend 
ment the gentleman desires to have discussed. : 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If the gentleman w!! 
me, the gentleman from Indiana made that request @ Wit.e 45° 
There are amendments in here of which none of us haye heae 
and of which we know nothing as to their character. Sere} 
one: ‘* To pay the balance due to the Independent Line >.«an 
of Tampa, Fla.’’ etc. We have not heard anything about t 
and we would like to have some explanation in regard to sv! 
these amendments. oe of 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iam asking to nonconcur in them. “* 
are Senate amend 
I do not know why 
until it 
ry ques 


to know. 


ments that the House seeks to disagree to. ot KI 
the Senate put it on, and I have no way of ascertaining 
goes into conference. The gentleman is asking the \' 
tion I should ask; why this item is on here I would want 
As it is now I do not know, it being a Senate amendmen". i is 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand that. | = be 
very possible there might be other amendments which up 
planation the House would want to concur 1n. 
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ee rr ne ee ee a 


Mr. HEMENWAY. If there are, the House will have opportu- 
nity later on to pass upon them. 4 

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I know that—— ; 

Mr. HEMENWAY. And all I seek to do, in asking unanimous 
c( nsent to nonconcur in all the Senate amendments except those 
the House desires now to discuss, is, of course, that the committee 
on conference will take up these amendments with the Senate and 
ask the reason why they have inserted them in this bill. 

“Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, I find here on page 20: 
the b ndependent Line Steamers, of Tampa, Fla., 
‘ To pay the balanee aims on canner line _— hoveanninesene nited 


u 







for damages to the steamer Manatee, due to acollision with the U.S. 8. 
jlillsboro in Tampa Bay, Florida, on the night of November 18, 1901, $720. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That item was before the Committee on 
Appropriations of the House, and we refused to appropriate for 
it. It went to the Senate and the Senate put the amendment on. 
Of course there the judgment of the two committees at least dis- 
agreed. The Committee on Appropriations of the House turned 
the item down, the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate 
put it in, and so the question will come up in conference whether 
or not the item will be agreed to, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I just read that because that 
is one of the matters, forinstance, that we would like to have some 
information upon. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. All the way through the bill run these 
diferent items, which, of course, the House committee can not 
give information about because they have not the information. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, upon that matter you 
could give information, because you had it before your committee. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Of course if the gentleman prefers it, the 
diferent amendments will be reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 13: In line 20 strike out “eight” and insert “twelve;”’ so 


as to read as follows: 
rn “Treasury building, Washington, D. C., special repairs: For enlarging the 
ffice of the Su 


resent drafting room of the rvising Architect, Treasury 
Pailding, Washington, D.C., in order to furnish additional working space for 
an increase in the force, including all necessary changes in plumbing, and all 
changes incident to this work; and for all materials and labor required in the 
execution of the work, $12,000.”” 


Mr. HEMENWAY. I move to nonconcur, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 14: Baltimore, Md., custom-house: That the Secretary 
of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized to acquire, by purchase, 
condemnation, or otherwise, the property known as the Peabody property, 
immediately adjacent to the site of said custom-house building, abutting on 
Water street, Exchange place, and Post-Office avenue, in the city of Balti- 
more, Md., at a cost not to exceed the sum of $75,000; and the Secretary 
f the Treasury is hereby authorized to use for that_purpose the sum of 
$24,988.81, remaining available from the purchase of the Merchants’ National 
Bank property, together with an amount sufficient to make up the said sum 
of $75,400, from any money remaining available for the construction of said 
he custom-house building: Provided, That the total limit of cost of the site 
and building shall not be increased. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I move that the House nonconcur. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 15: Greensboro, N. C., rentof buildings: For rental of tem- 
porary quarters and expenses incident thereto, $2,500. 

Mr. HEMENWAY,. I move that the committee recommend 
that the amendment be not concurred in. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. _ Mr. Chairman, in the temporary absence from 
the Hall on committee business, of my colleague [Mr. WILLIAM W. 
Kireuin |, who immediately represents the Greensboro district, I 
Want to say I hope the chairman of the committee will not press 
the motion to nonconcur. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will say to the gentleman that there are 
many of these amendments to which we formally nonconcur to 
Waich we may concur in conference, but it is always safer to non- 
concer and take them all in conference. 

it. KLUTTZ. I just want to take this occasion—I shall not in- 
= upon the matter—to say here I think this appropriation is ab- 
rely necessary. The Government building at Greensboro, 
: i. 18 now undergoing, or is shortly to undergo, repairs and 
Ms argement. The post-office, internal-revenue office, and district 
- “rcuit courts are necessarily compelled to have temporary 
; larters, and provision should be made for it, and I hope the 

‘an of conference will agree to it. 

a r HEM EN WAY. Mr. Chairman, I think this is an item that 

. we to the Senate after the bill passed the House, and probably 

MEL but it is safer to nonconcur. 
mand _ ITZ, Would it not be as well to concur in the amend- 

I Ww? 

\ IN : : 
one HEMEN WAY. I think not, because the House is not in- 

mart in regard to it. We have not the recommendation of the 

. — nt; that has gone to the Senate, and it is always safer 
i. A neur in the amendments. Of course there are many 

ents, and I doubt not that this is one of them, where the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1733 


necessity was shown for them after the bill passed the House. I 
move, Mr. Chairman, that we nonconcur in this amendment. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. I shall not further insist now, asI feel confi- 
dent the conferees of the House will consent to this item remain- 
ing in the bill. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 

Los Angeles, Cal., post-office and court-house: For additional amount for 
enlarging the public building site belonging to the United States, as provided 
by section 17 of the act approved June 6, 1902, $19,700; but the limit of total 
cost of site and building shall not be exceeded. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 
tee recommend that the House nonconcur in this amendment. 

Mr. McLACHLAN. Mr. Chairman, I hope thatthe gentleman 
from Indiana will not insist on his motion in regard to this item. 
It is a very important item, and, as the Committee of the Whole 
will observe, we do not increase the limit of cost as to the build- 
ing and site. The facts are that $175,000 was appropriated for 
this additional site in Los Angeles. A suit for condemnation was 
brought. Just before this session the jury reported in that case, 
bringing in a verdict in excess of the limit of the cost of the pro- 
posed site of $19,700. The measure of damages was fixed at the 
time of the beginning of that suit, something like a year ago. 

If this fails now, another suit must be brought, and I desire to 
say that the value of this property has increased enormously, and 
it will cost the Government from $50,000 to $100,000 more to secure 
the same property which has been condemned and for which this 
$19,700 is now provided. 

The Department of Justice believes that by securing this addi- 
tional sum of $19,700 at this time it can then go into court, pay 
the full award of the jury in the condemnation suit already tried, 
and take the property, and thereby save to this Government from 
$50,000 to $100,000. The Secretary of the Treasury wrote a spe- 
cial letter in regard to this matter, urging that this item be in- 
cluded in this bill, and I therefore urge that this amendment will 
be concurred in by the House. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, this item, like many others 
of this class, belongs to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. It has no place upon an appropriation bill. It seeks 
to increase the limit made in the passage of a bill for the erec- 
tion of public building at Los Angeles, Cal. If the Committee 
on Appropriations is to deal with these questions, then there 
will be hundreds of such cases to come before that committee, 
Our committee has no jurisdiction of that business. We are not 
informed as to the merits of these different items. They belong 
to another committee, and I hope the House will noncur in this 
amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I hope also 
that the House will nonconcur in amendments of this character. 
This brings up a class of legislation at a time when the House has 
no time to consider it—when the question can not be looked into 
deliberately. It carries the jurisdiction of these questions to the 
wrong committee. And that isnot all; it still further encourages 
a very vicious trend of public legislation; that is, for the Senate 
to put all manner of legislation upon House appropriation bills. 
I think the more the House restricts and limits that the better for 
the cause of economy and the better for the cause of good gov- 
ernment generally. I do not know but this is a highly meri- 
torious appropriation, but there is no way now for this committee 
to find out, nor will there be after the conference report for that 
matter, and it seems to me that legislation of this sort put upon a 
general appropriation bill ought to be, as a rule. defeated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana moves that 
the committee recommend nonconcurrence in this amendment. 

The question was considered; and the motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Heating apparatus for public buildings: For heating, hoisting, and venti- 
lating apparatus, $125,000. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 
tee recommend nonconcurrence. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Vaults, safes, and locks for public buildings: For vaults. safes, and locks, 
and repairs to the same for all public buildings under the control of the 
Treasury Department, exclusive of personal services, except for work done 
by contract, $15,000; but of this amount not exceeding $3.00) may be expended 
for personal services of mechanics and_ others employed outside of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in making repairs and inspecting work done. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 
tee recommend nonconcurrence. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

GOVERNMENT IN THE TERRITORIES. 

Legislative expenses, Territory of New Mexico: For stenographer and 

typewriter in secretary's office, $720. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 
tee recommend nonconcurrence. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. HEMENWAY. Now, Mr. Chairman, amendments num- 

bered 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, and 26 relate to the District of Columbia: 

I ask unanimous consent that the committee recommend noncon- | Michael, Alaska, from May 31 to July 7, $152.13. 

currence in all those amendments. Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that th 


The Clerk read as follows: 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- tee recommend nonconcurrence. 
| 


To pay the salary due Franklin Moses as register of the land 


? ; 


mous consent that the committee recommend nonconcurrence in The motion was agreed to. 

amendments 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, and 26. Is there objection? The Clerk read as follows: 

{After a pause.] The Chair hears none. For expenses of hearings held by order of the Commissioner of ¢) 
The Clerk read as follows: Land Office to determine whether alleged fraudulent entries ar f 
The accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby directed, in the settle- ae have been made in compliance with law, $5,000, or so my 

ment of the accounts of George W. Baird, major and paymaster, United S65 Eeny 0S ReceaTs- 

States Army, and lieutenant-colonel and deputy paymaster-general, United Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chair1z 7¢ ae : 

States Army, to allow such credits for payments, not toexceed $679.08, as may aad a d ——— ce in t] _— I x Peg that the comn It 

be recommended under authority of the Secretary of War by the Paymaster- | T@Commend concurrence in this amendment. I want to 

regard to this amendment that the appropriations whic] 


say j 
General of the Army. : 


1] 


Mr.HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee | been carried for the purposes provided for in this amendment 
recommend nonconcurrence. | have amounted to about $10,000 a year for a great many year 
The motion was agreed to. | that since the last annual appropriation was made Congress passed 
The Clerk read as follows: | a law under which registers and receivers of the land offices 
In line 12, page 31, in the section relating to the Sherman statue, strike out authorized to summon witnesses before them in land cases, This 


the word “three” and insert the word “six.” necessarily has resulted in a considerably increased expendityr, 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee | The officers of the Land Office were not aware of this increased 


recommend nonconcurrence. expenditure, however, at the time when they made up their es 
The motion was agreed to. mates for this bill for presentation to the committee, owing to tly 
The Clerk read as follows: | fact that at the beginning of the fiscal year it has been their cp 


For the purchase of supplies and equipments for use in the construction, | tom to divide the appropriation among the land offices to be used 
maintenance, and repair ra the submarine cable lines to Alaska, $7,000. if needed, and about the middle of the fiscal year to call upon { 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee | officers to return the sum unexpended. 
recommend nonconcurrence. Very much to their surprise, when they called upon the | 
The motion was agreed to. offices a few days ago to return or report upon the unexper 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, amendments numbered | balance they found that owing to the passage of the law m 
30, 31, 32, and 83 relate to military affairs in the Military Acad- | which the Government can now summon witnesses a largely 
emy. Iask unanimous consent that the committee recommend | creased expenditure had been incurred, and there were no mor 
nonconcurrence in all those amendments. | to be returned. There is no doubt that this amendment shoul 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- | be finally concurred in, but I am of the opinion that the commit 
mous consent that the committee recommend nonconcurrence in | of conference should have all of these items to pass on. That 
amendments numbered 30, 31, 82, and 83. Is there objection? | my view of the matter, I withdraw my motion. 
There was no objection. The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the motion of t! 
! 
| 
| 





The Clerk read as follows: tleman from Wyoming will be withdrawn. 


_ Naval station, Cavite, P. L: For extension of construction and repair There was no objection. F 
joiner shop, $2,800. Mr.HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move thatthe com: 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move thatthe committee | recommend nonconcurrence, 


recommend nonconcurrence. | The motion was agreed to. 

The motion was agreed to. | Amendment No. 45 was read, as follows: 

The Clerk read as follows: | 2 the sappepriation. = page Sl, eae enntioueticn of the inv 

For repairs of Interior Department and Pension buildings and of the old | °f the mineral resources o a," strike out *50" and insert "ll 
Post-Office Department building, $3,000. | to read, “$100,000. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee | Mr. HEMENWAY. I move that the committee recomme 
recommend nonconcurrence. | nonconcurrence in this amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: | Amendment No. 46 was read, as follows: 

For repairs and improvements to steam fire-engine house and Senateand | For completing the report of the mineral resources of the | is 
House stables and for repairs to and paving of floors and courtyards of | and for comeeeing a roster of all the mines of the United States, | 
same, $750. present, $10,000. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman,I move that the committee Mr. HEMENWAY. I move that the committee r 
recommend nonconcurrence. | nonconcurrence. : 

The motion was agreed to. | Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Unless there is some reason \ 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, amendments numbered | the gentleman thinks that course ought to be pursued, | su! 


1 


37, 38, and 39 relate to the Government Hospital for the Insane. | that as this provision is so intimately connected with the pr 
I ask unanimous consent that the committee recommend non- | immediately following it might be reserved for the action 
concurrence in all those amendments. House. I submit that suggestion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- Mr. HEMENWAY. It has nothing to do with the next ite 
mous consent that the committee recommend nonconcurrence in Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But itis in the line of the! 
the amendments numbered 37, 38, and 39. Is there objection? proposition. 

There was no objection. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana mo’ 

The Clerk read as follows: the House recommend nonconcurrence in this amendme! 

Columbia Institution for the Deaf and Dumb: For the support of the in- The motion was agreed to. 
stitution, including salariesand incidental expenses, for books and illustrative Mr. HEMENWAY. Iask unanimous consent that a 
apparatus, and for general repairs and improvements, $1,500. No. 47 be passed without prejudice. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- There was no objection. ; 
tee recommend nonconcurrence. Mr. HEMENWAY. Amendments 48 and 49 relate to t 

The motion was agreed to. Commission. I ask unanimous consent that the co 

The Clerk read as follows: ommend nonconcurrence. 

Howard University: For urgent re airs end tm provements to provide There was no objection, and it was ordered acco! 
suitable protection against disaster re to the bui ngs of t © university, Mr HEMENWAY Amendments Nos. 50 and 511 
as recommended by the inspector of buildin s for the District of Col i : “te 2 Ee at th 
2,000. hands epee - strict of Columbia, | Denartment of Justice. I ask unanimous consent that th 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- | Mittee recommend nonconcurrence. andiitnaly 
tee recommend nonconcurrence. There being no objection, it was ordered accordins!y. 

The motion was agreed to. Mr. HEMENWAY. Iask unanimous consent {hs 

The Clerk read as follows: mittee recommend nonconcurrence in aependimens. N 

Surveying boundaries of Yellowstone National Park: For surveying the There being no objection, it was ordered sccot . ~ hen 
northern and western boundaries of the Yellowstone National Park: To sup- The Clerk proceeded to read amendment No. 53, Wi Nos. 53 
ply a deficiency existing in the appropriation for this purpose for the fiscal Mr. HE NWAY said: Mr. Chairman, amenemen’> * 
year ended June 9, 1902, $640.40. 54, 55, and 56 are short amendments relating to the Pv" 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- | Department. I ask unanimous consent that the commie 
tee recommend nonconcurrence, ommend nonconcurrence in all these amendments. 


The motion was agreed to. There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 
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a 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Amendments Nos. 57 and 58 relate to the 
Acricultural Department. I ask unanimous consent that the 
committee recommend nonconcurrence. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I want to movethat the com- 
mittee recommend concurrence—a motion which I believe takes 


Pr. HEMENWAY. These items are taken care of in another 


ill 
a WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That explanation is satisfac- 
tory. I withdraw my motion. 

There being no objection, the request of Mr. Hrmmnway that 
the committee recommend nonconcurrence in amendments Nos. 
57 and 58 was agreed to. 

Amendment No. 59 was read, as follows: 

To pay to John G. Ames the balance due him for compiling the ope 
honsive Index to Government Publications from 1881 to 1893, authorized by 
joint resolution of March 8, 1897, $3,000. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I move that the committee recommend 
nonconcurrence in this amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Amendment No. 60,increasing the appropriation for printing 
and binding for the Department of the Interior from $42,000 to 
$59,000, was read. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Imove that the committee recommend 
nonconcurrence in this amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Amendments numbered 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 
66, 67, and 68 relate to the contingent fund of the Senate. I ask 
unanimous consent that the committee recommend nonconcur- 
rence in all these amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iask unanimous consent that the House 
nonconcur in amendment numbered 69. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

Amendment No. 70 was read, as follows: 

For expenses incurred in connection with the taking of testimony in Cuba 
inclaims now pending before the Commission, $5,000; and said Commission 
isauthorized to employ in Cuba one interpreter and translator at a compen- 
sation of $200 per month. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I move that the committee recommend 
nonconcurrence in this amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I ask unanimous consent that the com- 
mittee recommend nonconcurrence in amendments numbered 71, 
72, and 73. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

Amendment No. 74 was read, as follows: 

To pay the audited account of Alonzo P, Turner for pay, transportation, 
services, and supplies of Oregon and Washington volunteers in 1855 and 1856, 
as per certificate No. 407770, $46.85. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I move that the committee recommend 
nonconcurrence in this amendment. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, it is probably best to dis- 
pose of amendment 47—a short amendment—before we go on to 
the proposition in regard to the World’s Fair. I ask unanimous 
consent that we go back to amendment 47. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the committee now take up amendment No. 47. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. And I move that the House recommend 
nonconcurrence in that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemanasks unanimous consent that 
the committee now take up amendment No. 47, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Amendment No. 47 is as follows: 

For analyzing and testing at the Louisiana Purchase Exposition the coals 
and lignites of the United States in order to determine their fuel values and 
economic method for their utilization for different purposes, under 
pervision of the Director of the United States Geological Survey, 


$30,000), to be available until expended: Provided, That all testing machinery 
and all coal and lignites to be tested shall be contributed without charge to 
the Government, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana moves that 
the ci mniuttes recommend nonconcurrence in the amendment. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr, RoBINSON] five minutes’ time. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the proposition 
embodied in the amendment of the Senate, No. 47, is for the an- 
aly “ng of coal to determine the heating properties of it by having 
machinery valued at three or four hundred thousand dollars fur- 
— ‘free tothe Government, the tests to be made at the St. Louis 
rr tag ion, the products of the various coal mines of the United 
7 ates being furnished to the Geological Survey for the purpose 

making the tests, and providing a new appropriation of $30,000. 
for _ Proposition embodies several others with which it is well 
a 1¢ Members of the House to be familiar at the start. If tests 

®to be made by the United States Government of the quality 










the su 





of coal for the coal operators of the country who now have the 
facilities for the making of these tests, and whose province and 
duty it is to make their own tests of the coal from their own mines, 
we should note this new departure of the Government. If pur- 
sued, we shall have the pharmacists of the country asking us to 
test particular drugs; we shall have the inventor of a patent nos- 
trum or medicine asking Congress with equal right to put a gov- 
ernmental O. K. on that nostrum or drug. 

The distillers of the country will feel that they have a right to 
come to Congress asking the Agricultural Department or some 
other branch of the Government to test for them a particular 
brand of Old Crow whisky or any other brand of rye or corn 
whisky. In other words, the Government, when it is asked to 
make a test of this coal product of the country, is asked to make 
a departure in governmental province. The coal product is pro- 
duced by companies that have the money to make their own tests. 
They are amply able and capable, and they can combine in a 
trust, if they wish to do so, for the purpose of making tests of 
their respective coals. 

This proposition involves more, as is shown by the St. Louis 
proposition that comes to us now again, and it was involved in 
the Buffalo proposition and the Charleston proposition, both of 
which came back asking appropriations that they expressly prom- 
ised not to ask. If for two years you divert $30,000 from the 
Federal Treasury to make these tests, with the $400,000 worth of 
machinery furnished free to you, you will find these centlemen 
coming here at the end of that time asking you to purch: hat 
machinery. Thus it is true you magnify the great Geological 
Survey branch of the Government, you create new officers and 
new salaries, but do you ever expect to abolish them hereafter? 
Vain hope it is, but at the same time you fasten a precedent that 
will enable all people with all manner of products to come and 
ask like aid of the Government and a like certificate to their par- 
ticular products. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman from Indiana permit an interruption? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If the gentleman from Indiana 
will read the latter part of this amendment he will see that it is ex- 
pressly provided that all testing machinery and all coal and lignite 
to be tested shall be contributed without charge to the Government. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, That is true, that the amendment 
so provides. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, if the gentleman will 
read the amendment again he will see that the real purpose of it 
is to provide $30,000, which would pay the expenses and salaries 
of the United States employees engaged in the testing. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. As Iunderstand, that is all the 
Federal Government is asked to do. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. That is right—$30,000 a year. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, I understand that the 
reason why the Geological Survey asks that this be done now is 
because at the St. Louis Exposition there can be assembled fair 
samples of all the coal and all the lignite in the entire country. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The companies not to select 
the samples, but the Geological Survey men to select their own 
samples, which are to be donated by the companies and to be sent 
at the expense of the companies to St. Louis. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The samples for the test 
be donated. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The Geological Survey men 
go to the mines, select their own samples, and then the c 
nies give them this coal and the companies pay the expense of 
getting the samples to St. Louis. There they will be tested, with 
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the machinery furnished, under the same climatic conditions as t 
all of them, so that the comparison of samples and the tests can 
be perfectly fair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
has expired. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
tend to me five minutes more. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I yield to the gentleman fi 
more. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Now, that is true, Mr. Chairman. 
The Geological Survey asks $30,000 for the ingrafting of a sys- 
tem of testing coal, and we shall use the machinery owned by 
the coal-mine owners to do this testing. 

I warn gentlemen when you find Greeks coming to you bearing 
figs in their hands. If we give them an appropriation of $30,000 
for two years you will find them asking you to make this bureau 
permanent and continue this force and buy this machinery, just 
as we find to-day there is an appropriation by an amendment of 
the Senate asking us to appropriate $4,600,000 to the St. Lonis Ex- 
position, when they pledged us solemnly that they would not again 


I will ask the gentleman to ex- 


ve minutes 
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come to the House for an appropriation when we gave them be- 
fore the $5,000,000. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Can I rely on the gentleman’s 
indulgence for one moment’s interruption? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. This very same character of 
work is being done now by the Geological Survey, except instead 
of having to have the men at one place to-day they are doing it 
all over the country and are sending men to all the mines. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And sending men to exploit new 
mines and new territory, not taking the entire product of estab- 
lished mines, and then testing the samples; but not to any con- 
siderable extent has the Government entered even this exploring 
for new mines and new mine territory. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Not to any considerable ex- 
tent, but doing that very work, and the only reason they are not 
doing it toa considerable extent is because they have not the same 
machinery and the same climatic conditions at all the mines, so 
that the tests can not be made under similar conditions, and thus 
secure efficient work. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But not to the extent of want- 
ing an appropriation in this way. Let me ask the gentleman if 
the mines have not already the men and the appliances to make 
these tests, and if they are not doing it, showing the value of the 
coal, and showing the value of their own property? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It is made by the mines, by 
each mine operating, and therefore the mine will furnish the very 
best sample that can be furnished by their own mine, and the 
coal which furnishes the test of the company is an untrue,’ or at 
least unfair, test. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. How would the gentleman differ- 
entiate between the Government making tests of coal property 
and making tests of a particular drug or a particular ane of 
whisky by the National Government? Why should not these pri- 
vate parties engaged in this business have their own tests made 
or have the tests made under the State jurisdiction? 

‘ Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Whisky is not a geological 
eposit. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Oh, no; but how would you dif- 
ferentiate as to the other aspects of the case? When you enter 
that field there will be no stopping it, and before two years there 
will be an attempt made for an increase in this work, just the 
same as there was for the Buffalo and Charleston expositions. 
There will be an effort made to make this a permanent bureau; 
and this you will have encouraged by your laws, giving this recog- 
nition of itand making precedentsin the laws. If it is the policy 
of the Government to go into the State field and to go into the 
private industrial field, among men who are able to make trusts, 
to increase the price of the cost of their products, people who are 
able to pay for the tests of the samples of their own coal—if you 
do this you are going to enter upon that field, dangerous to my 
mind and not justified. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion, if he will yield to me. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman refers to the ability of the 
coal miners in different parts of the country to have tbeir coal 
tested at their own expense. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I mean the coal operators and 
the owners of mines. 

Mr.SHERLEY. Isit not possible, under this provision, for any 
man owning coal lands which have not been developed, and who 
is uninformed as to the quality of the coal, to have a test made 
that, if satisfactory, might enable him to place his coal lands on 
the market—one who otherwise could not bear the expense of 
private tests; and is not the Government test the only really valu- 
able one? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But if you give them this bounty 
and paternalism the gentleman well knows that in the adminis- 
tration of affairs these people with large interests will all go there 
and be preferred and get their coal tested, and it is for the pur- 
pose of having this made for people who are amply able to make 
the test for themselves. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman does not think it would be 
right and proper for them to do this. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman from Indiana 
permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will ask the gentleman if this is 
not done to prevent monopoly and if it is not done for the purpose 
of ascertaining whether or not coal briquettes may be made mer- 
chantable by the employment of lignite coal? I understand that 
in almost every State there is lignite coal which is almost value- 
less at present. If that can be manufactured into briquettes and 
can come into competition with bituminous and antharcite coal, it 
would furnish a cheap fuel to the nation and prevent monopoly. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I understand, then, the evrt], 
man agrees with me except as to briquettes. tea. 4 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has exnir.J 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes +, 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLiams]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I think that 
this work is of very considerable importance to the people of thie 
country. I think it very well that the people should have some 
reliable analysis coming from some authoritative and impartial 
source, and the gentleman from Indiana is mistaken in thinking 
that this isa new thing. So far as the character of the work i. 
concerned it has been going on already, and the very object of 
this amendment is that we may be able tocarry it further with Jess 
expense than it has hitherto been costing, because it follows abso. 
lutely, of course, that there will be less expense when all the coals 
are upon one ground and tested with one sort of machinery at the 
same time rather than sending the men around all over the coun. 
try, paying their traveling expenses while going from mine to 
mine, in order to do the work that is proposed to be done. 

Mr. OLMSTED. If I understood the gentleman from Miggjs. 
sippi, he stated a moment ago that the United States Geological 
Department already has men engaged in this service in varions 
parts of the country, but that it can be done more economically 
at St. Louis and to greater advantage. Then why not cal! in 
those men from the other parts of the country and let them do it 
at St. Louis under salaries which they are now receiving and with- 
out this additional expense? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, it would cost 
an additional expense for these men to be sent out to the fields—to 
the mines. This $30,000 is supposed to carry all the expense of 
sending them to St. Louis, and if they were sent to all the various 
mines and did identically the same work it would possil)ly cost 
$200,000. Now, I take it for granted—— . 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Wait a minute. I take it for 
granted the executive chief, whoever he is, will, wherever men 
can be spared, from the nonnecessity of doing work in the field, 
send those men thus spared from the work elsewhere to St. 
Louis, but they are to be paid certain expenses even at St. Louis, 
although those expenses are less than the expenses that would 
have been incurred if they had been sent to the mines them- 


selves, 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But, Mr. Chairman, I suggest to 
the gentleman an infinitesimal amount of work so far is done as 
is clearly shown in this short sentence, ‘‘ while isolated partial 
tests of coal have been made in America, no such comprehensive 
series of tests, etc’’. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Thatisvery true. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I have no fear of this becoming ‘‘ permanent,”’ because 
I have no fear the St. Louis Exposition will become ** permanent.” 
There is some very important work to be done in this connection. 
They are trying to make experiments with lignite, for example, 
putting it into briquettes to furnish a cheap fuel for the people as 
a substitute for the higher-priced bituminous and anthracite coal. 


to the 


| They think with the machinery at St. Louis they can try that ex- 


periment to an issue, whether in a successful or a nonsuccessful 
manner I do not know. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from Mississippi permit’ 
Is the gentleman from Mississippi aware of the fact that tests are 
now being made commercially all over the West or the North- 
west with respect to the subject of lignite? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The only difficulty in the way of the succes 
ful manufacture of briquettes from lignite is the fact that no one 
has yet discovered a binder that will make the briquettes of sull- 
cient solidity or hardness so that they will stand shipment __ 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is just what the Geolog- 
ical Survey proposes to do. : 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, it is the fact that our people interesic¢ 
in the development of this industry have had all the experience 
of the German Government or the German people in the manu 
facture of briquettes, and in Germany briquettes are manulac 
tured without any binder at all. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Those are peat 
briquettes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, peat briquettes and lignite briquettes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I did not know they were 
manufacturing them of lignite without a binder. ol 

Mr. TAWNEY. They are manufacturing them on avery aTs® 


scale. ak 
TheCHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mississ!pP! 
has expired. Fe 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Does the gentleman desire additi 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes, sir. el 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Then I yield to the gentleman suca Ur 
as he desires, 


Not lignite. 


nal time? 








1904. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi, I was aware of what the gen- 

‘man from Minnesota—— a 
- TAWNEY. Just one word, as the gentleman’s time has 
t = extended. Two prominent gentlemen in Minneapolis about a 
ear OF so ago took with them a mechanical engineer to Germany, 
ir they spent some six or eight months over in Germany investi- 
iting this very thing. The gentleman said to me that he thought 
f 4 y could make briquettes successfully if they could get the Ger- 
: machinery, but that the duty on the machinery was so high 
geo be impossible to do it, and so they are going to under- 
- ke, and have undertaken, to make plans and specifications for 
re machinery here in the United States. They are now being 
prepared for the building, first, of the machines to manufacture 
the beignetine : re lignite, and then for making them without 

» binder at all. 
a a see any necessity, as this is being done by private par- 
ties, for this appropriation. I think all the investigation the 
(Government could make is being now made by those to whom I 
have alluded -—s by a I a are very largely inter- 

sted in the development of this country. — 5 
: i WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, the Geological 
Survey does not —. — . ——- = the Led oa 
The machinery wil at St. Louis, the lignite wi 1ere, the 
a binding materials proposed will be there, and they wish 
to illustrate as an object lesson to the entire people, if they can, 
how to manufacture these briquettes, a substitute for the more 
expensive fuel. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendment 47. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, of course the motion of 
the gentleman from Mississippi has precedence over a motion to 
nonconcur, but after this matter has been discussed we would 
like to have the House pass upon the merits of the case, because 
weshall feel that the conferees of the House are bound by the 
action of the House. As to our informal nonconcurrence here in 
other amendments, where there has been no discussion, naturally 
the conferees will not feel bound; but where the matter has been 
discussed and the House has passed upon it the conferees will 
feel bound to carry out their instructions. Therefore I hope the 
committee, in voting for this, will understand that they are pass- 
ing upon the merits of it. 

Mr UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I did not intend to dis- 
cuss this amendment, but since the gentleman from Indiana has 
made the announcement that the conferees will feel bound by it 
Ifeel it my duty to say a few words in favor of the adoption of 
theamendment. We are engaged in the United States in mining 
domestic coal, and we have to some extent developed a foreign 
coal trade. We are supplying ships from foreign ports with coal. 
The coal trade of Pennsylvania, West Virginia, and Alabama is 
attempting to get into the South American market in competi- 
tion with European coal fields. We have a great many different 
varieties of coal in this country, from anthracite down to soft 
bituminous coal and lignite. Our coals are not known like the 
European coals. Outside of a very few coals in this country, one 
or two in Pennsylvania and a few in West Virginia, we have no 
coal that is so well known in the world to-day that you might 
denominate as a standard coal in the markets of the world. Now, 
When you are dealing with a foreign country and foreign ships 
you must have some standard, so that you can know what they 
are, how much fixed carbon there is in the coal, how much volatile 
latter there is, so that the captains of the ships may, in order 
tosafely land that coal aboard their ships, determine whether there 
lsany danger of explosion or setting their ships on fire by reason 
of the volatile matter contained in the coal. Therefore I think it 
r = - i interests of the country that this amendment 

Houle © Ar optec 3 
,_ the foreign coals in all the great countries have had numerous 
od ae foreign competitors in the coal trade have had their 

ul tested, and they are standard coals known to the shippers 
an known to the consumers, and when we go into the market 
cla coal we have got to have something that can stand 
— it. It will be of great benefit to us in the foreign markets 

2 9 the United States Government apply a test to the various 
: . : of this country on which we can rely and which we can give 
wh ® foregn purchaser and the foreign shipper, showing exactly 
on ~~ 18 buying from an official test by the United States Gov- 
_ nent. For that reason I think it is wise that we should adopt 
we sendinent. I think that the expenditure is the least that 
2 Ave make to have the test properly made, and as the chairman 
‘i is committee has announced that the conferees will feel bound 
tion Vote in conference, I hope the House will adopt the propo- 
on ROBINSON of Indiana. Does not the gentleman know 
ere dite have standard tables containing all these things that are 
insure, throughout the world as much as are the tables of life 

“surance companies? 

Mr, UNDERWOOD. There is no standard test of coal to-day 
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that is satisfactory. The naval board has a test by which they 
are buying certain coal. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, The business interests have tables, 
and so do the coal operators. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Only business concerns; and one tests 
coal by one method and one by another process, so that they are 
not standard. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, 
tables. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There are no standard tables on this 
question that are official. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
I know. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Where are these tables, by whom are 
ba made, and how do they become standard? 

r. ROBINSON of Indiana, Any man knows who is dealing 
in coal that there are tables giving the heating qualities, the 
amount of carbon, etc. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Of course there are standard tables 
showing what ought to be in a standard coal, but where are the 
officials of this Government that publish a standard statement 
showing what are standard coals? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Why, there are those tables, I 
say. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Name them. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Oh,I am not an expert on the 
matter, but I have referred to those tables and experts have told 
me about them. I will give the gentleman the statements 
about it. 

Roper is a standard authority, and Haswell and Hawkins. Our 
Government has its Bureau of Standards furnishing authority, 
and the Navy Department for years has not been in darkness but 
has the light, as we all have, of its expert tests of coal, and another 
authority is Chief Engineer Isherwood. The books and tables 
are all available. Babcock, Wilcox & Co., of New York and 
London, under the head of steam, its generation and use, in their 
book of 1897, give us the ‘‘ Table of American coal,’’ as follows: 








They have gone into standard 


They are not by the United States, 





| Theoretical value. 















: Percent | Pounds 
State. Kind of coal. of ash. | In heat | of water 

units. evapo- 

rated. 
Pennsylvania’. ...... I icninnaccnuodiein 8.49 14. 199 14.70 
I ea eistvinse Si lad at aa ta ed } 6.13 13. 585 14. 01 
NN i el tictecianeeis Ronudindd Cthas sc ncuibabiisinieiiemeinaial 2.90 14. 221 14.72 
as eral i hancninehnccanetiiiiiete 15. 02 13. 143 13.@ 
Connellsville ............... 6.50 13. 368 13. 84 
Semibituminous -.......... 10.70 13. 155 13. 62 
Pl ee 5.00 14. 021 14.51 
.| Youghiogheny .. e 5. 60 14. 265 14.76 
BrowW2...<<<--<- 9.50 12. #24 12.75 
SSE eS: 2.75 14. 391 14.89 
iii a ante dnatianaiins 2.00 15. 198 16.76 
easeaciel hn Alias csindic hie henna 14. 80 13. 360 13.84 
cs denyitndnmioen wie 7.00 9. 326 9.65 
0” Sa Bureau County ............ 5.20 13. 025 13.48 
i | Mercer County ............ 5.60} 13.123 13.58 
Dl cbadsiniineuietion (SS 5.50 12. 659 13.10 
PD entccedcncncd | EE 2.50 13. 588 14.38 
Te iiss reuvdamanensee 5.66} 14.146| 14.64 
DAS os hice cde iba ated beemeimmeen 6.00 13. 097 } 13.56 
Maryland ..........- ie eee 13. 88 2. 226 12. 65 
APRRTERE ..2<ccccue- | EAD snccccs 5.00 9.215 | 9.54 
Colorado -........... aoe MS aie a 9. 25 13. 562 | 14. 04 
i idieaieadinnise css ic aretha latinas 4.50 | 13.866 | 14.35 
ee eid I ini erlin dacaccbiatielitaliindininate 4.50; 12.962 13. 41 
Washington -......- ccna a htictihinnshe. cube. Ginknaiinidl 8.40 | 11.551 1. 96 
Pennsylvania. ....-- 1 PRION idccncccssesusese ta teins Gein 20. 746 | 21. 47 


| 


Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to make any 
lengthy statement in regard to this matter after what has been 
said, but in so far as my State has a coal area greater than that 
of the State of Pennsylvania and much of it undeveloped, and 
that the trouble in developing some of that area has been due to 
the fact that the public at large has not had accurate information 
as to the value of those coals, I am very desirous of seeing the 
House concur in the Senate amendment. The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Roprnson] made his objection on the basis that the 
large coal-mine operators had ample money to have all the tests 
made that were necessary. He overlooked the fact that under 
this provision a man who has virgin coal lands and has not the 
capital sufficient to have a test made, nor the machinery, and the 
place where a test can be made, would have a place where he 
could have the test made, the accuracy of which will be accepted 
by the world at large. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And without expense to him. 

Mr. SHERLEY. And without expense to him, other than the 
transportation of his coal to St. Louis. Not only is that true. but, 
as has been said by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- 
woop], there is this situation existing to-day. Take a sample of 
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coal to any man whom yon desire to interest in the development of 
coal lands and tell him that what you have is a coking coal, and he 
immediately wants to know what proof there is of that fact. 
is not wiiling to accept a private analysis, and you are brought 


up immediately with the statement that unless you have some | Indiana that he is assured by the Clerk that no am 


proof to show that this coal is of fine coking quality, equal to the 
Connellsville coal, which makes a standard coke, you have ex- 
ceedingly great difficulty in getting him interested at all. 

Now, the Connellsville coke is an old established coke, but there 
is coal in my State superior to the Connellsville coal which to- 
day is undeveloped because there has been no method by which 
its value could be brought to the attention of people desiring 
to invest in and develop coal lands; and for the paltry sum that 
is carried in this appropriation to forego the opportunity that 
this presents to exploit the coal areas of America seems to me to 
be carrying economy to an absurd point. I hope the House will 
vote in favor of concurring in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I hope the House 
will concur in this Senate amendment. In my own State, a few 
years ago, the State legislature, at considerable expense, sent its 
State geologists to Germany for the purpose of endeavoring to 
ascertain whether or not semibituminous or lignite coal, found 
in abundance in Texas, could be manufactured advantageously 
into coal briquettes. In that State, and I suppose the same is 
true of many other States, there is quite a large territory under- 
lain with lignite and semibituminous coals, which at present can 
not be used because it air-slacks and becomes coal dust. As I 
understand the proposition stated in this Senate amendment, the 
German manufacturers of briquette machinery propose to bring 
their machinery to St. Louis, so that any locality in the United 
States having this quality of coal—which coal is now valueless 
and useless—can ship a carload or more of it to St. Louis and have 
it tested in this German-made briquette machinery, and it can 
there be ascertained whether or not, by the purchase of such ma- 
chinery, the locality shipping the coal can put in a plant of its 
own, so as to manufacture its coal into briquettes successfully 
at the mines. Therefore I hope that this amendment will be 
concurred in. No appropriation, in my judgment, would better 
subserve the interests of the entire people of the United States. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Thisis not an expenditure; 
this is an investment. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Certainly, and an excellent invest- 
ment, and, in my judgment, no better investment could be made 
by the people of the United States. 

Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Chairman, in some of the States of the 
Northwest the surface is underlain by very large deposits of lig- 
nite. Now, this lignite is not of uniform quality, and it issought 
to determine to what extent it can be used profitably for house- 
hold purposes, for manufacturing, and for the purpose of raising 
water to irrigate arid lands. While some of it in certain locali- 
ties can be profitably used, it still remains to be determined to 
what depth one must go to get the best quality, such as can be 
used most profitably in all these lines. 

Now, these Northwestern States lie midway between the an- 
thracite fields of the East, the bituminous fields of the Central 
West, and the coal fields of the further West, and coal there 
brings a higher price—the cost of all kinds is greater than in 
almost any other part of the country. And the bulk of this lig- 
nite is so great as it is found in its natural condition that the 
freightage on it is excessive—that is to say, it can not be carried 
beyond certain narrow lines to be sold at a price which will en- 
able the people to use it to advantage. So that while the anthra- 
cite coal may have certain standards, and while the bituminous 
coal may have certain standards, as has been suggested here, 
there is great necessity for experimental efforts with the lignite 
obtained in these fields to determine to what extent and within 
what radius it can be profitably used. 

And, further, there is a great necessity for experiment on this 
lignite to determine whether or not it can be profitably put in the 
form of briquettes so as to make its use more diversified and more 
extensive. Itis of great importance to the people of the Middle 
West, so to speak, that these experiments should be made, and 
the experiments will be beneficial to the whole country. I trust 
that my amendment may be adopted. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. [I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAmMs] that the committee 
recommend concurrence in amendment No. 47. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, for fear that we may have 
overlooked some one amendment in this bill I ask unanimous con- 
sent that any amendment which has been overlooked be noncon- 
curredin. I exclude, of course, from this request the amendment 
in regard to the St. Louis fair. 

Mr. OLMSTED. What amendment does the gentleman sus- 
pect may have been overlooked? 





He | kind. 








| ment to the Senate amendment. 


— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. In running over this bill wo may h: 
passed some total which needed correction, or somethin, ay nave 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inform the gent) 


Pann 


ema? 
Lal 
hument } 


Mr. HEMENWAY. If the Clerk is very sure of ; 


the totals are correct—of course it is all right. ro 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, when he makes his porcu 

the House, will so report. — 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Then, Mr. Chairman, there js on. 

amendment now pending, I believe—amendment N 10, J 

that that amendment be reported. Te 
Amendment No. 10 was read, as follows: 


Louisiana Purchase Exposition: For the purpose of further aja 
ment of the cost of the construction, completion, and openi: ‘ 
ana Purchase Exposition, at the city of St. Louis, on or before Ay 
$4,600,000; said sum to paid to the Louisiana Purchase Exposition ¢ 
the request of the president of said company,and in amountsas follows: | 
million dollars upon the passage of this act, $1,000,000 during the month»? p. 
ruary, $1,000,000 during the month of March, $1,000,000 during the : 
April, and $600,000 during the month of May, 1904: Provided. That + 
sums, $100,000 shall be paid by said Louisiana Purchase Exposition Compa: 
to, or on the order of, the board of lady managers of said exposition { 
purposes as said board of lady managers shall approve and at 
said board of lady managers shall request the same. 

That to insure the application of all said moneys to the purposes for w) 
thesame isappropriated, the Secretary of the Treasury sha! ntas 
person or persons whose duty it shall be to supervise the disbursement of + 
same when paid, as herein provided, and to make a full and complete repors 
thereof to him as he may require: Provided further, That the amount 
appropriated when paid to the Louisiana Purchase Exposition Comp: 
herein provided, shall constitute an indebtedness of the said cor 
Government of the United States and shall be repaid by said 
Treasury of the United States. That for the purpose of protecting th 
ernment and insuring the repayment of said sum of $4,600,000, the G 
ment shall have a first jlien upon the gross receipts of said expositior 
pany from all paid admissions to She gvesnts of said exposition and from 
moneys received from concessions. That before any part of this ap) 
tion is paid, as hereinbefore provided, the said Louisiana Purchase Ex] 
Company shall execute, to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Trea 
an instrument in writing giving and securing to the Governn fir 
upon its said gross receipts, and said anponion company shal] at t! 
time guarantee to the Government, under suitable penalties, that the said 

oss receipts are then entirely free from liens, mortgages, or other in 

rances, and that it will not pledge or in any way incumber or 
said receipts so as to injure or affect the right of the Government rst 
Se Seeerem the amount to be returned to the Treasury, as herein | 
vided. 

The said Louisiana Purchase Exposition Company shall repay into the 
Treasury of the United States the said sum of $4,600,000, as follows: On t 
15th day of June, 1904,seid Louisiana Purchase Exposition Company sha!! 
port to the Secretary of the Treasury in detail the total amount of al! 
gross receipts received by said company from June 1 to June 15, | inclu- 
sive, and 40 per cent of such receipts shall then be paid by said company t 
the ae of the Treasury as a part payment for the loan to saidcom] 
herein provided for, and after that and during the continuance of said © 
sition a like report in detail shall be made on the Ist day of each mont 
upon the 15th day of each month, and in the same manner 40 per cent ot 
gross receipts of said company shall be paid to the Secretary of the Tr 
ury, as before provided, until the entire amount of $4,600,000 shall hav: n 
paid to the Secretary of the Treasury in satisfaction of said loan: P l 
Jurther, That if at any time after said exposition company has recei\ 
amount hereby appropriated it makes default in the application or int 
payment of said sum, or any part thereof, as herein required, the! 
that case, the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized t 
the collection and take ession of all said gross receipts and cont 
supervision oak Pen until the full sum of said $4,600,000 has 
lected and repaid into the Treasury of the United States, as herein prov 

In accepting the amount hereby appropriated the said Louisian rchase 
Exposition Company shall be taken and held to agree to all the termsan: 
conditions pom, which the same is made and upon which the 
repaid into the Treasury of the United States: Provided, That rang 
and halter-broke cattle from all sections of the United States, whether s 
or below the quarantine line established by the Secretary of Ag! 
may be exhibited at the Louisiana Purchase Exposition under su 
tions as may be prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture. 


Mr. TAWNEY. I desire to offer an amendment to the * 
amendment; and I will state that I am directed to do so by' 
Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. _ 

The amendment of Mr. TaAwNEY was read, as follows: 


Strike out, after the word “shall,” in line 11, page 5, of the engrosse: 4 
of the Senate amendments (line 6, page 12, of the printed coy Gov : 
including the word “loan,” in line 21 of said engrossed copy 
printed copy), and insert the following: se, 
“At the same time be paid to the Secretary of the Treasury ane ti" 
after, during said exposition, and until said sum of $4,600,000 shalt & 
fully paid as herein provided, a like detailed report of said gross ™ 
be made by said Louisiana Purchase Exposition Company on the 8" *"" 
day of each month, and in the same manner and at the same t ne ee a 
of said gross receipts shall be paid by said company to sa! iS ee a ws 
Treasury: Provided, That from and after the lst day of July, 1 oy Oe the 
the said sum of $4,600,000 shall have beon fully paid, the said 5 pieneoses 4 
15th and Ist day of each and every month of 40 per centof sale §) 
shall not be less than $500,000." i 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing on *! 


been overlooked. 








+ 




















hoor 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask the gentleman from Se ; 
[Mr. Tawney] what is the difference between his ameno” 
and the present text of the bill as it comes from the Sena a 
the reading I could not catch precisely the difference. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I had supposed that the general @) a ae 


this proposition would come on a motion to concur Nl "Yd. 
amendment as amended. The difference between “> °™ 
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sont and the Senate amendment relates entirely to the repay- 
on of the amount which it is proposed to loan to the exposition 
eet Under the Senate amendment the exposition com- 
oe eoul be required to pay to the Government 40 per cent of 
‘hair gross receipts, and if at the closing of the exposition the 40 
cent should be found insufficient to pay the entire indebted- 
cc of $4,600,000, then the Government would have to come in 
with other creditors and participate in the distribution of what- 


ver remaining assets there might be. 

: The proposition I have submitted requires the company to pay 
not less than $500,000 on the 15th of July, a like sum on the 1st of 
Anonst, and soon until the $4,600,000 has been repaid. Now, 
‘ho Government is to receive 40 per cent of the gross receipts 
1»xine the month of May and the month of June. It is reason- 
‘ile 49 suppose that 40 per cent will at least take care of the 
2aii).000if the subsequent months will enable them to pay $1,000,- 
i). so that $4,000,000 will have been paid by the Ist of Novem- 
wor, thirty days before the closing of the exposition—that is, if 
‘ha amendment which I propose is adopted. 

“Mr, BARTLETT. The amendment of the gentleman, I think, 
ayplies to the wrong line in the bill. Probably the gentieman 
~ronared it as an amendment to this print, and the amendment 
‘: being made to the House bill. I merely wanted to call the at- 
tention of the gentleman to that so that he could get it technically 
correct as to the line to which it applies. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I prepared the amendment to 
the House print of the urgent deficiency bill, as the Senate amend- 
ments are numbered. Itison page 12 where I propose the amend- 
nent, after the word ‘‘ shall,’’ in line 6. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I think your amendment read to line 16. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Line 6, down to and including the word 
“Joan,” in line 16, striking out all of that and substituting what 
Ihave sent to the Clerk’s desk. It simply makes definite and cer- 
tain the amount that is to be paid, beginning July 15, every two 


weeks. 

Mr. PAYNE. When is the first payment to be made? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The first payment is to be made on the 15th 
of June, and the second payment on the ist of July. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I should like to hear from my 
friend from Minnesota seriously on the proposition of the Goy- 
ernment ever being paid back a cent if we make this loan. 

Mr. TAWNEY. hen the amendment is agreed to, I shall 
move to concur in this amendment, and will endeavor to address 
myself to the merits of the proposition. I understood from gen- 
tlemen around me that they had no objection to this amendment, 
inasmuch as it was adding a further security, or making definite 
and certain the fact that the Government would receive this 
money out of the receipts of the exposition. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman 
from Minnesota a question. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SULZER. I desire to know if the commissioners of the 
exposition favor his amendment? 

Mr. TAWNEY. They are in favor of it. 

Mr. SULZER. Then [ shall favor it and vote for it. I want 
todo all I can to make this great exposition a success. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
j Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
that the House committee provided that all of the gross gate re- 
celpts should be devoted to the repayment of this loan, instead of 
i r oo, : = that was the House proposition. Am 

mistaken in 1at? 
M t.TAWNEY. The Housecommittee prepared and submitted, 
at the request of one member of the subcommittee on Appropria- 
ons of the Senate, the amendment which is printed here at the 
i: ore of page 1 of the hearings before the Committee on 
idustrial Arts and Expositions. 

_ GILLETT of Massachusetts. 


amendment? 

Mr. TAWNEY, 
amendment requires 
ber cent of the gross 


‘ 
it 


Did you offer that as an 


No, but it amounts to that. The Senate 
the repayment of this fund at the rate of 40 
suai oneal receipts from paid admissions and from con- 
thittee me monthly. The amendment which the House com- 
pe ian P red provided for a lien upon the gross receipts from 
than @5n@ ee esions, and then required the payment of not less 
“7,020,000 semimonthly, beginning on the ist of July. 

senate changed that—and the change was made at the 


The 





a the committee, not at the request of the exposition 
, Aity—and provided that if at any time the gate receipts were 


he Secretary of the Treasury should supervise the 


} sufficient t 


n) f (he gross receipts. They provided what they thought 
the Qo cient for the collection of the money. 

; 1€ t0vernme ’ 
Missions anc 


in 
CO 
n 
es ‘hon o 
to ; They gave 
nt a lien upon the gross receipts from paid ad- 
1 from concessions, but requiring the repayment of 





the loan at the rate of 40 per cent of the gross receipts semi- 
monthly, and the making of a detailed statement of the total 
receipts from all sources. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Then, as I understand, the 
amendment that you drew was less favorable to the exposition 
than this Senate amendment? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think so. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. You do not offer that now? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Theamendment which I have offered amounts 

| to practically the same thing, because in the amendment origi- 
nally proposed by the House committee they were required to pay 
not less than $500,000, beginning on the 1st of July; but this 
makes the first payment on the 15th of June, so that the payment 
on the 15th of June and the payment on the Ist of July will equal 
what under the House amendment would have been the ist of 
July payment. 

In the amendment the House committee now proposes that 
after July 1 the payments shall not be less than $500,000: so that 
if 40 per cent does not equal $500,000, then in that case they will 
be obliged to pay the balance of the $500,000 out of the 60 per 
cent. Now, I will say that that must be done every two weeks, 
and, under the amendment I have offered, by the the 1st of No- 
vember the entire amount will be paid, and if there is default in 
the making of any of these payments the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is authorized and directed under this provision to take pos- 
session of the gate receipts, to collect the receipts, and to apply 
them to the payment of this indebtedness. 

In order that there may be no question as to whether the ex- 
position has agreed to this proposition and is thereby bound by 
it, there is an additional provision that in accepting this loan the 
exposition company shall be taken and held to agree to the con- 
ditions upon which the appropriation is made, and upon the terms 
and conditions upon which this indebtedness is to be repaid to 
the United States. 

Mr. BURLESON. 
question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. [yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BURLESON. As I understand the gentleman, the Com- 
mittee on Industrial Arts and Expositions, of which the distin- 
guished gentleman is chairman, has passed on the Senate amend- 
ment and given its approval to every part of the Senate amend- 
ment with the exception of the amendment the gentleman offers, 
including that portion of the Senate amendment which provides 
for the exhibition of range and halter-broke cattle above and be- 
low the fever line. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Every other part of the Senate amendment, 
including that part referred to by the gentleman, is agreed to by 
the committee. The amendment I have just offered relates only 
to the repayment of the money. , 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Is it the honest opinion of the gentle- 
man that if this loan shall be made the money will be returned to 
the Treasury of the United States? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is the honest opinion of the: chairman of 
the committee, and I think of even those few members of the 
committee who are opposed to the proposition, that it will be 
repaid. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Iam very glad to hear that. 

Mr. TAWNEY (continuing). And that judgment is based 
upon the experience of Chicago. It will be conceded by every- 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


Am I mistaken in supposing | body who knows anything of what has been done at St. Louis in 


the matter of buildings and grounds that it far surpasses the ex- 
position at Chicago, and it is believed that because we are ina 

| more prosperous period than we were in 1893, when the Chicago 

exposition was held, the attendance will be very much greater 
than at Chicago and the receipts necessarily larger. 

At Chicago the number of paid admissions was over 21,000,000. 
The receipts from paid admissions were almost $11,000,000, and in 
addition to that there were other receipts received by the Chi- 
cago Exposition that made the receipts between $16,000,000 and 
$17,000,000. 

To secure the repayment of this loan the Government of the 
United States has a first lien, not only declared by this act, but the 
act itself provides that before a dollar of this money shall be paid to 
the exposition company the exposition company must enter into 
| andexecute an instrument in writing, giving to the Government 
| of the United States an express lien upon its gate receipts and re- 
ceipts from concessions, and in addition to that it must guaran- 
tee that they will not dispose of or in any way incumber those 
| receipts so as to interfere with the return of the money to the 

Dnited States. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to ask the gentleman what be- 
came of the nearly $17,000,000 of gross receipts of the Chicago 
Exposition? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Five millions of it went to pay the bonds that 
were issued as a first lien upon the gate receipts. ~The balance of 
it went to pay the expenses and debts of that exposition, and be- 
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tween 19 and 20 per cent was paid to the stockholders of the Chi- | country as compared with 1893, there are only two possible 


cago Exposition. This is shown in their final report. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Was any of it paid to the Government? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; andno provision of the law making the 
appropriation required the repayment to the Government of a 
dollar of the appropriation. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Was there even any possibility of making 
any return to the Government? 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the Government had provided in the orig- 
inal appropriation for the Chicago Exposition, as the Fifty-sixth 
Congress provided for the original appropriation for the Louisiana 
Exposition, namely, that the Government should receive one-third 
of the net receipts, the Government would have received the same 
percentage that the stockholders received. 

Mr. HEPBURN. How much would that have been? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I can not tell the gentleman. Between 19 
and 20 per cent. 

Mr.HEPBURN. The Government would have received, under 
that reduced percentage, about 13 to 14 per cent. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the Government had participated in the 
final distribution it would have materially reduced the per cent 
received by the stockholders. That is very manifest. 

Now, thisamendment makes this an indebtedness. If gentle- 
men will read the amendment carefully they will see it is hedged 
about in every possible way for the protection of the Govern- 
ment and to insure the return of this money. It makes it an 
indebtedness against the exposition company, and to the extent 
of the gross receipts of the exposition company it makes the Gov- 
ernment of the United States a preferred creditor and secures 
the repayment of the money by making it a lien upon the gross 
receipts. This is done both by the act and by the contract which 
the company must execute before they can get a dollar of this 
money. 

Mr. PAYNE. Did the Chicago Exposition borrow money for 
which bonds were issued upon the gate receipts? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understand Chicago borrowed money for 
which bonds were issued. 

Mr. PAYNE. To the amount of $5,000,000? 


Mr. TAWNEY. I understand it was $5,000,000, but I will not | 


be positive. 

Mr. PAYNE. And they borrowed from banks and private in- 
dividuals? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; in 1892. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. And that was paid back? 

Mr. TAWNEY. And that was paid back. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield to the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. BURKETT. AsI understand, the gentleman is speaking 
of this being a good loan. Suppose the receipts did not pay the 
running expenses and leave this 40 or 60 per cent (I do not know 
the exact amount, 40 per cent, I understand), what would then 
be the result? Suppose 60 per cent is given for the management 
and 40 per cent for the Government loan; I think those were the 
figures. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURKETT. Suppose that 60 percent left does not run the 
fair; then how is the Government going to get its money? 


per cent will not enable the exposition company to pay $500,000 
every two weeks, and the Secretary of the Treasury will have to 
go in and take possession of the total receipts. 

Mr. PAYNE. And run the fair? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No, sir; simply collect the receipts. 

Mr. BURKETT. What Iam trying to get at is, What are you 
going to do with that fair? You say it is sure to come back. 
This is going to be an expensive proposition; there is to be more 
ground than in the Chicago Exposition; there are to be more ex- 
hibits, and it is to be largerin a great many respects, all of which 
means greater expense, and it is going to be more extensive than 
the Chicago Exposition. Now, suppose the expenses are larger 
than you anticipate and it will take more than the margin you 
have left to the exposition management, what is the management 
going to do when we take out this 40 percent? Congress will not 
be in session then, and they can not come to Congress and ask for 
more money, as they have done in the past. Whatare you going 
to do in that contingency? . 

Mr. TAWNEY. That isa matter that will address itself to the 
exposition management, I will respectfully state to the gentleman 
from Nebraska. It is easy for gentlemen to suppose conditions 
that will render this exposition an absolute failure, none of which 

‘are probable. You can suppose conditions even that will render 
it such a failure as to be a disgrace to the United States after 
having invited the nations of the world here to participate in com- 
memorating this great event; but I want to say this to the gentle- 
man from Nebraska, that there are only two conditions, in my 
judgment, in view of the present prosperous conditions of the 








tions—they are not probable, neither of them—that wil] y, Be noe 
impossible for the Government to get back this money, anq that 
would be a pestilence or a conflagration wiping out the gate a 
ceipts and all other receipts entirely, or a faiture on the part of 


the Secretary of the Treasury to enforce the provisions of ¢} 
These are the only conditions. 

Mr. BURKETT. Has there been any other exhibition in oy; 
= that has had 40 per cent profits to turn over to any. 

dy? , 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; the Chicago Exposition had more thay 
that. The Chicago Exposition paid all of its indebtedness. 

Mr. BURKETT. According to the gentleman’s figures, as | 
gathered them here, that was not 40 per cent by about 44 per cent 
All they saved out of it was only about 36 per cent, and that js 
the best return that is on record. 

_ TAWNEY. Ido not know to what the gentleman refer; 
at all. 

Mr. BURKETT. I got the figures from the report somewherg 
that all the indebtedness and all they paid back to the stockholders 
only made about 354 per cent of the total receipts. Therefore it 
cost more than 60 per cent altogether to manage, and that is the 
best return on record. It cost more than 60 per cent to run the 
exposition. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; the gentleman 
is including the cost of construction. 

Mr. BURKETT. This four million and a half that they are 
asking for is cost of construction. s 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman includes in his estimate the 
cost of construction, and we have already paid fifteen millions 
for that. 

Mr. BURKETT. Is not this for cost of construction? 

Mr. TAWNEY. A part of it. 

Mr. BURKETT. Now, you are going to pay the running ex- 
penses of the exposition and anything more that it may cost to 
construct it, and pay this back, and you expect to doit with 40 per 
cent of the profits. Isay there is not a fair that ever occurred 
that paid 40 per cent over and above the cost of construction. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not a fact that the Omaha Exposition 
paid every dollar of its indebtedness and paid 92 per cent back to 
the stockholders of the amount they had advanced? 

Mr. BURKETT. What was the gentleman’s question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Iask the gentleman if the Omaha Exposition 
did not pay out of its receipts the cost of construction, operating 
expenses, and then pay back to the stockholders 92 per cent of the 
total amount they contributed? 

Mr. BURKETT. Yes; I made that exception when I started 
out, or I intended to if I did not. But the Government only gave 
$200,000 to the Omaha Exposition, and the State of Nebraska put 
in $100,000. It was a little affair, it was not expensive, it was 
right in the center of the continent, and was exceptionally and 
liberally patronized. It was the only one that ever paid to that 
extent. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Let me give the gentleman another example. 
The first international exposition ever held in the United States, 
in 1876, when Congress appropriated $1,500,000 as a loan without 


Lis law, 


| taking a dollar of security; every dollar of that money was paid 
Mr. TAWNEY. If the 60 per cent does not run the fair, 40 | 


back by the Centennial Exposition after all the debts and expenses 
were paid by the exposition company. 

Mr. BURKETT. Was that 40 per cent of it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I don’t know whether it was 40 per centor 6 
per cent. I know that after all the indebtedness was paid this 


money was to be returned, and every dollar of it was returned. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
Mr. TAWNEY. One moment, till I yield to the gentleman 


my left who has been seeking to interrupt me for some te. 
will yield to the gentleman from Texas. si 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. I want to ask the gentleman t © 
is not a fact that the Chicago Exposition borrowed $5,000,000 ane 
pledged the gate receipts therefor? : 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; it borrowed that amount in 15!?, as I 
am informed. ; 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Why can not the St. Louis company 
do that without appealing to Congress? , ts 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is just what the St. Louis people a 
trying todo. I will endeavor to answer the gentleman further 
later on, after I have yielded to the gentleman from lowa. bis 

Mr. HEPBURN. How much has the Governmant up tos 
time advanced to the exposition? ; f 

Mr. TAWNEY. We appropriated $5,000,000 by the act ° 
March 8, 1901. 

Mr. HEPBURN. To be returned? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No. P 

Mr. HEPBURN. What were the terms of that grant: || 

Mr. TAWNEY. I willstate. Section 19 of the act 0! ep 
8, 1901, is the section that appropriated the $5,000,000, anc tor" 
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formation of the committee I will read the condition upon 
= ‘h that appropriation was made. The gentleman from Iowa 
Wt others will recollect that in the first session of the Fifty-sixth 
A ress, Congress enacted a law stating that when St. Louis or 
oan  neitiO nagement had raised to the satisfaction of the 

b » expositic nma £ 
ae Treasury the sum of $10,000,000, that then the 
Gecretary of the yu s we" ae 
Government would appropriate $5,000,000 to aid in building and 
carrying on the exposition. c . E 

"In the second session of the Fifty-sixth Congress, which con- 

ened in December, 1900, the people from St. Louis came on here 
vith a certificate to the effect that they had raised this sum of 

&10,000.0 0). The city of St. Louis voted $5,000,000, and the citizens 
*¢St, Louis and other parts of the Louisiana purchase territory 
hal contributed five millions more. The mayor and the city 
officials certified to these facts. But that was not sufficient for 
the Secretary of the Treasury. He wanted to know whether the 
contributions were valid, whether the parties making them were 
able to fulfill and carry out the contribution contracts, and there- 
fore he had the gentleman in charge of the subtreasury and the 
United States district attorney in St. Louis go over all the evi- 
dence, both as to the legality of the action of the city council 
and as to the validity of these contracts and as to the financial 
responsibility of the men who had subscribed to this fund. He 
then certified to the Fifty-sixth Congress, and that is the reason 
for the language with which this section begins: 
gp, 19. That whereas the Secretary of the Treasury has certified, under 
taof February 6, 1901, that the Lousiana Purchase Exposition Company 
1s presented to him proof to his satisfaction that it has raised $10,000,000 for 
oat maccount of inaugurating and carrying forward an exposition at the 
city of St. Louis, Mo., in the year 1903, to celebrate the one hundredth anni- 
yersary of the purchase of the Louisiana territory; therefore, there ee 

sriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriate 

m of $5,000,000 to aid in carrying forward such exposition, to pay the 
ries of the members and secretary of the national Commission herein 
authorized, and such other necessary expenses as may be incurred by said 
commission in the discharge of its duties in connection with said exposition; 
and to discharge all other obligations incurred by the Government on ac- 
count of said ex poaies noms for = — of +. own buildings and the 
vaking and care of its own exhibits at said exposition. 
mThat the ener hereby appropriated shall disbursed under the direc- 
tion of the said Louisiana Porc Exposition Company under rules and 
regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury and upon 
vouchers to be approved by him: Provided, That, except for the payment of 
the salaries and expenses of the National Commission, no pest of said appro- 
priation shall become available until the sum of $10,000,000 shall have been 
expended by said company on account of said exposition to the satisfaction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided further, That all sums expended 
by the Government on account of said exposition including the salaries and 
expenses of said National Commission, except for the erection of its own build- 
ings and the making and care of its own exhibits at said exposition, shall be 
aad to and paid out of the appropriation of $5,000,000 herein provided for 
such purpose. 

Now, under that provision the expense of the National Commis- 
sion was paid. The salaries of nine National Commissioners were 
paid out of this appropriation of $5,000,000, as well as the salary 
of the secretary of the Commission. _ Then there is a provision 
allowing $10,000 annually for contingent expenses, for office 
rent, and for other incidental expenses connected with the busi- 
ness of the National Commission. Allof thathascomeout. The 
life of the Commission extends, I think, from March, 1901, to the 
ist of July, 1905. The nine commissioners are paid each at the 
rate of $5,000 a year, and the gentleman can estimate about how 
much will be necessary to expend for that item out of the $5,000,- 
000, none of which goes to the construction of the exposition or 
Wo its opening or to its operation. 

If my memory serves me right, these amounts aggregate in the 
neighborhood of $249,000 or $250,000. That comes out of that 
$5,100,000 appropriation. In addition to that the governor-gen- 
tral of the Philippines, now Mr. Secretary of War Taft, when he 
On here in 1901, proposed to the Louisiana Purchase Exposition 
+ say that if they would pay out of their treasury $100,000 
the uilippine government would appropriate $500,000 to deiray 
a expense of that magnificent Philippine exhibit, which will 
oa » Perhaps, any other exhibit in the exposition. Subsequent 
wie an the rinderpest and the plague. Governor Taft then 
$500,000 le exposition company that they could not raise the 
ite i and asked the company for a further contribution from 
Geneeaee™ of $100,000, and the Louisiana Purchase Exposition 
0) donde sPhropriated that additional sum, making in all 
that - Which goes to help make the Philippine exhibit.’ Of 
a 1ere has been taken out now, I think, $164,000, and that 

a must come out of the $5,000,000 appropriation. 

pymens at Phan that, the Fifty-seventh Congress authorized the 

ca "Oe ~50,000 of this $5,000,000 in souvenir gold coins of 
Side of enothnn w®, Sid@ was the head of McKinley and on the 
$359 oe net set of these coins is the head of Jefferson. That 
agement n gold coin has been turned over to the exposition man- 
anywhere ae time there were no gold dollar coins to be had 
} » and it was the judgment of everybody that that coin 


Wo ° 
mite readily for not less than $3. The price was fixed at $3, 








.) Jave not been able up toth tti i 
th Pp e present time to dispose of more 
42 314,000 of them at that price, but having entered into a con- 
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tract with those that did purchase at $3 each that they would sell 
for no less, they are not disposing of them for any less, and can 
ontdoso. That $236,000 is available as collateral, but that is all 
they are worth at the present time, unless they want to pay them 
out for labor or on contracts. 

As a matter of fact, it will be seen that for the purpose of con- 
structing the exposition and opening the same the exposition 
company has received about $4,250,000. Now, the Government 
expressly excepted, in the act making the original appropriation, 
the expense of building its own building and of making its own 
exhibit, and in the Fifty-seventh Congress we appropriated money 
for the erection of the building and for the purpose of defraying 
the expense of the Government exhibit. In addition to that we 
also appropriated $40,000 for an Indian exhibit. We appropriated 
$50,000 to aid the Territory of Alaskain making its exhibit. We 
appropriated $25,000 to aid the people of the Indian Territory in 
making their exhibit. So that the total amount or total cost of 
the Government building and the Government exhibit, including 
these appropriations for Territories, amounts, if my memory 
serves me right, toa sum between $1,400,000 and $1,500,000. That 
will _ the question of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hrp- 
BURN]. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is in addition to the $5,000,000? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iunderstand the gentleman to say that there 
was no pledge, no obligation for the return of this $5,000,000 or 
any part of it. Was it not always discussed here as a loan, and 
did not every advocate of that appropriation speak of it in that 
way? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will read the section—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. I ask the gentleman. He was here at the 
time and is absolutely familiar with the circumstances. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This is the condition, to be exact, upon which 
the appropriation was made, and the gentleman can call it a loan 
or he can call it an absolute appropriation. This is the condition 
upon which the appropriation was made—viz, that if there was 
one dollar of net receipts, the Government of the United States 
would get 33} per cent of that dollar, the city of St. Louis would 
get 33} per cent, and the contributors to the $5,000,000 fund would 
get the other 334 per cent. Section 20 provides that there shall 
be repaid into the Treasury of the United States the same pro- 
portionate amount of the dollar given by the United States as 
shall be repaid to either the Louisiana Purchase Exposition Com- 
pany or the city of St. Louis, provided that this section shall not 
be taken or construed to give the United States a right to share 
in the proceeds of said exposition beyond the actual amount appro- 
priated to aid in carrying forward said exposition. 

Mr. DALZELL. Let me ask the gentleman a question. Was 
it not also expressly understood at that time that that $5,000,000 
gift of the Government to the exposition was all that the Gov- 
ernment was to be called upon to give? Was not that expressly 
stated on this floor? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It was—not in that language. 

Mr. DALZELL. In substance, was not the pledge made on the 
floor of the House that if that sum of $5,000,000 was given to the 
exposition the Government would never be called upon to con- 
tribute another dollar; and was there not a provision put in the 
law excluding the idea that the United States should ever be 
called upon to contribute anything more? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Idonotknowof any such provision in the act. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, I will call the gentleman’s attention to 
the language, if he will allow me, in order to avoid any trouble 
on this subject, for we all recollect that Congress has had some 
considerable experience in this industry that has grown up in the 
United States—of having expositions. We recollect how we had 
to pay out $500,000 to pay the debts of the Buffalo Exposition 
upon the ground—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. What is the gentleman’s question? [Laugh- 


ter. 

itr, DALZELL. Allright. I want tocall the gentleman’s at- 
tention to this provision in the act: 

That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to create any liability of 
the United States—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. I was coming to that. 

Mr. DALZELL (continuing to read): 
direct or indirect, for any debt or obligation incurred, nor for any claim for 
aid or pecuniary assistance from Congress or the Treasury of the United 
States, in settlement or liquidation of any debts or obligations created by 
said Commission. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Iam glad that the gentleman has called my 
attention—— 

Mr. DALZELL. I will ask the gentleman now, just for the 
purpose of getting his views on the subject, whether or not he 
does not consider this application now made to Congress for this 
additional aid to be a violation of the pledge made on the floor of 
the House and in the act itself? 
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Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman that I do not; 
and I do not think the gentleman himself, good lawyer as he is, 
would make any claim of that kind. He knows this is not an 
application for an additional appropriation, but merely for the 
use of a certain amount of money on condition that it be repaid 
and upon security that will insure its return. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. If my colleague willallow me 
a moment, I should like to ask him whether it is not estimated 
that the 40 per cent here referred to will yield something like 
six and a half million dollars—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Over eight million. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. While this loan amounts to 
only four and one-half million. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say in answer to my colleague that the 
estimate given to the committee—and I think the reasonableness 
of it will appeal to any man who reads the hearings before our 
committee—was that 40 per cent will amount to not less than 
$8,000.000. Calculated on the basis of the gross receipts at the 
city of Chicago it would be over six million. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. And your judgment is that 
the attendance at St. Louis, by reason of its climatic conditions, 
will be more uniform and steady, and therefore larger throughout 
the period of the exposition? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is the judgment of the committee, and 
there is another reason, too, for that judgment in addition to the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


reason stated by my colleague—the fact that there will be no cold | 


spring or cold fall at St. Louis and that the exposition will con- 
tinue until December 1. If you draw a circle around the city of 
St. Louis, 500 miles in diameter, you will find that yow havea 
much larger population, almost three times, certainly twice as 
large a population as if you should draw a similar circle around 
the city of Chicago, because to the north of Chicago you have noth- 
ing but water or waste. The city of St. Louis has in the terri- 
tory surrounding it a much larger population than the city of 
Chicago in a corresponding expanse of territory. In addition to 
that there is the enormous increase in population in the South- 
western States and Territories since 1893. 

More than that, in 1893 the Southern States did not participate 
to any great extent in the Chicago Exposition, and their people 
did not attend to any great extent because of the hard times then 
prevailing. To-day that section of our country—happily for all 
of us and for them—is in a more prosperous condition than it has 
been for a great many years, if not ever before. So that there is 
every reason to believe that the attendance at St. Louis will be 
much greater than it was at Chicago. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. So that it would not require 
40 per cent? The thing that the committee and the House are 
concerned in is the certainty of the return of thismoney. Now, 
referring to the experience in Chicago, I understand my colleague 
to assert—-and of course since he asserts it it must be so—that 
Chicago was able not only to pay $5,000,000 of a loan—a larger 
amount than this loan—but to return to the contributors 19 per 
cent of their contributions. Now, the query is, If Chicago with 
her attendance was able to pay $5,000,000 of a loan and 19 per cent 
of the contributions, why will not this company be able to pay 
four and one-half million dollars, since there is no further obliga- 
tion to be paid by the stockholders? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think, Mr. Chairman, that anyone who 
will take the trouble to go through the hearings and study the 
proposition as to the population and attendance will agree that 
the Government is secure, and Iam sure there is not a man on 
the committee who has studied this subject who is not satis- 
fied that the security is ample to insure the repayment of this 
money. The objections made to the proposition are objections on 
constitutional, not other, grounds. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman state what the present in- 
debtedness of the exposition company is, and how it is secured? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I can not state the amount of the present in- 
debtedness of the company. Of course they have outstanding 
contracts on the buildings that are not quitecompleted, and build- 
ings that have been completed but have not been accepted. It is 
estimated, however, by Governor Francis, who is at the head of 
the exposition, and by Mr. Thompson, who is the treasurer and 
chairman of the executive committee, that this $4,600,000 will pay 
all of the cost of completing the exposition and the expense inci- 
dent to the opening of the same and operating it until the gate 
receipts are ample for that purpose. 

Mr. FINLEY. Howis the indebtedness secured? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The outstanding indebtedness of the company 
is not secured at all. There is no lien of any kind on any of the 
property, and I am authorized to repeat what the chairman of the 
exposition company said to the Senate committee. When they 
spoke about giving a lien upon the buildings, the reply was that 
they would be perfectly willing to doit provided in case of de- 
fault the Government would pay for removing the buildings. 
Under its contract with the city of St. Louis that has donated the 


| suitable penalties, that they will not appropriate or use oy di 
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use of the beautiful Forest Park of that city the exnositi, 
pany must pay for the removal or must remove the by3), 

Mr. FINLEY. I understand that the gate 
mortgaged or liened at all. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Notatall. Not only that. if the eo tlem: 
will pardon me, but this amendment provides that before a doe 
of the money is paid to the exposition company that com; aoe 
must enter into a written contract with the Government , ft} ’ 
United States not only securing this loan by an express lion whj.1, 
can be filed there and which will meet the requirements of the 
local law, but they must also stipulate in that contract ur Jer 


er 


mo) . 
Niding 


the receipts or encumber them in any way, by mortgave or 0+! ~ 


wise, so as to interfere in any way with the right of the Gover 
ment to receive the same in payment of its loan. 

Mr. FINLEY. Then I believe you hold to the pri positi 
the security is ample? 

Mr. TAWNEY. AsIsaid before, I think the security is amy), 
There are only two conditions that might happen that would jn. 
terfere. One would be the destruction of the exposition gq that 
there will be no receipts or a failure on the part of the Secretary 
of the Treasury to enforce the law. aoe 

Mr. FINLEY. I think the gentleman said something a mo. 
ment ago in reference to the gate receipts at Chicago. Now. po 
loan was ever made by Congress to the Chicago Exposition on the 
basis of gate receipts, I believe. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; there was a direct appropriation in aid of 
that exposition. 

Mr. FINLEY. I understand the gentleman estimates that the 
gate receipts will approximate something like $20,000,000, Am I 
correct? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; the total receipts. 

Mr. FINLEY. Now, would not the security be ample, so that 
the exposition company could go to a trust company or bank and 
make the loan of them? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think, ifthe gentleman will take the troub! 


n that 


to look through these hearings, he will readily see why it is far 
better, on account of financial conditions in certain quarters, for 
the Government to use $4,600,000 of the $158,000,000 now in the 
banks, yielding the Government no income whatever, for the pur 
pose of completing and opening this exposition which it has 
authorized—that it is better to take that $4,600,000 out of the sur- 


plus and apply it to this purpose and use it for three months aid 
put it back into the Treasury than it would be to jeopardize the 
business interests of any of the commercial or great business cen- 
ters of the country from which this money must otherwise be 
drawn. 

Mr. FINLEY. Even on that proposition can not the Secreta 
of the Treasury designate the banks in St. Louis, and de 
money there to the amount of $4,600,000 without Congress wak- 
ing this loan? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I presume he could, but it might subj 
to criticism on the ground that he was discriminating in favor of 
those banks as against others. The gentleman is aware, | sup 

ose, that the Secretary of the Treasury has made a call on allt! 
Conke for this proposed loan and the amount to meet the Panama 
Canal payments. 

Mr. FINLEY. Iam aware of that. ; 

Mr. TAWNEY. And among others he has made a call 
banks of St. Louis to the extent of three million. 

Mr. FINLEY. Has he not funds with which he can co! 
to make these deposits? a ie 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know whether there is sufficient s 
plus to enable the loaning of public money to nationa 
without interest, which method of loaning the publ 
approved by some people who seem very much oppose’ 
the amount necessary to insure the success of the greate 
sition the world will ever see—one, too, it has authorized 
vited the world to participate in making a grand success 

Mr. FINLEY. In all cases where loans are made 01 
bonds and ample security, United States bonds? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir. : oa 

Mr. FINLEY. I merely wanted to get the gentleman s 
on this point. ; : ale 

Mr. TAWNEY. In the opinion of the committee thes 
for the return of this money is ample. ae al 

Mr. PAYNE. Has the gentleman any better reason * 
requiring the company to borrow the money trom peopic "™ 
in the business of loaning money? - ide 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would like to discuss the matter In {™ 
was simply answering the gentleman’s question. J ei 
that any statement that I could make would be satist 
the gentleman from New York in relation to this parucul®, | 
ject. Nor doI think the gentleman would think it reasone™ 
a businesslike arrangement. ; ; 

Mr. PAYNE. It would be satisfactory if a busin: 


+ ity 
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a ne eae 


ur. TAWNEY. I started out to discuss the proposition, and 
wy time has all been taken up by answering questions in regard 
Dy details of the Senate amendment. 
BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman allow me 


to the 
t - hima question? — 
ir TAWNEY. Certainly. — . | 
i, BUTLER of Pennsylvania. For some information. 


ourse, there will be some debts against this concern. 


that WNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Can the gentleman tell me to 

shat extent? 

Wir, TAWNEY. No, sir. I answered that a momentago. I 
ean not say to what extent there are obligations. I do not know 
that there are any due and payable. I can not answer the gen- 
jeman. 

“ir BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Please tell me what legal proc- 
-or resort can be had by which those debts already existing can 
stponed and the rights of the Government substituted or pre- 
ered by reason of this act of Congress. Are the receipts of this 
concern pledged for the debts at this time? 

Mr. TAWNEY. In answer to the gentleman, I will say that the 
sbiectof this loan is to pay those obligations, and under the terms 
of this amendment it is the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to see that the money is applied to the purpose for which it is ap- 
propriated. That will wipe out any indebtedness for construc- 
tion or for labor and material. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
(00 in lebtedness at this time? 

Mr, TAWNEY. No, sir; it has not. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
ti f 


Of 
Is not 


e 
be 
f 
1 


aS ( 
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Has it got as much as $4,600,- 


nH) WuUs 
TAWNEY. 
nety days in which the necessary remaining construction 
must be completed. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
that time it will be $4,600,000? 

Mr. TAWNEY. 






vet 


the House committee that $4,500,000 would be sufficient to com- 
tlete the exposition and would meet the obligations. So that the 
Congress of the United States might be satisfied that there was 
ample security of getting the money back, and in order to insure 
the application of the money to the purposes for which it is ap- 
ropriated, the Secretary of the Treasury is given jurisdiction 
ver the disbursements of this money, so that there is no possible 
ground for fear of the Government losing by reason of any exist- 
ing contract at this time or any contract that may exist in the 
future, because before the money is paid a lien is filed upon the 
gross receipts of the exposition company. 









The gentlemen in charge of the exposition | 
have told the chairman of the Senate committee and have told | 


Then, why do you vant | 


The exposition is not completed, and there is | 


Do you mean to say that at | 





| ticipate in commemorating the acquisition of the territory 


Mr.LAWRENCE. lwouldlike to ask the gentleman a question. | 


Mr. TAWNEY. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Has any effort been made to secure this 
noney from banking institutions, and have they not been able to 
get it on account of the lack of security? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Iam not able to answer the question. 


Mr, LAWRENCE. The hearings before your committee do | 


not disclose that? 


Mr.BARTLETT. Ihave here the hearings on that question. | 


Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman asked if that application had 
ben made for the loan elsewhere. 


Mr. BARTLETT, Well, I have the answer to that. Mr. | 


Th mpson, the secretary, says that they never contemplated any 
other way of raising 
- Mr. Francis said that they had not considered any other way 
repblying to the Government. 
it. TAWNEY. Well, the gentleman from Massachusetts will 
,tstand very well that to come to Congress for legislation of 
oe! ; haracter and admit that application for a loan had been 
Coe ® elsewhere and refused would bea very good reason why 
ot oe not make it, if private individuals were not will- 
Pare Mr. Chairman, just one word in conclusion. I will say 
thic under the terms of this amendment we now propose I want 
tin is made” to keep these facts in mind: First, the appropria- 
beep rinted ®. Second, to insure the application of the money ap- 
tary of 4 the purpose for which it is appropriated the Secre- 
of the joe +reasury 1s given jurisdiction over the disbursements 
ceints of th y. Third, it is declared to be a lien on the gross re- 
$16,009 on © exposition, which at Chicago aggregated more than 
Disition eeimae CUrth, before any of this money can be paid the ex- 
tothe fia must execute an instrument in writing securing 
it will unde rnment of the United States a lien and a guaranty that 
with the rs Tno condition encumber this security so as to interfere 


ection of _ of the Government to enforce the lien for the coi- 


the money except by pledging their receipts; | 





repaid at the Treasury of the United States, beginning on the 15th 
day of June, by filing a detailed statement of the gross receipts 
and makea payment of 40 per cent of those gross receipts to apply 
on thisloan. On the 1stof July the same is to be done, andon the 
15th of July not less than $500,000 must be paid, whether 40 per 
cent of the gate receipts aggregate thatamount or not, and there- 
after on the ist and 15th of every month until the 1st of Novem- 
ber not less than $500,000, when the full amount of the loan will 
be paid. 

Now, if the exposition company makes default in the applica- 
tion of any of this money, or applies it to any purpose for which it 
is not appropriated, that would constitute a default, declared so by 
this act, and it would authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
take possession of the gates and collect the total receipts and 
apply them to the payment of this indebtedness. On the other 
hand, if they make default at any time in the repayment of this 
money, the Secretary is authorized, and it is made his duty, todo 
the same thing. Then, in addition and as a double security, so 
that there can be no legal question about the exposition company 
having agreed to this, we make it a condition precedent that they 
shall agree to it, and in accepting this money they are to be held 
and construed to have agreed to all the conditions upon which the 
appropriation is made, and all the conditions upon which it is to 
be returned to the Treasury of the United States. 

Now, this proposition to celebrate the one hundredth anniver- 
sary of the purchase of the territory of Louisiana did not origi- 
nate in the city of St. Louis. Ata convention held in that ci 
in 1899, attended by representative men appointed by the gove 
ors of the several States carved out of the Louisiana territory, i 
was decided to commemorate that event, the first and greate 
international event in the history of the United States, by holdin 
an exposition, and the city of St. Louis, being the metropolis of 
that great territory, was designated as the place. The people of 
St. Louis and the people inhabiting the territory of the Louisiana 
purchase have not started out on this proposition with any idea 
of commercial advantage or commercial profit—none whatever. 

They were actuated by a sense of duty. of patriotic duty, to the 
forefathers of this country, through whose sagacity and wisdom 
it became possible for the Government of the United Stat 
acquire and possess this territory, thus making it also possil 
the Government of the United States to become in less than one 
hundred years from the date of that purchase the greatest peop!e 
and one of the greatest governments on the face of the globe. I 
think, Mr. Chairman, that the committee should not consider this 
matter from the commercial standpoint in any sense. 

We owe to ourselves the duty of making this exposition a splen- 
did success. We owe it because under the authority of Congress, 
and by its express direction, the President of the United States— 
President McKinley—has invited the nations of the world to par- 
of 
Louisiana. They have accepted that invitation, and as an evi- 
dence of the commanding respect of our nation among the nations 
of the world let me say that every foreign government exhibiting 
at St. Louis has demanded more space both for its buildings and 
its exhibits than was demanded at Chicago. 

The foreign governments occupy 40 per cent more space at St. 
Louis to-day than they occupied at Chicago. There are ten more 
foreign governments exhibiting there than exhibited at Chicago. 
There are ten more States exhibiting there than exhibited at 
Chicago. Every State in the Union except two is participating 
in this exhibition, and almost all of them have erected magnifi- 
cent State buildix. s. This increased foreign participation and 
increased State participation in this exposition has carried the 
cost of the exposition far beyond the amount originally estimated 
as being necessary to complete and open the exposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has exvired. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimor sent 
that the gentleman may have five or ten minutes to c ie his 
remarks. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentlemen of the committee will under- 
stand that I have been interrupted all the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks that 
unanimous consent be given to the gentleman from Minnesota to 
have ten minutesmoretime. Isthereobjection? [Aftera pause. ] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, as a result of these applica- 
tions for increased space on the part of foreign governments that 
are now here upon our invitation and as our guests for the pur- 
pose of taking part in the celebration of this great international 
event—as a result, I say-—— 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
so expensive when we invited them. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That was a matter that Congress should have 
considered before extending the invitation. When you extend an 
invitation to a man to dine with you, you do not stop to measure 
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We didn’t think it would be 


he debt. Then it is provided that this money shall be ! the expense after he has accepted the invitation, do you? 
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Asa result of this increased demand for space the exposition 
company was obliged to build three additional exhibition palaces 
beyond the number originally contemplated. They started out 
with the idea that if they could equal Chicago they would be do- 
ing well, and estimated the cost of reproducing an exhibition like 
that of Chicago, and estimated that it would exceed $15,000,000. 
To-day they have 120 acres under roof for exhibition purposes. 
At Chicago they had 86 acres. To-day, at St. Louis, they have 
inclosed in the exhibition grounds 1,260 acres. At Chicago they 
had 680 acres. 

This space was demanded, and it was necessary to provide for 
it in order to supply the governments from different parts of the 
world we had invited to participate in this exposition with the 
amount of exhibit space which they required. 

Now, they also had to sewer these extended grounds. Why, 
gentlemen, I have a statement here showing that almost $3,000,000 
have been expended on these grounds, and you can not see where 
a dollar of it has gone. It is all underground, placed there for 
sewerage, water pipes to insure to the people attending this expo- 
sition the necessary sanitary and fire protection. An insurance 
agent said to me only last week that they had provided the best 
fire panes any exposition has ever had in the history of the 
world. 

Now, as a result of this increased cost they are here not asking 
for an appropriation, but simply asking for the use of $4,600,000 
for a period of about ninety days. The average length of time 
would be about ninety days. They ask for it on security that, in 
the judgment of the Senate and in the judgment of the House 
committee that considered it, is ample to insure the repayment of 
every dollar of the money we are asked to advance, and it is pro- 
posed to give it to them under conditions that will compel the 
return of every dollar of it, if there are any gate receipts at all 
or if the gate receipts equal $4,600,000. 

The Centennial Exposition had $1,500,000 given to them as a 
loan, and, after paying all the indebtedness, every dollar of that 
$1,500,000 was returned to the Treasurer of the United States. 1 
feel absolutely confident that this exposition in every respect will 
excel any exposition that the world has ever seen or ever will. 
believe that the attendance at this exposition will be far greater 
than that at Chicago and, inasmuch as we have provided in this 
amendment for the absolute return, and to prevent any misap- 
propriation of these funds except the repayment of the loan, that 
the Government of the United States will have every dollar of 
this $4,600,000 in its Treasury before the Fifty-eighth Congress 
convenes next December. [Applause.] 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Rn BARTHOLDT. What is the parliamentary situation at 
this time? 

The CHAIRMAN. A motion was made by the gentleman from 
Minnesota to amend the Senate amendment, and that will be fol- 
lowed by a motion to concur. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The motion to concur is pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion to amend is pending, and that 
will be followed by a motion to concur in the Senate amendment 
with that amendment. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. No time limit has been fixed for debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. No time limit has been fixed for debate. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, as far as the amendment 
to this paragraph of the bill offered by the gentleman from Minne- 
sota is concerned, I believe it improves the text of the bill and 
shall vote for hisamendment. But after the paragraph isamended 
I intend to vote against the whole proposition. Iam unable to 
find any sufficient reason why the Government of the United 
States should go into the business of loaning its money to a private 
corporation. I have heard many distinguished gentlemen on the 
floor of this House, and, if I am not mistaken, the distinguished 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] himself, abuse the 
Populist party for their idea of going into partnership with the 
United States Government. 

Mr.COCHRAN. Willthe gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Iwould like toask the gentleman if he thinks 
this is a private corporation? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I consider it a private corporation, al- 
though it is indulging in an enterprise that is of interest to all the 
people in the United States. 

Mr. COCHRAN. It is not in any sense a private enterprise. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No more than a bank or a railroad com- 
pany is a private enterprise if engaged in the business of the 
country. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Did the gentleman ever hear of a railroad or 
a bank that was doing business in which all the people are inter- 
ested? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I imagine a railroad is more or less of 
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interest to every man, woman, and child in the United sia: 
some extent. om States to 

Mr. COCHRAN. To what extent? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. To the extent that it carries the ; ail 
these people and delivers their letters; but Id Pen 
that subject. 

re ar = ee gentleman think that by going into 
it deep enough he could make it appear that ie einer ethe 
interest to be served? ” there is any private 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I donot know about that, Tunde 
stand there is a private corporation organized and that thers 
been stock subscribed. I do not understand that the com: a 
was organized for the purpose of making profits, but if hoeen 
any profits made after debts are paid I take it that the stock hold: = 
who subscribe their money will reap those profits. _— 

Mr. COCHRAN. One further question. Is it not customary 
in many States for the public to provide and pay the necessary 
expenses, including sometimes deficits, to keep up Stato fair a. 
sociations? cm 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, possibly the public does. but it 
does it out of the public property. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Does not the public do that out of funds 
raised by taxation? F 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I do not recall any institution— 

Mr. COCHRAN. I will ask the gentleman if the State of Ala. 
bama has not made such appropriations? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I was going to state to the gentleman 
that I do not recall any instance where the State of Alabama has 
done so. It may have done so in times past that I know not of 
but of my own knowledge I know of no such thing. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Does the gentleman think there is yery much 
difference in the aspect of this as a national enterprise and a State 
fair association as a State enterprise? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not say that I do. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Is a State fair association a private enter. 


rise? 
. Mr. UNDERWOOD. When it is organized by private corpora- 
tions for private gain it is. 

Mr. COCHRAN. And the gentleman says he does not think 
the St. Louis Exposition was organized for private gains. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not imagine it was; but it is organ- 
ized on that basis. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Then the only thing the gentleman says 
about this is that the incorporators of the World’s Fair Associa- 
tion incorporated under the laws as a private corporation? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Unquestionably, and if they make a 
profit the profits will go into their private pockets. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Can the gentleman suggest any other way in 
which these great public enterprises could be carried on? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have nodesire todothat. I will leave 
that to my friend from Missouri. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Well, I think the gentleman ought to leave 
it to somebody. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have not contended that this cory 
tion was organized as a private corporation to serve a private 
purpose; butit isa private corporation. Isay that when the Gov- 
ernment of the United States attempts to go into partnership with 
or to lend its money to a private corporation I draw no distinction 
between that proposition and the proposition that was made by 
the farmers of this country some ten or twelve years ago, 10 which 
they advocated that the Government of the United States should 
lend its money to them on their wheat and their corn and thelr 
bales of cotton as collateral security. eolins 

I have heard distinguished gentlemen on that side of the Hoot 
and on this inveigh against that proposition, and ¢h ul ngo its 
constitutionality, challenge the governmental power to 0s uch . 
thing; but here, when we come to a corporation In whic owe 
number of the a of the United States are interested, tom 
the point of i i seem 10 


0 not care to go into 


corpora- 


ublic interest or in a pecuniary way, they 
lose sight and thought of that proposition entirely. _,, the 
Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire 
gentleman regards this as an unconstitutional measure’ » 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; I will say candidly that 4 pied 
oint of view I do not think the Government of the Unite di a 
cos the power to use money collected by taxation for te purpos 
of making a loan to anybody. 
Mr. COCHRAN. Has the Government of the 
power to become a stockholder in a corporation: 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I do not think it has. 
personal opinion. rnited States 
Mr. COCHRAN. Does the gentleman regard the Unt ot the 
as interested to the extent of the $5,000,000 in this propem™y ™* ® 
exposition as it now stands? 4.4 Giatas GOV 
r. UNDERWOOD. [understand that the Unitec sat 
ernment has given to this exposition $5,000,000. 


United States 


That is my 
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Wr, COCHRAN. Does the gentleman not also understand that 
in the event that any portion of the liability, including that 
= 0,000, is paid, it should be paid back—— 
Pr UNDERWOOD. No; I do not understand that the Gov- 
emment of the United States shall ever participate in the profits 
+ any extent in the world. The gentleman may be better in- 
formed on that proposition than I am, but I understand that out 
of the profits the Government may get back its money, but it 
gill never participate in any profits of theconcern. I can not see 
the distinction between these two cases—that is, between the case 
of ending the people of my district money on the pig iron that is 
gacked in the yards, lending to a railroad company governmental 
: noney to complete the building of a railroad, and lending this ex- 
yosition money of the Government to carry on this exposition. 
therefore I think it improper—for myself, at least—to vote for 
his paragraph. But aside from that, on the question whether 
tho Government of the United States is secure or not, I take is- 
ee with the gentleman from Minnesota. I notice that in the 
conate hearings the president of this company was distinctly 
jsked how many people lived within a hundred miles of the city 
of Chicago. He was asked to estimate whether the gate receipts 
ot St. Louis would equal those at Chicago. But he did not answer 
the questi m,although he was asked it more than once. Hesaid, 
however, in response, after waiving a direct reply, that if: you 
would draw a circle around Chicago having a radius of 500 miles 
adasimilar circle with a radius of 500 miles around St. Louis, 
von would find a great many more people in the circle which in- 


closed St. Louis than in that which inclosed Chicago. 





, circle around it with a radius of 1,000 miles, and you would 
iore people within the radius of that circle than you would 
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S17 008 006 total receipts at Chicago were between $16,000,000 and 
17,000,000. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have not had an opportunity to study 
the gentleman’s amendment as carefully as I could wish. it pro- 
vides, as I understand, that the Government shall take charge of 
the receipts and take out acertain portion and repay its loan. 
Now, is there anything in this proposition that will allow the 
Government to take all these concession receipts; and if not, what 
security is there that the Government will be repaid? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The language of the amendment is clear and 
explicit. The Government, in the first place, has a lien by this 
act and by this contract on the gross gate receipts and on the 
gross concession receipts. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I recognize that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, then, on the basis of the receipts at 
Chicago—assuming that the receipts at St. Louis are to be no 
greater than they were at Chicago—the gross receipts from these 
two sources would aggregate almost $17,000,000. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. You mean 40 per cent. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No. I mean that the gross receipts at Chi- 
cago aggregated between $16,000,000 and $17,000,000. Now, if 
the St. Louis Exposition receives no more than was received at 
Chicago, the Government has as security for the repayment of 
its loan 40 per cent of about $17,000,000. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. In other words, $6,800,000. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Six million eight hundred thousand dol- 
lars, contingent on some 22,000,000 people passing through the 


nthe same way you might take some little interior town and | gates. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Let me call the attention of the gentleman to 
another fact in connection with this proposition. In the event 


ina similar circle around the city of New York, because in one | that default is made in the payment of this money at any one of 
ease your thousand-mile circle would extend into the Atlantic | the times specified in the act, then the Secretary of the Treas- 


7 


Ocean. 

We know as a matter of fact that these expositions are kept up 
ani paid for to a great extent by the people who live in the towns 
or cities within which the exposition is held or who live within a 
radius of 100 miles of such town; that from the people living be- 
yond such a radius the gate receipts are comparatively small. 


Now, sir, we find that the total gate receipts at the Chicago | 


Exposition were only about $11,000,000—the entire gate receipts. 

What have we pledged here as security for the loan it is proposed 

the Government shall make? The gate receipts of this exposition. 
Mr. TAWNEY. And the concession receipts. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD, By the gentleman’s amendment, pro- | 


vided it is adopted-——— 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. No; by the Senate amendment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The Government is to havea lien on the gross 
gate receipts, from all paid admissions, and also on all concession 
receipts: and the concession receipts on the basis of Chicago and 
Buffelo would be from 40 to 44 per cent of the gate receipts. 

Mr UNDERWOOD. As I understand the gentleman, then, the 
Government of the United States is pledged 40 per cent of the 
gate receipts to pay back this money. Now, the total gate re- 
cip's from the beginning of the Chicago Exposition down to its 
cose amounted to only $11,000,000. ‘You propose to allow this 
‘psition to ran for over two months—from April until June— 
deloreyou take one dollar of these gate receipts. 


May, so that the period which the gentleman speaks of as two 
iontis would only be four weeks. 
Mr. UNDER WOOD. Well, I understood the exposition was to 
“opened in April; I did not get the exact date. 
¢  COWHERD. The gentleman will also remember that the 
iti Louis fair is to run longer than the Chicago Exposition did. 
o to continue a month longer. 
ir. UNDERWOOD. What I understand is that not the entire 


rat 


5... Teceipts, but 40 per cent of the gate receipts, are to be paid, 


¥ 
es the 1ithof Jane. You throw out the month of May en- 
for 3 you say that on this basis the Government will be repaid 
ve) its loan. Now, you assume that the St. Louis Exposition is to 
oh - entire amount of gate receipts that Chicago did, with all 
». wumense city to draw from; and the total loan that you pro- 
- to make is $4,600,000. 
lierarn NEY. I hope the gentleman intends to be fair in his 
Mr Tenet this question. 
y UNDERWOOD. Tam trying to be so. 
,t TAWNEY. Then I hope the gentleman will state the 


dn teal has omitted to state that the lien is upon the conces- 
cinta g's 28 Well as the gate receipts, and the concession re- 
ipt 


8 will am : : 
Bate receipts —_ to 40 per cent of the gate receipts, and if the 


XXXVIII—110 


*sitning on the ist of June, and you begin to take out this propor- | 


| 


| 
| 








ury shall assume control of the gates and take possession of all 
the receipts upon which the Government has a lien. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I was coming to that, and that was one 
of the things 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If the gentleman will permit me, I have 
the paragraph here. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have already discovered it, I will say 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The gentleman spoke of gate receipts. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from Alabama has admitted 
that he is mistaken. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. It says the gross receipts. The Secretary 
of the Treasury shall take possession of the gross receipts from 
all sources in case of default in the payment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iam coming to what the gentleman has 
just referred to—that the Government of the United States, pro- 
vided there is default in the payment of $500,000, at any time, 





| until the amount pledged to the Government has been paid, may 


take charge of the gate receipts. Well, now, what does that 
mean? He takes charge of all the receipts of this exposition pro- 
vided there is default. Now, if this theory about the fair work- 
ing out and paying so much money is a mistake, and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is compelled to take charge of these receipts, 


what has he to do to get his money back? He has got to run that 
Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, the gentleman must be fair. The expo- | 
‘ton is not to be opened until the last day of April or the 1st of | 


exposition company, because if he does not pay the employees, 
buy the material that is necessary to run it, pay the bands, pay 
for the balloon ascensions, he will not get anybody there and 
there will not beany money. In other words, by this amendment, 
under a possible contingency, the Government of the United 
States is invited to go into partnership with a side show. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Will the gentleman point out the part of it 
that he refers to? _ , ; Een a4 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, I said that there isa provision in this 
bill— 

That if at any time after said exposition company has received the amount 
hereby appropriated it makes default in the application or in the repayment 
of said sum, or any part thereof, as herein required, then, and in that case, 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to supervise the collec- 
tion and take possession of all said gross receipts and continue such supervi 
sion and possession until the full sum of said $4,600,000 has been collected and 


| repaid imto the Treasury of the United States, as herein provided. 


Mr. COCHRAN. Doesthat makethe Government in any senso 
a part of the management of the exposition, except to take pos- 
session of its gross receipts? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I just stated that if he takes possession 
of all its gross receipts, and does nothing else, it will stop the ex- 
position, because there will be nobody to pay the doorkeepers, to 
pay the ticket sellers, to pay the dime-museum men. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I understood you to say that we would go 
into partnership with a side show. But did you say that the ex- 


re $11,000,000 you have 40 per cent more to add to | position would stop? 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. Begging the gentleman’s pardon, I said | the friends of the measure to aid in its passage. Surely this¢} 


that some time ago. I said that this provision would force the 
Government, in case of a default, to take charge of the exposition 
and run it in order to get its money back. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And then what would happen to 
it when the public knew that it had been levied on? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is all I desire to say now about 
this matter, and I desire to yield the balance of my time to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Barr- 
LETT] is recognized for forty minutes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that Icaught 
exactly the statement made by the gentleman from Minnesota 
[| Mr. TAWNEY], the chairman of the Committee on Industrial Arts 
and Expositions, as to the position of members on that committee. 
I do not think he intended to say, if he did say so, that the mem- 
bers of that committee were all in favor of this Senate amend- 
ment. That is what I understood him to say. 

Mr. TAWNEY. On, no; the gentleman misunderstood me, I 
did not say so. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I did not say that. 

Mr. BARTLETT. [tried tointerrupt the gentleman, but found 
it was not his desire to be interrupted. 

Mr. TAWNEY. What I did say was that it was the judgment 
of every member of the committee that the security would be 
ample, and those who did object to it objected upon other 
grounds than that the security would be amply suiiicient, 
is what I intended to say. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I knewthe gentleman did not intend to say 


IT was informed the gentleman said that. 


That | 


that all the members of the committee favored this proposition. | 


Mr. TAWNEY. 
Georgia and recognized it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, Iam not in favor of this 
proposition and can not vote for it. no matter how ample I may 
think the security given is to protect the Government, nor can I 
even accept the statement of the gentleman from Minnesota that 
it was agreed that the security was ample. I do not think that 
the proposed lien will be any greater security than the simple con- 
tract of this exposition company to pay. I say I entertain views 
different from my friend, the gentleman from Minnesota [| Mr. 
Tawney], Mr. Chairman, with reference to this proposition. I 
was one of seventy-five Members when the roll was called in June, 
1900, who in this House went upon record as against the proposi- 
tion in its inception for the Government to aid this exposition by 
giving it $5,000,000. 
ject. 
pending the money of the people in aiding these expositions or 
shows of this character. 


Il knew the attitude of the gentleman from | 


se 


10u]; 
estop the same gentlemen, who are now urging this uld 


extend ‘‘ pecuniary assistance’’ to this exposition ¢) a to 
good faith and conscience they should not now be bens cs. 
its violation. lo urge 
This company who are here asking for this loan of the nee) ‘ 
Pople § 


money for the purpose of carrying on the enterpr ae 

corporation have made no effort to borrow money frou t}y, oe mn 
or any other source. They came to Congress in the fips fates e 
relying doubtless on the fact that the United States 9 om :) 
full, and upon the belief that this Congress in this ace of 9}),. d 
progress and extravagant expenditure of the pul matter coin 
be more liberal and extravagant than any of the p Pag 
gresses. 

In confirmation of this I read from page 25 of th: 
fore the Committee on Industrial Arts and Exposition 
ruary 1, 1904, 

Mr. GARDNER, a member of that committee, asked ( 
Francis this question: 





Suppose this does not meet with Congress's approval, v 
todo then? You are going to borrow that money from | 
pose’ 

Mr. Francis replied: 

We have not considered that. I suppose that a few 
few, would have to raise this money by mortgaging our 
personal collateral of some kind, and getting the money a 

Mr. GARDNER. The gates won't shut? 

Mr. Francis. Oh, no. 


And Mr. Houser, a member of the committ: 
present to urge the committee to favor this propositioi 
If it takes all our fortunes, the gates will not close 


And Mr. Thompson, a leading and well-known banker and 
financier of St. Louis, stated before that commitive the { 
to be found on page 40 of the hearings: 
The people living in St. Louis are anxious to have the g: 
parties who were shaking their heads at first are now e1 
is no question in the mind of anyone connected with t! 
will be a grand success. Not only will it be a success as 
be a commercial success. I do not want to guarantee that 


| able compensation for so doing, because if I am goi 


I have not changed my views on this sub- | 
I am still opposed to the policy of this Government ex- | 


When the Government makes its own exhibit and erects the | 


buildings for such exhibit, that is as much as should be asked. I 
shall not vote for anything more. I remember very well, being 
then a member, as I am now, of the Committee on Industrial Arts 
and Expositions, from whom the bill providing for the St. Louis 
Louisiana Purchase Exposition originally came, when all the gen- 
tlemen. one of whom is now president of this exposition and one 
is the treasurer, and a number of most elegant gentlemen, came 
before us from all parts of the country, including the present Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and governors of various States embraced 
in territory comprising what is known as ‘‘the Louisiana pur- 
chase,’’ and urged us to report the bill which finally was passed 
March 3, 1901. It may have been well that the Congress enacted 
that law. 

I am not going to gainsay it now. But I know full well that 
it was passed at the urgent solicitation of these gentlemen who 
now are here asking for this loan; and when we were considering 


the proposition to grant this, the largest sum that had been given | 


to an exposition of this character, we were told that Missouri would 
pay $10,000,000 before a dollar would be expended from the Gov- 
ernment Treasury, and that they would not follow the example 
of other exposition companies, which had in the past appealed to 
Congress for more money; that with the $10,000,000 which would 
be subscribed and paid in by St. Louis and her people and the 
$5,000,000 which the United States Government was asked to 
contribute, they would be amply able to inaugurate and carry to 
a spoeneene end the great enterprise that was then being under- 
taken. 

The act of Congress of March 3, 1901, to provide for holding 
this exposition in the twenty-fourth section provided as follows: 

That nothing in this act contained shall be so construed as to create any 
liability of the United States, direct or indirect, for any debt or obligation 
incurred nor for any claim for aid or pecuniary assistance from Congress or 


the Treasury of the United States in support or liquidation of any debts or 
obligations created by said Commission. 


Doubtless this section was placed in the bill at the instance of 








business 1 want a percentage, but parties who have look 
and who have made estimates feel safe in saying that 
scribers—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Including the Government? 

Mr. THompson. Yes; including the Governmentandthecity. Ever 
who has estimated carefully says that we will get back 50 per cent ot! 
lay, and I think if you take the figures Governor Franc 
morning and analyze them you will see why that is reasonal 
it is reasonable to estimate that we will have $7,500,000 over a 
running expenses of the exposition. 

So that if this proposed contract with the Government's: 
security and the prospects are so flattering that s exp 
will be so great a financial success these gentlemo nl 
to easily borrow this money from the banks, who 
in the business of lending money. They should not be permit 
to borrow it from the Government of the United States, tor 
ought not to engage in the banking business. she 

Ihave another objection. I believe this kind of legislation is 
viciousand should not be upheld. The original pro} to aid 
in holding and contributing $5,000,000 thereto was | t 
ate upon an appropriation bill, as this one has pi 
Senate through ‘‘ Senatorial courtesy,’’ and it w rought | 
and carried through the House on a vote on a © ence I 
had on an amendment to the sundry civil appro) 

June, 1900-—— 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman permit 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Does my friend intend to convey there 
that St. Louis has not made good her word in 1 

Mr. BARTLETT. No; and nobody who understanus the ® 
lish language could understand that I intend nvey 
such idea. I did not state it, nor insinuate 1f, becaus: 4 
Francis, in the hearings before the committee 0 
Saturday, made a statement showing that it ha 
it could not otherwise than have been done un! 
of the Treasury had violated the solemn provisio! 
der which this exposition is being held, because that wt ™ 
them to be satisfied from evidence that ever) : 
$10,000,000 had been subscribed by the people of >! Mor" ° 
expended before the Secretary of the Treasurys) scien 
of the $5,000,000 appropriated to this exposition; abe *®. | 
the Secretary of the Treasury will comply with t w and © 
he has complied with the law. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. He has. son ts that 


Mr. BARTLETT. Now, Mr. Chairman, this pro ee ae 
the Government shall loan money to this expos! ped under 
which is a private corporation incorporated an Exposition 


the laws of Missouri. It is the Louisiana Purc! 








1904. 


————t 


cen 
Company. It has all the powers and all the attributes and all the 
liabilit ies of a private corporation. It can sue and be sued; it can 
; our and collect debts. It is a private undertaking aided by the 
mnt nt at the request and solicitation of the corporation. 


* mx not do to say that because the Government in 1900 au- 
thorized the grant of and did give $5,000,000 to aid it in carrying 
on its business that the Government became liable as a partner 
and has now to contribute additional money that it might be in- 


qugurated and successfully carried on. 
tinctly negatives any : 
the corporation. These gentlemen came to Congress in 1900 and 
nrged the passage of the measure under which they proceeded, 
as the hearings before our committee will show, and they came 
from various States and from Missouri, urging us to grant them 
this money upon the condition contained in this bill of March 3, 
1901, urging us to aid them; and now, after we have given them 


the money and they want more, they come back and say you must 


cause you invited the nations of the world at our request you 
must pay more money. ; 

This argument used by my friend the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. TAWNEY] was not used by the president of this expo- 
sition, for when pressed-to give us a reason why the Government 
should aid them further because the United States had invited 
foreign nations to participate, said (page 33 of the hearings): 


Ican not say that the Government has been responsible for the cost being 
increased over our estimates, except to the extent that it has aided us to in- 
epest Y ountr’es. 
= BARTLETT. But, as I understand it, this invitation of the General 
Government to foreign countries to participate in this exposition was about | 
the same as has been extended heretofore. In other words, the language of 
the act isabout the usual language; it is about the language used in the case 
of ( 


Mr. Francis. That is so. 

3ut I repeat, Mr. Chairman, that I am not in favor of this char- 
acter of legislation upon appropriation bills. Iremember in recent 
years the Senate has time and time again added to appropriation 


bills. in violation of its own rules and in violation of the rules of | 


this House, legislation of this character as ‘‘ riders’’ on such bills. 
Why. we know the whole Philippine government bill was passed 
as a rider on the army bill in 1901; and this very identical propo- 


sition to inaugurate and start this exposition, giving $5,000,000 to | 


it, originated in the Senate, by an amendment or a rider to the 
sundry civil bill, in June, 1900. 

If important legislation is thus to be enacted the power and in- 
fluence of the popular branch of the legislative branch of the Gov- 
ernment is seriously curtailed and virtually destroyed, and the 
Senate will become the supreme legislative power. If, as is con- 
tended by some Senators, the Senate can, without reference to the 
House, affect the revenues of the Government by treaties, and can 
also pass any sort of legislation by tacking it as a rider to neces- 
sary appropriation bills, and the House submits, the power and 
influence of the House is destroyed. For one I do not and shall 
not approve such vicious practice in legislation. 

That bill had been referred to a committee appointed by the 
Honse to specially consider it. 
cating it had been before thatcommittee, and had urged the com- 
mittee to report a bill favoring its passage. 
hot report a bill favoring its passage. That committee reported 
4 bill without any recommendation whatever, and because they 
then were satisfied that the House would not 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
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| 


These gentlemen who were advo- | 


That committee did | 


Is the gentleman not mistaken when he | 


says they came before the Appropriations Committee that made up | 





the deficiency bill and had a hearing, and we refused-—— 

Mr BARTLETT. I did not say the Appropriations Committee. 
tI said so I did not intend to do so. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. One other question. 

Mr. BARTLETT, 
the appropiation of this money at any time. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. We had no hearing and did not pass 
= it. I simply desire to correct the gentleman. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not desire to put my friend and col- 
amgue Mm any position that he ought not to occupy. I meant to 
une I re eat, that these gentlemen came before a committee 
- _ this bill, the act of March 38, 1903, had been referred by 
aa ees the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions, 
de eh the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] pre- 
dees and of which I happen to have been an humble member 

hee its organization. 
al et sane before that committee with all the influence, with 
failed te oquence, with all the power they could exert, and they 
for the secure a favorable recommendation from that committee 

oe of this bill; and when they found that could not 
Senatorial “y went to the Senate and by means of the exercise of 
the Sense courtesy, that alone exists in the United States Senate, 
‘ator from Missouri put it upon the sundry civil appropria- 





I do not believe my colleague would refuse 
* } . . 
| dertake to say whether some Secretaries of the Treasury have 


| the country which would authorize the Secretary of the T 


| 
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tion bill, and that is how this legislation originated for the Gov- 
ernment to place its credit and its faith and promise to pay them 
the $5,000,000 in the first instance. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is recognized 
as a lawyer of ability, and I would like to submit to him this 
query: Aside from the question of policy of the General Govern- 
ment going into the exhibition business, does the gentleman be- 





| lieve that there is warrant under the Constitution of the United 
The act referred to dis- | 
liability of the United States for the acts of 


States for the General Government to make this loan to a private 
corporation? 

Mr. BARTLETT. If do not know any express restraint placed 
upon the power of the Congress to donate, to give away, or throw 
away the money of the people if they can find enough men in 
Congress to vote it away. There are certain powers given to 
Congress providing what they shall appropriate for—arinies and 


| navies and post-ofiices and post-roads and the maintenance of the 
| General Government. 

. . . . . . | 
grant us relief because you authorized this whole exposition; be- 


There is not in the Constitution of the United States any re- 
straining power that says that the Congress can not appropriate 
money to these expositions, or for such like purposes. I wish 
there were. I do not believe it would even then restrain a good 
many people from voting to squander the public money,if they 
desired to do so. 1 donot think the Constitution of the United 
States stands in the way of this Government lending this money 
to this association, if Congress sees fit to do so. 

Mr. BURLESON. Right on that point, what power has Con- 
gress to make any appropriation except for governmental pur- 
poses? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not think it ought to have the power. 

Mr. BURLESON. Has it any such power? 

Mr. BARTLETT. It oughtnotto haveit. The gentleman has 
asked me what the provisions of the Constitution are in this re- 
spect. I do not know of any that prohibit it. It would only be 
arguing an inference to be drawn from the expressed commands 
of the Constitution. There is no expressed inhibition upon Con- 
gress from making any such appropriation as there are in the 
constitution of my State, which prohibits them from making ap- 
propriation except for certain specific purposes. 

Mr. BURLESON. The gentleman says he knows of no provi- 
sion prohibiting it. Can he put his finger upon the 
the Constitution authorizing it? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Ican not; nobody can; but there area great 
many things for which money is expended not author 
pressly by the Constitution. I take it for 


provision of 


ized ex- 
granted that this Gov- 
ernment was authorized to collect revenues by taxation of the 
people and to pay it out for governmental purposes and not for 
expositions or for shows. I take it for granted, so far as I am con- 
cerned, and that is my political faith, that the Government of the 
United States. when it has more money in its coffers than it ought 
to have or taxes are too high and unjust, ought to reduce the 
rate of taxation or return the surplus back to the pockets of the 
people whence it came. 

Mr. BURLESON, I amin thorough accord with the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Butas you asked meas a lawyer, Iam under- 
taking to give you my opinion as a lawyer. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the g: 
from Missouri? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Just for a question. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Can my friend point his finger to the pro- 
vision in the Constitution of the United States or in the laws 


mtleman 


of 
reasury 
to go into the open markets for the purpose of purchasing Gov- 
ernment bonds at a higher premium merely for the purpose 
relieving the money stringency? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Well, Mr. Chairman, I am not going to un- 


of 


gone into the markets and bought Government bonds or not. I 
apprehend the Government has a right to create a debt and to 
borrow money and issue bonds; and the Government has the same 
right that every other creditor has to go into the market and pay 
the bonds before they become dup, like I have, if my creditor 
agrees to it, and the question is not at all pertinent, nor does it 
suggest anything to a lawyer’s mind, in regard to the subject- 
matter of discussion. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Butit isdone for the purpose of relieving 
the money stringency, and here is an opportunity to do the same 
thing to the extent of four million dollars and a half. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Whatmoneystringency? Why, Mr. Chair- 
man, I have here a statement of the banks in New York, pub- 
lished weekly, and this is the statement of last Saturday from the 
commercial papers. I also have here the statement of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, which shows that the banks are so far from 
being without r-oney that they have $21,000,000 and over above 
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their surplus reserve, showing that they have more money on 
deposit, more money in their vaults, than they ever had before in 
many years. 

Ihave here an account where the Pennsylvania Railroad on 
Friday last made arrangements to borrow $50,000,000 to carry on 
improvements for the railroad, and I have not heard of a jar or 
ripple in Wall street so far as money is concerned, unlessit hap- 
pened thismorning. The rate of interest has not gone up; there 
has been no demand on the Secretary of the Treasury to supply a 
contemplated deficiency of $50,000,000. Why, Mr. Chairman, 
have we arrived at this stage in this great era of prosperity that 
the national banks, with their hundreds of millions of dollars in 
their vaults—on Saturday the surplus reserve in the New York 
national banks was over $21,000,000—are to be shaken to their cen- 
ters, and that business is to be disrupted and a panic comingin the 
money market because the paltry sum of $4,¢00,000 is to be bor- | 
rowed in that market? What becomes of your vaunted prosperity, 
what becomes of the talk about more money than you can use 
and of the assertion that the vaults of the banks are full to over- 
flowing, if we can not borrow that small amount of money? 

Mr. BAKER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I would rather not beinterrupted just now, 
but I will yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. BAKER. If the money is loaned by the Government, will 
it not be simply transferred from some bank into another bank? 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is an A BC of finance which does not | 
necessarily require an answer. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, before I leave this proposition I want to 
state that this amendment offered by the gentleman from Minne- | 
sota is far better, in my judgment, than the original proposition 
that came from the Senate. The Senate amendment is either 
carefully or carelessly drawn, it is immaterial which. If the 
gate receipts do notequal 40 per cent, then the Government could 
get only 40 per cent of the gate receipts, and they might not at 
any time be sufficient to pay this loan. Under the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Minnesota it provides that the 
Government shall get the 40 per cent, but, at any rate, $500,000 
semiweekly. The amendment offered by the gentleman from | 
Minnesota was drawn at the request of the committee, and it is | 
carefully drawn, more so than the Senate amendment, for the | 
exposition company is required to repay the amount loaned | 
whether 40 per cent of its receipts suffice to do so or not. 

But I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, when you come down to | 
the question of security, that this is any security or any lien by | 
| 








the Government on the gross receipts. I mean by that, and every 
lawyer will understand it, that as between any contesting credit- 
ors of this Exposition and the Government the lien hereby pro- 
vided for will not avail as against the creditors so as to give the 
Government in a contest in the courts a superior lien upon its 
receipts. I say that for the reason that when you mortgage some- 
thing—and that is what this is, a mortgage—-when you mortgage 
something there must be something in existence. There must be 
something in presenti. ‘“‘A man can not give that which he has 
not”’ is the language of the law. 

It will not do to say that it has been held that a railroad might 
mortgage its income and after-acquired property and after-ac- 
quired receipts; that because the courts have held that mortgages 
on after-acquired property and after-acquired receipts of the rail- 
road are subject to the mortgage that therefore thisis so. There 
is this distinction: The railroad first mortgages the property out 
of which the income grows, as if you mortgaged the sheep and its 
next year’s clip of wool; as if you mortgaged your own sep and 
not some one’s else; as if you mortgaged the orchard and income 
of next year’s crop of apples. But you can not mortgage the clip 
of another's sheep or a flock of sheep you are to purchase or the 
apples in another’s orchard. It is because you own the land out 
of which the apples grow and because you own the sheep upon | 
the backs of which the wool grows. 

I read now from Jones on Chattel Mortgages, section 140, as fol- 
lows, to sustain my statement: 


One may make a valid mortgage on a thing in which he has a potential in- 
ferest at the time. Thus, to use illustrations familiar since the time of Chief 
Justice Hobart, “Land is the mother and root of all fruits; therefore, he 
who hath it may grant all the fruit that may arise upon it after, and the 
property shall pass as soon as the fruits are cnlent. A person may grant all 
the tithe wool that he shall have in such a year, yet haps he shall have 
none, but a man can not grant what wool that he shall grow upon his sheep 
= he shall buy hereafter, for there he hath it neither actually nor poten- 

ad 

If he owns land he may mortgage the crops that grow upon it, or if he 
owns sheep he may mortgage the wool to grow _ them, for the mort- | 

r having the present ownership of the land and sheep hasa present vested 
right to the product, growth, or increase of the property whenever it comes 
into existence. He may, therefore, sell or mortgage the natural or expected 
growth or increase of his own property, but he can not sell or mortgage the 
crops to be grown upon the land of another, or the wool to be grown upon | 
another's sheep, or upon sheep he may buy hereafter; but the mere possi- 
bility or expectancy of acquiring property, without any present interest in 
it, is not the object of a mortgage or sale. 
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The fisherman may expect to catch fish; but while they aro jy +} 
caught he can not make a valid sale or mortgage of them. Tho ¢..+ 
owns a fishing ship and is about to proceed upon a fishing voyag. 
no potential interest in the fish he may poasibty catch. 


In support of this the author cites the case of I, 
(108 Mass., 347.) 

I read from the case of Beall v. White 
headnoto): 

It is only when no rule of law is infringed and the rights of ¢) ird 


are not prejudiced that courts of equity will in certain cases iy, A ira 
mortgages on subsequently acquired property. ee 

The same proposition is sustained by Story’s Equity Jurispra- 
dence (9th ed., sec. 1040) and by the cases of Dunham ». R ilway 


teva 
27 
tvall- 


sea un. 
oy ee that he 
age gives him 


Owe v, Pew 


(94. S. Rep., p. 39. 


od 


Co. (1 Wallace, p. 254) and United States v. New Orleans 
road (12 Wallace, 362). : 

The case of Pinnock v. Coe (64 U. S. Rep., p. 117) sustaip 
view of thislien. I read from pages 127 and 128 as follows: 


This rule is founded on the maxim that “A person can not grant a th 
which he has not: Ille non habet non dat," and many authorities are ro. 
to at law to prove the proposition, and many more might hay: 
from cases in equity, for equity, no more than the law, can deny it: the +) 
itself is an impossibility. tt may at once, therefore, be admitted that whe, 

rty undertakes, by deed or mortgage, to grant property, peal op 
personal, in presenti, which does not belong to him or has no existenrs 4,, 
deed or mortgage, as the case may be, is inoperative and void, and t 


> Iny 








| in a court of law or equity. 


I refer also to three cases in 99 U. S. Reports, to wit: Fosdick 


A RK 


v. Schall, page 235; Fosdick v. Car Company, page 256; and Hale 


v. Frost, page 389, In these cases the court discusses the question 
as to what a court of equity will do in a contest between cred. 
itors and mortgagees who have a lien on after-acquired property 


and income arising therefrom. These decisions, in my judgment, 
would authorize the courts of the United States to hold ina 

test between the United States and the creditors of this exposi- 
tion company—in case such acontest should arise—that the United 
States did not get any priority or precedence over the gate receipts 
by reason of this act or any lien given in pursuance of this act, 

Whatever may be the decisions of the State courts on this sub- 
ject, though they may hold differently, the questions of law which 
might arise under this act will be determined in the United States 
courts, and in that case the rule as laid down by the Supreme Court 
of the United States will control. Therefore I must dissent from 
my distinguished friend when he says that all of us are agreed 
that this lien would be sufficient. Ido not agree to that. | dis- 
sented at the time it was proposed. 

Perhaps I did not exactly dissent, but I made the suggestion 
is shown in the copy of the hearings which I hold in my hand, to 
Governor Francis, and asked him whether that had occurred to 
him. Imade the suggestion in the committee room when we were 
considering the proposition and I have given it some consideration. 
I will read from the decision of the Supreme Court, to be found 
in 64 United States Supreme Court Reports, in the case of Pen- 
nock v. Coe, wherein the court says: 

It may at once, therefore, be admitted, whenever a party undertakes by 
deed or mortgage to grant property, real or personal in pres: h 
not belong to him or has no existence, the deed or mortgage, as the case my 
be, is inoperative and void, and this either in a court of law or « 

I will follow that up by a suggestion from another ca: 
lows: 

It is only where no rule of law is infringed and the rights of t 
are not prejudiced that courts of equity will, in certain cas 
mortgages of subsequently acquired property. 

I have here a half dozen or more cases upon that sulyject 
also some opinions from the law writers upon the su!) 
make bold to say here that if ever a contest comes between 
United States Government and other creditors as to the vai 
of this lien, if it shall be made in pursuance of this act, that te 
lien will he declared to be a nullity, because the exposition Cony 
pany has not got the receipts and can not tell what they \ 
It does not own the property upon which the lien is given. 
the receipts will be are mere possibilities of the future, 
ent upon every sort of circumstance. Whether these rec’ 
be five million or six million or ten million or twent) 
dollars, or more, no man can tell now. 

If we shall pass this bill to-day and it be approved to-mo™ 
and if the Secretary of the Treasury shall decide that them ™ 
now no lien on the gate receipts—and there can be nou 
the law—then when he accepts, as he is directed to do, 
lien is delivered to him and he lends the money, 4n¢ \ 
exposition shall progress, if it shall progress, to the time 
this 40 per cent of the $5,000,000 is not paid and the Governmen 
takes charge of these receipts, both gate and conc: : 
there shall come a contest between the fovernm nt a 
laborer, or those who have furnished material, or those 
loaned money to the exposition company in order to cat) 


as 


upon the same plane as an ordinary creditor, hav'ns ! 
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ht in the 
ret decis ons I have quoted who had mortgages on the after- 
sequired income of the debtor. : ; 
Whenever the United States Government abandons its function 
of government to engage Im the business of lending money and 
to become & competitor with private individuals in the money 
market, in the banking business, it steps down at the same time 
apon the samme plane with the other money lenders and creditors 
of thecountry. We have seen that illustrated in this country no 
longer ago than last year, when vessels which were being built 
for the Government were taken charge of by the courts, and the 


right superior to that of other creditors. So that this lien, im my 
‘dement, is worth no more than the lien on a simple contract 
judgment oa oe 

indertaking of this exposition to pay the money of the Govern- 
ment back in the event they are called upon to do so. 

Now. L have offered these suggestions and presented my view to 
this committee as to the validity of this lien. In my judgment 
it is not worth the paper upon which the amendment is written, 
« far as other creditors are concerned, and if such a contest 
rises it Will be as between the Government and the other cred- 
itors a simple contract debt. 

Mr. ROBB. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. 

Mr. ROBB. I desire to ask this question: In this case the law 
itself creating the lien is to be distinguished as between that and 
acontract between ordinary individuals, is it not? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Why? 

Mr. ROBB. Because the law itself authorizes the lien. The 
law makes it a lien if we pass this amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is the only reason that it could bea 
lien, and that is the only opposition to the view that I have sug- 
gested, 

Mr. ROBB. I have reference to the case from which the gen- 
tleman cited. Those were cases of undertaking to create a lien 
mder a general law existing at the time, but here we have a law 
making a specific transaction a lien. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Under the common law and, so far as I 
know, under the laws of all the different States, unless where 
specified exceptions have been made authorizing a man, for in- 
stance, to give @ lien wponm crops, planted or to be grown, or 
something of that kind, you can not make a lien upon property 
that is not in existence. 

Mr. ROBB. But in a case where the law expressly provides 
fora lien of this kind, would not the court sustam it? My point 
is that in this case, by adopting this provision, we would author- 
th _ this kind of a lien—would create a lien by the passage of 

ms law. 
; Mr, BARTLETT. I do not think that is the fact. AndI am 
Trank to say to my friend that the suggestion he has made pre- 
sented tself to my mind when I was determining whether this 
lien would be valid. The language of this proposed law does not 
create a lien; it simply says that the exposition company shall ex- 
ecute a lien upon the gross receipts. 
the United States has said frequently that the Congress of the 
United States has no authority or power to pass special legisla- 
ton upon any given subject: in other words, you can not adopt 





‘provision of this kind in the form of special legislation apply- | 


ing in only one case. 

{n the case of Ellis ». The Railway Company (165 U.S.), as I 
om recall, a recovery against a railroad company was had for 
wee and the statute of Texas provided fees amounting to 
tt. be recovered in addition to the value of the stock 
_., Jed In suits against railroad companies. TheSupreme Court 
“id that such a law was unconstitutional and void, because it 


aden specify that the railroad companies and they alone 
“Le Whole er 


ees, It was 


went ot the common law, and was therefore void. 
ke enreuee the gentleman’s position, because I under- 
common f iat any attempted legislation in derogation of the 
would wn wd and of common right, any proposed law which 
i ae to prevent a creditor from having the money of 
court of r applied to the payment of his debt can not stand im a 
Ghia in thin’ or a court of law. You can not establish a pref- 
this Way Tw vay im favor of some creditors against others. In 
tie Meg en ertake to dispose of the objection of my friend 
Position ‘souri; amd I think the court must sustain me in my 
} . 
pinificetrmam, we have spent a great deal of money upon ex- 
Recorp tus character. I have here and will place in the 
) @ statement of the contributions by the Government to 


th se Th . . 
eer poet ‘ons from 1876 down to the present time, not includ- 
sine present proposition. 


courts of the country than these gentlemen had in | 


nestion in the contest was as to whether the Government had a | 


vuntry would be subject to a recovery for attorneys’ | 
special legislation; it was in derogation of common | 
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But the Supreme Conrt of | 


Aid or loans to expositions and expenses of Government exhibits. 
Centennial Exposition, Philadelphia, 1876 (repaid to the United 


States im 1877)____. el Eh lcteistess a ccblhthini ste iclintindan © weskiatinniinanial $1,590,000. 00 
a i italics tine ativins eihenabhepenn-eaitiitiaes ada dessa 588, 500, OO 
es a namacaiinumsemenenmaune 1, 559,000. 00 
 ehpcte ne nethne in g  E aeaea ae 300, 000. 00 
Cincinnati Industrial Exposition, 1884: Government exhibit. .... 10, 000. 60 
Louisville Southern Exposition, 1884: Government exhibit. __... 10, 000. 00 


Atlanta Ex 


sition, 1895: Government exhibit and building 200, G08. 00 


| Nashville (Tenn.) Exposition, 1807: Government exhibit and 
Shs he oa ile LG NS wcities paige dancin shinai 130, 0060. 00 
Omaha Trans-Mississippi Exposition, 1898: Government exhibit 
i eet teen ale cali eet sineans ooh eeaditibedinnintdilaehatnll 200, 000. 00 
Philadelphia Exposition of American Products, etc_..._....-.... 350), 000, 0O 
‘ese Gomeemmins Marponitiow.... oo. oko. cree eee ere SOO, UO, OD 
Pan-American Exposition (Buffalo, N. Y.)_................-...... 5U0, JOO. GO 
Total - SES ouchin's eas Be uteee dick aes : So tS en 
| Appropriations for World’s Columbian Exposition ............_- 5, 381, 885. 57 
ale gd Te 11, O10, 535. 57 
Appropriations for the World’s Columbian Exposition. 
| Government buildings: 
EE a ee $100, 000. 60 
Richins aids inn eicthncnitehenen sts eitineni-esinoeanesendi 100, 088, 60 
Expenses World’s Columbian Commission: o at 
Act April 25, 1899 ..... Lsngheunbinwl csdbsdowsnesacddetucieeccsoens 200,000.00 
NN Ci ibeincintity ctsise mandateceenesesn itihuess ib, 500. 00 
SE ET os nth reecinticeimmlan ae adcatnmiin ds naniition anni otcen 120, 000. 00 
NE ls bell dts ratnctcbgwitnd aha nntid aodet me eatinwodece 118, 185. 60 
$97, GAD. 00 
Board of Lady Managers, World’s Columbian Commission: . Pe 
ga RE ee ea eee we diswindiiitane 36, 000.00 
I Te cttaiinn trainin inner tie cate consis Nnaitntieindaalng 114, 000. 00 
i aia iia citrate tettisis ete aedditel 93, 190.00 
> 20. 190.00 


Expenses Government board of control, World's Columbian Ex- 
position: 


I CE i hh dis cdhaid-ncntind nbn owoulasibhes bhbwe online - 350, 000. 00 
a aa So i eanenieanaae ace aide 408, 250, 00 
rea eines alin aati ncaa tains 150, 750. 00 
909, 000. 00 
World’s Congress, World’s Columbian Exposition, act March 3, 
a i aN lia aia alii tatiahacini e ntleastibainin ahi ineemaad 2,500.00 
Admission of foreign goods, World’s Columbian Exposition: 
i ad icin Saleh cleeiitpstidiendh onciitcnaip ethasignlidiieiiaicimnailbenmnnaty 20, 000. 60 
aN ncaa a 0.00 
He OOD. 00 
Aid to World’s Columbian Exposition, Columbian half dollar, 
act August 5, 1892 . =n ec aitidiindiniad ieee scoccee. 2,000,008 60 
Loss on coinage of Columbian half dollar, act Aucust 5, 1892____. 000. 00 
Medals and diplomas, World’s Columbian Exposition, acts Au- 
gust 5, 1892, and March 3, 1898... . ediehael eta <a 105, 000. 00 
Medals and diplomas, World’s Columbian Exposition, act Feb- 
NE i Ei tin ankidernbiatighidnin thd aetiien athenhine sumetecasctnnninend 20, 600. 00 
123. 609. 00 
Distribution of medals and diplomas, resolution of March 13, 1996. 15, 090. 69 
Expenses committee on awards ( reimbursable), World’s Colum- 
bian Exposition, act March 3, 1808..............-.....-...--...... 570, 880. 00 
| Rent of building, division of awards, Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing. act Pebruary M, 10060. .......... .............-..-....... 860. 00 
Acknowledgment to foreign countries for participation im 
World’s Columbian Exposition, act August 15, IS@4 -........... 2,500. 00 
Synopsis of Department report, World's Columbian Exposition: 
i ot. A eh inact hidiewubnceendietudienacs seen 3, 500. 00 
I lc lt ain wiih again a dinniinigs cmeere 98. 45 
| Compensation to George R. Davis, director-general of World's 
| Colgmbing Exposition, for final report, act February 26, [806 18, 006. TO 
Reimbursement to Thomas W. Palmer, president of World's 
Columbian Commission, for final report, act of February 26, 
1896 ERD dae kk Wicd cde Paap ashe ale el tnbanc ict Aci toneerenains contig t ewes 1, 998. 35 
Payment to Thomas W. Paimer, president, etc., to pay outstand- 
ing claims, deficiency act June 8, 1896 ..............-....---..... 6, 517. 67 
Payment to N. BK. Dawson for services rendered World's Colum- 
bian Commission, deficiency act July 19, 1897 -............-..... 500. 00 
GE Boab abel bokeh nad ebbbadedecute Shades cscs eeddounce &, 381, 885. 57 
Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman ought to add to those the 





amount that Georgia got. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have that here, and it isadded in the state- 
ment I made. In reply to the gentleman’s suggestion I will say 
that Georgia did not get a dollarout of the Government. Andif 
I had been a Member of the Houseat the time that appropriation 
was made I should have voted against any proposition to give 
loan money to that exposition in 1895. So long as my people give 
me the right to represent them on this floor [ will continue to 
maintain the position that the Government has nothing to do with 
this kind of business. 

The Atlanta Exposition got $200,000. For what? For Govern- 
ment exhibits and a Government building—not another cent— 
and that was for an exposition in the great city of Atlanta, the 
greatest and most progressive city in one of the greatest States 
of the Union, if not the greatest. That appropriation did a great 
deal of good. The Government has contributed to other exposi- 
tions over $11,000,000, and if this bill passes the sum will reach 


or 
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$22,000.000 so spent since 1876. It contributed $1,500,000 to the | 


Centennial exposition in 1876—— 

Mr. HERMANN. Does not the gentleman from Georgia be- 
lieve that that one exposition at Atlanta, Ga., conferred ten thou- 
sand times more benefit upon the people than the amount of money 
expended? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes; I do. 

Referring to the Cotton States and International Exposition, 
held in Atlanta, Ga., in 1895, that exposition did not receive one 
dollar of gratuity or aid from the Government. The Govern- 
ment simply put up its building and made a Government exhibit 
at a cost of $200,000. No city of that size had ever before under- 
taken so vast an enterprise which succeeded so magnificently. 


To use the language of a distinguished scholar and historian, | 


Prof. E. Benjamin Andrews: 


tlanta was the only city of its size in the world which had ever before 
undertaken so vastan enterprise. With less than 100,000 inhabitants at the 
time, 40 per cent of whom were negroes, it set on footand carried to comple- 
tion, in dull business times, one year after the World's Columbian Exposi- 
tion, an exposition which outdid the California Mid-Winter Fair of 1893 and 
1894, the New Orleans Exposition of 1854. and even the Centennial, being 
among the American expositions second only to the World’s Columbian at 
Chicago. 

Never once did they call upon the Government, but the man- 
agers of that exposition, with a public spirit and enterprise which 
should commend itself to the citizens of much larger cities, of more 
wealth, who undertake such enterprises, repeatedly supplied out 
of their own pockets deficiencies in the revenues, and no one ever 
heard of their applying to the Government for a loan. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then it was a good investment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It was a good investment for the people of 
Georgia, and if the Government had not placed its exhibits there 
we would have had the exposition all the same and with the same 
successful results. 

Now, as to the appropriation for Charleston, 8. C., I voted 
against that. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman must not forget 
the proposed celebration in Oregon of the Lewis and Clark expe- 
dition. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I will cross that bridge when I come to it. 

I repeat, Mr. Chairman, as the suggestion is made by my col- 
league, that Georgia did not receive a dollar from the Govern- 
ment, nor ask a dollar as a loan or gratuity, either before or after 
the exposition. 

What did you do at Omaha? 
exhibit, nothing more. 

What did you do at Philadelphia? When this country desired 
to celebrate the centennial of the Declaration of Independence 
and the birth of this Republic at the place where clustered so 
many historic memories, you only loaned that exposition $1,500,000, 
and Philadelphia paid back every dollar of it. You contributed 
$578,500 toa Government building exhibit at that great exposition, 
and that is all you gave to the place where you celebrated the 
birth of the independence of this our people. You contributed 

578,000, and you advanced $1,500,000 afterwards to aid her, and 
she paid back every dollar of it, for which Philadelphia and her 
people are entitled to great credit. 

What have you done for St. Louis? You have given that expo- 
sition $5,090,000 in cash, which is now expended, except some 
$275,000. Provision has been made to expend nearly $1,000,000 
for the Government exhibit—— 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. If the gentleman was sure we 
should get this money back he would favor the Government 
loaning it to them, would he not? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I would not. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I thought the gentleman approved 
what had been done. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman misunderstood me, or I did 
not make myself understood. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I thought the gentleman approved 
what had been done at Philadelphia. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not approve of lending money for that. 
I said that the Congress in its utmost liberality, in the desire to 
celebrate the greatest event that ever occurred on this continent 
and probably the greatest event that ever occurred in the history 
of the world, at the place where was born and where grew up 
the life of the greatest people on the face of the earth, that gave 
to the world its last, best hope for liberty and the preservation 
of constitutional republican government—Congress, in its liber- 
ality, expended $578,000. 

Now, when you propose to celebrate another event—great, it is 
true, in the history of this country—you have already given them 
$5.900,000, and in addition to that you propose to go into the 
business of making the Government a lender of money upon a 
security which, in my judgment, is not valid as between this 
Government and other creditors of this exposition. Where are 
you to stop? 


You gave Omaha $200,000 for an 
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| the ** Farmers’ Alliance’ movement. Times were }y; 
believe that was under a Republican Administratio, 


| do not desire to say anything in reference to hard ti), 


i©S 11 


at any time under any Administration. In 1890. y 


| products of the farm were low in price, the farmers jy, ; 


and the farmers in all the great West formed what 
the ‘* Farmers’ Alliance,” and my good friend and ¢.) 
Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON] was one of the leaders o{ 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman hac 


Mr. BARTLETT. I ask about ten minutes more 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman asks unanim,:) 
ten minutes more. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, of course I do not }; 
| to the time of the gentleman being extended, but | 
| rumored that an effort to cut off this debate would | 
| few minutes. 
| Mr. BARTLETT. Not by me. 

Mr. PAYNE. If there is to be such an effort T s} 
have some one on this side of the House heard in : 
| this proposition. 


Mr. BARTLETT. 


TAWNEY] is the chairman. 
| Mr. TAWNEY. I ask, Mr. Chairman, that th 
| gentleman from Georgia be extended ten minutes 
The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked t 


objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I joki: 


| that we are glad he was a member of that alliance: 

| people of Georgia and the Democratic party of G: 
service, both as a member of the Farmers’ Allianc: 

| ber of the Democratic party, and we are proud of 


| while he was a Farmers’ Alliance man he continued 1 


| now is, a strong, faithful Democrat. 


| Government loan money to them upon their « 

| staple, advancing them one-half of its market val 
reasonab'e rate of interest. They proposed to | 
all over the country in which to put the cotton to s 
|ernment. It would have been as secure as any |: 
been made. Cotton is always astaple. There ne\ 


They formed an association and they were anxious 
' 
| 
| 
j 
| 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Itisa little higher ' 

Mr. BARTLETT. If such a scheme was on f 
Government could afford to loan $50 a bale upon 
cotton raised in the South, but those of us who w: 
that sort of governmental policy went before « 


and as destructive of the true functions and proyin 
ment. 

And while the farmers of Georgia were hard pre 
while they had to toil day in and day out, and ma 
their property go to the auction block to pay thei 
the proposition came up before them at the bal! 
their convictions, true to the great doctrines 
| taught them by their fathers, true to the teachings 
| of this Republic and of the party to which the) 
| *subtreasury”’ plan and the politicans who u| 
healthy growth, from wrong policies of governme) 
| the ballots of the sturdy yeomanry of Georgia and | 

To-day we have not the farmer with his horny | 
sunburned and brown, asking the Government to loa! 
Thank God in his Providence, He has prospered t 
his surplus profits swells the Treasury to-day wi! 
exports over imports, until to-day you are more })! 
you ever were in your life, because the farmer ! 
greatest production of crops and is more prosperol 


h 





to prosperity unbounde: . ' 
But we have the farmers (?) of St. Louis, gent'c! 
engaged in this exposition, asking us to make a loan 
money, without interest, to carry on the exposition | 
dertaken. : 
For one, Mr. Chairman, I do not believe the © 
organized or intended to become a loaner of mone’ 
to carry on their private business. I do not |! 
are here to keep a pawnshop, in which to loan mo 
kind of security. If so, I suggest that we should ' 
| emblem of this Government that adorns yon mace ‘ 
| at-arms and supplant it with the “ three balls pend 
of a pawnbroker and money lender. 


Some years ago there arose in this country what w. 


The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has not heard of any ene) 
‘ I want to state to the gentleman 
| upon this committee, of which my friend from Mim 


of the gentleman from Georgia be extended ten minute; 


my good friend and colleague |Mr. Livinesron}. | \ 


time when it would not have brought one-half of the » 


| attacked the scheme as being one of paternalism a! 


time in our history. a his sturdy shoulders he has 
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Therefore, 80 far as I am concerned, I shall vote against this 
proposition as I voted against the proposition in its inception to 
contribute $5,000,000 to it. . P : 

Before 1 take my seat I desire to call attention to what the dis- 
tinguished chairman of this Committee on Appropriations [ Mr. 
iyenwaY] said, opening his remarks upon this very identical 


HEMEN W 
bill: ; : 

Mr. Chairman, before referring to the provisions of the bill which I bring 
before the House, I want to call attention to the condition of the Treasury of 
the Inited States. It is wellin the affairs of Government as well as private 

ffairs to take occasionally an account of stock and see ‘‘ where we are at.” 

. In view of different statements made by Members of this Congress in 
whict legislation is suggested upon the ground that we have a large surplus 
in the Treasury, I think it my duty to call the attention of the House and of 
the country to a real problem that we are called upon to solve. It is this: 


can we reduce the estimated expenses of the Government for the en- 


guing fi cal year $42,000,000? 

Then he goes on and gives his statement and proceeds further: 

There should be no legislation passed reducing revenues, and this Congress 
must exercise economy, not refusing any necessary item to meet the growing 
expenses of this great country, but to strike from the estimates and from 
the appropriation bills reported to this House every superfluous item. We 
must keep within the revenues. 

Then later on he told you what should be done in coming to the 
assistance of the Treasury, that it might not show a deficit of 
¢42,000,000. Yet, regardless of this, you are here to take out of 
the vaults of the Treasury—poured in there from the taxation 
of its people—$4,600,000 to aid in an exposition to which you have 
already c mtributed nearly $6,000,000. 

[take it for granted when the gentleman made this statement 
with reference to the Treasury when he reported this bill, that 
the statement was correct, and when he made it it was not to 
alarm you and alarm the country, but he told you you had neared 
the danger line. 


If you vote this appropriation, when the time comes you will be | 


called upon to give it instead of their paying it back. Such has 
been the history of such expositions; but whether it succeeds, as 
Lhope it will do—I hope it will be the greatest exposition that 
the world ever saw—whether it succeeds or is a failure, they will 
ask you for this money, will insist it should not be repaid. 

For one I call upon those who believe as I do, that the people’s 
money should be spent for governmental purposes, to vote against 
this appropriation, and following the suggestion of the distin- 


guished chairman of the Committee on Appropriations of this | 


House, I call upon you from that side not to walk beyond the 
danger line, down over the precipice and into the abyss of a deficit, 
and leave the Treasury where it must be replenished by the issu- 
ance of bonds in times of peace. 

The people have had enough of that. The policy or the party 


that brings such a necessity about will receive, as it is entitled to 
[Applause on 


receive, the condemnation of the American people. 
the Democratic side. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether or not 
itis possible to conclude the general debate on the amendment 
to-day; but I ask that general debate be closed at 5 o’clock. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Minnesota asks unan- 
mous consent that all general debate on the amendment be closed 
atjo'clock. Is there objection? 

Mr.BURKETT. I object, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The Chair will recog- 
nize a member of the Committee on Appropriations favoring the 


bill at this time, if there is any such gentleman who desires | 


recognition. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask that I may be permit- 


ted to add some data in addition tothe statement that [have made | 


in connection with my remarks. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 


objection? [After a panse.] The Chair hears none. The Chair | 


Tecognizes the gentleman from Nebraska. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


a Committes informally rose; and Mr. BuTLER of Pennsyl- 
can ing taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message 
th. i fe Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced 

at the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in which 


8 a urrence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

Uni ° s fs An act to 

states for the district of Oregon; 

iste” act granting an increase of pension to Linus S. 

one An act to amend the provisions of the naturalization 
the United States, and for other purposes; 


‘*S15. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to fix 


Tacs aties of the deputy collectors of customs at the subports of 
all lew and Seattle; in the State of Washington, and repealing 


aws inco sis . 2 
§. 2608, nsistent therewith; 


Chirance 


An act to establish a life-saving station at or near the 
to Tillamook Bay, Oregon; 
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expedite business in the district court of the | 
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8. 3118. An act to amend the act approved February 18, 1895, 
entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to amend the 


laws relative to shipping commissioners,’ 
1890, and for other purposes;”’ 

S. 1278. An act to provide for the erection of buildings for an 
immigrant station at the port of San Francisco, Cal.; 

S. 1587. An act to provide for the payment to the heirs of Da- 
rius B. Randall, deceased, for certain improvements relinquished 
to the United States for the use of the Nez Percé Indians; and 

S. 1607. An act granting to the State of Oregon certain lands to 
be used by it for the purpose of maintaining and operating 
thereon a fish hatchery. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendment to the bill (H. R. 958) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Alfred H. Rogers, disagreed to by the House of Represent- 
atives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. McCumber, Mr. Scott, and Mr. TALIAFERRO as the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendment to the bill (H. R. 892) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Abram H. Hunt, disagreed to by the House of Represent- 
atives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses theredén, and had appointed 
Mr. McCumper, Mr. Scott, and Mr. TALIAFERRO as the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendment to the bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pe i- 
sion to Henry Christy, disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on the 
| disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. McCumpser, Mr. Scort, and Mr. TALIAFERRO as the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 6022) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Travis. disagreed to by the House of Rep- 
| resentatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House 

on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
| pointed Mr. McCumBsr, Mr. Scott, and Mr. TaLIAFERRO as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted npon 
| its amendment to the bill (H. R. 5176) granting an increase of 
pension to Alonzo Dutch, disagreed to by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House of 
Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses there- 
on, and had appointed Mr. McCumper, Mr. Scorr, and Mr. Ta.L- 
| IAFERRO as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendment to the bill (H. R. 3903) granting an increase of 
| pension to George C. Sherman, disagreed to by the House of Rep- 
| resentatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on 
the diagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. McCumber, Mr. Scort, and Mr. TaLIAFERRO as the con- 
| ferees on the part of the Senate. 
| The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendment to the bill (H. R. 3776) granting an increase of 
pension to Alfred J. Judy, disagreed to by the House of Repre- 
| sentatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on 
| the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 


approved August 19, 


| pointed Mr. McCumser, Mr. Scort, and Mr. TaLIAFERRO as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 


AMENDMENTS OF THE SENATE TO URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIA- 
TION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Chairman,I yield tothe gentleman from 
Iowa such time as he may desire. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, this proposition is a very sim- 
ple one. It isa bold, bald, naked proposition for the Government 
| of the United States to loan to a corporation, without interest, 
| upon questionable security, $4,600,000. That is the proposition. 
It comes to us from the other end of the Capitol. It comes to us 
| on an appropriation bill, in violation of the rules of that body, 

and in violation of the rules of this House. 
It comes to us in the same questionable form that the original 
proposition did that the gentleman now states was a gift—a prop- 
osition that we did not understand four years ago—a gift of six 
and one-quarter million dollars to this institution. It comes in 
the same objectionable way—in violation of the rules of that 
body, in violation of the rules of this. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman pardon msp—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is part of the gentleman's proposition for 
this Government to invest more than $11,000,000 in this great ex- 
| position at St. Louis—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know whether the gentleman refers 
to myself when he speaks of this coming or the statement having 
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been made that $5,000,000 was a gift. I certainly made no state- 
ment of that kind. I said an appropriation was made on the 
terms of this section, which says the Government of the United 
States is to receive one-third of the receipts, and I would now, if 
the gentleman will pardon me, correct another statement. The 
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original bill authorizing the exposition passed the House of Rep- | 


resentatives making a $5,000,000 appropriation for the purpose of 
aiding and completing that exposition. It passed the House in 
the form of a bill as a separate proposition, and then went to the 
Senate, where it was amended by putting on the Charleston prop- 
osition, and it was passed, too, by a two-thirds vote of this House, 
not on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. DALZELL. 


the sundry civil appropriation bill, appropriating 


Mr. TAWNEY. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; the amendment 


did not appropriate $5,000,000; it pledged $5,000,000. 

Mr. DALZELL. Pledged it in the event of their raising $10,- 
090,000. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is what the gentleman from Iowa stated. 


the statement I have made, and I will stand byit. Mr. Chairman, 


it is not my purpose to.throw any obstacle in the way of this mag- | 


nificent spectacle we are to have in the city of St. Louis during 
this year. With the general purpose had in view: by the gentle- 
men who have the matter in charge I have the fullest sympathy. 

I believe that every ten or fifteen years this Government could 


well afford to expend a few million dollars in the educational | 
processes that come through these great international expositions. | 


I also think that there is no criticism to be made upon the superb 
management that the gentlemen who have this matter in charge 
have exhibited. I approve of all that they have done. I even 


approve of the nine somewhat belated, rheumatic statesmen who | 
constitute the Commission whose existence is complained of by | 


the gentleman who made the opening address in favor of this 
proposition. 


furnish to the great enterprise. {Laughter.] I want this to suc- 


coed. 


beneficiaries to furnish this money. I want them to do as that 
once rival of theirs, the empire city at the foot of Lake Michigan, 
that raised the $5,000,000 that was needed after all other re- 


sources had been expended, and so I want the city of St. Louis to | 


emulate them in that respect. It is pleading the baby act for gen- 
tlemen to come here ard talk about the conditions of the money 
market as it affects the wealth of St. Louis. The raising of this 


$4.600,000 is a mere bagatelle to those men of stupendous wealth | 


who live in that city, and I want them, while they are having so 
many of the great advantages of this enterprise, to pay their full 
share of the expenditures. St. Louis ought to do this. 
is a beneficiary far beyond the city of Chicago. 
tion between the two. 
permanent improvements put upon the lands largely of St. Louis. 
Five million dollars! You will remember what the gentleman 
from Minnesota told usa little while ago—that $3,000,000 had been 


There is no ques- 


put on the grounds in sewerage and other permanent works of | 


that character. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The exposition—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Thegentleman made a speech of more than 
an hour in which he was explaining explanations. I hope he will 
not interrupt me—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will ask the gentleman from Iowa if he did 
not deliberately interrupt me when he thought I had misstated 
the facts? I think the gentleman ought to yield. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will yield. Did not the gentleman from 


Minnesota say that $3,000,000 had been permanently put there | 


underground? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; I did not. 
had been expended and that nobody could see anything of it, be- 
cause it was for sewerage and in water pipes and fire protection 
and in the preparation of the ground. That is what I said. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The statements of the gentleman are so 
— more certain after they are reduced to writing that I will 
reac 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman from Iowa think that 
the exposition could be held on the grounds without sanitary ar- 
rangements, sewerage, water piping, etc.? That amount has 
been expended for that purpose. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will read from page 38 of the hearings be- 
fore the gentleman’s committee on the subject of the Louisiana 
Purchase Exposition: 

The CHAIRMAN. I see from the statement showin 
date that there have been almost $3,000,000 expende 


underground? 
Mr. Francis. Yes; that is true. 


the cost of the fair to 
there which has gone 


| dollars! 


. . . . | 
That bill was not passed in this House until, | 
after a previous session of Congress, an amendment was put on 





I want this exposition to be the greatest that the world has | 
ever known; but I want the gentlemen who are to be largely the | 


Here, in the first place, are $5,000,000 of | 


| the United States. 
| are getting it back. 


| lars! 
| our gates open, gentlemen, $40,000,000. 


I said that almost $3,000,090 | 
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There are three millions of dollars permanently planted oy + 
grounds. Now, there is a million and two hundred 
thousand dollars that has been put in the permanent 
known as the “‘Art Building;”’ a million and one-quarter 
making four and one-quarter millions. Shall I eive th, 
man from Minnesota the page for that statement, or dove | 
cede it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I concede that a part of the Art Bui! 
permanent structure. 

Mr. HEPBURN. A million two hundred and fifty 4 
Then there is $750,000 for permanent structu; 
the college grounds of Washington University. Is no 
rect? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The exposition company pays $750.00 
use of the Washington University building for a period ; 
years, and the Washington University is obligated w 
contract to use that money in grading and in ornamen: 
grounds which are within the exposition grounds. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I read from page 37, from the state: 


| Governor Francis: 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I am substantially correct in | 


These buildings are all permanent, fireproof structures. T) 
money at our command $750,000 will go into permanent st: 
cational purposes, 

That is upon the grounds of the Washington Universit, 
are $5,000,000 of permanent improvements put upon the m1 
of St. Louis and of this educational institution, mon 
exposition, either the $5,009,000 raised by the city or the $5 
raised by the corporation or the $5,000,000 given by the ( 
Government. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the gentleman consider that a] 
expenditure than to place the same amount of money in b 


Will the gent eman from Iowa 


| which will remain there for only a few months and th 
He seems to feel that a grievance is had on the part | 
of himself and others that these gentlemen are permitted to draw 

$50,000 a year in compensation for the ornamental features they | 


moved and be of no benefit to anyone? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Surely not. I am making no criti 
the board; no criticism. I have been unfortunate if { 
man has not understood me. I am approving of what t 
tlemen have done. Hereis$5.000,000 saved, not wasted; § 
saved to St. Louis, not wasted; and therefore I say, ** Gen 
St. Louis, you who are largely beneficiaries from the five) 


| the Government has already given to you, put your h 


pocket and take the bonds of this association for $4.6 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman from lowa | 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. As one who knows the det 
whole transaction, I should like to ask my friend 
whether he does not know that $10,000,000 has been 
raised by the city of St. Louis and expended by the 


i. | before one dollar could be touched of the money appro] 
St. Louis | 


the Government, and that the improvements of whi 
have all been from money appropriated by the city 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I decline to 
cause that is entirely impertinent to the argument | 
make. I am not saying that St. Louis did not raise ! 

I am not saying that the corporation did not raise its 
They were compelled to before they could get 5).' 
That is conceded. They did it 
Again, Mr. Chairman, | w ) ca 
tion to the fact—and I do not criticise it at all; Tam giac' 
true—I want to callattention to the fact that $40 .0000,000 
been expended upon these works when the exposition 0] 
[I not correct in that statement, gentlemen’ Forty! 
Mr. Francis says, *‘ There will have been exp 
That will 
gate cost of the exposition.”’ 

Oh, it will be magnificent; no doubt of that. | 
they were such financiers that they might raise ¢! 
sum, and I am glad that they have it in their minds a 
expend it in the education of the American people. ! 
enterprise. This gentleman informs us further tha’! 
$40,000,000, $20,000,000 has been expended in !a 
cent of all the cost of that great structure, or series ' 
seven hundred and odd buildings—islabor. Twenty! 
dollars! 

Is there any dispute about that, gentlemen? If th 
turn to the page where the statement has been a 
made. ‘ 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as t! 
has asked the question, I will say that the presicent °° 
sition company did state to the committee that wien 
tion was opened and the exhibits all installed there \ 
been an expenditure of about $40,000,000 on the grow 
was his estimate. Now, if the gentleman wil! permit 1: 
here a detailed statement of the expenditures, which | was 


f ¢ 


5, 7 
| have 


to put 
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into the hearings, but neglected to do, and I want to call his at- 
ention 1 as : ; Per 

24.000. ) by the commissionnaires for their buildings on the 
vrounds. Jt involves an expenditure of nine or ten millions of 
ollars 7 : ° to a : 

: Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I think it is hardly fair | 


for the gentleman to take up my time. 
“ir. TAWNEY. Batthe gentleman hasasked if that is correct. 


Mr. HEPBURN. I am stating the facts. I donot care who | 
expendedit. It has beenexpended under directions in that locality 
for labor. That is what I am trying to get at. 


Mr. TAWNEY. And for the buildings of the exposition. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I am trying to show that the people of St. 
Louis—the laboring classes ef St. Louis—have had $20,000,000 
given to them through this great enterprise. That is what I am 
rying to do. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Of the United States. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; not by the United States; but the United 
States has done her full share,l say. Iam tryimg to show that the 
people of St. Louis have been largely the beneficiaries because of this 
largess of the nations and the people, and that now something 
onght to be done on their part in acknowledgment of it, viz, the 
laning—a little, petty, trivial thing on their part—of four and a 
half millions of their wealth on what is ealled ‘‘ undoubted secur- 
ity” forsix oreightmonths. Mr. Chairman,.not only this, the labor- 
ing classes of St. Louis have not only had this vastamount of labor, 
but they have had it under circumstances that make more than 
five millions of ita gift tothem. The city of St. Louis, instead of 
strengthening the hands of these gentlemen who had charge of 
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, the fact that that involves an expenditure of about | Constitution in order to accommodate their friends. 


this great work and relieving them from the oppressions and ex- | 
tortions of labor, have simply refused or neglected to do anything | 


and compelled these gentlemen to pay an excess of 25 per cent of 


the prices of labor that they were paying when they began the | 


enterprise. 

It on gone on toa limit of extortion almost incredible. Car- 
penters have been paid $4.40 for eight hours of work; plasterers, 
from $5 to $87 for eight hours of work; electrical workers, $5; iron 
workers, $4.40; common laborers, $2—all for eight hours’ work 
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the House who refuse to stifle their convictions with regard to the 
** What is 
That comes from New York. 
| It does not affect the gentleman from Georgia. Ef take it. as I lis- 
| tened to him and to what he had to say in reprobation of this pros- 
titution of our powers. 
| Iremember not a great many yearsago when good Democrats 
| would not vote for a grant of land for a corporation to aid in the 
construction of a railway, although the alternate sections that 
| they did not grant were to reimburse the General Gov« 
| through the double minimum price that was charged for them. 
They thought then that the proceeds of the sale of the pablic 

| lands were a part of the common treesure, bel mzing to all the 
| people, to be used for governmental purposes. and only for such 
| ema Now, the money of the people, the money that. be- 
ongs to all the people—each man entitled to his full own>rship 
of each individual dollar—that money can be taken from the 
Treasury of the United States, not for governmental uses. not 
to promote the general welfare. but in order to be loamed to a 
corporation in order to carry out this enterprise. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Without interest. tco. : 

Mr. HEPBURN. And the gentlemen say now—and [ think i 
is ‘* the unkindest cut of all ’—** Oh, you are bound to do i his: ¥ 
have invited the crowned heads of Europe and all their sub 
to come here.’’ And the gentleman from Minnesota | Taw 
NEY} grows lachrymose in his fears that we are going t 
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| the Constitution between friends? 


nnent 


, 


ado Gis 


credit to ourselves as hosts and fail in respect to our gus De 
the gentlemen remember that the President of the Unit 3 
extended these invitations at the instanceof these gentleme2 who 
are now using as a threat that very thimg that they induced the 
Government to do? I do not think there is kimdliness in that. 
That invitation came at the imstance of these gentlemen. They 


wereright. I do not criticise them for it; but I criticise the wis- 
dom and propriety of using that as an argument to extort further 


| millions from the Treasury of the United States. 


each. Those are the prices that they have paid; an excess of 25 | 


percent, the president of the institution says, over the prices that 
they paid when the enterprise was begun. Now, then, St. Louis 
has had these five millions permanently placed in those grounds. 
The people. of St. Louis have had the labor coming from twenty 
nillions of expenditure. They have had this five millions of ex- 
cess = rted from the Commission. The people of St. Louis 
have had it. 


Outsiders have had no participation in these extra | 


and extraordinary prices that seem willingly to have been paid. | 


ls it not true that under such circumstances St. Louis should do 
somethin g? 
But this is notall. It is estimated that the attendance will be 


vastly in excess of the attendance at the fair in the city of Chi- | 


cago. 


0. Think of the millions who were there! It is not at all im- 
probable that five, six, possibly seven millions of people will take 


their way to the city of St. Louis between the tst day of May and | 


the Ist day of December. All of these millions leave their dol- 
lars there. Suppose there are but five millions, and suppose that 
they are there long enough to expend $10 each. We would then 


Have the enormeus sum of $50,000,000 which will go into the | 


cofft 


olers of the business men of that city, resultant from this fair. 
Under those cireumstances ought they to ask the people of the 
United States, who the gentleman tells us have already given 
them $5,000,000, to loan five millionsmore? Gentlemen talk about 
this being returned. I do not believe it. 
the experience of the United States, save in one instance. Is it 


| ain not quarreling with that—not at all. 


It will be contrary to | 


fair for the patriotic people of St. Louis to ask that Democrats | 


‘specially should violate the Constitution of the United States and 
make of the United States Government a money loaner? 


Oh, I know that this isthe age of progressive Democracy. They | 


E ‘gress from the good old days of Jackson and of that time. A 
— While ago I saw the gentleman from Georgia, from the At- 
anta district [Ma. Livinaston], a progressive Democrat, who 
Wrote the Ocala platform, which authorized the loan of green- 
~ ‘ks to the farmer upon a security of farm products. <A pro- 
sressive Democrat! Ah, he has progressed from Jackson’s time, 
= he 8 progressing still. Im that platform he did not pr 
the money to any but the farmers. Now they are taking in 
; omen rations; the day of gvod feeling has come. 
Oh — their knives and tomahawks out for the corporations. 
. Then they were willing to take security upon farm products— 
Wagonloal of pumpkins, They have gone beyond that now. 
ey are willi 
Thaw of the show where the pumpkins may 
eh ae iter.) If this is not progressive Democracy I would be 
i to know what itis. [Renewed laughter. } 
4m glad to knew that there are gentlemen on the other side of 


opose | 
They have | 


ng to take as their security a mentgngyan the gate | 
exhibited. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Wilt the gentleman pardon me a moment? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The act authorizing this exposition expressly 
authorizes and directs the President of the United States to in- 
vite foreign nations 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
that put there? 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
States. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But at whose instance? At the instance of 
the same gentlemen who imspired the whole act. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The moment that you authorize and provide 
for an international exposition that necessarily implies invitations 
to foreign nations. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, according tothe purpose for w! 
gentleman uses this suggestion, it was in hostility to the pm 
of these gentlemen. They did not want these imvitatior 
made. Oh,no! They did not want any obligations of hospital 
to be created. Oh, no! Is that what you mean tosay? Every- 
body knows that every sentence in that law that is beneficial to 
this institution was placed there at the instance of these gentle- 
men—not at the instance of the Government. Whatever require- 
ment there is, is made in the interest of that institution. And I 
Tam quarreling with 
the specious character of the argument that the gentleman from 
Minnesota sought to present to the House. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope that no one will accuse me of hos- 
tility to this great enterprise. I want to see it succeed. I know 
it will succeed. I know something about the purposes, something 
of the ability of the men that are behind it. I know they intend 
to make it a success. But while I bid them godspeed, while I am 
full of hope for the splendor of their success, while I firmly be- 
lieve that infinite benefit will come to the people of the United 





Certainly it did; but at whose instance was 


It was put there by the Congress of the United 


. 4 , 
uch tne 
poses 
LO be 
alitv 


Ly 


| States from this exposition, I think the people will cheerfully pay 





their share as the Government has paid its share; and I want the 
city of St. Louis to pay her full share in compensation for the 
wonderful and special advantages which in the nature of things 
are to come to her and her people and can not be common to all of 
us. |Loud applause. | 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] 
proposed to close debate about this time. I am willimg to take a 
vote now, if he so desires. 

Mr. TAWNEY. [I asked unanimous consent to close debate, 
and objection was made. I think that, having the affirmative of 
the proposition, we have the right to close; and I do not think 
that it can be done thisevening. A number of gentlemen wish to 
speak in favor of the proposition; and I do not think I should be 
justified in shuttmg them off. 

Mr. BURKETT. Then I reserve the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska | Mr. Bur- 
KETT] has twenty-six minutes remaining. 
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Mr. HEMENWAY. In view of the statement made by the 
gentleman from Minnesota, I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- | 
sumed the chair, Mr. CURRIER, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole, reported that the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union had had under consideration the amendments | 
of the Senate to the urgent deficiency bill and had come to no res- 
olution thereon. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS Ayp 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 4 
following titles were severally reported from committees ae: 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of ; Thole 
House, as follows: 
Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which , 


| ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 2009) for the relic 
| tate of Sven J. Johnson, reported the same without are 
| accompanied by a report ( 


0. 736); which said bill and 


| were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following | 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 2345. An act to amend the provisions of the naturalization 
laws of the United States, and for other purposes—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

S. 1278. An act to provide for the erection of buildings for an 
immigrant station at the port of San Francisco, Cal.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

_ 5. 15387. An act to provide for the payment to the heirs of Darius 
B. Randall, deceased, for certain improvements relinquished to | 
the United States for the use of the Nez Percé Indians—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

S. 1607. An act granting to the State of Oregon certain lands to 
be used by it for the purpose of maintaining and operating thereon 
a fish hatchery—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

S. 2698. An act to establish a life-saving station at or near the 
entrance to Tillamook Bay, Oregon—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 2815. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to fix 
the salaries of the deputy collectors of customs at the subports of 
Tacoma and Seattle, in the State of Washington, and repealing all | 
laws inconsistent therewith—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

S. 8117. An act to expedite business in the district court of the 
United States for the district of Oregon—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

S. 3738. An act granting an increase of pension to Linus S. 
Ludington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


COLUMBIA INSTITUTION FOR THE DEAF AND DUMB. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment as directors of the 
Columbia Institution for the Deaf and Dumb Mr. Fow.er of 
New Jersey and Mr. Sims. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HEMENWay (at 4 o’clock and 55 

minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


Mr. THOMAS of Iowa, from the Committee on Claims + 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1058) for ¢}, 


| Kirby Thomas, reported the same without amendment 


nied by a report (No. 737); which said bill and rep 


rt \ . 
) eT ) 
itu were } 


| ferred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. TRIMBLE, from the Committee on Claims. to w) 
referted the bill of the House (H. R. 7535) for the relief o¢ . 
Swigert, late deputy collector, seventh Kentucky district, reno) 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private « 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont, from the Committee on (‘Is 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7718 
lief of the estate of Artemus E. Gibson, reported the s 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 739): w 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. BEALL of Texas, from the Committee on Claims, 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3256) directin 
of a check in lieu of a lost check drawn by Thomas J. H 
bursing clerk, in favor of Crane & Co., of Dalton, Mass 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a rep» 
which said bill and report were referred to the Privat 

Mr. McNARY, from the Committee on Claims, to \ 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6937) for the re] 
heirs of Elizabeth Cushing, reported the same with anv 
accompanied by a report (No. 741); which said bill 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont, from the Committee on ( 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10511! 
lief of the estate of Mary Keating, reported the same vw 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 742); which said 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was r 
bill of the House (H. R. 8505) for the relief of the heirs o 
Hottenstein, deceased, reported the same with amendmen 
panied by a report (No. 748); which said bill and report 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, from the Committe: 


| to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 255 


| of the Farmers and Mechanics’ National Bank, Philad 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
fcllows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a copy 
of a communication from the Chief of Ordnance, a report of tests 
of iron and steel and other metals—to the Committee on Manu- | 
factures, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conelusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Active, Samuel Pote, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- | 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Apollo, John Ring, master—to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of | 
John A. Chandler, administrator of estate of Garrett S. Chandler, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Anne C. Livingston against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 


ordered to be printed. 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 


| (No. 744); 





Puyallup and other waterways of the harbor of Tacoma—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed with 
illustrations. 


reported the same without amendment, accompanied |! 
which said bill and report were referred to ti 
Calendar. 

Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims. | 


| was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10585) for t! 


the vestry of Christ Episcopal Church, of Holly Springs. } 


| ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a rv} 


745); which said bill and report were referred to ti 
Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid P 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2517) gra 
increase of pension to Elijah Farr, reported the si 


| amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 748); whic! 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was re’ 
bill of the Senate (S. 167) granting an increase of }» 
Hudson Kibbe, reported the same without amendi' 
panied by a report (No. 749); which said bill and rej» 
ierred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was ! 
bill of the Senate (S. 2543) granting an increase 0! 
Ella B. Green, reported the same without amendni 
panied by a report (No. 750); which said bill and re; 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was ! 
bill of the Senate (S. 2527) granting an increase 0 | 
Joseph Roberts, reported the same without amendim 


| panied by a report (No. 751); which said bill and re} 
Joseph T. Blanton, administrator of estate of Benjamin Blanton, | 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and | 


ferred to the Private Calendar. ; 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on In 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (>. °'" 
ing an increase of pension to Levi B. Lewis, reporte® | 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. +) 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen(:". 

He also, from the same committee, to which was ree" 
bill of the Senate (S. 2577) granting an increase of pc” 


t 

e@ Sall 

- which 
1 the 

100 to 








1904. 
Albert Marshall, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by 3 report (No. 753); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. — 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
pill of the Senate (S. 2712) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet Billings, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 754); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. d ; 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to Which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 782) 
granting 4 pension to Mary D. Duval, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 755); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. to Which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2797) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Edward A. Cotting, reported the 
same Without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 756); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. ; ’ 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2440) granting an increase of pension to 
George Ulsen, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 757); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1799) granting an 


increase of pension to Charles E. Decker, reported the same with- | 


out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 758); which said 
pill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1239) granting an 
increase of pension to John Adamson, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 759); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
towhich was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 889) granting an 
increase of pension to Catherine A. Brown, reported the same 


without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 760); which | 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 38) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Miriam R. Adams, reported the same with- | 


out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 761); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 142) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry W. Nichols, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 762); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 189) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edwin H. Wheeler, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 763); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 797) granting a pension to Mary H. Allen, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
= ‘64); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 

aiendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2061) granting an increase of pension to 
W illiam H. Barlow, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 765); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2068) granting an increase of pension to Julia 
A. Roberts, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
bya report (No, 766); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

“ee also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
o of the Senate (S. 1912) granting an increase of pension to 
oseph W. Booker, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
d by a report (No. 767); which said bill and report were re- 

it to the Private Calendar. 
can LDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
in a h was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2236) granting an 
amendn of pension to James Reed, reported the same without 
cad “nent, accompanied by a report (No. 768); which said bill 

ae Tt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

bill oe from the same committee, to which was referred the 
aniel F 16 Senate (S. 2245) granting an increase of pension to 
“i * ritz, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 


ba , Port (No. 769); which said bill and report were referred to 
rivate Calendar. 


* also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
Senate (S. 2250) granting an increase of pension to 


of the 
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Anna Pritchard, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 770); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
| to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2373) granting an 

increase of pension to Charles Cummings, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 771); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1241) granting an increase of pension to 
Hamlet F. Roberts, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 772); which said billand report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
| bill of the Senate (S. 1242) granting an increase of pension to 
| Thomas Davis, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 

nied by a report (No. 773); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
| bill of the Senate (S. 2374) granting an increase of pension to 
| Alonzo Moses, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
| panied by a report (No. 774); which said bill and report were re- 

ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
| billof the Senate (S. 2230) granting an increase of pension to 
Matilda C. Lothrop, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 775); which said bill and report were 
| referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1954), granting an 
| increase of pension to Benton D. Bitner, reported the same with- 

out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 776); which said 
| bill and report were referred tothe Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
| bill of the Senate (S. 1956) granting an increase of pension to 
Seth H. Craig, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 777); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2093) granting an increase of pension to Vic- 
| toria M. Steele, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 778): which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
| bill of the Senate (S. 880) granting an increase of pension to Allen 

W. (alias Albert) Hall, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 779): which said bill and report 
| were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1356) granting a pension to 
| Robert Kelly, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 

nied by a report (No. 780); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1802) granting an 
increase of pension to Isaac M. Couch, reported the same without 

| amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 781); which said bill 

and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

| Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
| to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 136) granting an 
|increase of pension to Mary T. Strickland, reported the same 
| without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 782): which 
| said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

| Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
| which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2549) granting an 
| increase of pension to Charles W. Jellison, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 783); which 
| said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

| He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2576) granting an increase of pension to 
James Redshaw, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 784); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

| Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
| sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2668) grant- 
| ing an increase 6f pension to Alpheus Fawcett, reported the same 
without amendment. accompanied by a report (No. 785); which 





said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee .on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred ,the bill of the Senate (S. 2947) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas Bratton, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 786); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2642) granting an 
increase of pension to Leonard G. Freeman, reported the same 
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without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 787); which | By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 11971) providing for : 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1358) granting an | 
increase of pension to William W. Lackey, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 788); which 
said biii and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 20f Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 


the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- | 


upon referred as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 609) granting an increase of pension to John | 


Hendricks—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | 


of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 11956) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon | 
in the city of West Point, State of Nebraska—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 11957) amending section 1781 | 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 11958) providing for the erec- 
tion of a monument at Kings Mountain battle ground, commem- 
orative of General Campbell, Coionel Shelby, and others who 
participated in said battle on October 7, A. D. 1780—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 11959) providing for the erection 
of a monument at Kings Mountain battle ground, commemorative 
of Generals Campbell, McDowell, Colonel Shelby, and others who 


participated in the battle of Kings Mountain on the 7th day of Oc- | 


tober, A. D. 1780—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 11960) providing for the ap- 
pointment of additional judges in the Indian Territory and to 
establish a court of appeals therein, and for other purposes- 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 11961) to provide an 


-to 


American register for the steam lighter Pioneer—to the Commit- | 


tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

3y Mr. BAKER (by request): A bill (H. R. 11962) to regulate 
interstate commerce by competition—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

3y Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 11963) regulating 
the practice of medicine and surgery in the Indian Territory—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. B. 11964) to promote the safety 


of employees and travelers upon railroads, and persons living or | 


doing business in the vicinity thereof, by prohibiting common 
carriers engaged in interstate commerce from transporting gun- 
powder and other high explosive compounds over their lines, ex- | 
cept under certain conditions, and so forth—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 11965) to | 
divide Washington into two judicial districts—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 11966) to ratify and amend | 
an agreement with the Indians located upon the Grande Ronde 
Reservation, in the State of Oregon, and to make an appropria- 
tion to carry the same into effect—to the Committee on Indian | 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 11967) to regulate the prac- 
tice of pharmacy and the sale of poisons in the District of Colum- | 
bia, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 11968) to incorporate the Wash- | 
ington Sanitary Housing Company—to the Committee on the Dis- | 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. EMERICH: A bill (H. R. 11969) making appropriation | 
for the relief of the city of Baltimore, Md.—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (H. R. 11970) to expedite busi- 
ness in the district court of the United States for the district of 
Oregon—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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struction or purchase of a steam vessel for service at |} 

Me.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commer... 
By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 11972) to authorize the oO. | 

Power Company, of South Dakota, to construct a dam ac) 


| Missouri River—to the Committee on Interstate and | 


Commerce. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 11973) to amend the p 
Statutes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-p 
By Mr. HARDWICK: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
claring the policy of the Government of the United 
reference to the Philippine Islands—to the Committee 

Affairs. 

By Mr. HITT: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 102) relat 
the exemption of all private property at sea, not contrahs» 
war, from capture or destruction by belligerent power: 


on Ins 


| Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
A bill (H. R. 10114) for the relief of the Third Presbyterian | 
Church of New Orleans, La.—Committee on Claims discharged, | 


By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A joint resolution (H. J. Ros 
103) providing for printing annually the report of the Director of 
the Office of Experiment Stations, Department of Agriculture 
to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A joint resolution (H. J 
Res. 104) forrelief of the enrolled militia of Memphis and west; mn 


| district of Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. JENKINS: A resolution (H. Res. 207) instructing the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives to purchase, for th: f 


| the Committee on the Judiciary, the Federal Cases—to the | 


mittee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, private bills and resolutions 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred, ; 
follows: 

By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 11974) granting an increase of 
pension to Melissa V. Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 11975) granting an in 


| of pension to Marcus B. Earle—to the Committee on Pen 


By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 11976) granting an i 
pension to Isom New—to the Committee on Invalid Per 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11977) granting an increase of | 
Thomas Babcock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. BROOKS: A bill (H. R. 11978) for the relief 
liam H. Gowdy—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 11979) for th 
Frank B. Smith—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 11980) for reli 
of Manning Harris—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 11981) for the re! 
heirs of Philip Lutes—to the Committee on Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11982) for the relief of the heirs « 
resentatives of James B. Hassett, deceased—to the Con 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11983) for the relief of the hen 
Moore—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11984) granting an increase o 
Edward C. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11985) granting a pension to Sara 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 11986) granting an 
of pension to Allen H. George—to the Committee on 1 
sions. 

3y Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 11987) for the re! 
Lower band of Chinook Indians of the State of Washi 
the Kathlamet band of Chinook Indians of the State o! 


f y 


| to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


By Mr. DICKERMAN: A bill (H. R. 11988) to corr: 
itary record of Robert D. Magill—to the Committee 
Affairs. ; - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11989) granting a pension to hm! 


| Dougal—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 11990) for the payment ' 
B. Davis of balance due him for surveying public la 
Committee on Claims. : 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. BR. 11991) granting an! 
pension to Henry E. Phelps—to the Committee on 11) 
sions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 11992) granti 
pension to Elbert Parker—to the Committee on Invali 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 11993) granting @) 
pension to William H. Price—to the Committee on Inv 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11994) granting an increase of 
Joseph D. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pens 


ani?) 


Tw?) 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 11995) granting a pension to C. W. Gist—to| Also, a bill (H. R. 12032) granting an increase of pension to 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . Frances J. Childers—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, @ bill (H. R. 11996) granting a pension to Matilda J. Also, a bill (H. R. 12033) for the relief of Albert Hope—to tho 
gweaney—-to the Committee on Pensions. Committee on War Claims. 


4lso,a bill (H. R. 11997) toremove the charge of desertion from Also, a bill (H. R. 12034) for the relief of the heirs of Alfred 
the military record of Thomas Sawyers—to the Committee on | Hightower, for supplies taken by United States Army in 1864—to 


Military Affairs. ; ‘ ; the Committee on War Claims. 
py Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 11998) granting a pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 12035) for the relief of George W. Hansard— 
Anna L. Mills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to the Committee on War Claims. 


py Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 11999) granting an increase of pen-| By Mr. WEEMS: A bill (H. R. 12036) granting an increase of 
son to William Vincent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | pension to Jacob Wetzel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
~ AJso, a bill (H. R. 12000) granting an increase of pension to By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 12037) granting an 
Jonathan Danghenbaugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | incregse of pension to Annie E. Shipp—to the Committee on In- 
; Also, a Dill (H. R. 12001) for the relief of William Vincent—to | valid Pensions. 
the Committee on Military Affairs. By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 12038) granting a pension to 

By Mr. JACKSON of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 12002) for the re- Eliza Peel—to the Committee on Pensions. 
lief of Robert E. Thomas, administrator de bonis non cum testa-| By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12039) granting an in- 
mentoannexo of Edward Thomas, deceased, and James George | crease of pension to Beal Pickett—to the Committee on invalid 
James—to the Committee on Claims. Pensions, 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 12003) granting an increase of 
nension to John H. Eisenhard—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. PETITIONS, ETC. 
By Mr. KYLE: A bill (H. R. 12004) granting an increase of - 

pension to A. G. Shaff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 12005) for the relief of the estate | were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 12006) granting | Edgar, Ill., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
an increase of pension to Amelia Coster—to the Committee on | mittee on the Judiciary. 
Invalid Pensions. Also, memorial of the Pasteur Vaccine Company, of Chicago, 

3y Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 12007) granting an increase | Ill., protesting against the furnishing of blackleg virus by the 
of pension to Henry R. K. Lockman—to the Committee on Invalid | Bureau of Animal Industry—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Pensions. | Also, memorial of the Syracuse Liederkranz, protesting against 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 12008) to permit Herman Lunden | the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
tomake homestead entry—tothe Committee on the Public Lands. | the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LUCKING: A bill (H. R. 12009) to reimburse $337.52 Also, memorial of the S. B. Marts Company and 12 other con- 
to Col. Phillip Kirschner—to the Committee on Claims. cerns engaged in shipping business, protesting against the admis- 

Also,a bill (H. R. 12010) granting a pension to William T. | sion of foreign-built vessels to American registry—to the Com- 
Wiley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


| 

of Samuel Kirby, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. By the SPEAKER: Petition of D. N. Johnson and 29 others, of 
} 
| 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12011) granting a pension to Florence J. Also, memorial of the National Live Stock Association. praying 
Winters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. that the control of the national forest reserves be transferred to 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12012) granting a pension to Peter Schmel- | the Department of Agriculture—to the Committee on the Public 
cer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Lands. 
3y Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 12013) granting an increase of Also, memorial of the Farmers’ Social and Economic Union of 
pension to David H. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | Illinois, praying for legislation to prevent undue profit taking by 
sions, corporations engaged in meat products—to the Committee on the 
By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 12014) for the relief of Mrs. | Judiciary. 
Margaret Thompson—to the Committee on Claims. By Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolution of the board of aldermen of 
By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 12015) granting a pension to | Buffalo, N. Y., in favor of bill to promote the efficiency of the 
Laura J, Gladmon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
sy Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 12016) granting a pension | Commerce. 
to Andrew Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, resolution of East Buffato Lodge, No. 417, Brotherhood 
Also, a bill (H.. R. 12017) for the relief of Peter Coyle—to the | of Railroad Trainmen, in favor of bills H. R. 89 and 7041—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 12018) for the relief of James By Mr. BIRDSALL: Petition of citizens of Waterloo, Iowa, 
H. Forsythe, executor of the estate of William Forsythe—to the | against the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 





Committee on Claims. and Post-Roads. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12019) for the relief of Edward Kershner— Also, petition of 8S. W. Klaus and others, of Delaware County, 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. Iowa; in opposition to the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on 


_ By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 12020) grant- | the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
ing a pension to Henrietta E. Rice—to the Committee on Pensions. Also, petition of S. D. Kennedy and 60 others, of Goldfield, 
By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 12021) granting a pension to Mary | Iowa, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 


E. Steinmneller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. on the Judiciary. 
by Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 12022) for the relief of Hannah By Mr. BOWERSOCKE: Resolution of Kansas State Society of 
B. Sabiston—to the Committee on Claims. Labor and Industry, favoring investigation of conditions in dis- 


_By Mr. SMITH of Towa: A bill (H. R. 12028) granting a pen- | tricts in Colorado now under martial Jaw—to the Committee on 
“on to Margaret Pendergast—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | Labor. 

“. * Also, resolution of National Board of Trade, favoring applica- 
by Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12024) granting | tion of navigation laws to Philippine commerce—to the Commit- 


re nrease of pension to Elizabeth Brand—to the Committee on | tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

nvalid Pensions, | Also, resolution of E. D. Baker Post, No. 40, Grand Army of 

i 2 Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 12025) for the re- | the Republic, of Baldwin, Kans., in favor of Curtis pension bill— 
a Joseph Schrembs—to the Committee on Claims. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

an ee a Ill (H. R. 12026) authorizing the Prevident to appoint | By Mr. BOWIE: Memorial of citizens and business houses of 
ibrose C. C, Williams-Foote a lieutenant in the United States | Alabama, against a parcels post—to the Committee on the Post- 
aL —to the Committee on Military Affairs. Office and Post-Roads. 

1.0 ® bill (H. R. 12027) granting a pension to Mary A. H. | By Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin: Resolution of Butternut Lodge, 

“RB a the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | No, 295, Independent Order of Good Templars, in favor of the 

. m a TATE: A bill (H. R. 12028) granting a pension to Te- | Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

= Merrill Flake—to the Committee on Pensions. By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of manufacturers of Omaha. Nebr., 

Come bill (H.R. 12029) for the relief of Jane Reynolds—to the | in opposition to bill H. R. 89—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
1. .°8.00 Pensions. Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 

faeak bill (HL. R. 12030) for the relief of William Postell—to | Lancaster, Nebr., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 


 mumittee on Military Affairs, 


Alen : : . : 
tean® hill (H. R. 12081) for the relief of Mary E. Baird—to 
ommittee on Pensions. 


Committee on the Judiciary. oe 
By Mr. BURLESON: Petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Fort Worth, Tex., against a statehood bill that 
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will unite the last of the Indian’s territory to Oklahoma—to the | 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD): Petition of business men of Barnes, | 
Kans., in opposition to the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on | 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Thompson Post, No. 246, Grand Army of the | 
Republic, of Vermilion, Kans., in favor of a service-pension law— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, petition of Winfield Scott, M. D., and 19 others, of Scandia. 
Kans., favoring the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Papers to accompany claim of William 
Hargrave—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Daniel Lewallen—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

sy Mr. CURRIER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union and other religious organizations of Hinsdale, N. H., 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver billi—to the Committee on the | 
vudiciary. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Statement to accompany bill H. R. 11901, 
relative to irrigation—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 4487, relative to the con- | 
struction of a trail up Mount Whitney, California—to the Com- | 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petition of the heirs of Samuel Knott, pray- 
ing reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- | 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolution of the New York Chamber of 
Commerce, relative to the harbor of refuge at Point Judith, R. I.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ESCH: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 966, granting an | 
in(:rease of pension to Stephen Dickerson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Manufacturers and Jobbers’ Union and the 
Board of Trade of La Crosse, Wis.,in opposition to the Gompers- | 
Mitchell anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of the New York Board of 
Trade and Transportation, relative to the harbor of refuge at | 
Point Judith, R. I.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the National Board of Trade, in favor of | 
the extension of the navigation laws—to the Committee on Inter- | 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FLACK: Petition of residents of Saranac Lake, N. Y., | 
in favor of the enactment of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Paper to accompany claim of William D. | 
Hudgeons—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILBERT: Petition of residents of Lancaster, Ky., | 
against a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office | 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of the Indiana Anti-Saloon League, | 
for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee | 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Indiana Bankers’ Association, for the passage | 
of bill H. R. 5068, known as ‘the clean-money bill’’—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 11066, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joshua D. Griffith—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, protest of citizens of San Jacinto, Ind., against the pas- | 
sage of the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GUDGER: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 9244, grant- 
ing a pension to Enoch Voyles—to the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompiny bill granting increase of pension to | 
Mrs. James Guthrie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of E. B. Goelet, of Saluda, N. C., in favor of the 
Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of merchants of St. Joseph | 
County, Mich., protesting against the passage of the parcels-post | 
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bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Petition of J. R. Hairston and 275 others, of | 
Howard County, Mo., asking for the passage of a good-roads bill— | 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of David Kinsey, for pension; 
also affidavit to accompany claim of Matilda J. Sweaney—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of B. D. Atchley and 52 others, of Cavespring, | 
Mo., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on | 
the Judiciary. | 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of Michael J. Jacob and other | 
citizens of Indiana, urging passage of the Hemenway service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


FEBRUARY 8, 


— 


Also, resolution of Colonel William Jones Post, No. 19 and 


: : : 2 ; C, Depart. 
ment of Indiana, in favor of a service-pension bil]—;, ie 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of J. C. Privett ang 59 
Greensburg, Iowa; also Henry Thomson and 77 voters « 
burg, Iowa, praying for passage of Hepburn-Dolliyer })\)] 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Memorial from Commercial om, 
Walla Walla, Wash., for retention of garrison at Wall, 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Linn County (Oreg.) Business Con; 
creased pay to rural free-delivery carriers—to the ( 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of Port]. 


the Com. 


| against reimposing duty on coal—to the Committee on \\ 
| Means. 


Also, memorial of George Wright Post. No. 1. Gr 


| the Republic. of Portland, Oreg., urging that only st 
| who were distinguished and loyal to their country 


Statuary Hall, in the United States Capitol—to the ( 


| the Library. 


By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of C. W. Wood and 7% 
voters of Aurora, Nebr., urging the passage of the Hep 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of James Gilbert and 10 ot] 
Winslow, Ill., protesting against the passage of the 


| bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post 


By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Resolution of 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Red Bank, N 


| of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Inva 


By Mr. HUFF: Memorial of board of supervisors 


| county of San Francisco, in relation to Tuolumne R 
| Eleanor reservoir rights of way—to the Committee on ! 


Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of J. C. Kuhn Post, No. 539, Depart 
Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, favoring : 
of service-pension legislation—to the Committee on in\ 
sions. 

Also, petition of West Newton Ministerial Associ 1, fay 
ing the enactment of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Comn 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of R. L. Spencer and others, of Call 
way, Ky., in favor of bill H. R. 3574, tor the relief of farmersa 
tobacco growers in the United States—to the Committee on Wa: 


|} and Means. 


By Mr. KLINE: Petition of F. K. Miller and 12 others, of Read- 


| ing, Pa.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Commi 


on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolutions of the United Com 


| Travelers of America, New York Council, No. 114, ! 


proposed amendment to section 64 of the bankruptvy « 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
in reference to the construction of a breakwater : 
refuge at Point Judith, R. I1.—to the Committee on itive! 
Harbors. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Letter of C. F. Brown. of P 
bor, Me., and others, relative to bill H. R. 7083—to the Comm 


¥ ” 
New i¢ 


| tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


Also, petition of residents of North Haven. Me., r 


| destruction of dogfish—to the Committee on the Mer 


and Fisheries. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petitions of John Baker: 
and of Job T. Griscom and 82 others, of Hancock } 


| favoring the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bil! 


mittee on the Judiciary. ; 
By Mr. MAHON: Resolution of George Simpson 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Pen 


| favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on inyanet 


sions. 
By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: Petition of proper' 
residents upon M street NW., District of Colum!na, 1 
against permitting this residence street to be surrendered bo" 
use of a railroad—to the Committee on the District of © o1mh' 
By Mr. MUDD: Paper to accompany claim of Bertram Me™ 
or Lewis—to the Committee on War Claims. t 
By Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolution of the Conve" 
Growers of California, relative to a parcels-post !1!! 
check currency—to the Committee on the Post-Vilice “ 
Roads. , 
Also, resolution of Stanislaus Board of Trade, of M 
relative to granting to San Francisco any right 1n 
Lake Eleanor, or elsewhere upon Tuolumne River, ‘ 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
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_ PAGE: Petitions of M. L. Mathews, M. D., and 187 


By Mr 
Bs f East Bend, N.C.,and B. Cole and 50 others, of Sanford 


others, 
Township, N. C., avi 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


Uv 


By Mr. WEEMS: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 8421, for the 
relief of Russell A. McKinley—to the Committee on Military Af- 


in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the | fairs. 


Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 9289, granting a pension 


By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Papers to accompany bill H.R. | to Theodore T. Bruce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


11182, granting an increase of pension to William J. Murray—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Resolution of U.S. Grant Post, No. 4, of 
Melrose. Mass., and Theodore Winthrop Post, No. 35, of Chelsea, 
Mass. Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension 
pill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ; 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolution of New York Chamber of Com- 
‘ee. relative to the harbor of refuge at Point Judith, Rhode 


nerOr 
ie dj—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Merchants’ Association of New York, 
relative to the repeal of the desert-land act—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the National Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, 
relative to good-roads bill, etc.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, petition of the New York Board of Trade and Transpor- 
tation, relative to the Quarles-Cooper bill—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade, approving 
the extension of the navigation laws—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Resolutions of Carmi Post, No. 
| 296, and Winfield Ingraham Post, No. 238, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Dlinois, in favor of a service-pension 
| bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. WRIGHT: Resolutions of Post No. 33; Watkins Post, 
| No. 68, and Stevens Post, No. 69, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Department of Pennsylvania, in favor of a service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 9, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp Everett HAte. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on the request of Mr. Kean, and by unanimous 


| consent. the further reading was dispensed with. 


Also, resolution of the New York State senate, relative to the | 


promotion of the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also. resolution of the New York State senate, in favor of the 
Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also. resolution of the New York Board of Trade and Trans- | 


portation, relative to the harbor of refuge at Point Judith, R. I.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 11423, 
granting a pension to Evelyn 8. Beardslee—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


, Ty Ty j Tv : > ic 16 £ ri “~ p | 7 ¢ ss * ‘ * 
By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Resolution of the American As | United States officials be permitted to receive decorations of the 


sociation of Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, Detroit Harbor, 
No. 47, relative to a breakwater at Rogers City, Mich.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, resolution of the Shipmasters’ Association, Detroit, Mich.., | 


relative to a harbor of refuge at Rogers City, Mich.—to the Com- 
nittee on Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, resolution of Michigan Woman’s Temperance Union, in | \ I I use 
passed a bill (H. R. 8160) to authorize the construction of bridges 


favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


By Mr. STEENERSON: Petition of St. Paul Yacht Club, rela- | 


tive to bill extending navigation laws—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Memorial of the board of 
supervisors of San Francisco, in relation to Tuolumne River and 
Lake Eleanor reservoir rights of way—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

_Also, resolution of New York Board of Trade and Transporta- 
tion, in relation to the 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

3y Mr. SULZER: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce, 
relative to the harbor of refuge at Point Judith, R. I1.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Union ex-prisoners of war, urging the passage 


of bill H. R. 9318, relative to pension—to the Committee on Inva- | 


lid Pensions, 

Also, resolution of United Commercial Travelers of America, 
New York Council, No. 114, relative to an amendment té the 
bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TATE: Paper to accompany bill granting an increase 
of pension to Frances J. Childers: also, paper to accompany bill 
granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Baird—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THAYER: Resolution of Massachusetts Agricultural 
llege Alumni Club, in favor of increasing appropriations for 
Stat» experiment stations—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of George H. Thomas Post, No. 131, of Leices- 
ter, Mass.,and George A. Custer Post, No. 70, of Millbury, Mass., 
Grand Army of the epublic, in favor of a service-pension bill— 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Papers toaccompany bill H. R. 1900, 
ae an increase of pension to Samuel Visnow—to the Com- 


ee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, protest of 
of Iowa. ag 


> 


, citizens of the Eleventh Congressional district 
ainst the passage of the parcels-post bill—to the Com- 


— on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

x y Mr. VREELAND: Petitions of 35 citizens of Portville, 

Co , favoring the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
lmmuttee on the Judiciary, 


Quarles-Cooper bill—to the Committee on | 
C 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
proved, 

OFFICE OF THE TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Treasurer of the United States requesting th 
adoption of an amendment to the legislative, executive, and ju- 
dicial appropriation bill relating to the force of his office, so as to 
provide for nine expert counters in lieu of nine clerks, at $700 
each; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ACCEPTANCE OF DECORATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 

munication from the Secretary of State, requesting that certain 


The Journal will stand ap- 


order of the Legion of Honor conferred upon them by the French 
Government; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives. by Mr. C. R. 
McKENNEY, its enrolling clerk. announced that the House had 


across a portion of the Minnesota River in the State of Minne- 
sota; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented memorials of Con- 
cordia Lodge, No. 5, of Cleveland; of Aurora Lodge, No. 259, of 
Cleveland; of Standhaft Union, No. 5, of Cleveland; of Schiller 


| Lodge, of Massillon; of the Liederkranz of Cincinnati; of the 


| 
| 


i 





West Cincinnati Turn Verein, of Cincinnati: of the Unterstiitz- 
ungs Verein of Cincinnati: of the German Teachers’ Relief As- 
sociation, of Cincinnati, and of the German Veterans’ Association, 
of Springfield. all in the State of Ohio; of the F. J. Russ Hunting 
and Fishing Club, of Pittsburg; of the Germania Liederkranz, of 
Pittsburg; of the Southwart Arbeiter, of Philadelphia, and of the 
St. Peter’s Ritter Verein, of Philadelphia, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania; of the Swiss National Society Helvetia, of Denver, 
Colo.; of the Vater John Lodge, No. 301, of New Britain, Conn.; 


| of the Plattdeutsche Gilde, No. 16, of Michigan City, and of the 
| Young Men’s German Organization of Richmond, all in the 


State 
of Indiana; of the Maennerchor of Davenport, and of the Ger- 
man Mechanics’ Aid Society, of Muscatine, all in the State of 
Iowa; of the Liederkranz of Louisville, Ky.; of Germania Lodge 
of the Order of Columbian Knights, of Elgin, and of the Platt- 
deutsche Gilde Teutonia, No. 61, of Chicago, all in the State of 
Illinois; of the Turn Verein of New York City; of the German 
Mutual Benefit Association, of Binghamton: of the Kreis Pinne- 
berger Verein, of New York City; of the Ostener Club, of New 
York City; of the Allemania Association, of New York City, and 
of the Kreis Zevener Pleasure Club, of New York City, all in the 
State of New York; of Schiller Grove, No. 1, of Tacoma; of Sten- 
ben Lodge, No. 65, of Tacoma, and of the Liederkranz of Seattle, 
allin the State of Washington; of the Barden Maennerchor, of 
Milwaukee, and of Lodge No. 54. of Milwaukee, in the State of 
Wisconsin; of the Rutersville Lodge, of Rutersville. Tex.: of the 
General German Aid Society, of Portland, Oreg.; of the Hessen- 
Darmstaedter Verein, of Baltimore; and of the Badenser Verein, 
of Baltimore, all in the State of Maryland; of the German Work- 
ingmen’s Society, of Petoskey, Mich.; of Germania Lodge, No. 
14, of Easthampton, and of the Turn Verein of Boston, in the State 
of Massachusetts; of the German Society of New Orleans, La.; of 
the Sociale Saengerchor, of St. Louis; of the Plattdeutscher Ve- 
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rein of St. Joseph; of Concordia Turn Verein, of St. Louis; of the 
Sachsen and Thueringer Verein, of Kansas City; of Beethoven 
Lodge, No. 337, of Kansas City, and of Concordia Maennerchor, 
of St. Louis, all in the State of Missouri, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transporta- 
tion of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the congregation of 
the Baptist Church of New London, N. H., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prevent the nullification of State laws rela- 
tive to the sale of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Charles W. Hayes, of Dover, 
N. H., and a petition of the board of sinking-fund commissioners, 
of Portsmouth, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the construction of good roads throughout the 
country; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Monroe 
and Greenbrier counties, W. Va., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the construction of roads throughout the 
country. and also for the passage of the so-called pure-food bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wheeling, 
W. Va., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the construction of roads throughout the country; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Capt. Philip G. Bien Post, No. 
17, Department of West Virginia, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of West Virginia, praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law: which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the West Virginia Conference 


Seminary, Buckhannon, W. Va., praying for the enactment of | 


legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented the petition of C. J. Anderson and 11 
other citizens of Plankinton, S. Dak., veterans of the civil war, 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KEAN. I present a concurrent resolution of the legisla- 
ture of New Jersey, in favor of an appropriation for the construc- 
tion of a new harbor of safety adjacent to the city of Cape May, 
in that State. I ask that the concurrent resolution be printed in 
the Rrecorp and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the 
REcORD, as follows: 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY. 
Concurrent resolution by the senate and general assembly. 


Whereas the physical formation of the New Jersey coast, with its danger- 
ous shoals, shallow harbors, and tortuous inlets, offer no refuge to vessels of 
modern draft, the depth of which are increasing year by year; and 

Whereas the saopeivnah marine proceeding south oftentimes encounter un- 
expected gales after leaving Sandy Hook, while the entire coast of the State 
offers no harbor of safety; and 

Whereas deeply laden vessels proceeding north or east from Delaware 
Breakwater frequently encounter storms that prevent their return, making 
a new harbor of refuge absolutely necessary; and 

Whereas an association of capitalists are excavating at least 500 acres of 
land north of Cape May city, and propose thereby to make an inland body of 
water of sufficient depth for vessels of the greatest draft, and at a great out- 
lay of individual funds to create an artificial harbor, equip it with embank- 
ments, piers, docks, and coaling wharves, all of which on a scale sufficient to 
meet the demands of commerce for the coming century; and 

Whereas the Congress of the United States, through its River and Harbor 
Committee, have under consideration the needs of all rivers and harbors of 
the Atlantic coast, and have before them many propositions in aid of mari- 
time commerce, including pending legislation from the Senate, looking toa 
cooperation on the part of the National Government in the creation of the 
harbor of safety,and under Federal authority deepen the approaches and 
maintain the channel from the high seas, known as “Cold Spring Inlet,” to 
the mouth of the new harbor, in order to make it accessible for vessels of con- 
siderable draft: Therefore, 


Resolved (the senate concurring), That the Senators and Representatives | 


in Congress from the State of New Jersey be requested to arrange with the 
Congressional Committee on Rivers and Harbors to give early consideration 


to the pending legislation, having in view an appropriation commensurate | 


with the vast undertaking to create a new harbor of safety adjacent to the 
city of Cape May; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy hereof be forthwith mailed to each of our Senatorial 
and Congressional representatives at Washington. 

I hereby certify to the adoption of the foregoing resolution by the house 
of assembly of the State of New Jersey, on Monday the 18th day of January, 
A. D. 1904, the senate concurring therein on Monday the 25th day of January, 
A. D. 1904. 

JAMES PARKER, 
Clerk of the House of Assembly. 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of the board of agriculture of 
New Jersey, praying for the passage of the so-called pure-food 
bill: which was referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Jersey City 
and Ridgefield Park, in the State of New Jersey, praying for the 
passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Union County Trades Coun- 
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cil, of Roselle Park, N. J., praying for the adoption of 
amendments to the immigration law; which was refer; 
Committee on Immigration. 
| He also presented a petition of sundry soldiers and caj}or 
the civil war of Camden, N. J., praying for the pas ' 
| so-called prisoner-of-war bill; which was referred to 
| mittee on Pensions. 
| He also presented a petition of the congregation of ¢} 
| odist Episcopal Church of Summit. N. J., and a petiti 
congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Summit. N_} 
| ing for an investigation of the charges made and fi); 


r+ 


He also presented a petition of General A. E. Shiras ] N 
26, Department of New Jersey, Grand Army of the R; 
Mount Holly, N. J., and a petition of U.S. Grant Pos: 
Department of New Jersey, Grand Army of the Republic, of \ 
Jersey, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law: 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DUBOIS presented a petition of the Tscemimcenn (1) 
Lewiston, Idaho, praying for an investigation of the chat 
and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from +} 

Utah: which was referred to the Committee on Priv 
Elections. 

Mr. McENERY presented an affidavit to accompany t¢! 
(S. 3817) for the relief of the estates of W. R. Brown’ 
Elmyra Brown, deceased; which was referred to the (o1 
on Claims. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 3815) 
the relief of the estate of Jacob Israel, deceased; whic! 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 
| He also presented sundry papers to accompany the | 
for the relief of the estate of J. M. C. Knight; which wer 
| to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR presented petitions of James H. Sargent | 
130. of West Medway; of Dahlgren Post, No. 2, of South ] 
| of Paul Revere Post, No. 88, of Quincy; of Justin Dimi 
No. 124, of East Bridgewater; of E. S. Clark Post, N 
Massachusetts; of Edwin Humphrey Post, No. 104, of Hin 
and of John Rogers Post. No. 170, of Mansfield: all of the D 
ment of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, in 
of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of a servi 
law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of the United 
States, representing 2,000,000 members of the Baptist churc! 
700,000 members of the African Methodist Church, and ° 
| members of the African Methodist Episcopal Zion Chm ray- 
| ing for the enactment of legislation providing for th« ! 
| tion of a memorial home for aged and infirm colored peo] 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affa 

He also presented petitions of Diamond Lodge, No. 183, of Can 
bria; of Butternut 1 


| Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah: w 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
| 





Lodge, No. 295, of Butternut; an L 
No. 242, of Buena Vista, all of the Independent Order of Good 
Templars, in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the enact 
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation « 
cating liquors; which were referred to the Committ 
Judiciary. 
He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of P! 
phia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation co! 
trade between the United States and the Philippines to 
American registry; which was referred to the Commit 
Philippines. 
| Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of sundr, 
Gaylord, Mich., and a petition of sundry citizens of ! 
Mich., praying for an investigation of the charges m 
against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from the Sta 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges a 
Mr. BATE presented the affidavit of Mary J. Robert 
ilton County, Tenn., in support of the bill (5. 1339) fo 
of Mary J. Roberts and her children, to wit, John Jos 
fer, Eva May Deakins, Octavia Baker, Annie M. G 
Belle Stansifer, and Charles L. Stansifer; which was ! 
| the Committee on Claims. ‘ 
__ He also presented & petition of the congregation 0 
Presbyterian Church of Knoxville, Tenn., praying ! 
gation of the charges made and filed against Hon. i 
Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred | 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. i - 
Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of Ethan Alle ; 
3, Department of Vermont, Grand Army of the Repub | 
gennes, Vt., and a petition of J. H. Bosworth Post, - r 
partment of Vermont, Grand Ariny of the Repub ' 
Haven, Vt., praying for the enactment of a service-| 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. — 
| Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Boare 
' Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of ! 


} 
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gning the trade between the United States and the Philippines 
exclusively to vessels of American registry; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Philippines. i 

He also presented a petition of the Ministerium of Altoona, Pa., 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the closing 
on Sunday of the Lewis and Clark Centennial Exposition; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Philadel- 
rhia. Pa., praying for the ratification of the Panama Canal treaty; 
hich was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HEYBURN presented a petition of 63 citizens of Kootenai 
County. Idaho, praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. Rexp Smoot, a Senator from the State of 


Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. co : : 
Mr. McCOMAS presented the petition of Calder Little and 


9| other citizens of Hereford, Md., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors: which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr, PATTERSON presented a petition of the Nonpartisan Dis- 
trict Convention of Alaska, praying for the adoption of a Territo- 
rial form of government for that District; which was referred to 
the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 4, Carpenters 
and Joiners. of Columbus, Ohio, and a petition of the Woman’s 
Auxiliary No. 2, of Victor, Colo., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to investigate the labor conditions in Colorado; which 
were referr d to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. GORMAN presented memorials of sundry property holders | 


and residents of M street NW., of Washington. D. C., remon- 
strating against the enactment of legislation permitting residen- 
tial streets in that city to be surrendered to the use of railroads; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Alnutt 
Memorial Methodist Protestant Church, of Baltimore, Md., and 
apetition of the congregation of the Lafayette Square Presby- 
terian Church, of Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of 


legislation providing for the closing on Sunday of the Lewis and | 
Clark Centennial Exposition; which were ordered to lie on the | 


table, 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Middletown, 
Kennedyville, and Baltimore; of the congregation of the West- 
minster Presbyterian Church, of Georgetown; of the congrega- 
tion of the Grace Presbyterian Church, of Kennedyville; of the 
congregation of the Worton Presbyterian Church, of Worton, and 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Kennedyville, 
all in the State of Maryland, praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMOooT, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3720) to authorize the 
St. Joseph and Grand Island Railway Company, in the recon- 
struction of the bridge across the Missouri River at or near St. 
Joseph, Mo., to lower said bridge and to shorten the draw spans 
eae reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
Hereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. S889) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Monongahela River in the 
State of Pennsylvania by the Eastern Railroad Company,”’ re- 
ported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 8578) to authorize the Mercantile Bridge Company to 
“nstruct a bridge over the Monongahela River, Pennsylvania, 
irom a point in the borough of North Charleroi, Washington 
County,toa point in Rostraver Township, Westmoreland County, 
Teported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


~ (H. R. 9319) providing for the construction of a bridge across 
the Red River of the North at Fargo, N. Dak., reported it with 
an amendment 


ae > ARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
ae bill (8, 4117) to pay the members of the plumbing 
1898 - the District of Columbia from April 27, 1893, to July 1, 
that'it he to be discharged from its further consideration and 
which referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia; 
Was agreed to. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


\ TTT Ty Ts ° ’ . ° 
hres FI LTON introduced a bill (S. 4240) granting a pension to 
the nas R. Smith; which was read twice by its title. and, with 
ue ace , :. . * . 
“companving papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. NELSON (for Mr. CLapp) introduced the following bills; 
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| 
| which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4241) granting an increase of pension to Robert Carney; 

A bill (S. 4242) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Fisher; and 

A bill (8. 4243) granting an increase of pension to John Burns. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 4244) to incorporate 
the Washington Sanitary Housing Company; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4245) to fix fees and 
costs in the probate court of the District of Columbia and to 
provide for the collection and payment of the same, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. LATIMER introduced a bill (S. 4246) granting an increase 








| 





of pension to Louis Groverman; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 4247) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John B. Graves; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 4248) to establish a fish- 
hatching and fish station in the State of Idaho; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4249) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mary Gilroy; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 4250) to appropriate the sum 
of $40,000 to the Cape Cod Pilgrims’ Memorial Association, to be 
used in erecting at Provincetown, Mass., a suitable memorial of 
the landing of the Pilgrims; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4251) to establish a board 
entitled ‘‘ The Naval Academy Advisory Board;’’ which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4252) granting an increase of pension to EliShockey; 

A bill (S. 4253) granting a pension to Micheal Duffy (with an 


| accompanying paper); and 


A bill (8. 4254) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Collingwood (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 4255) for the relief of the heirs 
of Jacob Towson, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 4256) amending the stat- 
utes relating to patents, relieving medical and dental practition- 
ers from unjust burdens imposed by patentees holding patents 
covering methods and devices for treating human diseases. ail- 
ments, and disabilities: which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 4 
Habersham; 

A bill (S. 4258) granting an increase of pension to Susan N. Kin- 
kead (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 4259) granting an increase of pension to John Phorr. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 4260) for the relief of Thomas 
C. Sweeney; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 4261) for the relief of Mary 
E. Forrester and Alexander B. Duncan; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 4262) for the relief of the 
legal representativesof Henry W. Freedley; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4263) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Antonette Stewart; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4264) referring to the Court of 
Claims a certain claim for demurrage and for damages to a 
schooner by acts of certain United States naval officers: which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


on” 


~Ji 


) granting an increase of pension to Jessie S. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$200,000 of arrears of pay and bounty which are due the estates of 
deceased colored soldiers who served in the late civil war, as 
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found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury and repaid 
into the Treasury by the Commissioner of the Freedmen’s Bureau, 
to build in the District of Columbia a memorial national home for 
aged and infirm colored people and to maintain the inmates of the 
same, intended to be proposed by him to the army appropriation 
bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. QUARLES submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the appropriation for agricultural experiment stations from 
$810.000 to $1,055,000, and providing that from such sum $20,000 
shall be paid to each State and Territory entitled to such benefits 
under the act approved March 2, 1887, and acts supplementary 
thereto, intended to be proposed by him to the agricultural appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 8160) to authorize the construction of bridges 
across a portion of the Minnesota River in the State of Minnesota 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. Iask that the diplomatic and consular appropria- 
tion bill be laid before the Senate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 11287) making ap- 
propriations for the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1905, which had been reported from the 
Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. HALE. lIask that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with and that the amendments of the committee be acted 
upon as they are reached. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
that the formal reading be dispensed with, that the bill be read 
for amendment, and that the amendments of the committee shall 
first receive consideration. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and that order is made. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 


FORT SHERMAN ABANDONED MILITARY RESERVE. 


Mr. DUBOIS. Iask what became of the joint resolution I in- 
troduced yesterday, and which went over until to-day? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The joint resolution is on the 
table subject, of course, to the call of the Senator. 

Mr. DUBOIS. If the Senator from Maine will indulge me just 
a moment, I will dispose of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. HALE. An appropriation bill is now being considered. 


Does the Senator from Maine 


I can only yield for morning business, and I wish Senators in | 


that respect would wait. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will say to the Senator from Maine that yes- 
terday I introduced a joint resolution and asked that it might lie 
over until to-day, when I would submit some remarks upon it. I 
do not care to submit any remarks and will dispoge of it in a mo- 
ment, if the Senator will just allow it to be presented to the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. There is so much debate going on upon this side 
of the Chamber 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
order. 

Mr. HALE. That I can not hear the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will state to the Senator from Maine that on 
yesterday I introduced a joint resolution and asked that it might 
lie on the table and that to-day I would submit some remarks on 
it. Ido not care to submit any remarks, but to dispose of the 
joint resolution quickly. Itisimportant tome. It will take but 
a moment, if the Senator from Maine will allow me to call it up. 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 46) to dispose of the Fort Sherman 
abandoned military reserve in Idaho was read the second time by 
its title. 

Mr. DUBOIS. 
postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 





The Senate will please be in 


I move that the joint resolution be indefinitely 


The Senate. as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- | 


sideration of the bill (H. R. 11287) making appropriations for the 
diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1905. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the bill. The first 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 2, 
line 24. before the word ‘ thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘six’’ and 
insert ‘‘seven;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Roumania, Servia, 
and Greece, and diplomatic agent in Bulgaria, $7,500. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Salayiac of : 
bassadors and ministers,’’ on page 3, line 16, to increas» +}, ao 
priation of chargés d’affaires ad interim and diplom‘;, officers 


abroad from $30,000 to $35,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 3, line 17, to incr 





total appropriation for salaries of ambassadors and mi: lehoaad oe 
$409,500 to $415,500. _ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Salaries of gp 
retaries of embassies and legations,”’ on page 5, line 6, after a 

| word “* Belgium,”’ to insert ** Denmark, Portugal; ”’ and jy, line 9. 

before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ nine thousand” ona 
insert ‘‘ twelve thousand six hundred;”’ so as to make t}y clause 
read: 

Secretaries of legations to Belgium, Denmark, Portugal, the Netherjana 
and Luxemburg, Turkey, Spain, and Brazil, at $1,800 each, $12 4) = 





The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 6, line 11, to increase the 
total appropriation for salaries of secretaries of embassies and |e. 
gations, from $84,525 to $88,125. 
The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 5, to 


insert: 
LEGATION BUILDINGS AT SEOUL, KOREA 
For the erection of new buildings for legation purposes at 
ground owned by the United States, $30,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 20, to insert 
| 
| 


COLLECTION OF CONSULAR AND OTHER COMMERCIAL REPORTS 


For the cost of cablegrams in instructing consular officers t p 
matters of immediate importance to commerce and industry, and \ 
grams of consuls on such subjects; also to defray the extra expense im 
upon consular officers in collecting certain data by direction of the Di 
ment of State, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in Schedule B, under the subhead 
** Consuls-General,’’ on page 14, line 25, after the word “ Ham- 
burg,’’ to insert ‘‘ Lourenco Marquez;’’ on page 15, | efore 
the word ‘‘and,’’ to insert ‘*‘ Tientsin;’’ and in line fore 
word ‘‘ thousand,”’ tostrike out ** seventeen’”’ and insert *’ twenty) 


° 


four;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
Antwerp, Halifax, Hamburg, Lourengo Marquez, Singapore, Tientsin, a 
Vienna, at $3,500 each, $24,500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Tr next amendment was, on page 15, line 3, after the wor 
| **Enencs Ayres,” to insert ‘* Chefoo;’’ in line 4, after | 
| ** Frankfort,’’ to insert ‘‘ Fuchau;’’ in the same line, a 
| word ‘* Guayaquil,”’ to insert ‘‘ Hankow;”’ and in line 6, be! 
| the word “ thousand,’ to strike out ‘‘thirty-six’’ and 
‘* forty-five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
| Apia and Nukualofa, Barcelona, Buenos Ayres, Chefoo, ‘ Dres 
Frankfort, Fuchau, Guayaquil, Hankow, Monterey, Rome, It tam 
Gall, and Marseilles, at $3,000 each, $45,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
| The next amendment was, on page 15, line 15; to i ) 
total appropriation for salaries of consuls-general from 5100.” 
to $171,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. te. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead ** Consuls,’ 10 
2, on page 16, after line 4, to strike out: 
Tientsin, China. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in class 3, on page 16 
to strike out: 
Chefoo, China, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 16, after line |' 
Chungking, China. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 16, after line |. ' 
Fuchau, China, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 16, after line °- 
Hankau, China. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 16, after line ~ 
Hangchow, China. 
The amendment was agreed to. ; 
The next amendment was, on page 17, after lin: 
Odessa, Russia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


) isc. 
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insert: 

Ciudad Pt rfirio Diaz, Mexico. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 12, to strike out: 

Lourengo Marquez, Africa. 

The ainendment was agreed to. ' 

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 14, to strike out: 

Odessa, Russia. 

The anendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in Class V, on page 19, after line 15, 
to insert: 

Budapest, Austria-Hungary. 

The anendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 20, tostrike out: 

Ciudad Porfirio Diaz, Mexico. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, in Class VI, on page 22, after line 20, 
to strike out: 

Budapest, Austria-Hungary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 23, to insert: 

Moncton, New Brunswick. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 5, to insert: 

Port au Prince, Haiti. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 12, to insert: 

Rouen, France. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 4, to insert: 

Turks Island, West India. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in Schedule C Class VII, on page 25, 
after line 18, to strike out: 

Rouen, France. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 23, to reduce the total 
appropriation for salaries of consuls from $482,500 to $480,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Allowances for 
clerk hire at United States consulates,’ on page 27, after line 2, 
to insert: 

Monterey, $1,400 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 15, after the word 
“Messina”, to strike out ‘* Monterey;’’ and in line 18, before the 
aoe m en to strike out ‘‘ eight hundred;’’ so as to make the 
Clause read: 


Beirut, Buenos Ayres, Cape Town, Colon, Dawson City, Dresden, Dundee, 
Guayaquil, Kingston (Jamaica), Leipsic, Maracaibo, Melbourne, Messina, 
Naples, Palermo, Panama, Port au Prince, Singapore, Smyrna, Tangier, 
Toronto, Tunstall, Vancouver, Vera Cruz, and Victoria, at $800 each, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 24, to increase the ap- 
Propriation for clerk hire at United States consulates at Aix-la- 
Chapelle, Ciudad Juarez, Ciudad Porfirio Diaz, Halifax, and 
Lucerne, at $640 each, from $2,600 to $3,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

: The hext amendment was, on page 28, line 1, before the word 

Cairo, to insert **‘ Bahia;’’ and in line 5, before the word ‘“‘ dol- 
lars, to strike out “eight thousand four hundred” and insert 

nine thousand; ** so as to make the clause read: 


nna, (tro, Cologne, Constantinople, Huddersfield, Mainz, Munich, New- 
sue On- Lyne 


and Zurich, at $600 each, $9,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


waa hext amendment was, on page 28, line 11 to increase the 
105.500 or ation for clerk hire at United States consulates from 
9.500 to $96,700, 


= amendment was agreed to. 
le next amendment was, on page 28, line 17, before the word 


_ thousand,” to strike out ** forty *? and insert ‘* twenty-five; ”” so 
to make the clause read: 


se SeraCe fe Pree at consulates, to be expended under the direction of 

v6, ho grea - . : : 
ulate in eee portion of this sum than $500 to be allowed to any one con- 
Oe Year shen cal year, $25,000; Provided, That the total sum expended in 
year shall not exceed the amount appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Sy ext amendment was, on page 28, after line 19, to insert: 


Por thirty clark ; a S 
an gia clerks, whoshall be American citizensand shail receive not more 


ww & year in any one case, to enable the Secretary of State to provide 





The next amendment was, in class 4, on page 18, after line 6, to 


ate at consulates not herein provided for in respect to clerk | 
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sr 00 services at a number of the principal consulates where most needed, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

Mr. BACON. Has the Secretary read the entire bill? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The entire bill. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


RELATIONS WITH COLOMBIA, 


Mr. OVERMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the Chair may 
lay before the Senate the Bacon resolution, in order that I may 
submit a few remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Car- 
olina asks unanimous consent that the resolution known as the 
** Bacon resolution ’’ shall now be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that the resolution called up by 
the Senator from North Carolina is the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the unfinished business, 
but it would not have come up until 2 o'clock unless the Senator 
had asked unanimous consent that it might be taken up now. 

Mr. BACON. I had not noticed the hour. 

There being no objection, the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the resolution submitted by Mr. Bacon on the 12th ultimo, as 
modified by him yesterday, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be respectfully informed that the Senate 
favor and advise the —— with a view to its ratification, of a treaty 
with the Republic of Colombia, to the end that there may be peacefully and 
satisfactorily determined and adjusted all differences between the United 
States and the Republic of Colombia, with the intent of removing any cause 
of irritation or conflict, and of restoring the cordial relations heretofore ex- 
isting between the United States and Colombia, and also of securing the 


hearty cooperation of the Colombian people in the construction of the canal 
at Panama. 


Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, this long debate upon the 








| pending resolutions in regard to the treaty with Panama is about 


to close. Being a new Senator, I have preferred to adhere to the 


| traditions of the Senate and remain silent for a while at least. I 


do not now rise for the purpose of making a speech, but to make 


a plain statement of my position. 


I have preferred to vote with my colleague, who at the very 


outset announced his purpose to vote for the treaty, and I have 


hoped, having always been a strong advocate of a canal, and 
knowing that a very large number if not a majority of my people 
and probably the people of the country desire the treaty ratified, 
that I could get the consent of my conscience to support it. I 
have heard the debate, have for myself investigated every phase 


| of the controversy, have familiarized myself with all the facts 


and circumstances surrounding the revolution in Panama, and 
its recognition by this Government as an independent Republic, 
with a view, if possible, to vote for the treaty, and at the same 
time not violate my duty as a Senator, representing not only the 


| great State of North Carolina, but representing my country as 


well. 

But, Mr. President, there has been all the time standing before 
me an insurmountable barrier which has prevented my coming 
to this conclusion. 

Here is a solemn treaty—the treaty of 1846—entered into be- 
tween this country and New Granada—now Colombia—a solemn 
covenant, sealed, signed, and delivered, ratified, interchanged, and 
filed in the archives of each Government for its future conduct, 
the one to the other, for all time unless modified or repealed. It 


| is called a treaty of ‘* peace, amity, navigation and commerce.”’ 


For the purpose of my statement I will read only a summary of 


| the thirty-fifth article, which is as follows: 


, Nottingham, Odessa, Para, Pernambuco, Solingen, Tampico, | 





The Government of New Granada guaranteed to the Government of the 
United States that the right of way or transit across the Isthmusof Panama, 
upon any mode of communication then existing or thereafter constructed, 
should be open and free to the Government and citizens of the United States, 
and for the transportation of any articles of produce, manufactures, or mer- 
chandise of lawful commerce belonging to the citizens of the United States. 
* * * And the Government of the United States, in order to secure to 
themselves the tranquil and constant enjoyment of the advantages men- 
tioned, and as an especial compensation for said advantages and other favors 
acquired by the treaty, guaranteed, positively and_efficaciously, by that 
stipulation, the perfect neutrality of the Isthmus of Panama with the view 
that free transit from one to the other sea should not be interrupted or em- 


| barrassed in any future time while the treaty should exist; and, in conse- 


quence, the United States also guaranteed in the same manner—to wit, 
ositively and efficaciously—the right of sovereignty and property which New 
tranada then had and possessed over the said territory, to wit, the entire 
Isthmus of Panama. 


Therefore, Mr. President, we not only guaranteed the perfect 


| neutrality of the Isthmus of Panama, but the United States in 


the most positive terms guaranteed the rights of sovereignty and 
property which Colombia had and possessed in the said territory, 
the entire Isthmus of Panama, 
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It is contended that the guaranty of sovereignty means only 
the guaranty of sovereignty as against foreign nations, and not 
ainst secession and dismemberment from Colombia. 

The friends and high contracting parties could have had no such 
intention. Why, Mr. President, I ask, why guarantee the sov- 
ereignty against foreign nations only when that was already guar- 


as ag 


anteed by the Monroe doctrine to Colombia, as well as all other | 


South American republics, to the extent that no foreign nation 
should ever acquire any of their territory? 

Besides, preceding this clause of sovereignty, as I have read, 
there is aclause of neutrality which has always been held and 
trued to mean an obligation on the part of the United States 
for the preservation of the Isthmus against warlike acts of foreign 
nations. Mr. Seward, Lincoln’s great Secretary of State, said: 


COi 


Neither the text nor the spirit of the stipulation in that article by which 
the United States engages to preserve the neutrality of the Isthmus of Pan- 
ama imposes an obligation on this Government to comply with the requ 
tion of the President of the United States of Colombia for a force to protect 
the Isthmus of Panama from a body of insurgents of that country. The pur- 
pose of the stipulation was to guarantee the Isthmus against seizure or inva- 
sion by a foreign power only. 


ial. 


Again, Secretary Seward wrote to our minister at Bogota on 
April 30, 1866, as follows: 

The United States desire nothing else, nothing better, and nothing more in 
regard to the State of Colombia than the enjoyment on their part of complete 
and absolute sovereignty and independence. If those great interests shall 
ever be assailed by any power, at home or abroad, the United States will be 

eady. cooperating with the Government and their ally, to maintain and de- 
fend them. 


Again, during Mr. Cleveland’s Administration, Mr. Bayard, 
his Secretary of State, said: 

On several occasions the Government of the United States, at the instance 
and always with the assent of Colombia, has, in times of civil tumult, sent 
its armed forces to the Isthmus of Panama to preserve American citizens and 
property along the transit from injuries which the Government of Colombia 
might at the time be unable to prevent. But in taking such ie this Gov- 
ernment has always recognized the sovereignty and superior right of Colom- 
bia in the premises. 


Then, Mr. President, the Monroe doctrine and the neutrality 
clause were sufficient to guarantee sovereignty as against foreign 
nations as to transit across the Isthmus. There is then added in 
this treaty, in addition to the neutrality clause, the guaranty of 
the sovereignty of Colombia over the entire Isthmus. It means 
something more than that we would guarantee her sovereignty 
as against foreign nations, not that we would aid her in suppress- 
ing rebellion, except at her request and for the purpose of pro- 
tecting the transit across the Isthmus; but, in my judgment; it 
does mean and clearly means that this country will not intervene 
to prevent Colombia herself from suppressing a rebellion or pre- 
vent her attempting to maintain or to regain her sovereignty over 
the Isthmus in case of secession. Guaranteeing sovereignty means 
much more than simple acquiescence in sovereignty. To guaran- 
tee means *‘to engage, assure, or secure as a thing that may be 
depended on.’’ The Constitution guarantees to each State a re- 
publican form of government, and guaranteeing a republican form 
of government means that the United States intends that each 
State shall enjoy itif it requires the whole Army and Navy of the 
country to accomplish it, if requested by the State. 

Not only the right of sovereignty, Mr. President, but the right 
of property is guaranteed—the right of ownership that a sover- 


eign has or ought to have over the Isthmus; that is, supreme goy- 


ernment control, 

What is sovereignty, Mr. President? The law books tell us that 
it is a combination of all power, the power to do anything and 
everything in a State without accountability, the right of a na- 
tion to govern itself independent of any foreign power, which in- 
cludes the right to suppress revolution and to prevent dismem- 
berment of its territory. Then, if this definition be correct, we 
have solemnly and positively and efficaciously guaranteed to Co- 
lombia all governmental control over the Isthmus, with the right 
to suppress her revolutions, secessions, and any attempts at dis- 
memberment of her territory, without fear of interference on the 
part of this Government. 

If France or any other power had stepped in to prevent Colom- 
bia from asserting her rights and suppressing rebellion, out duty 
then would have been plain to stay the hand of such interference, 
even without any such express obligation. 

Colombia to-day, poor, weak, and helpless, a cripple and dis- 
mantled, is prevented from asserting her sovereignty over the 
Isthmus of Panama, was prevented from suppressing a rebellion, 
prevented from regaining her lost territory by this great and 
powerful country with whom she had entered into such friendly 
relation and solemn compact. No one, I take it, will deny that 
but for the presence of our war vessels and our hasty recognition 
of the new Republic the revolution would have been suppressed 
by Colombia in a few days. She is to-day forbidden to land her 
troops for the purpose of asserting her control and regaining her 
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sovereignty over the Isthmus, because the President in jyis » 
sage says: t0 
The following instructions were sent to the war vessels. +), 
Dixie,and the Nashville; ** Maintain free and uninterrupted tra 
ruj tion is threatened by armed force, occupy the line of ra 
landing of any armed force with hostile intent, either Gover 
| gent, at any point within 50 miles of Panama.” 

Why prevent their landing within 50 miles of Panay ad Ifa 
| President wished to protect the transit across the Ist) 
his duty, why not prevent the landing of troops w 
or within 10 miles, or even 25 miles of Panama? fj 

distances would have been ample for that purpose. 
could not land within 50 miles, she could not land } 
all, and making that the distance amounted to an a 
hibition against Colombia’s landing her troops anywhere y, 
the Isthmus. Of course it wasa bloodless revolution. (, 
was tied hand and foot and could not move. She wag} 
Whether intended or not, I am not here to say: bnt 
effect to staf? Colombia’s hands, and, weak as she is. she eon 
not even make the attempt of asserting her rights or of reeai; 
and maintaining her sovereignty. 

It is very true that the independence of Panama has been y. 
nized by other nations; but no country, in my judgment. y 
have taken this step without the example and the cons: if 4 
United States. The Republic of Panama is indeed an assy 
fact; but this order to the Nashville and the other war yess 
was sent before her independence was recognized. Yes, sir: ; 
be‘ore there was a revolution. The order is dated on N 
2, and the revolution did not occur until the night of Noven 
This in itself was clearly an act of war. It is very cert: 
if such action were taken against a nation of equal dignity a 
it would mean war. 

The President in his message says, on page 6, that Secretar 
Hay warned Colombia time and again that grave con: 
would follow her rejection of the Hay-Herran treaty. | 
having the right to make the treaty, she certainly had 1 
to reject it. I voted, Mr. President, for the Hay-Herran treaty, 
and I, with everybody else, felt indignant that Colombia ha 
jected it in view of the reasonable terms proposed; but I der 
the fact that she did reject it is a justification of our subsojneu 
action. 

I want to say here that the President is my President. andl 
have for him the profoundestrespect. When right I defend hi 
when wrong, if wrong, I see no reason why he should not 
criticised in a spirit of fairness. I do not subscribe tot 
trine, ‘*The king can do no wrong:”’ “‘the President, alway 
right or wrong, the President.’’ Just criticism of publics ts 
is always wholesome in a free republic. May the dayn 
in this country, Mr. President, when our public servant 
be criticised by anyone wishing to do so. The Adminis 
was evidently very much irritated when the treat) 
and very justly so, but extreme strenuousness overcam 
judgment. ee 

The President admits his irritation in his message when he says 
(p. 6): 

My intention was to consult the Congress as to whether 1 
stances it would not be proper to announce that the canal w 
with; that we would give the terms we had offered and no 
if such terms were not agreed to we would enter into an «a! 

Panama direct or take what other steps were needful in 0 
enterprise. 


vi 


On November 3, the day after the order was 
ships to prevent the landing of troops within 50 m 
the following telegrams were sent: 


} ) 
} 


DEPARTMEN' 
Washington, \ 
Uprising on Isthmus reported. Keep Department pro 
formed. 


Mr. Ehrman to Mr. Hay. 
PANAMA, 
( ike 
Situation 


No uprising yet. Reported will be in the night. 


On the night of November 3, with our war vesse!s | 
few men get together and secede, form a junta, a pr 
is made, signed by three men; this Government Is liorTlics. 
on November 6th, within seventy-two hours, tl atl 
public is recognized as a free and independent s‘4 “et 
in the history of the world was ever such has! a 
recognizing a new state under such circumstances“ 
out arms, organization, or the ability to defend itse!! ‘ 
its independence. The President himself says: 

I have not denied, nor do I wish to deny, either the va! 
ety of the general rule that a new state should not be 
pendent till it has shown its ability to maintain its indepenc™ 
| But he says also that this rule is subject to excepuom 
| departure in the present case was justifiable. The mule o' 
| Mr. President, is a good one; tomake the exception ' 
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pyno precedent that I have ever seen or heard of. We recognize 
a republic without a constitution, without laws, without a navy, 


without an army, without anything but a junta composed of 


three men—a newborn republic set up and recognized in the 
space of three days. How different, Mr. President, was the action 
of Andrew Jackson when Texas had seceded. Texas had a gov- 


ernment and an army and was knocking for admission into the 


Union, Hear what Jackson says: 


prudence, therefore, seems to dictate that we should still stand aloof and | 
: r present attitude, if not until Mexico itself or one of the great | 


maintain © 
oe = wers shall recognize the independence of the new government, at 
oast until the lapse of time or the course of events shall have proved beyond 
cavil or dispute the ability of the people of that country to maintain their 

marate sovereignty and to uphold a government constituted by them. 
er of the contending parties can justly complain of this course. By 












iment, a policy which has secured to us respect and influence abroad and 
red confidence at home. 

It is, Mr. President, to the best interest of ‘‘ collective civiliza- 
tion’ to build the canal and that speedily, but it is not to the 
interest of ‘‘ collective ¢ivilization’’ to violate a solemn treaty 
obligation nor to violate a plain rule which obtains among the 
nations of the world. Rather is it to the interest of ‘‘ collective 
civilization’ that the same good faith, the same respect. the same 
sacredness Which individuals should have for their contracts and 
agreements, the same moral principles which they hold for the 
sovernment of their conduct, shall obtain among nations. I fear 
our action, Mr. President, will not be justified in the eyes of **‘ col- 








lective civilization,’’ in the eyes of the world. I fear the great | 


influence and friendship we have always enjoyed with the South 
American states will be somewhat impaired. 

But it is not with me a question of canalonly. The canal would 
have been dug either at Panama or at Nicaragua no matter what 
our actions had been toward Colombia. The strongest advocates 
of the canal, Senators who for years have fought and labored for 
a canal, who have made it almost their life work, have spoken 
for it, have pleaded for it, have molded public sentiment for it, 
are now most strongly opposed to this treaty. With me, as it is 
with every Senator here, it is a question which rises far above 
polities and partisanship, far above dollars and cents, far above 
local and sectional considerations or popular clamor—it is a ques- 
tion of principle. Believing, as I do, that to ratify this treaty is 
to violate a solemn contract, to violate a well-known principle of 
international law, to violate that great moral principle ‘‘ Might 
does not make right;’? and believing, Mr. President, that I am 
best serving my country in so doing, I shall vote against the 
treaty. 

An accomplished fact it is, but, assuming to myself no superior 
virtue or wisdom, accomplished, in my judgment, in wrong, I can 
not condone it. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President. I have received several peti- 
tions from commercial bodies in my State asking me to vote for the 
ratification of the pending treaty with Panama. Many of these 
petitioners are my personal and political friends, and for them and 
the organizations they represent I have the highest respect; yet I 
(o not believe they could have the respect for me that I have for 
then if, with my understanding of the situation, I should cast a 
vote in accordance with their views and against my own con- 
science. It is because of my very high regard for them, and by 
way of reply to their requests, that I now undertake to restate, in 
as brief and comprehensive form as I may, the reasons which con- 
trol my action. 

[can sympathize with the feelings of men who in their zeal for 
acanal have taken what I believe to be a hasty and imperfect view 
‘this question. These gentlemen have been led to believe that 
the ratification of this treaty and the construction of an isthmian 
canal are bound inseparably together. I have never believed for 
“he Moment that the fate of the canal was involved in the fate of 
‘he treaty. So firmly am I of that opinion that I should not fear 
to stake my political fortunes upon the hazard. So long as there 


remains upon the statute books a law which provides for the con- | 


‘traction of the canal in an easy, safe, and honorable way, it is not 


hecessary, from any point of view, for me to vote my approbation | 


ot any other way, 
The strength of the President's position is in the fear of the 
KeOple th: i i 
1 oph that he will not permit them to have a canal at all unless 
- y accept it upon such terms and conditions as he may choose 
Prescribe, I beg to say that this is a groundless fear. I can 


‘sure my anxious friends that there are limits to the lawlessness | 


an Administration. Defeat this treaty and there remains in 
nein a effect the provision of the Spooner law which 
cae -~ 10 President, upon failing to obtain the canal at Pan- 
threat theat <t Nicaragua. I have never regarded seriously the 
> ja t the President would continue, out of pure perversity, 
Ssobey that law. 
wae a loves to have his own way, he loves much more to 
hes os : it of the United States. With a mandatory law before 
» and the responsibility for the failure or success of the canal 


ng it weare but carrying out the long-established policy of our Gov- | 


| upon him, he would proceed at once to the construction of the 
| canal by the Nicaragua route. He could onlyescape doing so by 
| withdrawing his intermeddling hand from Panama, permitting 
| that State to adjust its troubles with the mother country, and 
| then negotiating a new treaty with Colombia. In either event it 
would save the canal and the nation’s honor. He knows but lit- 
tle of the gentleman in the White House who supposes that he 
would dare to face a Presidential campaign with a record of hav- 
ing defeated the canal by violating the law. And so, I repeat it, 
the question of defeating or obstructing the canal is not, either 
| nearly or remotely, involved in the present aspect of the question. 
Mr. President, I heartily join in the tribute paid by the Senator 
| from Wisconsin [ Mr. SPOONER] to the distinguished Senator from 
| Alabama [Mr. Morgan]. Lagree with him that, by whatever 
| route this canal shall be contructed, the Senator from Alabama 
will be known to history as the father of that greatenterprise. It 
seems a little strange to me that he and those who follow his 
leadership should be expected to answer the charge of trying to 
defeat or obstruct the great work to which he has given the most 
brilliant efforts of his mind and the most fruitful years of his life. 
Iimagine there are few people who will believe that the Senator 
from Alabama is bending all the energies of his great mind toward 
| making a shameful ending of his great career. 

It has been charged that we are trying to force the Administra- 
tion to a route where a canal is impossible of construction. This 
opinion is largely due to an amazing statement from Mr. Loomis, 
of the State Department, that the great engineers of this country 

had decided that the Nicaragua route was impracticable. Many 
| people who had not given study to the matter did not believe 
that a man in Mr. Loomis’s position would make a statement so 
impudently false and unfounded as I assert this to be. Let me 
say that I was never an extreme partisan of a particular route. I 
was once prepossessed in favor of Panama out of respect for the 
ereat French engineer who selected that route. 

I did not then know that De Lesseps himself preferred the Nica- 
ragua route and had sought in vain to obtain a concession there 
before going to Panama. While my later preference for Nicara- 
gua has grown and strengthened by such investigation as I have 
made, I have been willing always to take any practicable route 
that might be obtained, without measuring too critically their rela- 
tive advantages. I should not now have anything to say on this 
matter if the immense superiority of the Panama route had not 
been asserted to justify the President's course and to discredit the 
motives of those who oppose him. 

I beg to call attention to the fact that the ablest and most ef- 
fective champions of an Isthmian canal have all along been in 
favor of the Nicaragua route, while the other was championed 
very early by some men, at least, who were not suspected of any 
too great zeal for a canal anywhere. 

Different commissions, composed of the greatest engineers in 
this country or in the world, have reported again and again in 
favor of the Nicaragua route. The Senator from Colorado | Mr. 
TELLER] has called attention to the fact that at a meeting of the 
world’s great engineers, held in London, all these engineers ex- 
cept those of France were decidedly in favor of Nicaragua. Our 
| last Commission recommended that route, and changed its recom- 
; mendation only after the canal company had enormously reduced 
the price of its property. The Senator from Wisconsin, while 
admitting the practicability of the Nicaragua route, asserts that 
it was no trifling preference which the Commission gave to the 
other. Fortunately, the Commission itself gives usapretty exact 
measure of theextent of its preference. It advised this Govern- 
ment to pay not more than $40,000,000 for the rights and property 
of the Panama Canal Company, and to take the Nicaragua route if 
more than that should be demanded. This would have made a 
difference in total cost of about $5,000,000 in favor of Panama. 
In other words, the Commission favored the Panama route only 
| upon the condition that it was to cost less than theother. Except 
for the matter of cost the Nicaragua route was preferred. I 
have had printed as a Senate document that Commission's own 
summary of the relative advantages and disadvantages of the 
two routes, and I assert that from its own showing the Nicaragua 
route is the better from a commercial point of view. I will call 
attention to just one statement on page 6 of that report: 

Except for the items of risks and delays, the time required to pass through 
the canals need be taken into account only as anelement in the time reouired 
by vessels to make their voyages between terminal ports. Compared on this 
| basis, the Nicaragua route is the more advantageous for all transisthmian 
commerce except that originating or ending on the west coast of South 
America. For the commerce in which the United States is most interested, 
that between our Pacific ports and Atlantic ports, European and .\ merican, 
the Nicaragua route isshorter by aboutoneday. Thesameadvaniae exist 
between our Atlantic ports andthe Orient. For our Guif ports the advantag 
of the Nicaragua route is nearly two days. 

The Commission also shows that the canal can be more quickly 
constructed by at least two years by the Nicaragua than by the 
Panama route. 

It shows furthermore that sailing vessels will be at a great 
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disadvantage by the Panama ronuic, and, while the effort is made | 
to minimize this by the statement that sailing vessels are being 
displaced by steamships, I believe the fact to be the other way. 

I believe the statistics show that sailing vessels are largely in- 
creasing in number and will play a greater part in the transpor- 
tation of products in the future than they have in the past. Men 
who have been to Panama and Colon have expressed to me their 
surprise at the vast number of sailing vessels they saw in those | 
ports. Because of the dead calms that prevail in the regions of | 
the Panama route these sailing vessels must continue to go round 
the Horn or be towed through the canal and out to sea at heavy 
expense. 

The report further shows that health conditions are far more 
favorable at Nicaragua than at Panama, because of the cool and 
steady breezes along the former route and the dead and deadly 
calms along the latter. This is an element of the greatest impor- 
tance in computing the cost and the difficulties of construction. 
It cost a man for every cross-tie to build the Panama Railroad 
and De Lesseps’s laborers perished by the thousand. Contractors 
who built a railroad through the swamps of Nicaragua declare 
that the deaths from disease were not greater than would have 
been likely to occur in any other country. These unhealthful 
conditions will add immensely to the cost and the difficulties of 
constructing the Panama canal and will greatly retard the com- | 
pletion of the work. 

Certain persons have imagined, or have pretended to believe, | 
that my course in this matter has been inspired by partisan preju- 
dice or antagonism to this Administration. Mr. President, my 
antagonism to this Administration had its origin and owes its 
continuance to just such acts as I have condemned in this busi- 
ness. I have been consistent in my opposition to everything that 
savors of imperialism or tyranny, and my views have never been 
colored by my feelings toward the Administration in power. 

The Hawaiian infamy had several things in common with this 
Panama coup. An American minister engaged in a conspiracy 
to overthrow the very government to which he was accredited 
and with which we professed to be at peace, and American ma- 
rines were landed on a false pretext to aid that conspiracy. No 
man was more bitterly opposed to the general course and policy | 
of Mr. Cleveland’s Administration than I was, and yet when he 
raized his hand against this infamy I publicly approved and ap- 
plauded his act, because it was directed against a deed of perfidy | 
and shame and in behalf of the nation’s honor. 

Mr. President, the experience of my own people in other days 
has impressed upon me the danger of permitting abuses of exec- 
utive power. We may say that those days have past, and yet we 
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| event would have a much graver significance if he « 


| relevancy in this debate. 





know that because of conditions peculiar to the South we are 
subject to a more or less hostile feeling in other parts of the coun- 
try. We have seen this very President abolish a Southern post- 
office in violation of the law, as his own Postmaster-General had 
construed it, thus depriving all the people of an important com- | 
munity of post-office facilities because of the alleged acts of a few. | 

We know that this act of the President was vociferously ap- | 
plauded by a large proportion of the press and people of the | 
Northern States: and we know that such an act would have been | 
impossible, and that no man would have approved it, if the Presi- 
dent had been dealing with a Northern instead of a Southern 
community. 

We have seen the fugitive murderer of a prominent Southern 
Democrat received with honor. and given refuge and protection 
by the governor of a Northern State. and the President holds that 
governor up to the world as a model champion and defender of | 
the law. Indeed,it was published at the time in the newspapers, 
and, so far as I know, never denied, that the President himself, | 
while governor of New York, offered a safe asylum to this fugi- | 
tive criminal. 

We know that such a thing would have been impossible if the 
murdered man had been any other than a southern Democrat. 

With such startling lessons before us, we of the South can not | 
afford to say that we will oppose Executive lawlessness only when | 
we are immediately concerned. People of other parts of the coun- | 
try, constituting a vast majority, may as reasonably say,as many of 
them have said, and do say, that they will not oppose it when it 
only touches us and does not affect them. Whatever others may 
do or say, the people of the South must cling to the Constitution | 
and the law as their only refuge and hope of protection. 

The present occupant of the White House, more than any man 
that ever sat there, needs to be restrained within the strict limits 
of the Constitution. He needs to be taught that he is not the 
Government and that his will is not the law. 

A man who has not hesitated publicly to proclaim in the bitter- 
est and most contemptuous language his scorn for the Congress 
of the United States when its acts have not accorded with his views 
is not likely to withhold his hand out of respect for the constitu- | 
tional rights of the people, or theirchosen representatives. Icon- | 


| the people, but was unknown to the people. 
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sider it of the greatest importance that some mem 


there is no need to contemplate the probability of the 
ecutive being elected to the office he happens to ho): 


upon another term feeling that his lawless acts wer, 
and his lawless tendencies encouraged by a vote of this s 
of the American people. 

Mr. President, others honestly take a different view. jy} 
not rid myself of the belief that in voting to ratify oy , ; 
pending treaty I vote to approve or condemn the Presiden: 
course. The issue, then, as 1t seems to me, is simply as 
rightfulness and the lawfulness of his conduct. 

A great deal of irrelevant matter has been poured into this do. 
bate. Wehave had much talk of ‘* mandates of civiliz Q 
of ‘‘ international eminent domain.’’ I am not altovet) ; 
pleased with the use of such expressions. The eu! sms of 
tyranny testify a respect for freedom, just as the mask o 
glar testifies a respect for law. But these expressions, sir. 
they reveal the spirit of the Administration, have no me nino 
The state of facts which the Admi; 
tration itself assumes as necessary to justify these now rules of 
national conduct are nowhere to be found in the transaction 
There is no such law as that of ‘international eminent doyyain ” 
and if there were there are no facts in this case to which it cou'd 
be applied. 

The real question lies within a narrow compass. The acts o! 
the Administration are known. Many of the main facts | 
been officially communicated, and the law under which t} 
dent was acting is so plainly written that no man can misunder 
stand it. I have charged and undertake to prove that th: 
dent’s conduct was in violation— 

First. Of a fundamental principle of international | 

Second. Of the Constitution of the United States. 

Third. Of the obligations of a solemn treaty. 

Fourth. Of the very statute under which he was acting and 
from which he derived his authority to act. 

I assert, first, that in the recognition of Panama he violated a 
fundamental principle of international law. 

Let me say here that international law is not to be treated a 
lightly as some people are disposed to do. It is recognized in 
Constitution, and the Supreme Court has again «ai 
clared that international law is a part of the law of the |: 
Our greatest statesmen have again and again asserted the prin 
ple which applies to this case as being of the utmost importa 
to both the honor and security of this nation. President M 
ley simply restated the rule followed by all his predec 7W 
he said that ‘* Recognition of independent statehood is not d 
a revolted dependency until all danger of its being subjected 
the parent State has entirely passed away.”’ Such is the | 

President Roosevelt recognized as the government 0 
state. as large as the state of Indiana. a baker's doze1 
ators, whose so-called insurrection was not only not 
The pr 
have heretofore given. These alleged insurgents had 
single battle against the parent country; they had 1 
nor navy, norconstitution, nor courts, nor legislat 
Lor any treasury except the money they had stolen, 1 
or system of government. 

Unless the President can bring this act within some ! 
exception to the rule, he has violated one of the mos ‘ 
principles of international law. 

This he attempts to do. He admits the 
general rule that a new state should not be recogn 
pendent until it has shown its ability to maintain 
‘* This rule’’ he tells us, ‘‘is derived from t 
of nonintervention * * * but like the principle f 
is deduced, the rule is subject to exceptions, and t! 
opinion. clear and important reasons why a departw 
justified, even required, in the present instance.” — 
therefore, that his act was a ‘‘ departure ’’ from the 

The President makes a very clear statement 0! 
upon which he acted. The duty to refrain from pre! 
nition is properly deduced from the general rule of ! 
tion, and the exceptional right of recognition in s 


sé 
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is a correct statement of the doctrine, because recog! 
the intention and effect is to give moral support to au 
is itself an unfriendly act and a species of interven 
vase there was not only constructive, but actual, int 
The right of intervention exists only in extreme 4! 
cases. It is.in plain words, simply the right of self d: 
authorities lay down the principle that no natio! 
with another in the exercise of its sovereign powers — 
interference is authorized by some special compac' 
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a 
aclear case of necessity as immediately affects its own independ- 
ence, freedom, and security, 

There is no compact in this case. The President does make a 
weak claim, unsupported by argument, of a right under the 
treaty of 1846, but neither he nor any of his champions have in- 
jicated a single line of that treaty from which such an extraor- 
dinary right can be derived. x 

Grants made by a sovereign power must be strictly construed 
in favor of the grantor, and none of its sovereign Tights or pow- 
ers can be surrendered by implication. The President’s friends 
in this Chamber have frankly abandoned that claim. The right 
of intervention, then, rests solely upon the plea of a clear case of 
“necessity” affecting the ‘* independence, freedom, and security”’ 
of this country. The President himself places it upon this 
ground, or, a8 he phrases it, upon the ground of “our national 
interests and safety.”” ‘ ; F 

Upon the truth of this claim his act must be tried. Let us 
assume that a canal across the Isthmus is absolutely necessary to 
“our national interests and safety.’’ But that does not mean a 
canal at Panama any more than it means a canal at Nicaragua. 
The law under which the President was acting declared that our 
“national interests and safety ’’ would be amply safeguarded by 
acanalon either route. Solong as there was a way—an easy and 
honorable way—to obtain a canal without violating this great 
principle of international law there was no ‘* necessity ’’ that could 
justify the President’s ** departure.’’ 

In this case the very law under which the President was acting 
provided such a way by directing him to go to Nicaragua upon 
his failure at Panama. There was no ‘‘necessity,’’ and, there- 
fore, no excuse, fora violation of this principle of international law. 

[have charged that the President violated the Constitution of 


the United States. The Constitution gives Congress the exclusive | 


right to declare war. The President is not authcerized to levy 
war upon a country with which we are at peace without the 
authority of Congress. I charge that the President violated the 
Constitution in that he committed acts of war against the friendly 
Republic of Colombia. 

He sent warships to Panama, then a part of Colombia, in expec- 
tation of an insurrectionary movement which had not then oc- 
curred, and he ordered them to resist with force the landing of 
Colombian troops sent there to prevent this expected insurrection. 
An order to commit an act of war is itself a declaration of war. 

After the insurrectionary movement began Colombian troops, 


sent there to subdue it, were kept from landing by the superior | 


nilitary forces of the United States. The Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. FoRAKER] says that our action was intended to *‘ prevent 
war.” Secretary Hay says that Colombian troops were excluded 
from the Isthmus ** to prevent civil war.”’ 

This was not to prevent a state of war, for that existed from 
themoment the standard of insurrection was raised; it was simply 


toprevent the Republic of Colombia from using her forces against | 


the insurgents. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar] 
frankly confesses that the insurrection owed its success to this 
action of the President of the United States. Thus we have the 
almission from the Administration and its spokesmen that the 
dismemberment of Colombia was not brought about through the 
acts of its own insurgent citizens, but through the armed inter- 
ference of this Government. 


Every nation has an inherent right to defend its own sover- | 


eiguty over its own territory, and when one nation by force resists 
the exercise of that sovereignty it is a belligerent act—an act of 
war. To deny thatit is such is to speak the language of folly and 
todeny the plain meaning of words. The fact that the nation 
thus treated submits, out of sheer helplessness, to the wrong does 
hot In the least change the character of the act. 

_ Unless the President can find some express authority for resist- 
lng by military force the exercise of Colombia’s sovereignty over 
her own territory, he has committed an act of war without au- 
thority from Congress and has violated the Constitution. 

The only pretense of justification is that this Government had 
‘right, under the treaty of 1846, to protect the freedom of the 
'ransit across the Isthmus, and that by virtue of that right the 
President might exercise any power he thought proper, even to 
the exclusion of the most ordinary and necessary acts of sover- 
“ignty on the part of Colombia. 

Even if that treaty did give this country the right to protect 
he freedom of transit, it would be stretching it very far to use 
tam r to the extent of supporting an insurrection. But if 
mr map *ppear that not only did thiscountry not possess any such 
: - sive right to protect the transit, but that by the very terms 
ant ny the right to defend the transit belonged to Colombia 
clascf #1 ‘ous, then the President’s armed resistance to the exer- 
a viol iat right was not only a violation of the Constitution, but 

lolation of the treaty itself. 


he language of the treaty is that ‘‘the government of New | 
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Grenada (now Colombia) guarantees to the Government of the 
United States that the right of way, etc., shall be open and free 
to the Government and citizens of the United States.”’ 

This language speaks for itself, and on the very face of it im- 
ports an engagement by Colombia to itself protect the freedom 
of the transit. This treaty has been construed again and again 
by our Presidents and Secretaries of State, and has been twice offi- 
cially interpreted by other treaties. 

In 1873 Secretary Fish said: 

This engagement, however, has never been acknowledged to embrace the 
duty of protecting the road across it from the violence of local factions. Al- 
though such protection was of late efficiently given by the force under the 
command of Admiral Almy, it appears to have been granted with the con- 
sent and at the instance of the local authorities. Itis, however, regarded as 
the undoubted duty of the Colombian Government to protect the road against 


attacks from lecal insurgents. The discharge of this duty will be insisted 
upon. 


Secretary Bayard stated our interpretation of the treaty as 
follows: 

On several occasions the Government of the United States, at the instance 
and always with the assent of Colombia, has, in times of civil tumult, sent its 
armed forces to the Isthmus of Panama to preserve American citizens and 
property along the transit from injuries which the Government of Colombia 
might at the time be unable to prevent. But, in taking such steps, this Gov- 
ernment has always recognized the sovereignty and obligation of Colombia in 
the premises, and has never acknowledged, but, on the contrary, hus expressly 
disclaimed, the duty of protecting the transit against domestic disturbance. 


President Cleveland spoke of our having sent troops there at a 
time of local disturbance, but said that it was ‘‘ in aid of the sov- 
ereignty of Colombia ’’ and that the act was *‘ highly appreciated ”’ 
by that Government. 

Thus it plainly appears that where we have undertaken to pro- 
tect the transit it has been with the consent of Colombia and mn 
her behalf and always with the recognition of Colombia’s right 
and duty to herself protect the transit, and a disclaimer of any 
obligation upon our part to do so. 

In the treaty of 1857, which was for the adjustment of claims 
for loss suffered by American citizens through the failure of the 
Colombian authorities to properly protect the transit, the follow- 
ing language is used: 

Allclaimsof * * * citizensofthe United States upon the Government of 
| NewGrenada, * * * etary those for damages which were caused by 
| the riot at Panama on the 15th of April, 1856, for which the said Government 


| of New Grenada acknowledges its liability arising out of its privilege and 
| obligation to preserve peace and order along the transit route. 








Colombia has the ‘‘ privilege and obligation to preserve peace 
and order along the transit route.’’ Wecompeiled her in the 
treaty of 1857 to expressly acknowledge it and to pay damages. 
Did the President recognize any such * privilege’’ on the part. of 
Colombia ‘‘ to preserve peace and order along the transit’’ when 
| he refused to allow Colombian troops to be landed on the very 
ground that there migit be a disturbance of peace and order along 
the transit route? 

I now desire to call special attention to a clause in the Panama 
Canal treaty which was ratified by this Senate. the very treaty 
whose rejection by Colombia was the cause of ail this trouble. 


ARTICLE XXIIT,. 


If it shoald become necessary at any time to employ armed forces for the 
safety or protection of the canal, or of the ships that make use of the same, 
or the railways and other works, the Republic of Colombia agrees to provide 
the forces necessary for such purpose, according to the circumstances of the 
case, but if the Government of Colombia can not effectively comply with this 
obligation, then, with the consent of or at the request of Colombia, or of her 
ministerat Washington, or of the localauthorities, civilor military, the United 
States shall employ such force as may be necessary for that sole purpose; and 
as soon as the necessity shall have ceased will withdraw the forcessoemployed. 

Under exceptional circumstances, however, on account of unforeseen or 
imminent danger to said canal, railways, and other works, or to the lives and 
property of the persons employed upon the canal, railways, and other works, 
the Government of the United States is authorized to act in the interest of 
their protection, without the necessity of obtaining the consent beforehand 
of the Government of Colombia; and it shall give immediate advice of the 
measures adopted for the purpose stated; and as soon as sufficient Colombian 
forces shall arrive to attend to the indicated purpose, those of the United 
| States shall retire. 





I shall not refer to the debates that occurred in secret session 
when that treaty was considered, but every man here knows the 
history of the clause I have just read. The protection of the canal 
was more important a thousand times than the protection of the 
Panama Railroad. The efiect of any injury that might be done 
to it and the opportunities and temptations to inflict such injury 
would be vastly greater. We expect that canal to be freighted 
with the commerce of the world. It is to be the means also of 
quickly transferring our war ships and military forces from one 
coast to the other, instead of having them go to the tedious jour- 
| ney around the Horn, as the Oregon did. Yet this Government 
was expressly denied the right to employ its military forces for 
the protection of that canal except with the consent of Colombia, 
because the exercise of such a power would be in derogation of 
| Colombia’s sovereign rights and would be a power which she 
could not grant under her constitution. 
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Many of us, as Senators know, felt that this article did not giveus | nexation of Cuba. This manifesto was fiercely denounce) 
sufficient power for the protection of the canal. We felt that we | Republican party and was once described by the presi aa ae 
ought to have a right to land our forces there for its safety and | of State as the sum of all villainies. It is at least a |; _ 
protection, and to keep them there as long as we thought proper | to find this gentleman now drawing his rules of cond ott . 
without asking the consent of Colombia. How were we answered? | a source and acting in the very spirit of that once hati J a 
The answer was that this would be a grant of sovereignty which 3ut Cass’s language will bear no such meaning - | : 
Colombia, under her constitution, had no right to make. The | the President would put uponit. Cass was speaking of a 
utmost we could possibly ask was a treaty right to act without the | modes of transit with respect to which we had def) eevee 
consent of Colombia in case of a sudden emergency, but with the | rights. In asubsequent dispatch, he expressly referr: aa 
express stipulation that our forces should be withdrawn as soon | terpreted the very dispatch quoted in the Presiden}’: ’ 
as the Colombian forces should arrive. In this he says: ‘‘ Nor do they (the United States) ¢/, 1 2 
This, I say, was the very utmost that we felt we had a right | terfere with the local governments in the determi f the 
to ask, because it was the very utmost that Colombia had a | questions connected with the opening of the rout 
right to grant. In this case. when Colombian forces did arrive | he proceeds to set forth what we do claim, and tha . 
they were ordered not to land upon her own territory. Howcan | stance, that we will not permit these countries to y 
Senators who then claimed that Article XXliT contained all that we | lat 1e treaty rights of the United States or the co 
could rightfully ask, and all that Colombia could lawfully give, | of their citizens. There is no comfort here for this 1) 
now claim that we already possessed the treaty right to invade | of ‘international eminent domain.”’ - 
Colombia with our armed forces and deny to her the right toem-| But even supposing that Cass meant to assert the } 
ploy her troops upon her own soil to protect her own sovereignty? | Government to force its way by military power a : 
These provisions of Article XXIIi were not intended tosurrender | tory of another country, he did not mean that the P: ; 
any rights which this Governmentalready possessed, nor were they | self could commit such an act of war without aut 
intended to enlarge the rights and powers of Colombia. If any- | Congress. President Buchanan had occasion again 
thing that article would have given us larger powers than we had | discuss questions relating to transit rights across both N 
under the treaty of 1846. It was, at most, a recognition of the | and Panama. We had a treaty with Nicaragua whi 
sovereign rights which Colombia already possesséd by the mere | larger powers in the matter of protecting the tra 
fact of her sovereignty and under existing treaties with the | that can be found in the Panama treaty of 1846. | 
United States. annual message Mr. Buchanan said that ‘ the exe : 
Mr. President, this Administration has itself authoritatively in- | ment of this country * * * can not legitimat t 


terpreted the treaty of 1846 in a dispatch sent by Secretary Hay 
to Consul Ehrman after the recognition of the new state of 
Panama. 
it again: 

When yau are satisfied that a de facto government, republican in form, 
and without substantial opposition from its own people, has been established 
in t ate of Panama, you will enter into relations with it as the responsi- 
ble government of the territory and look to it for all due action to protect the 
persons and property of citizens of the United States and to keep open the 
isthmian transit in accordance with the obligations of existing treaties govern- 
ing the relation of the United States to that territory. 

In other words. Panama inherited the rights and obligations of 
Colombia under the treaty of 1846, and under that treaty was 
herself required to defend the freedom of the transit. Panama 
could not inherit from Colombia any treaty right or obligation 
which Colombia herself did not possess. If there was likely to be 
a local disturbance which might interfere with the freedom of the 
transit, did not Colombia have a right to bring her troops there 
under the very terms of the treaty of 1846 as we ourselves have 
interpreted it, as this Administration itself has interpreted it? 

What marvelous, but what convenient, changes in the interpre- 
tation of the very plain language of this treaty! 

First, we say to Colombia, ‘** The ‘ privilege and obligation ’ of 
defending the transit belongs to you, and you must pay us heavy 
damages for failing to do it.’’ 

Next wesay, ‘‘ The privilege and the obligation of defending the 
transit belongs to ws, and you shall not land a single soldier on the 
Isthmus, even though your own sovereignty over your own terri- 
tory is at stake.”’ 

Then, when by this act we have set up an independent govern- 
ment, we say to this new government, *‘ You have inherited all 
the rights and duties of Colombia under the treaty of 1846, and 
by that treaty the ‘ privilege and obligation’ of defending the 
transit belongs to you.’’ According to old-fashioned notions. 
both these interpretations can not be right; but I suppose it is 
answer enough to say that by the first interpretation we got 
money, by the next we got land, and by going back again to the 
first we have prepared the way to get more money and more land. 

It will take but few such ‘* interpretations’’ to wipe the proud 
and imperious Republic of Panama from the map of the world. 
if there shall be, as there will be, trouble in Panama, we have 
our election between’ these two interpretations, according as it 
may suit the mood or the interest of the moment. We may say 
to Panama, “‘ It is your duty to prevent a disturbance of the peace 
and you must pay us damages for not doing it.’”” Or we may say, 
** You have no right to fight on your own territory or to use your 
troops for suppressing a rebellion.”” Then we may quietly go in 
with the insurgents and annex the country. I say that we have 
our choice to do either of these things, and if we have four more 
years of this strenuous Administration we shall probably do both. 

I ought not to forget that the President quotes from President 
Buchanan and his Secretary of State, Mr. Cass, some expressions 
which he takes to be an assertion of this country’s right to seize 
by force and violence the territory of other countries for the con- 
struction of acanal. It might be a proper retort to suggest that 
the President is appealing for support to the author of the Ostend 
Manifesto which declared in favor of the forcible seizure and an- 


e st 





I have once before read this dispatch, but I will read | 





force without the direct authority of Congress;”’ and 
‘**no authority to enter the territory of Nicaragua ey 
vent destruction of the transit and protect the lives a 
of our own citizens on their passage.’’ 

He could not enter the territory of that country w 
force without its consent or approval, because to d 
have been anactof war. He avpealed again and a 
gress to give him authority by law to protect 
both the Panama and Nicaragua routes, claiming that ( 


oy) 


the t 


| had a right ‘‘to confer authority to make war in 


future cases under circumstances strictly specified 
war.’ President Buchanan recognized that in asking 
give him authority to send the forces of the Unit 
Colombia or Nicaragua, even to protect the transit, he 
for the right ‘‘to make war.”’ 

Congress took the same view. It not only held that t 
dent had no right to exercise such a power, but that Congr 
could not grant the power, for the reason “that ‘ 
conferring it would violate the Constitution, that 
transfer of the war-making, or, strictly speaking, t! 
ing, power to the Executive.’’ This is the langua 
President Buchanan himself states the objections of | 
giving him the authority he asked. Thus the very aut 
which the President appeals condemns his acts as w! 
by any law or any treaty, and as a violation of the ‘ 


| of the United States. 


Thus, Mr. President, it appears beyond a shadow 
from the authoritative interpretations made by our 
ment, that Colombia possessed not only the general r 
sovereign to quell domestic disorder, but that her **] 
obligation ’’ to employ her forces upon the very lin 
for its defense and protection is expressly recogni 
treaties. The President in defending himself again 
of violating the Constitution appeals to the treat) 
only effect of this defense is to call attention to | 
violating the Constitution he has also violated the 

I have charged that the President violated the 
which he was professing to execute. 

The act known as the Spooner law charged the P: 
the duty of negotiating a treaty with Colombia for 
Panama, and in the event of failure to do so with 
time to arrange for the construction of a canal by t 
route. If he failed to negotiate a treaty with Colo! 
refused to proceed upon the alternative of the statut: 
that law. It would be no excuse to say that he obtat 
tunity to secure the canal through Panama, if tha! 
was itself obtained by unlawful means. No man 
rightupon his own wrong. He can not by violatin 
charge himself from the obligation to obey another. 

The President claims that becaus2 he had a cha! 
treaty with the revolted province of Panama he w: 
to go tothe Nicaraguaroute. It seems tome that ' 
serious difficulties in the way of this argument. | epee 
in his message professes to give ‘‘a statement of 1) Pe 
this time in executing ’’ the Spooner law. _The 5po a al 
no more to do with the then unborn and unbego' 
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that Congress was just as willing for him to make arrangements 
with this new State of his own creation as with the one expressly 
named in the statute; but that is a conclusion of his own mind 
and not a conclusion of law. ; 

The President may, indeed, recognize and negotiate a treaty 
with this new country, which was never in the contemplation of 
Congress, but he does not do it in the execution of thelaw. That 
law and every dollar of appropriation contained in it dies with 
the ratification of this treaty. He has ‘‘executed’’ the law indeed, 
pnt it is in the hangman’s sense of the word. 

There is another fatal fallacy in the argument that by recogniz- 
ine the State of Panama and making a treaty withits Government 
the President has absolved himself from any obligations to regard 
cection 4of the Spooneract. That fallacy relates to the principle 
[have before stated that no man can found a right upon his own 
wrong. 


How did the President get to Panama and avoid going to Nic 


ragua? He admits that he made a ‘‘ departure” from a great 
principle of law in order to get to Panama, and he bases this de- 


yarture upon the ground of necessity—it was the only way to carry 
out the will of Congress and secure thecanal. But as I have be- 
fore shown it was absolutely necessary to expunge and obliterate 
tion 4 of the Spooner Act before any such necessity could be 
assumed to exist. So long as that provision remained in the law 
there was no necessity to justify such “‘departure.’’ The President 
had to treat that provision as a dead letter in the law and to walk 
over its dead body in order to get toPanama. He disregards this 
provision of the law in order to get there, and then excuses him- 
self for disregarding it by the fact that he is there. 

He claims that he has placed himself in a position where he is 
no longer required to execute a mandate of the statute, but he 
only reached that position by violating a fundamental principle 
of international law, by violating the Constitution, by violating 


Set 
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Panama than it had with the moon. The President may argue | the ports and all the territory of Colombia. Panama was only a 
Gaia sence - | © - 


very small part of Colombia, and can not discharge the obliga- 
tions of the fourth, fifth, and sixth articles of that treaty, and 
therefore can not claim the corresponding rights for which these 
articles were expressly named as an important part of the con- 
sideration. We did not bargain to guarantee sovereignty over 
the isthmus to any government that might be in control of it, 


| but only to the government that could execute the terms and 





| obligations of this treaty, and especially the particular provisions 
| named as the consideration of that guarantee. 


Panama can not fulfill the obligation of the fourth, fifth, and 
sixth articles of the treaty, and she therefore can not claim the 
corresponding obligation of protecting her sovereignty over the 
Isthmus. She can not claim that obligation unless she can fully 


| discharge the corresponding obligation. 


As this Government had no treaty obligation to interfere be- 
tween Colombia and Panama, it had no right to interfere. Even 
though by the President's act of recognition he had given Panama 
a nominal and legal, though not an actual, status of statehood, 
that did not give this Government any right to interfere between 


| itand the parent government any more than it had a right to 
| interfere as between any other two independent nations. 


But, Mr. President, there is another fault in Secretary Hay’s ar- 
gument—he assumes that the President of the United States is the 
Government. In the passage which I have quoted he is answer- 
ing General Reyes’s protest against the President’s action in resist- 


| ing Colombia’s efforts to recover her sovereignty over the Isth- 


| ** by and with the advice and consent of the Senate”’ 


the stipulations of a solemn treaty, and by kicking out of his way | 


the very law in question. 
But, Mr. President, the Secretary of State has made quite an 
ingenious plea in behalf of the President's course in this matter. 
In his correspondence with General Reyes, Mr. Hay says: 






ecognizing the independence of the Republic of Panama the United 
ssarily cammuandl toward that Republic the obligations of the treaty 
ended, as the treaty was, to assure the protection of the sovereign 
, whether the government of that sovereign ruled from Bogota 


ia, became entitled to the rights and subject to the obligations of the 


In other words, by the treaty of 1846 we were bound to guar- 
antee Colombia’s sovereignty over the Isthmus as against any 
foreign country; but the President, by the mere act of arbitrary 
recognition, having made Panama independent and Colombia a 
foreign country with respect to it, we are now bound, on the prin- 
ciple of a ‘covenant running with the land,’’ to guarantee the 
sovereignty of Panama as against Colombia. 

The Administration can override conatitutional, statute, treaty, 
and international law with its ‘‘ mandates of civilization,’’ but 
how extremely nice and technical it can be when occasion requires! 
Whenwe guaranteed the sovereignty of Colombia over the Isthmus 


n Panama, the Republic of Panama as the successor in sovereignty of | 


mus. Secretary Hay’s letter was a defense of the President's ac- 
tion. Let us suppose that this Government is bound by treaty to 
make war in behalf of the sovereignty of Panama. Who can ex- 
ercise that right? To declare war, or to begin war, is the exclu- 
sive right of Congress under the Constitution. Can the President 
abrogate 
that provision of the Constitution ? 

Can you, by treaty, transfer the war making or the war declar- 
ing power from Congress to the President? Could the President 
enter into an offensive and defensive alliance with England 
against Russia and by virtue of such a treaty plunge this country 
into a foreign war without the consent of Congress? I do not 
believe it. In the time of President Buchanan it was held that 
both Houses of Congress, with the approval of the President, 
could not authorize him to commit acts of war upon the happen- 
ing of a future contingency. 

No matter what may be the terms of any treaty which the 


| President and Senate may make, he can not commit an act of war 


I wonder if it entered into the mind of any statesman, in either | 


country, to conceive that the President of this country might 
: r cognize *’ a dozen political desperadoes, in a single town, as an 
iV 
bid Colombia to assert her sovereignty over it, and base his action 
upon the very clause of the treaty by which we bound ourselves 
to uphold and defend that sovereignty! I make no pretensions as 
a lawyer, but I do claim to have a plain man’s understanding of 
the obligations of a contract. 

[know that I can not enter into a contract with A under which 
‘or a certain consideration I agree to perform certain services, 
and then discharge the obligations of that contract by performing 
the services for B while receiving the consideration from A. The 
“ecretary of State says that the treaty was intended only ‘‘ to 
“sstire the protection of the sovereign of the Isthmus,’’ no matter 


lependent government of a revolted province; might then for- | 


Who that sovereign might be. This is one of the numerous pro- | 


‘isions of that treaty which this administration has written be- 
‘ween the lines with the point of a bayonet. Our obligation was 
0 defer | the sovereignty of Colombia over the isthmus and 
Me ban cae m certain considerations plainly named in the treaty. 
othe or hese concerned the transit, but others did not. Among 
an ‘hings, the consideration of our guarantee was ‘'as a special 
<i Pensation for the favors acquired by the fourth, fifth, and 
sixth articles of this treaty.” 

The fourth, i 


Whatever ; : ; ; 

wie ver to do with the transit and no particular relation what- 

privil ) the territory of Panama. They gave certain rights and 
eve 


to American merchants and American vessels in all 


fifth. and sixth articles of the treaty had nothing | 


against either the greatest or the smallest nation without the con- 
sent of Congress. 

But, Mr. President, the obligation to execute section 4 of the 
Spooner Act was upon the President long before there was any 
insurrection in Panama. In his eagerness to defend himself from 
suspicion of complicity in that business he tells us that he had 
prepared a message to Congress at a time when no such insurrec- 
tion was anticipated, and in that message he officially recognized 
the hopelessness of any treaty with Colombia, and yet refused to 
proceed upon the alternative of the statute. Indsed, he tells us 
in his message that he had long anticipated Colombia's rejection 
of the treaty and had planned his course of action with reference 
to that event, utterly ignoring that provision in the law. 

I am compelled in dealing with the official information sent to 
us to speak only of such parts as we are allowed publicly to dis- 
cuss. Other important documents we can only speak of in exec 
tive session because itis ‘incompatible with the public interests 
to discuss them otherwise; by which is meant that their publica- 
tion will be *‘incompatible’’ with the interests of this Adminis- 
tration and ‘*‘incompatible’’ with the statement of facts by which 
it has attempted to justify its course. I will simply say, and that 
is all I can say, that before there was any insurrection in Panama 
the hope of securing a treaty with Colombia had been abandoned, 
the expiration of ‘* a reasonable time’’ had been officially recog- 
nized, and yet the Administration deliterately refused to execute 
the law. 

Such is the record as it stands upon the law and upon the facts 
officially known: but there are other facts which give a deeper 
blackness to this transaction. By the treaty of 1846 this Govern- 
ment was bound to guarantee Colombia’s sovereignty over the 
Isthmus. I will admit that this has no reference to domestic 
broils; but on the other hand the pledge is not confined to attacks 
by nations. The junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QuARLES] 
in his very able speech correctly said that we were bound by it to 
resist ‘‘ foreign aggression.”’ 

The senior Senator from Wisconsin correctly said that this would 
include a mere filibustering expedition by private persons, even 
though no government or sovereign power were joined in the at- 
tack. Anyscheme or conspiracy, originating ina foreign country, 


u- 


‘? 


| and especially in European countries, to seize upon the territory of 
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Colombia would be such an attack as we were bound under the 
treaty of 1846 to resist. There may have been several independ- 
ent movements, which finally coalesced, against Colombia, but 
there is strong reason to believe that the insurrection was promoted 
by a French corporation and a syndicate of French stock gamblers; 
that it was supported by their money and their intrigues, 

By our ‘treaty with Colombia, to say nothing of the Monroe 
doctrine, we were bound to resist such foreign aggression. In- 
stead of that, the Navy of the United States was joined with 
French money and French intrigue to promote the interests of a 
French corporation by disrupting an American republic, and the 
chief of these foreign conspirators, a citizen of France, an agent 
of this French corporation, receives the office of highest dignity 
and greatest influence in the government of a so-called American 
Republic which he helped to create for the purposes of his cor- 
poration. 

Bunau-Varilla, now minister from the State of Panama, but a 
citizen of France, was one of the earliest and most active sup- 
porters of this conspiracy against the integrity of Colombia. 
This much we know. This man was connected with the old Pan- 
ama Canal Company, and the official records of his own country, 
including the report of the minister of justice, show that he was 


one of the worst of the crew whose thieving operations bankrupted | 


that concern, brought the gray hairs of De Lesseps in shame and 


sorrow to the grave, and covered the French Government itself | 


with odium and disgrace. I shall not cumber the record with 





quotations from official French records, but they are as I have | 


said. 

These extracts have already been published in the newspapers, 
and their authenticity, so far as I know, is undenied. I presume 
that no man here will deny their authenticity. This man is also 
connected with the new company, a penniless concern, organized 
simply to sell the wreckage and débris of the old company to the 
United States for as many millions as it could get and, incident- 
ally, to gamble in its own stocks. This company was to get 
$40,000,000 by the ratification of the treaty with Colombia, and 
not a dollar if that treaty should fail. As the time fixed by law 
for the ratification of the treaty began to approach, with every 
prospect of its being defeated, the stocks of this company rapidly 
declined. 
to the United States. 

He at once entered into relations with certain disaffected per- 
sons in Panama to bring about an insurrection in that province. 
The charge is made in a reputable newspaper that Bunau-Varilla 
agreed to furnish money, and did furnish money, through his 
stock jobbing French syndicate to promote this insurrection by 
the bribery of Colombian officers and soldiers. 
of money sent by him to the conspirators in Panama are given, 
the very dates on which it was sent and received, and the names 
of the banking firms and corporations through which it was paid. 

And this is not all nor the worst. Bunau-Varilla engaged with 
these conspirators to bring the Government of the United States 
to the support of their conspiracy. This statement is not based 
upon rumors nor the anonymous reports of a yellow newspaper. 
It is based upon the admissions of the conspirators themselves and 
upon the authority of a gentleman of the highest character and 
standing, Mr. Merrill A. Teague, a staff correspondent of leading 
Republican newspapers. His statements have been published 
broadcast, in the very organs of this Administration, and no man 
has denied them. 


A committee of this Senate can have the witnesses before it and | 
it can have the very originals of the telegraphic communications | 


in which Bunau-Varilla assured his confederates in Panama that 
they could proceed with their insurrection in perfect confidence 
that he would redeem his promise to have the war ships of the 
United States on hand to support them. 

Mr. President, I am willing to treat it as simply an unfortunate 
coincidence that every statement made by "Junau-Varilla as to 


the future action of this Government, the movements of its war | 


vessels and the part which they would play in an insurrectionary 
movement if one should occur was verified by the event, that 
every promise made by this French adventurer in behalf of the 
United States was fulfilled te the very letter. 

But there are some facts which I can not ignore. I can not 
ignore the fact that this man is still an acceptable representative 
of a foreign country to this Administration. We know how 
quickly De Lome was compelled to get out of this country for an 
insulting reference to President McKinley. We know how the 
British ambassador was sent packing by Mr. Cleveland for 
merely expressing a private opinion as to the merits of a Presi- 
dential contest. This man Bunau-Varilla holds his position here 
as a reward for his own claim that he had seduced this Adminis- 
tration into a foul and secret conspiracy against a Government 


with which it was then conducting friendly negotiations. I have | 


a right to ask why it is that this characterless adventurer, whose 


representations, if false, are the foulest slander upon the honor | and violated treaty—a treaty she herself had viola 


Then it was that Bunau-Varilla left France and came | 


The very amounts | 





| with a mighty power when it is so swiftly followed 
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and integrity of this Government, continues to be persor 
with this Administration. ; 
It is vain to heap denunciations upon American Se; 


1a grata 


calling attention to facts and asking for explanation: aw ™ 
this base intriguer and defamer of the Government's honor js - 
ceived as a diplomat and a gentleman in the city of Washingte, 
| The President declares that his Administration had no comp)icis, 
in the Panama insurrection. Bunau-Varilla assumed the righ 


to declare the plans and purposes of the Administration. and he 
represented it as playing the leading partin thatconspiracy, | an 
ready to take the President's word, but to doso I mns A 
that Bunau-Varilla is one of the basest slanderers that ever lived 
or died. Iam quite willing to believe that, but I want to know 
why he is still permitted to hold a diplomatic position } 


ere and 


why when he calls at the White House the President of the Uy ted 
States is ‘‘ delighted ”’ to see him. 
Mr. President, there are some facts which, for the time being 
may be more or less obscured by party passion, but which will 
not read well in history. One of these facts is that the treaty 


which we have under consideration was not made between tho 
United States and the Government of Panama, but between the 
United States and the French Panama Canal Company. Tho 
regularly appointed treaty commissioners from the Government 
of Panama were on their way and within an hour's ride of the 
city of Washington when Mr. Hay and Bunau-Varilla hastily 


| concluded and signed that treaty. While Bunau-Varilla was act. 


ing as minister of the new Government of Panama, as a reward 


for his alleged influence with this Administration, his sole object 
was to serve the interests of his French corporation. 
Mr. Hay seemed anxious that no citizen or resident of Panama 
should have any lot or part in framing that treaty, and so he and 
the agent of a French corporation, between them, proceeded to 
fix it up without any regard whatever for the people or the Goy- 


ernment of Panama. When the treaty went back, the junta, 
which represented the only thing in the way of a government in 
the new State, were in a most distressing plight. 

If they declined to ratify the treaty, the President and Bunan 
Varilla, whom they considered all-powerful with the Administra- 
tion at Washington, might withdraw their support from the new 
Government, and, as a result, the Government of Colombia would 
have quietly resumed its sovereignty over the Isthmus and would 
have hanged every man of them within forty-eight hours. To 
save their necks they ratified the treaty—the treaty between tl. 
Administration and the French PanamaCanal Company. Some 
amendments to that treaty, as we know, were intended by' 
Administration here, but they have been abandoned, because it 
is not thought desirable that the newly constituted (iovernment 
of Panama should have it under consideration. The treaty is not 
very satisfactory to the people of Panama; but it was never in- 
tended to be satisfactory to anybody except the Administration 
and the French Panama Canal Company, between whi its ters 
were arranged. 

Mr. President, this Senate will ratify that treaty and 
dent will no doubt rejoice in his triumph over justi and 
the law. But Ido not know the temper of the An: n people 
if the sober second thought, of which the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin spoke the other day, does not condemn his action first to 
last. When that time comes the fruits of his vict 
to ashes upon his lips. The people of the United Stat: 
to see, if they do not now, that a nation’s strength 1: 
and that only righteousness exalteth a nation, while 
proach to any people. History will contrast the action of Pre 
dent Roosevelt in this matter with that of his illustrious pr 
cessor. 

Mr. President, a few days ago, upon an occasion that W! 
ever fragrant in my memory, at the home of my « ru 
friend the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. DRyD©s 
pleasure of listening to a very strong and lucid speech on ¢! 
ama Canal by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Farrsad&).. 
heard him tell of the laborious efforts made by President Ach!" 
ley to remove the obstacle of the Clayton-Bulwer ty 
Great Britain. That treaty for fifty years had barred tuc } 
way of commerce and civilization across the Isthmus. 44" 
Republican statesmen, like Secretaries Blaine, Freinsh\ys 
and others, had declared that that treaty was olso!: nd we 
Great Britain herself had violated it again and again a 

Yet the Senator from Indiana told us of how long a — 
President McKinley had labored to secure the peace!) @0tver 
tion of that treaty, in order that no suspicion of dis eal. 
attach to the construction of the canal. Let me si ae 
dent, we shall get small honor for our punctiliousn: | a 
r fifty 
a dead 


] and de- 


brutal aggression, of violation of international law 
rights in dealing with a puny nation. Great bri 
years barred the pathway across the entire Isthmus 








1904. 


—— 


Colombia acted strictly within her rights when she 
ur treaty and left us free to construct a canal as we 
ourselves had provided in our own law. snr iahs 

Who will believe us if we say that we endured British insolence 
from a keen sense of national honor, where the canal itself was 
at stake, and trampled upon the plain rights of Columbia from a 
nse of justice where only the arbitrary will of one man was 
concerned ? When history comes to judge of our action in this 
matter it will not discriminate between McKinley and Roosevelt, 
put judge us as a nation. . 

We are frequently told, Mr. President, that the act has been 
jone, that it can not be undone, and that it is vain to protest 
against it. We have heard this argument before. I believe there 
gre not now half a dozen Senators on either side of the Chamber 
who do not in their hearts regret that this country took upon 
itself our Philippine possessions, which have cost so many hun- 
jred million dollars, and which are not and never will be worth 
one single cent to the United States. I believe there are few if 
any Senators here who do not agree with the opinion once ex- 
essed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER] that our 
Philippine possessions would prove a source of military weakness 
and danger to the United States; that they would be of no com- 
mercial advantage, but a vast burden upon the industrial resources 
of the country. 

Yet we were told that the act had been done and that it could 
not be undone. And so We continued to squander money by 
the hundred millions and to destroy human lives by the hundred 
thousand and to make the land a desert of death and famine. We 
are met now with the same argument, which seems to me most 
singularly contradictory in its very terms. We must do this 
thing because it has been already done. 

Such an argument in its consequences can not be confined to any 
particular case. It means that every violation of the Constitution, 
the law, and the nation’s honor that may be perpetrated in the 
future must be permitted to stand simply because it has been 
done. 

I believe that the greatest thing that could be done for the na- 
tional honor, for the rights of the people, and for lawful govern- 
ment would be to defeat the whole of this nefarious business and 
compel the President to respect and obey the law. 

There are people who say that while the President’s act was 
wlawful the means were justified by the end. I trust that no 
Christian Protestant who asserts this doctrine of doing evil that 
good may come will ever refer to it hereafter as ‘* Jesuitical.’’ 
What were the means, and what was the end? The means were 
aviolation of international, constitutional, statute, and treaty law, 
joining with French adventurers to disrupt an American repub- 


str¢ yyed . 
rejected ( 


lic, and sowing the seeds of fear and hatred among all the coun- | 


tries to the south of us. 

These were the means. What was the end? 
canal, but to secure a particular route favored by the Republican 
party and by the President for reasons of their own; to secure a 
route most favored by the continental railroads and least advan- 
tageous to the people, and to put $40,000,000 into the hands of a 
criminal French corporation, and I know not how many million 
dollars into the campaign fund of the Republican party. 

Mr. President, I have not argued this question from a partisan 
pontof view. In so far as I have considered the relations of the 
D mocratic party to this question, it has been only with a desire 
at itshould maintain its historic position as the party of con- 
‘titutional government. It is necessary to the country, it is nec- 
éssary to the Democratic party, that it do so. Those who despise 
law and righteousness in government are too well satisfied with 
the Republican party to leave it for a party which can never free 
itself entirely from ‘the reStraints of conservative traditions and 
Which, in spite of itself, must still keep some remnants of a 
potical conscience, 

A party which has the audacity of its wickedness will always 
Prevail over a party which has not even the courage of its con- 
\ctions. ~The Democratic party can not succeed—it can not even 
live—py imitating the vices of its adversary. It has no future, it 
has ho hope, except as the unfailing champion of those great 
Principles that gave it life. 

0 long as men love truth and justice and the doctrines upon 
Which our forefathers founded this Republic there will be a 
ey for a party through which they can speak and act; and 
“ that the Democratic party should survive! 

— permission to 
ot my op mr. Merrill A. Teague, to which I referred in the course 

y speecn, 
a ER ESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee 

z mar eon letters to which he referred in his speech may 
hone 28 an appendix. Is there objection? The Chair hears 

he, and that order is made, 


Not to secure a | 
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APPENDIX. 


[Baltimore American, December 10, 1903.] 


IN PANAMA, THE NEW REPUBLIC—AMERICAN'S STAFF CORRESPONDENT ON 
THE ISTHMUS—MR. TEAGUE’S FIRST LETTER—BEGINNING OF A GRAPHIC 
STORY OF THE REVOLUTION THAT BROUGHT ABOUT SECESSIOY FROM CO- 
LOMBIA AND GAVE THE UNITED STATES THE RIGHT TO BUILD A CANAL 
ACROSS THE ISTHMUS—MONEY WAS THE MOTIVE OF THE REVOLUTION- 
ISTS, AND THEIR FAITH IN THIS GOVERNMENT MADE THEM CONFIDENT 
OF SUCCESS—ALL WANT THE CANAL BUILT. 

[By Merrill A. Teague, staff correspondent of the American. ] 
PANAMA, R. P., December 7. 

The Republic of Panama stands to-day with one foot upon the wreck of 
Colombian maladministration, oppression, and perfidy, and the other upon 
the ruins of French efforts to cut a commercial waterway through the nar- 
row isthmian strip, while both of its arms are extended in hope and suppli- 
cation toward the United States. 

In this strange and strained attitude the Republic is not more to be envied 
than it isto be pitied. Born of a revolution effected without bloodshed, it 
faces prospects more roseate than were ever before held out to any other na- 
tion within twenty-three days of its birth. In fact few governments, even 
among those whose maturity is of the ages, are more fortunately situated 
than is this, the baby among nations. Straight ahead of Panama, with reali- 
zation of them all guaranteed by the protectorate which the United States 
has assumed, lies the certainty of a plethoric treasury, freedom from debt, 
nominal taxes, absolute security in independence, a prevailing peace, and the 
unlimited enrichment of her citizens through the early and inevituble devel- 
opment of the country’s natural resources. These are advantages very few 
nations have ever enjoyed, but over against them must be placed the cata- 
logue of disadvantages and deterrents—a catalogue,which excites the keenest 
pity. 

Panama is to-day a land of indecision, hesitation, and chaos. In all the 
Republic’s domain, comprising an area about equal to that of the State of 
Indiana, there is not one man, native Panamaian, who hasever demonstrated 
the possession of abilities of that order required of one who would success- 
fully lead a people to the accomplishment of a great purpose. Of able busi- 
ness men, astute politicians, adventurers, and schemers in general there are 
more than any country requires; but of statesmen, diplomats, and other real 
leaders there are practically none at all. The very men who brought the 
Republic into existence—and we are speaking now of the native or quasi- 
native element among them—are novices in everything pertaining to the 
science of government. These men are now in charge of the Government, 
and, while there is no suspicion of their integrity or of the sincerity of their 
purpose, they are woefully lacking in ability to do the work they have un- 
dertaken in the way it should be done according to the situation which con- 
fronts them. The result is that upon every hand the inquiring visitor 
encounters ignorance, doubt, and uncertainty where there should be, if the 
independent movement is to be carried to its full fruition, intelligence, de- 
termination, and fixed ability. 

Careful investigation shows that there is more or less reason for this con- 
dition, which stands first in the pity-exciting catalogue. This new Republic 
came into being without any definite political purpose. It was conceived 
solely of a determination to have the canal connecting the Atlantic and the 
Pacific constructed across the Isthmus, and at no other place. Had Colombia 
ratified the Hay-Herran treaty the revolution of the 3d of November would 
never have taken place. That is freely admitted by everybody in any way 
concerned in bringing about the independence of Panama. The inevitable 
conclusion is that the Panamaians were not sufficiently displeased with Co- 
lombian sovereignty and administration to have revolted because of any 
desire for real independence. That, too, is conceded by the leaders in the 
revolutionary movement. It is true thata strong indictment is drawn by 
these men against Colombia for her sins of omission and commission; but 
that indictment is more of an afterthought, framed for purposes of political 
justification, than it is a statement of independence-provoking grievances. 


MONEY WAS THEIR MOTIVE. 


The motive underlying the creation of the Republic was, consequently, 
vatriotic; more sordid than sentimental. The people of 
Panama, knowing better than do any other people the enormous value to 
them of a ship canal across the Isthmus, played for that advantage instead 
of for any real improvement in the condition of theirGovernment. The 
riches they will realize from the construction and operation of the canal were 


| more weighty considerations with them than was thought of political lib- 


| under such circumstances is daily becoming more and more apparent. 


erty; and fortunately for their purpose they found the United States ready 
to youn hands with them. The effect of bringing a Republic into existence 

The 
instigators of the movement for independence, having no such thing as Pan- 
amaian patriotism to appeal to,were forced, in order to carry out their proj- 
ect, to wield an influence as sordid as were their own motives. These men, 
who figure now as the responsible heads of the republican government, will 
very frankly admit that they proceeded with the scheme for independence 
not by addressing themselves to the desire of the Isthmians to be free from 
Colombia, but by secretly corrupting those who were in position to hinder 


| execution of their purpose. 


ove of righteousness and respect for law are to perish, God for- | 


print as an appendix to my remarks some | 


So freely are admissions of this nature made that last evening one of the 
members of the governing junta, frankly and without hesitation, and in re- 
turn for the simple asking, gave to your correspondenta list of the men who 
were bribed tosupport the revolutionary movement,and the amount paid to 
each one. These bribesare termed bonuses here, and the paymentof them is 
freely talked about in the streets and hotels; nor does any Panamaian seem 
to think that the men who sold their influence for stated sums in Colombian 
currency have in any manner compromised themselves. To such an extent 
was the plan of winning by corruption carried out that every dollar of public 
money in the former Departmentof Panama wasattached by therevolution- 
ists, and has since been paid out to those men whoaccepted bonuses from the 
instigators of the movement for independence. Nor was this sum sufficient 
to insure the success of the plan. It was used as far as it would go, and when 
it was exhausted the revolutionists resorted to promises, which have since 
been redeemed by the payment of sums taken from the loan of $300,000 made 
about the middle of the month to the new Republic by J. P. Morgan & Co., 
of New York. 

FAITH IN THE UNITED STATES. 


The promoters of the revolution are, therefore, compelled by experience 


| to distrust a large proportion of those men upon whom they are now forced 





torely. They know that the army and the police force was purchased to 
support the revolution, and, knowing that these factors are susceptible to 
corruption, they do not know to-day whether the militaryand police officials 
are true or untrue to the Republic. The Panamaian naval establishment 
stands in exactly the same position as does the army and the police force, and 
since it is upon these agencies that the new Government must depend in 
greater or less degree for its security, there is fear and suspicion discover- 
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able upon every hand. The weakness of the present Government, its lack of 
purpose and indecision, are, therefore, excusable in a measure. 

The real revolutionists know that they have to deal with a good-sized com- 
pany of Colombian Benedict Arnolds, and they deal cautiously and suspi- 


ciously. All they hope for is that they can keep things going as they now 
are until after the canal treaty is signed by the membersof the junta. That 
act of ratification accomplished, the revolutionists will have httle interest 


left in the Republic: and just here there enters into this consideration an ele- | 


ment which must, perforce, be little understood in the States. That element 
is the bland and childlike faith of the revolutionists in the Government of the 
great American Republic. 

It matters not what statements may be made at Washington or what 
stories may be current in the States, all Panama believes that the revolution 
was made possible by Washington's foreknowledge of what was proposed 
and an ex ro determination by the Government at Washington to give 
moral and physical support to the revolutionists. There is reason for this 
belief, for it was not actually decided to attempt the coup which resulted in 
the creation of the Republic until advices were received from the States to 
the effect that if it should be attempted the United States would back it up. 
These advices were not official, so far as the Administration was concerned, 
but they were of such a character, as will be shown in subsequent letters, as 
to convince the revolutionists that all they had to do was to take the initia- 
tive and then rely upon the United States to insure the success of the proj- 
ect. This they did, and their earlier confidence in the support to be afforded 
by our Government was justified by the occurrences of the 3d and 4th of 
November at Colon, when marines were landed from the Nashville and em 
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ployed to prevent Colombia's military interference for the suppression of | 


the revolution. . 
THE CANAL ALL THEY WANT. 

Having, therefore, had ample proof that the United States stands ready to 
guarantee the independence of the Republic, the revointionists now place all 
their trust in America. For themselves, they are helpless in their ignorance 
of ways and means and in their distrust of their own people. To no other 
reason is attributable the decision to permit ratification of the canal treaty 


by the junta instead of waiting the election of a congress and the formal cre- | 


ation of a republican government. Upon such a contingency as an election 
the revolutionists dare not wait. The treaty will therefore be ratified by 
the junta, which has no existence in fact so faras the Republic of Panama is 
concerned, and the Panamaian ratification will have been deposited at Wash- 
ington by the time this letter is published. Whysuchhaste? Simply because 
the revolutionists look forward to only one thing beyond what they have al- 
ready accomplished, and that one thing is to get the United States so bound 


by contract that it will be compelled through self-interest to protect the Re- | 


public against invasion from without and against interior disturbances 

So keen is this desire that it is not stretching fact in the slightest to say 
that once the treaty is ratified and contractural relations with the United 
States assumed the revolutionists will practically lose interest in the fate of 
Panama. 
erection of a regular government, but that duty will be one in which they 
will have little enthusiasm. The treaty will insure the canal. The canal is 
all that Panama wants, and with it assured, the Panamaians would be 
tent to drift along for an indefinite period without proceeding further to- 
ward realizing the fruits of independence. Proof of this lackadaisical inter- 
est in the Republic itself is nowhere concealed. Everybody in Panama, 
including the members of the junta and the cabinet, will declare, if interro 
gated upon the point, that Panama wants nothing except the canal; that the 
United States can have anything it wishes if it will only construct that water 
way. 
high up in the Government that had the United States demanded sovereignty 
over the entire Republic it would have been ceded without question 
matter of fact, the Panamaians would very gladly have relinquished the duty 
of organizing a government and attempting its administration, It is to this 
sentiment that the certainty of immediate ratification of the treaty is due. 

AFRAID OF TOO MUCH MONEY. 

The Panamaians wish to be relieved of responsibility for the integrity and 
‘urity of the Republic they have created, and although the treaty is more 
liberal in its concessions to the United States than was ever anticipated it 


con- 





se 


would be, the junta has not for a moment considered such a thing as reject- | 
“We would have been entirely willing to | 


ing it or caviling over its terms. 
have signed our names to blank paper,” said a member of the junta last even- 
ing, ‘and to have left it to Secretary Hay to fill in over our signatures what- 
ever he wished to write, stipulating only, upon our part, that the covenant 
should contain a pledge by the United States to build the canal.”’ That state 
ment exactly expresses the state of affairs in Panama to-day, and in the hope 
taat subsequent negotiations with the United States may result in that Gov 
ernment assuming even more responsibility than it has assumed under the 
canal treaty, the Panamaian revolutionists are proceeding with halting 
steps toward the organization of the Republic. 

They are afraid of themselves, of the people with whom they will have 
to deal, and thoroughly suspicious of their own abilities. Seftor Espanoza, 
one of the members of the junta, exposed the nature of this trepidation yes- 
terday. when he said to your correspondent that Panama has only one sub- 
stantial objection to the canal treaty. 

“ We are in a dilemma,” said Sefior Espanoza, ‘* because our revenues will 
be reduced about three-fifths by that clause of the treaty which makes Colon 
and Panama free ports, thereby cutting off the import taxes now collected, 
but our chief objection to the treaty is that by its terms we are compelled to 
accept the $10,000,000 canal payment in cash. We must, in some way or other, 
by subsequent negotiations relieve ourselves of that requirement. It is too 
much money for us to undertake to handle; it is certain to be wasted and 





They will, as a matter of course, be compelled to proceed with the | 


feo free are admissions of this nature that I have had it from those | 
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Any other people would, under such circumstances bring the) 
quickly to the enjoyment of an indeterminate season of pre ; 
nity. Cuba, with fewer substantial advantages than Panama - 5 
that very thing, while here in Panama there is nothing mora 
mirable than an alleged republic in which the leaders have no» 
sentiment than a wish to avoid responsibility and a hope that tha! 
States may do for them that which other people, from the hecoi» l 
have gloried in doing for themselves—secure and preservo t t 
dependence. 


[Baltimore American, December 21, 1903.) 


MEN WHO MADE A NEW REPUBLIC—TRUE STORY OF THE Rk} 
THE ISTHMUS—RAILROAD HAD A HAND IN IT—IT WAs 
NONE THE LESS EFFECTIVE—NOT A CHILD OF 
GREED—PARTS PLAYED BY DOCTOR AMADOR, sENors 
TOMAS ARIAS, THE THREE INSTIGATORS OF THE REVO 
TRIP TO THE UNITED STATES AND HIS VISIT TO WASH! 
LA’S PART IN THE SUCCESSFUL GAME 


BLK 
PATRIOT 


THE MAKER OF THE } 
[By Merrill A. Teague, staff correspondent of the An 


PANAMA, R. P., De 


As has already been stated in this correspondence, the 
owes its existence to nothing which bears any resemblan 
patriotism. The new nation is the child of greed, conceived 
for a ship canal connecting the Atlantic and Pacific. The 
public's conception and birth reads likea fairy tale. Pana 
better class of Panamaians—has for years dreamed of i: 
Colombia and immunity from Colombian oppression; but 
power of initiative, preferring to put off until *‘ mafiana” th: 
people would have made to-day. 

The canal project forced the issue, however, and th« 
~*anamaians met it ina manner which must. in time, win 
the world, for asa political trick they did that which is w 
overturning a government and setiing up their own inde; 
firing a shot or spilling a drop of blood. That success was m 
cause of the certainty of support by the United States does 

magnitude of the Panamaian achievement. 

Early in the current year Mutis Durand was governor of the Dx 
of Panama. He had been sent to preside over the Departm 
the other Departments in the Colombian federation, and was es 
anti-Panamaian. It happened, therefore, when the Hay-Herran t 
been ratified at Washington, and when the question 
about to come before the Colombian Congress, that he—wh \ 
of appointment of the representatives of Panama—saw to it that 
go to Bogota a delegation which would not oppose any scheme ( 
might evolve. Panama, enthusiastic for the canal, recog 
Durand had named men who were inimical to the param t 
Dc partment, and at that moment the scheme for Panamaia 
began to assume shape. 


Ra 
Ne] 


A RAILROAD’S HAND IN IT. 


This wasin May last. Common report and formal state: 
those who were in the movement at the time of its incept 
Manuel Amador Guerrero, who is now in the States in comp 
erica Boyd and Constantine Arosemena, as a member of t 
appointed to negotiate a canal treaty, credit for having law 
pendent movement. But while Doctor Amador is deemed th« 
maian independence, it is doubtful if so much credit actua 
him. Rather is it logical to assume that the officials of the Panama 8 
nearly every one of whom is an American, are the more res} 

The railroad corporation, which owns a splendid piece of prop 
is doing a thriving business, has for about fourteen years bee! 
whole of its net earnings to defraying the expenses of the wor 
keep the canal concession held by the New Panama Compa 
stockholders have realized nothing from their investment 

as the United States has agreed to purchase the property f: 
body connected with the railroad as stockholders and man 
feverishly anxious for actual consummation of the cana! 
consummation depends their ability to unload their h: 
States Government, and those who are really in the secret 
dependence give to the influence wielded by this road th 
what has been accomplished. 

Every Liberal in Panama knew when Durand appointed ) 
as senators from Panama to the special session of the Co 
convened on July 20 last to consider the Hay-Herran t 
project was in jeopardy. Thesetwo men did not repres 
the Isthmus, a fact proved by their open fight aga 
treaty, as well as by the fact that they have not return 
the adjournment of the Congress. At the time these two 
as Panamaian senators Jose Agustin Arango was a senator o! 
Congress, representing Panama. No sooner did Durand a 
pointments than Arango announced that he would not ¢ 
outnumbered in the delegation by anti-Panamaians. No 
Sefior Arango was then, and isnow, the ‘special agent” of t 
road; in other words, the company’s confidential agent and 
capacity Sefior Arango has twice visited Bogota in the int 


| project, to keep the concession and promote ratificat 


misspent if it is turned over in bulk to the Government, and in self-protection | 


we must devise some scheme whereby not more than $2,000,000 in cash comes 
into our hands for current use. The remainder must be so invested and so 
secured and held out of the country that it will stand as a revenue-producing 
asset for the Government, no matter what changes may take place or who 
may be in charge.” 

THEIR UNUSUAL POSITION. 


The spectacle of an independent nation being afraid to assume responsi- 
b\'+y for the handling of such a sum as $10,000,000 in cash is doubtless unique 
in the history of governments, but it affords an accurate key to the situation 
on the Isthmus of Panama. 
no funded debt, and but $300,000 of a floating debt, with the taxes at a nomi- 
nal figure, revenues sufficient for all requirements guaranteed by the canal 
treaty,and the peace and integrity of its domain assured by United States pro- 
tection, Panama is actually helpless. Her helplessness is born of an absence 
of patriotism: knowledge among the more intelligent classes of the corrupt 
aa unscrupulous character of themajority of the psople of all Latin-American 
countries, and of the thoroughly mercenary motives for her own creation into 
arepublic. Envy and pity must therefore play equal parts in any considera- 
tion of the state of affairs on the Isthmus. Envy for the opportunity which 
stretches away before a people whose independence has been so easily won; 

»ity for the moral, physical, and wey conditions which combine to make 
it almost impossible for this people to avail themselves of their opportunity. 


Starting with that sum in its treasury, having | 


States Government. The evidence seems conclusive that \ 
go to Bogota—a refusal uttered in May last—he at the 
the idea of independence for the Department in case th: 


WORK OF DOCTOR AMADOR. 


Arango was not, however, the man to openly or evenly 
scheme. That duty devolved upon Doctor Amador, w! 
wealthiest man in the Department,and therefore who has! 
American occupation and the completion of the canal than ! 
dividual. That Arango acted as the agent of the Panama | 
posing to Amador the idea of Panamaian independence 
quent developments. Amador was readily disposed to aglv: 
even though it may not have originated with him, and th: 
he took the formal initiative as long ago as May lest. Att 
ing was held at Doctor Amador’s residence, fronting the 
city. There were present Doctor Amador, Sehor Arango, &! 
Arias, three men who may be set down, without danger + of aul 
as the original instigators of the revolution of the 3d of N 
meeting—and my informant is one who was in the schem 
ning and whose statements have been fully corroborated 
Amador, Arango, and Arias that if the Hay-Herran treat) 
ratification at Bogota a blow should be struck for Panama " 

This decision reached, the plan progressed rapidly. Need! a 
working out their plan, the original trio of conspirators < 
four other gentlemen who might be taken into their confide 
were Constantine Arosemena, a civil engineer; Ricardo .- aimed 
Tomas Arias; Frederica Boyd, and N. A. de Obarrio, the |! 
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ail 
being hants in this city and men of wealth and substance. The circle 
aaa -ors included these seven men as long ago as the Ist of July. 


requently, but in secret, holding their meetings in the private 


They 1 > om . 

ran ¢ one or the other of their number, with an occasional gathering 

ree of the electric-light company, which is principally owned by 

tomes A Allof the plans of these conspirators were predicated upon 
nei n of the canal treaty, an hypothesis which had resolved itself into 





hefore the middle of August. Standing back of the conspirators, 
ind counselors, were four Americans: Col. J. 8. Shaler, superin- 
he Panama Railroad; H. G. Prescott, assistant superintendent of 
rs n charge of the Panama end; Capt. John R. Beers, superin- 
»+ of the Panama Railroad terminals at La Boca, the Pacific terminus 
6 ed canal, and Col. William M. Black, United States Army, the 
neer who represents the United States Government in the work now in 
he great Culebra cut. 
SOUNDING THIS GOVERNMENT. 


iv Americans were never present at a meeting of the conspira- 
meetings were held as often as two and three times a week, but 
kept fully advised as to all that was done by Sefior Arango, who 
norted in his capacity as special agent of the railroadcompany. They also 
vised municating through Sefior Arango, as to the different steps to 
r id it was stated to me last evening by one of the seven that not a 
‘ was done by them or decided upon except it was first given the 
nection of the four Americans who were privy to the scheme. It was 
: conditions that the plan for Panamaian independence progressed 
up otl ddle of August. The moment for decisive action being then in 
eight, it was agreed by the conspirators and their counselors that to insure 
the success of the project it was necessary to sound the United States Gov- 
ernment and learn what attitude it would assume. 

With that object in view, Doctor Amador sailed from Colon in September, 
going first to Jamaica, and thence to Boston, 
y n without passing through New York, so that neither his presence 
ites nor his visit to Washington might be known to the Colombian 
New York. Doctor Amador’s visit to Washington was for the pur- 
3 of conferring with Secretary Hay, but that official was in New Hamp- 
hire on his annual vacation, and Doctor Amador left Washington without 
ing the State Department of what the Ithmians (seven in number at 
proposed doing. About the same time J. Gabriel Duque, a native 
a naturalized American, now domiciled in this city, editor of 





+ 








( 
1 
! 
& 





that 
of Cuba, but 


Star and Herald, of Panama, and principal owner of the Loteria de Pan- 


time 


the 

ama, the chartered lottery of the Isthmus, also visited Washington. Mr. 

Duque saw Secretary Hay and discussed with him the idea of Panamaian in- 

dependence, but it can be accepted as an indisputable fact that his visit was 

wholly unofficial and made upon his own responsibility, as he was not at that 

in the secret of what Amador, Arango, Arias, and the others proposed. 
VARILLA IN THE GAME. 


ctor Amador’s visit to Washington having proved fruitless, and there 
gnolonger any necessity for secrecy, he went to New York and took apart- 
at the Waldorf-Astoria. There he fell in with M. Philippe Bunau- 
la, who had resided on the Isthmus as a canal engineer, and with whom 
asacquainted. Varilla was then in the Statesin the interest of the New 
Panama Canal Company, and their sentiments being more or less the same, 
Doctor Amador unfolded to Varilla the plans of the conspirators at Panama. 
From this point the project progressed rapidly. Doctor Amador returned to 
the Isthmus éarly in October, and at a meeting of the seven conspirators, 
vho gathered in the office of the electric-lighting company in Panama, he 
related the result of his visit to the States. He had received no assurances 
from any official of support, but communicated to his fellows the fact that 
Var lla had assured him in the most positive terms that any stroke in favor 
of independence, having as its primary object the grant to the American Re- 
public of a canal concession, would be supported by the United States Gov- 
rnment. So elated was Doctor Amador over Varilla’s assurances, and so 
great was his confidence in the French engineer's ability to influence the Gov- 
ernment at Washington, that he was not liable to see any further difficulties 

the way of executing the project. Arango, Arias, Arosemena, and the 
others were slow to accept Doctor Amador’s assurances, however. Varilla 
had not talked with them, and realizing that death for each would be the 
penalty should they attempt and fail, and that their only hope of success lay 
port oo ue given them by the United States, they counseled caution 
and further delay, 

heir views prevailed to such an extent that it was decided to defer the 
launching of themoyvement until after the Colombian Congress should have 

ul rned. Adjournment would, they argued, sound the death knell 
over the canal treaty and simultaneously give to the United States an incen- 
tive to support the independence of a republic on the Isthmus. The project 
wasaccordingly held in abeyance, although there was no cessation in the mat- 
ter of working out the details. Realizing that if it should become necessary 
to deliver the blow, a commission would have to be sent to the States, the con- 
spirators, late in October, took into their confidence Sefior Manuel Espanoza, 
With the idea of substituting him for Federica Boyd as a member of the pro- 
‘overning junta which would have to be created, and which it was 
' ided should be composed of Arango, who wielded all the influence of the 
Panama Railroad; Arias, who had been a departmental senator, federal rep- 


resentati 
ier vested 
candidate 


lected to 1 
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nterests on the Isthmus. Doctor Amador was reserved to be the 
r president of the new republic; Constantine Arosemena was se- 
theexpert member of the commission to the States to negotiate 
De Obarrio was slated for the ministry of war, which he 
is, and Ricardo Arias was to be the active fiscal agent of the pro- 
vernment,. 

ese details were neglected, the systematic manner in which the 
rs wentabout their work showing that they possess unusual ability 

scheming and that they were ably advised. Proceeding in the 
| way, with a view to leaving no stone unturned to insure suc- 


‘ 
e 


4canal agreement; 
how hold 


pos qd 





f+} 


nee conspirators reached, about October 27, that — at which they 
ee a it they would need a declaration of independence. The pot was 
“inng then in earnest. All Panama was talking of a scheme for independ- 


ence, rumor 
0 have pre 





of every sort being current, but nothing definite being known. 


the Colo; pared a declaration of independence, ready for use the moment 
conf, ian Congress should adjourn, the conspirators took into their 
pr — ‘ three lawyers of Panama, all enthusiastic supporters of the canal 


“™ 
scheme al These men were E. A. Morales, who was advised that if the 


ld go through he would be made minister of government (do- 
in the provisional cabinet; C. A. Mendoza, who was slated for 
y of justice, and J. Henriquez, whose official status has not yet 
‘. Morales, Mendoza, and Henriquez undertook the work of 
ecret the declaration and to have it ready for immediate use. 


CHOOSING A FLAG. 
alte ‘ning was the flag for the new Republic. The conspirators con- 
should sien ir coy Several times. It was desired to evolve an emblem which 
standing” ity the unification of the Liberals and Conservatives into a perty 
§ for Panamaian independence. A number of designs were submit- 


mestic at 
the minice 
en defi; 


framing in 


Another 
su] 5 


Ove 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| 
| 


| 





From Boston he journeyed to | 


and a general officeholder, and Boyd, who represented the heav- | 
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ted, but it was finally decided to adopt the combination of one red and one 
blue square with two white squares, one bearing a red star and the other a 
blue, red being the color of the Liberals and blue of the Conservatives. The 
design being agreed upon, a colored plate showing the proportions of the flag 
and its color scheme was prepared and intrusted to Doctor Amador, who ad- 
vised his nieee, Seforita Maria Emilia Ossa, daughter of the Chilean consul- 
general in this city, that there might soon come a time when a new flag 
would be needed in Panama and that she should have the honor of making it. 
THEN ALL WAS READY. 

There remained, then, only the army and navy and the police force to be 
looked after. Isaac Brandon & Bro. and Henry Ehrmann had charge of the 
departmental money, and from them it was learned that there would be 
no trouble in getting hold of the $145,000 on deposit belonging to the Depart- 




















ment the moment independence should be declared. Trusted ts were 
then commissioned to ‘fix’ the military and nayal establishment d ths 
police force. General Huertas, who was in command of the Colo } 
talion, the garrison of the Isthmus, was approached, and was d red to 
be willing to join the movement for certain stipulated consider: } ; 
among which was a bonus of $25,000 (silver) for himself. Gen. Ru Varo 
who commanded the Colombian gunboat Twenty-first of November, formerly 
the Padilla, which sunk the Lauterro in the battle in whic i rn \ 1 
lost his life, and which, since the revolution, has had her ch ) 
the Third of November, was also approached. He, too, ws ling to} yme 
a Panamaian patriot in exchange for $25,000. and th mer der 
him on the gunboat were equally susceptible to influence. the chief « 
and chief of artillery each bargaining their support for $10,000, and the others 
for smaller sums. None of this money was paid in cash; but prom wel 
made to pay it after the Republic was established, and it hassince been paid 
In General Huertas's battalion were a number of rsand men whom | 

| distrusted, so a story was artfully concocted that a revolutionary party 

seventy men had landed onthecoast of Chiriqui. t west province of tl 








Department, and the officers and men under Huertas us} 
patched to quell the disturbance. Whether they know of tl 
of Panamaian independence or not at this time is a matter of conjecture. as 
have not yet returned from hunting the revolutionists, nor have t! 








heard from. Other individuals and agencies were manipulated in mat 
similar to that eer in handling Huertas, Varon, and the others referred 
to, and so thoroughly was the work done that when the Colombian Congres 





adjourned on October 31 without having ratified the treaty the powder train 


for a Panamaian revolution had been laid and the match had actually been 

lighted to ignite it. 

[Baltimore American, December 23, 1908.] 

VARILLA PLAYED A CLEVER GAME—HURRIED PANAMA REVOLT BY A 
VAGUE CABLEGRAM—LOOKED FOR AMERICAN AID—UPON HIS ASSUR- 
ANCE PANAMAIAN PLOTTERS FOR INDEPENDENCE DECIDED TO TAKE 
THE LEAP FOR POLITICAL FREEDOM—FULL STORY OF THE REVOLUTION 
OF NOVEMBER 3—PLAN WAS NEARLY UPSET BY WARNING SENT TO BO- 
GOTA, BUT IN THE CRITICAL MOMENT GENERAL HUERTAS AND HIS SOL- 
DIERS STOOD TRUE TO THE SECESSIONISTS—THE PANAMA OF TO-DAY, 


[By Merrill A. Teague, staff correspondent of the American 
PANAMA, R. P., December 12. 

President Roosevelt has assured the American Congress that his Adminis- 

tration was not privy to the scheme to establish an independent republic on 

the Isthmus. There is absolutely nocvidence discoverable here to controvert 

that statement in the slightest degree, yet it is an indisputable fa 


that the 


conspirators for independence at Panama believed implicitly, before they 
made a single open move for independence, that advance assurances of sup- 


port had been given by the Government at Washington. This belief is so 
tixed that those in the conspiracy do not hesitate to say that the first move 





would never have been made had it not been that Washington had given a 
promise of support. For this leading of the Panamaians into striking for in- 
dependence credit could be given to M. Bunau-Varilla, as it was because of a 


cablegram from him promising most c 
revolution was actually effected. 

A cable from Bogota was received at Panama early « 
announcing the adjournment, sine die, of the special ses 
Congress and the definite failure of the Hay-Herran treaty. This news 
no sooner received than the conspirators, whose names have already been 
given in this correspondence, gathered in the parlor of the residence of 
Amador. 

The crux of the situation had been reached, and it was the consensus of 
opinion that if the blow for a transisthmian canal under American owner 
ship, and, incidentally, for Panamaian independence, was to be dealt a 
should be dealt at once. The situation having been thoroughly gone over, all 
accounts having been cast,and a balence haying been struck by th spira- 
tors to discover their exact status, Doctor Amador penned a tel 
M. Bunau-Varilla, and it was immediately dispatched 

In this telegram it was stated that all the plans were perfected, and tha 
if Varilla could give any assurance of American support there would be no 
further hesitation. As he finished writing this cablegram Doctor Amador 
remarked to his fellow-conspirators: 

“If this man (referring to Varilla) can move an American war shi 
to place it at the Isthmus to help us, we need hesitate no longer.” 

From that moment the whole plan waited on the reply from Varilla. It 


rtainly American support that the 


n the 31st of October 
sion of the C« 







gran 


so as 









was received on the Ist of November, although dated the previous day As 
to its contents, there are two versions, and since Doctor Amador, wl Ss] 
session of the original, is in the States, the dispute as to its contents can 

be settled. Enough is known, however, to justify the assertion tl was 
this cablegram from Varilla which actually precipi i the re ition, and 
that because the message contained an assurance o merican supp One 


riginal conspirators, who 
‘ontents were made 
to 


was present at the meeting on November 1 
known, is that Varilla telegraphed, in subs 
Doctor Amador: 

*Goahead. There will be an American war ship on either side of 
mus within forty-eight hours.”’ 

The other version, for which ar of the ori; 
sponsor, is that the message was in terms about 

**Go ahead. America will send ships at once 
to maintain the freedom and security of transit. 


THE ARRIVAL OF 


ance, sing the message 


the Isth- 


ther 





inal conspirators stands 
as follows: 

to either side of tl 
” 


e Ist] 


himus 


A WAR SHIP. 








Whether Varilla spoke with anything like authority or whether he was 
merely risking an assurance upon the known policy of the An Gov 
ernment in protecting the transit of the Isthmus is not ‘overa ere, 
but his message confirmed the conspirators in their determi t 
the coup, and it was at that meeting decided to take the leap toward i 
yendence on the 4thof November. The pian was to turn out the garrison in 


-anama at 3.00 o'clock on the morning of that day and send it mare 
with bands playing, through the streets to paste up printed co] 
declaration of independence. Orators were to accompany the soldie 
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harangue the crowd which would gather, and it was expected that by day- 
light Panama would be in a ferment of excitement, when it was planned to 
hold a mass meeting in the eathedral plaza and, with the people thoroughly 
aroused, proclaim the independence. 

Fate threatened, however, to upset all of the plans of the conspirators. 
Miss Ossa having completed the flag, there was no longer any occasion for 
secrecy about the plans, and the entire Isthmus was alive with the rumors of 
secession. Everybody at this time was aware that the plan was to be at- 
tempied, and at the meeting of the original band of conspirators, held on the 
evening of November 2, in the office of the electric lighting company in Pan- 
ama, it was agreed that there should be no drawing back, and that the re- 
public should be launched the second morning following. 

lace of confidence, however, on the morning of November 3, when the Colom- 
Sons gunboat Cartagena steamed into Colon, having on board 450 Colombian 
soldiers , Back of the arrival of this ship there is a story the details of which 
are not ciear. 






COLOMBIA WAITED TOO LONG. 


It is stated that when the talk of secession became open, some four or five 
days before the revolution took place, Javiaer Janguito, the Catholic bishop 
stationed at Panama, wired information of the congpirators’ plans to the 
Government at Bogota. This charge is denied by Bishop Janguito; but its 
accuracy is insisted upon by those who are in the secret of the details of the 
secession. Whether the charge be true or false, it is certain that Bogota had 
full and complete information in advance of the Panamaian proposition to 
secede; but the spirit of manana, with which the whole of Central and South 
America is afflicted, proved fatal to the interests of the Colombian Govern- 
ment. She started to lock the door after the horse had been stolen. Had the 
Cartagena arrived on the 2d of November the revolution would never have 
taken place. As it was, it came very near an abortive attempt, for the con- 
spirators, all except Amador, halted when the arrival of the Cartagena was 
telegraphed to the city. 

There was good reason for this indecision, for the garrison at Panama 
numbered only 200 men and would have been no match for the force delivered 
by the Cartagena at Colon. 
of the conspirators that she was prepared to balk them at every turn, and 
speedy death would have been the penalty for the movers in the enterprise. 
On board the Cartagena was Gen. Pompilio Guitterrez, who bore a decree 
appointing him governor of the Department of Panama, in the place of Jose 
Domingo de Obaldia, who was unjustly suspected at Bogota of being implicated 
in the plan for secession. Accompanying Guitterrez were forty-two ofiicials, 
clerks, and others, the plan being for the troops on the Cartagena to arrest 
Obaldia, install Guitterrez in the governor's palace,and then turn out of office 
every man connected with the former administration, substituting in his 
place a trusted Colombian, who could be relied upon to show no leniency in 
dealing with the Panamaians. The soldiers sent on the gunboat were to do 
this work and were then to relieve the garrison at Panama, which is consid- 
ered the flower of the Colombian army. The majority of the men in the 
Panama garrison were recruited in the southern Departments of the Repub- 
lic of Panama; but they have been stationed here so long as to have become 
Panamaians in fact. They have married here. Nearly every one has some 
little business enterprise to swell his income. They have been paid (when 

aid at all) in Colombian silver and are entirely satisfied with their lot, caring 
ittle for anything except an opportunity to remain here. 

It was this desire to be kept in Panama that eased the way for the seces- 
sionists to secure the army’s support. For some weeks before the plan for 
independence assumed definite shape it was intimated to General Huertas, 


Dismay took the | 


suspicious, repaired to the barracks to be near the soldiers, yp») 
could certainly rely. They were received at the barracks 
The battalion was paraded for their reception and Genera rs 
whom more hereafter, escorted them to his own rooms and ¢ ' 
with his conversation until about 5 o’clock in the afternoon aaa 
palaver was lost on Tovarand Amaya. They had themselves th Ths 
revolutions and knew the signs that are carried by the air ugh 
manded the truth of Huertas. Was thereon foota revolutionar ent 
Huertas answered that he had heard some talk of that kind \ 
cated? The value of concealment was lost, and Huertas answe) 
you the truth, Generals, Iam.” 

a consider yourself under arrest,”’ cried Tovar, to w) 
replied: 

“Very good, sir! I will step into the next room to get my : te 
may be surrendered to you.” : wn 

Opening the door as he spoke, Huertas disclosed to the view 
Amaya, now thoroughly amazed, half acompany of soldiers fy 
he threw open the door, Huertas cried to his men: 

“Arrest those two men!” and in an instant Tovar and Amay 
selves prisoners of the Colombian battalion. Almost at the 


Huertas 


| Jose Tovar, nephew of the general and commander of the (\ 


| for in haste. 


| the Republic of Panama. 


So accurately had Colombia discounted the plans | 


| tures, and a large number availed themselves of it. 


boat Bogota, stationed at Panama, and a man whom the seces 
dared to approach, was arrested as he was passing through the 
of the cathedral. The die had been cast—secession was a faci 
no drawing back. The seven original conspirators for inde} 
diately took charge of the situation. The flag Miss Ossa had 
The proclamation of independence was prod 
occurences were secret to the city of Panama, it was not wm 
that a public meeting was held in the plaza to declare the 
The formalities of the occasion w 
by the city council of Panama, the eleven members of which 
what was expected of them, and all of whom were willing and ! 
the movement which meant the construction of the canal. 


AND ONLY ONE WAS KILLED. 


Night was falling as this meeting was convened. The proc! 
dependence was read, and each member of the city council sig 
to it. The citizens were then given an opportunity to append ! 
Immedia afte 
ing the proclamation the members of the city council crossed tre 


| the municipal building, and in their regular chamber went int 


| 


commander of the garrison, that his battalion was to be transferred to Bar- | 


ranquilla, on the Caribbean coast of Colombia. This meant that the men 


were to be taken from their homes and sent to a part of the Republic where | 


their arrearages of pay and current wages could besatisfied with the worth- 
less paper currency which is printed by the millions at Bogota and without 
regard to stability of value. The men were accordingly ripe for revolt, and 
their support was secured by the secessionists upon the promise to pay up the 
arrearages due them, to pay them steadily in the future under the Republic, 
and tokeepthem in Panama. This promise has been kept, theamountalready 
distributed among the men of this garrison aggregating more than $100,000. 


COLONEL SHALER’S DIPLOMACY. 


But in laying this plan to insure the continuance of Panama asa Depart- | things are to-day in Panama exactly as they were before the s 


ment of the Colombian Government Bogota counted without estimating the 
adroitness of the Americans on the Colon side of the Isthmus. The troops 
landed from the Cartagena on the morning of November 3, and a demand 
was immediately made by General Tovar, who was in command, upon Col. 
J. R. Shaler, general superintendent of the Panama Railroad, for transporta- 
tion for the entire body across the Isthmus. Colonel Shaler was most diplo- 
matic in his handling of the situation. He could not move the troops unless 
he had an order from the governor of the Department, upon which he could 
claim compensation for his company for the service to be rendered; but his 
telegraph wires were at the disposal of the two esteemed Colombian gen- 
erals, Amaya being second in command, to communicate with Governor 
Obaldia at Panama and procure the needed order. Would they be so kind 
as to avail themselves of the a facilities? The two Colombian gen- 
erals needed no second urging, and the wires were soon carrying their de- 
mand for an order for transportation to Governor Obaldia. But Obaldia is 
a native Panamaian, and, most conveniently, he was unable to understand 
why the Colombian Government should be sending 450 men to Panama with- 
out first advising him of its intentions. Would the two generals kindly take 
the train, come to Panama, and confer with him? 

The dilemma was a serious one for the Colombian commanders, but with 
Shaler suave but obdurate and Obaldia 47 miles away and equally obstinate 
there was nothing for them to do but leave their troops and goin person to 
Panama for the necessary order fortransportation. Colonel Shaler was more 
than pleased toassist them inevery way possible. Theregular morning train 
was justabouttoleaveforPanama. He would hold it until Tovarand Amaya 
could prepare for the journey. He would, and did, attach a special private 
car to this train for the convenience of the two distinquished travelers, and 
so it was that the two commanders journeyed across the Isthmus in comfort. 
Arriving at Panama, they were welcomed in a way becoming their dignity. 
The battalion garrison, with General Huertas in command, and with the band 
playing a lively air, was at the station to meet them and escort them to the 
governor's quarters. The governor himself was at the station with his pri- 
vate carriage to greet the two Colombian soldiers, and it was a brilliant pro- 
cession that passed through the streets of Panama. Then came the consulta- 
tion with Governor Obaldia. He was obtuse and could not understand the 
motive in sending the soldiers, but if the generals would excuse him he would 
go and write the order, as what the Government at Bogota ordered must, 
perforce, be right and proper. 


GENERAL HUERTAS TAKES A HAND. 


Governor Obaldia left Tovar and Amaya and walked into the arms ofa 
detachment of Colombian soldiers, who quietly arrested him and conveyed 
him to his rooms in a hotel, where he was kept a close prisoner for two days. 
Tovar and Amaya, having waited in vain for Obaldia’s return, and becoming 





sion. The proclamation had previously been engrossed in a 
book, and the councilmen signed it again, permanent prese1 ! 
planned in that form. Sitting behind closed doors, the cou pas id 


| cree appointing Sefiors Arango, Arias, and Boyd as a prov 


junta, and intrusting to them the direction of the affairs of the 
The moment, according to the reports of eyewitnesses. w 


| larly inspiring one. The affair was conducted after the fash i 


ness proposition. The streets were filled with people, but t 


| shooting, shouting, nor enthusiasm, the whole transaction 


the populance most phlegmatically. The city council reinai: 
during the evening to deal with any situation that might ari } ' 
were ordered closed for the evening; the soldiers were turned 
trol duty, but there was no violence or disorder, the Spanish populatio 
ing entirely to live up to its reputation for excitability. The: . 
movement, so far as the city of Panama was concerned, was ea 
Gen. Ruban Varon, commander of the gunboat Twenty-fir f 
hoisted the flag of the new Republic over that ship as the m: g in 1] 
plaza was in progress. The Bogota had not been “ fixed,” and w! urned 
what was in progress Paymaster Martinez, the only office: 
board, took command of that vessel and steamed out of the | 
ing about 10 o’clock the same evening to throw six or eight © the 
city, sacrificing the life of one Chinaman—the only bloo:ished revolu- 
tion—and doing an inconsiderable amount of damage to prope 

From that time down to the present Panama has hardly hac an opport 
nity to realize it is the capital of an independent Republi | ! 
junta has been directing affairs, Obaldia having been relievedot ernor- 
ship; but, aside from this change in the direction of the admi und 
the plentitude of money, due to the payment of the bonuse po 





Colombia. 


[Baltimore American, December —, 1903.] 


RIDDING ISTHMUS OF COLOMBIANS—CLOSING CHAPTER OF STORY OF PAN 
AMAIAN REVOLUTION—BRIBERY AND PERSUASION—METH( UeEP 
INDUCE TORRES TO SAIL AWAY WITH HIS MEN—TEMPT A v IN THI 
FORM OF $8,000 IN GOLD—A DESPERATE SITUATION, IN WH! 
CANS WERE PITTED AGAINST 450 COLOMBIANS—COLONE! 
GUED WITH THE COMMANDING OFFICER OF THE CARTAGENA, ANI 
SHIP DESERTED THE SOLDIERS IT HAD TRANSPORTED 


[By Merrill A. Teague, staff correspondent of the Amer 
PANAMA, R. P., 


All the necessary formalities for the establishment of a Re} 
prime consideration was the securing of the commercial ad 
rived from the ship canal, having been completed at Panama: 
the scene of action was suddenly shifted to Colon, where th: 
of the Panama Railroad were keeping a close watch upon « 
morning of the 3d of November (Tuesday), when the gunboat 
peared at Colon, these officials sent a mandatory order by tele: 
John R. Beers, the company’s representative closest to tl 


tne f 


| recting that under no circumstances should the scheme to wi! 


be abandoned or allowed to miscarry because of the arriva 
Colombian soldiers. This order was obeyed, and Captain Be 
tendent Prescott wielded an influence in forcing the origina! 
spirators to proceed with the execution of their project. oi 
Of what happened in Panama that day, when Governor Oba 
erals Tovar and Amaya were arrested and the independence « 
proclaimed, Colon was kept in entire ignorance. All of th i 
were delayed in the exeeaiion until after the departure of the | 
Panama to Colon on that day, so that persons arriving at Co 
evening had nothing of importance to report. The only ot! 
communication across the Isthmus is by the telephone and 
controlled by the Panama Railroad. The officials of this ©o! t is@ 
cised a close censorship over all messages passing back and fo! 
fact which can not be disputed that while the independence : 
practically proclaimed on the evening of the 3d of Novem) 
Colon—only 47 miles away—were in total ignorance of what h 
until the arrival of the first train from Panama at 11 o’clock 0 
of the 4th of November. . 
When that train arrived, bringing passengers from Panama witas 
less exaggerated reports of the occurrences in the metropolis of \ 


sthmus 
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the day be the presence of 450 Colombian soldiers within her limits. 
Panama brought an order from the governing junta disiniss- 
Cuadros from the office of governor of Colon and appointing 
_a mulatto of some ability, to succeed him. This was in ac- 
. scheme arranged on the 2d of the month, when Mollendes 
Panama by telegraph to meet, the conspirators, at which meet- 
{ ed that he should be appointed governor of this province, 
Me was directed to stand ready toassume the office the moment the order 
ia a ment should be communicated to him. 


LOOKED BLACK IN COLOMBIA. 


Mollendes needed no great amount of encouragement, and when the train 
wived from Panamaat 11 o’clock on the morning of the 4th he immediately 
Oe pnced himself governor of the province by appointment of the junta, and 
nang argeot the local government. This had hardly been done when Colon 
“ ‘thrown into a state of great excitement by the general circulation of the 
Oe hat Cf rals Tovarand Amaya had been arrested and were even then 
ae i1ama. The450 Colombian soldiers were quartered in the Colon 
large building formerly used by the railroad as a passenger sta- 
. soldiers at once assumed a threatening attitude. Colonel 
1 rres, who was left in command when Tovar and Amaya went to Panama, 
was most obdurate, insisting that what had been done should be undone and 
am cchief repaired, and promising to visit upon all concerned the direst 
The situation looked black for the American and other foreign 















auy attempt by the Colombians to work vengeance upon the town was so 
gall as to be almost insignificant in the face of the Colombian battalion, 
which was well armed and equipped. ‘ ’ , 

Te U. S. gunboat Nashville, with her jackies aboard, was swinging at 
sncor in the harbor; but the one thing for which the secessionists and their 
American allies on the Isthmus were most desirous—actual American inter- 
vention—had not been accomplished. Captain Hubbard, of the Nashville, 
tis true. issued on the evening of the 3d an order to the Panama Rail 
ad forbidding it to transport armed men in either direction across the 
sthmus, but no American force had been landed. It was at this juncture 
hat Governor Mollendes executed a little coup of his own, to which Ameri- 
an intervention is directly traceable. Mollendes invited Colonel Torres, the 
Jian commander, to meet him in conference at the Hotel Washington, 
I r isthmian institution which is controlled by the Panama Railroad 
‘mploying all his persuasive abilities, Mollendes urged Colonel Torres to re- 
ibark his troops and sail away, leaving the Isthmus to pursue its own 
‘ourse. This line of argument only increased Torres’s bitterness. He be- 
ye defiant, even bombastic, and at half past 12 made a vehement 
eat that if Generals Tovar and Amaya were not given their liberty by 2 
ck, he would turn his battalion loose and slaughter every American in 









Y 


Nothing could have suited Mollendes and the other secessionists better 
than this threat. Mollendes waited not a minute after hearing Torres’s 
avowal. Despite his excessive avoirdupois, he broke from the conference 
rom in the Hotel Washington, and running all the way, covered the 300 
yards to the general offices of the Panama Railroad in remarkably fast time. 


AN EXCUSE FOR INTERVENTION. 


There he communicated to General Superintendent Shaler the nature of 
Torres's threat, and in a moment more a signal was going from the small 
tower on top of the railroad’s general office, by wigwag, to the Nashville to 
the effect that the life and property of all Americans in the city were endan 
ered. The long-desired excuse for Amer4can intervention had at last been 
oe vered by the secessionists, and before Torres could have communicated 
ith his force, jackies were going over the Nasiville’s sides, constituting a 
ig party, small in numbers, but matchless for grit and ability to shoot. 
were forty men in this party, under command of Lieutenant Com- 
der Witzel, executive officer of the Nashville, and they came up to the 
ailroad wharf with the long swinging oar pull commonamong man-of-war's 
men. They landed with a rush and ‘double quicked to the freight shed of 
the Panama Railroad 

This building—a heavy stone structure—was admirably fitted for purposes 
of defense. It faces directly down the street, along which the Colombian 
troops would have had to come to attack the Americans in Colon, and the 
only entrance to it isa large arch, through which the trains pass. 
arch w: 
bales 
tire fr 









srunacommon flat car with bales of cotton laidacrosstheend. Other 
{cotton were used to close the remainder of the opening, and _the en- 
t of the building was barricaded with the same material. This part 














ot the work was superintended by Colonel Black, United States Army, who 
happened to be in Colon from Culebra, and who cheerfully tendered to the 
naval force the benefit of his engineering skill. The Nashville's landing party 
had brought with them arms and ammunition those for civilians who might 


be disposed to assist 


oh t t in the work of defending American interests, and about 
fort y employees of the Panama Railroad and other foreigners volunteered 
or this service, 

THE AMERICANS WERE COOL. 


Re situation is pronounced by Colonel Shaler, a civil-war veteran, who 
“ ag in more than one close place, to have been one of the most desperate 
eaeea ol known. Against a force of 450 Colombian soldiers there was 
dash ha th more than 60 American sailors, marines, and civilians. A brave 
— ua : been attempted ay ue eee ane have put them in com- 
nt f aay 16 Situation, by enabling them to overwhelm the defending force, 
4th t} Some reason the dash was not attempted. 

wie itagonists waited. 
nisons, while the 








t The Colombians were kept closely in their gar- 
American force did not stir from the barricaded freight 


almost The latter realized that if they should be assaulted victory would | pendence. 


tell the a rest with a mperer numbers; but they were prepared to 
\deeniien oe dearly, and their deportmentat this critical stage was such « 
wie the admiration of the nation. The little Gueeay of 40 jackies 
hover — do the work necessary to keep transit on the sthmus open, and 
and Laveen did they falter in their determination. Colonel Black 
ine peratinne ommander itzel were cool throughout the ordeal, direct- 
» Hey 1 BS as calmly as though they had an army back of them,and Cap- 
While the A. the Nashville, did not hesitate for one instant. 
Relves and all _ rican sailors and civilians were preparing to defend them- 
ollendes ws Amnerican interests on the Colon side of the Isthmus, Governor 
the morning (, ontinuing his mepometione with Colonel Torres. Earlier in 
cleared vp onel Shaler hac played his cards so adroitly as to have 
Gunboat Carta om of the menace offered by the presence of the Colombian 
Was short of ween When that boat reached Colon on Tuesday morning she 
there was vires cr. There was plenty of coal in her bunkers; but of water 





in Colon, for the number of men who could be mustered to oppose | 


Into this | 


All of the afternoon of the | 


., Colon prepared at once for the shock she had reason to ex- | 











Stocking shina uly none, and the entire available supply of fresh water for 
intaine s @' that port is controlled by the railroad company, which 


Maintaj; 8 ¥ y 
nks, the ps Operates its own waterworks. Wishing to refill his water 
Tid 


or the needed ‘igena’s commander called upon Colonel Shaler to negotiate 
su 


ipply. Colonel Shaler is a most kindly disposed gentleman, 


venced the sum needed 


always ready to help a fellow-being out of a dilemma; but when the Colom- 
bian commander made his desires known, the Colonel happened, just at the 
moment, to remember that the Colombian Government was indebted to the 
railroad company to the amount of $7,000 gold for coal, water, and other 
supplies furnished Colombian naval vessels from time to time. 

Knowing what had transpired at Panama, Colonel Shaler thought that it 
would be wise to collect the debt and exact payment for the water needed 
by the Cartagena before assuming the réle of a benefactor to the Colombian 
naval establishment. He remembered, too, that he had reveived positive 
orders not to furnish further accommodation to Colombian naval forces,and 
with much regret he explained his inability to aid the Colombian commander. 


ALL VERY NEATLY DONE. 


The latter opined at once that Governor Obaldia, at Panama, would under- 
take to see to it that the delinquent bill was paid, and after some discussion 
upon that point asked permission to telegraph to Obaldia. Colonel Shaler 
was quite willing to facilitate the Colombian commander to attainment of 
his desires; but glancing out of his window he saw rolling into the railroad 
yards the morning trainfrom Panama. The time had come when censorship 
over the telegraph and telephone was useless to prevent knowledge of the 
secession from Colombia being communicated to the troops from that Repub- 
lic, so when the Cartagena’s captain was about to telegraph to Governor 
Obaldia, Colonel Shaler remarked, alniost casually: 

“ There is no governor of Panama.” 

he Colombian captain was naturally dumfounded at this statement and 
asked for an ae, which was readily given him by Colonel Shaler, 
who maintained his placid demeanor and quality of gentle speech. Carefully 
and quietly he detailed the circumstances attendant upon the revolution of 


| the day preceding, and clearly demonstrated to the Cartagena’s commander 


that there was no governor of Panama, hence there was nobody on the Isth- 
mus who could guarantee the payment of the railroad’s bill for $7,000. It 

ras all nicely done and the Colombian was brought to appreciate just why 
it was that the railroad could not refill the Cariagena’s tanks. There was 
some further talk between the two men and the Colombian naval captain 
then left Colonel Shaler, going directly to his ship, which sailed out of the 
port a few minutes later, without having communicated with Colonel Torres, 
and leaving the troops she had landed the day before to shift for themselves. 

With the Cartagena gone, and with the freight house in control of and 
strongly barricaded by the American force, Colonel Torres consented, late 
on the afternoon of the 4th of the month, to incline his ear to Mollendes’s 
arguments. He, too, was brought to see the futility of opposing the inevi- 
table and already accomplished pemapantones of Panama, and at last con- 
sented to reembark his troops and sail away from Colon in return for $8,000 
gold. The Royal Mail steamer Orinoco (English) was at her dock at the 
time, and as the charge for returning the Colombian battalion to Cartagena 
was only about $3,500 gold, there was a good margin of profit in the bar- 
gain Torres had driven: but to the discouragement of aie patriots, it may 
be stated that the Colombian Government, learnmg of the transaction 
through the wide publicity given to it, compelled Torres to disgorge when 
he reached Cartagena. The deal having been made, the question was to 
raise the $8,000 necessary to make it effective. That amount in gold is not to 
be had on the Isthmus of Panama upon demand, and Moilendes was in some- 
what ofa quandary. There are, however, various ways out of a dilemma, 
and Mollendes bethought himself of Colonel Shaler. 

It happened, very fortunately, that the Panama Railroad had $8,000 gold 
on hand at the time, but that corporation is not engaged in the business of 
transporting Colombian soldiers at its own expense. The money was forth- 
coming, however, and a very pretty story was then fixed up and sent to the 
press in the States about the generosity shown by the merchants of Colon 
and the promptitude with which they raised $8,000 gold (equal to $20,000 in 
Colombian currency) to satisfy Colonel Torres. That story was pure fiction. 
The fact is that when Mollendes reported his demands to Colonel Shaler that 
gentieman telegraphed to the firms of Isaac Brandon & Bros. and Henry 
Ehrmann, bankers, of Panama, who held on deposit all the public money on 
the Isthmus. In this telegram Colone’ Shaler sta‘ed that the Isthmus could 
be cleared of Colombian soldiers by t-:e payment of $8,000 gold, and asked 
if ihe bankers would reimburse the railroad from the public funds if it ad- 
3randon & Bros. and Ehrmann lost no time in 
answering in the affirmative, and the $8,000 was delivered by the Panama 
Railroad to Governor Moliendes, who turned it over to Colonel Torres. 









LOOKING AHEAD. 


This transaction completed, the Colombian troops marched from the bar- 
racks to the Royal Mail dock to board the steamer for Cariagena. This dock 
runs at rightangles to the freight house of the Panama Railroad, distant only 
about 100 feet, and the Colombian troops had no sooner marched out onto 
the dock than Lieutenant-Commander Witzel and Colonel Black swung the 
line of the American barricade out soas to close and command the dock on 
which the Colombians were massed. It was the morning of the 5th of No 
vember before all of these details had been attended to, the opposing forces 
having rested on their arms during the nightof the 4th. After reaching the 
dock and being just ready to go aboard the English steamer, the Colombian 
troops threatened to revolt because the captain of the Or 
they surrender all their arms into the ship's charge before coming aboard. 
The delay was protracted, the American force standing guard behind its 
barricade while it lasted. 

The Colombians conceded the point in the end, however, and stacked arms 





on the dock, leaving it to the stevedores to take charge of and store them in 
the hold. Very soon thereafter the British steamer sailed away, and the se- 
cessionists were left in absolute and unopposed possession of the entire Isth 


mus, not a shot having been fired by them in the achievement of their ir 





Such is the story, in its various phases, as I have given it in this and the 
preceding letters, of the recent revolution on the Isthmus. That it brought 
into existence a new republic is a matter of secondary condition to the Isth- 
mians, who count only upon the fact that they have brought about a condi- 
tion under which the ship canal is certain to be constructed 

For their political liberty they care nothing: for the canal they are willing 
to play in desperation, no matter how high the stakes may be fixed, and now 
that they have accomplished their primary purpose and secured the estab- 
lishment of an American protectorate over the Isthmus they are willing to 
abandon the Isthmus to its fate, serenely confident that the United States 
will preserve its integrity and independenceand regulate whatever may, per 
chance, happen to go wrong. 

Among the isthmians themselves talk is already current of the coming of 
that day when the United States will, from self-interest, be compelled to an- 
nex this country and create it into an American territory: and that prospect 
stretches away in the distance just as certainly as does the construction of the 
canal by American enterprise, ingenuity, and capital. Measuring this pros- 
pect against all that has been done in the last few months, culminating in the 
revolution of the 3d of November, one must set down the Republic of Panama 
as a contradiction of the most stupendous character. 


oco demanded that 
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[Baltimore American, December 28, 1903.] 


ANOMALIES OF THE NEW NATION—EXISTS UNDER AN ORDINANCE OF PAN- 
AMA’S COUNCIL—THE PEOPLE NOT CONSIDERED—THOSE IN THE SEVEN 
PROVINCES ON THE ISTHMUS WERE NOT ASKED THEIR OPINION AS TO 
THE WISDOM OR UNWISDOM OF SECESSION, THE CITY COUNCIL OF PAN- 
AMA ASSUMING ENTIRE RESPONSIBILITY FOR DECLARING THE ISTHMIAN 
TERRITORY A FREE AND INDEPENDENT STATE—DEMAND FOR A GOVERN- 
MENT FOUNDED UPON THE CONSENT OF THE PEOPLE. 


[By Merrill A. Teague, staff correspondent of the American.] 
PANAMA, REPUBLIC OF PANAMA, December 16. 
‘essary to go far afield when seeking justification of the judg- 
t Republic of Panama stands as a contradiction among nations. 
‘ican colonies revolted against England and set up their independ- 
r the provocation of lesser grievances than Panama for year 
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been cl ng up against Colombia; yet Panama never found cause for re 
be n secession in Colombian oppression. 

That the new Republic was born without the incentive of patriotism and 
with no higher purpose in view than the purely commercial one of securing 
the construction of a ship canal across the narrow isthmian strip has already 


been showninthiscorrespondence. Lack ofresentment toward Col 
ve administration, lack of patriot 
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that rest at the very foundation of this new Republic's existence, and that 
serves to isolate it from other nationsthat have won theirindependence. The 
entire absence ofanything resembling self-reliance and the implicit confiden 


shown in the United States, upon which the whole republican structure leat 
absolutely for support and maintenance, is a fourth in the list of strang 
tradictions discoverable here. There are others equally strik ng t 
be traced without in the smallest way compromising the fact of the Repub 
lic’s existence, an existence as actual as it is welcome to the people of the 
Isthmus. These contradictions form a vital chapter in any story which pur- 
ports to cover the situationin Panama inits various phases, andthey must be 
considered. 





THE COLOMBIAN FEDERATION. 

In order to get at and present them properiy it may b2 well to start with 
the general proposition, anomalous though it may seem, for the Republic is 
a fact, that, judging by accepted standards, the Republic of Panama is non 
existant. The territory known to the Colombian Federation as the Depart- 
ment of Panama, and now embraced by the Republic, is a long, narrow strip 
of land extending in a generally easterly and westerly direction. It is about 
475 miles long, measured in a straight line. and varies in width from about 47 
miles between Colon and Panama to something more than i) miles at its 
eastern extremity and along the eighty-first parallel of longitude. On the 
west it is bounded by Costa Rica, with which nation there is a long-standing 
boundary dispute, while on the east the Gulf of Darien and the Atrato River 
mark its separation from the South American mainland and the creat body 
of the Colombian Republic. The coast line, considerably more than 1,000 
miles in length, is roughand broken. The surface of the country is generally 
mountainous, although immense swamps and stretches of treeless upland are 
frequent. 

Except along the coast, the country is almost entirely uninhabited, all of 
the towns and cities of any importance being located next the sea or very 
near to it. In the interior are bands of Indians, two or three of the more 
important tribes of which have rarely been communicated with. Vast 
areas in the extreme eastern and western portions of the country remain 
wholly unexplored, and the knowledge of what the interior holds is most 
limited. In this territory there are supposed to live, including Indians. 
about 300,000 persons. No attempt has ever been made to take a census of 
the population, so the figure named can only be taken as a more or less accu- 
rate estimate. 











PEOPLE HAD NO VOICE IN IT. 

This territory, while it stood in the Colombian federation as the Depart- 
ment of Panama, and therefore at the time of the secession, was divided 
into seven provinces, viz, Chiriqui, Los Santos, Veraguas, Panama, Colon, 

3ocas del Toro, and Cocia. Each of these provinces was governed by a gov- 
ernor, subordinate to the departmental governor. Exuch had its council, and 
each was entitled to representation—by senators and representatives—in the 
two branches of the Colombian Congress, which sat at Bogota. 

It will be seen from this ae that no matter how corrupt, ineffi- 
cient, and oppressive the old order of things may have been. the fabric of the 
State was complete in all its details, the governmental structure having been 
carried down as perfectly in theory as it isin ourown Union. It follows from 
this as a natural presumption that in the secessionist movement all of these 
provinces should have hada voice. It happens, however. that, natural as that 
presumption may be, it is wholly groundioss in this instance. The natural 
corollary of the last statement is that the Republic as it stands does not rep- 
resent the people of Panama—speaking now of the entire Department—and 
such is actually the case. It may represent them in the sense that the senti- 
ment of all the people concurs in what has been done, but it is an indisputable 
fact that outside of the city of Panama the people of the new Republic had 
no voice whatever in the establishment of the Republic. 


WERE NOT IN THE SECRET. 

In previous letters I have sketched the story of the secessionist movement. 
It began with three men, and was executed under the supervision of those 
three and four others, the seven working under the advice and counsel of 
four Americans. Before the coup d'état others were, perforce, taken into 
the secret; but so closely were the plans guarded that those who were really 
in the secret and knew definitely the details might be counted on the fingers 
of the two hands. This brings us to the revolution itself, and introduces the 
strangest of all the contradictions discoverable in connection with the birth 
of this national infant. The uprising took place on the 3d day of November, 
being initiated by the arrest of Generals Tovar and Amaya and Governor 
Obaldia, which occurrences took place in the city of Panama. That city 
knew, of course, what had occurred the moment the arrests were effected, 
but Colon was kept in ignorance of the secession until the following day. It 
was on the 4th of the month that the public meeting was held in the Cathe 
dral plaza, Panama, the independence of the Republic proclaimed, and the 
declaration of independence—or manifestation, as they call it here--was 
signed. 

Bearing in mind the fact that seven men, aided by the soldiers and others 
whose support for the movement had been purchased with dollars, were 
alone responsible for the sudden revolution in the political status of Panama, 
one may wander away down a stretch of not uninteresting inquiries. Were 
the people of the other provinces consulted as to what it was proposed by the 
secessionists to do? They were not. Were the people, speaking in general 
terms, of the provincesof Colonand Panama letintothe secret? They were not. 
They knew, by general rumor, that a revolution was on the tapis, but they 
had not been consulted nor their advice asked as to the wisdom or unwisdom 
of what was contemplated. Was a provisional congress, composed of dele 
gates from the several provinces, held for ep ve debating the project 
and framing a bill of separation’ Nothing of the kind was ever thought of 
How, then, was the affair carried through’ In this simpleand unique manner: 
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’ 
DONE BY A MUNICIPAL CouNcIr.. 
The little band of secessionists let the members of the cit ; 

| ama into their secret late in October, when it became ev Pan 
would have to be struck very soon or forever withheld. 1 
men, eleven in number, were willing to further the projec: 
public meeting was held in the Cathedral plaza, Pansma 

| they were all in attendance. They, too, were the first ¢> \ 


tion of independence, and immediately after that forma)it, 
across the street to the municipal building and went into « 
doors. Their first act then was to pass the declaration 
been engrossed in a book of record, and to append th 
grossed copy. This done, the city council appointed the 
the provisional governing junta, authorizing them to tak. 
fairs of thenew Republic. The junta assembled at once an 
bers of the provisional cabinet, and the new Republic be 
same day Porfilio Mollendes had taken charge of affair 
sional governor, appointed by the junta; but outside of { 
and Colon and along the line of the Panama Railroad + 
Republic were in entire ignorance of the fact that they 
jects of Colombia. } 
It seems almost incredible that the municipal council of 
25,000 people should take unto themselves the right to er 
a territory equal in area to the State of Indiana; but that 
ally done in this case. Instead of a provincial congr 
Panama passed the act of independence. Every legislatiy: 
to the creation of this nepaane was performed by these 
portion of the new Republic except the city of Panan 
representation, in what was done. Nor has any other p 
public had such a voice to this day. No Congress ha 
the secession, nor has any one of the seven provinces 





| semble, in council or by mass meeting, to pass an act of ra 


might be a parallel for this procedure if the muni ipal « 
own cities—Indianapolis, for instance, since the area of | 
should pass an ordinance decla1 
diana a free and independent nation; but the average Am 
is impotent to summon such a spectacle as that into being 

But it was that very thing which was done here when 
cilof Panama legislated for the 300,000 inhabitants of t) 
ering all their obligations of fealty to Colombia, mak 
independent, and doing these things without consulting a 
inhabitants save an insignificant minority, restricted in nui 
to the original band of secessionists. 

HOW IT WAS PROCLAIMED. 


It is not intended by the foregoing to impeach or cor 
ence of the new Republic. Such an attempt would be fa 
Republic is actual. The purpose is merely to show th: 
procedure, although no Panamaian can be brought tos 
thing national, incongruous, or contradictory in the fact tha 
been created by an ordinance passed by a city council. 1 1 
Panamaians to realize what impresses Americans as littl rt 
is doubtless due to the fact that measures have been tak 
legislative steps, to bring the whole territory to accept t 
ernment. Immediately after the creation of the Repub! 
ment of the junta by the city council of Panama the ju 
this end. 

Emissaries were sent into the different provinces to pr 
mentofthe Republic. Theseemissaries were effective or 
the people of these southern countries. They toured al 
and west, stopping at the aos cities. Their coming 
in these cities, which, until the arrival of the emissaries, w 
edge of the fact that Panama had seceded from Colom)h'a 
Santisgo, and other cities and towns along and adjacent t 
Bocas del Toro, Nombre de Dios, Porto Bello, etc., on t! 
were visited in this way, and reports have been received { 
saries, although some of them have not yet returned to | 

In each of these cities the emissary would, upon his 
local band of musicians. Taking a stand in the prin 
draw his crowd by the band’s efforts, and when a num} 
purpose had assembled he would read the declaration of 

Following the reading would come his harangue, th 
that the establishment of the Republic meant the co1 
canal by the United States across the Isthmus, and that 
this canal meant that the United States would pay to t! 
money sufficient to make all of the people rich and p 
done in every instance, and the orator’s argument, bel 
ple among whom poverty in its most abject form pre, 
elicit enthusiastic responses in approval of what had b 
emissary was then to report to the junta that t 
accepted the Republic and gloried in its creation, Tl 
followed in treating with all of the people of the Isthn 
manner some of the provinces have communicated w 
their governors. 

Support has been tendered in this way of menand ar 
Republic’s independence, and while it is not pretend 
all of the people of the Republic have been commun! 
ances, through the emissariesand the governors, have |! 
ber to carry the conviction that the people of Panama 
severance of their relations with Colom jia. If they lack 
own, they certainly have no love for Colombia, and a 











of the 


| dominion; their willingness extending to ready accep 


of all that was done by thecity council of Panama, wh 


| distinction of having by simple ordinance created a r¢ 


formal structure of this Republic is concerned. Fro 
and such is the indisputable fact—that the Republic of FP 
in its governmental features, because it is unopposed 
ing without opposition, and while the allegiance of non 
the soldiers and sailors, has been pledged to the new Re} 
stitutes a governing body de jure because there Is hv 
thority. 
A REACTION IS CERTAIN 

Into the situation created under and by these contrac 
methods there enter several elements of danger, ‘The 
tant of these is delay in giving to the Government th 
acceptability to the people. The people are acquilescen 
dition is new and novel; but how long they will rem 
The conviction is universal among them that the U1 
actual canal operationsat once. Everybody is expect! 
within the next few days, because they have been encou , 
the establishment of the Republic means the immedint 
on the canal. This is seen in divers ways. Hotels w 
closed since the cessation of canal work by the French 
are preparing to open them within afew weeks. Owne j 
in Panama and Colon, who have accepted nominal rent 
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eondescripts, are turning these people out of their premises in the expecta- 
noe that within @ few days there will be such an influx of Americans as to 
— rents hooming. Speculation of every sort is rife, based upon this belief, 
sen pon every tongue is the slogan, ** The canal iscoming.’’ To Panamaians, 
oe and participated in the riot of French extravagance and corruption, 
y. fact that “the canal is coming” means flush times, and Panama can 
jurdly restrain itself until the moment of actual operations arrives. 

” From this condition there is certain to bea reaction, The United States 
gill not begin canal operations for months, for if the advice of men like 
idmiral Walker, Col. William Murray Black, the army sanitary expert, and 
other Americans now here is to be accepted months must elapse, even after 
the ratification of the treaty by the United States Senate, before sanitary 
conditions can be so improved as to permit the work of canal construction 
to begin. This means that a season of dire disappointment, inviting to dis- 


atistaction with the Governmentis certain to prevail,and facing this prospect 
*. Government lacks proper recognition by the people. All thought of cre- 
er yrernment by the formal adoption of a constitution and the election 
histrative officials waits upon Dr. Manuel Amador’s return from the 
but the wiser heads believe a serious mistake is being made in thus 
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delaying. The demand that a constitutional convention, with representa- 
tives from all the erro be called is becoming insistent, the more far- 
weing among the Panamaians believing that it is essential that the repub- | 
jean government be given a more substantial foundation and something upon 
which it can more certainly claim the adherence of the people than is possi- | 


tle through the mere fact that it exists now because it is without opposition. 
CHURCH AND STATE. 


listurbing factor, and one bound to assert itself sooner or later, 
‘t over the relations between churchand state. The policy of the 
3, who for years governed the country, was that the state 
should support the church. The Liberals opposed this, and the sentiment 
among the leaders of the new Republic is that, while there should be no in- 
terference with the established religion—the Roman Catholic—the church 





must look to its communicants, and not to the state, for support. Among a | 


people so poverty stricken as are the Panamaians the support of the church 
mean the imposition of a serious burden; and as the padres are sure to 
encourage the people when the new policy shall have been actually inaugu- 
rated to think that they are being imposed upon, the religious unrest will 
assuredly provoke problems with which the Government will have to deal. 

Already there are rumors of dissatisfaction. Jealousies are beginning to 
crop out among those who stood shoulder to shoulder in the creation of the 
Republic. The sentiment, prevalent a few days ago, that Doctor Amador 
should be the unopposed choice of the people for the first President of the 
Republic is beginning to modify, and an Arango party. fostered by powerful 
influences, is coming into existence, and when we remember that down here 
political campaigns are carried on in the form of revolutions, there is every 
necessity for the United States to insist upon immediate action toward the 
formation of a stable government chosen by the people and to which all the 
people will give their allegiance. 

the Republic of Panama being nonexistent so far as the people are con- 
cerned and existing only because the provisional junta’s authority has not 
been disputed, it is re 
enable the serious problems which will shortly arise through disappointment 
and religious unrest to be properly and effectively handled, that a govern- 
ment be quickly established upon the consent and free participation of the 
people, Until that is done the oublic of Panama will continue as an anom- 
aly, secure only in the fact that the interests of the United States are such 
that that Government will not permit this one to be destroyed, either by in- 
vasion from without or by disturbances within. 


Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, I had not contemplated partici- 
pating in this discussion until within the last few days. I donot 
purpose going widely into the discussion even now; but sitting 
here, as | have been doing, listening to the various arguments that 
have been advanced on each side of the questions in issue, a 
clearer conception of the vast importance of the work in which 
weare here engaged has come to me. We are here to-day en- 
gaged in preparing the way for the greatest enterprise the world 
has ever known, both in its magnitude and in the beneficial re- 
sults that must come from it to mankind. 

The completion, Mr. President, of this great work means the 
connection of two oceans, furnishing a highway for the ships and 
the navies of all nations throughout all the ages of the future. 
Nations will rise and fall, empires will flourish and decay, but 
this great work, once accomplished, will endure forever, and I 
confess that I have been unable to suppress a desire to go on 
record as one who was willing to contribute his mite to do what 
Was in his power to advance this great work. 





_ [do not expect to be able, Mr. President, to contribute anything | 


inthe way of argument or suggestion to what has been said. I 
shall content myself in briefly outlining my views without at- 
tempting to go into detail. 

Ihave no hesitancy, I have found no difficulty, in indorsing the 
Position the Administration has taken on this question in giving to 
‘my full and complete indorsement for every step it has taken, 
for every attitude it has assumed. But I contend that under the 
Constitution Congress has not the power to inquire into the cir- 


‘umstances or the conditions under which a coordinate branch | 


of the Government shall exercise the powers granted to it under 
the Constit ution. 
4 ¢ Constitution has divided the governmental powers among 
uree distinct and independent branches. To the Congress it has 
te: the legislative power, to the President it has given the ex- 
oth oe power, and to the Supreme Court the judicial power; or, in 
mee Words, in the language of the Constitution, all judicial 
as Con 18 vested in one Supreme Court and in such inferior courts 
» lgress may establish, while all the executive power is vested 
in the President, 
OW, I shall not undertake to go into an argument to sustain 
Proposition that the President is empowered by the Constitu- 
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uired, to correct this contradictory condition and to | 


tion to recognize the independence of new states. That proposi- 
tion has been argued so clearly, so fully, and so convincingly and 
unanswerably by the distinguished Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Hate], as set forth in Executive Document No. 56, of the Fifty- 
fourth Congress, second session, that I do not believe anything 
can be added to it. I know very well that I can add nothing to 
it, and I shall not attempt to do so. 

But assuming, Mr. President, the correctness of the position 
taken there, and which I believe unquestionably is correct, that 
the power to recognize a new foreign state is vested by the Con- 
stitution in the President, it follows conclusively that he is the 
sole judge of the circumstances under which that power shall be 
exercised. If he is the sole judge, then, of the circumstances 
under which that power shall be exercised, we have no right cr 
authority to go behind the finding he makes, and must necessarily 
make, that the conditions justify the act when he performs the 
act. No more right have we to inquire into the question by what 
authority, upon what evidence, or by what right he exercised 
such power in a given case than we have to inquire upon what 
testimony and upon what evidence the Supreme Court of the 
United States have arrived at a certain conclusion ina given cause. 

Suppose, Mr. President, that an action were instituted in the 
name of the United States to condemn a certain tract of land for 
the public use, and the court should determine in that action that 
A was the owner of acertain interest in that land, and then it 
became our duty to make an appropriation to pay for that interest, 
and B should come here and say, ‘‘ No; A was not the owner of 
that land; he had no title or right to it; the title was in me; the 
evidence upon which the court so found was false, and the court 
violated the law in coming to the conclusion it reached.’’ Willit 
be said that we could listen to the statement of B in that regard? 
Will it be said that we could properly go behind the opinion of 
the Supreme Court and endeavor to ascertain upon what facts and 
upon what evidence they reached the conclusion they announced? 

To put another case, Mr. President, suppose a bill shall pass 
though this body by a majority of one vote. Suppose prior to 
that time there had been a contest here as to whether or not a 
certain person is entitled to a seat in this body, and under that 
provision of the Constitution which says that each House of Con- 
| gress is the sole judge of the elections, the returns, and the quali- 
| fications of their members, we determine that that party is 
entitled to a seat here, and he joins in voting for that bill. The 
President is required to either approve or disapprove all meas- 
ures that pass the Congress, and the bill is sent to him. 

Will it be said tnat he is authorized, under the law and the 
Constitution, to send here and inquire upon what evidence and 
under what circumstances we permit that man to occupy a seat 
inthisChamber? If the President may not do that, by what right 
do we pretend to criticise or condemn his action in arriving at 
| any conclusion that he shall reach in the exercise of his powers 

under the Constitution, or rather, that when he, moving within 

his constitutional sphere, having taken a certain action, having 

reached a certain conclusion, by what right do we question the 
| correctness of that conclusion? But, Mr. President, I donot deem 
it necessary to defend the action of the President on constitu- 
tional grounds. I have no hesitancy in saying that, in my judg- 
| ment, he was warranted by the facts, warranted by the circum- 
stances in doing exactly as he did. 

What are the facts and what were the circumstances? We had 
a treaty with the Republic of New Granada entered into in 1846, 
By the terms of that treaty we are required, among other things, 
to guarantee to New Granada sovereignty over the Isthmus of 
|Panama. It was never contemplated by either party to that 
treaty that this Government in making that guaranty was re- 
quired to protect the Republic of New Granada against uprisings 
of her own people. That is clearly shown in the correspondence 
in the very early years and life of that treaty. In support of that 
assertion I wish to read a statement that I think has not yet been 
read in the course of this discussion. I read from a letter of Mr. 
| Pombo to Mr. Seward, May 29, 1861. 

Mr. Pombo was the chargé d'affaires ad interim of the Grana- 
| dian Confederacy. Inthiscommunication he relates to Mr. Seward 
certain conditions that he says are prevailing on the Isthmus. He 
| goes on to show that the revolutionists have taken charge of the 
| situation there, and states that he thinks it is important that the 
| Government of the United States in its own interest should send 
| troops to the Isthmus, but he says—and that is what I wish to 
| read: 

The undersigned does not mean to insinuate that the United States should 
| interfere in the political contest which is carried on in New Granada, but, as 
the two Governments have become allied in what has reference to the secur- 

ity of the transit across the Isthmus of Panama, in virtue of the mutual guar- 
| anties, stipulated for in the thirty-fifth article of the treaty of 1546, still ex- 

tant, and, as doubtless the transit is threatened with a complete stoppage of 
all traffic, the undersigned believes that the time has arrived when the ( tov- 
| ernment of his excellency ought to cooperate with that of the Granadian 
| Confederacy to prevent the necessity of closing the interoceanic route. 
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What I particularly call attention to in that statement of this 
representative of New Granada is that— 

The undersigned does not mean to insinuate that the United States should 
interfere in the political contest which is carried on in New Granada. 

Later on, however, another minister of New Granada applied 
to Mr. Seward and asked him to send troops to the Isthmus of 
Panama to suppress the revolutionists. Mr. Seward, answering 
that application, under date of May 9, 1865, said: 

Mr. Seward to Mr. Burton. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, November 9, 1865. 

Sir: The question which has recently arisen under the thirty-fifth article 
of the treaty with New Granada, as to the obligation of this Government to 
comply with a requisition of the President of the United States of Colom- 
bia for a force to protect the Isthmus of Panama from invasion by a body of 
insurgents of that country has been submitted to the consideration of the 
Attorney-General. His opinion is that neither the text nor the spirit of the 
stipulation in that article, by which the United States engages to preserve 
the neutrality of the Isthmus of Panama, imposes an obligation on this Gov- 
ernment to comply with a requisition like that referred to. The purpose of 
the stipulation was to guarantee the Isthmus against seizure or invasion by 
a foreign power only. It could not have been contemplated that we were to 
become a party to any civil war in that country by defending the Isthmus 
against another party. 

Mr. President, the two extracts which I have read show that 
such was the view of both Governments at that time. If that be 
true, then it must have been contemplated that if by force of a 
revolution by the people of Panama an independent government 
should be established on the Isthmus the United States would in 
the nature and in the reason of things extend recognition to that 
new government. I say that this must have been contemplated 
by the parties who entered into the treaty. Just exactly that 
thing came to pass. In thecourse of time a revolution did occur. 
But I might say that that was not anything new on the Isthmus. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. That was a normal condition. 

Mr. FULTON. That was a normal condition, as the Senator 
from Indiana suggests. Indeed from the time of the entering 
into and the execution of this treaty the history of the people of 
Panama, and, indeed, of the entire Republic of Colombia, is but 
a chronicle of one revolution following quickly on the heels of 
another. Finally, however, a revolution occurred down there 
which was joined in by practically all of the pecple. Without 
dissent, so far as I have been able to discover, on the part of any 
particular portion of the people of Panama,a government was 
established and the revolution was complete. 

I will admit, Mr. President, that if re had been any large 
proportion of the inhabitants of Panama in opposition to that 
Government, and if there had been any serious contention there 
as to whether or not the Government had been established, or as 
to whether or not the people resident there had given their alle- 
giance to that Government, then there might be ground upon 
which to criticise the action of the President in recognizing the 
independence of that people. But when the people of Panama 
with one voice rose up and indorsed that Government, gave their 
allegiance to it, I ask on what authority and by what right could 
the President refuse to ize them as a free and independent 
state? Some say: ‘‘ Oh, well, there was not any need of being in 
a hurry about it; whyshould we have acted so hastily?’’ Let me 
say, in answer to this, that in the first place it is the duty of the 
President, under the Constitution, to determine when and under 
what circumstances he will exercise his constitutional prerogative. 

But I undertake to say, in view of all the history and of all our 
relations with the people of Colombia and the Government of the 
Republic of Colombia, no one can fairly criticise the President if 
he was in somewhat of a hurry—I do not say that he was—but I say 
that he would have been justified in being in something of ahurr 
to change the conditions down there and enter into relations wit 
the new Government. 

During all the time that we have sustained relations with the 
people constituting the Government of the Republic of Colombia 
there has been constant turmoil, strife, and revolution, which has 
been a constant source of annoyanceand irritation to the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

Senators, I think, will almost universally, and probably unani- 
mously, indorse the proposition that when the Government of 
the United States lent its aid to the people of Cuba, secured for 
them their independence, and drove Spain away from the shores 
of the Western Hemisphere, it did right. That, I think, will be 
pretty generally conceded. 

Why did we do right? Why were we authorized and justified 
in taking that step? We are told that we were justified in tak- 
ing that step because of the fact that the government of Cuba, 
as conducted under Spanish rule, was a continuous source of dis- 
turbunce, annoyance, and irritation to our people, and that, as a 
matter of meas this Government was justified in taking 
the step that she did take in regard to Cuba. 

I say, then, for a greater reason we would have been justified 
in going down there and assisting the State of Panama in securing 
its independence; we would have been perfectly justified in doing 
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so upon the same doctrine and upon the same ground 
justified, or that we justified ourselves and were justifjod by ¢] 
entire civilized world, in extending aid to Cuba. “For pyres. 
half a century the people of Panama had been strugg]in,: 
independence; struggling just as desperately as was (jh cs» 
gling for hers; struggling against a tyranny and oppress; m that 
was just as cruel as that under which Cuba struggled and avains 
which she fought. But the Government of the United Siatce},.. 
at no time extended them aid. 

For years the people of Panama had themselves } 
to a great extent, but finally, in this last revolution, they wore on, 
tirely united, and being united, they formed their present Goy. 
ernment. 

What was the duty of the President under those cireumstaneos 
but to extend to them the recognition that is due to an indeyona. 
ent state when it has the support of all the people throughout the 
country over which it pretends toexercise authority? It is clearly 
his duty to recognize existing conditions, That is wh 
ident did, and that is all he did. 

I do not know, and I do not pretend to say, whether or not tho 
people of Panama are made of that character of material. ¢); 
sort of fiber, which, given more healthy environment and purer 
atmosphere in which to live and thrive, will develop a higher 
regard for public and private virtue in the future than they haya 
manifested in the past. ; 

I say I do not know what the truth is in that regard: } 
be the case, then surely it is a most fortunate thing for ¢ 
for every person who shall have anything to do with them tha: 
they have severed absolutely and finally their relations with the 
Republic of Colombia, for I have no confidence that any good can 
come out of the people of Colombia. It is a nation composed 
largely of highwaymen and bandits, if we may judge them by 
their history. Having a certain enthusiasm for the name of 
liberty, they have no conception of what constitutes liberty, or 
what the attributes of liberty are. AsI have said, their whole 
history is a history of revolution, a history of wrongs and outrages 
perpetrated by the dominant party on the minority. 

orisit true that the people of Colombia in this turbulent spirit 
that they have shown throughout their history are simply evi- 
dencing the unrest of a primitive people struggling up through 
the darkness of ignorance and savagery tothe light of civilization. 
If that were true, we would have some patience with them and 
some confidence that ultimately they .night arrive at a state of 
equilibrium. But it is not true. The real truth is, and their 
whole history demonstrates it, that this unrest and turbulence 
which has characterized them throughout all the years they have 
had a so-called government is but the native diabolism of a rac 
of instinctive buccaneers. 

Their territory was one of the first sections of the Western 
Hemisphere occupied by a European people. True, it was for 
some centuries under the baneful and corrupting influence of a 
Spanish colonial government, but for over eighty years it has 
been an independent state. Yet its history during that period 1s 
but a history of revolutions, of cruel and devastating civil wars, 
in which no principle higher than the right of the ins to plunder 
the outs seems ever to have been at stake. ye 

As indicative of the character of the people and their govern: 
ment at the present time, I wish to read only one of a vast nut: 
ber of like instances reported oe minister at Bogota in 190- 
before any question arisen about this treaty: 

I wish to cite a case that peenty came under my personal obseryauen 
On the 3d instant Mr. Albert B. , a citizen of the United 5ta 
Bogota on some business, intending to leave early the following 
His two tiding males, with saddles, bridles, saddlebags, wate! P 
he left at the stabie of a foreigner named Turner. Mr. Dod took ! 
fast with me at my residence, after which he went to look after th 
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and there found that his saddles, bridles, etc., had been taken. by 90 
ment official, who had left a receipt for the property, fixing it. va! 
It was impossible to trace the property ‘58 


goonies o+ 1,000 pesos. r 
that Mr. Dod was therefore compelled to go toa saddler anc uy an 
outfit, which, although substantially no better than the ono taken, cus ® 
Se ES eT rose ee 
Aside from the inconvenience and vexation of such a se: zu! 
certain to be a large financial loser, for the Government insists U))>0 
to arbitrarily fix the value of expropriated property. Eve D ; 1 
offices of this legation, I do not believe that he can get more tha» 
for his property, and even that caly after months of perse\ os 
ing. Iam quite of the opinion that such a claim should go th! 
lomatic channel. hundred 
There are dozens of stores in Bogota selling saddles, and huncrcs 
dies for sale ata fair price. Therefore whence comes the urgen', of 
and prpuins emergency that would justify the forcible e ‘he fixing the 
Mr. ‘s property? Certainly under the system of arbitrar : the day 
value of such prope it is much Gaspee to get it in this way, 60" nt with 
of payment is indefinitely postponed; but Ican not believe it comsist 
the guaranties of public treatios nor the law of nations. 


And he continues commenting on the case. I do not 
read it further. I simply read it to show the character 
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government that was conducted by Colombia. I submit ai 
government that has no higher regard for the rights Sn 
vidual and for the obligations that are imposed by co! ‘me; it 8 


esty is not a government out of which any good can “' 
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not a government that it becomes the United States of America 


ncourage. 
5 what was the treatment by the Colombian Government 
of the people of Panama? I do not intend to take the time to read 
it, but 1 wish to call the attention of the Senate to an article that 
[have taken from the Morning Oregonian, under date of Decem- 
per 8, 1903, written by a special correspondent from the Isthmus 


of Panama. : 
. This ‘correspondent goes on to detail the treatment that was 
meted out to the people of Panama by the Government of Colom- 


pia, Taxation was the only purpose for which the people of 
Panama were used. The only purpose for which they were em- 
ployed was to pay the expenses of the Government at Bogota. 
The Panama Railroad, by the terms of the agreement under 
which it was constructed, was supposed to pay $250,000 a year, 
and did pay that amount. Twenty-five thousand dollars of that 
money was required under the agreement to go to the treasurer 
of Panama; yet not one dollar of that money ever found its way 
into the treasury of the State of Panama; every dollar of it was 
taken to Bogota. Taxes were collected, yet not one dollar of 
them was paid into the treasury of Panama or expended for its 
benefit; and when taxes were not sufficient, when the amount re- 
quired by the Government at Bogota could not be raised by the 
ordinary methods of taxation, they had another method of get- 
ting money. I call attention to that. 

In the article in the Morning Oregonian to which I have re- 
ferred the correspondent says: 

Some twenty-five or thirty prominent conservatives of Panama gathered at 
Governor Alban’s residence one morning in answer to an invitation to break- 
fast with the governor. 

Then the correspondent goes on to say that after they had been 
invited there, and after they had assembled there, they were noti- 
fied that the grounds were surrounded by soldiers, that the Gov- 
ernment was in need of something like $100,000, and they were 
required to raise it, and they did raise it because of the grounds 
being surrounded. That argument was unanswerable. I shall 
not take the time to read a description of all of the abuses that 
are set forth in this article, but I ask permission to attach the ar- 
tice as an appendix to my remarks. 

The a a pro tempore. In the absence of objection, it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, I do not think the President of 
the United States requires any defense at my hands because of the 

ition he has assumed in our relations with the Republics of 

amaand Colombia. He certainly does not require any defense 
from me, and if he were wanting a defender he would not call 
uponme. Yet, as I have said before, I have no apologies to offer 
for any position he has taken or for any attitude he has assumed 
in our relations with those Republics. 

Many severe criticisms have been passed on the President during 
the course of this discussion. We heard a very severe castigation 
administered to him to-day by the very able and eloquent Senator 
who preceded me in the ee CARMACK]; but, Mr. Presi- 
dent, whatever may be the political future of the present occupant 
of the White House, whether he shall be called again by the 
people of this nation to preside as their Chief Executive, he will 
go down into historyas one of the greatest, one of the purest, and 
one of the most patriotic men that has ever occupied the high 
office of President of the United States. He will have many great 
achievements to his credit; but, in my judgment, the one upon 
Which his fame—hisenduring fame—will rest more than upon all 
others will be the high, patriotic ‘duty he performed and the serv- 
ve he rendered this nation in assuring to it and to the civilized 
World the construction of a canal across the Isthmus of Panama. 
ow President, during this discussion a number of Senators on 
the other side, and I do not know but most of them, have spoken 
Etadly, even eulogistic, words of the lamented McKinley. I 
ee to those words of kindness spoken of him with the great- 
st interest and pleasure, because — were spoken of one whom I 

ve ever honored, reverenced, and loved. But I could not help 
Tmembering that it had not always been so. Roosevelt is the 
co the Napoleon of to-day, but it was only a few short 
al 's ago When McKinley was denounced in one breath as a 
breath ene and pliant tool of designing men, and in another 
on as a wicked tyrant, who was engaged in the business of 

Pptessing a weak, an unfortunate, and a defenseless peo le. 

ae sir, all those things have panes away. Mc ~ has 

‘a > his last account; the smoke and dust of partisan strife 

eer away, and through a clearer atmosphere and with a 

- vision it is seen that McKinley, instead of having been a 
it w —a ® great, noble, heroic soul, and that the people, whom 
fenguren. ged he was oppressing, are to-day, under the policies 
tranguilli ~ na hie, enjoying a higher prosperity and greater 
for themart3" ne rh and —- than they ever painted or pictured 

Taam. ves in their wildest dreams. 

peak of this in any spirit of unkindness, Mr. President, 
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but I can not but think, nor can I refrain from expressing the 
thought, how pleasing to him it would have been if, when sur- 
rounded by all these perplexing questions, when weighed down by 
the terrible sense of responsibility that these questions imposed, 
some of these beautiful sayings and kind expressions in his behalf 
might then have been uttered. 

Mr. President, I sat here the other day and listened to a great 
speech by a great Senator on the other side of the Chamber, a gentle- 
man to whom I always listen with interest and usually with profit, 
but on that day he gave utterance to a sentiment that I could 
wish he had failed to utter. I would not refer to it were it not 
for the fact that I have heard the same statement made here and 
elsewhere a number of times. In referring to the present Presi- 
dent and the probability of his nomination to the Presidency this 
year he spoke of him as the man whom everybodyis for and 
whom nobody wants. Does the Senator mean to tell us that all 
sincerity has gone out of the land and departed from the people? 
What means this universal voice that is going up from the Re- 
publican hosts all over the land? Do they not mean what they 
say, and do they not say what they mean? 

The other day away out on the shores of the Pacific sea in the 
State of Oregon the legislature was called in extraordinary ses- 
sion, and the very first day they met, as if actuated by one com- 
mon impulse, the Republican members of both houses met in 
joint assembly and unanimously adopted a resolution indorsing 
the Administration of Theodore Roosevelt and demanding that 
he be nominated to lead the Republican party in 1904. Do you 
suppose that those men did not mean what they said or that they 
did not say what they meant? 

The other day there was in this city an assembly of the leading 
editors of representative Republican newspapers of the United 
States—strong men, independent men, the men who do more than 
all others toward molding and making public sentiment in this 
country. They resolved in favor of Theodore Roosevelt for Presi- 
dent the next time. Did they not mean what they said? Did 
they not say what they meant? What is meant by this statement 
that everybody is for him and nobody wants him when men of that 
character and organizations of that character tell the world that he 
is their choice for the Presidency? 

Let me tell you, sir,if you have any doubt about whom the 

ple are for or who their choice is, go down and ask the labor- 
ing men of this or any other city. Go ask the hewers of wood 
and the drawers of water whom they are in favor of, and they will 
tell you, and the name they will give you is Roosevelt. Go down 
in the anthracite coal regions and ask the men who labor there 
whom they favor. They will tell you, and the name they will 
give youis Roosevelt. Go down among the dwellers in the tene- 
ement houses of the great cities of this country and ask them— 
they who were threatened only a few short months ago with in- 
describable suffering because of a shortage in the fuel supply. 

Ask them who it was that came to their relief, who had the 
courage to bring the contending forces together, and to see that 
justice was dealt out to both sides and the country was saved the 
cruelty and suffering that would have been upon it but for that 
action. Ask them who did it, and ask them whom they are for 
and whom they want to see elected to the presidency. They will 
tell you, and the name will be Roosevelt. And if you are still in 
doubt, wait until the evening of the 8th day of November next, 
until there are counted the ballots that will rain into ballot boxes 
all day long with the name of Roosevelt electors on them, and 
when that result has been announced your doubt will vanish as 
the mist before the rising sun, because there is going to be the 
greatest majority, in my judgment, given to Theodore Roosevelt 
in November, 1904, that was ever given any man in all the history 
of this country, 


APPENDIX. 


[From the Morning Oregonian, Saturday, December 19, 1903.] 


BORE MANY ILLS—PANAMA WAS EVER BLED BY COLOMBIA—NO ONE WAS 
SPARED—CANAL STRAW BROKE THE CAMEL’S BACK—SECESSION WELL 
PLANNED—LIBERALS RULED WITH HIGH HAND THEY WERE USED TO-— 
AN ARMY RAISED BY FORCE—ADROIT WAY IN WHICH GENERAL ALBAN 
LED UP TO THE CLIMAX AT A BANQUET TENDERED HIS POLITICAL OP- 
PONENTS—FEATURES OF THE SECESSION. 


The rejection of the Hay-Herran canal treaty was the straw that broke 
the camel's back. 

Ninety-nine out of every one hundred approve all that has been done 
toward establishing independence. 
en motto of Colombia was to take everything from and give nothing to 

anama. 

In his last dilemma, General Alban, leader of the Liberals, extorted money 
from the Conservatives. 

The Panamaian army was largely made by force. 

Recruiting parties, without compassion, drafted every male above 10 years 
of age into theservice. No excuses availed to secure their release. They 
were either shackled or their hands bound behind their backs. 

[Letter No. 2, by Merrill A. Teague, staff correspondent of the Oregonian.] 
PANAMA, R. P., December 8. 


Before proceeding to a more detailed elucidation of the genesis and nature 
of the Republic of Panama, with which the United States is destined to have 
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relations of the most intimate character, it may be well to explain in detail | to be trifled with, and when at tte «nd of ths hc ur he :eturned. the «..) 
the excuses under which the Republic justifies its creation. tary subscription” had been consun matei. The only purcil ¢ for y . 
Like all Latin-American republics, the history of Panama is the history of | tem of raising money to defray the expeuses of the revolution is eo 
strife and turbulence. The people, while fairly well educated, are dominated | schemes resorted to for procuring soldiers to fight with the G nw 
by the spiritof**mafana.” They areatthe same time low-principled, holding | forces. These soldiers were never known by any other name { ~ ent 
in slight regard any and all obligations of fealty, thinking more of their per- | teers,” but they were the most remarkable “ volunteers” the w yOrur 








sonal divertisement, which assumes the form of cock and bull fighting, gam- | known. All schemes of conscription were discounted by Alban’s mot). ver 
bling fiestas,and sports of more or less questionable morality, than they do | for increasing the strength of his army. His recruiting part t 7 hag 
of their material welfare or mentaladvancement. This applies, of course, | into the bush, away from the Liberal forces, and without com»; ‘deem 
to the majority. the services of erery able-bodied male above 10 years of age wit) to 

In the minority is the better class, men of wealth and substance, of sound | came in contact. . a 
ideas and strict integrity, who live well, regard their homes, and are in every These men, whether negroes or Colombians, whether Libera] 


way commendable. It is upon this latter class that the bruntof every move- | atives, whether they knew what the revolution was about or mn 
ment must fall. If the Government is assailed and a revolution is to be sup- | taken into custody by the recruiting parties, which were alwavs ¢ 
pressed, they are the ones who are called upon to pay the expenses. If they | well-paid supporters of the Government. No excuses availed } 
themselves, for the sak2 of their country’s advancement, plan a revolution, | release. They were either shackled or had their hands bound } 
they can only make headway in their project by resort to corruption and | backs, and then shackled with ropes about their ankles, and wer 
bribery, which demand that they make heavy personal sacrifices for thesake | cattle into the Government camps. These men were the “ vo 
of that which will benefit all classes. the Colombian army on he eas and it is axiomatic here that », 
— os, ean eneeeat ever volunteered from the Isthmus for service in the army unde, A) 
i OWES ITS EXISTEN( E TO THEM. cept he appeared in camp with his arms tied behind his back an t 
It is to this latter class that the Republic of Panama owes its existence. | hisankles. There are in existence to this day notes written by 
The majority, which paysno taxes, lives in squaloralmost indescribable, and | officers to camp commanders which run like this: 
subsists in the meanest manner imaginable and virtually without labor, cares “Tam sending you a squad of fresh volunteers. Please retur 
not one whit about independence. That majority has never been made to | once, as I may be able to send you another squad of volunteers { 
—_ in any way ——— _—— its eee, the a of Colombian | the day after.” 
maladministration and perfidy, and to it the creation of the Republic ap- . 
pealed more as doesa holiday than asanything of a serious businessand politi. MES OF WEALZS HELPLESS. 
cal character. Such outrages as these “volunteer subscriptions” and the procuring of 
For five years and up to about one year ago the Isthmus was the scene of | ‘“‘ volunteers” for the army were not isolated. They were cor an 
revolut ionary strife. Therearetwo parties on the Isthmus, or were untilthe | rences of the times. The men of wealth who were drained of t 
Republic was formed. These were the Liberalsand the Conservatives, or,in | by the subscription scheme remonstrated, but were helple 
the political parlance of the States. the “outs” and the “ins.” The Liberals, | were drafted into the army by the roped *‘ volunteer” process y 
prior to the creation of the Republic, had a practical monopoly on culture, | same plight. I asked one of those who stands upon the recordsas having \ 
refinement, intelligence, and wealth. The Conservatives were in control of | unteered during the revolution why he did not desert. His answer 


the sources and agencies of the government of this Department and were | whole story of the Isthmus: “Where would I have deserted t Her 
sustained by the Government at Bogota, while the Liberals fought inces- | was and here he had to remain, and when he was drafted into the ar , 
santly to overthrow the Conservatives and free themselves from the yoke of | ‘‘ volunteer” there was nothing for him to do except accept tl . 
oppression which had been placed about their necks. for Panama, save for a few miles either side of the railroad, is a1 

During this revolution, which only terminated when the United States | ble wilderness, and the deserter from the army had no haven : 
consul-general, H. O. Gudger, negotiated a treaty of peace about one year ago, MONOPOLIES OF MANY KINDS. 


after the naval battle of Panama Bay, in which the Colomb.an gunboat Lau- 

terre was sunk anamewereee Carlos Alban killed, tee Savernmnent exhausted 
, itsingenuity in devisingschemes forraising money and volunteers. The whole | * : . 7 . : aeeiieeeaa th 

story of that revolution will never be known, for down here revolutions are ee ” ao ve Ee Ne Srerss ‘ 1j 

nothing more than political campaigns, elections being held according to the | “Y°"Y ate > 2} a vended by agents of ee Chom ot bam oo 

law of the bullet and bayonet instead of by the ballot. For the better part on a. t Siete The De cin oF Soin ro “ a tied | = 

of the five years during which this revolution raged the writ of haheas corpus oe = ~ oat P m the sodinaat uses and turn them ean the Peder : 

and all other processes for the legal and judicial protection of life and prop- | 2¢™ TEVent\es ie they w a glee p mgpteng one be cat thanameen 

erty were suspended, either by decrees issued by the Government at Bogota oes, 3. , a ne 


. canta 2 7 monopolized the sale of matches, just as it did of salt, and in a land wher 
or by decree of the governor of the Department of Panama. the smoking of cigarettes is universal among those of either s x and of all 


HOW ALBAN RAISED THE MONEY. ages the revenues derived from this source were not inconside f 

The Government was almost, if not entirely, bankrupt,and in order to | _ In@ —~ (=! maaner © meneney — comeee = the sale of cigars, ciga- 
raise money levied freely upon the peo le. These levies were made through | Tettes, and tobacco, — rm in this < ye Pi tatoos gran od the ¢ 2 
the departmental administration, for Bogota was helpless, the only money rights for the entire Department to deal in these articles in return 


Besides these two processes for filling the treasury and stre1 
army Colombia was prolific of schemes for raising revenue. | 











known there being a worthless paper currency, while the only money known | Payment of $100,000 silver annually into the treasury at Bi gore. Ice woo, 
or accepted in this Department was, and still is, Colombian silver. The | # ™onopoly, the right to manufacture and ae Sane eee oo cee 
methods adopted for levying upon the people for money to defray the ex- | ing let at a handsome figure to a yey h o oe the tenublic the 
penses incident to suppressing the revolution were most heinous in character such oe elven. at, oo the Fy 18 OSI, at sane Republic, th 
and tyrannical in operation. Outside of Panama it is generally understood | 2°! mal price PSLG th SRNAIBA TOF 100 WAS #4 cents Colombian silver a pound, 
that this money was raised by “voluntary subscription.” Here where all the | divalent to 5; cents American currency. 
facts are known the term “‘ voluntary subscription "’ is symbolical with out- ONE OF THE WORST OUTRAGES. 
_— and other reprehensible means, in which might figures One of the worst outrages, however, was that perpetrated in re 
gh tee ee . i ef. Un ecree issued at Bogota, a monop é 
One incident, the most notable among the many that are generally known eerie ot boot BL and let out to aconcessionaire. By the terms 
7 definitely ae, will =e to _——— he posseagee ares of this decree it was unlawful even for the owner of a steer to kill the 
these *“‘ voluntary subscription *’ schemes. e revolution having been pro- i ss it f private consumption. He had to send word t 
tracted for years, and the Liberals having been so thoroughly drained of aninea one Sreen, S Eee asap oo he | 








: ; : ssi ire, lispatched an agent to superintend the killing, collect a 
money that their resources were almost entirely exhausted, Governor Alban Tr Ge tee ~ the hide Every hide enn od ian Tanmnant of 
senna a point where it was necessary for him to raise immediately a large | tho killing, the property of the Colombian Government, and they were ‘ we 
ee ty ee J s ; ted, shipped to New York, and sold for the account of the Federa 

Up to that time the whole expense of the revolution, on both sides, had a » Shippe k 


been borne by the Liberals, who were its instigators and promoters, and The avemmnses at Bogota realized, also, $87,000 Colombian silver annually 
who, by the “ voluntary subscription" process, had been compelled to defray | in return for the gambling concession, which wasopenly sold toa firm known 
the expenses of suppressing that movement for which they were themselves | as Pratt & Seymour. By this concession the firm named is given the exclu: 
responsible. In his last dilemma, however, Governor Alban had resort to | sive right for the entire Department to maintain and operate gam)! 
the resources of the Conservatives, the hour having arrived when they could | yjces, In return for this concession the firm has been paying Bogota 
no longer escape extortion. The incident can best be related in the words of | annually for the Pacific side of the Isthmusand $30,000annually f 
a Conservative who was one of the sufferers. bean side, where its operations are restricted to the city of ©: 

LED UP IN ADROIT WAY TO CLIMAX. tion to the various forms of gambling conducted by this firn leet 

“Some twenty-five or thirty prominent Conservativesof Panama gathered | Stloons and other proprietors of establishments the right to maintun 

at Governor Alban’s residence one morning in answer to an invitation to | 8@mes, roulette wheels, crap tables, etc. 





breakfast with the governor,” said this former Conservative in relating the OTHER FORMS OF EXTORTION. 
incident to your correspondent. “Breakfast was served in an elaborate The assertion is made upon authority and fully substantiated that the 
fashion. The conversation was general, the revolution being merely dis- n of tl 


Government at Bogota let slip no opportunity to secure pos 
money in the isthmian coffers, whether it was public or private | 
There are families in Panama that can show proof of the f: . 
the last five years they have os to the Colombian Governmen:, uncer ont 
form of extortion and another, not less than $100,000, while every mat”, 
vested means has been compelled by some process to surreader & poruon™ 
his wealth. a 
In addition to this scheme of mulcting individuals and creating Mon)” 
lies in the commodities of life, the Bogota Government borrowed Virus 
every cent of the revenues of the Department of Panama, anol! 
about $500,000 (silver) a year. To insure the success of these pr 


cussed in a desultory way until coffee and cigarettes were served. At that 
point Governor Alban entered upon an elaborate statement of the condition 
on the Isthmus. He detailed the progress of the revolution, praised us one 
and all for the stanch manner in which we had supported the Government, 
and finally admitted he was exceedingly hard pressed for money, declaring 
after an elaborate explanation that he was compelled to raise a very large 
sum of money imme aeey: Entering then upon a circumstantial account 
of how he had drained the Liberals until they could no longer assist the Gov- 
ernment, he led up in an adroit way to the climax, which was reached when 
he drew a paper from his pocket and remarked: 












*** Now, senores, I must have this money, and Iam compelled, much to my | jjeving the Federal Government of the expense of suppressing the revolu')" 
regret, to ask you to assist me in raising it. I have here a subscription list, | on the Isthmus, Bogota has maintained a consistent attitude in permituts 
which recites that the amounts you will put down opposite your names are | none save foreigners to administer the Government on the Ist)0us. 
ove voluntarily. To show that I have no desire to act unfairly, I have Sefior Jose Domingo de Obald:a, who was governor of the department 

1eaded this list with my own subscription for $50,000,and 1 trust you will not | the time of the recent revolution, was the first native Panamaian to %° ™ 


let me outdo you in tendering the Government generous support. Inciden- d with that office for many years. all of his predecessors, save those 
tally, I may say that you are all under arrest. Fhe house is surrounded by pa penn under ad reads appointments, being dispatch: 1 to Panam 


soldiers. None of you can escape.’ from remote parts of the Colombian Republic. This process in 
“And smiling suavely and bowing gracefully, the governor moved toward | any leniency fn the enforcement of the decrees issued at Bogota. 


the exit, saying as he withdrew: . he department have with one accord been in touch with the fe" 
“* With your permission, I will retire for one hour. At the end of that ete oe was Alban, and ready to go to any extreme to satisfy 1 

time I shall return, and during my absence I trust eyes will arrange this | desires, : 
voluntary subscription among yourselves with a spirit of such generosity RENTAL OF THE RAILROAD. : 
that my imperative demands can all be satisfied without annoyance.’”’ There is, too, another phase of the past history of Panama w! h is pe 
AN ARMY MADE BY FORCE. without interest in view of recent events. Since 1857, the year 12 Wl i, 


The uel to the story is involved in no mystery. The company of Con- | was completed, the Panama Railroad has been paying $250),000 Fond conces 
aureniaves was helpless.’ They raged and fumed; but Alban was not a man , Colombian treasury annually. Under thestipulations of the railro® 
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a 
son $005,000 (gold) was to have been paid the Federal Government and $25,000 
#10) vas to have been covered into the departmental treasury at Panama. 
*yvmbia has, however, taken the whole rental for the concession. This 
punt in gold is equivalent to about $600,000 in Colombian silver, which cir- 
weates only in the Department of Panama, and toabout $5,000,000 annually in 


thedepreciated paper currency, which is the only money known in other por- 
tions of the Colombian Republic. ; : 

“The monopolization of this sum, together with the sale of concessions and 
the trading monopolies formerly held by the Bogota Government, means that 


the Federal Government has been taking $1,000,000 (silver) annually for many 
years past. This amount, taken out of a country in which the entire stock of 
dlver 1s to-day estimated at not more than $1,500,000, or about $5 per capita, 
has imposed upon Panama a burden difficult to bear. 


BROKE THE CAMEL’S BACK. 


While practicing this extortion, Colombia has been most neglectful of the 
f Panama, In all the years the Bogota Government has been milk- 
‘nothe Department of Panama not one dollar of the federal revenue has been 
«nt inthe Department for public improvements. There is not in existence 
in the whole of Panama to-day a single bridge, street, plaza, public building, 
or other structure of public utility or comfort the expense of which was 
borne by the Colombian Government. In a word, the motto at Bogota was 
to take everything from and give ae to Panama. s 
“To cap the climax Colombia rejected the Hay-Herran treaty, under which 
Panama hoped to ses the canal constructed. That was the straw which 
yroke thecamel’s back. Panama was willing to stand all her other ills, but 
when the mulcting processes of the Bogota Government were carried to the ex- 
treme of rejecting that treaty, the revolution flashed out to instant success, 
andall that has been done toward establishing Panama independence is to- 
day approved by 99 out of every 100 people on the Isthmus. 


Reliable advices from the seven provinces in the new Republic show that 
there is no disposition to contest the incumbent Government, the population 
almost unanimously realizing that by the a for independence the con- 
struction of the canal is assured and freedom from the maladministration 
and oppression which Bogota has imposed upon the Department for years is 


made certain. 
CONSIDERATION OF PENSION AND MILITARY RECORD BILLS. 


Mr. McCUMBER. At this time I should like to ask unani- 
mous consent that to-morrow at 4 o’clock the Senate take up for 
consideration unobjected pension bills on the Calendar. I will 
sy to the Senator from Dlinois [Mr. CuLLom]. that if that ar- 
rangement is made, I shall see that it does not interfere with an 
executive session, and I hope he will give us that time. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I hope the Senator from North Dakota 
will include in his request for unanimous consent, bills correcting 
military records. 

Mr. McCCUMBER. I will include those, too. 

Mr. CULLOM, If the Senator from North Dakota will add 
that if any Senator is then speaking in open session upon the gen- 
eral subject of our Panama relations he will not press his request, 
Ishall not object. 

Mr. ae I will not press it, of course, until the ad- 
dress is finished. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent that at 4 0’clock to-morrow consider- 
ationmay be given to unobjected pension cases and bills to remove 
charges of desertion reported from the Military Affairs Commit- 
tee, the execution of the order not to interfere, however, with any 
Senator who may then be addressing the Senate. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none, and the order is made. 


BUILDING FOR DEPARTMENT OF STATE, ETC, 


Mr. FAIRBANKS and Mr. CULLOM addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. May I interrupt the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Indiana is recognized. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, yesterday I gave notice to 
the Senate that at the conclusion to-day of the addresses upon the 
subject of Panama I would move that the Senate take up Calen- 
= No. 170. I trust that will be agreeable to the Senator from 

linois, 

Mr. TELLER. What is the bill? 

‘lr. CULLOM. I rose for the purpose of moving that the Sen- 
ste proceed to the consideration of executive business, the purpose 
eile to take up the treaty this afternoon. If the bill which the 
‘enator from Indiana proposes to call up will not take any con- 
‘erable time, I am willing to yield. Will the Senator from In- 
“ana state the nature of the bill? 

a TELLER. I wish the Senator from Indiana would tell us 
eet is. I have been desirous of having the Senate go 
Y the Calendar, 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, It is a bill appointing a commission to ac- 
ae 4 site for the construction of a building for the accommoda- 
ton of the State Department, the Department of Justice, and the 

yartment of Commerce and Labor. 

Mr. TELLER. That bill will create a good deal of discussion. 


here Will be quite decided opposition to the bill in the form in 
Which it is drawn. 


Mr. FAIR BANKS. 
might as well bh 


interests ‘ 


E That is quite possible, and the discussion 
Mr. TEN ee een now as later, it seems to me. 
wD the ELLER. Not if the Senator from Illinois wants to call 
reaty, 


Mr. CULLLOM. 


his reaeat I hope the Senator from Indiana will not press 


‘his afternoon. There are some special reasons why I 
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desire to have the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business for the purpose of considering the treaty. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I realize that it is important to get the 
treaty out of the way, and when I gave my notice yesterday I 
was not aware that the Senator would ask to have an executive 
session this afternoon. I will withhold my motion for the time 
being, with the understanding, however, that it will be renewed 
at the earliest opportunity hereafter. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr.CULLOM. Imovethat the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and forty-five 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
(at 4 o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Wednesday, February 10, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate February 9, 1904. 
MARSHAL, 


George K. Pritchard, of North Carolina, to be United States 
marshal for the central district of Indian Territory, vice Benja- 
min F. Hackett, removed. 


SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 


William Vincent, of Illinois, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Galena, in the State of Illinois. (Reappointment. ) 

John M. Lenihan, of Iowa, to be surveyor of customs for the 
(Reappointment. ) 
PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


P. A. Surg. James C. Perry, of North Carolina, to be a surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States. 

P. A. Surg. Charles P. Wertenbaker, of Virginia, to be a surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Assistant Naval Constructors Henry Williams and Henry T. 
Wright to be assistant naval constructors in the Navy, with the 
rank of lieutenant, from the Ist day of January, 1904. 

Lieut. Robert B. Higgins to be lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 11th day of October, 1903, vice Lieut. Commander 
James P. S. Lawrence, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William D. Leahy to bea lieutenant in the 
Navy from the 31st day of December, 1903, vice Lieut. Charles W. 
Dyson, promoted. 

The following-named lieutenants (junior grade) to be lieuten- 
ants in the Navy from the ist day of January, 1904, to fill vacan- 
cies created in that grade by an act of Congress approved March 
3, 1903: 

Irwin F. Landis. 

Wilbur G. Briggs. 

Fletcher L. Sheffield. 

Henry C. Dinger. 

The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 28th day of January, 1904, upon the com- 
pletion of three years’ service in their present grade: 

Lloyd S. Shapley. 

Adolphus E. Watson, 

Chauncey Shackford., 

Charles B. Hatch. 

Zachariah H. Madison. 

NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. 

Thomas N. Jamieson, of Illinois, to be naval officer of customs 
in the district of Chicago, in the State of Illinois. (New office.) 
POSTMASTERS, 

COLORADO. 

Robert E. Hanna to be postmaster at New Windsor, in the 
county of Weld and State of Colorado. Office became Presiden- 
tial January 1, 1904. 

ILLINOIS. 

Isaac W. Parkinson to be postmaster at Stockton, in the county 
of Jo Daviess and State of Illinois, in place of Isaac W. Parkin- 
son. Incumbent’s commission expired January 29, 1904. 

MAINE. i 

Isaac Dyer to be postmaster at Skowhegan, in the county of 
Somerset and State of Maine, in place of Isaac Dyer, Incum- 
bent’s commission expires February 24, 1904. 

MINNESOTA, 

Jesse A. Maxwell to be postmaster at Fulda, in the county of 
Murray and State of Minnesota. in place of Jesse A. Maxwell. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 5, 1904, 
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NEW YORK. 

Charles O. Sprague to be postmaster at Prince Bay, in the 
county of Richmond and State of New York. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1904. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

William H. Holt to be postmaster at Graham, in the county of 
Alamance and State of North Carolina, in place of William H. 
Holt. Incumbent’s commission expired February 5, 1904. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 

Edmund K. Cavileer to be postmaster at Pembina, in the 
county of Pembina and State of North Dakota, in place of Ed- 
mund K. Cavileer. Incumbent’s commission expires February 
19, 1904. 

Emil O. Ellison to be postmaster at La Moure, in the county of 
La Moure and State of North Dakota, in place of Emil O. Ellison. 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 24, 1904. 

Arthur H. Johnson to be postmaster at Drayton, in the county 
of Pembina and State of North Dakota, in place of Arthur H. 
Joknson. Incumbent’s commission expires February 19, 1904. 

WASHINGTON. 

Hugh Eldridge to be postmaster at Bellingham, late Whatcom, | 
in the county of Whatcom and State of Washington, in place of 
Hugh Eldridge. To change name of office. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 9, 1904. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Frederick A. Kuntzsch, of New York, to be surveyor of customs 
for the port of Syracuse, in the State of New York. 


APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 


Fred W. Edwards, of Pennsylvania, to be appraiser of mer- | 
chandise in the district of Pittsburg, in the State of Pennsylvania. | 


PROMOTION IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


P. A. Surg. Henry D. Geddings, of Alabama, to be a surgeon in 
the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States, to rank as such from November 28, 1903. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Commander Isaac 8. K. Reeves to be acommander in the 
Navy from the 27th day of December, 1903. 
Lieut. Commander Albon C. Hodgson to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 27th day of December, 1903. 
Commander James D. Adams to be a captain in the Navy from 
the 3ist day of December. 1903. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles T. Owens to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the ist day of January, 1904. 
To be lieutenants (junior grade) in the Navy from the 28th day 
of January, 1904: 
Edward B. Fenner. 
Richard D. White. 
Paul B. Dungan. 
Edward C. Kalbfus. 
James W. L. Clement, jr. 
Clark H. Woodward. 
Cyrus W. Cole. 
William R. Sayles, jr. 
Farmer Morrison. 
Samuel B. Thomas. 
Alfred W. Johnson. 
Asst. Surg. Richard B. Williams to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy from the 17th day of November, 1903. 
POSTMASTERS, 
COLORADO. 
Michael J. Guerin to be postmaster at Salida, in the county of 
Chaffee and State of Colorado. 
CONNECTICUT. 
R. Clifford Tyler to be postmaster at Chester, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut. | 
DELAWARE. 
John K. Chambers to be postmaster at Newark, in the county | 
of Newcastle and State of Delaware. 
ILLINOIS. 
James F. Crawford to be postmaster at Warsaw, in the county | 
of Hancock and State of Illinois. 
MASSACHUSETTS. | 
Abbie H. Souther to be postmaster at Cohasset, in the county | 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 
MICHIGAN. 
Volney W. Olds to be postmaster at Hartford, in the county of 
Van Buren and State of Michigan. 
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MINNESOTA. 
Simon J. McKenzie to be postmaster at Adrian, in tho conn. 
of Nobles and State of Minnesota. 7 
MISSOURI. 
George B. Wade to be postmaster at Jasper, in th 
Jasper and State of Missouri. 
NEW MEXICO, 
Edward Quinn to be postmaster at Gallup, in the co: 
Kinley and Territory of New Mexico. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 
Robert H. Sloan to be postmaster at Clairton, in th, 
Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 
TENNESSEE. 
Leander W. Dutro to be postmaster at Memphis, in ¢) 
of Shelby and State of Tennessee. 
Edmund D. Hughes to be postmaster at Mountplea 
county of Maury and State of Tennessee. 
TEXAS. 
Clinton J. Farrell to be postmaster at Vernon, in the county 
Wilbarger and State of Texas. 
WASHINGTON. 
Grant C. Angle to be postmaster at Shelton, in the county, 
Mason and State of Washington. po 
William R. Baker to be postmaster at Colville, in the county of 
Stevens and State of Washington. 
Judson J. Merriman to be postmaster at Lind, in the county of 


unty of 


| Adams and State of Washington. 


James W.O’Connell to be postmaster at Republic, in the cou ty 


of Ferry and State of Washington. 


John F. Spangle to be postmaster at Cheney, in the county of 
Spokane and State of Washington. 

George Vetter to be postmaster at Sunnyside, in the county of 
Yakima and State of Washington. , 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TuESDAY, February 9, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupe, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills and joint 
lution of the following titles; in which the concu ( 
House of Representatives was requested: 

S. 3530. An act to provide for the construction of a 


its reading 


f tha 
Ul 


| and buoy tender for the inspector of the eleventh lig! 


trict; 

S. 1419. An act to fix the salary of the collector : 
Omaha, Nebr.; 

S. 2424. An act to recognize and promote the effici: 
chaplains; 

S. 2816. An act to amend section 8095 of the Revi 
of the United States; . 

S. 2621. An act for the widening of V street NW; 

8. 1636. An act for the opening of R street NF. t 


| eighth street and of Twenty-eighth street NE. fro 


M street; 
S. R. 6. Joint resolution to authorize the Secretary 
to donate to the Minnesota Historical Society the ste 


| of the former ship Minnesota; 


S. 2641. An act to provide for the removal of floati: g 4 
to navigation to certain steamship lanes off the Atla: 
the United States and for the construction of a suita 
be used for such purpose by the Navy Department; 

S. 3110. An act to provide for the convening of gen 
martial at remote naval stations; 

8. 127. An act authorizing the joining of Kalorama ‘ 

S. 351. An act for the relief of Joseph B. Sargent; 

S. 2845. An act to authorize the appointment of 4 
sias as a midshipman in the United States Navy; 

S. 2382. An act providing for the resurvey of certain ' 


| in Routt and Rio Blanco counties, in the State of Col: 


S. 1635. An act for the extension of M street east « 
burg road, and for other purposes; Pe 

S. 276. An act to provide for the celebration of the 
dredth anniversary of the exploration of the Orego! 
Capts. Meriwether Lewis and William Clark in the yea 
and 1806, and for other purposes; 

S. 703, An act setting apart a tract of land to by 
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— 


ry by the Independent Order of Odd Fellows of Central 


met 
City, Colo.; and 

g 2704. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend an 
act entitled ‘An act relating to tax sales and taxes in the District 
of Columbia,’ ”’ approved May 13, 1892. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. Rk. 7024. An act to name streets, avenues, alleys, highways, 
and reservations in that part of the District of Columbia outside 


of the city of Washington, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 7023. An act to regulate the height of buildings in the 
District of Columbia. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed with amendments 
pill of the following title; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested: 

H. Rk. 11287. An act making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905. 

SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolution 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and 
referred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

9. 3530. An act to provide for the construction of a light-house 
and buoy tender for the in of the eleventh light-house dis- 
trict—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

§. 1419. An act to fix the salary of the collector of customs of 
Omaha, Nebr.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

S$. 2424. An act to recognize and promote the efficiency of army 
chaplains—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 2816. An act to amend section 3095 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

S. 2794. An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend an 
act entitled ‘An act relating to tax sales and taxes in the District 
of Columbia,’ ’’ approved May 13, 1892—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

S. 2621. An act for the widening of V street NW.—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

8. 1636. An act for the opening of R street NE. from R street 
to M street—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

8. R. 6. Joint resolution to authorize the Secretary of the Navy 
to donate to the Minnesota Historical Society the steering wheel 
of the former ship Minnesota—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

8. 2641. An act to provide for the removal of floating dangers 
to navigation in certain steamship lanes off the Atlantic coast of 
the United States, and for the construction of a suitable vessel to 
be used for such purpose by the Navy Department—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

8. 3110. An act to provide for the convening of general courts- 
— at remote naval stations—to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

§. 127. An act authorizing the joining of Kalorama avenue— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

5. 351. An act for the relief of Joseph B. Sargent—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

5. 2845. An act to authorize the appointment of Ricardo Iglesias 
as a midshipman in the United States Navy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

8. 708. An act setting apart a tract of land to be used as a ceme- 
tery by the Independent Order of Odd Fellows of Central City, 
Colo.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


and Rio Blanco counties, in the State of Colorado—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

8. 1635. An act for the extension of M street east of Bladens- 
burg road, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

5. 276. An act to provide for the celebration of the one hun- 
dredth anniversary of the exploration of the Oregon country by 
a Meriwether Lewis and William Clark in the years 19804, 

SUD, 
dustrial Arts and Expositions. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- | 


ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint 


resolution of ; itle: ; ; 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the | judges, inspectors, and clerks of election districts; substitutions, 


H. J. Res. 79. Joint resolution for the transportation of Porto | 


Same: 


Rican teachers to the United States and return. 
CONTESTED-RLECTION CASE—CONNELL VS. HOWELL. 


on DRISCOLL, Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
lections No, 8, and in pursuance of a notice given last week, 


how call up for present consideration the contested-election case 
of William nne 


‘ional district of Pennsylvania. 


and 1806, and for other purposes—to the Committee on In- | 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution No. 195. 


_Resolved, That Hon. George Howell was not elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-eighth Congress from the Tenth district of the State of Pennsylvania. 
_ Resolved, That Hon. William Connell was duly elected a Representative 
in the Fifty-eighth Congress from the Tenth district of the State of Pennsy}- 
vania, and is entitled to a seat therein. 

Mr. McLAIN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. McLAIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the following 
resolutions as a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the same. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That. William Connell was not elected a Member of the Fifty- 


eighth Congress from the Tenth Congressional district of Pennsylvania, and 
is not entitled to a seat therein. 


Resolved, That George Howell was elected a Member of the Fifty-eighth 
Congress from the Tenth Congressional district of Pennsylvania, and is en- 
titled to a seat therein. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state here that the 
majority and minority of this committee have agreed between 
themselves that the debate on this question shall commence now 
and continue until to-morrow at 3 o’clock, and that then the pre- 
vious question shall be considered as ordered on the resolutions 
offered by the committee and on the substitute, and I ask unani- 
mous consent that that order be now made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that debate continue upon these resolutions and the 
substitute until to-morrow at 3 o’clock, and that the previous 
question be ordered at that time on the resolutions and the sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. McLAIN. Mr. S;eaker, I should like to ask the gentleman 
if the time is to be equally divided? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. The time to be equally divided and to be con- 
trolled by the gentleman from Mississippi on his side and by my- 
self on this side. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, before entering upon the dis- 
cussion of this case on the merits it may not be inappropriate to 
refer ae to the magnitude of the task involved in the exami- 
nation of the record and in the preparation of the report to the 
House. This contest is from the Tenth Congressional district of 
the State of Pennsylvania, which is composed of the single and 
entire county of Lackawanna, located in the northeastern part of 
the State. The election was held on the 4th day of November, 
1902. Thereafter, and within the time allowed by law, the re- 
turns from that district were canvassed and counted by the board 
empowered with that duty, and as the result of that canvass Hon. 
George Howell. the contestee, was declared to have received 
13,€00 votes, and in like manner Hon. William Connell. the con- 
testant, was declared to have received 13,139 votes, and in’ pur- 
suance of said count and canvass Hon. George Howell received a 
certificate of election by a plurality of 461 votes. 

The contestant, feeling aggrieved and that he actually received 
a plurality of the legal votes cast, concluded to contest the elec- 


| tion with his adversary, and within the time allowed by law filed 


a notice of contest, consisting of eleven counts or general charges, 
setting forth with much particularity and definiteness the facts 
and allegations on which he proposed to prosecute hiscase. Those 


yt oO | allegations are contained in the record and briefly stated in the 
5. 2382. An act providing for the resurvey of townships in Routt | . z 


report of your committee, and would not be repeated here except 
to give the House some idea of the substance of contestant’s claim 
and the grounds on which he contends that he and not the con- 


| testee was duly elected. 


The contestant claims in this case that many votes were cast in 
said election for Member of Congress by men who were not regis- 
tered and who did not make legal proof of their right to vote at 
said election; by men who were not of the age of 21 years on the 
date of said election; by men who were not citizens of the United 
States on the date of said election; by men who had failed to pay 
their taxes in conformity with the requirements of law, and by 
men who were not residents of the election districts in which they 
voted. 

It also charges that there were fraudulent registrations, frandu- 
lent voting on the basis of the same; violations of the law by 


duplications, personations; that intimidation was resorted to, 
moral and physical; that force, threats, and violence were used; 
that fraud was practiced by the election officers and other 
friends of the contestee, with their connivance and procurement, 
to such an extent as to vitiate the returns in several districts and 
that in those districts the law and the duty of the election officers 
were openly and flagrantly violated, and that the election returns 


v. George Howell, from the Tenth Congres- | were so tainted and permeated with fraud practiced by the elec- 


tion officers and political friends of the contestee as to vitiate the 
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returns from those districts and render them absolutely null and 
void. No question was raised by the contestee’s counsel but what 
the evidence introduced was competent and material under the 
notice of contest. Neither is any question raised in the view of 
the minority presented to this House. 

In due time the contestee filed an answer to the notice of con- 
test, which contains a general denial of all the material facts and 
allegations set forth in the notice of contest and several charges 
of bribery and corruption on the part of the contestant and his 
friends, and other explanations and allegations on which it is 
claimed the contestee was elected. And it may be stated at the 


outset that none of the charges of bribery and corruption alleged | 
None were | 


in contestee’s answer are sustained by the evidence. 
claimed to have been established on the argument before this 


committee, and no claim to that effect is made in the views of the | 
It appears that early in the hearings this part of the | 


minority. 
contestee’s case was abandoned. 

On this notice of contest and answer, which are the pleadings 
in this case, the parties proceeded to take the evidence. About 
6,500 witnesses were sworn on the part of the contestant, and 
about 300 witnesses on the part of the contestee. Their evidence, 
with the exhibits, is contained in these nine books of fair dimen- 
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| and paid at least one month before the election. 


| Constitution. January 1, 1874.) 


FEBRUARY 


several cases from the supreme court of that State cons 
those statutes. Counsel for the contestee on the argum 
not seriously question the lawor the construction of jt 
courts of Pennsylvania, as claimed by contestant’s coy) 
take the liberty of quoting a few of these sections for the , 
of showing distinctly wherein they were grossly violated | 
election officers and others with their consent: 
CONSTITUTIONAL QUALIFICATIONS, 

Every male citizen 21 years of age. possessing the following qualifi 
shall be entitled to vote at all elections: 

I. He shall have been a citizen of the United States at least one py 

II. He shall have resided in the State one year (or if, having D1 
been a qualified elector or native-born citizen of the State, he sha] 
moved therefrom and returned, then six months) immediately p 
the election. 

lI. He shall have resided in the election district where he sha) 
vote at least two months immediately preceding the election. 

IV. If 22 years of age or upward he shall have paid, within two \ 
State or county tax, which shall have been assessed at least tw 


a (Art. VIII, sec 
tution. January 1, 1874.) 


All laws regulating the holding of elections by the citizens or for ty. 
tration of electors shall be uniform throughout the State. 


ELECTION LAWS OF THE STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA. 


(Art. VIII, sec. 7, 


For the purpose of making the original annual assessment and 1 vistra- 
| tion of voters in each of the election districts of this Commonwealth, it shal] 
be the duty of each of the assessors who are required to perform any of the 


sions, and also in these four volumes of fine printed matter, con- 
sisting of 3.824 pages. In due time the contestant filed and served : 
a brief consisting of 456 pages, setting forth definitely the names duties thoident to the holding . arene and ee regieretion of voters in 
> , ++ 3 : 7 : ‘ ” . . ae the different election districts of this Commonwealth visit in person eact 
of the imme n who it is claimed Ww ere legal voters and who ast | and every dwelling house in his district on the first Monday in May and the 
their votes for the contestee, with the evidence in each case relied | first Monday of December of each year, or as soon thereafter as may be poss:, 
on to sustain that contention. It also contains extracts of evi- | ble and practicable, where all of said dwelling houses can not be personally 
dence of quitea large amount which it is claimed is particularly | 
pertinent to the questions involved. 


visited by him on the said first Monday of May and on the first Monday cf 
December, and to make a list, ina book prepared for that purpose by the 
The contestee filed a brief of 101 pages, setting forth his views | 


county commissioners, of all qualified electors that he shall find, upon care- 
ful and diligent inquiry, to be bona fide residents of his district, together with 


of the law and the facts and the reasons why, in his judgment, | 


he should retain his seat. Thereafter the contestant filed and 
served a brief in reply, consisting of 84 pages. The counsel on 
both sides were given all the time they desired in the argument 
before the committee, which lasted for a whole week, the time 


being about equally divided. Additional typewritten briefs were | 


served on the committee. The examination of this evidence and 
these exhibits and the consideration of these briefs and the author- 
ities therein cited was the task submitted to thiscommittee. We 
have given them much time and study and careful deliberation, 
considering the amount of evidence and number of questions in- 
volved. 

We felt that it would be impossible for the Members of this 
House to examine the record and the briefs in this case, and we 
have therefore honestly striven to divest ourselves of all partisan 


spirit and party consideration, to the end that we may present | 


a fair and just report and conclusion, based only on the merits of 
this case and on the evidence as contained in the record. 
seat in this House is a distinguished honor and of much concern 
to the individual, but of more importance is it to the several dis- 
tricts in this country that they be represented only by men who 
are fairly and honestly elected. 

BOROUGH OF DUNMORE. 


Contestant vigorously attacked the returns from the first and 
second districts of the First Ward, the second district of the Sec- 
ond Ward, the third district of the Third Ward, and the first 


fraud, and for the reason that after the contest was commenced 
and when contestant was endeavoring to impound the ballots, 


that they might be preserved for inspection, the ballots from those | 


districts were so mutilated by being water-soaked as to be unde- 
cipherable. It was claimed that this was done in the interest of 
the contestee, for the purpose of covering and concealing fraud 
perpetrated by the election officers. 


Your committee finds that the destruction of those ballots, un- | 


der the circumstances revealed by the evidence, is not free from 
suspicion. but it does not find sufficient evidence toestablish fraud 
on the part of the election officers or to charge the contestee with 
personal responsibility for the destruction of the ballots. It there- 
fore declined to interfere with the returns from those several 
districts. 

Contestant also attacked the returns from the Second and Third 
wards of Winton and the first district of the borough of Old 
Forge on the ground that because of gross and palpable fraud 
the truth could not be obtained from the returns, and that no re- 
liance should be placed upon them. Much evidence is contained 
in the record pertinent to these questions, and a large part of the 
time of the respective counsel in their argument was devoted to 
the consideration of these election districts. And your committee 
has taken them up and reported its conclusions with reference to 
them in the order in which they were considered by the respective 
counsel. 

In its report your committee quoted several sections of the 
statutes of Pennsylvania composing the election law, and cites 


A | 


| letter “N.,” “*D.,” or “I. N.,” as the case may be. 


the date when such dwelling house was visited by the assessor, entering t 
in such book in the order of which such dwelling houses are visite 
qualified electors in each dwelling house being grouped together, a 
city or town the names of the qualified electors shall be grouped to, 
streets, alleys, or courts, and the persons so found to S qualifi 
shall forthwith be assessed; the assessor shall, in all cases, persona 


tain by careful and diligent inquiry of the voter or some known res 


the election district in which the voterclaims the right to vote. upon 
rrounds each person so assessed claims to be a legally qualified voter 
May 29, 1891, sec. 1, P. L., 134.) 

It shall be the duty of said assessor to make acopy of said orig 
with the observations and explanations required to be noted as af 
be made out as soon as practicable. It shall be his duty on or pm 
fourth Monday of May and on or prior to the second Monday of |) 
in each year to place a copy on the door of or on the house where 1) 
tion of the respective district is required to be held, and retain the o: 
list in his possession for the inspection, free of charge, of any pers 
in the anid election district who shall desire to see the same; an 
the duty of the said assessor to assess, from time to time, on the per 
plication of anyone claiming the right to vote, the name of such cla 
mark opposite the name “C. V.,” and immediately assess him, noti: 
other cases, his occupation, residence, the date of his assessment, whr 
boarder or housekeeper; if a boarder, with whom he boards, and w! 
naturalized or designing to be, marking in all onom ¢ yposite th 

the person 
be assessed be naturalized, he shall exhibit to the assessor his cert 
naturalization; and if he claims that he designs to be naturalized | 
next ensuing election, he shall exhibit the certificate of his declara 
tention, if such previous declaration is required by the laws of 
States. (Act of May 16, 1895, sec. 2, P. L., 77.) 

After the assessments have been completed on the sixty-first 
the third Tuesday of February, and on the sixty-first day before t! 
next following the first Monday of November in each year, the a 
on the following day make a return to the countv commiss 


| “original registry list’ thus revised and completed, and tw 


| 





we “2 y | thereof, and the county commissioners shall thereupon proceed t 
district of the Sixth Ward, all of the borough of Dunmore, for | 


a comprare list, in alphabetical order, of all persons so returned 
in said election district, and furnish the same, together with t! 


| election blanks, to the officers of the election district on or before 


the morning of election, and no man shall be permitted to vote at 
ou that day whose name is not on said list unless he shall mak« 
right to vote as hereinbefore required. (Act of May 16, 1895, sec 
On the day of election any person whose name shall not appear 
istry of voters, and who claims the right to vote at said ele: 
duce at least one qualified voter of the district as a witness to the! 
the claimant in the district in which he claims to be a voter, fort 
of at least two months immediately preceding said election, w! 
shall be sworn or affirmed, and subscribe a written or partly \ 


| partly printed affidavit to the facts stated by him, which affida 


fine clearly where the residence is of the person so claiming t 
and the person so claiming the right to vote shall also take and s 
written or partly written and partly printed affidavit, stating, to | 
his eoarietien and belief, when and where he was born; that he | 
citizen of the United States one month, and of the Commonwealt 
sylvania; that he has resided in the Commonwea!th one year, or 1 
a qualified elector or a native-born citizen thereof, and has ren 
from and returned, that he has resided therein six months next 
said election; that he has resided in the district in which he cla 
voter for the period of at least two months immediately preceding 
tion; that he has not moved in the district for the purpose of vol 
in; that he has, if 22 yearsof age, or upward, paid a State orcoun's 
two years, which was assessed at least two months, and paid at 
month before the election; the said affidavit shall also state when « 
the tax claimed to be paid by the affiant was assessed, and when 4! 
and to whom paid; and the tax receipt therefor shall be produc a 
ination, unless the affiant shall state in his affidavit that it has be 
destroyed or that he never received any; and if a naturalized cit 
also state when, where, and by what court he was naturalized, and 
produce his certificate of naturalization for examination. ; 
But if the person so claiming the right to vote shall take and su!) 
affidavit that he is a native-born citizen of the United States, or, I ' 
where, shall state the fact in the affidavit, and shall produce evi" 
he has been naturalized, or that he is entitled to citizenship by re“ 


+ 
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ather's naturalization, and shall further state in his affidavit that he is, at 
_ me of making the affidavit, of the age of 21 and under 22 years; that he 
- heen & citizen of the United States one month, and has resided in the 
_ ar: or, if a native-born citizen of the State and removed there- 
nand returned, that he has resided six months next preceding said elec- 
ron and in the election district two months immediately preceding such 
Se lion he shall be entitled to vote, although he shall have not paid taxes. 
The said affidavits of all persons making such claims and the affidavits of 
the witnesses to their residence shall be preserved by the election board, 


State one ¥° 


dat the close of the election they shall be inclosed with the list of voters, 
ay jist, and other papers required by law to be filed by the return judge 
w hthe prothonotary, and shall remain on file therewith, in the prothono- 
iary's office, subject to examination as other election papers are. * * * 


‘act of January 30, 1874, sec. 10, P. L. 35.) 


A certificate of election is prima facie evidence of title to a seat. 
A contestant has the burden of proof. He must show by a fair 
preponderance of evidence that the certificate is not a correct ex- 
pression of the legal voters of the district, and that he, and not 
the contestee, is, on the facts and the law, entitled to it. ‘ 

In the proceedings, the taking of evidence and the presentation 
of this case to the committee, contestant assumed that burden. 
Several precincts or districts were attacked on the ground that 
the elections were conducted in such a reckless and lawless man- 
ner, that the whole proceedings were so permeated by fraud, as 
to render the returns from those districts nulland void. Individ- 
nal votes were attacked on the ground that the men who cast 
them were not legally qualified voters under the requirements of 
the law of th: State il Seandabvenia. 

| will say that in the view of the minority the legal proposi- 
tions contained in the report of the committee are not questioned, 
and therefore it may be assumed that the minority concede the 
statement of law and construction of the law in the majority re- 
port to be correct. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. I understood the gentleman to say 
that we of the minority conceded something. I cou'd not under- 
stand just what he said and I will ask him please to state it. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I simply said that in your report you raised 


no question as to the legal proposition contained in the report of | 


the committee, and I therefore assumed that you believed that 
the law as stated in that report and the constructions of the law 
as stated in that report were correct. Am I right? 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. I will state to the gentleman that 
the law as stated in the report is not correct, but, so far as I am 
concerned, it was not discovered to be incorrect until after the mi- 
nority report was written. I supposed you had quoted the law 
correctly. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Do you mean that the law is not correctly 
stated? 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 
law of Pennsylvania, That is what I mean. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Do you mean it is simply a typographical 
error? If so, I shall not raise any question as to a typographical 
error, 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 
error at all. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Speaker, the statute as set out by the 
hajority of the committee was assumed to be correct, but since 
the filing of the majority report and the views of the minority we 
have found that one of the statutes set out in the report has been 


No; Ido not refer toa typographical 


repealed or very materially amended, but I do not think that it | 


makes much difference in the consideration of this case. That is 
all. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. As to that I can only say that these statutes 
Were read by counsel on both sides before the committee, back 
and forth, for a week, and nobody questioned but what the stat- 
Utes set forth in this report are now the laws of the State of Penn- 


sylvania, and this is the first suggestion on the part of anybody | 


against our contention, and the first claim by anyone that these 
are not the existing laws of the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. JOHNSON, I hope the gentleman will not misunderstand 
me, I do not think that any blame attaches to the majority of 
the committee. I do not think that the amendment I refer to is 
very material in the case. 


terial, 


Mr. JOHNSON. It is in your report, quoting from the laws of 
oy uisylvania, providing that the registry officers shall before the 
pa make two alphabetical lists of the registered voters and 
urnish them tothe managers of elections. In 1895, I think it is— 
jo a have the statute here—the legislature of Pennsylvania 
thee tee that section by striking out all of it and substituting 
*r language, and providing that one copy of the registry list 
lould be furnished to the election officers. 
- t. DRISCOLL. _ Well, to my notion now, only one copy was 
au to be furnished by the county commissioners to the offi- 
My. x ection. T have treated the case on that theory. 
serial OHNSON, I stated that I did not think it was very ma- 


Mr. DRISCOLL. And I will refer briefly to those statutes so 


It is not a correct statement of the | 


Mr. DRISCOLL. I wish you would state it now if it is ma- | 
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There are in 





far as they are applicable to the facts in this case. 
the county of Lackawanna a board of county commissioners. I 
understand that they are a bipartisan or a nonpartisan board. 
There is also in each election district an assessor, who is called an 


** election assessor.’’ On the first Monday in May he visits every 
dwelling house in his election district. He takes down all the 
names of the male residents of legal age. He hasa book some- 
thing like this [exhibiting], in which he inserts the name of the 
person. Ifheisa qualified voter, he writes opposite hisname‘' V.,’’ 
that he isa voter. If he is a naturalized citizen, he writes ‘‘ N.”’ 
opposite his name. If of foreign birth and has taken out his first 
papers, he writes opposite his name ‘‘I. N.,’’ meaning he has de- 
clared his intention. 

Mr. JOHNSON. “D.I.” 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Not in here. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The statute says declaration of intention. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. ‘‘I. N.,’’ as it is in this book. 

Mr. PALMER. It is ‘I. N.’’ in the statute. 

Mr. McLAIN. That is, ‘I. N.”’ where he intended to declare, 
and ‘’ D. I.’’ when he had declared. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. “I.N.,’ he intended to become naturalized. 

Now, within sixty days before the election the election asses- 
sor returns this book to the county commissioners, and they take 
up this book and arrange the names in a!phabetical order. and 
they retain the designations of ‘‘ V.”’ “‘ D. I.,”’ and “I. N.,”’ indi- 
cating the legal status of the man opposite his name. On or be- 
fore the day of election the county commissioners are required to 
deliver to the election officers of each election precinct a copy of 
this book where the names are alphabetically arranged, and that 
book is for the use of the election officers on the day of election. 

Now, in addition to the statutes, I will read a section or a part 
of the oath of the election officers, because the election inspectors 
and the judges of election are required to take an oath before they 
| commence their duties on the morning of the election, and the sub- 
stance of the oath of the election inspector is as follows: 


I will not receive any ticket or vote from any person other than such as I 
firmly believe.to be, according to the provisions of the constitution and laws 
of this Commonwealth, entitled to vote at such election without requiring 
such evidence of the right to vote as is directed by law. 

The oath taken by the judge of election contains this statement: 


I will not give my consent that any vote or ticket shall be received from 
any person other than such as I firmly believe to be, according to the consti- 
| tution and laws of this Commonwealth, entitled to vote at such election with- 
|} out requiring such evidence of the right to vote as is directed by law, etc. 
This book, alphabetically arranged, is before the election offi- 
| cers. The law says that no man shall be permitted to vote at the 
election on that day whose name is not on said list unless he shall 
make proof of his right to vote, as required by law. In other 
words, these election officers shall not let any man vote, no mat- 
ter who he is, high or low, unless his name appears on the list as 
| a qualified voter. 
| Now, what do they do? When a man goes into the election 
| booth there are inspectors, there are clerks, there is a judge in 
| charge of the election. That man’s name is called out aloud. 
The election clerks are supposed to look over their lists and see if 
that man’s name appears on those lists as a qualified voter. If it 
does so appear, he is given a ticket—a ballot—can go into the 
booth and mark it and vote; and he may be challenged, and if 
challenged he is required to qualify himself by oath, but if he is 
not challenged and if his name appears on the book as a qualified 
voter he may vote. If his name does not appear on that list, he 
shall not be allowed to vote, unless what? Unless he swears ig 
an affidavit stating all the facts necessary to show that he isa 
legal and qualified voter of the State and county and that par- 
ticular district. 

Now, in this district these election officers, with this book be- 
fore them, allowed a large number of men to go in there and 
vote whose names were not on the list. 

Contestee, in his brief and in the argument on the brief before 
| our committee, claimed there were 83 such votes cast. Contes- 
| tee’s counsel, Mr. Ballantine, in the presence of contestee and in 
the presence of our committee, admitted that 50 such votes were 
| cast and received without any affidavits. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Without being registered? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Without being registered and without any 
affidavits; and cont*stee’s counsel, at page 18 of their brief, say 
that there were no affidavits taken in that district because there 
were no unregistered votes, although the record shows there 
were from 50 to 83 unregistered votes. 

Mr. BENNY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DRISCOLL, Certainly. 

Mr. BENNY. Were these fifty men whose votes were received 
entitled to vote if they had their names placed on the list? What 
I mean is, were they legal voters or voters in that precinct? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. So far as it appears, they were not legal 
voters. In other words, they were prima facie, not legal, voters, 
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No man is a legal voter unless his name appears on this book a 
qualified legal voter, and sofar as we know they have not been in 
the country three months or they might have been brought across 
the border that morning. They were simply voted. Their 
namies were not on the list. They were not required to make 
affidavits to qualify them to vote. 
lated by these election officers by taking all these votes and re- 
quiring no affidavit and 

Mr. BENNY. Was there anything in the case to show the 
election board knew these fifty men to be bona fide residents there 
who had voted at some other election? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. There is nothing in the record to show that 
they knew or didnotknow. Theirsworn obligation was notto take 
any vote from a man unless his name was on the list as a voter, 
and when they took those votes from these fifty or eighty-three 
men whose names were not on the list as voters they violated 
their oaths and the law every time. 

Mr. BENNY. Was there anything to indicate anywhere in 
ae case how those fifty men voted—whether for Connell or for 

lowell? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Well, that will come up by and by. 

In addition to that: In Winton both the Second and Third wards 


are populated largely by foreigners, by Slavs, Huns, Poles, and | 


Italians, and that was the season of the great strike in the anthra- 
cite mines, and those people were largely miners or helpers, and 
they were moving around all the time. The strike had been on, 


and there was very much moving out from one region to another | 


to get work somewhere else, and it appeared that from 50 to 


70 votes were cast in the names of men who had formerly lived | 
in that district and who were out of the district on the day of | 


election. In other words, there were from fifty to seventy per- 
sonations, substitutions of voters in place of dead men, and all 
sorts of fraudulent and illegal votes. 

Now, I will admit that the election officers might be fooled a 
few times, but I do not see how, if they were vigilant and honest 
and reasonably competent, they could be fooled so many times; 
and when they deliberately violated their obligation, violated 
their oath and the law in receiving from 50 to 83 votes from men 
whose names were not on the list, and who gave no affidavits 


showing their legal right to vote, we have the right to say they | , ts We 
5 R 7 . vim tho | is no question about this. Mr. Ballantine, in the pres 


were intentionally crooked in receiving those 60 or 70 votes in the 
names of men who were not in that election district on that day. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Yes, certainly. 

Mr. THAYER. Asa matter of information, I understand that 
the county officers make out a voting list alphabetically which is 
given to the officers at the polling precinct. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Yes, sir; a registry list. 


omitted by the assessor as he went on, his name will not appear 
on the voting list. 
Mr. DRISCOLL. That is right. 


Mr. THAYER. Then if that man appears at the polling place | that you have already cited where there was alleged illeg 


with some witness with him who knew he was there a proper 
length of time, and his name should have been on the list-—— 
Mr. DRISCOLL. Yes, sir. 


Mr. THAYER. Hecan make affidavit and would be entitled | 


to vote? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Yes. 

Mr. THAYER. 
in addition to the printed list? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. No; I will tell you. They have what they 
call a registry list that is sent by the county commissioners to the 
election officers on or before the morning of the election. 


order. When the voting commences, the clerk writes down ‘‘ John 
Smith,’ ‘‘ James Jones,”’ according as they come in and vote, and 
that is called the voting list, and the man to whom you refer could 
come in on election day and show by affidavit that he was a quali- 
fied and legal voter of that district, and he would be entitled to 
vote, and the election officers would be required to receive his 
vote. 


Mr. THAYER. I understood that much; but what I want to 


know is whether it was incumbent on the election officers to write | 


his name down on the voting list that was originally tendered 
them? 


Is that name then written on the voting list | 


The | 
names of the people are supposed to be on that list in alphabetical 
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The laws were grossly vio- | voted in their places. 


| 
| 


| 
| 


lsabout fifty names, not to the polling list, but to the r 


FEBRUARY 9, 


Mr. DRISCOLL. As I said a minute ago,I anti 
question the gentleman has asked me by saying that ; 
moved out of this district in droves during the time o! 
and had not moved back, and because they had not » 
there were other men brought in and substituted fo, 


cs 


pated the 
© people 
Le Strike 
them and 


Mr. THAYER. Is it not a fact that this is made know, 
mind simply because a few men went out around ti.) 
borough and were unable to find the men whose nam, 
the voting list as living there? Isn't it a fact that it i: 
say of fathers and brothers and—— 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I object tothe gentleman » 
ing a speech in my time. 

Mr. THAYER. Iam asking a question. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. _I will answer that question by and | 

Mr. THAYER. Will you answer the question n 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. May I ask the gentleman a questioy? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Yes. , 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Does the law require the affidavit of 
which you speak to be filed with the county clerk? ; 
Mr. DRISCOLL. It requires it to be filed with the proth 

tary with the election returns. 

Now, in addition to what I say, the election officers did tha 
which was unlawful. Inthe Second Ward of Winton they added 


1 tO your 
€ in that 
5 WeTe on 
1LeTe hear. 


rv 


gistry list 
which was sent them by the county commissioners. They hs 1 
no business to interefere with the registry list, except to cons} 
it and see that the men who came forward were qualified voters 
but they did, against the law and against their duty, add fifty 
names in an unalphabetical order to that list. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
the gentleman from Massachusetts? 


Mr. DRISCOLL. I do not yield, Mr. Speaker, becanse the gen- 


| tleman wants to make a speech instead of asking questions 





| Ward, which is alsoattacked by the contestant for frand. 


Now, gentlemen, we come to the borough of Winton, Third 
In this 
district the contestant’s counsel claim there were 80 votes re- 
ceived by men whose names were not on the registry list, and in 
proof of whose right to vote no affidavits were filed. Nov, there 
nce of Mr. 
Howell, in the hearing before the committee, admitted that 53 
of these were correct, and Mr. James Conry, a Democratic judge 
of election of that district, said that no affidavits were taken and 
filed in that district. 

Now, it appears, therefore, that so far as that duty was con 


| cerned the election officers did not attempt to discharge it at all. 
| They let everybody go up, apparently, who wanted to, and vot’ 
| and when their names were not on the list they did not require 


Mr. THAYER. Ialso understand, suppose the man’sname was | affidavits of the right to vote, as required by law. 


Mr. LAWRENCE. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Very well. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. I would like to ask if in any of these _ 
ing there was any protest made by any of the election officers’ 

Mr. DRISCOLL. It does not appear that any protest was mace 
at any time. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Am I correct that there were both minor 
ity and majority inspectors present? ° 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I will tell you abont that in a1 
addition to this, 22 votes were received in the nam: 


| were not there, and 15 votes were shown to hav 
| men whose names did not appear on the voting list as returme 


by the election officers. Now, as I said before, when 41: 
clares his intention to be naturalized, if not naturalized, 0) 
tion assessor places before his name on this book the |: 


| and that means that the man has declared his in! 


| without an affidavit. 
| Jet about eleven of these men vote withont any affid: 





Mr. DRISCOLL. No; they should write it down on the voting | 


list after he has voted, but not on the registry list. 

Mr. THAYER. But his name would appear on some list, would 
it not? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Yes. 


whether, in the borough of Winton, for instance, the names 
were on the original list? 


Mr. THAYER. Now, has the committee investigated to see | 


naturalized. 

But if these letters are here opposite the man’s 
list, it is a warning to the election officers that h 
It should put them on guarc 


that they had gotten out their second papers or tha! t] 


| legally ee to vote. 


Mr. THAYER. When these officers were called, \ 
them asked questions as to whether any person com! 
an affidavit or not? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I do not quite understand the 

Mr. THAYER. Was there a single officer asked 
whether parties coming there had made an aftidav: 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Why, certainly.. ae 

Mr. THAYER. I do not find any such thing in ¢! 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Why, Mr. James Conry, th: 
judge of election in the third district of Winton, sw‘ 
were no affidavits taken at all. 
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Mr. THAYER. Did he not swear that there were none on file? 
Will the gentleman say that he swore none were taken? 

Mr. DRISCOLL, Yes; that is what he said, as I understand 
it, that no affidavits were taken. ae 

‘Mr, THAYER. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr, DRISCOLL. Well, I will not claim that I may not be 
mistaken in my recollection of what this record of several thou- 
api pages shows. I will not claim that I may not be mistaken 
about anything, but that is my recollection of it, and I am giving 
itas 1 honestly believe it to be. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Conry did make that state- 
ment, that no affidavits were taken, because nobody was allowed 
to yoe Who was not registered. Therefore no affidavits were 
= DRISCOLL. Then, Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. THayeEr] and the 
Members of the House to the fact that I was correct in ne 
the statement which I made, that Mr. Conry swore on the stan 
that no affidavits were taken from anybody in the Third Ward of 
Winton, and the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. JoHnson] 
corroborates what I say. ; 

Mr.SHULL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the gentleman a ques- 


10n, 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Yes. 

Mr.SHULL. Does the gentleman say that the laws of Penn- 
sylvania prescribe that a voter behind whose name appears the 
letters“ D. I.” or “I. N.” is required to make an affidavit before 
he is permitted to vote? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Yes. 

Mr. CASSEL. Unless the voter presents his certificate. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Yes; they must qualify themselves by affi- 
davit. and by their certificate of naturalization in addition if re- 
quired. In other words, when the name is taken down in the 
spring he is not a legally qualified voter. He may become a 
legally qualified voter between that time and the election time in 
November. If so, he must show he has qualified himself by afii- 


davit. 

Mr.SHULL. I simply desire to ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion, as to whether the laws of Pennsylvania prescri 
wust make an affidavit before he is permitted to vote? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Yes. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Speaker, may I interrupt the gentleman 
once more? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts? 

fr. DRISCOLL. Yes. 

Mr. THAYER. I get my information from the report of the 
majority, page 7, in which it states as follows: 

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Lackawanna, ss: 


I, John S. Cummings, prothonotary of said county of Lackawanna in said 
Oommonwealth—— 


Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I object to any further reading 
of that in my time. 

Mr.PALMER, That is a forged certificate. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. That is not in this district. 


Mr. THAYER. I did not say anything about any particular | 


district, 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I am talking about the third district. 

Mr. THAYER. The gentleman is talking about something 
that I am not talking about. I want to set the gentleman right. 
_Mr. DRISCOLL. The gentleman from Massachusetts is talk- 
ing about something that I am not talking about, and I insist 
upon having the floor. 

Mr. THAYER. But I wish to correct the gentleman. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I object to any more interrup- 
tion from the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. THAYER). 

it. THA YER. The gentleman objects to being corrected on 

© OWN report, 

Mr, RAN DELL of Texas, Will the gentleman yield? 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York yield to 

€ gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I do, 
anny RANI /ELL of Texas, In order to understand the position, 
se that the House may understand it, I wish to know if I am 

me in my understanding the gentlemen from New York [ Mr. 
the es ‘o say that where a voter’s name is on the list with 
ae “ D. L,” showing he had declared his intention of be- 

ing a citizen, he has to make an affidavit before he is qualified 
ng in order to vote legally? 
- Ss ‘OLL. Why, ecntainiy; es, he has. 
ie ANDELL of Texas. Ithink the gentleman will find that 
Me - that he does not have to make an affidavit. ail 3b 
vos RISCOLL, He will have to show his naturalization 


Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Then it is only those whose names 


be that he | 





pulled him into the booth and said: ‘‘Go on; go on.”’ 


are not on the list. If the name is on the list and the man will 
show his proper papers, he will be entitled to vote, and when the 
election officer certifies that he did vote the presumption is that 
he had complied with the law. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Iam notsure, but if he obtained and showed 
his second papers that might qualify him without anything further. 

Mr. PALMER. It does not. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I think he must do something further. He 
must qualify himself by showing that he has paid the State and 
county tax as required by statute. 

Mr. PALMER. And that he has resided in the district. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Yes; that he had resided in the district a cer- 
tainlength of time. If the man has simply declared his intention 
he may be entitled to vote, but before he can do so he must be 
taxed as a voter and he must show that he has paid his tax. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. I do not wish to take up the gentle- 
man’s time, but it may save time for me to say that our position is 
that the man stands in the same attitude with any other whose 
name is on the list. An examination of the statute will show that 
the assessor makes no difference as to whether the man has de- 
clared his intention or has become a citizen, provided his name is 
on the list. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I must now decline to yield 
any further, because I wish to retain a part of my time until to- 
morrow; and I have taken up more time in opening this case than 
I intended to do. 

I wish now to state a few things which were done or permitted 
to be done by the election officers in the Third Ward of Winton, 
to show how they conducted matters. For instance, Marian Domi- 
nick (p. 977) swears that he is an Italian, not naturalized; that 
he met Henry Lawlor, an election officer and friend of the con- 
testee, and he says that Lawlor called him and asked him to come 
in and vote; he said he couldn’t vote, and Lawlor said, ‘‘ Go in 
anyway;’’ that he went in and voted, and Lawlor marked his ballot. 

Paul Marriot (p. 1001) says that he is an Italian, not a voter, 
and was called by the big Lally boy (a friend of the contestee) 
and the following conversation occurred: 

He asked me on the street; I stood on the street and he said: “Come in 
and vote.” I said: ‘‘I can’t vote; I got no citizen papers; I not a citizen my- 
self... And he said: “That is all right; everybody votes this year.” And he 
said: “Go in and vote."’ And I voted because he told me to. I had no paper. 

Pesan Bastania (pp. 1016-1017) swears that he is an Italian, not 
naturalized and not qualified to vote. But five or six people 
And he 
went in and voted. 

Louis Neri (p. 1024) says that he is an Italian, not naturalized, 
paid no taxes, but he was hanging around the polls and voted. 
He gives evidence as follows: 

Q. Who took you in to vote?—A. Nobody. Why, I was going fora growler 


of beer, and a fellow met me on the street and he said, “Did you vote?’ and 
I said, **No;” and he said, ‘Go on in there and vote;” and I went in there, 


| and he marked the card for me and gave it to me; and he said, “Put it in 


there;”’ and I put it in. 


Gentlemen who will follow me will show that this is only a 
sample of what was done by wholesale in that district and per- 
mitted by these election officers. 

But now, gentlemen, who got the benefit of these illegal votes? 
Was it Mr. Connell or was it Mr. Howell? Why, sir. Mr Con- 
nell’s name was on the ‘ ballot-reform”* ticket and also on the 
straight Republican ticket. Mr. Howell's name was on the anti 
machine ticket. Mr. Howell received 155 votes on the antima- 
chine column; Mr. Connell, 24 votes on the ‘‘ ballot-reform ”’ col- 
umn, but not one vote on the Republican column—not one. 

Now, if those election officers—inspectors, clerks, judges, watch- 
ers—were there as Republicans, they did not vote the Republican 
ticket; and if they did not vote the Republican ticket it is fair to 
say that they were not very strenuous in the protection of Repub- 
lican interests. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Ishould like to know whether it is not the 
fact that Mr. Connell got more votes at that precinct than Mr. 
McKinley? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I do not know as to that. It wasclaimed on 
the hearing that Mr. McKinley got so many votes; it was also 
claimed that at the next election, when the law was enforced. a Re- 
publican was elected in that district. Those facts are not in the 
record, as I understand, and are not material or admissible in this 
hearing. 

Mr. CASSEL. My colleague will allow me to say that the 
** ballot-reform ’’ ticket was a full Democratic ticket with the ex- 
ception of Mr. Connell’s name; consequently all the votes cast at 
that election were cast for the Democratic candidates for county 
officers and governor, and all the other officers with the exception 
of Mr. Connell and one candidate for judge. I repeat that the 
** ballot-reform ’’ ticket was a full Democratic ticket with the ex- 
ception of Mr. Connell’s name. 

r. LITTLEFIELD. I should like to inquire of the chairman 
of the committee whether the committee agree to the assertion I 
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am about to read from the views of the minority, page 2. 
nothing about the matter myself; I am simply asking the chair- 
man to explain the facts as they exist. I read from the minority 
report: 

In this particular case, however, even if there were as many illegal votes 
as the majority allege, and all of them should be deducted from the contestee, 
he would still have a majority. 

Do the committee agree that that states the matter correctly? 

Mr. DRISCOLL and others. No. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Will the gentleman then explain that 
matter? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I can not do so now, because I want to goon 
with the point I am discussing, but that will be explained later. 

I want to say that in this district there were no people repre- 


senting the Republican party. The bars were thrown down; the | 


friends of Mr. Howell went out and drummed up from the high- 
ways and byways the fellows who were working the ‘* growlers,”’ 
and everybody else, naturalized or not; they rounded them up 
and corralled them, and ran them in and voted them. Mr. Howell 
got the benefit, I claim, of such conduct on the part of these offi- 
cers; and no reliance can be placed on the return. It is permeated 
through and through with fraud and ought to be thrown out. 
No dependence can be placed on the action of the judges who 
permitted such performances. 
OLD FORGE, FIRST DISTRICT. 

The performances on the part of the election officers in this dis- 
trict capped the climax for carelessness, crookedness, and defiance 
of the law and their sworn obligations. Contestant’s counsel 
claimed on the argument that there were 158 votes cast by per- 
sons whose names did not appear on the registry list and from 
whom no affidavits were taken in proof of their right to vote. 
Those names are set forth in their brief. The counsel of the con- 
testee in his presence admitted 90, and the contestee himself isan 
attorney of record of the State of Pennsylvania. And such an 
admission as that ought to be of some weight with the Members 
of this House. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Does notthe gentleman know that Mr. Green, 
one of the counsel in the case, emphatically denied that state- 
ment? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Ido not think he was the leading counsel, 
and I do not think the gentleman from South Carolina will say 
he was the leading counsel. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Did he dispute that evidence? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. He did afterwards. He disputed almost 


everything that was stated by his associate and the opposing | A 
» | and the party or Pr he represents; and no party or policy 


counsel, and I do not think he understood the case very well him- 
self, and I think the gentleman from South Carolina will agree 
with me in this regard. 

A registry list, alphabetically arranged, was on the table in the 
presence of those officers. 
their duty to look at the list, and if that man’s name was not 
there to require an affidavit in proof of his right to vote. Yet it 
is claimed that that duty was violated 158 times, and 90 of such 
violations are admitted. The certificate of the prothonotary of 
Lackawanna County established the fact that no affidavits were 
taken, showing that the election officers paid no attention to the 
elementary requirements of the law on their part. The following 
is a copy of that certificate: 

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANTA, 
County of Lackawanna, 8s: 


I, John F. Cummings, prothonotary of said county of Lackawanna, in said | 


Commonwealth, do hereby certify that among the returns of the election 
held in the said county of Lackawanna on the 4th day of November, A. D. 
1902, which returns are now on file in my office pursuant to law, it appears 
that one affidavit only was filed from the first district of Old Forge borough, 


in said county, which affidavit is the oath of office taken by the election offi- | 


cers, and that no affidavit of any voter was filed from said district. 


In witness whereof 1 have hereunto set my hand, and have affixed the seal | 


of court of common pleas of the said county of Lackawanna, at the city of 
Scranton, in the said county, this 12th day of January, A. D. 1904. 
Joun F. CUMMINGS, 
Prothonotary of Lackawanna County. 

In the views of the minority, a copy of this certificate is in- 
serted in their remarks on the Second Ward of Winton by mis- 
take. It is claimed that this certificate means nothing, yet it 
states distinctly that— 

One affidavit only was filed from the first district of Old Forge borough, in 
said county, which affidavit is the oath of office taken by the election officers, 
and that no affidavit of any voter was filed from said district. 

If several affidavits were filed, how could he truthfully state 
that there was only one? If he certified to a copy of all the re- 
turns from that district it would show only one affidavit, namely, 
the oath of the election officers. Our opponents speak of pre- 
sumptions, etc., and suggest that if the certificate states that no 
affidavits are on file now it does not establish the fact that they 
never have been on file. In answer we say it is a fair presump- 
tion that the prothonotary properly performs his duty in protect- 
ing the files in his office. 
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When a man came in to vote it was | pis certificate 





and asked him who he represented. 


| Appel. Conowsky refused, saying he was a Republican anc would 





And if no affidavits of voters are con- | that first district of Old Forge. 


FEBRUARY 
RUARY 9, 


that no such affidavits were filed by the election officers 

Mr. YOUNG. Will the gentleman permit a questi: yn? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Yes. 

Mr. YOUNG. Whose duty was it to file these affida 
the prothonotary—the election board? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. The election boards—the election of oorc 

Mr. JOHNSON. In reference to the certificate whic}, ; eae “ 
to er that, there is no evidence on file as to the tine if a 
made. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I wish you would argue that in y, 
time. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON. Ijust simply wished to ask that as a qy; 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I wish you would argue that in y, 
time. , 

Again, when the contestant proved that 158 men had voted from 
whom no affidavits were taken, it was incumbent on the contesteo 
or his counsel, when their turn came. to show if they could that 
the election officers attempted to discharge their duty by tal 
and filing some affidavits. This they failed to do, and the con 
sion is therefore justified that no affidavits were taken. 
is not all. 

According tothe evidence about ten persons voted at that elec. 
tion in that district whose names did not appear on the voting list 
as returned by the election officers, and about eight per-ons w 
permitted to vote opposite whose names the letters ‘‘ D, I,” ap. 
peared on the registry list without filing affidavits, in conformity 
with the law, in proof of their right to vote. In this district 4 
very large majority of the people are of foreign birth. Many of 
them are Poles. Frank Conowsky was a Pole, a Republican, 
and a ward leader among his people. The Pennsylvania law pro- 
vides for watchers at elections. It says: 

On the petition of five or more citizens of any election district, setting 
forth the fact that the appointment of overseers isa reasonable precaution to 
secure the purity and fairness of the election in said district, it shall be the 


7 of the court of common pleas of the proper county, all the law judges 
of the said court able to act at the time concurring, to appoint two judicious, 
sober, and intelligent citizens of the said district, belonging to different 
political parties, overseers of election to supervise the procee: f elec 
tion officers thereof, and to make report of the same as they may be required 
by the court. (Act January 30, 1874. Sec. 4 P. L., 33.) 

Each party which has by its primary meeting, caucus, cony 
board sent to the — officer a certificate of nomination, and each gro 
of citizens which has sent to the proper officer a nomination | , 
vided in sections 2 and 3 of this act, shall be allowed to appoint thr 
to act as watchers in each voting place, without expense to the 
of whom shall be allowed to remain in the room outside of the ir 
Each watcher shall be provided with a certificate from the county co 
sioners stating his name, the names of the persons who have appointe 


its with 


ur OWn 


stion, 
yur own 


king 
cln- 
But that 


i 
ra 


lings « 


ention. or 


sented by more than one watcher in the same voting room at : ny one 
Watchers shall be required to show their certificates when requ 
so. (Act of June 10, 1893, sec. 23, P. L., 419.) 

Frank Conowsky was a regularly appointed watcher and had 
During the early part of the day he was per 


n- 


mitted to go inside the rail, mark ballots for those who were i 


one 


competent, and assist in the election. But during the day. 
Mr. Bonner, an attorney and friend of the contestee, called him 
He said the Republican 
party. Bonner told him that unless he supported the Democratic 
party and Howell he would expose Conowsky’'s frien, Frank 
stand by the party. After that he was refused fur \dmis- 
sion in the booth and prevented from marking other }aliots tor 
his friends, although they continued to demand his as 

Mr. JOHNSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Does my friend mean to tell this 1 
because some man out on the election ground appro: 
and asks him to vote for a certain candidate and he refu 
it, and then this man conveys a threat to expose one: 
who does not vote that way, that that amounts to 1! 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I mean to say this—— 

Mr. JOHNSON. And do you not find asa fact , 
Conowsky did vote for William Connell? Is not that oneo!' 
aliunde facts put down by you? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Why, I do not question that. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then he did not intimidate him. _ 

Mr. DRISCOLL. The gentleman can refer to that in! 
time. The point I am making is that he was met by ™! 
he was asked to support Howell, he was told if he did 
Howell that his friend Appell would be exposed; that he rn’ 
to support Howell and said he would stand by the Republics 
party. Thereafter the election officers, who were all Dew 
threw him out, and would not let him mark any more ‘l' 
his friends, showing that Bonner conveyed that know 
election officers and they acted upon it. That is the) 
making. 

Now, you can raise the screen and see how things w' 
The judge of elect 


nt lam 
done in 
was an 
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iJerly gentleman named Michael McGowan. The inspector duly | out, and I believe you will, that will leave Mr. Howell a plurality 
‘soeen was a fellownamed Tooley. Mr, McGowan was informed | of only 8. 

Sohail before election that Tooley could notact as inspector the If that is true, neither my friend from South Carolina [Mr. 
weary so the next morning Michael McGowanand P. F. Coyne, JOHNSON] , my friend from Texas [Mr. RANDELL], nor my friend 
» Democrat, put their heads together and concluded there was | from Mississippi [Mr. McLatn] will claim that Mr. Howell was 
nol oly there that they could take who was satisfactory, and they | elected, because they will not question 


wnt for Michael Cafferty, who was some distance away. Michael 
(afertycase. He was not on the registry list, he was not a quali- 
é.d voter, vet they allowed him to vote without an affidavit show- 
ine his right to vote, as required bylaw. What next? - John Mc- 
Gowan was a son Of Michael McGowan, and he was a constable. 

VeAndrew, a devoted friend of the contestee, was deputy con- 
‘hie: McKenna, another friend of the contestee, was chief of 
nlice, ‘There was no row or trouble in that district, and yet all 
these people—Tooley, Coyne, McKenna, McCafferty, Michael Mc- 
Ewen, John McGowan, and McAndrew—were all there bulldoz- 
+» those Pollacks, shutting them out, not allowing Conowsky to 
mark the ballots for his friends, and acting in violation of every 
»vision of the election law. They were strong partisans. 
Gowan said, I believe, he was a Howellite, first, last, and all the 
time. The bars were thrown down. They did everything in 
their power to direct the voters their way and let every Howell 
yote in without obstruction. 

[simply say that that vote, the return of these election officers, 
joes not import verity; that it is entitled to no credit; it should 
te thrown out. The ballot can not be purged, because you do 
not know where to commence or determine what is honest and 
right and what is dishonest and illegal, and therefore the only 
possible and reasonable thing is to throw out the whole poll. 

Mr. BENNY. Will the gentleman allow me toask him a ques- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Ihave got pretty nearly through, and I would 
rather not yield. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. We have cited in our report many authori- 
ties on this question, and I have cited some in my remarks here, 
and I will ask to have extended in the RECORD some more authori- 
tisson the same proposition. There is an abundance of authority 
showing it is the duty of the committee, and it is the duty of the 
House, where such gross frauds are perpetrated as were shown 


stable; 


by the evidence here and where the whole returns are permeated | 


and tainted with fraud, to throw them out and let the several 
parties prove their votes aliunde. 

Tn 1864, in the contested-election case of Knox v. Blair, Thirty- 
eighth Congress, Mr. Henry L. Dawes, who submitted the major- 
ityand prevailing report in a contested-election case where the 
question of fraud was involved, said: 

When the result in any precinct has been shown to be “so tainted with 
fraud that the truth can not be deducible therefrom,” then it should never 
bepermitted to form a partof the canvass. The precedents, as well as the 
evident requirements of truth, not only sanction, but call for the rejection of 


the entire poll when stamped with the characteristics here shown. (1 Bart., 
a, ) 


The same rule substantially was followed in Finley v. Walls 


(44th Cong., Smith, 389), where the committee reported (p. 714, | 


Rowell’s Digest) that— 

The law is that where fraud is proved to have been committed by the offi- 
cersof an election in conducting the election no reliance can be placed upon 
any of their acts, and their return must be rejected as wholly unreliable. 
pd claiming under the election must prove the actual vote in some 

r Way. 
- Van Wyck v. Green (41st Cong., 2 Bart., 641) the report of 
the committee contains the following paragraph: 
: Wille the committee should be slow to throw out the whole vote of a ward 
r istrict, nevertheless, if the facts and circumstances show that the in- 
Rectors of the registry and election knowingly produced frauds, and violated 


election laws, and permitted illegal voting, and the polls can't be purged 
the whole vote should be thrown a = ™ a 


_ To the same effect are the reports and decisions by the House 
he case of Wise v. Young, Fifty-fifth Congress; Murray v. 
4hott, Fifty-fourth Congress; Robinson v. Harrison, Fifty-fourth 
hee 8s, and many other cases which may be cited. 
n Noyes v. Rockwell (52d Cong., Rowell’s Digest, 476) the re- 
ee of that. part of the committee which was sustained by the 
‘use Contains the following statement: 


eriit it be remembered that fraud can rarely, if ever, be proved by direct 

dreum and that the rule is whenever a sufficient number of independent 

ncie case of it which point to its existence are clearly established a prima 

contra die of its existence is made, and if thisis not met by explanation or 
1ction it becomes conclusive. 


_ This rule is generally followed in contested-election cases and 


in youre. 
a" FINLEY. Mr. Speaker-— 
¢SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 


Mr. DRISC\ LL. I wi ; , 
saeco - I will be through ina minute. 
ir BEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 
iittee oo OLL. Now, according to the report of this com- 
* i you find that these three districts should be thrown 


Mc- | 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOWELL of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield to 
a question? I understand the gentleman from New York—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, in conformity tothe usual custom, 
has notified the gentleman that his hour has expired. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I will not speak any longer, because I want 
a few minutes to-morrow. 

Mr. HOWELL of Pennsylvania, 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. If it is charged to your time. 

Mr. HOWELL of Pennsylvania. Imean thatit shall becharged 
tomy time. I understand you to say that the registry books that 
you have been calling attention to were in the hands of the elec- 
tion officers. Did you not say that, and do you not desire to have 
the House believe that those registration books have been in the 
hands of the election officers? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. There is 

Mr. HOWELL of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. 
please, if you please. 

Mr. HOWELL of Pennsylvania, 
question. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Iam not on the witness stand. Thvse are 
supposed to be certified copies of books which were in the hands 
of the election officers. With reference to the Third Ward of 
| Winton, the list is not alphabetically arranged. I meant to 
state that in my remarks, but forgot it. Now, with reference to 
that, Iam not sure whether that is a certified copy of the registry 
list or a certified copy of the assessor’s list which got in her» by 
mistake. At any rate, it is not alphabetically arranged. How- 
ever, that does not excuse the election officers for not examining 
the list and allowing any person to vote except those who ap- 
peared on it as qualified voters. 

Mr. HOWELL of Pennsylvania. You stated in the majority 
report that that book was once in the hands of the election officers. 
You can determine the truth of this statement in your own time, 
| and if the county commissioners of Lackawanna County say that 
that book there was ever in the hands of the election officers I 
will move to seat the contestant. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Where do we say that in our report? 

Mr. HOWELL of Pennsylvania. On page 6. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. What part? 

Mr. HOWELL of Pennsylvania. On the top. 

A large number of names were added to the registry list of this ward by 
the election officers, in violation of the law and their duty. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I did not say to this book. I said this book 
| is a copy, and would show they were added to the list and that 
| they had no business 
Mr. HOWELL of Pennsylvania. I simply want to understand 
| the gentleman, if he insists that that Look was in the hands of 
the election officers. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I said they were added to the registration 
list. 

Mr. HOWELL of Pennsylvania. By whom? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. By the election officers. 

Mr. HOWELL of Pennsylvania. Well, it must have been in 
the hands of the election officers, then. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Either this or the original, I think, must 
have been. 

Mr. McLAIN. Mr. Speaker, I now yield sixty minutes to my 
colleague, Mr. JOHNSON. 

Mr. JOHNSON. An investigation of election contests in this 
House reveals the fact that it was fifty years after the Govern- 
ment was organized before there was ever any intimation or 
suggestion that an election case was influenced either in the dis- 
cussion or in the decision by political bias. I approached the in- 
vestigation of this case absolutely without personal feeling, ab- 
solutely without political bias, determined as far as lay in my 
power to find the truth. After long, painstaking investigation I 
am here to tell you the truth as I understand it. What you may 
do is of no consequence to me except that I want you to do right. 
In criticising the report of the majority, I want it distinctly un- 
derstood that I do not impugn their motive or their honesty. I 
can differ from a man without doubting either his integrity or 
his good sense. My criticism will be based upon what I believe 
to besound principlesoflaw. I have known most excellent judges 
for whom I had the highest respect to render decisions that were 
reversed upon almost every material point. ; 

I want, before I take up this case in detail, to say that it is a 
dangerous doctrine, it is a damnable doctrine to throw out entire 


Will the gentleman allow me 








Say yes or no. 
I will not say yes or no. I will say what I 


I have asked you the direct 
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recincts in an election. You may find that where partisan zeal 
1as controlled it has been done, but I challenge you to show 
where courts of law have thrown out entire precincts. The law 
which is laid down in the books, the law which must commend 
itself to our sense of justice, is that if it is possible to purge a 
ballot box of illegal votes it shall be done. Ido not stand for 
fraud; I detest it whether it is in politics or in the private walks 
of life. In this case there is absolutely no reason for saying that 


fraud was shown to such an extent as to justify throwing out | 


entire precincts. Every illegal ballot can be ascertained. The 
contestant has set forth with great particularity the name of 
every voter that he claims cast an illegal ballot. 
to the testimony upon which he bases that contention. 

There is nothing in the way of this committee—there is nothing 
in the way of this House taking up those names one by one and 
determining the facts judicially whether the alleged vote was 


illegal, and if it was illegal, and the testimony shows for whom it | 


was cast, deduct it from the candidate who received it. If the 


testimony fails to show for whom it was cast, then adopt the | 


sound rule of law that says that illegal votes, in the absence of 


testimony showing how they were cast, shall be deducted from | 


the candidates in proportion to their legal votes. 


remarks to incorporate certain citations from authorities in re- | 


gard to the law upon this point. I shall not weary your patience 
by reading it here, but you can read it to-morrow morning if you 
pee fit. 

In Digest of Contested-Election Cases, page 654, it was held that— 

* When contestant has shown prima facie a number of illegal votes which 
if cast for contestee would wipe out his majority, the burden does not shift 
to contestee to show that they were not cast for him, but remains with con- 
testant.”’ 

And at page 355, in same case: 

“The burden of proof, even if the doctrine of declaring an uncertain elec- 
tion void be adopted, is, we think, as stated by the minority (the minority 
report was adopted by the House), on the contestant to show that more ille- 
gal votes than the returned majority of the sitting Member were cast, and 
either that they were cast for the sitting Member or that it is impossible to 
ascertain for whom they were cast, and that this impossibility is an actual 
impossibility arising from the circumstances of the case, and which could 
not have been remedied by the use of due diligence, and not an impossibility 
arising wholly from the absence of evidence that could have been taken. 
_ party having the burden can not by his own neglect create the impossi- 

ity.” 

R le Moyne v. Farwell, (44th Cong., Digest of Election Cases, p.711) it was 
stated: 

“That where fraud is shown to exist the ee = shall not be rejected unless 
it ic impossible to purge it of the fraud. It being shown that very many ille- 
gal votes had been received with the fraudulent connivance of the judges of 
election, and there being definite proof that at least 252 of the votes shown 
by the numbered ballots in the box to have been cast for contestee were ille- 
gally and fraudulently cast, the committee deducted these 262 votes from 
the vote of contestee.” 

And on page 728 further said: 

“The exclusion of an entire poll is the very last resort, and it must never 
be aene whese there is any rational means by which the illegal votes can be 
eliminated.” 

. togier wv. Reading (4ist Cong., Digest of Election Cases, p. 711) it was 
eid that— 

“Fraud to be eliminated, if gonstte, without rejecting the returns.” 

** Where contestant proved that more votes were cast for him than were 
returned for him, and there were circumstances indicating fraud, the com- 
a nen not to reject the polls, but corrected the vote according to 
the proo ae 
. + Burch v. Van Horn (40th Cong., Digest of Election Cases, p. 215) it is 

ated: 

*‘ As in this case the law furnished contestant with the name of every re- 
goatee voter and the candidate for whom he offered to vote, it would have 

een very easy for him to have proved the facts alleged by particular and 
specific evidence if they were true, and under such circumstances the pro- 
ductic mn of indefinite and inconclusive evidence indicated inability to produce 
any other. 

“The committee consider also that in order to unseat a Member of this 
House who has the regular certificate of election, and who is conceded to have 
received a majority of several hundred votes of the votes received and 
counted, they should be able to report whose votes were excluded that ought 
to have been counted; that it would not do for the committee or for the 
House tosay that out of 2,500 rejected voters, all of whose namesare unknown, 
they are satisfied that enough were legal voters and ought to have been 
counted to give the contestant a ig 
. a a nen v. Pendleton (Sist Cong., Digest of Election Cases, p. 712) it is 

e at— 

“Returns which are tainted with fraud can not be made the foundation of 

the title to a seat in the House. The result should be purged of the fraud if 


sracticable and the poll only thrown out when no other alternative remains | 


ut to give effect to the fraud or to reject the poll.” 
In the New Jersey case, as reporte 2 
Cases, page 651, it is held that the burden of proof is on the contestant, even 
to the proof of a negative. It holds that “the distinction between the con- 
troversy at the polls and that before the committee is manifest. At the 
polls the voter isa party. When the polls are closed and an election is,made 
the — of the party elected is complete. He is entitled to the returns,and 
when he is admitted to his seat there is no known principle by which he can 
be ejected out upon the the affirmative proof of a defect in his title. 

_ Whoever seeks to oust him must accomplish it by poorne acase. The 
difficulties in his path can form no possible reason Le | the committee should 
mect him halfway. The rule of reason requires that he should fully make 
out his case, even though it i:volve the proof of a negative. 

In Bromberg v. Haralson (44th Cong., Digest of Contested Election Cases, 
p. 652), it is stated that: 

“The burden of proof is always upon the contestant or the party attacking 
the official returns. The presumption is that the officers charged by law 
with the duty of ascertaining and ing the result have discharged that 


duty faithfully.” 

In Cessna wv. os (424 Cong., of Contested Election Cases, p. 652) 
it is held that *‘the burden is upon the party attacking the legality of a vote 
to prove that the person whose vote is in question, voted, that the vote was 


for the competitor, and that the voter was lacking in some legal qualification.” 





He has referred | 


I want in my | 


in the Digest of Contested-Election | 


ee 
In Butler v. Lehman (37th Cong., Digest of Contested Election ¢ 

652) it is declared that: 

| “Allegations involving charge of crime must be establis) 

| reasonable doubt.” 

| ** When a contestant makes a charge of incorrectness of ret) 

| volves a direct charge of crime against the election office; 

| strict law be required to establish the charge by the same , 

| required in a criminal case.”’ 4 

: n Chaves v. Clever (40th Cong., Digest of Election Cases. p. 7 
that: 

| ‘Where it yoann peeves that returnsand poll books had been 
show several hundred votes for contestee which had not be: 

mittee unanimously deducted the votes thus fraudulently ad 

on Abbott v. Frost (44th Cong., Digest of Election Cases. 

| 





1Ses, p 





at: 

‘Where it was charged that a large number of persons w 
marked on the check list as voting did not vote, and some 
| that their names were the same as those marked on the list 
| had not voted, and it was proved that a large number of ; sie 
| could not be found in the ward bya diligent search two m ie 
election, and that many of them were not on the assessor Eh aptly 
mittee agreed, as a compromise, to deduct 105 from the 
| the majority holding that the charges of fraud were D 
minority holding that they were not sustained.” 

In Koontz v. Coffroth (38th Cong., Digest of Election Cases, p. 79 
| law is declared to be that— oa 
| “It is the duty of the committee to approach as nearly as p 
ballot box,and by an examination of all the testimony see that 10 

is deprived of his just right to the elective franchise. * * 
| tee and the House are not circumscribed by the formalities t! 


proceedines of a board of return judges.” = 
In English v. Hilborn, (53d Cong., Digest of Contested Election Cas 
721) it is declared that— 

“The prime object in all such cases is, if possible, to ascertain who was 
the people's choice at the election in question.’ 

In Wallace v. McKinley (48th Cong., Digest of Election Cases, p, 729 
stated that— 

“Tt is not sufficient to doubt the illegality of a vote, but conviction of its 
illegality should be reached to the exclusion of all reasonabk ibt.” 

In Hurd v. Romeis (49th Cong., Digest of Election Cases 
that— 

‘In the absence of proof as to how illegal votes were cast, they should 
either be allowed to stand or deducted from all the candidates pro rat 

In Todd v. Jayne (38th Cong., Digest of Contested Election Cas 
is stated that— 

| ‘*Where more than half the votes cast in a precinct were illegal 
the evidence it was possible to tell the largest number tha ild have } 
illegal, and for whom they were cast, the committeo rejected thes 
counted the rest.” . g 

In Barnes v. Adams (4lst Cong., Digest of Election Cases, p. 727) it is held 
that— 

“The rule is well settled that the whole vote of a precinct should not | 
thrown out on account of illegal votes having been cast, if it be 
to ascertain the number of illegal votes, and the person for v g 
order to reject them and leave the legal votes to be counted. Legal vots 
not to be thrown out in order to get rid of illegal votes unk cess 

uires it as the only means of preventing the consummation of a fraud upon 
the ballot box.” 

In Barnes v. Adams (4ist Cong., Digest of Contested Election Cases, p. 72 
it is stated that— ; 

“Where it was certain that illegal votes were cast, but definite proof was 
not made as to their number, the committee said: The presumption isalways 
in favor of the legality of a vote which has been admitted by the proper 
officers; and since all elections in Kentucky are viva voce, and since ther 

| ord shows how each person votes, it would not, we think, be too much tor 
quire contestant to prove the want of residence of such persons as he claims 
illegally voted for contestee.” 


”’ we 4 








found 
that fraud was so gross, so palpable, that the election returns al 
absolutely without verity, and they have therefore thrown | 
three precincts entirely. Even after that was done the contestee 


still had a majority of 8 votes. They then resorted to an‘ ffort to 
establish legal votes at the rejected precincts for the contestant 0) 


They find as a fact, and want you to vote a& 


S wh ) voted 


testimony aliunde. 
a fact, that there were 32 legal voters at those preci: 
for the contestant. A little later I want to call att n to the 
testimony upon which that finding is based. Twenty-nine of Me 
82 alleged legal votes are proved by one man. 
If you are in search of truth, I ask you as lawye! 
man’s testimony and his cross-examination. . 
Mr. DRISCOLL. Will the gentleman yield to me fora 
tion? 
Mr. JOHNSON. Certainly. 
Mr. DRISCOLL. Does it make any difference part) 
to the proof of the aliunde vote either for Conn 
| Howellabove 10. For instance, if these three distri! 
| out, that leaves Howell 8 plurality. One illegal v: 
| to have been cast for Connell, and therefore 10 votes 
| away from Howell’s claim or added to Connell’s ci: 
Connell. Isn't that so? 
Mr. JOHNSON. Yes. . ; 
Mr. DRISCOLL. Then what difference does if ma 
82 votes? : hi 
Mr. JOHNSON. Yourcommittee, acting in ajuc 
bring in a report to this House which you expect ' 
adopt as a judicial decision, and your committee 4a’ 
there were 32, and I want the House to examine U 
upon which that finding is based. It is as good to 
is to prove 8, but it does not prove either 8 or 3”. re 
Now, gentlemen, looking around this Chamber remun’" 
a story that I read of alawyer. He was employed '* "4 the 
portant case involving a large sum of money, OC's) the 
case very thoroughly; he traveled several hundred miles 


o read that 


| 
| 
j 
| 
Now, Mr. Speaker, the majority of the committee hav: 
| 





} 








1904. 


_———————— 


rt of appeals in order to argue the case for his client. When 
ron to address the court some of the judges were reading 
a morning papers, some of them were writing notes, and all 


-_ seemed to be utterly indifferent. The lawyer stopped, 


of them 


and the chief justice said, ‘‘ Proceed.” The lawyer said, “‘ Your 
Sonor’ I have given a great deal of attention to this case; I have 
aoe several hundred miles to argue it; I think I can say with 
wooing modesty that I know more about this case than your 
pee onthe bench. But if your honors on the bench will honor 


aah your attention until I shall have concluded my remarks, 
Thaye no doubt but that your honors will know more about this 
than 1 do.” [Laughter.) It is useless to add that he had 
attention thereafter, s 

Now, gentlemen, the majority of the committee recommends 
that the Second Ward of Winton Borough be thrown out entirely 
iyeguse the election officers were guilty of such gross, palpable 
‘aud that absolutely no verity can be given to their returns. 
They give as their reasons: First, because the election managers, 
‘violation of the law and in violation of their duty, added a large 
number of names to the registry lst; second, that the election 
‘sors allowed a large number of men to vote without filing affi- 


omecel 


case 


their 


javits whose names were not on the registration list; third, that 
th election officers allowed fifty men to vote in the names of men 
who were not present and who did not vote; fourth, that there 
wore substitutions and repetitions. 

Now, let me call your attention to the evidence, if you want to 
jecide this case as Judges. The record in this case does not re- 
real the names of these election officers. Just stop and think of 
#! The record does not show who the election officers were at 
that precinct. The testimony does not show that a single man 
who voted at that precinct or a single man who was present that 


day has gone on the stand and testified to one single utterance, to | 


oe single action of these men. Is that not a remarkable state- 
ment? That you are called upon to throw out a precinct when 
even the names of the men who conducted the election do not ap- 
pear in the evidence. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. It was contended that the election officers 
were guilty of fraud and lawlessness. Why did not the contestee 
call them to apologize or explain if they could? They were his 
friends. 

Mr. JOHNSON. But you heve not shown who they were, 
The testimony does not show who they were. The testimony does 
not show the name of a single manager of the election in the Sec- 
ond Ward of Winton. It does not show whether they were Demo- 
crats, Republicans, or ballot-reform men. There is not a word of 
testimony as to whose friends they were. Nobody has come upon 
the stand and said that these men did anything that was im- 
proper. Noman has said that they | ee utterance to any expres- 
sion that indicated partiality, fraud, or anything else. Nobody 
has said anything about them or who they were. They were not 
attacked in the evidence, and there was nothing for them to ex- 
pain, The majority of this committee has asked you to find, as 
a fact, that these men were guilty of such fraud that you can not 
believe their returns. The committee do this on inferences drawn 
from poll books and registry lists, suggested for the first time by 
argument of counsel. Do you believe it? Not as politicians, but 
a lawyers, do you believe it? 

Mr, PALMER. Does not the gentleman believe that if the 
fection officers had been square and honest the contestee would 
have called them and taken their testimony when, at least, a 
prima facie case had been made out? 

a. JOHNSON. There is no prima facie case here. 
Mr. PALMER. Yes; because they received votes and put the 
names on the ome list without taking any affidavit. 

Mr, J JHNSON. I presume the gentleman is a lawyer; I think 

dave seen him on the Judiciary Committee. 


Mr, PALM ER. o 
Mr. JOHNSON. An alleged lawyer. [Laughter.] 


an election assumes 
of proving his case. 
M a court of 


the burden of proof, and he can not stop short 
ase. Ideny, as a proposition of law, that any party 
shift justice who has assumed the burden of proof can 
ae a ® burden upon the opposite party to show that his alleged 
“is are not true if he merely raises a suspicion and does not 
drove his allegations, 


Mr:PALME R. If the defendant comes into court and confesses 


1. 4 part of the plaintiff's claim is true, then the plaintiff is not | 


called upon to prove that, is he? 
Mr, JOHNSON = oe 


=" y 
tat ALM ER. a well; in this case the contestee confessed 
; ese Votes—— 
N res . ‘ : 
= JOHNS IN. He did not do anything of the kind. 
i ‘PALMER. Excuse me; he did. 
uM, JOHNSON, He did not. 
reealgal LMER. He confessed that 50 of these votes that were 
not or = ‘he Second Ward of Winton were received from voters 
ae registration list. 
‘JOHNSON. He did not confess anything of the kind, 


I want to say this, that the man who attacks | 
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Mr. PALMER. Well, the poll list and the registration list 
compared show it, and that is in testimony in this case. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Very well: that is a matter of argument. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. What does the gentleman mean by saying 
that the contestee did not admit that there were 50 votes received 
by men whose names are not on the registration list. Was not 
that admitted in the committee by Mr. Ballentine in the presence 
of Mr. Howell? 

Mr. JOHNSON. No; itwasnot. Mr. Howell was not present. 
Mr. Howell’s mother had died and he had gone to Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Does the gentleman admit that Mr. Ballen- 
tine admitted it? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. And that Mr. Ballentine was the principal 
attorney throughout the whole case, from beginning to end, and 
knew more about the case than anyone else. 

Mr. JOHNSON. He admitted that there were 50 illegal votes, 
not that fifty now-registered men voted. A vote might be illegal 
for reasons unknown to the managers. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Does not the gentleman believe that he knew 
more about the case than Mr. Green or anybody else? 

Mr. JOHNSON. No; he did not know as much about it as Ido. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Does the gentleman not think that he knew 
more about it than Mr. Green? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I don’t know anything about that. I have 
examined the records carefully. Now, on that point, you are all 
lawyers. I admit that a lawyer can bind his client by an admis- 
sion in a pleading. I admit that a lawyer can bind his client by 
an admission in writing entered upon the minutes of the court. 
That is all right; but to tell me that when a lawyer is arguing a 
case before a judge, if he misstates the facts and the record shows 
that he misstates the facts, the judge is bound to decide the case 
by what the lawyer said and not by what the record shows, is a 
new sort of justice tome. Thatis the way it happened. In the 
argument of the case this lawyer did say that there were 50 
illegal votes at that precinct, but that does not bind anybody. 
The record says otherwise. We are trying the case on the record. 

Mr. WEBB. Did he say they were fraudulently given? 

Mr. JOHNSON. No; he did not. 

Mr. PALMER. On page 18 of the contestee’s brief I find this 
statement. He is speaking about the Second Ward of Winton 
Borough: 

An examination of the list of voters who voted at this election and a com- 


parison with the registration list shows that no persons voted who were not 
registered. Therefore no affidavits were taken by the election officers. 


Mr. JOHNSON. Yes. 

Mr. PALMER. That is the reason that the lawyer gave for 
admitting the fact that no affidavits were taken, because nobody 
voted there who was not on the registration list. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I have not very much more time, and I do 
not want to get off on sideissues. Iwanttoargue this case. The 
majority of the committee quote that as an admission of counsel 
that no affidavits were taken. Why, gentlemen, if you are going 
to quote’ that for anything, quote it forall itisworth. He makes 
two affirmative declarations. One is that no affidavits were taken 
and the other is that nobody voted who was not on the registry 
list. If you are going to take his statement about one, take it 
about the other. 

Mr. PALMER. 
true. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Now then, I want to show the House some- 
thing. Here is a copy of a registration book, certified here by the 
county commissioners of Lackawanna County. A majority of 
the committee in this case have found as a fact that the election 
officers in the Second Ward of Winton were corrupt, were fraud- 
ulent in their conduct in that they have added the names of fifty 
men to that registration list in violation of the law and in viola- 
tion of their duty. 

Why, gentlemen, that is a serious charge. I undertake to say 
there is not any more proof of that fact than there is that the hon- 
ored Speaker who presides over this House assassinated William 
McKinley. 

It is hard to argue things when there is absolutely no evidence 
on which to base them. There is that book [exhibiting book]; 
the names are alphabetically arranged, but at the end of the book 
there are about fifty names that are not alphabetically arranged. 
The county commissioners of Lackawanna County certify that 








The comparison of the list shows that is not 


| this is a correct copy of the registration made up in that county 


in May, 1902. Have they certified to a lie? Is their certificate 
proof? If it is, then this list of voters was made up in May, 1902, 
and not on the election day. Yet the majority of the committee 
find as a fact, and they want you to so vote, that these men were 
guilty of fraud and corruption because they added fifty names to 
that book. Are you going to do it? 

Now, I want to go a step further. 

Mr. YOUNG. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. JOHNSON, Certainly. 
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Mr. YOUNG. Waiving for a moment the question of any 
illegal votes in this borough, is there anything in the evidence 
tending to show that the returns of the election officers are any- 
thing but a true statement of the votes actually cast, whether 
legal or not? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Nobody questioned the returns until the 
lawyers did it in the argument and the committee did it in their 
report. No one has testified that the men did not count the votes 
openly and publicly and fairly. 

Now, let me get back to this book and go one step further, my 
friends. I want to call your attention to the fact that the county 
commissioners of Lackawanna County say that that is a certified 
list of the registration as made up in May, 1902. If it was made 
up in May, 1902, and these names were put at the back of it, who 
did it? Certainly not the election officers. But more than that— 
now listen—the election officers at that precinct never had this 
book in their possession, and they never had in their possession 
the book from which this is copied. Then how in the name of 
common sense and common reason are you going tosay that these 
men added those names and were guilty of fraud? 

What did the election officers have? The election officers, un- 
der the law of Pennsylvania, had a certified copy that was made 
from the registration list. That copy that the election officers 
had is not introduced in evidence. Let me be understood—the 
county commissioners made for the election officers in the Second 
Ward of Winton a certified copy of the registration list. When 
managers got through with the election, do you know what they 
did with that certified copy? They did not send it back to the 
office of the county commissioners, where this book comes from; 
they put it in the ballot box. Thatiswhereitis. That is where 
it has been ever since the night of the 4th of November, 1902. 
And the ballot boxes are in the possession of the contestant, anid 
he did not openthem. Hehad themimpounded. He gave notice 
that he was going to open them, yet they have not been opened 
to this day. 

Now, gentlemen, how are you going to find that these election 
officers allowed anybody to vote whose name was not on the list 
that they had unless you have in evidence what they did have? 
You must either have before you the registration list that they 
went by or you must at least have acopy of that list. 

Now, then, that list being in the hands of the contestant, or, 
rather, it being in the custody of the court on his motion, and as 
he has not introduced it, although he said he would, are you go- 
ing to find that these managers of election allowed people to vote 
whose names were not on the list that you have never seen? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Why does the gentleman say that that book 
isin tHe possession of the contestant? Is it notin the hands of the 
court officers, and was not one of them selected by the contestant 
and the other by the contestee? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Ido not know anything about that. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Is not that true? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes; they are in the possession of the court. 
They were impounded by the contestant, and he gave notice that 
he was going to open those boxes. He has not done it, and the 
contes'ee was before our committee begging with tears in his 
eyes that these boxes be opened, and your committee refused that 
request, and the contestant objected to it. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Did you not vote on that proposition against 
letting in that evidence? 

Mr. JOHNSON. No; I did not. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Did you not vote with us that they should 
not be received? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I voted that we should not count those bal- 
lots—certainly I did. But I never objected, I do not object now, 
to the boxes being opened and these lists produced. This feature 
of the case was not mentioned. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Is it not true that they are in the possession 
—— court, and that one party has as much right to them as the 
other? 

Mr. JOHNSON. But the contestant gave notice that he was 
going to open them; he had them impounded. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Ido not know when that notice was given. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The record shows it, anyway. 

You in this House are asked to find as a matter of fact that the 
election officers allowed fifty men to vote whose names were not on 
the registration list, and you have not produced before this House 
the list that the registration officers had or a copy made from it. 
If you want to find that they allowed fifty men to vote whose names 
were not on that list, that is your affair. The answer to that 
may be that the election managers had a certified copy from the 
office of the county commissioners, and this being a certified copy 
from the same source it may be claimed that the two papers are 
alike. Let me ask you this: Is it not as fair and as much in 
reason to assume that some clerk in the county commissioners’ 
office, in consideration of $5, added names to that list that ought 








9, 


—— 


not to be there, as it is to assume that five sworn o% 


7 : ae ers hay 
violated their oaths of office? You can take whichever }...° 


the dilemma you please. : 
Then, again, they say that fifty men were allowed to y+ 
names of men who were registered, but who were not tho. 
present and did not vote. There are two kinds of tes; 
prove this. Listen. They hired a man to go out th, 
precinct, not some man who was familiar with the p 


In the 
emselyeg 
ony to 
gh the 


: : le there 
but they hired a man, and the testimony shows it, and ho : 


out, and if he found the voter he reported the fact that } 
found the man, and that the man did not vote at the Secon 
of Winton, for he toldhimso. Do youcatch thatidea? 7 
who went out to hunt up testimony found John Smith anj J 
Jones and thirty or forty other men, and he came back }yefpy, 
commissioners and swore that those men did not vote at Wir i 
on the 4th day of November, 1902, because he had seen thom: } 
talked to them, and they had told him that they did not yo: 
there. Now,as lawyers, are you going to find, as a fact. up n in. 
competent testimony like that that these men were f frand 
and violated their oaths of office? If you want to find it. it js 9) 
right. 
Mr. KLUTTZ. Were any of these fifty men examined? 
Mr. JOHNSON. Not one of them. 
Mr. KLUTTZ. They were all supposed to be right there? 
Mr. JOHNSON. Hesaid he found them and talked with 4 
and found out from them that they did not vote. 
Mr. KLUTTZ. And yet they were not called? 
Mr. JOHNSON. Not one of them. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Did they make up in that 
that they contend were illegally cast—these men j 
ing of? 
Mr. JOHNSON. The testimony as to how they voted was that 
way, but I will say to the gentleman from Maine that here is the 
oint: The committee have found that the election officers at the 
Second Wardof Winton were guilty of fraud, in that they allowed 
fifty men to vote in the names of registered voters who were not 
present and did not vote. In other words, you might be a regis- 
tered voter and somebody voted in your name. That is what the 
majority say happened, and they prove it by sending a man out 
into the precinct. and he found a great number of these men. 
He says he talked with them. Hecame back before the commis 
sioner, and his testimony is: ‘‘I found John Smith, and 1 found 
John Jones; I found Peter Smalls, and they did not vote in this 
ward on the 4th day of November, 1902, because they told me so.” 
They did not produce the voters to prove that they did not vote, 
but they produced this one man, who went all over the ward and 
testified for everybody. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Do you mean to say that is all the evi- 
dence the committee have to sustain that proposition? 
Mr. JOHNSON. That is the evidence upon which one class is 
Now, this fellow went out and 


onilt 
mm ikl y { 


so all 
15 Gul 


based, and there is one other. 
inquired—— 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What is the other? 
Mr. JOHNSON. Let me explain it. He went out and in 
quired in the district. He says he did. He comes back and he 
says: “I could not find Mr. Littlefield; I could not find Mr. William 
Jones; I could not find Mr. John Johnson, but from the best inior- 
mation I could get after making thorough inquiry | am satisfied 
that they were not here on the 4th of last November. 
Mr. YOUNG. How long after the election was that investigt 
tion made? sith 
Mr. JOHNSON. That was in February, 1903, I think. Now, 
gentlemen, that is the kind of testimony upon which the finding 
is based that fifty men voted in the names of other men. _ 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Do you mean to say that is al U 
dence the committee have? oe 
Mr. JOHNSON. That is all the evidence there 15 as to 10M! 
six of them. I am going to tell you about the other tour. 
Mr. DRISCOLL. Supposing John Smith was a repisiel’ 
voter and on election day some man voted in place of Jon! 
The contestant wants to show that John Smith was not 
election day, and that somebody else was voted in his place 
Mr. JOHNSON. Yes. . i 
Mr. DRISCOLL. He sends out that man to investica®™ 
investigates thoroughly, and comes back and says that 
was not in the ward at that time. Now, of course that! 
of the evidence that might be introduced, but you cow aad 
every householder in that district and have their evi! » "> 
rove it by every man that John Smith was not jvils tisfac: 
ouse, and he would have to prove it. That woule be" ™ 
tory, but they have only taken the proof of this man W® 
investigated it. Rie ie 
If they found that John Smith was there, was if not ‘acit0n 
= other side to show by some one man he was there 0 © 
ay? 
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Mr. JOHNSON. I have already said that you are trying to 
shift the burden of proof by bringing in incompetent testimony. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. You ask an impossibility. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Now, gentlemen, hear this: A man goes out 
into the ward and comes back and tells the court, ‘* From the best 
information that I can get this man was not there.’’ It is hearsay 
evidence; how far removed the Lord only knows; Ido not. He 
may have gone to James Smith’s wife and she told him that her 
husband told her that John Jones told him that his wife told him 
that her mother told her that her daughter-in-law told her that 
jer son did not vote on that day. That is the kind of testimony 
itis. If this House wants to accept it and act on it and find upon 
that sort of evidence that these men did not vote, but that some- 
hody voted in their names and the managers of election acted 
fraudulently, then you have the right to do it. . ; 

Mr. KLUTTZ. Was there any evidence who hired him? 

Mr. JOHNSON. The testimony is that he was hired to hunt 

at matter up. 
or KLUTTZ. Was there any evidence of illegal voting? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Ido not know of any. 
examine this kind of thing—— 

Mr, LITTLEFIELD, You do not claim that it was improper 
to hire him to do this? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I do not say that the man was not properly 
hired to go out and hunt information. Ido say his conclusions 
are not competent evidence. He should have brought his inform- 
ants to tell what they knew. They rely ona hired man’s conclu- 
sions. He knows nothing. They do not prove it by the man’s 
mother, his brother, or somebody who knows of hisown knowledge 
that some man moved out of the ward the week before the elec- 


tion, 

Mr. KENNEDY. I just want to ask the gentleman why the 
minority of the committee found the facts of the majority were 
correct as to this dead man. There was nobody to confirm that 
statement. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The man testified that the fellow was dead, 
and that he went tothe funeral. That is the very best of evidence. 

Mr. KENNEDY. There is no testimony that he saw the man 
in the coffin. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The witness said the man’s father said that he 
was dead, and ** I went to the funeral.’’ I consider that compe- 
tentevidence. [Laughter.] 

You see when I strike legal testimony I recognize it. 

Now, for instance, four men whose names appeared in that pre- 
cinct as having voted appear on the stand as witnesses and say 
that they did not vote. Now, as to these, nobody contradicts 
their evidence. Why were the others who, it is alleged, did not 
vote called as witnesses? In many precincts in my district the 
election officers know every man who votes at that precinct; they 
know his wife and how many children he has, how old they are, 
how much land he has, how many horses and what color they 
are. I say that in country precincts like that, if the election offi- 
cers were to allow three men to vote whose names are not on the 
list or allow somebody else to vote in their names, I would say 
that it was fraud. But what are the facts here? This election 
took place in a mining district, where nearly every man that 
voted was a miner; where it is matter of common knowledge, and 
the record in this case shows it, that the men who employed these 
miners do not know their names—they know them by numbers. 
Now, these men came rushing out of the mines, for the testimony 
is that they voted after the day’s work wasdone. They came out 
from the bowels of the earth, covered with soot and coal dust, 
having earned their bread by the sweat of their faces that day, 
and they marched up to the polls, called out their names, and 
When the name was found on the registry list they voted. Are 
you going to hold that because four men of that class, four men 
Who are not known by the men for whom they labor from day to 
day, should be so well known to the election officers that t ley 
‘an not be imposed upon? 

_ Then there is one other question that I want torefer to. There 
Snot any legal evidence here that any nonregistered man voted 
Who did not make affidavit as the law requires. 

The law of Pennsylvania provides that if a man applies to vote 
and his name is not on the registration list he shall not be al- 
owed to vote unless he makes affidavit setting forth certain 
— We are bound to assume the election officers did their 
ak and that if anybody applied to vote and his name was not 
ta = list the managers required him to give an affidavit. How 
at a ey find the facts in this case that the election officers did 

obod it? They do not find it from any evidence in that regard. 
6.500 y said anything about it. Although the contestant called 

: dave ee nobody testified that election ofticers did not take 
es vits; nobody testified that men were allowed to vote whose 

: ®s were not on the list that the election officers had. During 

argument of the case, when the contestant’s counsel argued 
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When you come to | 





with all the force that was in him that these election precincts 
were fraudulent because there were names on the poll list which 
were not on the registration list and that no affidavits were 
taken from nonregistered voters, he discovered that he had failed 
to prove that the affidavits were not taken. Then what hap- 
pened? After the case was argued he went back to the State of 
Pennsylvania, and on the 12th day of January, 1904, he procured 
from the prothonotary of that county a certificate to the effect 
that he had looked and he could not find any affidavits there. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. That applies to Old Forge. 

Mr. JOHNSON. There were two, were there not? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. No, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSON. ‘Then, you have got nothing as to Ward 2 of 
Winton. Now, gentlemen, an officer who has custody of papers 


| can certify copies thereof. What is the reason of the rule? Those 


are public papers; they are in a public place for public uses, and 
it is not proper that they should be carried all over the country; 
and the law has wisely provided that they shall have a place of 
deposit, that they shall be in the care of a custodian, and when 
they are needed that custodian under his oath of office can fur- 
nish certified copies. 

One can not prove by the clerk of a court on a mere certificate 
that there is no judgment against a given man ina certain county. 
He can not say that there was a defective paper there and in his 
judgment it was not a judgment. He must certify the paper. 
He can not certify that there is no paper. Then let us go a step 
further. He certifies that these affidavits are not in his office. 
Suppose we admit that his statement of a fact in this form estab- 
lishes that fact. Presumptions do not go backwards. You may 
prove that a man is crazy to-day. That is absolutely no evidence 
that he was crazy ten years ago, and you could not upon that evi- 
dence upset a will executed ten years ago or one year ago. 

a LITTLEFIELD. But the certificate recites they were not 
filed. 

Mr. JOHNSON. He goes further than offering a certificate 
that it is not there; he makes himself a witness to say they were 
never there, and ought to have been sworn and examined and 
cross-examined just like any other witness. 

Mr. YOUNG. May IL interrupt the gentleman for a question? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. YOUNG. The gentleman from New York says that it 
was the duty of the election officers to file with the prothonotary 
these affidavits. 

Mr. JOHNSON. It is. 

Mr. YOUNG. Is there any evidence that the election officers 
filed with the prothonotary all the affidavits they got? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Ihave tried as scrupulously as is in the power 
of mortal man to consider this case on the evidence, not on 
arguments of counsel; but I will say it was admitted on both 
sides that election officers frequently dumped these affidavits in 
the ballot box. I do not know whether they did or not. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I think Mr. Ballentine claimed; I do not be- 
lieve Mr. Holgate admitted it. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Holgate admitted it, and I will make you 
recollect it. You remember when Mr. Green came and argued 
the fact there were no fraudulent votes Mr. Holgate jumped up 
and said: ‘‘If you will take back the admission Ballentine made 
yesterday, I will take mine back.’’ He pleaded the babyact. But 
I do not care anything about it. I say that if you were to admit 
that that certificate was competent as testimony, and if you were 
to admit these affidavits are not on file there now—and even that 
they never were on file—it is not any presumption that the elec- 
tion officers did not take them. They may have taken them and 
neglected to file them. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It was their duty to file them, and the 
presumption is that they discharged that duty. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The presumption of law is that they filed them 
in the clerk’s office. The neglect to file them would be irregu- 
larity, but the neglect to take them would beacrime. If you 
are going to presume anything against a man, you must presume 
an irregularity rather than a crime. 


Mr. PALMER. The law is that they must file them—— 

Mr. JOHNSON. I say they must go to the prothonotary’s 
office. 

Mr. PALMER. Whose duty is it to send them there? 

Mr. JOHNSON. It is the duty of the election officers. 

Mr. PALMER. And the presumption is that they did their 
duty. 

Mr. JOHNSON. You say that they did not do their duty, and 


that they acted so fraudulently that you can not believe anything 
they say. 

Now, then, I want to go on. The majority of the committee 
say that because the election officers allowed men Whose names 
had ‘‘ D. I.” opposite them to vote without tiking affidavits that 
they are guilty of fraud, I wantto call your attention to the law. 
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The law of Pennsylvania does not require a man whose declara- | Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. The gentleman stood up a: ies 
he did concede it. ‘hough 


tion of intention is indicated opposite his name on the list to give | 
Mr. PALMER. Does standing up concede anything? 


an affidavit. The lawsays that when aman applies to vote whose | 
name is not on the registry list he shall make an affidavit. The| Mr. FOSTERof Vermont. The gentleman’s words inaj, ated it 
Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Speaker, I must hurry on. . 


man whose name is on the list with ‘‘ D. [.”’ opposite is not in that 

class of voters who must make an affidavit in order to vote. He| Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Let me ask the gentleman thi: 

is on the list. | Suppose the question in controversy in the three war 
Now, then, what does it mean? The assessor shall put on the | to whom certain votes were cast for and if deducted fro) 

list the names of men who have filed their declaration of inten- | testee’s vote would still leave him elected, and suppos; 

tion to become citizens and who intend to carry out that declara- | votes were added to the contestant’s vote the resu)t 


{nestion: 
> WAS as 
the con- 
if those 


tion before the next election. That is all that these letters mean. 
If a man comes up tothe booth to vote and his name is on the list 
with ‘‘ D. I.’’ opposite, and he produces his naturalization certifi- 
cate and shows the election officers that he has fulfilled his inten- 
tion, upon that naturalization paper he can vote and no affidavit 
is required. Now,I do not see any lawyer from Pennsylvania 
denying this. 

Mr. PALMER. I think the gentleman is right about that. We 
are like you—when we see that a thing is right, we admit it. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. Speak louder. 


Mr. JOHNSON. The gentleman says that the proposition is | 


true; that if a man has “‘ D. I.’’ opposite his name and goes up to 
vote, if he has in the meanwhile become naturalized and produces 
his naturalization papers, then he does not have to make an affi- 
davit. Yet the majority of this committee have found that the 


with those letters opposite their names to vote. They call par- 
ticular attention to the number at each of the three precincts 
thrown out, and infer fraud. If you want to accept that sort of 
an inference, you can doit. This action of the election officers, 
instead of being fraudulent, was legal. 


Mr. WEBB. But does not the majority report state the reverse | 


of your proposition? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes; they say that election officers were guilty 
of fraud in not taking affidavits from men whose names appeared 
on the registry list with ‘‘ D. I.” againstthem. I have justshown 
or action of the officers was not only not fraudulent, it 
was legal. 

Mr. WEBB. They state that he must have been sworn even 
though his name was on the registry book. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, that disposes of all the 


on the record, and we do not know whether they are Democrats 
or Republicans. Wedonot know anything they did except from 
the returns. Nobody has testified that they did anything im- 
proper, and this fraud is found by the majority of the committee 
by inferences from these records which I have commented upon in 
your presence. Now, if you see fit to find as matter of fact that 
these election officers, whose names are not identified, whose pol- 
itics you do not know, about whom nobody has said one word, 
violated their oaths of office, then you can do it. 

The testimony as to all three of the precincts is practically the 
same. I would be glad, if time permitted, to take up every state- 
ment of the majority separately and discuss it, but I can not. 
After they have thrown out three precincts entirely the contestee 
still has 8 plurality. If all the alleged illegal votes at these three 
precints were deducted from contestee, it would leave him a com- 
fortable majority. 

Mr. WEEMS. I would like to ask the gentleman whether it is 
a fact that if the committee had undertaken to purge the vote by 
deducting from the contestee’s vote the maximum claim made by 
the contestant himself before the committee as to the number of 
illegal votes, then which of these two men would be elected? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I do not quite understand. 

Mr. WEEMS. Suppose the committee had thrown out in these 
three precincts all the illegal votes—— 

Mr. JOHNSON. And had deducted them from thecontestee’s 
vote, had deducted every vote that the contestant alleged was 
illegal, then the contestee would still be elected to this House. 

Mr. PALMER. The gentleman does not mean that, does he? 
There were 2,002 illegal votes, and the gentleman doesn’t mean 
that if all those had been deducted from the contestee’s vote he 
would still be elected? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I say that if you take all of the illegal votes 
that the contestant claims in these three precincts and deduct 
them from the contestee he would still be elected. Now, gentile- 
men, I want to say 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. One moment. I think, Mr. Speaker, 
it is important to know whether the other side concedes that fact. 

Mr. PALMER. Oh, not at all. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Do you concede it? 

Mr. PALMER. Not for a second. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. No; we do not concede it. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The report does not discuss that in detail. 


| you don’t know whether they all ought to be taken fron 
| testee or whether or not they all ought to be added to 





wo k A 
changed, then you would have anelement of doubt. W),»; on 


the gentleman say to that situation? If it is true that tho votes 
in doubt are uncertain as to whom they were thrown for, so tha¢ 


i the con 


he con- 

testant, there is an element of doubt and of uncertainty, ‘What 

does the gentleman say to that condition? . rs 

Mr. JOHNSON, I know of no law for adding illegal yotes 4, 
anyone’s vote. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Suppose there are 100 votes thrown as to 

which there is a doubt for whom they are thrown, and you don't 


| know whether they are thrown for the contestee or the contestan; 
| so that by deducting from the contestee you might not reach the 


correct result, because the truth might show that they should 


| have been added to the other man. 
election officers were guilty of fraud because they allowed men | 


Mr. JOHNSON. If aman isan illegal voter and put a ballot 
in the box for Howell, there is no reason why it should be added 
to Connell. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If you deduct from the contestee you 
might not reach the right result. , 

Mr. JOHNSON. I don’t think you would. I think you ought 
to apportion the votes among them, according to their respective 
legal vote. ¢ 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. But that is an arbitrary rule. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Let me suggest that if they are 
not illegal votes they ought not to be deducted from anyone, and 


| if they are illegal they ought not to be counted for anybody. 


Mr. JOHNSON. After throwing out these three precincts upon 
the kind of testimony I have tried to explain, they find by evi 
dence aliunde that 32 votes were cast for the contestant. Iam 


| not going to comment on that testimony, but I hope every lawyer 
ground upon which the Second Ward of Winton is thrown out. | 
Let me repeat briefly. The election officers’ names do not appear | 


in this House will read it. That is the strongest argument that 
I can make against it, asking you to read it; and if you want to 
believe it, then in God’s name accept it. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. But we can not readit. It is too much. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Oh, no; there is only one witness. I am not 
asking you to read all the evidence in the record, but we have set 
out in the minority report every single word of testimony to show 
upon what the majority find that contestant received 82 legal 
votes. They prove 29 of the 32 by one witness, so that you would 
not have to read but one man’s testimony, and it is in the minor- 
ity report. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Does the gentleman mean tliat the ma- 
jority claim there were 200 votes that should be deducted? 
Mr. PALMER. Oh, that is another thing. ' 
Mr. JOHNSON. That is another thing, and I am coming to 
thatnow. Themajority, after throwing out these three precincts 
and giving Mr. Howell nothing there, give the contestant ° 
votes there, and 29 of those votes are found to have b 
the contestant by one man’s ae 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is, in the three precincts 
Mr. WEBB. Does the gentleman mean to say that the majo! 
ity finds and holds that these three precincts were so ta 
fraud that they are cast aside entirely? 
Mr. JOHNSON. Yes. 
Mr. WEBB. And yet go back over these same th” 
which they have thrown out for fraud and pick out 
count them for the contestant? 
Mr. JOHNSON. Yes; that is what they have done. 
good deal has been heard about affidavits here to-day. - 
of Pennsylvania provide that if a man goes to the o's © 
and his name is not on the registry list he can not v: I 
makes an affidavit to certain facts prescribed bylaw. +! 
davits are printed. They are furnished to the election manas 
rinted forms, with blanks to be filled out. It happen’ ™ 
in this election there were 420 of these affidavits upon \ 
swore in their votes defective, and because they w 
some of these blanks were not filled out, The vows 
cast upon defective affidavits were illegal. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from ° 
lina has ss : 
Mr. McLAIN. Mr. Speaker, I will yield the gen' 
minutes more. ; . 
Mr. JOHNSON. The majority of the committee ! 
of these blanks, that 418 of those men cast illegal vo' 
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if the poll clerk should spell anybody's name wrong the vote of 
that man should be declared illegal and deducted from the vote of 
the candidate for whom it had been cast. Suppose, further, that 
inholdinganelection in a Congressional district the poll clerks acci- 
jentally spelled wrong the names of 418 men, and you were called 


upon as a judge in your district to decide the question how those 418 | 


men voted, do you not think it would paralyze the conscience of any 
man to come before your court and claim that every one of the 418 


men whose names the poll clerks had misspelled voted for the same | 


candidate? Those alleged illegal votes came from 94 different 
precinct in that Congressional district, and contestant claims 


that every one of these accidental illegal votes were cast for con- | 


steer, 

‘ Mr. DRISCOLL. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes; but I hope the gentleman will remem- 
ber that I have only ten minutes. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Does the gentleman mean to say that we 
found any such thing as that? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I have not said that you did. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Then what are you talking about? 

Mr. JOHNSON. The contestant claimed that every one of 
those 418 votes was cast for the contestee, and he brought some 
sort of testimony for the yoy of establishing that conclusion. 
He had 6,500 witnesses. 
sworn the horns off a billy goat. [Laughter.] Some of them were 
evidently willing to do it. He found men who could undertake 
to saddle every one of the 418 illegal votes on the contestee. If I 
had five minutes more, I would like to show the kind of testi- 
mony by which that contention was sought to be supported. A 
fellow was furnished a list of names of men who had voted and 
whose affidavits were illegal. 

He went out over the district, into one precinct and another— 
half a dozen or a dozen of them—-and then he came back and tes- 
tified that from the best investigation that he could make this or 
that man was a Democrat and voted for Howell. That is the 
kind of evidence upon which they want you to say that all these 
illegal votes were cast for contestee. 

Four hundred and eighteen men to whom no moral turpitude 
is attached, their votes being pronounced illegal by reason of the 
merest accident of an official failing-to fill out a blank in an affi- 
dayit, are all alleged to have voted for one candidate. The defect- 
ive affidavits came from ninety-four election precincts, some of 
which were carried by contestant and others by contestee. Don’t 
you know that those illegal votes were cast for the two can- 
didates just about in the same proportion as they received legal 
votes? 

Here is a sample of the testimony (Record, p. 1203): 

By Mr. Holgate: 

Q. You have, then, either personal knowledge or you have made inquiry 
soe politics or the persons for whom these parties voted, have you?—A. 

Q. And satisfied yourself?—A. Yes, sir; perfectly. 

&. That is, as to all of them?—A. Yes, sir. 

(Papers shown witness. ) 


have no doubt that they could have | 


Suppose there was an election law in Pennsylvania providing that | 
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Q. Did he have any talk since with you about how he voted and whom he 
voted for?—A. I refuse to answer. 

Q. E. J. Haley?—A. Democrat. 

Q. Did you have any talk with him as to how he voted, or for whom he 
voted, or whom he supported on election day? 

_ Mr. HouGare. The question is objected to as not cross-examination, and 
in competent? 

The Witness. I refuse to answer. 

By Mr. Baylor: 
. Were you there when he voted that day? 
ts r. HOLGATE. We make the same objection, that it is not cross-examina- 
ion. 
The Witness. I refuse to answer. 
By Mr. Baylor: 

Q. Did you challenge his vote? 

Mr. HOLGATE (to the witness). You need not answer as to anything that 
happened on election day. 

he Witness. I refuse to answer. 
By Mr. Baylor: 

Q. Henry Herbert, in the Second district of the Second Ward, did you have 
any conversation with him on election day?—A. I refuse to answer. 

Q. Did you have any conversation with him since as to how he voted, or for 
whom he voted on that day?—A. I refuse to answer the question. 

Q. Were you there when he voted that day?—A. I refuse to answer. 

. Did you challenge his vote?—A. I refuse to answer. 

. P. E. Timlin?—A. Democrat. 

. Did you see him and have any conversation with him as to how he voted 
or for whom he voted on that day/—A. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. HOLGATE. You may say that you decline to answer these questions on 
the advice of counsel. 

By Mr. Baylor: 
. Joseph Colbort?-—A. You have not got that right. 

Mr. HOLGATE. I desire to enter another general objection to the whole of 
this cross-examination, and ask that it be stricken out for the reason that it 
isincompetent, and not cross-examination of any matter inquired of in chief. 

By Mr. Baylor: 

Q. Joseph Colbert; did you see him around the polls on election day?—A. I 
refuse to answer the question on advice of counsel. 

Q. Did you have any conversation with him there that day?—A. I refuse to 
answer the question on advice of counsel. 

Q. Now, did you have any conversation with him since as to how he voted 
for the office of Congressman at the last election?—A. I refuse to answer the 
question on advice of counsel. 

. Did you have any conversation with him that day as to how he voted?— 
A. I refuse to answer on advice of counsel. 
Q. Were you there when he voteda!—A. I refuse to answer on advice of 


‘ counsel. 


Q. You have been employed, have you, in gathering information in regard 


to the politics of these men whose names appeared in these affidavits; as to 
how they voted, have you!—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have yon inquired in the second district of the Second Ward of Carbon- 
dale as to the affidavits filed in this case?—A. Yes, sir. 

). Did you make inquiry in relation to William Healey?—A. Yes, sir. 

@. What did you ascertain in reference to his polities? 

Mr. BAYLOR. Counsel for the contestee ondeets to the question as incom- 


Q. And did you challenge his vote?—A. I refuse to answer on advice of 
counsel. 


7 Thomas 8. Roche; did you have a talk with him there on election day?— 
A. IL refuse to answer the question on advice of counsel. 

Q. Did you see him there that day?—A. I refuse to answer the question on 
advice of counsel. ‘ s , 

Q. Have you had any conversation with him since as to how he voted’— 
A. I refuse to answer the question on advice of counsel. 

@. Did you have any conversation with him that day as to how he voted 
or for whom?—A. I refuse to answer the question on advice of counsel. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Doesthe gentleman say the committee found 
that 200 of those 418 men voted for Howell? 

Mr. JOHNSON, Yes, you did. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. That isa mistake. We found simply that 
200 out of 2,001 illegal votes were cast for Mr. Howell. That is 
our finding in our report; that is the finding as stated in my re- 
marks. Two hundred out of 2,001—a very modest finding on the 
evidence. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Gentlemen, it is worse than I thought it was. 
Here they say that there is evidence that there were 2,000 illegal 
votes cast in the district. They say that they find as a matter of 
fact that 200 of these votes were cast for Mr. Howell, and they 
deduct that many from his vote. They find asa matter of fact 


| that only one such vote was cast for the contestant. 


petent, immaterial, and irrelevant, and not the proper way to prove the poli- | 


tics of a voter. 
By Mr. Holgate: 


Q. What did you ascertain with reference to his olitics)—A. Democrat. 
Q. What did" you ascertain with reference tothe politics of Edward J. 
Healey, of the same ward and district? 


te = BAYLOR. Counsel for the contestee object to the question as incompe- 
Lt, IMmMate 


of a voter, 

The Witness. Democrat. 
By Mr. Holgate: 

~ What did you ascertain with reference to the politics of Henry Her- 
rt, of the same ward and district? 

tail BAYLOR. Counsel for the contestee object to the question as incompe- 

tan -imm \terial, and irrelevant, and not the proper way to prove the politics 
t wer, 
The Wirness. Democrat. 


This one witness's testimony covers several pages just like the 


— There are pages and pages of the same sort of evidence 
poe uch the record. I give below a sample of the cross-exami- 
ion of thi 


8 Witness, on page 1210. He is swift enough in giving 


his conclusions, He said, himself, that he had satisfied himself | 


perfectly. What did it take to satisfy him? On the cross-exami- 
rel he refused to answer every question that tended to bring 
ut what facts he knew to base his conclusions on. 
By Mr. Baylor: 
Now, you know William Haley, do yout—A. Yes, sir. 


Did ou have said he was a Democrat?—A. Yes, sir. 
* Vid you have any talk with him on election day?—A. I refuse to answer. 


rial, and irrelevant, and not the proper way to prove the politics | 


Now, gentlemen, I will tell you the law on that subject, if you 
want to decide this question as lawyers and judges. 

Mr. GILBERT. What is the testimony as to how many of 
those illegal votes were cast for Mr. Howell and how many for 
Mr. Connell? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Ihave just told you. Out of 2,001 votes they 
claim that 200 were voted for contestee, and this is the way the 


| proceedings were conducted: A fellow went out into the district— 


| into a dozen precincts we will say; he came back and swore that 


he had investigated the matter, and from the best investigation 
he had been able to give the particular voters that he named were 
Democrats or were men who had voted for Mr. Howell. That is 
the testimony. 

Mr. YOUNG. Isit not true that Mr. Connell had the Demo- 
cratic nomination also—was running on the straight Democratic 
ticket? 

Mr. JOHNSON. If I have the time, I suppose I may as well 


| tell how that matter stands. They undertake to charge against 





Mr. Howell illegal votes upon no other testimony than the byre 
statement of a particular man that the voter was a Democrit. 
The record shows that the Democratic convention in Pennsy|!- 
vania split: one faction nominated the contestant and the other 
faction nominated the contestee. 

Did you know that? They had a lawsuit down at Harrisburg, 
Pa., to determine which was the legal Democratic nominee, and 
the contestant was the plaintiff in that suit, who went into court 
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as a plaintiff to have his name placed on the Democratic official 
ticket. The court decided that neither had been regularly cer- 
tified to the secretary of state. The consequence was that nobody 
ran on the Democratic ticket. Mr. Connell ran on the Repub- 
lican ticket and on the ballot-reform ticket, whatever that may 
mean. Mr. Howell ran on the antimachine ticket, whatever that 
may mean. Now, in view of the fact that the Democrats were 
divided, a Connell faction and a Howell faction, how are you go- 
ing to stand here as lawyersand tell me that because a man testi- 


fied that another was a Democrat, therefore he voted for Howell? | 


You ought to go further and show that he was a Howell Demo- 
crat, or what brand of Democracy he belonged to. You know, 
unfortunately, we have got several brands. eed 

Now, gentlemen, let me finish the legal proposition I wanted 
tosubmit. They say that something like 2,000 illegal votes were 
cast in that district. 


|can name and a foreign name, who may be registered 
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| the people did not elect, and unseat the man they did elect 
Why didn’t they sift the thing to the bot- | 


tom and find out how they were cast; and in the absence of testi- | 


mony showing for which man they were cast, why didn’t they 
take them off both of the candidates according to their legal votes 
in the respective districts? 

This illustration is used in the minority report: Suppose that a 
man was elected to Congress by a majority of 1 vote; and sup- 
pose there was a contest over the election and the contestant de- 
manded that the votes should be recounted. Suppose that you 


you have counted 3 boxes out of 162 you find a mistake in favor 


of the contestant of 2 votes, and thereby put him 1 vote ahead of | law and a few extracts from the testimony that I int: 


the contestee. "Would you stop then and there? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 

Mr. McLAIN. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
ing of those votes and seat the contestant? Do you think that 
would be fair? Do you think that would be judicial? You are 
not counting the votes for his special benefit, you are counting 
them to find out the truth. Well, now, here are certain alleged 
illegal votes. 
Howell, when they subtract that number from his votes, to elect 
the other man. Why do they not go through with the whole 
thing, sift those illegal votes, find out from the testimony, if they 
can, for whom they were cast? If the testimony shows for whom 
they were cast, take them from that man. 
to show for whom they were cast, then divide them among the 
candidates under the rules of law. 


I yield five minutes more to the gentleman. 


say. 

Mr. GILBERT. What would have been the result if you had 
thrown out the whole precinct? 

Mr. JOHNSON. If we divided them among the candidates, of 
course the contestee would have been elected. 

Mr. GILBERT. I mean the whole vote of that precinct. 

Mr. JOHNSON. There were 94 precincts, and the Lord knows 
what the result would have been. Idonot. Insome of them the 
contestant beat the contestee three to one. In some of them the 
contestee beat the contestant three to one, but their vote was 


The time of the gentleman has | 


| 
| 


The committee find that enough of them voted for | 


If the evidence fails | 


| Do not go back to your districts and exhaust all the adj: 
| the dictionary to find beautiful words to tell the laboring 


FEBRUARY 9, 


you want to say that election officers have been guilty 0; 
because they allowed men to vote who are unknown to ¢! 
employers, whose names no Member of this House ¢.) 
spell or pronounce, who frequently and generally have an 


fraud 
r own 
ither 
\meri- 
their 
iCT1Can 
OV ided 


foreign name and the poll clerk wrote down their A, 
name, all in the absence of the list the officers were , 
with, to do it. , 

I have no more idea how those names are pronounced thay my 
4-year-old boy. Possibly if we knew how the name js pro- 
nounced we could look at the poll list and find the namo as the 
clerk spelled it. Now, take this case, consider it on incompetent 
hearsay evidence, if you will; find fraud on such insufficijcey: testi, 
mony, if you want to; throw out precincts and seat a man that 
that if you want to; it is nothing tome. But if you do, do = 
stand upon this floor hereafter and tell us how much you ' 
the virtue and intelligence of the laboring men of this; 


1dmire 
untry, 
ives In 
men 


how you love them, but just goto your laboring men and gay: 


| ‘* We kicked the man out of Congress that your fellow-laborers 


elected up in the Tenth districtof Pennsylvania.”” [Loud applause 


| on the Democratic side. | 
open the ballot boxes and proceed to count the votes, and when | 


Mr. DRISCOLL. I now yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Speaker, there were a few quotat 


1Ons of 


nded to 
read to the House, but for lack of time I did not do that. | 
would like to have the permission of the House to incorporate 
them in my remarks. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Car- 


Would you stop then and there in the count- | olina asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Rec- 


ORD. Isthereobjection? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none, 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I ask the same privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks the same privilege. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no 
objection. 

Mr. BIRDSALL. Mr. Speaker, the a involved in this 
case should be determined upon principles of equity and good con- 
science uninfluenced by political considerations or any considera- 
tion whatever save todo equal and exact justice betwen the par- 
ties. We have in the pending case a printed record of nearly 
4,000 pages, a recordencumbered by much testimony of an incom- 


y | petent character, out of all which it has been a laborious task 
Now, gentlemen, I have not said one-tenth of what I ought to 


| consideration, and have joined in the report of the ma 


for the committee to whom the duty was assigned to sift the 
chaff and ascertain the truth. Realizing that it is impossible for 
every Member of this House to go through the record, and tlat 
many must rely upon the integrity as well as the judgment of the 
inuividual members of the committee, any statement made should 
bear the imprint of truth and be verified by the record. | have 
endeavored to give this case a careful examination and judicial 
rity not 


_ only because I believe it will receive the support of this House, 


about equal in all those precincts where these alleged illegal votes | 


were cast. barring the three precincts that they have thrown out. 
Mr. GILBERT. I understand the precedents of the House to 
be that when there is so much fraud that you can not separate 


| of a high order, is a paradox and an impossibility 


but because it meets my conscientious approbation and approval. 
Upon the intelligent voter and the purity of the ballot rests the 
security of government. A republic without intelligence. = that 
Under our 


| system, with the elective franchise so freely extended, the con- 


the legal from the illegal votes, sometimes the House has thrown | 


out the whole precinct and sometimes it has undertaken to elimi- 
nate the fraudulent from the legal votes. 

Mr. JOHNSON. When the House acts judicially, it endeavors 
to purge the ballot box of illegal votes. 
partisan way, it throws out the precinct. 

Mr. GILBERT. What I want to get at is, under the proof, can 
you eliminate the fraudulent votes from the legal votes? 

Mr. JOHNSON. There is no trouble in the world about it. 
Every man whose vote is alleged to be illegal is published, and the 


evidence upon which they expect to prove that his vote is illegal | 


is referred to. 
Mr. GILBERT. And the party affiliations? 


Mr. JOHNSON. Now, gentlemen, I have no personal feeling 
and no political feeling in this case. I want the House to do what | 


is right, and that is all. There were a great many things in the 
an honest legal argument. 


of the voters were miners. 
Mr. YOUNG. And ona strike. 


stant’ y menacing danger is the ballot in the hands of ignorance 
supplemented by fraud and corruption at the ballot box. It be- 


| hooves us, therefore, to put the stamp of our disapproval upon 


Whenever it acts in a | 
| that, by reason of its complex population engaged in 


every act which tends to debauch the elector or defile the election, 
A careful review of the election laws of the State of nnsyl- 
vania and the decisions of its courts thereunder serve to show 
operating 
s which 
the citi- 


+91 
1 + 
e Daliol 


its mines and embraced within the many populous 1! 
it contains, strenuous efforts have been made to prote ' 
zen in his right to vote and the State against frauds at 
box. Yet this case illustrates how weak and impotent 
laws enacted in the face of careless action or desig” 


are the 
y fraud 


| upon the part of the officers chosen to execute them. 


To fully understand and justly weigh the merits of tliis : on 5 
is important to understand the election laws of the (ouimor 


wealth of Pennsylvania. The organic law, or constitution fixes 


: | the following qualifications for suffrage: 
record that a man might have referred to, but I preferred to make | 


Do you know why the contestee was | 


= - . od om | 
elected? That election took place in a district where 80 per cent | a a eee 


Mr. JOHNSON. It took place just after the greatest strike in | 


mnodern times. You know something of the feeling that existed. 
The testimony shows that the contestant was a coal operator. 
The men who elected the Congressman from that district were 


coal miners. Are you surprised at the way they cast their votes? | 
If you want to throw out three precincts because of fraud, if | 


ARTICLE VIII, Secrron 1, CONSTITUTION 1874. 
Every male citizen 21 years of age possessing the following 


First. He shall have been a citizen of the United States at lea 
Second. He shall have resided in the State one year (or, 
viously been a qualified voter or native-born citizen of the 5 
have removed therefrom and returned six months) immediate 

the election. : 
Third. He shall have resided in the election district where ! 
vote at least two months immediately preceding the election 
Fourth. If 22 years of age,or upwards, he shall have pa\ 
years, a State or county tax, which shall have been assesse' 
months and paid at least one month before the election. 


1 
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ARTICLE VIII, SECTION 7, CONSTITUTION 1874. 

All laws regulating the holding of elections by the citizens or for the reg- 
istration of electors 8 all be uniform throughout the State. 

Article VIII, section 4, of the constitution of the Common- 
wealth of Pennsylvania, of 1874, provided that every ballot should 
te numbered in the order in which it was received, and the num- 
pers recorded by the election officers on the list of voters — 
site the name of the elector who presented the ballot. It also 
provided that any elector might write his name upon the ticket 
or cause the same to be written thereon and attested by a citizen 

e district. 
otis last provision of the constitution was stricken out in 1901 
py an amendment to the constitution as follows: 
Gi AMENDMENT. 


Strike out section 4of Article VIII and insert in place thereof as follows: 
“gge. 4. Allelections by the citizens shall be by ballot or by such other 
method as shall be provided by law: Provided, Thatsecrecy in voting be pre- 


served.” 

The election laws of the State of Pennsylvania, act of May 29, 
1991, provided that for the purpose of making the original annual 
assessment and registration of voters in each of the election dis- 
tricts of this Commonwealth it shall be the duty of each of the 
assessors Who are required to perform any of the duties incident 
tothe holding of elections and the registration of voters in the 
different election districts of this Commonwealth to visit in per- 
son each and every dwelling house in his district on the first 
Monday in May and the first Monday in December of each year, 


oras soon thereafter as may be possible and practicable, and to 


make a list, in a book prepared for that purpose by the county 
commissioners, of all qualified electors that he shall find upon care- 
ful and diligent inquiry to be bona fide residents of his district. 

By the act of May 16, 1895, it is made the duty of the assessor 
tomake a copy of said original list, and on or prior to the fourth 
Monday of May and on or prior to the second Monday in Decem- 
ber in each year to rae a copy on the door of or on the house 
where the election of the respective district is required to be held 
and retain the original list in his possession for the inspection, free 
of charge, of any person resident in the said election district who 
shall desire to see the same, and it is also made the duty of said 
assessor to assess from time to time, on the personal application 
of anyone claiming the right to vote, the name of such claimant, 
and mark opposite the name ‘‘ C. V.,’’ and immediately assess him, 
noting, as in all other cases, his occupation, residence, the date 
of his assessment, whether a boarder or housekeeper; if a boarder, 
with whom he boards, and whether naturalized or designing to 
be,marking in all cases opposite the name the letter ‘‘ N.,’’ ‘* D.,”’ 
or I, N.,”’ as the case may be. 

By section 8 of the act of May 16, 1895, it is further provided 
that after the assessments have been completed, and on the sixty- 
first day before the third Tuesday of February and on the sixty- 
first day before the Tuesday next following the first Monday of 
November of each year, the assessor shall, on the following day, 
make a return to the county commissioners of the “ original reg- 
istry list’’ thus revised and completed and two exact copies there- 
of, and the county commissioners shall thereupon proceed to make 
out a complete list in alphabetical order of all persons so returned 
as taxables in said election district and to furnish the same, to- 
gether with the necessary election blanks, to the officers of the 
election district on or before 7 o’clock in the morning of election; 
and no man shall be permitted to vote at the election on that day 
whose name is not on said list unless he shall make proof of his 
right to vote as hereinbefore required. 

The qualifications required to be shown and the steps necessary 
to be taken by those who are not on the register list are contained 
in section 10 of the act of January 80, 1874, and are as follows: 


non the day of election any person whtse name shall not appear on the 
ey of voters, and who claims the right to vote at said election, shall 
‘duce at least one qualified voter of the district asa witness to the resi- 
a ¢ of the claimantin the district in which he claims to be a voter, for the 
persed of at least two months immediately preceding said election, which 
me shall be sworn or affirmed, and subscribe a written or partly writ- 
shall ner tly printed affidavit to the facts stated by him, which affidavit 
vote ene — where the residence is of the person so claiming to be a 
we and, in addition, the person so claiming the right to vote shall also 
stat 4nd subscribe a written or partly written and partly printed affidavit, 
: te > the best of his knowle and belief, when and where he was born; 
mene 1 been a citizen of the United States one month, and of the Com- 
oar on th of Pennsylvania; that he has resided in the Commonwealth one 
om a if formerly a qualified elector or a native-born citizen thereof, and 
Senkeee ed therefrom and returned; that he has resided therein six months 
chine t ceding said election; that he has resided in the district in which he 
said 6] 0 be & voter for a period at least two months immediately preceding 
therein: ” nm; that he has not moved in the district for the purpose of voting 
within: t at he has, if 22 years of age, or upwards, paid a State or county tax 
one mo th years, which was assessed at least two months, and paid at least 
Where the to nore the election; the said affidavit shall also state when and 
where, a: 7 Me ag claimed to be paid by the affiant was assessed, and when, and 
examinati to whom paid; and the tax receipt therefor shall be produced for 
stroyed ‘on, unless he shall state in his affidavit that it has been lost or de- 
yed, or that he never received any. 


t ss = affidavits, under the same section, must be preserved by 
ection board, and at the close of the election inclosed wit 


the list of voters, tally list, and other papers required by law to be 
filed by the return judge with the prothonotary, and shall remain 
on file therewith, in the prothonotary’s office, subject to exami- 
nation as other election papers are. 

It will be observed that under the act of May 28, 1891, and the 
act of May 16, 1895, the registry lists are completed by the assess- 
ors and delivered to the county commissioners on the sixty-first day 
preceding election. These are denominated the ‘‘ Original registry 
lists,’’ and the county commissioners thereupon proceed to make 
out in alphabetical order a complete list of all persons returned 
as taxables in said election districts and furnish the same on or 
before 7 o’clock in the morning of election to the election officers, 
and it is expressly declared that no man shall be permitted to vote 
at the election on that day whose name is not on said lists unless 
he shall make proof of his right to vote as hereinbefore required. 

Prior to July, 1897, a local statute of the Commonwealth of the 
State of Pennsylvania provided that in the county of Lackawanna 
collection of taxes might be made by any collector by leaving the 
amount ora statement thereof with the employer of a citizen, 
and such employer could deduct the same from the wages due 
such person, and it constituted a good payment of the tax for all 
purposes. 

On July 15, 1897, the following act was passed: 

PAYMENT OF TAX. 

SECTION 1. That from and after the passage of this act it shall be unlaw- 
ful for any person or persons to pay or cause to be paid any occupation or 
poll tax assessed against a elector, except on written and signed order of 
such elector authorizing such payments to be made, which written and signed 
order must be presented at least thirty days prior to the date at which such 
elector desires to vote. 

Sec. 2. That it shall be unlawful for any officer, clerk, or other person au- 
thorized to collect taxes and receipt therefor, to receive payment of or re- 
ceipt for any occupation or poll tax, assessed for State or county purposes, 
from any person other than the elector, except upon his written and signed 
order authorizing such payments to be made. 

Sec. 3. It shall be unlawful for any person to vote or attempt to vote at 
any election upon a tax receipt obtained in violation of this act. 

This act, it will be seen, provides that it shall be unlawful for 
any Officer to receive payment of or receipt for any occupation or 
poll tax assessed for State or county purposes from any person 
other than the elector except upon his written or signed order 
authorizing such payments to be made, and further provides that 
it shall be unlawful for any person to vote or attempt to vote 
upon a tax receipt obtained in violation of this act. 

Before entering upon their duties, the election officers, inspect- 
ors, and judges are required to take an oath which provides, in 
substance, that they will not receive any ticket or vote from any 
person other than such as they firmly believe to be, according to 
the provisions of the Constitution and the laws of the Common- 
wealth, entitled to vote at such election without requiring such 
evidence of the right t> vote as is directed by law; that they will 
use their best endeavors to prevent any fraud, deceit, or abuse in 
carrying on the same by citizens qualified to vote, or others, and 
in all things truly, impartially, and faithfully perform their du- 
ties respecting the same to the best of their judgment and abilities. 

By section 16 of the act of June 10, 1893, of the Commonwealth 
of Pennsylvania, the county commissioners provide for each elec- 
tion district at every election therein two copies of the assessor’s 
lists of voters, one copy to be called the ‘‘ Ballot check list,’’ for 
the inspectors in charge of the ballots, and the other copy to be 
called the ‘‘ Voting check list,’’ to be used in marking the names 
of those who have voted. 

By section 19 of the same act it is provided that no persons 
other than the election officers and voters admitted as hereinafter 
provided shall be permitted within the guard rail, except peace 
officers by authority of the said election officers for the purpose 
of keeping order and enforcing the law. 

Section 21 of the same act prescribes the manner in which the 
vote takes place, and is quite materialin the consideration of this 
case. It is as follows: 


Sec. 21. Any person desiring to vote shall 
one of the election officers in charge of the 


ive his name and residence to 
llot, who shall thereupon an- 


nounce the same in a loud and distinct tone of voice, and if such name is 
found upon the ballot check list by the inspector or clerks in charge thereof, 
he shall likewise repeat the said name, and the voters shall be aliowed to 


enter the space inclosed by the guard rail, unless his right to vote is chal- 
lenged. No person whose name is not on the said list or whose right to vote 
shall be challenged by a qualified citizen, shall be admitted within the said 
guard rail until he has established his right to a vote in the manner now pro- 
vided by law, and his name, if not on the check lists, shall then be added to 
both lists. 

By section 23 of the same act itis provided that no voter, not an 
election officer, shall be allowed to reenter the inclosed space after 
he has once left it, except to give help as hereinafter described. 
Each voter’s name shall be checked on the voting check list by 
the officer having charge thereof as soon as he has cast his vote 
in the manner now provided by law. The same section also pro- 
vides that each political party shall be allowed to appoint three 
electors to act as watchers in each voting place, one of whom 
shall be allowed to remain in the room outside of the inclosed 
space. The same section also provides that until the polls are 
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closed no person shall be allowed in the room outside of the in- | as his vote may be proved by evidence aliende, and whey 


closed space except these watchers, voters not exceeding ten at 
any one time who are waiting their turn to prepare their ballots, 
and peace officers when necessary for the preservation of the peace. 

Under the constitutional provisions above set forth no person 
above 22 years of age can vote unless he shall have paid, within 
two years, a State or county tax, which shall have been assessed 
at least two months and paid at least one month before election. 

By the act of May 16, 1895, provisions are made for the registry 
of his name upon proof of his qualifications as a citizen and tax- 
payer, and when so entered upon the list he is prima facie entitled 
to vote, and the voting list made thereform, in the absence of a 
challenge, is conclusive upon the election officers of his right so 
todo. In the absence of his name upon the voting list he is re- 
quired by the same act to make proof of his right to vote, and 
such statute expressly provides that no man shall be permitted to 
vote unless such proof is made. To establish his right to vote 
independent of the voting list, if his name does not appear thereon, 
he is required by the act of January 30, 1874, above set out, to 
produce at least one qualified voter in the district as a witness to 
his residence in the district in which he claims to be a voter for the 
period of at least twomonths immediately preceding said election, 
which witness is required to be sworn or affirmed and subscribe 
to a written or partly written and partly printed affidavit to the 
facts stated by him, and which affidavit must clearly define where 
the residence is of the person so claiming to be a voter. In addi- 
tion, the person claiming to be a voter shall also make and sub- 
scribe to a written or partly written and partly printed affidavit 
stating, among other things, where he was born, etc. 

These provisions of the statute of Pennsylvania are mandatory, 
and have been so held by the supreme court of the State of Penn- 
sylvania. In McDonough’s case (105 Pennsylvania Statutes) it 
was held that— 

The vote of an elector not upon the registered list can not be received 
without the form of the proof required by the act. Such vote is illegal when 
tendered, and can not be shown to be a legal one on the subsequent investi- 
gations into the election of the a returned, and this construction in no 
way infringes the constitutional rights of the voter. 

The object of the affidavit is to prevent fraudulent voting, and for this 
purpose it furnishes the foundation for indictment for perjury, if false. The 
affidavit must therefore be sufficiently specific to show upon its face, without 
reference to any other fact or circumstance, that the voter has the right which 
he claims, and must be sufficiently specific to found thereon an indictment 
for perjury, if the allegations were willfully false. 

This construction is affirmed and expressly approved by the 
supreme court of Pennsylvania in Cusick’s case, reported in 136 
Pennsylvania Statutes, 459, which case also holds that the affida- 
vit must be specific as to residence, taxes, and citizenship, and that 
a general affidavit averring the qualifications in the language of 
the Constitution is insufficient. 

An examination of the evidence shows that at least 350 of the 
aftidavits filed by persons required to make proof of their right to 
vote independent of the registry list were defective, but the evi- 
dence to my mind only satisfactorily shows that 11 of the per- 
sons so voting voted for the contestee, George Howell. Like- 
wise, an examination of the evidence discloses that many persons 
who voted were disqualified for the nonpayment of taxes, but the 
evidence as for whom the ballots were cast is unsatisfactory in 
many cases, under the strict rules adopted by the committee for 
the determination of that question. In many cases, however, the 
evidence is clear and satisfactory. 

The election returns for the first district of Old Forge, second 
and third precincts of Winton borough are, in my judgment, 
rightly rejected. 

It is not the policy of the law to throw too many obstacles in 
the way of investigating the correctness and bona fides of election 
returns. The true policy to maintain and perpetuate the vote by 
the ballot is found in jealously guarding its purity, in placing no 
fine-drawn metaphysical obstructions in the way of testing elec- 
tion returns charged as false and fraudulent, and insuring to the 
people by a jealous, vigilant, and determined investigation of 
election frauds that there is a saving spirit in the public tribunals 
charged with such investigation, ready to do them justice if their 
suffrages have been tampered with by fraud or misapprehended 
through error, and it is in the spirit of this rule that questions re- 
specting evidence in contested-election cases should be solved. 
(Reed v. Kneass, 2 Pars. 584, Bright’s Election Cases, 366.) 

While a mere irregularity which does not affect the result will 
not vitiate the returns, yet when the provisions of the law have 
been entirely disregarded by the officers and their conduct has 
been such as to render their returns utterly unworthy of credit, 
the return must be rejected. In such case the return proves 
nothing. (McCrary on Elections, sec. 511; Bright's Election 
Cases, 493; McKenzie v. Buxton, Forty-second Congress; Smith 
v. Shelly, 2 Ells.,18; Lowe v. Wheeler, 2 Ells.,61; Finley v. Walls, 
Smith, 367.) 

It does not follow that the legal voter is thereby disfranchised, 
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may be counted. (See cases above cited.) Proved 

The general rule is that when the return is set aside } 
ties must prove their vote by other evidence, the court pre 
without reference to what appears upon the face of t}, 
(McCrary on Elections, sec. 505, fourth edition. ) 

Returns may be impeached by evidence of persons that they 
voted for a particular person at the polls to show that more a 7 
were cast for him than were counted and by evidence tha} unan- 
thorized persons participated in the election or count. |) ey ar ; 
also impeached when fraud is shown in the reception of iljeca) 
votes and the poll can not be purged or when the evidence for a, > 
reason discloses that they can not be safely relied upon. (Ree ; 
Kneass, 2 Pars., 584; Bright’s Election Cases, 366; Reed », Jy}iay 
2 Bart., 822; Bell v. Snyder Smith, 247; McCrary on Elections’ 
sec. 491, 4th edition. ) si 

Tested by these rules and principles in the light of the evidence 
in this case, the conclusion seems inevitable that the returns fr; 
this district should be rejected as unworthy of credit. We haya 
seen how the voting list furnished the judges of elections is caro. 
fully prepared by the county commissioners. 

The composition of the board of elections will also be noted. 
Two judges and two inspectors are supposed to stand guard and 
protect the purity of the election. On the Saturday or Monday 
preceding election two copies of the assessor’s lists of voters are 
delivered to the judges of elections, one copy, called the “ )al- 


0th par- 
ceeding 
returns, 


lot check list,’’ for the inspectors in charge of the ballot: the 


other copy, called the “ voting check list,”’ to be used in marking 
the names of those who have voted. Any person desiring to vote 
must give his name and residence to one of the election officers in 
charge of the ballots, who must thereupon announce the same in a 
loud and distinct tone of voice; and if such name is found upon 
the ballot check list by inspectors in charge thereof, he shall like- 
wise repeat said name and the voter shall be allowed to enter the 
space inclosed by the guard rail, unless his right to vote is chal- 
lenged. No person whose name is not on said list or whose right 
to vote is challenged shall be admitted within the guard rail un- 
til he has established his right to vote. Until the polls are closed 
no person is allowed in the room outside of the closed space, ex- 
cepting the watchers, voters not exceeding ten at any one time 
who are waiting their turn to prepare their ballots, and peace off- 
cers when necessary for the preservation of the peace. 

I desire also in this connection to call particular attention ti 
section 33 of the act of June 10, 1898, which act, after defining the 
duties of the election officers and the = manner in which 
the election shall be carried on, provides: 

Any public officer, upon whom the duty is im 4 this act, who shall 
negneunty or willfully fail to perform such duties, or who shall negligent!y 
perform it in such a way as to hinder the objects of this act, or who shall 
negligently or wanes violate any of the provisions thereof, shall be guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction shall be sentenced to be fined no 
exceeding $1,000, or to undergo imprisonment for not more than one year, or 
both, at the discretion of the court 

It will be observed that vigilant care is enjoined as a positive 
duty and a negligent performance, though not willful, of such 
duty is punishable under the statute. The purpose of the act would 
fail if it were otherwise. Negligence in the performance of pu)- 
lic duty is not ordinarily a crime, but it becomes such in reauty 
when frauds are thereby permitted upon the elective franchise: 
hence to enforce the duty strictly upon the election officers neg- 
ligence in the performance of such duty is equally condemned 
with a willful violation. I assume that the term “negligence. 
as used in this statute means a failure to exercise that degree 0! 
care in the observance of the requirements of the law as an or 
narily prudent man would exercise under like or similar cond 
tions and circumstances. ‘ 

I desire especially to call the attention of the House to some 0" 
the testimony bearing upon the conduct of the election officers 
the districts in question and to the manner in whic. such elec- 
tions were conducted: a i 

Dominick Russ, on page 974 of the record, testified in substanc® 
as follows: That he lived in Clark street, in the Third ate : 
Winton; that he was born in Italy; that he has no citizen spi" 
and never had any; that he was a laborer in the Dolph} 
that at about 1 or 2 o’clock in the afternoon of November=.'"'” 
one John Elly came to his house and asked him if he « uld pros 
him. He told him he had no paper and had no right to vo! : him 
Elly replied that thatmade no difference; that Elly then ; ae 
over to the saloon, where they had a glass of beer, anc ' - me 
polls: that he took him into the election room, past tie 0h" 
that he knew each one of the election officers personal!y. 00 °° 
not tell their names; that Elly went into the booth with! te he 
marked his ballot; that he did not know how he vol. him 
went and voted because Elly asked him to go and tol & 
could vote even if he was not a citizen; that he mace ho“ 
and signed no paper that day. 


mines; 
9 
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Testimony of Marian Dominick, on pages 977 and 978 of the | Alfonso Grandonetti testified, on pages 994 and 995 of the rec- 
record: | ord, as follows: , 

Mar n Dominick, called and sworn for contestant. Alfonso Grandonetti, called and sworn for contestant. 
= il Direct examination by Mr. Holgate: 

Nirec b r. Holgate: ae ; 3 

Direct ceonminaten dos Pie . - ac Q. Do you live in the Third Ward of Winton?—A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Your name is Marian Dominick?—A. Marian Dominick. . That isin Jessup?—A. Yes, sir. 
(). Where do you live? Q. You were born in Italy, were you?—A. Yes, sir. 
‘inte ‘preter.) : ‘ ; . How old are you?—A. About 35. 
Q. You live in the Third Ward of Winton?—A. In Jessup. . Have you gota citizen paper?—A. No. 
}. That is in the Third Ward of Winton, isn’t it?—A. Yes, sir. Ff . Never had any?—A. No. 
(. And you work at the Dolph Colliery mines, do you?—A. Yes, sir. _Q. You voted at the election held last fall for the office of Congressman, 
}. Born in Italy, was you?—A. Yes, sir. did you?—A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Got a paper, a citizen paper?—A. No. Q. Under what name?—A. I don’t know; I never voted myself; another 
Q. Never had one?—A. No. fellow voted. 
Q. Never asked for one, did you?—A. No, sir. : Q. What was the name they called you when you went there?—A. Jimmy 
Q. You remember last election day?—A. Yes, sir. : Grand. 
Q. Was it on November 4, last November!—A. Yes, sir. Q. That is the name they gave you down there?—A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Now, what time did you leave your work that day?—A. Maybe 4o0’clock. |, @. And you say another man marked your ballot?—A. Yes, sir; another 
Q. Four o’clock?—A. Yes, sir. fellow with me, name of Danty. 

. Did you go home from work at 4 o’clock?—A. About 3 o’clock. 3: You voted for the office of Congressman?—A. No. 
8. Do you know Henry Lawler up there, the tax collector?—A. Yes, sir. - He marked your ballot, you went in?—A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you see him on that day?—A. Yes, sir; he was there, and he called Did he ask you to go in?—A. Yes, sir. 
a Pulled you in there, did he?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, what did he say to you?—A. He asked me in to vote, and I told That is all. 


him I could not vote, and he said, “Go in anyway,” and I went in and I voted. 
Q. Now, did he take hold of you when you went to vote?—A. He was at the 
door, and he asked me in there. 
Q. Did he go in with you?—A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Now, was he on the election board that day?—A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And he went into the room—went right into the room with you, did | ; : 
he’--A. Yes, sir; took me in there. Q. In the morning?—A. Yes, sir. : : 
Q. Did you take a ballot?—A. Henry gave me a ballot. | @. Were there many in there then?—A. At that time the majority of them 
Q. Henry got it and gave it to you?—A. Yes, sir. | were Italians. ; s ; 
Q. Now, when you got your ballot Henry and you went into that little | . Were there many in the booth when you voted?—A. Yes, sir. 
room together, did you?—A. Yes, sir. . Why did you go down to the polls?—A. They call me. 
Q. Who made the mark on that ballot?—A. Himself. @. Did you go down there to vote?—A. Yes, sir. 
_ Who did?}—A. Lawler. . You went down there to vote?—A. Yes, sir; Danty called me to come 
' Did he ask you how you wanted to vote—Lawler?—A. He did not tell | 2 ie , aaa, wees to vote. 
eanything. . at i . A —_ ? - 
= Q. And then he marked the ballot, did he?—A. Yes, sir. Now, 12 o’clock and 30 minutes postmeridian, the taking of depositions on 
. Do you know whom you voted for that day?—A. No; I don’t know. | the part of the contestant is continued to 1 o'clock and 15 minutes post- 
. Did Lawler tell you whom you voted for?—A. No, sir. meridian. 7 a 
}. Did he say anything about that?—A. Yes; he told me for the Socialist Now, 1.15 o'clock p. m., the taking of depositions on the part of the con- 
Labor. testant is continued, pursuant to adjournment. 
. Did you see Benni Betti there that day?—A. Yes, sir. 
. And did you see any other Italians around the polls that day?—A. Yes, 
sir; [see them, but I was only there a little while. 
Q. Were there many of them there when you saw them?—A. Yes; there 
was around the polls, inside the polls and outside. 
. Was Mr. Lawler and Mr. y talking to them?—A. Yes, sir. 
. Did you see a7 others taken into the voting place the same way that 
you was by Mr. Lawler or Mr. Elly?—A. No, sir. 
Q. Any others that were in there while you were there?—A. Yes, sir; there 
was many of them. 
Q Did you see the men there whose names appear on this list? 
(List read by interpreter.) 
Q. Bassillio Berdetti?—A. No, sir. 


Cross-examination by Mr. Howell: 
Q. Who pulled you in there?—A. Fellow by the name of Danty. 
Q. (By Mr. Holgate.) Danty Chicolla?—A. Yes, sir. ‘i 
: ®. (By Mr. Howell.) What time of day did you vote?—A. Oh, about 9 
ocloO 





ck, or 10 o’clock. 


Paul Marriot, pages 1000 and 1001 of the record, testified as fol- 
lows: 
Paul Marriot, called and sworn for contestant. 
Direct examination by Mr. Holgate: 
. Where do you live?—A. Up to Jeasup. 
. That is the Third Ward of Winton?—A. Yes, sir. 
. On what street or road do you live?—A. Well, I don’t know the street. 
. Nor road?—A. Yes, sir. . 
. Don’t you know the name of it?—A. Oh, the Moosic Mountain road. 
. Who is your nearest neighbor there?—A. Oh, Figgins’s house. 
. That is not a hotel or saicon?—A. No. 


. Dominick Bresci?—A. No, sir; why, there was too many; I could not re- | . Isn't there a hotel or a saloon rear you?—A. Yes; I know there Mara- 
member who they were there. | genni's; owns a@ salcon. P , ‘ ‘ . ‘ ‘ 

. Peter Galli#—A. Mo, air. at a long have you lived there?—A. Oh, I live—I go justin the first of 
. Peter 8 i?—A. ir; I don’t know him. e month now. . 
Deciniee ieaxontt ak oe Son t ‘we Q. Where did you live last November?—A. Oh, last November I lived just 
. Dominick Gatti—Dominick Gotti?—A. I don’t know this man. a couple of months. . 

Q. Eugen Coucuotte?—A. No. ight in the same place?—A. Same place. P 

Q. Berdet Coucouette?—A. Yes, sir. How long have you lived up there in Winton?—A. Up here? 

John Nari?—A. Yes, sir. Yes.—A. Oh, I live eight years no. 

Frederick Narit—A._ No, sir. Where was you born?—A. In Italy. 


‘ Eusebia Pertucia?—A. Yes, sir. How long have you been in this country?—A. Eight years. 
. Celeste Partionara?t—A. No; I don’t know him. Show me your citizen paper?—A. Oh, I no got any. 

Q. Crime Partionara?—A. No. No paper?—A. No, sir. 

Q. John Dominick?t—A. I know the first names, but I don’t know their last Never had anyt—A. No; I never got before. 


POLLO 


Kachakik Rieci?—A. No. . How old are you?—A. Thirty-three years. 
3 
$: 


names. You read and write English?—-A. No. | 
Q. That is all. a Have you got a tax receipt?—A. No; I paid two timesago; I lost receipt 
Cross-examination by Mr. Howell: Q. You have not paid any taxes in two years, have you?—A. Ithinkone year 
_Q. You say you got home from work about 4 o’clock—Sor 4 o'clock. What ee you know what kind of a tax?—A. It was, I think, school tax; I don’t 
time did you get home from work; about what time?—A. Overabout 3 o'clock. School tax?—A. I don’t know. I think it was: I ain’t sure. 
Q. Didanybody come to your house when you got home?—A. No, sir; I : Can you read and write English?—A. No; I can't. 
Went out at the booth. . Did you mark your own ballot last fall/—A. NoI marked; another man 


Q. Did anybody come there to the house after you?—A. No. for me. 
ati ow, what time did you godown tothe booth?—A. Between 4 and half- ; Was there another man marked it for yout A. Yes. sir 
— . Who was the man?—A. Oh, Lally’s boy, the big one; I don’t know his 
loon hy zen go ore to ie ee 2. a Se reason 8 ome sone name; he brought me to vote; he bring me. 
tsof people there that day, an oug wo go over © and see . Did he come for you?—A. Yes, sir. 


what was going on. * ’ 4 sail ns i 
Be Who was the first man that you met down there?—A. There was Benni | gn, a eTocs ae ag asked sne.on the street; Istood on thestreet 


i, and there was lots of them there. What did ° +9 sa 48 % wv, we 
oe “ " you say to him?—A. I said, “I can’t vote, I got no citizen pa- 
& Whore did you meet Lawler, the tax collector?!—A. They were outside iat I not a citizen myself;” and he said, “ That is all right, everybody votes 


the booth. on om ” ‘ “ ” > age Sa > 
wit You did mest leur ove, did om A. Why, he asked me to go to a = — = said, ‘‘Go in and vote.”” And I voted because he told me 
"Q Did hee a , - nee no » SRS BO = me —_ Q. This was Mr. Lally told you that?—A. Yes, sir; big boy. 
rida eng Be I ra oe <4 + eet Ge mare oo vee, a4 . What Lally are vou talking about, now?—A. She Dateiier before. 
; : ’ 7 . ive?—A. i in 7 stree phere iv 
him something to the clerk; and he asked me what my name w ft . And where does he live?—-A. Oh, he lives in just that street where I live 





they gave me a ballot and went to mark the ballot. mages i ree 2A N - over? , . 
¢. Did you mark the ballot oy the booth’ A. No, sir. ner a did he keep a butcher shop?—A. No, not now; over in the moun- 
dete eee . Lawler wanted you to vote the Social r can- . Do you know what his polities is*\—A. No. 
ne _ Did you tell Lawler how to mark that ballot?—A. Why,I did not 3: Was he a Democrat or n Re ublican?—A. I don’t know, I don’t know, I 
me thee anything, because I did not know how to read and write. He told | qon’t know; he marked it himself; I did not know. 
Q > : ° marked for the Labot Sociality. . What was he himself?—A. I don't know. 
Br. Hovaue Labor-Socialist? : . And he asked you in there, did he?—A. Yes, sir. 
‘GATE. Objected to; not cross-examination. . And you told him that you never voted there, did you?—A. Yes, sir. 
By Mr. H : . And you told him that you did not vote because you had no paper?—A. 
owell: Yoo sir 
es, . 
ne How many Italians are there in that election district?—A. Many of . And that you could not vote?—A. Yes, sir. 
+ . And he said, “Go on, it makes no difference?”—A. Yes; he told me that. 
there About how many?—A. Over 50; I can’t exactly tell ee the number; . And you and he went into the polling place together?—A. Yes, sir. 
number anumber. There is quite a number; I don’t know exactly the . And you got a ticket; you got a ballot, did you?—A. Yes, sir. 


. From the officers?—A. Yes, sir. 
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. And you did not say anything to the officers, did you?—A. I don’t know. 
. Did you say anything to them?—A. No; I did not. 
And you and Lally went into that little room?—A. Yes, sir; into the 


uittle booth together, and he marked it and gave it to me and I took it out. 
Q. He marked it himself?—A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And you did not tell him you wanted to have it marked?—A. No. 
Q. And you did not care how he marked it?—A. Sure, I didn’t care; sure. 
: Q — you simply went in there and voted because he wanted you to do 
t?—A. Yes, sir. 
Q. That is all?—A. Yes, sir. 
&. And that is the only reason’—A. Yes, sir; he says to me, “ Mike, you go 
in there,” and I go, sure. 
. And do you know how he marked it?—A. Well, I don’t know. 
. Did he put more than one cross on it?—A. He marked a couple of marks; 
made a couple of marks. 
. And that is all that you know about it?—A. Yes, sir; that is all. 
. That is all. 
Cross-examination by Mr. Howell: 
Q. That is all. 
Joseph Hiznay, called and sworn for contestant. 
Louis Passancis, on page 1014 of the record, testified as follows: 
Louis Passancis, called and sworn for contestant. 
Direct examination by Mr. Gilroy: 
. Where do you live, Louis?—A. Jessup. 
. InJessup?—A. Yes, sir. 
. Do you know what ward in Winton Borough that is in?—A. It is right 
up here—it is Jessup. 
. Do you know where you voted when you voted?—A. Yes, sir. 
. Where did you vote—what house?—A. Tom Reddington’s hotel. 
. Thatis in the Third Ward, ien'’t it?—A. Yes, sir. 
. Where were you born?—A. In Italy. 
. When?—A. I don’t know. 


. How old are you now?—A. Twenty-four. 
When were you 24; or when will you be 24,—A. Was 24 the month of 


Month of last July?—A. Yes, sir. 

In last July, in the month of July, you were 24 years of age—in July, 
1902)—A. Yes, sir. 

When did you come to this country?—A. Six years. 

. You are and have been six years in this Saar Yes, sir. 

. When will it be six years?—A. Six years last July. 

. Six years last July Psa came to this country?—A. Yes, sir. 

. Where did you land?—A. New York. 

. Then you came to Jessup?—A. Yes, sir. 

. Came right here to Jessup?’—A. Yes, sir. 

. Have you got your — wg ee here with you?—A. No. 

. Were you ever naturalized?—A. No. 

. Never naturalized?—A. No. 

. Did you ever pay taxes?—A. Yes, sir. 

. And did you vote last fall for the office of Congressman at the election | 
held on the 4th of November, 1902!—A. I don’t remember for whom I voted. | 
y Q. Did you vote at the election at Tom Reddington’s hotel last fall)—a. | 

es, Sir. 

. For the whole ticket?—A. All of them voted, and I voted, too. 

. What do you mean by saying all of them voted?—A. They were saying 
that all could vote, and I went and voted. 

Q. Who told you that they all could vote?—A. Why, nobody said anything 
to me: but I seen everybody went to vote, and so I went and voted. 
Were you challenged?—A. No, sir. 
That is all. 
No cross-exan.ination. 


Zugo Thresbrose, on page 1014 of the record, testified as fol- 
lows: 
Zugo Thresbrose, called and sworn for contestant. 
Direct examination by Mr. Gilroy: 
. Where do you live, Zugo?—A. Jessup. 
(Interpreter.) 
. Where were you born?—A. Italy. 
. When; how old are you?—A. 1871. 
Q. Did you vote for the office of re 


on the 4th day of November, 1902)— 
: Where?—A. Tom Reddington’s place. 
a. T 


July. 


essman at the election held last fall, 
, Sir. 


Where did you vote?—A. Jessup. 
The polls were held there. When did you come to the United States?>— 
wo years ago. 
. Have you a naturalization em r?i—A. No. 
. And you voted, did you?—A. Yes, sir. . 
. Ever pay any taxes!—A. Yes, sir; why, I paid taxes, but I have not got 
any receipts. 
. That is all. 
o cross-examination. 
Tony Belli, on page 1015 of the record, testified as follows: 
Tony Belli, called and sworn for contestant. 
Direct examination by Mr. Gilroy: 
. Where do live, Tony?—A. In Jessup. 
. You talk English all right?—A. Oh, not too good. 
. Where were you born—in Italy?—A. In Italy. 
. When?—A. I don’t know. 
. When did you come to this country?—A. 1893. 
. Did you vote at the election held on the 4th day of November, 1902, for 
e office of Congressman?!—A. Yes, sir. _ 
. What polling place or ward was it, if.you know?—A. Same place. 
. Same place the others voted?—A. Yes, sir. 
. At Mr. Reddington’s hotel?—A. Yes, sir. 
. Have you got any citizen's papers?—A. No. 
. Never had any?—A. No. 
. Did you ever pay any taxes?—A. All the time. 
. How long have you been in Jessup?—A. Nine years. 
. You voted for the office of Congressman at the election held last fall, 
on the 4th day of November, did you?—A. Yes, sir. 
. Thatisall. | 
o cross-examination. 


John Sylvester, on page 1015 of the record, testified as follows; 
John Sylvester, called and sworn for contestant. 
Direct examination by Mr. Gilroy: 


. Where do you live?—A. Jessup. 
. Where were you born?—A. Italy. 


th 
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. When; how old are you?—A. 1884. 
. When did you come to this country?—A. Eight years ago. 
. Did you vote for the office of Congressman at the election last fa})_}.) 
on the 4th day of November, 1902?—A. Yes, sir. = 
. Where did you vote?—A. Tom Reddington's. 
, Up in Jessup?—A. Yes, sir. 
. When did you come to the United States?—A. That is eight years 
. Have you got a certificate of naturalization?—A. I have half a pay 
. And you have not got a second paper?—A. No; not yet. Fr, 
. And did ir ever pay any taxes up there?—A. Yes, sir, 
. That is all. 


Cross-examination by Mr. Howell: 
. What do you mean by “half a paper?’—A. The first r, 
. Have you got ity—A. Yes, sir. = 
. Let me see it. 
itness produces paper.) 
r. GILROY. The witness produces a certificate of a declara 
a citizen, declared before J. H. Thomas, clerk, on the 3d day of 
1896, and certified the record the same date. 


fa HOWELL. It is a declaration of intention to become a citizen. That is 
all. 


Pesan Bastania, on page 1016 of the record, testified as follows: 
Pesan Bastania, called and sworn for contestant. 
Direct examination by Mr. Gilroy: 


. Where do you live?—A. Yes, sir; in Jessup. 

. In what ward?—A. Tom Reddington’s. 

. You voted at Tom Reddington’s, did you’—A. Yes, sir. 

. Did you vote at Tom Reddington’s on November 4, 1902, for the office 
of Congressman’—A. Yes, sir. 

. Where were you born, and how old are you?—A. 1870, April. 

. In Italy?—A. Italy. 

. When did you come to the United States?—A. Seven years a 

. How long have you been in Jessup?—A. All seven years, 

. All of the seven years?—A. All of the time. 

. Have you got a naturalization paper?—A. No, sir. 

. Did you ever get one?—A. No, sir. 
. And you vo up there with the rest of the boys?—A. Yes, sir: but I 
was in the street, and seven or eight of them grabbed hold of me, and took 
me in to vote. 

. You did not want to vote?—A. No. 

. Did you mark your own ballot?—A. No. 

. Who marked it?—A. The barber. 

. The barber and the tax collector?—A. I don't know what is his name, 

. He is the barber, is he?—A. Yes, sir. 

. And he is tax collector, too?—A. Yes, sir. 
. Did he tell you you hada right to vote?—A. He told everybody they 
could vote. . 

. Did he tell you you had a good right, and draw you in?—A. Yes, sir. 

. Did he ask the men who were sitting there on the board whether he 
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whi mark your ballot for you or not?—A. Yes, sir. 


Q. Thatis all. 
Cross-examination by Mr. Howell: 


Q. Who was it pulled you into the booth?—A. There was five or six told 
me, ‘Goon; go on;” and I went in. 
Q. (By Mr. GILROY.) Was Lawler one of them—the barber?—A. The bar 
ber called me. 
Mr. GiLroy. That will do. 
Mr. Howe... That is all. 
| John Bunomi, on page 1019 of the record, testified as follows: 
John Bunomi, called and sworn for contestant. 
Direct examination by Mr. Gilroy: 
Q. Where do you live, John?—A. Jessup. 
@. Where were you born—born in Italy?—A. Yes, sir. 
@. How old are you!—A. Twenty-seven years old. 
Q. Did you vote at the election held on the 4th day of November, 1902, for 
| the office of Congressman!—A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Where did you vote?—A. Tom Reddington’s. 
| . That isthe Third Ward of the borough of Winton, isn’t it? 
know whether it is the Third or the Fourth. 
Q. Thatisthe Third Ward. Whendid youcome to this country? 
years. 
: Q@. Sven years in this country?—A. Yes, sir. 
©. Have you got a naturalization paper?—A. No, sir; I have taxes h« 
Q. Do you have a naturalization paper?—A. No, sir. 
. Never had a naturalization paper?—A. No, sir. 
. That is all. 
No cross-examination. 
Mrego Fidat, on pages 1020 and 1021, testified as follows: 
Mrego Fidat, called and sworn for contestant. 
Direct examination by Mr. Gilroy: 

. Where do you live, Mrego?—A. Jessup. 

. Where were you born?—A. In Italy. 

. When?—A. The 13th of August, 1866. ; 

. Did you vote for the office of Congressman at the election held 

4th day of November, 1902?—A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Where did you vote’—A. At Jessup. 

. Third Ward?—A. Reddington’s. 

. Voted at Reddington’s'—A. Yes, sir. 

. Have you got naturalization parent A. No, sir. 

. How long have you been in this country?—A. Three years. 

. Who asked you to vote?—A. I don't know him. 

. Did you mark your own ballot or mark your own ticket? 

. Lawler marked it for you, did he?—A. Yes, sir. 

. Was that the barber?—A. I don’t know anybody up there. 

. Thatisall. 

o cross-examination. 

Dante Preto, on page 1021 of the record, testified as follows: 
Dante Pretho, called and sworn for contestant. 
Direct examination by Mr. Gilroy: 

. Where do you live?—A. Jessup. 

. That is the Third Ward of Winton?—A. Yes, sir. 

. Where were you born?—A. ar. 

. When? How old are you?—A. Thirty-seven. : Bight 
— did you come to this country; how many yearsago?—A. 1 
months. 

Q. Eighteen months in this country. Did yo 
gressman at the election held on the 4th of Nove 


A. I don't 


A. Seven 


re. 


A. Lawler 


n 


u vote for the office of Uon- 


mber, 1902?—A. Yes, 5! 
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did vote?—A. Yes, sir. 
g . you papers, citizen papers?—A. No. 
s Who told you to vote?—A. They took me in there. 
4 Who took you in there?—A. I live right near there. 
’ You live right near there. Some English fellow took you in there?—A. 


Don't you know him? Did he mark your ballot for you?—A. Fellow 
uk me in there and marked my ticket, and I don’t know what hedid. | 
to Q. You did not ask any of the board to have this fellow go in there with 


7A, No. 
™, ‘ wore not challenged? Nobody challenged your vote—stopped you 


from voting?—A. No. 
Frank Caprai, on page 1022 of the record, testified as follows: 
Frank Caprai, called and sworn for contestant. 
Direct examination by Mr. Gilroy: 
Where do you live?—A. Jessup. 
( You hve in Jessup?—A. Yes, sir. 
Q 


4 Who was it?—A. I don’t know. 


How long have 5 lived over in Jessup?—A. Fifteen months. 
‘ Where did you live before that?—A. No before. 
When did you come over from Italy?—A. Fifteen months. 


’ Fifteen months over from Italy?—A. Yes, sir. 

You were born in Italy?—A. Yes, sir. 

' And you are living now in the Third Ward of Winton, up there in Jes- 

yA. Yes, sir. 
" pia you vote at the election held up there on the 4th day of November, 
1, last November, for the office of Congressman?—A. Yes, sir. 

You did vote?—A. Yes, sir. 

Where did you vote?—A. At Tom ees yes, sir, 

. Have you got naturalization papers?—A. No. 

. How old are you?—T wenty-five. 

. Who marked your ballot?—A. Yes, sir. 

Who did?—A. Myself. 

. Marked it yourselff—A. Marked it myself. 

. That is all. 

No cross-examination. 


Louis Neri, on page 1024 of the record, testified as follows: 
Louis Neri, called and sworn for contestant. 
Direct examination by Mr. Gilroy: 
Q. Where do you live?—A. tor + 
Q. How long have you lived up there, Louis?—A. About eight years. 


Q. How long have you been in this country?—A. ~— years. 
Q. When were you born, and how old are you?— A. I was born in Italy; 33 


ears. 
, Q. Did you vote at the election held on the 4th of November for the office 
of Congressman, up at Tom Reddington’s there?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you any naturalization owe with you?—A. No; one taxes there. 

Q. Have you got a paper from the court, a naturalization papert—A. No. 

Q. Who took you in to vote?—A. Nobody. Why,I was going fora growler 
of beer, and a fellow met me on the street and he said, **Did you vote?” and 
Isaid “No,” and hesaid, **Goonin there and vote; and I went in there, and 
ey the card for me and gave it to me, and he said, ‘‘ Put it in there,” 
and I put it in. 

Q. bia you go in the little booth to vote?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You werein there?—A. Yes, sir; I don’t know; he marked my ticket. 
_Q. Somebody handed youa paper, and you just put it intothe box?—A. Yes, 


sir, 
Q. That is all. 
No cross-examination. 


Michael Colleran, on page 1070 of the record, testified as follows: 
Michael Colleran, called and sworn for contestant. 
Direct examination by Mr. Holgate. 
. Your name is Colleran?—A. Yes, sir. 
. You live in the Second Ward of the borough of Winton?—A, Yes, sir. 
. What street or road do you live on?—A. Olyphant road. 
Q. Is there any cross street near you?—A. One. 
Q. What is the name of it?—A. I don’t know. 
Q. Is there a saloon or hotel near you?f—A. No. 
$ Schoolhouse or church?—A. No. 
. Or breaker?—A. No. 
¢ Who is your nearest neighbor?—A. George Koto. 
- How long have you lived there?—A. Well, I have lived up in that ward 
about two years. 
Q. How long have you lived in that district?—A. About the same. 
Q. Where was you born?—A. Ireland. 
§ How old are your—A. About 30. 


— 


- Isyour father alive?—A. No, sir. 
. Dead?—A. Yes, sir, 
- When did he die?—A. I was about 6 years old. 
.®. Was he in the country when he came here—when you came here?—A. 


Q. Was he ever in this country?—A. No, sir. 
$ Let me see your citizen papers?—A. I haven't got any. 
Fi You voted at the election held on the 4th of last November for the of- 
O hongressmant—A, Yes, sir. 
» Lhat is all, 


Cross-examination by Mr. Howell: 


er’—A. No, 
Y. Where was you born?—A. Ireland. 
Q. You have your father’s papers?—A. No, sir. 
Angelo Groscelli, on page 1028 of the record, testified as follows: 
Angelo Groscelli, called and sworn for contestant. 
Direct examination by Mr. Gilroy: 
. Where do you live, Angelo?—A. Jessup. 
- Is that in the Third Ward of Winton!—A. Yes, sir. 
* Sorn in Italy, were you?—A. Yes, sir. 
- When were you born there? How old are you?—A. Who—me? 
, veo—A. N ineteen years old. 
: en will you be 20 years old?—A. No. 
» Not yet?—A, No, 
: At your next birthday you will be 20 years old?—A. Yes, sir. 
Offive gf nyu Vote at the election held on the 4th of November, 1002, for the 
ce of Congressman?—A. Yes, sir. 
5 there did you vote?—A. I don’t know; some place, 
; you vote?—A. Yes, sir. 
- At Tom Reddington’s*—A. Yes, sir. 





tart I understood you to say that you came to this country with your | 
oO 





. And that is the Third Ward of Winton?—A. Yes, sir. 

. Who asked you to vote?—A. Americano. 

. Who was he?—A. Why, I was going down the road; fellow called me 
over to go and vote, and I don’t know him. 

. Did you ever see him before?—A. No, sir. 

. You never saw him before?—A. No. 

- And you never paid any taxes, of course?—A. No. 

. Did you vote yourself?—A. Yes, sir. 

. Marked your ballot yourselff—A. Yes, sir. They showed me where to 
vote, to make the mark, and I went inside and voted. 

. Who showed you?—A. Some fellow. 

. How many times did you mark your ballot?--A. Once. 

. Only once, up at the top?—A. Yes, sir. 

. Do you remember where it was, about what corner it was?—A. I don 
know, of course 


@. About the middle of the sheet?—A. Why, he told me to mark here, and 
that is where I marked. 


Q. Do yon remember where that place was? Was it about the middle of 
the sheet?—A. The second. 

. Are you sure it was the second?—A. I ain’t not sure. 

. You are sure that it was not the first?—A. No; it was not the first. 

. That is all. 

o cross-examination. 


The testimony of these witnesses, of which many like cases can 
be found in the record, served to show the gross carelessness and 
negligent manner in which the election was conducted by the 
officersincharge. In this connection, also, I wish to call attention 
to that portion of the statute of Pennsylvania requiring that the 
ballot boxes containing the ballots, after they are counted and de- 
posited therein, shall be securely locked, taped, and sealed, with 
the names of the judges written thereon in such manner that no 
one can tamper with the boxes without leaving evidence thereof; 
that the boxes when so sealed must be deposited with the nearest 
justice of the peace, and upon this point James Conroy, one of the 
judges, testifies, on page 1095 of the record, that there were no 
strips of tape put over the boxes in his election district; that there 
were no seals in any way; that the boxes were simply locked. 
This testimony is alsoconfirmed by the testimony of P. W. Stokes, 
one of the commissioners, who was afterwards appointed to col- 
lect and impound the ballots by the United States district judge 
of Pennsylvania (found on p. 1135 of the record). He testifies 
that the ballot boxes in the wards in controversy were not locked 
and sealed as required in the statute. 

The manner in which the election was conducted in the Third 
Ward of Winton Borough is also shown by the testimony of James 
Conry, found on pages 1091, 1092, 1093, 1094, and 1095 of the record. 
He testifies, on page 1095, that no affidavits were made or filed 
with the election board that day; on page 1093, that but one 
challenge was made; that he saw Italians going in and coming 
out, but that when the overseers would not pay any attention to 
it he did not. 

In considering the manner in which the election was conducted 
the statutes relating to the right of assistance should also be noted. 
It provides that if any voter declares to the election officers that 
by reason of any disability he desires assistance in the prepara- 
tion of his ballot he shall be permitted by the judge of the elec- 
tion to select a qualified voter in the election district to aid him in 
the preparation of his ballot, such preparation being made in a 
voting compartment. The purpose of this law is clearly appar- 
ent, namely, to enable the honest voter, whom from physical dis- 
ability, or otherwise, needs assistance to secure it in preparing his 
ballot. He must so declare his need to the election officers. It 
should not be made the means whereby unscrupulous men are per- 
mitted enter the booth and see that the parchased vote is rightly 
delivered. 

The testimony hereinbefore quoted shows that illegal voters, 
without any declaration whatever to the judges, were accom- 
panied by adherents of contestee into the voting booths, and in 
truth did the voting for the foreigner who was indifferent as for 


| whom he voted. 


In the face of the positive injunctions of the law as to the care 


| in the exercise of their duty, ho'v, in the light of this testimony. 


can we conclude that an honest election was held? How could 
the election officers on this record defend themselves from the 
charge of negligently performing their duties; and if they can not, 
it is folly to urge that conduct which subjects them to the penalty 
of the law does not amount to such fraud as will vitiate their 
returns? 

Mr. THAYER. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. BIRDSALL. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. THAYER. I want to ask the gentleman, who has just 
quoted from the Pennsylvania statute, if you find that it directs 
that when a person finds that he is not on the register list and 
makes affidavit of his right to vote, the law directs that the offi- 
cer shall place thos> affidavits with the voting list and return 
them to the county seat—wherever they go? Is not thatsimply di- 
rectory; and if the officers should fail to do that, should you then 

rmit the voter an opportunity to vote, and after voting, deprive 

im of his vote? 

Mr. BIRDSALL. This provision, I will say in reply to the gen- 
tleman, has been held by the supreme court of Pennsylvania to 
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be absolutely mandatory. There is no escape from the conclusion responsibility for enacting legislation rests is shor} 


of the authorities which I cite. 

The evidence, to my mind, establishes such gross negligence 
and a willful violation of the law as to render their acts and re- 
turns unworthy of belief in any tribunal worthy to investigate 
them. It is difficult, indeed, to find a singie provision of the law 
that was not violated in some one of the districts in question. A 
few of these violations may be noted, as clearly shown by the 
evidence already alluded to and elsewhere fonnd in the record, 
namely: 

The reception of known illegal votes; 

The appointment of a disqualified inspector; 

The denial of the right of assistance; 

The permission to accompany voters to the booths and mark 
their ballots when no assistance was demanded; 

The acceptance of votes from nonregistered persons who made 
no affidavits; 

The reception of votes on defective affidavits; 

The presence of peace officers in the voting places; 

The rejection of Republican watchers; 

The failure to seal the ballot boxes as required by law; 

The failure to deposit them as required by law; and 

The electioneering of one of the i tors. 

If such gross violations of the law as are shown in this case are 
permitted to stand and meet with our approval, then we may as 
well desist in all efforts to enact laws for the protection of the 
ballot. No man can with honesty be the beneficiary of such 
frauds. Let us set a higher standard for the conduct of election 
officers and keep as pure as possible the fountain of authority in 
this Government. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. As I understand it, the committee relied 
on both p itions? 

Mr. BIRDSALL. ‘The committee relied on all these points, and 
I desire to say that the gentleman who ed me is entirely 
mistaken in saying that the majority of committee rely on the 
character of the testimony that he refers to, and which is set out 
in the minority report in determining the fact that an illegal vote 
was cast. A stronger rule was adopted by the majority of the 
committee than met with my approval. I think there is sufficient 
evidence in this record to establish the fact that between 1,500 and 
1,600 of these illegal votes were cast for Mr. Howell. [Applause 
on the Republican side. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 

rt. BIRDSALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to extend my re- 
marks in the REcoRD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Rrcorp. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. McLAIN. Mr. S er, I yield twenty minutes to the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Wang]. 

Mr. WADE. Mr.8 er, of course what I shall have to say 
in the brief time that has been allotted to me must be very gen- 
eral in its character. No lawyer can examine the record in this 
case without feeling the utter helplessness of grasping the situa- 
tion that is presented there in that district, the consideration of 
which is before this House. In the record here we have the testi- 
mony of some 7,000 witnesses and briefs and arguments of sev- 
eral hundred pages. Itis not necessary for me to say that I make 
no pretense of having read all of the evidence in this case, but I 
have read sufficient of the evidence in this care to convince me 
that from the time that this contestee, this young lawyer, just 
starting ont in life, became an aspirant for this office that he has 
been subjected to a series of outrages which are seldom equaled 
in electoral contests in this country. 

He was subjected to an outrage when the nomination which he 
sought was stolen from him; he was subjected to an outrage in 
the character of campaign which he had to met; and if perchance 
the report of the majority of this committee should be sustained 
by the gentlemen of this House, I say that that would bea grave 
imposition upon his legal rights and upon the rights of the people 
who elected him to this office. 

Now, at the outset, to make a few general observations, it is all 
right to set up an ideal condition which we would like to see ex- 
ist at every polling place, but this can not be realized, for we all 
know that there is scarcely a precinct in the United States in 
which illegal votes are not cast at every election. 

Election laws are strict. They should be strict, and in the 
weakness of humanity and the absence of information upon these 
laws mistakes will occur and in the heat of campaigns wrongs 
will be done by the overzealous friends of candidates, so we must 
not try to measure up to the ideal of a condition which would be 
desirable if it were practicable. Now,I do not see what there is 
to be expected here in the nature of partisan feeling. I have not 
been in this House long enough, to un d these 
things. I realize that times come when a party upon whom the 


The time of the gentleman has 
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working majority. I realize that those times come and thas.” rod 
times partisan action takes the place of judicial deter), 

It has occurred in Democratic Congresses and in | 
Congresses; but in this House, with the majority whic), +), 
side now possesses, I can not for a moment consider tia: «4. 
question shall be determined upon any partisan basis. Ayo. 
Mr. Speaker, when we turn to the platform upon w! 
nell was nominated in the alleged Democratic conven: 
little, it seems to me, to appeal to the gentlemen upon ¢! 
side of this House. I am going to read portions of th 

We recognize the necessity of cleansing our Commonwea)t) ‘ 
that has come upon her by the unparaileled corruption of { Sees Sea 
QvuAY and his subservient, dishonest tools, and denounce the cor, : 
by which this rule debauches the legislature and dominates eyoyy , 
ment of State affairs for the purpose of securing “plums” for hin 
anes, in {otal disregard of the interests ‘of the honest people o 
‘Wo congratulate the Democratic y in Lackawanna County w 
splendid victory achieved in the election of the ticket in 1901, and ple 
untiring efforts to elect the ticket this day nominated, and for this, 
we ask the cooperation of all fair-minded citizens in the county of Lacka. 
wanna. 

I know if a Republican in my State should ever a 
ination upon a platform of that kind he would goon b 
circulation. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is another thing we should take ints 
consideration in this matter, and that is the result of thisfele 
tion. This man—Mr. Howell—was forced to go upon a ticke: 
of his own because of the difficulties originating in this alleged 
Democratic convention, the details of which can not be gone into 
in this short time. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Was not Connell subject to the same 
embarrassment? 

Mr. WADE. No; he had the Republican nomination also. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. . But before that convention he had that 
embarrassment. 

Mr.WADE Ofcourse Connell was nominated by this‘ rump” 
convention, as it was called, but this is the result: At that elec- 
tion every Democrat upon the ticket was elected, the governor 
receiving in that district some 5,000 majority, and the other gen- 
tleman upon the same ticket with Mr. Howell, I believe the judge 
of the orphans’ court, received a majority of some sixteen bun- 
dred votes, and those figures throw a vast flood of light upon the 
proposition I want to submit to this House. I am not going to 
go through the testimony in detail or attempt to discuss the prob- 
lems with which the members of the committee are necessarily 
more familiar than Iam; but I am going to present a proposition 
here which appeals to me as a lawyer as establishing not only that 
Mr. Howell is not illegally elected, but that many of the votes, 
hundreds of the votes, thousands of the votes, received by Mr. 
Connell were illegal votes. 

Now, let us look at thisthing. What is the report of this com- 
mittee? The report of this committee is that there are thn 
precincts which have been thrown out. There is not any lawye 
who can justify that result, and I have not time to refer tot 
authorities; there is not any lawyer who can justify that action 
until it reaches a point where you can not find a respecta! 
number of legal votes in a precinct, and this has been repeated!) 
held by this House in Congressional contests. The next thins 
that was done was to take 32 of these votes from these precincts 
which had been eliminated and give them to the contestant. 


wer anit 


I do not deny the legal proposition that where you throw ' 


cept a nom- 


put out of 


precincts the contestant may by competent proof establish U 

fact that there were legal votes there to which he is entitled; but 
I say there is no lawyer who can read the testimony upon tos 
point from which this committee extracts 32 votes CEZES 9 


votes—I say there is no lawyer who can read it and a¢r th 
the proposition. I want to submit to you lawyers auc you bust 
ness men what you think of this sort of evidence: 
James T. Flynn, sworn. 
. Do you know Mike Hignay?—A. Yes, sir. 
. Whom did he support last fall)—A. Mr. Connell. 
. And John F. Loftus, you are acquainted with him?—A. }' 
. Whom did he support?—A. Connell. 
. John R. Evans?—A. Yes, sir; he was postmaster; he was 4' 
he is dead. 
Q. John Grosh?—A. I don’t know him. ; 
I will not go further because that offers a fair sam) 
of the evidence in this case to show the fact that cv 
votes were cast for Howell. Is there any lawyer her 
contemplate for a moment that sort of evidence as b 
ble in a court of justice from a justice of the peace to th: "! ow 
Court? But they have not only taken these 32 vot aa 
leaves only a margin of 8 to work upon, which they knew co™ 
not be sustained under thatevidence. There were in t's 
2,002 illegal votes cast. fa 
Mr. DRISCOLL. a I ask the gentleman a questo! 
Mr. WADE. Certainly. a oa 
Mr. DRISCOLL. Has the gentleman read the evidence: 
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the evidence. 


Mr. DRISCOLL. Has the gentleman read our report? 
Mr. WADE. Yes; I have it in my hand. 


Mr. DRISCOLL. Does the gentleman know how the vote | 


would stand if all three districts were thrown out? 

Mr. WADE. As I understand the report, Connell would have 

Jurality of 8. 
MT RISCOLL. Connell would have 24. 

Mr. WADE. Now; let me ask if the gentleman from New 
York has read all the evidence? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. No, I do not claim that I have. 
on the Democratic side.] But I have read some of it. 

Mr. WADE. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that I shall be very 
Jad if any gentleman will call my attention to any misstatement, 


Fecanse I am liable to be mistaken in regard to these figures. 
What 


want to adhere to the facts as presented by the report. 

Now, there were 2,002 illegal votes cast in this district. 
is the situation? We have a contest here in which one man has 
24 majority and a vote of which there are 2,002 illegal votes cast. 
What happens in a case of that kind? Legally, what is the rule? 
Why, the general rule is in courts that these illegal ballots shall 
be taken from each side proportionately. Isn’t that right? But 
in bodies that have the power to order a new election this rule is 
not followed. Where it affects the result of the whole election it 
is declared void, and the parties are subjected to a new election. 
Is not that the rule? I will refer,as an authority for that propo- 
sition, to the contested-election case in 1 Elisworth, pages 93 and 
#4, and alsoto McCrary on Elections, section 496. McCrary says: 

This is probably the safest rule that can be adopted in a court of justice, 
where there is no power to order a new election and where great injury 
would result from declaring the office vacant, but it is manifest that it may 
sometimes work a great a inasmuch as the truth might be, if it 
could be shown, that all the illegs votes were on one side, while it is scarcely 
to be presumed that they would ever be divided between the candidates in 
exact proportion to their whole vote. But the rule which, in the absence of 
proof as to how illegal votes were cast, would deduct them all from the ma- 
jority candidate is much more unreasonable and dangerous. Of the two 
evils the least should be chosen. We see here, however, how important it is 
that it should, if possible, be made to appear, either by direct or circumstan- 
tial evidence, for whom each illegal vote was cast. 

In a legislative body having power to order a new election, and in any 
other tribunal having the same power, it will doubtless generally be re- 
garded as safer and more conducive to the ends of justice to order such new 
election than to reach a result by the application of the rule above stated. 

This rule is sustained by the action of this House. But nowI am 
passing beyond that proposition. I say that the most that could 
be done would be to declare the seat vacant. But it ought not to 
be declared vacant, because here are over 1,800 illegal votes, and 
they say there is no evidence for whom they were cast. I want 
toshow you from the record in this case that there are sufficient 
facts and circumstances to indicate to any reasonable man that 
they were cast for Connell. I want to say it in as brief a way as 
Ican. We lawyers understand that fraud is hard to prove. It 
must be proven by facts and circumstances, and sometimes the 
facts and circumstances must be very slight. 

You will find here at the beginning of the first volume of the 
evidence—and it is about the same all the way through—a sample 
of what I want to call the attention of the gentleman to. After 
this contest was commenced—there were six or seven thousand 
Witnesses to be examined—the contestant goes out there and, as I 
am informed and the record shows, starts in to take testimony in 
three or four places, inquiring into the validity of these votes. 
N Ww, let us see the nature and character of this testimony. Iread 
‘tom the first page of the first volume of the evidence of William 
R. Davis. He was asked where he lived, etc., and says he is a 
Sngle man; and isasked how long he lived in Lackawanna County, 
and says he lived there twenty-two years. He is asked if he paid 
any taxes, and he said, ‘‘ No;’’ and therefore he was disqualified 
from voting: 


. Did you vote at the last election, held on the 4th day of November, 1902?— 


» NO, Sir, 


Q. You are positive about that?—A. Yes. 


Then, coming down to the next witness: 

Q. Have you any tax receipts?—A. I have, but lost them. 

. Did you vote at the last election?—A. I did; yes, sir. 

_ Just as soon as the witness said that he voted at the last elec- 
tion ~and that is pursued here through hundreds of pages—the 
Counsel examining the witness stops and does not pursue his legal 
Tight to ask that witness for whom he voted. 

Now, we all know that in the ordinary course of events this did 
not disqualify this witness from objecting to the question on any 
fround except that it might incriminate him—a privilege which 
aaah waive—and every lawyer knows that if contestant did 
waite there was danger in asking him who he voted for, he 
a ( do 80. Nay, more, if he were not convinced that the an- 
as a) ould be that he voted for his client, the lawyer would have 
sel him, But it even goes further than that. I have examined 
bage after page and witness after witness, and they are all of the 


[Laughter 
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Mr. WADE. I stated at the beginning that I had not read all | 
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same character all the way through. In every witness’s testi- 
mony, as soon as that question was answered, as thongh he were 
examined by a diagram and a square and compass, the examina- 
tion is chopped right off. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. McLAIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman five min- 





| utes more. 


Mr. WADE. NowI will make the point without further ex- 
amining the testimony. There is in this record, following it fur- 


| ther, instance after instance where counsel for Mr. Howell asks 


the witness for whom he voted and where counsel for Mr. Con- 
nell objected to the question, and not only objected, but told the 
witness that he did not have to answer the question. Not only 
that, but told the commissioner that he must tell the witness not 
to answer. Not only that, but the commissioner undertakes to 
rule upon evidence and tell the witness not to answer. What 
does that indicate? 

Why, it indicates—the rule which is well recognized in these 
cases and in all cases—that where a man seeks to suppress the 
evidence, where a man destroys a paper, where a man refuses 
to call to the stand and examine a witness whois within hisreach, 
the presumption obtains that that witness, if examined, or that 
question, if asked, would be against him. That rule is applied in 
every court of the United States, and I wish to close now by show- 
ing that it has been applied by this House in the I Ellsworth, at 
page 122, in election contest of Finley v. Bisbee. 

Contestee shows by proof that 74 foreign-born persons voted without com- 
plying with section 3, Article IV, of the Constitution. Fifty-three of these tes- 
tify themselves that they voted for contestant, four others that they voted 
the whole Democratic ticket. Seventeen others are called and testify that 
they voted without producing the necessary certificates. They were asked 
by contestee for whom they voted for Congress, and were told by the con- 
testant’s counsel they were not — by law to disclose that fact, and 
thereupon they refused to answer for whom they voted. We are of opin- 
ion, their votes being illegal, they were bound to answer, and refusing to 


do so at the suggestion of contestant’s counsel is very strong presumptive 
evidence that they voted for contestant. 


So in a case reported in Mobley before this House—a contested- 
election case—the same rule is laid down. 

Gentlemen, if you will examine fifty pages of this evidence and 
observe the guarded care with which the contestant avoids open- 
ing the door for the admission of the fact as to whom these illegal 
votes were cast for, you will reach a state of mind which would 
force you, if you were upon the bench deciding the question, to 
say that the presumption is that these men voted for this man, 
because otherwise they would have been asked how they voted or 
the evidence would have been permitted to be introduced when 
an answer was sought to that question. Yet there are now more 
than 1,800 of those witnesses summoned by the contestant who 
are in that situation. Eighteen hundred illegal votes: yet the 
counsel who examined those witnesses did not dare to ask them the 
question! 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. WADE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman state the 
date of that decision that he has just been quoting—the decision 
of the court of Pennsylvania? 

Mr. WADE. Itis not from a Pennsylvania court, but is a re- 
port of a committee of this House on a contested-election case. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Then I will ask the gentleman 
whether he is aware that an act of 1895, known as the ‘* ballot law 
of Pennsylvania,’’ prohibits the voter from disclosing how he 
voted and makes it an indictable crime for him to do so? 

Mr. WADE. Bat it has not been held—— 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. I ask the gentleman whether 
he is aware of that act of 1895, in force when that election was 
held, making it a crime for the voter to disclose for whom he 
voted? 

Mr. JOHNSON. That applies to a legal voter; not to an ille- 
gal voter. 

Mr. WADE. Icouldread from authorities, if I had the time-—— 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. My question was as to whether 
the gentleman knew of the statute of Pennsylvania to which I 
referred. 

Mr. WADE. I know there is some such statute of the State of 
Pennsylvania, but there is not any statute, to my knowledge, which 
prevents an inquiry from a man who has shown he is not a legal 
voter, but is a violator of the law. 

Mr. Speaker, I appeal to the fairness and the justice of the 
gentlemen upon the other side in behalf of this young man who 
has been forced into this unequal contest. Did time permit I 
would like to discuss these questions further, but I have said 
enough. It seems to me to indicate that the claims of the con- 
testant are based upon illegal votes, and that it would be rank 
injustice to seat him as a Member of this House: — ; 

id time permit I would like to go into the evidence showing 
the manner in which Connell secured his votes, and it is a chapter 


Will the gentleman permit me 
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in the evidence which should condemn the course of this contest- 
ant before this House or before any other tribunal. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Ishould like to ask the gentleman a question, 
if he will yield. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BouTELL). The time of the 
gentleman has again expired. 

Mr. WADE. I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the REcorD. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I yield to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. STERLING] thirty minutes. 

Mr. STERLING. r. Speaker, it seems to me that this dis- 
cussion ought to be confined to the questions that are made in this 
record. The remarks made by the gentleman from Iowa have 
not been based to any extent upon the record that was before this 
committee and is now before this House. I can not understand 
what the platform which the gentleman read has to do with the 
question that this House has to decide. 

In this great mass of testimony there are but two questions of 
importance—but two questions that need be considered by any 
Member who is called to vote on the issues that are here made. 
This discussion ought not to go beyond those questions, because 
what is said outside of the record simply misleads instead of giv- 
ing information of the real issues. 

One question, and the important one, it seems to me, in this 
case—the one that practically determines whether the contestant 
or the contestee is entitled to this seat—is involved in the testi- 
mony contained in the record with reference to the First and Sec- 
ond wards of Winton borough and the first district of Old Forge. 
In those three precincts the contestee received a majority of the 
votes as they were returned—a majority of 453. It is charged by 
the contestant that these returns are so tainted with fraud, that 
the misconduct of the officers of those precincts was so reckless 
and so lawless, that these returns should be thrown out, and the 
entire vote. unless there be votes proven aliunde for one of the 
parties or the other, should be rejected. 

The law of Pennsylvania under which these officers acted—the 
statute taken in connection with the construction of the statute 
by the highest court in that Commonwealth—is to the effect that 
these officers shail take an oath—and these officers did take an 
oath—that they would not receive and would not consent that any 
other person should receive any ballot except from a person who 
under the constitution and the statutes was entitled to vote at 
that election; that is to say, the officers of that election said on 
their oath that they knew the law of Pennsylvania and that they 
would obey the law. 

And we have a right to assume that they knewit, and gentlemen 
can not say on the floor of this House that these men might have 
been mistaken; that they might have misconstrued the law; that 
perhaps they did not know their duty. They said on their oaths 
that they did know their duty under the law, and they were bound 
under the law to perform it. 

The statute of Pennsylvania says that no man shall be entitled 
to vote at any election in that State unless his name is on the list 
of registration or unless he makes an affidavit proving his qualifi- 
cations as a voter. And itis nohardship. The man whose name 
is on the list of registration is bound to make the same proof, and 
if a voter neglects to get his name on the list of registration is it a 
hardship on him to require of him, when he presents himself at the 
voting place, the same proof as was required of every man whose 
name was put upon the list of registration? 

Did they do this? I say that this record shows that in the 
Second Ward of Winton there were 80 ballots cast at that elec- 
tion by men whose names were not upon the list of registration. 
In the Third Ward of Winton there were eighty-three names— 
eighty-three persons who cast ballots at that election whose 
names were not upon the list of registration. At the first district 
of Old Forge, out of a vote of 418, there were 158 men who voted 
whose names were not on the list of registration, and in not one 
of these precincts—where over 800 ballots were cast, where more 
than 300 persons voted whose names were not on the list of regis- 
tration—was there a single voter who made an affidavit that he was 
a qualified voter at that election. Now, how is it possible for these 
officers of election to say they did not know the law when they 
swore that they would consent to receive no ballot except that of 
a voter who was qualified under the constitution and the laws of 
the State to cast his vote at that election? They had the regis- 
tration list before them. 

The law said that when a man presented himself at the polling 
place and offered to vote the officers of election should refer to 
the list of registration and see if his name was on that list, and if 
it was not on that list they must refuse to accept his ballot. 
Then, if he cared to make an affidavit,if he cared to prove that 
he was a legal voter, he could make an affidavit, and then vote. 
Yet these officers in more than 300 instances, in almost one-half 





— 


of all the votes that were cast at those polling places, fajjo) t 
perform their sworn duty under the statutes and the constitu; : 


of the State. _ 
In the Second Ward of Winton more than one-third of the me 
who voted were not on the list of registration and did no: aie 
an affidavit. In the Second Ward of Winton almost one half f 
the voters were not on the list of registration. In the firs die 
trict of Old Forge more than one-third of all the votes that w “A 
cast were cast by men whose names were not on the list of ke 
tration, and not a single affidavit was filed. Why, what ey a 


is necessary? Is it necessary to prove that these men knew the 
law, when they said on their oaths that they knew it and that 
they would follow it? They say, ‘‘ Why did ‘not the contestant 
produce these officials of election on the witness stand to testif 
whether or not they violated the law?’’ —— 

I say to you, gentlemen representing the contestee in this case 
why did you not produce them incourt? Why did you not bring 
them into court and prove by them that they did follow the law? 
We could not compel them to testify if, as we say or as the con. 
testant says, they violated the law; but if, as you say, they followed 
the law, you could have compelled them to testify. So I say to 
you that it is too late in this proceeding—the time has gone by 
when you can ond that the officers of this election were not called, 
The record, which was the best evidence in any court and the best 
evidence in any committee, showed for itself that these names 
were not on the list of registration, that they made no affidavits 
and this record shows that these men did vote. ’ 

Now, if this ballot is tainted, if there are a large number of 
illegal votes, what should be done? The gentleman from South 
Carolina said the law is that this ballot must be purged. He said 
that the law required that the illegal votes be sifted out, so as not 
to deprive any lawful voter of the right to cast his ballot. Well, 
that is the law; and the courts say and committees have said that 
where a ballot is so tainted with fraud that it is impossible to find 
out the truth, to discover who voted legally and who voted ille- 
gally, then the entire poll must be thrown out. But whose duty 
is it, in case the legal votes can be determined, in case it may be 
discovered who voted rightfully and who voted wrongfully—whose 
duty is it to purge the ballot and give to the citizen that voted 
rightfully and under the law his right of franchise? It is a serious 
proposition, but the law does not impose upon this House or this 
committee that heard this case the burden of purging the ballot. 

When the contestant alleges the ballot is tainted with fraud, 
and when he has proven his allegation as set forth in his notice of 
contest in this case, then he can rest, if he cares to, and the bur- 
den shifts, where? The burden shifts to the contestant to prove 
the votes that were cast legally for him and to the contestee to 
prove the legal votes that were cast for him. 


Now, we are not in the dark on this proposition. We have 
abundance of law as to the question where the burden of proof 
rests in that case. I want to read some citations which I have 
gathered here on this question, which seem to me to entirely an- 


swer the controversy made by the gentlemen representing the 
contestee as to whether or not this ballot could have been purged, 
and whose duty it was to purge it. 


_ Inthe contested-election case of Washburn v. Vorhees, reported 
in 2 Bartlett, page 590, is the following: 
If fraud is clearly shown to exist to such an extent as to satisfy the a 


that the return does not show the truth, and no evidence is furn 
either party to the contest from which the truth may be deduced, 
alternative is left but to reject such returns. 


then no 


The record is made in this case. These parties, both of them, 
have had their day to take their testimony. The statute of Penn 
sylvania prescribes that the contestant shall have forty “ays 
put in his testimouy and the contestee shall have forty days to pul 
in his testimony, and I say to you that the record is that tiie col 
testee in this case devoted but eleven of his forty days t. tle tak 
ing of testimony. He had abundance of time; he had th» powe! 
of the law right there in that district where the election was held. 
He had commissioners provided by the statutes of the | nited 
States before whom this testimony could be had, before whom ™ 
could be taken; and if he wanted to purge the poll and prove 
himself, for his benefit, the legal votes cast for him in these three 
precincts, then I say he was bound to do it, and he can mot col 
plain now. He is estopped from coming before this Hou or tht 
committee that has heard this case and arguing the ball. 
to be purged. Again, in the case of Finley v. Wall, re! 
Smith, page 389, it is said: 

, Where returns are cast out for fraud, the party claiming unc’" 
ion— 

And the contestee in this case is claiming a majority 
these precincts in this election— 


for 


ought 


rted in 


f 455 in 


The party claiming under the election must prove the actual vot 
way. 


1904. 


—— 


Again, 
page 691: 
When 1 
but only t 
pe credite 
evidence. 

Again, in another case, this language is used: 

When returns are shown to be false, the respective parties are thrown 
back on such evidence as it may be in their power to produce to show for 
qhom vores were cast, Votes thus proved must be counted; those not proven 
must be disi garded. 

The books are full of decisions along that line. Any sugges- 
tion that may come from any gentleman speaking for the con- 
testee to the effect that the committee should have prorated the 
illegal votes between the contestee and the contestant according | 
to the total number of the votes that each received, or the propo- 
sition that all these illegal votes should have been counted against 
the contestee in this case, is purely a fiction. I say there is no 
law anywhere, at least so far as I have been able to find, that 
quthorizes any such proceeding in disposing of the illegal votes. 
Now, [submit to any gentleman here, Why ought we to charge | 
up all these illegal votes against the contestee? We do not know 
whether all of them were cast for the contestee or not. Why 
should we charge any of them against the contestant? We do 
not know whether any of them were cast for him or not, except 
as the record shows by aliunde proof. But suppose there were no 
other fact. Suppose that there were frauds and a number of 
illegal votes were proven. What right have you to charge an 
illegal vote against any man or against either of them unless the 
record discloses for whom the illegal vote was cast? 

You can not do it, It is purely a fiction, and it is an arbitrary 
proposition that has no foundation in the law and no foundation | 
inreason. The law.so far as I have been able to find—and I think | 
it is the law everywhere in this country—is that where a ballot is | 
tainted with fraud, where it is corrupt, where misconduct and 
illegality on the part of officers of the election show that illegal 
votes were cast, it is the duty of the tribunal passing upon that 
contested case to cast out the entire ballot and say to the parties, 
as the law says to them: Now, if you care to, you can prove for | 
yourself, you can prove for your own benefit, any illegal votes 
which were cast for you. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. ‘You mean any lawful votes. 

Mr. STERLING. I mean any lawful votes that were cast for 
you. Now, the contestant did undertake to prove by aliunde evi- 
dence some legal votes cast for him. There is considerable testi- | 
mony in this case here by the contestant to the fact that a large 
number of persons in these precincts, voting legally, had cast their 
ballots for him, and the committee determined that there were at 
least 82 of them proven to the satisfaction of the committee. | 
Did the contestee avail himself of the privilege under that provi- 
sion of law? Did he call a single witness to prove his legal votes | 
in those precincts? If he did not, and the record shows that he 
did not, then I say that it is too late; he is estopped now from | 
complaining of the fact that the ballot was not purged entirely. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Was any request made to give him op- 
portunity to do that? 

Mr. STERLING. By himself? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes, or on his part. 

Mr. KENNEDY. He had forty days and only used thirty-one 


it is said in Clayton v. Breckinridge, reported in Rowell, 


‘urns are impeached, they can not be received for any purpose, 
se votes proved aliunde can be counted. Each party can only 
| with such votes at the box in question as he may show by other 
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hours for taking testimony. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Did not make any effort? 

Mr. LANNING. MayI interrupt to ask the question as to 
What evidence there is in the case to support—— 

_ Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, we can not hear what 
8 Zolng on over there-—— 

ool: LITTLEFIELD, That is, by what kind of evidence the 
% voves were supported? 

Mr. STERLING, I will consider that now. 
Mr. KENNEDY. The testimony in some cases was the testi- 
my of the man who marked the ballot of the legal voter. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, we would like to 

Low what is going on on that side of the House; nobody can hear 
“— two or three on that side. 
= he SPEAK ER. The point of order is well taken and gentle- 

i interrogating the speaker will kindly address the Chair. 
PR r. 81 ERLING. The question arises what kind of testimony | 
wean to prove how a vote was cast. Where the ballot is 
evide the ballot does not disclose the fact. What is the next best | 
site ty Le party who casts the vote, and in that regard I de- 
pat © call attention particularly to the statement made by the | 
that en ‘rom Iowa, that in the pages of this record it appears | 
vole 4 the contestee had asked witnesses as to how they had | 
ttrast . Contestant interposed an objection and stated and in- | 
play sn the witness.that he need not answer. We are not com- 

ng of that. The gentleman representing the contestee is 
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complaining of the character of the evidence, and I desire to call 
his attention now to the testimony of the very witness from which 
he read, Mr. Flynn, who testified that some of these persons who 
voted legally in these precincts had voted for Mr. Connell, and 
that same witness was asked by the attorney for the contestant 
for whom he voted, what his politics were, and the contestee ob- 
jected and instructed that witness that he need not answer. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. So the objections were mutual? 

Mr. STERLING. Yes, sir. Both the contestee and contestant 
seem to have tried this case on the theory that a voter was not 
permitted and could not be required to testify as to how he voted, 
and the pages of this record are full of objections made by counsel 
for contestee when contestant sought to prove by a witness as to 
how he voted. I say the record is full of objections and instruc- 
tions from their mouths to the witnesses to the effect that they 
were not required to 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Make that statement. 

Mr. STERLING (continuing). Make that statement as to how 
they voted. So he is estopped now from complaining that the evi- 
dence in this case as to how these men voted did not come from 
the mouths of the voters themselves. He told these witnesses 
that they need not disclose that fact, and witness after witness 
took advantage of the instruction and this information as to what 
their rights were under the law and refused to tell under the in- 
structions of counsel for the contestee as to how he voted. 

Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield tothe 
gentleman from South Carolina? 

Mr. STERLING. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Is it not a fact that the record shows that the 
contestee’s counsel, wherever the question was asked how the 
witness voted, said to the witness that he need not answer the 
question; that it was his privilege to refuse? 

Mr. STERLING. That is what I have said the record shows. 

Mr. JOHNSON. And is it not a fact that the contestant’s 
counsel instructed the witness not to answer? In other words, he 


| did not stop by telling him it was his right to keep secret how he 


voted, but he told him not to tell. 

Mr. STERLING. That is not the record. I do not pretend to 
say what the counsel for the contestant or the counsel for the 
contestee said in each instance all through this record, but I say 
that the objections and reasons for the objections and the instruc- 
tions to the witnesses and the reasons they gave for giving the 
witnesses instructions were substantially the same on both sides 
throngh all the pages of this record. This is the point I desire to 
make: You having tried this case on the theory that the voters 
themselves could not be required to disclose how they voted, you 
can not complain now that that kind of evidence is not before this 
committee and before this House. The Lord knows that we 
would have been glad to have had it; but you have placed your- 
selves in that position, and why now should you complain? 

Now, in reply to the question of the gentleman, I want to call 
your attention to the testimony of the witness read by the gentle- 
man from Iowa. It is convenient here now to call attention to 
the position taken by the counsel for the contestee on that very 
question by this very witness. Iam quoting from the testimony 
of Flynn. The counsel for the contestant asked what was his 
politics—that is, the witness’s politics. He asked, ‘* Do youknow 
James Flynn?’’ That is the witness himself. He said, ‘* Yes.’’ 
He was asked, ‘‘ What is your politics?’’ The witness answers, 
‘*Mine?’’? And the question is, ‘* Yes; yours.’’ Mr. Ballentine, 
attorney for the contestee, says, ‘‘ You don’t have to answer that 
question if you don’t want to.”” Iam reading on page 26 of the 
views of the minority, alittle above the middle of the page. That 
is the witness that the gentleman from Iowa read from on that 


| same page. 


The gentleman from Iowa also said this is the character of his 
testimony, and he read as follows: ‘‘ Patrick J. Walsh; do you 
know him?” ‘‘ Yes.’’ ‘‘ Was he supporting Connell?’ ‘* Yes.’’ 
Now, that is not all the evidence of James Flynn. The evidence 
farther down on the same page, on cross-examination of Flynn, is, 
‘‘Are you attempting to tell whom these men voted for?’’ And 
the witness says, ** Yes; the men told me so.”’ 

Now, the question is whether or not the declaration made by the 
voters themselves is competent to prove how they voted. If the 
ballot does not disclose the facts, if the witness himself is not al- 
lowed to testify, where are you going for proof as to how this or 
that man voted in any election? Is it impossible to purge the bal- 
lot for the reason that these two classes of evidence are barred 
under the law? The next best evidence, and the only evidence 
that is left for any party ina case of this kind. is to prove what? 
Why, to prove what the voter said, prove his declarations, prove 
what political party he belongs to. 

Mr. YOUNG. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
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Mr. STERLING. Certainly. 

Mr. YOUNG. When the witness from his own testimony has 
shown that he was not a legal voter, does not his privilege of secrecy 
cease, he being no longer a voter? 

Mr. KENNEDY. He has the privilege of not being compelled 
to furnish evidence to convict himself. 

Mr. STERLING. There is one reason why a legal voter is not 
bound to disclose how he voted, and that is the fact that itis a 
secret ballot, and the law expressly says that he does not have to 
tell that fact. But when the man is an illegal voter there are two 
reasons why he does not have to tell how he cast his ballot. The 
first one is that the law provides that no man, whether an illegal 
or a legal voter, has to tell how he voted, and the other one is, be- 
ing an illegal voter, having committed a crime, he does not have 
to testify for the reason that he does not have tocriminate himself. 

Permit me to read from some very well-considered cases the 
rule as to the admissibility of declarations of the voter as to how 
he voted. In Vallandigham v. Campbell (1 Bartlett, 231) the 
Hon. L. Q. C. Lamar in an opinion says: 


he American cases have, indeed, been mainly directed to the question of 
receiving the declarations of voters. As to the latter, and besides several 
ee cases, the point was expressly and deliberately decided in the great 
New Jersey case in 1840, usually known as the Broad Seal case, and the evi- 
dence was unanimously received and a number of votes determined upon it. 
This precenes has been generally approved ever since, and the undersigned 
attach more importance to it than usual, because it was unanimous ina highly 
partisan case, and because of the great ability and distinction of the gentle- 
men who composed the committee. The same rule of evidence as to the dec- 
larations of voters, bothas to qualifications and vote, was deliberately adopted 
by the legislature of Maryland in 1819, asalsoin the legislature of other States 
and courts having special jurisdiction to try contested elections. 

As toa number of voters whose declarations are given in evidence, it ap. 
pears upon So ae and testimony that their attendance as witnesses could 
not be procured. But it is not necessary in such cases to first call the voter 
and see if he will claim his privilege of refusing toanswer. It was not done 
in any of the cases decided by the British Parliament. It is not necessary in 
settlement of cases where the declarations of the parishioner may be given 
in evidence (1 Greenleaf on Evidence, sec. 175), and the Supreme Court of 
the United States has expressly decided that where a witness can not be 
compelled to answer he need not be called. (6 Peters’ Reports, 352, 367.) 


In the case of Delano v. Morgan the committee held as follows: 


As both parties claim that a large number of persons not qualified electors 
voted at this election, it is necessary to determine what evidence shall be 
taken to show for which candidate such votes were cast. For whom a vote 


himself, and he is never required to disclose it. This fact must therefore 
often be determined by circumstantial evidence alone. 

To what political party a voter belonged, whose partisan he had been, 
whose friends claimed for him the right to vote at the time, what he said of 
his intention before, and his act after voting are circumstances which each 
claimant has endeavored to prove, and which the committee has considered 
in making up its verdict. In this action they are governed by precedent as 
wellas principle. The same ruling obtained in the celebrated case from New 
Jersey, decided in 1840.and known as the “ broad seal” case, and also in the 
Vallandigham v. Campbell, decided in 1858. (See Bartlett's Contested Elec- 
tions, pp. 28 and 238.) If it isnot to be inferred from this kind of evidence 
for whom an illegal vote was cast, it can not, except in a few instances, be 
ascertained at all. Any number of illegal votes, once placed in the ballot 
box, either by the deception or connivance of the board, can never after be 
excluded unless the whole poll isrejected or the fraudulent voters voluntarily 
confess their crime. When, therefore, an illegal vote is shown to have been 
cast, the committee have endeavored to ascertain from circumstantial evi- 
dence, when tive proof could not be given. for whom it was cast and de- 
duct it from his count. (Delano v. Morgan, 2 Bartlett, 168.) 


Text writers on the law of contested elections have adopted the 
same rule. Paine says: 


When the secret ballot is used, it is ordinarily more difficult to show for 
times had to the unsworn admissions or declarations of the voter himself. In 
England, where the vote was formerly given viva voce, the declarations of 
the voters could be received in evidence to set aside the election of a mem- 
ber of Parliament; as also, to diminish the poll, by papewing on illegal vote, 
or to prove bribery of the voters; but they were not admissible on a charge 
of bribery against a candidate. Upon the authority of the English cases the 
courtof appeals of the State of New York in 1868 said: ‘‘In the case at bar the 
disqualification was proven by the voter himself; but these authorities 
abundantly sustain the position that the declaration of the voter as to his 
want of qualification would have been admissible and legal evidence.” It is 


to be observed that the question now underconsideration did not arise inthe | 


New York case,and yet the dictum of the judge was followed by the su- 
preme court of Wisconsin in @ case in which the question did arise. The lat- 
ter court said: “The objection to this evidence is that it was hearsay. To a 


allow it in contests of this nature.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BouTEL1L). The time of the 
gentleman has expired.’ 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I yield to the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. STERLING. On that point let me say further that there 
is a broad distinction to be made between testimony coming from 
a witness who has cast a legal ballot and one who has cast an 
illegal ballot. Isay in the case of the man that has cast an illegal 
ballot it is very questionable whether under the law, if he has 
cast it illegally, wilfully, whether he can be permitted to testify 


| and that is this: There are, according to the admissio). 








| wards I havenamed where they are tainted with fraud 





| Congress is important. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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and he knows that if he tells the truth, if he testifies ; 
that ballot was cast, then it will be taken away from t] 
whom he voted. : 

But if he testified falsely about it, if he testifies tha; 
for the other man, then his illegal ballot will not on|y | 
for his friend in the contest, but one will be taken awa 
other party, thus giving to the illegal voter, if his tes; 
to how he has voted is made competent, the power, in ef 
cast two illegal ballots at the same election. ‘This is a «: 
ducement to the corrupt voter to testify falsely with 
and without fear of the consequences of perjury for t\), 
that the actual fact is known only to himself, 

Now, there is just one other matter to which I desiys ; 


———» 


whom 
ian for 


vot rd 
unted 
m the 
Ny as 
CT, to 
Ong in- 
punity 


reason 


Te fer, 


sel for the contestee in this case, more than 1,000 illegal) y, ‘anna 


side of these three precincts. More than 1,100, it is charged jy 
the contestant, voted illegally for the reason that they had not 
paid their taxes under the statute, as is required, before election 
and the counsel for the contestee admitted that there were alors 
800 of them; and I say that of the 418 votes that were cast on ilJega] 
affidavits, counsel for contestee admitted that at least 300 of them 
were illegal, and thus it is with the 800 illegal ballots in the three 

and with 
t, we have 


more than 1,000 illegal ballots elsewhere in the distri: 
more than 1,800 illegal ballots in that district. 
Something has been said by the gentleman speaking for the con- 
testee to the effect that there was a presumption in this case that 
had to be overcome by the contestant, and that that presumption 
was that the certificate of election imported verity in this case. | 
say that where the contestee obtained only 461 plurality by the 
returns, and where the contestant has proceeded and proven be- 
yond question, beyond doubt, that more than 1,800 of the ballots 
cast are illegal, that presumption is destroyed and overcome, and 
then there is no further burden on him to overcome a presumpticn 
that the election certificate imports a verity. On the contrary, the 
proof in this case made by the contestant in this regard does not 
only overcome that presumption, but it proves absolutely and be- 
yond a doubt that this election certificate does not import a verity 
What is a presumption? This is not a conclusive presumption 


| It is not a presumption that requires proof beyond a reasonable 
is given, by the laws of Ohio, is a secret properly known only to the voter | P P a P — . ; 


doubt to overcome it. It isa mere naked presumption, which 
says to the contestant: You must take the first step in this pr 

ceeding. The scales are now balanced, and you must proceed by 
competent evidence to turn the scale, even in the estimation of a 
hair, and if you have done that, you have made out a prima facie 
case. It will not do—and I want to impress that fact upon the 
gentlemen on this side of this Hall—for them to turn to one page 
and say: “‘ Here is the evidence that shows how John Smith or 
William Jones voted.”” This record of 4.000 pages is full of that. 
Some of it is here with reference to how John Smith voted; some 
of it is over there, and some of it in another volume. There were 
6,500 witnesses called by this contestant to make ont his case, 
and instead of gentlemen complaining, as they do in thir minor- 
ity report, that he exercised too much energy, that he showed t 

much interest in the matter. he ought to be given credit for. domg 
what he could to bring the facts before this committee : 


i he 
we TO] 


| this House as to the truth which we all seek in the mat 


My time has almost expired, and I desire to say in « 


J 1arl | that in my judgment we owe it not only to this contestan 
whom an illegal vote was cast than to prove its illegality. Recourse is some- | i+ involves broader rights than the rights ofa single i1 


| involves the rights of the whole people and of this Co 


volves the very fountain source of popular governme! 
tutions: and so I say we owe it not only to this con' 
to the whole people that we denounce every act that 
purity of the ballot and that we nullify every result ' 
from such violation. Of all laws the election laws s! 
purest in form and the most faithful in enforcement 
sacred only as it expresses the will of the people. 


| sanctity thrown around a poll vitiated by fraud, an’ 
| sanctity around the poll of these three precincts. 


certain extent this may be so; but the well-settled and uniform practice is to | the Republican side. | 


+ 
g 
gent 


Mr. McLAIN. I yield ten minutes to the 
Pennsylvania [Mr. SHULL]. 

Mr. SHULL. Mr. Speaker, I take it that as a part 
tory of this case the fact that William Connell rece!) 
nation of the Democratic rump convention as @ ©a! 


While it is true that the court 


| sylvania decided that this nomination was irregular. 


was not allowed to be in the Democratic column 4s 4 
it is important in this case, for the reason that the! 
the committee in arriving at their conclusion desire t! 


or not, or whether his evidence is competent, and let me tell you | arrive at the same conclusion—namely, that in the re} 
the reason, and there is authority for it in cases which have been | tion districts the Democrats had a majority of the off 


before this House time and time again. The illegal voter knows 
that the election has passed and that his ballot has been impeached, 


they were derelict in their duty or in any way perpe™«' 
they did it in the interest of the contestee. 
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I desire to 


i ut an’ . . ; i 
— the nomination of the Democratic convention, but 
rect ; 


hrongh some irregularit his nomination was rejected by the 
neat ond he was relegated to the necessity of taking out a nomi- 
comm under the head of *‘Antimachine.”’ 

my recite this for the reason that I think it important in the con- 
sideration of the subject from that standpoint; and I think it just 
gs important that it should appear as a part of the history of this 
yoke t the contestant, for the purpose of electing himself to 


say that the contestee in this case made this fight 


If there were any persons voting whose names were not on the 
party organization back of him. It is true that he 


original registry lists as produced to them in alphabetical order, 
those names would appear at the bottom of their list. If so, then 
it would become necessary on the part of the election officers to 
have taken such affidavit as is prescribed by the statutes of the 
State and return them with the other papers to the prothonotary 
of the court. 

The committee in fairness should have quoted the election law 
relative to overseers, which permits— 
case tha On petition of five voters of any given district, the appointment by the 
the said overseers so appointed shall have the qualifications of an election 
officer; shall be present from the time of opening the poll until the closing 
thereof; be present at the counting of the ballots, and sign with the election 
officers the return of the district for which he may be appointed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has expired. 

Mr. SHULL. I should like to have five minutes more. 

Mr. McLAIN. Mr. Speaker,I yield to the gentleman five min- 
utes more. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia is recognized for five minutes more. 

Mr.SHULL. The election law of Pennsylvania requires that 
the election officers of any given district shall place the alpha- 
betical registry list sent to them by the commissioners, after 
counting the vote, in the ballot box with the ballots and other 
papers prescribed by law. Such being the case, it must be evi- 
dent to any unbiased man that without opening the ballot box in 
any given election district it would be a physical impossibility to 
show by documentary evidence whether or not any names of any 
persons had been added thereto by any election officer unless he 
be endowed by the Creator with a fluoroscopic eye or a radio- 
active optic. 


r perchance he was 80 enamored of the company of Robert E. 
Paitison, a man who is better hated by the stalwart Republicans 
of the State of Pennsylvania than any man living in that State, 
that he desired to keep company with him. : 

While the course of my remarks will of necessity be somewhat 
regular, 1 desire to call the attention of the House to several 
statements that have been made by gentlemen upon the other side; 
and the first of these is the one relative to illegal voters. 

Under the law of Pennsylvania, as construed by its supreme 
court time and time again, it has been decided that while the bal- 
jot in that State is a secret one it is secret for the protection only 
of the legal voter, and that when a voter is proven to have voted 
illegally—so proven by his own evidence—he can be compelled to 
testify for whom he voted, or by other evidence, for he stands in- 
criminated without testifying for whom he voted. If that is good 
law—if that is the law of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania— 
then that was the primary evidence to be introduced by the con- 
testant in every instance, preparatory to proving how the man 
yoted. If from some cause perchance the illegal voter could not 
bereached, then by showing that fact upon the record they would 
bepermitted to introduce secondary evidence, provided the sec- ' aa ' ’ . : 
ondary evidence was of a proper character. But in taking this With these original registry lists wiped out of existence it must 
evidence no such course was pursued, nor was it attempted to be | be apparent from what appears on the record itself and the law 
pursued, | applicable thereto that the committee is relegated to a decision of 

Before paying some little attention to the majority report I re- | this case upon a mass of testimony covering about 500 pages, 
fer to another thing which isa part of the history of this case | which, if the most liberal construction of the laws of evidence 
and appears as a part of the record in the evidence as brought to | was applied to it, could be reduced to ten pages. I contend, Mr. 
the House, and that is the conduct of a commission that was ap- | Speaker, that the ruling of the commission made every particle 
pointed to take the testimony in this contest. Under the laws of | of the evidence that was taken by them purely ex parte where 
the State of Pennsylvania—and I presume under the laws of every | the right of cross-examination.was denied, and therefore that it 
Commonwealth of this country—a commission appointed by a | could not and should not be used in this case if any pretense of 
court is simply a conduit, a medium to bring evidence to the | law is to apply. This same remark applies to two affidavits that 
court, the same as a master in chancery. If that is true, if that | were taken and that are spread on this record, one of which pur- 
is good law, then it was the duty of this commission in every in- | ports to be a certified copy from the prothonotary of Lackawanna 
stance to take down all that occurred before them; not to rule | County that there are now no affidavits filed in his office with the 
upon the evidence, not to rule what was competent and what was other election papers of the district of first and second Winton 
incompetent. Their proper function was to take down the ques- | and first Old Forge. 
tions, the objections, if any, of the attorneys, and the answers to| This evidence is practically worthless for the reason that it 
the questions; and the ruling on it would be made later by the | proves nothing. Those affidavits might not be there to-day, but 
judicial body. | is this conclusive evidence to prove fraud or irregularity on the 

To the election laws as quoted by the majority I take no excep- | part of election officers, in that those affidavits were not filed at 
tion beyond the fact that the law of 1895 relative to county com- | the time prescribed by law? If this be accepted as evidence. why 
missioners and assessors is not properly quoted in their report. | anyone in any court would be able to prove or disprove anything. 
It is not the law of 1895, but it is a clause of a law quoted or re- Further than that, I desire to say that this part of the election 
cited for amendment. | law of Pennsylvania is not mandatory. It is simply directory, 

In 1895, after the constitutional amendment doing away with | and the failure of an election officer to comply with this law 
the numbering of the ballots, the necessity of an assessor pro- | does not in any way invalidate the election of any given district. 
ducing to the county commissioners, in addition to the original THE THIRD WARD OF WINTON. 
entry list, two lists was wiped out. The same is true of the two The committee in their report state: 
lists which were required under the older act to be issued by the 
commissioners and by them given to the election board prior to 
the opening of the poll. Under the old law when two lists were 
ksued one was styled by the election officers a ballot check list; 
the other was styled a voters’ check list. At the time of the 
Gosing of the polls the voters’ check list was sealed, with the | proof of their right to vote, as required by law. 
luutilated ballots, the unused ballots, the affidavits of the election The only evidence offered that would be admitted by any court 
aivers, the affidavits, if any, of the voters, the election returns, | of justice in support of any irregularity at this poll is that of 

ie tally sheets; and these were forwarded to the prothonotary Gabrille Kelli, who swears that he did not vote. His name is on 
of the court in any county as the custodian of those papers. the original registry list and is also on the voting list. And Mike 

he other list was by the election officers sealed up in the ballot | Cholish, who swears he did not vote, and his name is on the orig- 

X with the other papers required by law, including the ballots. | inal registry list and also on the polling list. 

hy this should be quoted, that there should be two lists, Ican | The fact developed in these two cases shows clearly that they 
hot conceive, except for the purpose of misleading the House and | were instances of personations; in other words. that some other 
uisleading this committee into supposing that there were a num- | persons voted under the names of each of these twomen. While 

t of lists, copies of the original registry lists, and therefore personations might under certain conditions be conclusive evi- 
making it appear plausible for an ingenious and not overscrupu- | dence of fraud on the part of election officers, yet no one could so 
emtie ee to foist upon this committee and upon the House a | infer in an election district composed largely of Slavs, Huns, 
could Copy of an original entry list that never was and never Lithuanians, and Italians, people of different ethnok gic al stor k, of 

d have been in the ssion of an election officer—for the | different ideals, and characterized by marked lingual differences, 

Pee of what? For the purpose of proving that the election | gathered in colonies by themselves, and known to their employers 
the he had committed fraud through and by an instrument that | and the natives generally only by number or by names indicative 
han Zs presumes they never saw. The list that went into the | of some ersonal appearance or characteristic. 
ist 8 of the election officers—a copy of the original registry No unbiased man would state that the personations practiced 
. Was by them sealed up, or presumed to have been sealed up, | on an election board of a district composed of this sort of inhabit- 

€ bailot box, é ants could even by inference be accused of fraud or negligence. 


hie hody, Was willing to ride any horse, so it was a winning one; court of each county of overseers for each district, one from each party. That 
this DOGy, we 

| 

| 


Notwithstanding the plain, unequivocal statement in the statute which 
| provides that no man shall be permitted to vote at the election on that day 
whose name is not on said registry list unless he shall make proof of his right 
| to vote, as hereinbefore required, and notwithstanding the oaths of said elec- 
tion officers above set forth, they permitted in this ward a large number of 
| men to vote whose names were not on the registry list without affidavits in 
| 
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The only other instance which it is attempted by testimony that 
comes anyway near to the dignity of evidence is that of Tom 
(John) Sevak, or Tom (John) Seval, or Tom (John) Sowal, who 
s ems to be the same man, assessed under the name of Thomas 
Sowal, who swears that his name is Sevak, and that he had in 
this district a brother by the name of George Sevak, who is reg- 
istered also as George Sowal, indicating simply that there is a 
difference in the spelling of the name, and nothing more. 

John Conry, the only election officer in this district who was 
sworn, testifies that there were no affidavits of voters taken by the 
election board of that district for the reason that no one voted 
who was not on the registry list. Thecontestant’s attorney seems 
to have impressed upon the majority of the committee that where 
a person is marked ** D. I.’’ and ‘‘I. N.” on the registry lists in 
the hands of the election officers that this is notice to the election 
officers that this man is not a legal voter and must make affidavit 
before his vote is received. This is positively not the law of Penn- 
sylvania. Under the law of Pennsylvania, if a man who is so 
marked on the registry list offers to vote, he must present his 
naturalization paper, and after doing this he is in the same posi- 
tion as any other registered voter without any letters or words 
following his name. 

The contestant calls a witness by the name of Beni Betti, who 
swears that there was a conspiracy between him and 4 man by 
the name of Lawler to vote men who were not legal voters, and 
that he and Lawler gathered the men, and that a man by the 
name of John Lally voted them. They also called Lawler to 

rove the same thing, and he denied the statement of Beni Betti. 

t is shown that John Lally wasa Republican. The contestant 
did not call Lally to substantiate or deny the statement of the 
apparently subsidized Beni Betti, so that the contestant proves 
and disproves his own allegation, and how much credence can be 
given the uncorroborated evidence of a self-confessed criminal 
in the face of the majority of the election board being Demo- 
cratic, the coconspirator a Democrat, and the ballot marker a 
Republican, and in the presence of a Republican overseer ap- 
pointed by the court? And how can that in any way indicate 
that these foreigners were rounded up and corralled by the friends 
of the contestee, taken in, and voted by the connivance of the 
election officers? The respective votes of the contestant and the 
contestee did not vary materially from the proportionate vote 
cast at the preceding general election. That the election machin- 
ery was apparently in the hands of Mr. Howell’s friends seems a 
piece of witticism in that the contestant had back of him the Re- 
publican party, the ballot reformers, and a part of the Demo- 
cratic party, and the contestee no party organization, and the 
balance of this paragraph only intensifies the humor. 

THE SECOND WARD OF WINTON. 


The evidence of Wallace Barber and Frank Lavcoski is that 
they did not vote. Their names are on the polling list and, there- 
fore, are evidence of personations. A professional witness, who 
swears en bloc to the residence and — of many persons, 
swears that Thomas Wright and John Mackey, whose names are 
on the original registry list and on the voting list, are both dead. 
If this is true it makes the total personations in this district four, 
and the character of the voters or electors in this district or ward 
are the same as in the Third Ward and, therefore, should not be 
construed as indicating fraud on the part of the election officers. 
Thomas Moore, Thomas O’Conner, and Richard Hasley swear that 
they voted. They were not registered and made no affidavit, being 
the only three witnesses to show ignorance, incompetency, or 
negligence in the discharge by the election officers of their duty, 
and I submit whether the casting of this number of illegal votes 
would warrant the throwing out or rejecting the vote of the whole 
ward, and thus punish the legal electors of this district for the 
violation of the election laws by the election officers by the re- 
ceipt of these votes. Do the precedents of this body warrant so 
drastic a measure where it is possible to purge and to strike out 
the illegal or fraudulent votes? 

The principle underlying all the decisions of the supreme court 
of the State of Pennsylvania on contest cases is that the ballot 
should be purged of illegal or fraudulent votes where it is possible. 
The disfranchisement of a large body of men who are not only 
entitled to the elective franchise but who exercise that right in 
complete conformity of law would be simply monstrous. If this 
were the rule it would be possible for wicked and designing men 
to disfranchise thousands of honest voters. Such construction 
of law will never prevail. The terms of the law must be sub- 
ordinated to its spirit and purpose. 

OLD FORGE, FIRST DISTRICT. 

In this district there is no evidence of any violation of the elec- 
tion laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. The contestant 
offers as evidence a certificate of John F. Cummings, a prothono- 
tary of Lackawanna County, a document which would not be re- 
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ceived as evidence in any court or before any judicia] } 


the reason that it is ex parte; further, it is not an affida ~ for 
tive to a record, neither is it an affidavit to a file as conto, rela- 
by law for the reason that under the election laws of |), pated 
monwealth of Pennsylvania the prothonotaries of tho ;. 2 a 
each county are simply the custodians of the election ro, rts of 
his county. If it were admitted as evidence it proves sot of 
for the reason that it simply states what is now in his poser’ 
as prothonotary, not what was in his possession at tho tiz ~ 
returns from that ward came into his possession. _ 
There is no evidence that anyone voted whose namo did 
appear on the voting list as returned and the alphabetica] roo; ‘ of 
list that is in the ballot box. Neither is there any evidence of 
duplicates or sudstitutions. It is true, however, tha: cease 
voted opposite whose name the letters ‘D. I.” and“ |. \ » 
peared on the registry list without filing affidavits, for ¢)o aire 
that the law does not require any affidavit to be filed, Tho — 
tion board in this district sent for one Michael Cafferty ¢o fill a 


vacancy of inspector. He was not registered. Ho voted, but 
there is no evidence that he did not make an affidavit required py 
law. There is no evidence that any peace officer or any other 
officer at this election polled with friends of the contestee. or that 
threats were used. : 

It is true that a Republican watcher by the name of Karnoski 
was forcibly ejected, and it is also true that if the election officers 
of themselves or by means of peace officers, had not ejected this 
man they would have been derelict in their duty, for the reason 
that it was proven that this man was violating the election laws 
of the State by electioneering for the contestant; the law being 
that all persons are prohibited from electioneering within any 
election room or within 60 feet thereof. : 

It is also true that there was another Republican watcher pres- 
ent at this poll all day, and it is also true that there was also 
present a Republican overseer, who, under the law, was com- 
pelled to remain at that poll from the time of its opening until 
the vote was counted, the ballot box sealed, and the return coun- 
tersigned by himself. There isnoevidence that the right of chal- 
lenge was denied one man, one man swearing that he challenged 
one vote. The judge of the election swears that the vote chal- 
lenged at that poll was not received. 

The only evidence that voters were denied the right to make 
their own selections of persons to assist them in marking their 
ballots is that this professional ballot marker, Karnoski. after 
being ejected for violation of the law, was allowed to mark no 
more ballots, and there is not a scintilla of evidence that any 
ballots were marked contrary to the desire or instruction of 
voters, and I submit whether there is anything relative to the 
conducting of the election at this poll that would justify the state- 
ment that the election in the district was conducted in a high- 


handed manner and without regard to the provisions of the laws 
of the State. The contest as presented to the House is a parody 
on justice—comedy that is about to be elevated to the dignity ol 
atragedy. [Applause on the Democratic side. 


Mr. McLAIN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire how much 
time we have consumed? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BovuteLL). On the Repub- 
lican side there have been one hundred and forty minutes used, 
and on the other side one hundred and twenty-four minutes. 

Mr. McLAIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield fifteen minutes to the gen 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. THAYER]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. THAYER] is recognized for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Speaker, I think I bring to the considera- 
tion of this majority resolution for unseating the contestee 4 
open and unbiased a mind as there is in this House; bu' ! should 
be false to myself and false to my constituents did J not enter MY 
protest against the passage of this majority resolution. 7 

It appears that the contestee was elected by 461 vot's 1" Lac a- 
wanna County to a seat in this House from the Tent): istrict o 
Pennsylvania. The purpose of this resolution now 's ¢) = 
eject him from the House and to reinstate our good '" nd : » 
Connell, who was defeated by 461 majority at the last | — 
and this is undertaken on the ground of fraud, practice! by 
Howell and his friends. ee + ecaiaee 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let us go back to the beginning ° por in by 
paign and ferret out the fraud, if there is any, part’ ated in "7 
anybody and everybody participating in thiselection. \" 
not go over all the evidence, over 4,000 pages, of the oA oe . 
we often see, in giving the evidence that was taken in ot a 
tested-election case, seven-tenths of it in my opinion t's 
relevancy to the case whatever. But I would like to s¢! "Pt 
milestones along the route, in order that we can take our bes'''s 
and see ‘‘ where we are at.”’ 

It has been claimed that this man should be unses 
of fraud in polling the vote for the contestee. Let ' 
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1904. 


sant 

rties up in Pennsylvania were most accountable for fraud hap- 

ning thatday. Well, it seems there was a Democratic conven- 
ion in the county of Lackawanna on the 23d day of September 
jst. From the reports which I have heard of the elections up in 
Pennsylvania the last few years I had come to believe that there 
were no Democrats tolerated up there, and I was astonished to 
jearn not only that there are any Democrats up there but that one 
county isstrongly Democratic, and I hope in the time yet to come, 
and not very far distant, that the little leaven nurtured up in the 
nortawest portion of Pennsylvania may leaven the whole lump. 

The Democracy in that sturdy little county met in convention 
with 192 delegates, and it seems that in some unxeplainable way 
and by some unspeakable means there were 32 delegates in this 
convention that had been tarred by the Connell stick. They came 
into the convention and undertook to run it on the principle that 
the tail could wag the dog. The scheme didn’t work. They were 
gyuelched and ousted. The immortal thirty-two, those stalwart 
patriots who would not stoop to fraud and connivance, withdrew 
from the convention and set up a rump convention and nomi- 
nated, as they had been requested to, Mr. Connell, one of the 
most prominent leaders of the Republican ring in that ring- 
governed Republican State—an excellent gentleman withal, but 
4 violent Democratic hater from start to finish. 

Think of it, Mr. Speaker, these 32 veneered Democrats sneaking 
into a Democratic convention and failing to capture the conven- 
tion, then setting up a rump convention, and then nominating the 
Republican nominee, and he, too, one of the rankest of rank Re- 
publcans in that ring-ruled Republican State of Pennsylvania. 
The other 160 delegates remained in their convention and nomi- 
nated Mr. Howe About when, Mr. Speaker, did the fraud 
business begin up in that district, and who were the conspicuous 
actors? 


It seems that there were some technical irregularities found in | 


the proceedings of these two conventions. It does not appear in 
this mass of printed evidence, so far as I have followed it, just 
what the irregularities were; but in some way each of these nomi- 
nations was thrown out by those who are empowered with au- 
thority to make up the ticket. Ido not know what sort of Demo- 
cratic representatives they were who went out. It's a new breed, 
and we have none of them up our way. 

But these bolters and hirelings had succeeded at least in one 
thing. They had deprived the Democratic voters of Lackawanna 
County of the right to have the name ‘* Democratic candidate ”’ 
on their ticket, because, as I understand the lav of Pennsylvania, 
whena party fails for any cause to make a regular nomination in 
convention, and a candidate is nominated on nomination papers, 
he is not permitted to take any part of the party name to which 
he belongs. And so in this case Mr. Howell could not have his 
name in any way connected with the word ** Democrat.’’ Itcould 
not be “ Independent Democrat,”’ ‘* Citizens Democrat,’’ *‘ Popu- 
lar Democrat,’’ ‘‘ Regular Democrat,’ or in any way whatever 
connect his name with the word ‘‘ Democrat.”’ 

So Mr. Howell ran under the title *‘Antimachine,”’ and it was 
avery appropriate title if he could not run under the name of his 
own party, for he was running, in spite of all their efforts, against 
“the machine,’ which the Connell men had attempted to use 
against him, 
was met at the very threshold of this campaign by those who de- 
precate and despise fraud and intrigue. 

Ido not accuse Mr. Connell of this despicable conduct I have 
shown, for personally I have a great respect for Mr. Connell, but 
unfortunately he has to share the obloquy of his scheming political 
manager, I have sat in this House with Mr. Connell for several 
years, and our relations have always been the most kindly and 
Pleasant; and I know but little of Mr. Howell: was never intro- 
duced to him until this morning. Iam standing here contend- 
ing for what appears most clearly to be the right in this matter: 
and I would rather be right even than that Mr. Howell should 
be continued in his seat here. 

Now, let us see whether the ballot boxes have been stuffed by 

mocrats or not. Ican not go into all the details of this mat- 
ter, for I am very much limited in my time, but Mr. Pattison, 
Democratic candidate for governor, the old war horse of the Dem- 
ocratic party in Pennsylvania, received in Lackawanna County a 

‘ hajority of 5,000 votes. Let me give it exactly, so that there 
may be no mistake. Robert E. Pattison received 5,625 majority 
of votes in this identically same Congressional district in which 

r. Howell received a majority of 461. 

Mr. George Guthrie received a majority of 3,890 as the Demo- 
‘atic candidate for lieutenant-governor; James Nolan, Demo- 
‘tatic candidate for secretary of internal affairs, received a 
ony of 2.287; M. F. Sando, antimachine candidate for or- 
. us court judge of Lackawanna County, received 1,837 plural- 

i: while poor Howell received the least of all. only 461 majority. 

‘8 much-heralded ‘fraud machine’ seems to be much out of 
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So you see, Mr. Speaker, that the Democratic party | 
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gear when it is put in operation to roll up majorities for Mr. 
Howell. But, my friends, let us see how the good people of 
Lackawanna County looked upon this much-vaunted ‘ fraud” 
claim in the election of 1902. 

My friends, the judge of probate and secretary of internal af- 
fairs, elected at the same time by the Democrats of Lackawanna, 
have taken their seats and are now serenely holding office, al- 
though they received far larger majorities than did Mr. Howell. 
Nobody has questioned their election. No one has gone howling 
“Fraud!” throughthecounty. Everybody apparently is perfectly 
satisfied, probably in large measure because they know that, for- 
tunately or unfortunately, the county is safely Democratic. But 
for reasons best known, as I believe, to the politics of Pennsyl- 
vania, politics of a kind that do not and can not flourish else- 
where on earth, it has seemed necessary and highly essential to 
put Mr. Connell back in a seat in this body, and it must be done, 
law or no law, conscience or no conscience. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, suppose we go a little further and find out 
something more about this fraud we have heard so much about. 
The gang started in first, as I told you, to nominate their Repub- 
lican candidate through Democratic channels by an attempt to 
steal and control the regular Democratic convention; and they 
failed in that, but they did succeed in keeping the name *‘ Demo- 
crat’’ off the Democratic ticket, and compelled Mr. Howell to 
run without his party's name. 

Let us see now about frauds. Itseems, in referring to the testi- 
mony of one Mr. John Early,taken before the committee, that 
those in Mr. Connell’s interest wanted to influence Mr. Early to 
take the Democratic vote in his mining district over to Mr. Con- 
nell; and while I have not time to read all this choice evidence of 
these highly moral and fraud-despising managers of Mr. Connell’s 
campaign, let me read some of the choice bits of the conversation 
that took place between Mr. Early and Mr. Grimes, who, by the 

vay, seems at one time to have been warden in the county jail, 
and if he is not very careful he will swop places with some of 
those jail birds he had under his care, and instead of being warden 
he will be behind the bars himself. Mr. Michael Grimes, once 
warden of the county jail, came to Mr. Early by appointment, 
and this is the conversation they had: 

“Your name is John Early?” I said, “ Yes, sir... He said, “‘ You are presi- 
dent of the Gipsey Grove Local?" I said, ** Yes, sir... He said, ‘* You told me 
you have not decided how you are in politics.” I said, “Yes, sir.’ He said, 
** We will give you $1,000 in clear money—you don't have to pay a cent your- 
self for any expenses—to work for William Connell,” he says, “and we will 
also pay your traveling expenses, and you can name every man in Dunmore 
who will work for William Connell.” He says, ‘* Remember this thousand 
dollars is clear money; all other expenses will be paid.’ he says. ‘ What do 
you think of that?’ I said, ** That's allright.” He says, “‘You can get the 
money if you come down here;” he says, ** This thousand dollars will be paid 
to you before you undertake to do any work for us whatever; that money 
will be paid down to you.” 

I have not time in the few minutes left me to read more. Suf- 
fice it to say that the reported evidence in this case shows that 
one of Mr. Connell’s managers sought to bribe Mr. Early, who 
was an officer in one of the labor organizations, with an offer of 
$1,000 to work for Mr. Connell’s election; but that is not ail. 
They have some Italians over there, squads of them. that nobody 
knows the names of, and they go by numbers, and it seems that 
some friend of Mr. Connell came in there and went to a high 
muck-a-muck in the Italian crowd and offered him $160 if he 
could get his company to vote for Mr. Connell and work for him, 
This is the testimony: 

Q. Do you mean this $160 was paid to the men who are membersof that so- 
ciety—do you know Luigo Marosh well?—A. Yes; about seven years. 

). Do you live in the same district as he lives?—A. Yes, sir. 

. How many votes were there for Mr. Connell in the club?—A. Luigo 
Marosh wanted to get all the votes for William Connell. 

Q. How many were there who wanted to vote for Mr. Connell?—A. Nobody 
except that Luigo Marosh. 

That is the way this grand old Republican party and its heelers, 
and so on—I can not stop to read it all—started out to detect 
fraud. And they come to this House and ask us to find that the 
officers, made up of Democrats and Republicans, are all a pack of 
frauds, because they permitted some Poles, Armenians, Italians, 
and what not to vote when they did not. and nobody else, know 
their names, or could pronounce them if they did know them. 
Everywhere they went by numbers rather than bynames. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, I have not time to go into this as I wish, but I want 
to say to this House now, that even if you throw out in these 
three parishes, two in Winton and one in Old Forge, every vote 
that the contestant claims was procured by fraud, and every 
vote that was not legally cast and accounted for as cast for Mr. 
Howell, then you will throw out only 321 votes. 

I am not here to assent to or deny that they should not be 
counted for Mr. Howell, and I have not the time to go through 
with the evidence sufficiently to satisfy myself on that question, 
but I wish the House to note that I am now quoting from the ma- 
jority report, the Republican report, on page 6, and here it ap- 
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pears and is stated in direct terms that the contestant’s counsel 
claimed, so says the report, ‘‘ that in the Third Ward of Winton 
80 votes were received from persons whose names were not on 
the registry list and from whom no affidavits were required in 
proof of their right to vote as required by law.” 

In the Second Ward there were 83—and only 83, as contestant’s 
counsel claim—and in Old Forge there were 158. These are all 
the votes that the claimant claims were illegal or fraudulently 
delivered in these three boroughs. Now, if you take all these 
votes in these wards out, and assume they were cast for Mr. 
Howell, of which there is nowhere to be found in the report of 
the evidence any proof whatever, we shall then have 321 votes, 
and only 321 votes to be cast aside, but that will not overcome 
the majority of 461, which Mr. Howell had. He will then have 
a majority of 140, and it seems that the majority of the commit- 
tee, not satisfied with taking away from Mr. Howell all the 
fraudulent votes the contestant’s counsel claims were fraudu- 
lently cast for Mr. Howell, go further and throw out all the votes 
of these three wards, and that does the trick. 

It would seem to one attempting to do exact justice in the 
premises that if it has been determined just how many fraudulent 
votes were cast and all those were thrown out no one would have 
just cause to complain, but the committee has gone further and 
thrown out the legal votes with the others and thus disfranchised 
all the honest votes in those three wards as well as the dishonest 
ones. 

The committee in their report recommend that we wipe out all 
the votes in these three Democratic wards and then go over the 
rest of the State and take 200 votes more out of about 2,000 that 
the claimant alleges, but does not prove, were fraudulently cast, 
just to get up a little respectably appearing majority on the other 
side, and we will then have reduced the majority of Mr. Howell 
to nothing and give a majority for Mr. Connell. 

In their report they do not claim that they have ascertained the 
number of votes fraudulently cast for Mr. Howell, but guess at 
it when they say, as they do in their report, that ‘‘ at least there 
are 200 fraudulent votes which should be thrown out.”’ 

I say to any fair-minded man on the other side of the House, is 
it anything more than fair and just, if the claimant goes before 
the committee and he claims that only 231 votes in these three 
wards were wrongfully polled, that we should not disfranchise 
all the other voters in these wards when you know that there are 
only 231 illegal votes claimed to have been polled for Mr. Howell? 

Why, is it not better to say that we will only throw out the 231 
claimed by the contestant to have been fraudulently cast and leave 
the rest as an honest vote? If you do this, my friends, Mr. Howell 
will have a majority. And now let us consider how they get 200 
votes more to be taken from Mr. Howell. The committee seeks 
to go beyond these three wards out into the other 160 districts all 
over Lackawanna County and see if they can not scrape up a 
little majority for Mr. Connell, and this is the method of prov- 
ing that certain men did not vote who are recorded as having 
voted. They say they found on the list used a man had voted by 
the name of “‘A,”’and they sent out runners into the neighbor- 
hood where ‘‘A” is supposed to live. 

That runner goes to whoever he sees fit for information, and 
getsit. Perhaps it isa friend or neighbor or some relative, and 
they tell him that the man was not here on election day; that he 
was over in another town or perhaps in anothercounty. You would 
naturally suppose, would you not, that when this runner got that 
information he would go over to that town where he was informed 
A was and ascertain from him the fact whether he did or did not 
vote, and that when he secured from A the facts would summon 
him before the commissioner who was taking the evidence and 
let him testify as to the fact whether he voted or not? This would 
seem to be the plain duty of the runner if he was only anxious 
that truth should prevail. But this was never done in a single 
instance, as the records in the proceedings show. 

This runner took the hearsay evidence of those in the neighbor- 
hood, and then he comes back and goes before the commissioner 
and testifies in answer to the interrogatory of Mr. Donovan, Mr. 
Connell’s counsel, who, by the way, seems a sort of veneered Ser- 
jeant Buzfuz. He is asked, ‘‘ Did you lookforthisman?’’ ‘ Yes.”’ 
“*Did you make diligent search for him?” ‘ Yes.” ‘‘ Were you 
satisfied that he was not there?’ ‘‘ Yes.”’ “‘ Then,’ says Serjeant 
Buzfuz, ‘‘ we will conclude that he didn’t vote.”” [Laughter and 
ee 

he - AKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. THAYER. I have but just got started. If no one else 
demands the time I should like to continue a little while longer. 

Mr. McLAIN. I have no more time now at my di / 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, how much time has been occu- 
pied on each side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One hundred and thirty-nine 


— 


minutes by the minority and one hundred and 
the majority. 
Mr. McLAIN. 


forty minutes by 


We ask the other side to use some Of their ¢; 
now. ; 
Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Hou 
adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 0’¢lo 
minutes p.m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at, | 
noon. 


snow 


k and 48 
clock 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following ex: 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and 
follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims. trans. 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the osc. 
James D. Sipe, administrator of estate of Asa S. Baugher. a 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and. 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, requesting that permissio 
be granted to certain officers to accept decorations from forein 
governments—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and order 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims. trans. 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
J. B. Brown, administrator of estate of Mitchell Brown, agains; 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for the Western Branch of the} 
tion Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for superintendent’s lodge, national 
cemetery, Gettysburg, Pa.—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


roar 
PuUeret 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8435) to amend 
the act of Congress of March 11, 1902, relating to homesteads, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
aa which said bill and report were referred to the House Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Indian Af 
fairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (I. R. 1106) 
to ratify and amend an agreement with the Indians located upon 
the Grande Ronde Reservation, in the State of Oregon, and to 
make an appropriation to carry the same into effect, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. **"); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. be 

Mr. BURKE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11676) to ratify and 
amend an agreement with the Indians of the Crow Reservation, 
in Montana, and making appropriations to carry the same 1n'0 
effect, reported the same without amendment, accompante oy § 
report (No. 890); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Um 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on Military - 
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 1076!) * 
ize the Secretary of War to accept from the citizens of \)* 
Mont., deeds donating to the United States certain lan’s + 
enlargement of the military reservation of Fort Missouia, “0! 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by # T°)” 
(No. 891); which said bill and report were referred to the Vols 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


AND 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resoluti 


c of the 
leliv- 


following titles were severally reported from commit ‘Whole 


ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of 1° 

House, as follows: . hich 
Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, '° . the 

was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 352) for the relic! ° 
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representatives of M. F. Merritt, deceased, reported the same 
rrhout amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 790); wh'ch 
gid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the till of the House (H. R. 10991) granting 
an increase Of pension to Frances C. McFarland, reported the 
came With amendment, accompanied bya report (No. 791); which 
aid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. __ 

* Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
‘< referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1623) granting an in- 


a ba f pension to John H. Reed, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 792); which said bill and re- 


port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11310) granting 
a pension to John W. Swisher, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 793); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11076) granting 
an increase of pension to Elvira Miller, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 794); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10694) granting 
an increase of pension to Alderson T. Keen, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 795); which said 
pill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9903) granting an increase 
of pension to Geo W. Harlan, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 796); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11556) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward M. Tappen, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 797); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10046) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Jefferson Campton, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 798); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11113) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Silas G. Soules, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 799); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11319) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary C. Arnold, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 800); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9753) granting an 
increase of pension to Sarah J. Loomis, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 801); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11343) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Matthew S. Priest, reported the same with 
amendment, ec Ret by a report (No. 802); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
Which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10180) granting 
an increase of pension to William E. McDowell, reported the same 
Without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 803); which 
. bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Air, CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
: Which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6703) granting 
° increase of pension to Levi Remick, reported the same with 
oa ndment, accompanied by a report (No. 804); which said bill 

. ee ort were referred to the Private Calendar. 
ic INDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
7 . was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8410) granting 
wi herease of pension to George B, Fairhead, reported the same 

iT amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 805); which said 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
a from the same committee, to which was referred the 
. = House (H. R. 10648) granting an increase of pension to 
Waseee oe ed the same with amendment, accompanied 
the bo (No. 806); which said bill and reported were referred 
© Private Calendar, 
whi i eULLOWAY from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
“A was referred bill of the House (H. R. 7248) granting a 
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pension to R. H. Cooke, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 807); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8272) granting 
an increase of pension to Stephen Elliott, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 808); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9256) granting an increase of pension to 
Enoch Stahler, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 809); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11413) granting 
an increase of pension to Jasper F. Morton, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 810); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9085) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Branen, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 811); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8925) granting 
an increase of pension to John Weaver, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 812); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8835) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles H. Jackson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 813); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6814) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward W. Miller, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 814); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9037) granting a 
pension to Alice W. Clarke, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 815); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8998) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry L. Beach, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 816); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6816) granting 
an increase of pension to Frederick Ratzel, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 817); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9127) granting a 
pension to Moses Schuman, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 818); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4954) granting 
an increase of pension to C. E. Mink, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 819); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5999) granting an increase of pension to 
Ann J. Whitney, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 820); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4198) granting an increase of pension to 
Eitwin Lake, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 821); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5155) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Tompkins, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 822); which shid bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4630) granting an in- 
crease of pension to T. S. Collins, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 823); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4872) granting 
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an increase of pension to Albert W. Bradbury, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 824); which 
said bill and r port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4449) granting 
an increase of pension to William Brown, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 825); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2001) granting a pension to Nora J. 
Glahn, reported the same with amendment. accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 826); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2204) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Addison B. Stone, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 827); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 1339) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Scott. reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 828); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 720) granting an 


increase of pension to Frank L. Gray, reported the same without | 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 829); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2692) granting 
an increase of pension to Elwood Finley. reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 830); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2192) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William O. Smith, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 831); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2976) granting a 
pension to Enoch J. Evans, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 832); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2947) granting 
an increase of pension to William F. Thompson, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 833); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2995) granting a 
pension to Mary Korth, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 834); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 936) granting an 
increase of pension to William Millian, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 835); which said bill 
and repors were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4192) granting 
an increase of pension to Frederick A. Slocum, reported the same 
with amendment. accompanied by a report (No. 836); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4719) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph F. Carter, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 837); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6335) granting 
an increase of pension to James A. Barnes, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 838); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3936) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaac Frazier, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 839); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Cemmittee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4605) granting 
an increase of pension to William Herlinger, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 840); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5750) granting a pension to William Cas- 
sidy, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
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port (No. 841); which said bill and report were referre 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was ref, 
bill of the House (H. R. 5580) granting a pension to Celia ©. Ow, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by » ieee 
(No. 842); which said bill and report were referred to the p, = 
Calendar. Bi 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pe; 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10748) evant 
an increase of pension to Kate Ridgeway, reported the saio with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 843); which said vill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. =e 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pension. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5342) erentino . 
pension to Jane E. Sutfin, reported the same with ameydm.. : 
accompanied by a report (No. 844); which said bill and pon, 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid P 


to the 


rred the 


10ns, to 


| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11194 


an increase of pension to Frank S. Nickerson, reported the sam. 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 845); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Inya}i 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R 
4326) granting an increase of pension to Wilfred C. MeCarde}). 
reported the same with amendment. accompanied by a reyort 
(No. 846); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
an increase of pension to Edwin A. Haradon. reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. $47); 
bill and report were referred to the Priva‘e Caelndar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was re‘erred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4151) granting a pension to John W 
Foland, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 848); which said bill and report were reierred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10850) granting 
an increase of pension to Adaline L. Powers, reported the sanw 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. $49); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8970) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles B. Hart, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 8 0); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10194) granting an increase of pensionto 
Marion Long, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 851); which said bill and report were r 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7456) granting 
an increase of pension to James Smith. reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 852); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (il. B. 
10700) granting a pension to Ella D. Madden, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 853); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 10 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. #125) grantins 
an increase of pension to William S. King, reported the same wil! 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 854); Wich sald bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid I , 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 6602) grantits 
an increase of pension to B. F. Hackett. reported the s# oe 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 855); which sai 0 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was re!err 
bill of the House (H. R. 7659) granting a pension to Pua © 
Elliott, reported the same with amendment. accompanies! »Y @ a 
port (No. 856); which said bill and report were releried uw 
Private Calendar. ie " 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, © 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5!)  wapoere 
an increase of pension to William E. Mattison, reportes "" = 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 897); Were” 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on /"’ 
sions. to which was referred the bill of the House (Hi 
granting an increase of pension to James M. Fink, rei 
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amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 858); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9061) granting a 
pension to Henrietta A. Buell, reported the same with amend- 
ment, eccompaaas by a report (No. 859); which said bill and re- 
ort were referred to the Private Calendar. ; : 
I Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8811) granting 
an increase Of pension to James Dougherty, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 860); which said 
pill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8284) granting 
an increase Of pension to Samuel G. Woods, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 861); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Priva e Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7066) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth B. Constant, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 862); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
7096) granting an increase of pension to Eva A. Burgess, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
863); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6618) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry C. Coffin, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 864); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2930) granting 
an increase of pension to L. M. Greene, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 865); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2573) granting 
an increase of pension to William G. Cronkite, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 866); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2116) to 
increase the pension of Richard C. Ivory. reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 867); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House : H. R. 1566) granting an 
increase Of pension to Ellis T. Peirce, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 868); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1485) granting 
an increase of pension to Franklin Ferguson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 869); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
Was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1563) granting a pen- 
son to Ory Warriner, reported the same with amendment. ac- 
companied by a report (No. 870); which said bill and report were 
telerred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
Which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 941) granting an 
increase of pension to William D. Taylor, reported the same with 
iiendment, accompanied by a report (No. 871); which said bill 
and teport were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
Which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1314) granting a 
Pension to Denison L. Brown, reported the same with amend- 
mut, accompanied by a ag oth (No. 872); which said bill and 

te Were referred to the Private Calendar. 
a MT. SNOOK. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
we referred the bill of the Senate (S. 846) granting an increase 
: Pension to Catharine W. Collins, reported the same without 
ang tment, accompanied by a report (No. 873); which said bill 
+, °port were referred to the Private Calendar. 
bill” Se. from the same committee, to which was referred the 
he the Senate (S. 2215) granting a pension to Sallie H. Hof- 
ts *t, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 

Port (No. 874); which said bill and report were referred to the 
ee Calendar, 
whieh HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
ion Was referred thé bill of the Senate (S. 2441) granting an 

tase of pension to Frank Lee, reported the same without 


same with 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 875); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GISSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2558) granting an 
increase of pension to Sallie H. Kincaid, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 876); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2557) granting a pension to Johniken L. 
Mynatt, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 877); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2889) granting an increase 
of pension to John Beaird, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 878); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calender. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 962) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jennet Thoits, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 879); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs. to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4405) 
to correct the military record of Carl W. Albrecht, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 880); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1330) 
granting a pension to Jerry S. Fish, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 881); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2561) granting an 
increase of pension to Mathias S. Friend, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 882); which said 
bill and report were refe: red to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2841) grant- 
ing a pension to Jane Patte son, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 883); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also,.from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1532) granting an increase of pension to 
Electa Allen, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 884); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2924) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel E. Cormany, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 885); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2103) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. McVey. reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 886); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate:(S. 1987) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Richards, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 887); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11525) appropriating payment for services to be 
rendered in securing just trials for laboring men in the Navy— 
Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. ‘ 

A bill (H. R. 11838) granting an increa<e of pension to William 
H. Mann—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 12040) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Grand 
Junction, Colo.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 
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By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 12041) to modify and sim- 
plify the pension laws of the United States—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 12042) to protect the rights of 
women citizens of the United States to register and vote for Mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives—to the Committee on Elec- 
tion of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 12043) to provide for an examination to de- 
termine the feasibility of reclaiming the overflowed lands of the 
Kootenai River in northern Idaho and Montana—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 12044) to authorize the estab- 
lishment of a life-saving station at or near Eagle Harbor, Kewee- 
naw Point, Michigan—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 


By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 12138) making appropriation 


to provide current literature for reading and recreation rooms at | 


army posts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 


105) providing for the erection of a monument in Arlington Ceme- | 


tery to the memory of Charles Vernon Gridley, late captain, 
United States Navy—to the Cummittee on the Library. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 208) providing for certain clerical 
employment by the Committee on Rules—to the Committee on 
Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12045) granting 
a pension to John H. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 12046) for the relief of John 
Coulliard—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 12047) granting a pension to 
Mary 8S. Platt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 12048) granting an tncrease of 
pension to Maria Leuckart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 12049) granting an increase of 
pension to Andrew J. Molder—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12050) granting an increase of pension to 
David R. Luttrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12051) granting a pension to William R. Col- 
lins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12052) granting a pension to Walter P. Mitch- 
ell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12053) granting 
an increase of pension to James Large—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (AH. R. 12054) granting a pension to Daniel W. Rade- 
baugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 12055) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry S. Stowell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 12056) granting an increase 
of pension to Kerzia Cherry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARKE: A bill (H. R. 12057) granting an increase of 
pension to John M. C, Rentfro—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
§10ns, 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12058) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John W. Dickey—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12059) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Cover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12060) granting an increase of pension to 
William P. Foust—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12061) granting a pension to Rachel Fleegel— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 12062) granting a pension to 
Edward H. Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A. bill (H. R. 12063) granting an increase of 
pension to George 8. Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
810nS8. 

By Mr. DICK: A bill (H. R. 12064) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Amos L. Hood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12065) granting an increase of pension to 
Esther Crane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12066) granting an increase of pension to 
Edrick J. Frary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12067) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Wolfe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 12068) for the relief of the 
estate of Jesse Hollingshead, deceased, late of Benton County, 
Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 12069) granting an ; 
of pension to Joseph Eckley—to the Committee on Inya}i, Pen 
sions. ‘ai 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12070) for the relief of Clayton S. Gardin. 
to the Committee on Claims. F ? 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12071) for the relief of Clayton 8, Gar, 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: A bill (H.R. 1°07 
relief of J. D. Coleman—to the Committee on War (1a; 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H. R. 120; 
an increase of pension to Eliza J. Gardner—to the (0) 

Invalid Pensions. ' 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 12074) granting an increas, 
pension to Francis Goake—to the Committee on Invalid P 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 12075) granting 
of pension to Loren 8. Axtell—to the Committee on Iny;: 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12076) granting an increase of pe) 
| Matthew Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 12077) granting a 
of pension and restoration of pension to Nelson Jenks 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 12078) granting ; 
| crease of pension to James H. Robinson—to the Commit 

Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 12079) granting a pension 
Mary G. Mew—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H.R. 12080) granting an incre; 
of pension to James A. Zabriskie—to the Committee on In; 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12081) granting an increase of pension | 
Joseph B. Leatherman—to the Committee on Invalid Pension: 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 12082) granting an in 
crease of pension to Adline Petara—to the Committe: 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12083) granting an increase of 





on Invali 


pension 
William A. Aultman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12084) revo | an increase of pension t 
John Hartley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12085) granting an increase of pe 


Rudolph Burkhart—to the Committee on Invalid Pen: 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12086) granting a pension to William 


son—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 12087) granting an ir 
pension to George S. Woods—to the Committee on Invalid P 
sions. 

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 12088) er: 
an increase of pension to James M. Watts—to the Committ 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12089) granting an increase of pension ‘ 
William H. Dooley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12090) granting an increase of \ 
William R. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

By Mr. LANNING: A bill (H. R. 12091) for the r 
Lieut. Gouverneur V. Packer, Twenty-fourth Unit 
fantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 12092) correcting | 
record of Jesse L. Meeks—to the Committee on Mi 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to Sarah A. McMurtrie— 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. MURDOCE: A bill (H. R. 12094) granti 
of pension to James T. McKinstry—to the Committ: 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12095) granting an increase 
Henry Benfer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio! 


to the ( 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12096) granting an increase « 
August Siederman—to the Committee on Invalid P 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12097) granting an increase « 
Royal C. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A_ bill (1! 
correct the military record of James McMillan 
| tee on Military Affairs. ' 
| By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 12099) granting : 
pension to Edwin M. Slayton—to the Committee on | 
sions. 
By Mr. PIERCE: A bill (H. R. 12100) for the reli 
| tees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Charch and : 
| of Rutherford, Gibson County, Tenn.—to the Comm 
| Claims. 
By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. ! 
correct the military record of Henry Rockwood—to 
tee on Military Affairs. 2 
By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 12102) granting a po! 
vall C. Obarr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12103) to correct the military reco™ 
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Miller and erent Mian an boson ; : PETITIONS, ETC. 

op Military Affairs. Z = - Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
By Mr. RICHARDSO were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred - aoe oe 

the rel f of La Grange ( poe | By the SPEAKER: Resolution of the Philadelphia Board of 
By Mr. ROBINSON ‘+ | "Trade, asking for favorable action upon bills S. 2259 and 2263— 

ing an increase of pen. aio 2e | to the Committee on the Merchant Monies and Fisheries. 

on Invalid Pensions. _— Also, resolutions of the Antlers Republican Club, protesting 
By Mr. RIXEY: A Paks case Of | against the removal of the United States district court from Ant- 

pensio! to Stephen Rogers—u aa rts - £ ensions. | lers, Ind. T..to Hugo, Ind. T.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
by Mr. SHERLEY: A bili (H. a... -and to the} “By Mr. ACHESON: Resolution of Philadelphia Board of Trade, 

Greenbrier eee taxes paia _ 4 wsky destroyed— relative to confining the trade between the United States and the 

to the Committee on £. 5 ., | Philippines to vessels of American registry—to the Committee on 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12108) for the relief of Mary Douglas Grif- | the Tecchaet Marine and Fisheries. — : 

fiths—to the Committee on Claims. ; 7 Also, resolution of James Noble Post, No, 348, Grand Army of 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12109) granting a pension to Charles F. Wil- | the Republic, West Alexander, Pa.. in favor of a service-pension 

liams—to the Committee on Pensions. bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 12110) authorizing the Commis- By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolution of Philadelphia 
sioner of Patents to extend the patent issued to William Richards | Board of Trade, relative to confining the trade between the United 
for ext a a = ee en rock, and tubes | States and the Philippines to vessels of American registry—to the 
therefor—to the Committee on Patents. : Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 1211) granting| Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade, relative to the 
a pension to Mary Fitz Gibbons—to the Committee on Invalid | reorganization of the consular service—to the Committee on For- 


Pensions. — : eign Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. B. 12112) for the relief of Alonzo Vangordon— | ‘By Mr. ALLEN: Paper to accompany claim of John Coulliard— 
to the Committee on War Claims. to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 12113) granting an increase | By Mr. BARTLETT: Petition of C. B. Holleman and 18 other 
of pension to Walter Eckel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | voters; W. H. Hatcher and 21 other voters; W. H. Reynolds and 
Also, a bill (Hl. R. 12114) gramting an imcrease of pension to | 29 other voters; La Mar, Taylor & Riley Drug Company and 70 


Henry De Groff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. — voters, and E. A. Middlebrooks and 80 other voters, protesting 
Also, a bill (Hi. R. 12115) granting an increase of pension to | against the passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on 
Henry Hahn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 12116) for the; By Mr. BASSETT: Petition of New York Board of Trade and 
relief of Civil Engineer P. C. Asserson, retired—to the Commit- | Transportation, against increasing the powers of the Interstate 
tee on Naval Affairs. Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 12117) for | Foreign Commerce. 
the relief of the heirs of William Pitcher and Axel Hayford, and By Mr. BENTON: Papers to accompany bill granting increase 
Samuel Otis and George B, Fergusson—to the Committee on | of pension to David R. Luttrell—to the Committee on Invalid 


Claims. Pensions. 
By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 12118) for the relief of Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Walter P. 
Warren W. Keen—to the Committee on Claims. Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 12119) for the relief of Hannah Also, paper to accompany bill granting pension to William R. 
J. Jones, executrix of Emanuel Jones, deceased, a British sub- | Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ject—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. Also, papers to accompany bill granting increase of pension to 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 12120) grantingan increase of | Andrew J. Molder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
pension to David C. Benjamin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- By Mr. BURKE: Petition of L. G. Borst and 48 others, of 
sions. Brookings, S. Dak., favoring the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12121) granting an increase of pension to | bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Aurelian B. Armington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. BURLEIGH: Papers to accompany bill granting in- 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 12122) gramting an increase of pension to | crease of pension to Henry 8. Stowell—to the Committee on Pen- 
George W. Guire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | sions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12123) granting Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union and 
an increase of pension to Alexander Renn—to the Committee on | 37 others, of Fairfield, Me., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
lnvalid Pensions. to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12124) granting an increase of pension to| Also, resolution of Charles L. Stevens Post, No. 76, Grand 
Thomas J. Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Army of the Republic, Department of Maine, in favor of a 

Also, a bill (HL. RB. 12125) granting an increase of pension to | service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Henry Bachman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of Rev. Henry C. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 12126) granting an increase of pension to Sperbeck and 12 others, of West Grove, Pa., in favor of the Hep- 


William Ewin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. burn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 12127) granting an increase of pension to Asa Also, petition of Edwin P. Sellew and 61 others, of Darby- 
A. Farmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | boro, Pa., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12128) granting am increase of pension to | mittee on the Judiciary. 
avid Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, petition of Avondale Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Also,a bill (H. R. 12129) granting an increase of pension to | Union, of Avondale, Pa., against sale of liquors in Soldiers’ Homes 
John F, Casper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | and Government buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 


; Also, a bill (H. R. 12130) to remove the charge of desertion | Traffic. 
trom the record of Michael Fitzgerald—to the Committee on Mili- By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petitionsof C. A. Tripp and 35 ot hers, 





lary Affairs. of Herington; E. A. Tripp and 49 others, of Herington;: J. F. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12131) granting an increase of pension to | Clark and 39 others, of Teseott; Robert L. Kepperling and 71 
‘ward R. Chapman—to the Committee on Pensions. | others, of Junction City,and Robert L. Kepperlingfand 68 others, 
By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 12132) granting a pension to | of Junction City, all in Kansas, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
lary L. MeChare—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 12133) granting an increase Also. resolution of the board of regents of the Kansas State 
® pension to James. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | Agricultural College, in favor of bill H. R. 8678, to increase appro- 
sions, priations for experiment stations—to the Committee on Agricul- 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 12134) granting an increase of | ture. 

Petision to Albert Haldeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- Also, resolution of James B. McPherson Post, No. 87, Grand 
flons, Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas. in favor of a sery- 

By Mr. WARNOCK: A bill (H. R. 12135) gramting an increase | ice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
of pension te William Rummel—to the Committee on Invalid Also, resolution of John Dillon Post, Grand Army of the Re- 

eusions, sublic, and the Woman’s Relief Corps, in favor of Calderhea 
, By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mlinois: A bill (H.R. 12136) granting an Polliver service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
nerease of pension to Maria S. Benson—to the Committee on In- | sions. 

Valid Pensions. By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of producers and oil operators 

Also, a bill (EL R. 12137) for the relief of Emeline E. Mus- | of the Third Congressional district of Kansas, tavoring the pas- 
btave—to the Committee on Claims. sage of bill H. R. 9636—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
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Also, petition of 200 members of the First Christian Church of 
Chetopa, Kans., in favor of the passage of the Hepburn bill, 
H. R. 4072; also petition of H. Cox and 29 others, of Lowell, 
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Also, resolutions of Hooker Post, No. 5; Woodbury Post. x 
63, and O. O. Howard Post, No. 33, Grand Army of the Republic 
in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 


Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee | Pensions. 


on the Judiciary. 

Also, reso.utions of James B. McPherson Post, No. 87, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Kansas, favoring the passage of a serv- 
ice-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the board of regents of the Kansas State 
Agricultural College, for additional appropriations for agricul- 
tural experiment stations—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 11058, 
granting a pension to Mary Apple—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 6332, granting a pension 
to Rachel Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK (by request): Petition of T. J. Terril and 
others, of Bowling Green, Ky., for the passage of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Lincoln County. Mo.,in favor of 
the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Resolution of George D. 
Bayard Post. No. 178, of Belle Vernon, Fayette County, Grand 
Army of the Republic, favoring passage of service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
sion to George S. Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. resolutions of Pomona Board of Trade, favoring the im- 
provement of the inner harbor at San Pedro, Cal.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Paper to accompany bill to increase pen- 
sion of Samuel H. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, paper to accompany claim of the estate of Jesse Hollings- 
head—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of A. J. White and 89 others, of Springdale, Ark., 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolution of the Philadelphia Board of 
Trade, in favor of bills S. 2259 and 2263, relative to confining the 
trade between the United States and the Philippines to vessels of 
American registry—to the Committee on the eebens Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DRESSER: Paper to accompany claim of Clayton S. 
Gardner-—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Clayton S. Gardner, of Howard, Pa., asking for 
reimbursement for moneys expended by him for medicines and 
medical attendance while on a furlough—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of the Board of Trade of La Crosse, 
Wis.. relative to closing the custom-house at La Crosse, Wis.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of New York Council, No. 
114, United Commercial Travelers of America, in favor of amend- 
ing the bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also. resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of New York, 
relative to completing the harbor of refuge at Point Judith, R. 1L.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, relative 
to confining trade between United States and the Philippines to 
American registry vessels—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FULLER: Resolutions of Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
in — to Philippine commerce—to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petition of H. W. Watjen and 86 other 
voters, of Warren; E. S. Vaughn and 4 other voters, of Warren; 
W.S. McAdam and 24 other voters. of Providence: Benjamin 
Greene and 19 other voters, of Portsmouth: J. B. Mott and 37 
other voters, of Block Island, and Charles Peckham and 44 other 
voters, of Middletown, all in Rhode Island, for the passage of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GREENE: Petition of C. A. Davis and other ship- 
builders, favoring such legislation as shall deny American regis- 
try to any foreign-built vessels—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolution of Henry M. Liddle Post, No. 
131, Department of Michigan. Grand Army of the Republic, favor- 
ing passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Petition of Virgil Walker and 11 others of 
Brighton, Mo., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Resolution of the Sixth Corps, No. 112; 
Elisworth Post, No. 25,and U. S. Grant Post, No. 96, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Vermont, in favor of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of James M. Wilson and 19 othe 
voters, of Oelwein, Fayette County, State of lowa, in fayor of 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary ° 

Also, resolution of George W. 8. Dodge Post, No. 132° ( 
Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa. in favor of a 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Ossian, Iowa, against parcels-post 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Resolutions of George H. Emerson Post. No 
268, and Ed Hamlin Post, No. 112, Grand Army of the Republic 
Department of Iowa, in favor of a service-pension bil]—to 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Clay Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
and 16 others, of Clay; Carl Stiefel and 12 others. of Henry County: 
C. E. Hamilton and 15 others, J. M. Hooley and 14 others. of Henry 
County, and W. G. Wilson and 70 others, of Mount Pleasant, ail 
in Iowa, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committes 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Resolution of the Chamber of 
Commerce of New Haven, in favor of harbor of refuge at Hortons 
Point—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 1471 
granting an increase of pension to Hill C. Crawford; papers to 
accompany bill granting an increase of pension to John Hartley: 
papers to accompany bill H. R. 6007, granting a pension to James 
H. Berryman, and papers to accompany bill granting an increase 
of pension to Adline Petard—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Resolutions of organized agriculture and 
other agricultural societies of Nebraska, in favor of bill H. R, 
8678—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOGG: Petition of M. E. Hanks and 37 others, of Salida, 
Colo., favoring the passage of the He, burn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Comumnittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUFF: Resolution of Philadelphia Board of Trade, rel- 
ative to the extension of the navigation laws—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Paper to accompany bill 
granting a pension to Walter F. Horner—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KELIHER: Resolutions of New England Shoe and 
Leather Association, relative tochanges in the consular service— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of New England Shoe and Leather Associa- 
tion, for legislation relative to freight rates—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Massachusetts Agricultural College 
Alumni Club, favoring additional appropriations for State ex- 
periment stations—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the National Association of Agricultural 
Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers, relative to forestry and 
irrigation—to the Committee on [Irrigation of Arid Lancs 

Also, resolutions of the National Association of Agri ultural 
and Implement and Vehicle Manufacturers. favoring tle policy 
of reciprocity—to the Committee on Ways and Means. ca 

Also, resolution of the Rochester Chamber of Commerce, 1n the 
interest of more adequate waterways in the State of New York— 
to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, resolutions of the Massachusetts legislature. relative 
Government control or ownership of anthracite mines—to We 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, resolutions of the Massachusetts legislature, recomment- 
ing a stated international congress to deliberate on questions 0 
common interest to the nations—to the Committee on the Jud: 
ciary. ae ; 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Associated Board of Trace, Te 
ommending continuance of the rebate of the duty on coal—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia city council, fo 
channel in Delaware River and Bay and in the harbor 
delphia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. oe 

Also, resolution of the Boston Metal Trades Association, 0P 
posing the anti-injunction bill now before Congress—to the Lom 
mittee on the Judiciary. ee . 

Also, resolution of the Boston Metal Trades Association. oppo 
ing so-called eight-hour legislation—to the Committee on Lab me 

Also, resolution of John A. Andrews Post, No. 15, Gran l Army 
of the Republic, of Boston; Union Veterans’ Union. of Chels 1. 
Edwin W. Rand, Company L, First Massachusetts Heavy — 
lery; Abraham Lincoln Post, No. 4,Grand Army of the Kepu? * 
of Charlestown, and Charles Russell Lowell Post, No. 7, GT? 
Army of the Republic, of Boston, all in Massachusetts, fi avoring 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, resolution of the National German-American Alliance, 
recommending legislation in the interests of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. ; 

Also resolutions of the National Business League, of Chicago, 
[ll., recommending legislation providing for the enlargement of 
the United States oe the Committee on Naval Affairs. — 

Also, resolution of the city council of Salem, Mass., indorsing 
the McCall bill for the suspension of navigation laws for the pur- 
pose of facilitating the transportation of coal—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the Board of Trade of Gloucester, Mass.., in- 
dorsing proposed legislation to provide for pensions for members 
of the Life-Saving Service and for their widows and minor chil- 
dren—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Atlantic Coast Marine Firemen’s Union, 
protesting against the McCall bill providing for coastwise trade 
for ninety days for foreign tramp vessels—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of Boston Lodge, No. 80, I. O. S. B., of Boston; 
Star Lodge. No. 300, O. B. A.; Pride of Massachusetts Lodge, No. 
ix1, of Boston, and B’nai Jacob Lodge, No. 89, I. O. A. I., of Bos- 
ton, protesting against methods and practice of immigration offi- 
cers in deportation cases of Jewish immigrants—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Albert I. Akin, secretary of 
Patterson (N. Y.) Grange, No. 939, and 70 members, favoring pas- 
sage of Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of D. T. Slater and 88 others, of Windham, Greene 
County. N. Y., favoring passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KLINE: Resolution of Samuel Kress Post, No. 284, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, in 
favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, relative to 
confining the trade between the United States and the Philippines 
to vessels of American registry—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of citizens of Ottumwa, Iowa. pro- 
testing against enactment of a parcels-post bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of H. A. Towne and 38 other voters, of Whiting, 
Monona County, lowa, and of J. A. Hahn and 41 other voters. of 
Colfax, Iowa, favoring the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Memorial of Lamb Transportation 
Company and 38 other firms, individuals, and corporations engaged 


in the shipping business, protesting against admission of foreign- | 


built ships to American registry—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Resolution of the legislature of the 
State of New Jersey, in favor of the improvement of the harbor 
adjacent to the city of Cape May, N. J.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

3y Mr. MCMORRAN: Petition of Theodore Blake, mayor of 
Lapeer. Mich., and 46 other voters of that city; also petition of 
C. M. Campbell and 20 other voters of the same city, urging pas- 
sage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of James Ferguson and 13 other 
Voters, of Grandin. Cass County, N. Dak.; C. D. Locklin and 31 
other voters, of Rolette County, N. Dak., and J. Woolsey and 31 
other voters, of Wahpeton, N. Dak., favoring passage of Hep- 
barn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of F. B. Smith and 25 other voters, of Leal, 
Bames County, N. Dak., favoring passage of Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. METCALF: Petitions of Walter W. Bradley and 27 
others, W. Clyde Smith and 28 others, and of C. J. Hill and 35 
others, of Berkeley, Cal., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
‘o the Committee on the Judiciary. 
at Mr. MURDOCK: Petition of W. H. Barr and 45 others, of 
om, Kans., and of Ge rge R. Blake and 79 others, of St. John, 
Cans. favoring the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 

ommittee on the Judiciary. 

Abe. petition of James B. McPherson Post, No. 87, Grand 

ay of the Republic, of McPherson, Kans., favoring the pas- 

eu & service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid 
hslons, 

By Mr. PORTER: Resolution of the Philadelphia Board of 
and the wttive to confining the trade between the United States 
waits ~ Philippines to vessels of American registry—to the Com- 

Be — the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. : 
Posy a POWERS of Massachusetts: Resolutions of E. B. Piper 

ie x. 157 . of Walpole; J. Orsen Fiske Post, No. 105; Reynolds 
hen Ma. 58, of Weymouth; Galen Orr Post, No. 181, of Need- 

) Moses Ellis Post, No. 117; E. P. Carpenter Post, No. 91, of 
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Foxboro; Major E. F. Fletcher Post, No. 22; P. G. Wymcur 
Post. No. 6, of Hollister; Prentiss M. Whiting Post, No. 192, and 
James H. Sargent Post, No. 130, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Department of Massachusetts.in favor of a service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: Petition of pastors of Christian, 
Methodist, Baptist. and Cumberland Presbyterian churches, and 
70 other voters, of Mineral Wells, Tex., for the passage of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

by Mr. REEDER: Petition of ex-soldiers of the civil war, 
1861-1865, in favor of the Curtis service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of James B. McPherson Post. No. 87, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas. in favor of a serv- 
ice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIDER: Resolution of the senate of New York State, 
favoring the bill to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving 
Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

A so, resolution of United States Commercial Travelers of 
America, New York Council, No. 114, favoring an amendment to 
the bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Al o, resolution of Philadelphia Board of Trade, relating to 
trade between United States and Philippine Islands—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the board of supervisors of the city and 
county of San Francisco, Cal., in relation to Tuolumne River and 
Lake Eleanor reservoir rights of way—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Petition of Everett L. Lewis and 15 others, 
of Lynn, Mass., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Chelsea Board of Trade, in favor of ar- 
bitration treaties between the United States and Great Britain— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of General Lauder Post, No. 5, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Lynn, Mass., in favor of a service-pension 
law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: Petition to accompany bill 
granting a pension to W. J. Murray—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petitions of George Warcup, 
of Huntertown. Ind., and Ed. F. Koenemann & Co., of Hoagland, 
Ind., favoring the passage of the Cooper Interstate Commerce 
Commission bill (H. R. 6273)—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RODEY: Resolution of the Mesilla Valley Farmers’ In- 
stitute, in favor of bill (H. R. 8678)—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union and 47 others, of Fort Lupton, Colo., in favor of 
the Hepburn-Dol iver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: Papers relating to acertain patent granted 
Wiliiam Richards—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, resolution of Captain George Stow Post, No. 274, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania. in favor of 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Benton, IIL, 
in favor of bills granting a pension of $30 per month to Martin 
H. Ozment, Isaac N. Wilhite, and George W. Williams—to the 

Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Farmers’ Social and Economic Union of 
Illinois. re'ative to the price of live stock—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petition of 85 members of the 
| Haven Methodist Episcopal Church, of Wayne, Mich., and of C. 
| EK. Pearce and 33 others, of Oak Grove. Mich., in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petition of Adam F. Andrews 
and 60 other voters, of Fenton, Mich., for the passage of the Hep- 
burn Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Resolution of Custer Post, No. 
5, Department of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, favor- 
ing a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: Petition of Rev. D. H. Smith and 70 
other voters, of Mineral Wells. Tex., for the passage of the Hep- 
burn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New Haven, Conn., favoring the construction of a breakwater at 
harbor of refuge at Hortons Point—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of New Haven, 
Conn., relative to arbitration treaties between the United States 
and Great Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. _ 

By Mr. STEENERSON: Petition of the Minnesota State Court, 
Catholic Order of Foresters, in favor of the acceptance of the 
statue of Father James Marquette—to the Committee on the 
Library. 
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By Mr. STERLING: Petition of merchants of Washburn, II., 
against the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of the Philadelphia Board of 
Trade, favoring speedy action on bills 8. 2259 and 2263; also, re- 
port of the committee on railway transportation of the New York 
Poard of Trade and Transportation, in relation to the Quarles- 
Cooper bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. WATSON: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 11950, for 
the relief of William E. Murray—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WEEMS: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 12036, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jacob Weitzel—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Papers to accompany bill grant- 
ing a pension to Susan Wycaugh—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Lola Qualls for pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, paper to accompany bill granting an increase of pension | 


to Alexander Renn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WYNN: Resolution of the Board of Trade of Pomona, 
Cal., relative to the improvement of inner harbor—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 10, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp Everett HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on requestof Mr. FarkBANKS, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed wiih. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved. 

DELOS K. LONEWOLF. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
letter from the Acting Commissioner of Indian Affairs calling at- 
tention to the claim of Delos K. Lonewolf, a Kiowa Indian, for 
the value of certain improvements owned by him and situated 
upon the lands formerly occupied by him, but now included 
within the limits of the lands reserved for the Kiowa Agency, 
Oklahoma; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LEGATION BUILDINGS AT PEKING, CHINA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Secretary of State submitting an estimate of 
appropriation to complete the new buildings for the United States 
legation at Peking, China, and for the purposes of securing a 
suitable supply of water, $50,000; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrownineG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. J. Res. 79) 
for the transportation of Porto Rican teachers to the United 
States and return; and it was thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore. 

CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. McCOMAS presented the credentials of Isidor Rayner, 
chosen by the legislature of the State of Maryland a Senator from 
that State for the term beginning March 4, 1905; which were 
read, and ordered to be filed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Albion, N. Y., pray- 
ing for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. ReeEp Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented memorials of Gleichheit Mannie Lodge, No. 
71, of Waterbury, Conn.; of the Liederkranz Maennerchor, of 
Evansville, Ind.; of the Turn Verein of Peoria; of the German 
Aid Society of Decatur; of the Turngemeinde of Rock Island; of 
the Helvetia Sharpshooters’ Society, of Highland; of the German 
Workingmen’s Benevolent Society, of Joliet, and of Zirkunft 
Lodge, No. 596, of Chicago, all in the State of Illinois; of the 
Mozart Maennerchor Glee Club, of Lawrence; of the Fidelia Mu- 
sical and Educational Corporation, of Boston, and of the German- 
American Singing Society, of Boston, all in the State of Massa- 
chusetts; of Schiller Hive, No. 6742, of Port Huron, and of Schil- 
ler Lodge, No. 43, of Jackson, all in the State of Michigan; of the 
Bowling Club of St. Paul; of the West Side Turn Verein, of St. 
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Paul, and of the Turn Verein of St. Paul, all in the Stato of Mi 
nesota; of the Baden Saengerbund, of St. Louis; of the Hansen. 
Saengerbund, of St. Louis, and of the South St. Louis Bundo ; _ 
of St. Louis, all in the State of Missouri; of the Schiller Itc. 
Manchester, N. H.; of the German Pioneer Verein, of N. = of 
and of the Gottfried Krueger Association, of Newark. inthe wn. 
of New Jersey; of the German-American Relief Associati... 
Olean; of Savonia Lodge, No. 270, of Rochester; of the Sehyut = 
Bund, of New York City, and of Lodge No. 481, of Utica allin an 
State of New York; of the Junger Maennerchor, of Cineiny, ny 
of the Schwabien Benefit Association, of Dayton, and of the Gor 
man Beneficial Union, of Dayton, all in the State of Ohio: of .. 
Lewisburg Shooting Club, of Covington, and of the German Ai 
Society of Lexington, in the State of Kentucky; of the Beethoven 
Maennerchor, of East Pittsburg, Pa.; of the German Veteray &.. 
| ciety of Tacoma, Wash.; of Concordia Aid Society, of La Crosse 
and of the Welfen Club, of Milwaukee, all in the State of Wis my 
| sin, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to regy 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; whi.) 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, _— 
Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the board of 
aldermen of New York City, praying for the enactment of levis. 
lation providing for the erection of two additional post office 
buildings in that city; which was referred to the Committe 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented petitions of John A. Logan Post, No. 477. of 
Stamford; of Sanders Post, No. 457, of Cicero; of F. E. Kiker 
Post, No. 62,0f New York City; andof Alexander Hamilton Post. 
No. 182, of New York City, all of the Department of New York, 
Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of New York, praying 
for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were referred 

| to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Baptist 
Church of Montour Falls, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Montour Falls, of sundry citizens of Montour Falls and 
Melrose, of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Gainesville, and of the congregation of the Methodist Episco- 
pal Church of West Chazy, all in the State of New York, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Patchogue, of 
the congregation of the Second Presbyterian Church of Saratoga 
Springs, of the Woman’s Home and Foreign Missionary Society 
of the Second Presbyterian Church of Saratoga Springs, of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Richford, of the Young 
Woman’s Industrial Club of Saratoga Springs, and of sundry citi- 
zens of Suffolk County, all in the State of New York, praying for 
an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rrxp 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of the Larkin Soap Company, of 
Buffalo; of the Business Men’s Association of Schenectady; of the 
Watson Wagon Company, of Canastota; of Ellwood Wilson, o! 
Saranac Lake; of B. F. Couch & Co., of Buffalo; of sundry citizens 
of Saranac Lake, and of John Kelly, of Rochester, all in the State 
of New York, praying for the passage of the so-called “ Brownlow 
good-roads bill;’’ which were referred to the Committee on Agr 
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commer 
the State of New York, praying for the enactment of legis.ah 
providing for an extension until the year 1909 of the law resirict 
ing to vessels of the United States the transportation of pass) 
gers, etc., from one port to another, not to be ap)! = 
foreign vessels engaged in trade between the Philippines ane th 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on ! 
Philippines. “eR 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of the Antisaloon Lease 
of Fortville, Ind., and a petition of the Indiana State “ aan 

| League, praying for the enactment of legislation to regula 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; w) 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. nm 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petitio! 
citizens of Washington, praying for the enactment 
providing for the construction and maintenance 0! 
throughout the country; which was referred to the ‘ 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of John Buford Post 
partment of Washington, Grand Army of the Republic, 

Wash., praying for the enactment of a service-pension | 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. ; ad 10 

Mr. CULLOM presented the memorial of A. R. Barnes al’ 
other citizens of Chicago, Ill., remonstrating against (\" ~~ 
of the so-called “‘ eight-hour bill; ’’ which was referred to tie 
mittee on Education and Labor. r 

He also presented the petition of W. J. Davidson ane 
citizens of atur, Ill., praying for the enactment of leg 
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to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Soldiers’ Homes; | ton; of Charles Russel Lowell Post, No. 


« referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

NG (for Mr. Burton) presented a petition of Chanute 
Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Repub- 
Kans., and a petition of McPherson Post, No. 87, 


which wa 

Mr. LO 
Post, No. 129, 
lic, of ¢ hanute, a : 1 
ent of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of McPher- 


Pepe _ praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. o 

He also (for Mr. Burron) presented a petition of sundry citi- 
vens of Kansas, praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
jate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 


was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also (for Mr. Burton) presented a petition of the Kansas 
State Society of Labor and Industry, praying for the enactment 
‘?lavislation toimvestigate the labor conditionsin Colorado; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also (for Mr. Burton) presented a petition of the Board of 
Regents of the Kansas State Agricultural College, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to increase the Federal aid to agricul- 
tural experiment stations; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also (for Mr. Burron) presented a memorial of sundry citi- 


of leg 


zens of Salina, Kans., remonstrating against the enactment of leg- | 


jslation restricting or abridging the right of suffrage to citizens of 
Oklahoma Territory, etc.; which was referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the Beard of Trade of Port- 
land, Me., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the completion of the work at the harbor of refuge, Point Judith, 
RB. L; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented @ petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the enactment of legislation creating an American 
system of navigating naval reserves; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the New England Psychological 


Society, of Worcester, Mass., praying for the establishment of a | 


Government laboratory at Washington for the study of the ab- 
normal classes; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Alfred I. Noble, secretary 


praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the estab- 


abnormal classes; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lisbon, Iowa, 
and a petition of sundry citizens of Troy, Ohio, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 


of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on | 


the Judiciary. 

He presented a petition of Puritan Lodge, No. 621, Brotherhood 
of Railroad Trainmen, of Boston, Mass., praying for the passage of 
the so-called Grosvenor anti-injunction bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Charles H. Stevens Post, No. 53, 
of Leominster: of Ward Post, No. 90, of Danvers; of Captain 
it tace Niles Post, No. 110, of Randolph; of Sergeant Plunkett 
Post, No. 184, of Ashburnham; of George S. Boutwell Post, No. 
4, of Aver; of Gilman C. Parker Post, No. 153, of Winchindon; 
of H. 8. Greenleaf Post, No. 20, of Colrain; of Charles Beck Post, 
No. 56, of Cambridge; of C. C. Phillips Post, No. 14, of Hopkin- 
er : I razer A. Stearns Post, No. 37, of Spencer, and of D. Wil- 
amd ROD 
Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Mas- 
crusetts, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
Walch were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

a r. LOD +E presented a petition of the Young Men’s Club of 
La Boston Highlands Methodist Episcopal Church, of Dorchester, 
inten praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
one transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was re- 
trred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

a, also presented a petition of sundry shipowners, shipbuilders, 
ment _ asters of the United States interested in the American 
}:):, aut marine, praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
a American registry to any foreign-built vessel except prizes 
yw OF vessels forfeited for violation of the laws of the United 
| Heal Which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

of opr sented petitions of Burbank Post, No. 33, of Woburn; 
hee Post, No. 58, of Weymouth; of W. H. Smart Post, 
of C.. Vambridge; of P. G. Wyman Post, No. 6, of Holliston; 

a wrge A. Custer Post, No. 70, of Millbury; of McPherson 


aa No, "3, of Abington; of W. R. Rodman Post, No. 1,of New 
RR Chane George D. Wells Post, No. 28. of West Boylston; of 
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inson Post, No. 12, of Naswell, all of the Department of | 
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7, of Boston; of Maj. 
E. F. Fletcher Post, No. 22; of E. P. Carpenter Post, No. 91, of 
Roxboro; of John H. Chipman Post, No. 89, of Beverly; of Major- 
General H. G. Berry Post, No. 40, of Malden; of Major Howe 
Post, No. 47, of Haverhill; of Parker Post, No. 123, of Athol: of 
G. E. Sayles Post, No. 126, of Adams; of John A. Hawes Post. No. 
159, of East Boston; of Fletcher Webster Post. No. 13. of Brockton: 
of Ozro Miller Post, No. 93, of Shelburne Falls; of Colonel C. R. 
Mudge Post, No. 114, of Merrimac; of A. C. Monroe Post, No. 212, 
of East Bridgewater; of C.C. Smith Post, No. 183, of Hadley Falls: 
of Phil H. Sheridan Post, No. 34, of Salem; of J. H. Sargent Post, 
No. 130, of West Medway; of H. S. Greenleaf Post, No. 20, of Cole- 
rain; of C. C. Phillips Post, No. 14, of Hopkinson: of F. A. Stearns 
Post, No. 37, of Spencer; of Boston Post, No. 200. of Boston: of 
Charles Beck Post, No. 56, of Cambridge; of Panl Revere Post, 
No. 88, of Quincy: of E. S. Clark Post, No. 115: of John Rogers 
Post, No. 170, of Mansfield; of Edwin Humphrey Post, No. 104, 
of Hingham; of Justin Dimick Post, No. 124. of East Bridgewater: 
of Dahlgren Post, No. 2; of E. M. Staunton Post. No. 147, of Am- 
herst; of Thomas A. Parker Post, No. 195, of Pepperell: of Clara 
Barton Post, No. 65. of Warren: of George H. 'Thomas Post. No. 
131, of Leicester; of J. Orson Fiske Post, No. 105: of F. P. H. 
Rogers Post, No. 27, of Waltham; of Capt. C. S. Hastings Post, 
No. 54, of Berlin: of U.S. Grant Post. No. 4. of Melrose: of Allén 
Post, No. 67, of Manchester; of Abraham Lincoln Post, No. 11, 
of Charlestown; of Ladd and Whitney Post, No. 185, of Lowell; 
of John A. Rawlins Post, No. 43, of Marlboro; of Colonel Ailen 
Post, No. 45. of Gloucester; of E. P. Wallace Post, No. 122. of 
Amesbury; of W. W. Rockwell Post, No. 125, of Pittsfield; of 
Henry Clay Wade Post, No. 201, of Cottage City: of Col. W. B. 
Greene Post, No. 100, of Methuen; of William L. Baker Post. No, 
86, of Northampton: of D. G. Farragut Post. No. 116, of Gardner; 
of General Lander Post, No. 5, of Lynn; of E. Day Post, No. 174, 
of Greenfield; of Lyon Post, No. 41, of Westfield; of Manton E. 
Taft Post, No. 162, of Turners Falls; of Myron E. Stowell Post. 
No. 84, of South Deerfield; of Theodore Winthrop Post, No. 35, of 
Chelsea; of George W. Perry Post. No. 131, of Situate; of General 
J. G. Foster Post, No. 163, of South Framingham; of E. B. Piper 
Post, No. 157, of Walpole; of Ezra Bateheller Post, No. 51. of 





North Brookfield; of Robert A. Bell Post, No. 134, of Boston: of 
of the New England Psychological Society, of Worcester, Mass., | 


Francis Gould Post, No. 36, of Arlington; of Collingwood Post, 


| No. 76, of Plymouth; of Moses Ellis Post, No. 117, of Medfield: of 
lishment of a laboratory at Washington, D. C., for the study of | 


John A. Logan Post, No. 186, of Cambridge; of Richard Borden 
Post, No. 146, of Fall River; of A. W. Bartlett Post, No. 49, « 
Newburyport: of Colonel Prescott Post, No. 18, of Ashland: of 
Old Concord Post. No. 180, of Concord: of Charles Sumner Post, 
No. 101, of Groveland; of A. B. R. Sprague Post, No. 24, of Graf- 
ton: of William B. Eaton Post. No. 199, of Revere: of E. K. Wil- 
cox Post, No. 116, of Springfield; of Nathaniel Lyon Post, No. 61, 
of Webster: of Reno Post, No. 9, of Hudson: of Charles D. San- 
ford Post, No. 79, of North Adams; of R. A. Peirce Post. No. 190. 
of New Bedford: of H. H. Legge Post, No. of Uxbridge: of 
Otis W. Wallace Post, No. 106, of Rockport; of Prentiss M. Whit- 
ney Post, No. 192; of E. G. Griggs Post, No. 97, of Belchertown, 
and of General Wadsworth Post, No. 63, of Natick, of the Depart- 
ment of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, and of the 
Twenty-third Massachusetts Regiment. Union Veteran Union, all 
in the State of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment 
service-pension law; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of the New England Psy- 
chological Society, of Worcester, Mass., praying for the estab- 
lishment of a laboratory at Washington, D. C., under the Federal 
Government, for the study of the abnormal classes; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HEYBURN presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Genesee, Idaho, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing for the construction and maintenance of good roads 
throughout the country; which was referred to the Committ 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the East Washington 


23, 


r ‘ 
OL a 


ee on 


Citizens’ Association, of Washington, D. C., praying for the « 
actment of legislation providing for the acquiring by the District 
of the right of way on Pennsylvania avenue east and its opening 
up to the District line; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 


Ti- 


He also presented petitions of Cold River Grange, No. 19, of 
Acworth; of Sunapee Lake Grange, of Newbury: of the Trojan 


Grange, of Troy; of Sugar River Grange, of Charlestown. and of 
Grange No. 276, of Hillsboro County, all of the Order of Patrons 
of Husbandry, in the State of New Hampshire, praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing for the purchase of a national 
forest reserve in the White Mountains of that State; which were 


ham: lark Post, No. 167; of J. P. Gould Post, No. 75, of Stone- | referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protec- 
> John A. Andrews Post, No. 15, of Boston; of Francis | tion of Game. 


te Post, No. 92, of Brighton; of Preston Post, No. 188, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I present the affidavit of Dr. Charles E. 


*verly Farms; of William H. Bartlett Post, No. 3, of Taun- | Houser, of Lafayette County, Mo., and the affidavit of A. D. Tan- 
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yer, of Johnson County, Mo. I move that the affidavits be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions to accompany the bill (S. 
103) granting an increase of pension to A. D. Tanyer. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Phoenix, 
Ariz., remonstrating against the admission of New Mexico and 
Arizona into the Union as one State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

He al-o presented a petition of the New England Psychological 
Society, of Worcester, Mass., praying for the establishment of a 
laboratory at Washington, D. C., for the study of the abnormal 
classes; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2052) for the relief of Samuel S. Weaver, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Public Lands. to whom 
were referred the following bills. reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 269) regulating the settlement of the accounts be- 
tween the United States and the several States relative to the dis- 
position of the public lands, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 701) to validate certain certificates of soldiers’ addi- 
tional homestead right. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2667) for the relief of the estate of R. W. 
Bullock, deceased, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2467) for the relief of the Citi- 
zens’ Bank of Louisiana, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3780) authorizing the 
Yankton, Norfolk and Southwestern Railway Company to con- 
struct a combined railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near the city of Yankton, S. Dak., 
reported it with amendments. and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4084) for the relief of Caroline Lochboehler, 
of the District of Columbia, asked to be discharged from its fur- 
ther consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1646) for the relief of Mary A. Coulson, executrix of 
Sewell Coulson, deceased. reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also. from the same committee. to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2876) for the relief of Sarah E. Jenkins, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


REPORT OF ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee 
on Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 43) 
to provide for the printing of 3,500 copies of the report of the 
Isthmian Canal Commission, to report it favorably with an 
amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was, after the 
word *‘ Commission,’’ in line 4, to insert ‘‘ with illustrations,’’ so 
as to make the joint resolution read: 

Resolved, etc., That there be printed 3,400 copies of the report of the Isth- 
mian Canal Commission, with illustrations, of which 1,000 shall be for the use 
of the Senate, 2,000 for the House of Representatives, and 500 for the Isthmian 
Canal Commission. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move, in line 4, after the word “‘ report,” 
to add ‘‘ and appendixes.” 

Mr. PLATT of New York. That amendment is entirely satis- 
factory. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the title of the resolution be 
changed. There is no necessity to have a joint resolution for this 
purpose. A concurrent resolution is just as good. Ido not know 
that there is much difference in them, but I move that ** joint”’ 
be stricken out and ‘“‘ concurrent’’ inserted. We will try it any- 


way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the several votes by 
which the joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and finally 
passed will be reconsidered and the resolution will be amended, 
making it a concurrent instead of a joint resolution. 
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Mr. HOAR. Let the title be read. 

The Secretary. Concurrent resolution to provide 
printing of 3,500 copies of the report of the Isthmian ¢ 
mission. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
concurrent resolution? 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 


COURT OF CLAIMS DIGEST, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee 
on Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (Ss. R 41) 
to provide for the printing of a digest of the decisions of ¢} 
Court of Claims, together with the rules of ice : — 

\ . 1 practice and the stat- 
utes relating to that court, to report it favorably without amend. 
ment, and I ask for its present consideration. A similar resolu- 
tion has been passed through the Senate in two Congresses, and [ 
ask that the joint resolution be put on its passage. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, etc., That there be printed a digest of the 4 
of the Court of Claims, ne the statutes relating to and the rules of 
practice of that court, prepared by Chapman W. Maupin; that thera Ne 
printed 500 copies for the use of the Treasury Department, 2.000) conics tor 
the use of the Attorney-General, 250 copies for the use of the War Depart- 
ment, 250 copies for the use of the Navy Department, 1,000 copies for the use 
of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives and 
1,000 copies for public sale, the whole edition to be bound in sheep: said ai. 
gest to be printed under the editorial vee of Chapman W Maupin 
the preparation and editing of said digest by him to be paid for. out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, at a price not to exceed 
the sum of $2,500. which sum is hereby appropriated in full payment for said 
work, except the cost of printing and binding the same. and slia!) not be pay. 
able until said work shall have been printed; nor shall any money be paid 
out on account of said work until the Court of Claims, or some member 
thereof, shall certify that the work, as completed, is satisfactory to that 
court, F 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the 
Committee on Printing whether the provision that the book is to 
be bound in sheep excludes the one copy bound in red morocco 
which Senators always get of all documents? 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I suppose it does, unless it is so 
specified in the joint resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish that that might be reserved in the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Will the Senator move an amend- 
ment? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I donot think that a resolution of this kind 
will interfere with the general provision. I have not so under- 
stood it at any time. 

Mr. HOAR. The sheep binding is exceedingly perishable. It 
rots. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is a nuisance. 

Mr. HOAR. It rots under the operation of gas. There is 4 
deposit in a gas“ighted room which makes the leather of sheep 
and calf binding very perishable after a few years. 


for the 
anal Cy m- 


Will the Senate agree to the 


ecisions 


I believe in- 
vestigations which have been made show that the most perma- 
nent binding, as well as one of the cheapest forms of binding. and 
the most permanent color, as well as one of the cheapest forms 
of color, is the red Turkey morocco, of which we get on bound 
volume each. 

This digest of decisions of the Court of Claims is likely to be § 
| book of permanent value. I should like that the one copy whic 

| goes to Senators should be bound in morocco, and I[ therefore 
sire to put into the joint resolution a proviso: 

Provided, That thisshall not be construed to prevent the furt 
copy bound in red morocco to every member of the Senate and H 

Or something of that sort. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I accept that amendment. 

Mr. WARREN. Itis my understanding that a Senator 
right to have one copy of any bound document that cones to him 
rebound, no matter how it may be bound. The propositivn i , 
bind in sheep is, as I understand it, simply to take care 0! - 
books in usual law-book binding rather than to have them 1m pa 
per, as public documents usually are, and it is not to int rfere 
with the usual rule of the Senate. , 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator thinks it does not, I will not 
the Senate with the amendment. nan 1 do 

Mr. WARREN. Perhaps the Senator knows better than *™ 
about it, but they have always rebound a volume for me when 
asked that it be done. : 

Mr. HOAR. The chairman of the Committee on Printing © 
he had understood that the joint resolution would exclude om 
getting a copy bound in morocco unless there was an ©*' P nt 
made inthe jointresolution. I defer to his opinion on this su” "the 

Mr. PLATT of New York. It is well enough to puti™ 
amendment. 

Mr. WARREN. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 


has the 


trouble 


ting said 


There is no objection to it. da 
I should like to ask about the cos! 


of pind- 
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I think it is the worst possible binding we could 
| would rather have it in cloth than in sheep. Cloth will 


ing in sheep. 
tat alittle while, and sheep will not. It seems to me that any 
xind of binding would be preferable to sheep. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Will the Senator from Missouri 
move an amendment? ; 4 

Mr. COCKRELL. Tam not sufficiently acquainted with the 
cost of the different kinds of binding to designate which is pref- 
erable, but I am certain that some kinds of binding are as cheap 

; sheep. if not cheaper, and much better. 

Mr. WARREN. wish to ask the Senator from Missouri if it 
would not be a good plan to amend the joint resolution by elimi- | 
nating all reference to binding and leave it with the Committee | 
on Printing to designate in what way the volumes shall be bound? 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose the sheep binding is the ordinary law- 
hook binding, the binding of all the books for the law library. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iknowitis. | 

Mr. WARREN. The only intention of the joint resolution is 
to have the digest prepared and bound in the way that other law 
pooks are finished. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Massachusetts has just made a 
suggestion which lodged in my mind, that almost all bound docu- 
ments are bound in sheep. Almost all law books, text-books, re- 
ports of State courts, and the reports of the Federal courts are in 
sheep binding. If anyone goes into a great law library what 
meet him are rows upon rows in sheep, and so with the books of 
lawyers in their own libraries. I suppose it has been considered 
asate kind of binding. It is not as agreeable in appearance as 
other binding, but it has served its purpose for a great many 
years. 

" What I wanted to ask the Senator in charge of the joint resolu- 
tion besides is, what does the digest cover? 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Let the title be read again. 

Mr. HALE. Let the first part of the joint resolution be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That there be printed a digest of the decisions of the Court of Claims, in- 
duding the statutes relating to and the rules of practice of that court. 





Mr. HALE. Now, here is a valuable court, which has been | 
rendering decisions for more than thirty years, | 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator know that there is not to-day a | 
digest of the reports of the Court of Claims? 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I will ask the Senator from Wyo- 
rar [Mr. WARREN] who introduced the joint resolution as to 

at. 

Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator would explainit. I can hardly 
see how otherwise the decisions of that court could have been of 
any use to the public or to the profession. Every lawyer and 
every man with any experience in any kind of literature knows 
- -" work is practically good for nothing unless it has a good 

igest, 

Mr. ALLISON. And an index. 

Mr. HALE. And an index besides. It is the case with every 
law book and every important series of law reports. I know in 
iy own State we provide every few years for a good digest, bring- 
ing the reports up to the time when we provide for it, and in ten 
years we provide for another digest, and the volumes are all 
thoroughly indexed besides. 

I wish the Senator who fathers this proposition would tell us 
What there is to-day existing, and whether this is a crying need, 
or whether it is a work which has been compiled by some one who 
Wants to get paid for it. We have a great deal of that sort of 
business before the Senate constantly. Somebody or other in a 
Vacation, usually some one who is drawing pay from the Govern- 
ihent, who is a salaried employee or official, sets to work to get 
up 4 compilation, a digest, a statement of appropriations; and we 
are ni liberal and very generous about it and let it go. We 
spend thousands upon thousands and tens of thousands of dollars 
‘very year on just such matters. 

i ow, this particular matter is all as unknown to meas if it 
ther - the blackest of darkness. I do not know if anything of 
what kind obtains; but I wish the Senator would tell us, first, 
it - ; the situation of these reports as to the present digest, who 

he 0 1s to make this digest, whether he is connected with the 
he :¢rnment in any way or connected with the court, and whether 

: 8 lawyer; for one who is not a good lawyer can not make a 
: gest. A man who is not a good lawyer can not make a digest 

ly more than a farm hand can build a cottage. Itisa pony 
wie est be matured and sharpened by knowledge of the law. | 
cin the Senator from Wyoming would explain just what are the 

Meatances surrounding this matter. 

Main WARREN. Mr. President, I will state to the Senator from 
ae . that am not as familiar at this hour with the matter as 
ormer day. I ¢an only say that it was carefully looked up 


Mr. COCKRELL. For over forty years. 
y the Committee on Claims in the last Congress. There is no! 
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digest covering the ground that this publication proposes to cover, 
and the court is now using the typewritten copy of a portion of 
this work, which has been prepared by Mr. Maupin, a lawyer. 

The Court of Claims is, I understand, making some use of a 
partial digest, or a portion of this proposed digest, which is at 
present in a typewritten form, and of course there is only one 
copy or at most two or threecopies. Thecourt has recommended 
that it be printed, desiring it for its own use and for others who 
have to consult decisions of the Court of Claims. 

I depended at the time, of course, and so did the committee, 
quite largely upon the recommendation of the court. and I have 
not that or the other papers at handat the presentmoment. As far 
as I am concerned, I am perfectly willing that the joint resolution 
shall lie over for a day. so that we may look upthe matter further. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not want to interfere with what may bea 
valuable thing: but I think the Senate ought to know upon what 
ground the court recommended this publication, who it is who 
has made or is making the digest, whether he is an employee of 
the court or is a clerk, and what is the basis. Perhaps the Sena- 
tor from New York had better let the joint resolution go over, 
and then the Senator from Wyoming will furnish us with the 
authority of the court. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. That course will be entirely satis- 
factory. 

Mr. HALE. Let it go over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The joint resolution goes to 
the Calendar. 

Mr. WARREN. I do not thus understand it that the proposi- 
tion is to take it to the Calendar, but it is that it shall go over 
and come up to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. Let the Senator from New York withdraw his 
report and then he can make it to-morrow morning. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I will withdraw the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York 
asks leave to withdraw the report. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the report is withdrawn. 


NEBRASKA SENATORIAL INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolu- 
tion submitted by Mr. Hoar on the 5th instant, reported it with- 
out amendment: and it was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the expenses to be incurred by the special committee ap- 
pointed to investigate and report to the Senate all the facts connected with 
the appaintment of Jacob Fisher as postmaster at Hastings, Nebr., and the 
leasing of the building used at this time fora post-office in that city,and par- 
ticularly to investigate and report as to the action of CHARLEs H. Dierricu, 
a Senator from Nebraska, in connection with such appointment and leasing, 
be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers signed by the 
chairman of said committee. 


COMPILATION OF TREATIES IN FORCE, 


Mr. CULLOM. From the Committee on Foreign Relations I 
report a resolution which I ask may be considered at this time. 

he resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That a revised edition of the Compilation of Treaties in Force 
be prepared under the direction of the Committee on Foreign Relations and 
that there be inserted in said revised edition all treaties proclaimed and in 
force at the end of the present session, and that there shall be printed 1,500 
copies of said revised edition, 1,000 for the use of the House of Representa- 
tives and 500 for the use of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Did the Senator from Illinois 
intend this as a Senate resolution only? 

Mr. CULLOM. I suppose it is not necessary to make it a con- 
current resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It provides for the printing of 
a certain number of copies for the use of the House as well as the 
Senate. 
Mr. CULLOM. It would have to be a joint resolution, I sup- 
pose, in that case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ora concurrent resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Or a concurrent resolution. 
The Chair thinks that it should be referred to the Committee on 





Printing. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iask that it be referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Mr. BACON. Isuggest that before the reference is made it be 


converted into a concurrent resolution. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam not inclined todo that, because of the 
difficulty in getting action upon it in that form. Iask that the 
resolution be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BACON. The publication ought to be confined to the use 
of the Senate if it is to remain a simple Senate resolution. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be referred 
20 the Committee on Printing. 

PRINTING OF REPORT ON ALASKA. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Terri- 
tories to ask unanimous consent to have printed as a Senate docu- 
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ment the Report of the Operations of the United States Revenue 
Steamer Nunivak on the Yukon River Station, Alaska, 1899 and | 
1901. | 

I will state to the Senate that it is a very important work. It | 
gives a vast amount of valuableinformation touching the interior | 
of Alaska of which the Senate and the House should be in posses- | 
sion. About 500 copies were printed for the use of the Treasury | 
Department, but the edition is exhausted. We desire to have it | 
reprinted as a Senate document, including the plates. The plates, | 
of course, are in the possession of the printing department. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado | 
asks that the Report of the Operations of the United States Reve- | 
nue Steamer Nunivak may be printed as a Senate document. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and the order is made. | 
Are there illustrations? 

Mr. PATTERSON. There are. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
clude maps and illustrations. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is the desire of the committee. 

There being no objection, the order was reduced to writing, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Ordered, That the Report of the Cperations of the United States Revenue | 
Steamer Nunirak on the Yukon River Station, Alaska, 1899-1901, together 


with the maps and illustrations, be printed as a document. | 


| 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 4265) for the relief of Fred | 
McDonald; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4266) for the relief of Charles M. | 
Peirce; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4267) to grade the consular service; | 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee | 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4268) granting a pension to | 
Edward Prince; which was read twice by its title, and, with the | 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAIRBAN introduced a bill (S. 4269) for the relief of | 
William E. Murray; which was read twice by its title, and re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4270) revising and amending the | 
laws in force in the Indian Territory relating to the organization 
and jurisdiction of the United States court, the establishment of | 
a court of appeals, and putting in force in said Territory certain | 
laws of the United States and of the State of Arkansas; which | 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 4271) granting an increase of 
pension to Mell Moore; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 4272) granting a pension 
to Hannah Raike; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4273) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frazee A. Campbell; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 4274) granting 
an increase of pension to Richard H. Black; which was read twice | 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4275) granting a pension to Nancy 
Noxon; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 4276) for the relief of the estate of | 
Charles L. Perkins; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 4277) for the relief of John | 
M. Hill; which was read twice by its title. and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 4278) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at the city of Yonkers, N. Y.; which was | 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public | 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4279) for the relief of George Sew- 
ell, chief engineer, United States Navy, retired; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 4280) providing for medals 
of honor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


Then the printing should in- 








Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 4281) granting a pension to 
Frankie Fisher; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. Burton) introduced a bill (S. 4282) for the re- 
lief of Frederick M. George; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


FEBRUARY 10, 


He also (for Mr. BurTON) introduced a bill (S. 4283) fo, 
provement of that portion of Oakwood Cemetery. at p.».,.. 
Kans., which is owned by Antietam Post, No. 64, Grand Av.” 
of the Republic; which was read twice by its title, and he 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee oy 


| Affairs. 


Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4284) grant; 
crease of pension to Rebecca Hankins; which was rea 
its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Toaccompany the bill I present ¢! 
for increase of pension of Rebecca Hankins, 93 years 0] 
widow of Nimrod Hankins, private of Capt. Stephen | 
company of Tennessee militia, together with the affida f Ty 
H. J. Rankin, petition of 8 citizens, certificate of Dr. A. W. Pay 


| ish, letter of W. T. Baird indorsed by Thomas J. Dp 


certificate of Mrs. Mary Chase. I move that the bil! 
panying papers be referred to the Committee on Pensi 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4285) granting ay jp. 
crease of pension to John H.Shands; which was read twice }y: 
title. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Toaccompany the bill I present + 
for increase of pension of John H. Shands, 83 years old, toget! 
with the affidavits of Dr. N. F. Kelly and A. S. Harrison. ana 
petition of citizens. I move that the bill and a 
papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 4286) granting an }) 
crease of pension to Charles M. Carey; which was 1 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4287) granting a pensior 
Poor; which was read twice by its title, and referred t 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (S. 4288) for the relief of An- 
drew H. Plemmons; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4289) granting an incre: 
sion to William Flinn; which was read twice by its tit 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which wer 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Clair 

A bill (S. 4290) for the relief of the Seamen's Friend Society 
Wilmington, N. C.; 

A bill (S. 4291) for the relief of the trustees of the Dio 
East Carolina; 

A bill (S. 4292) for the relief of the estate of Ray! 
ton, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4298) for the relief of the heirs of Cicero 

A bill (S. 4294) for the relief of the heirs of C. H. ! 

A bill (8. 4295) for the relief of C. G. Perkins: 

A bill (8S. 4296) for the relief of the widow of R. D. I! 

A bill (S. 4297) for the relief of James W. Ada 
estate of Solomon N. Adams; 

A bill (8. 4298) for the relief of John I. Rowlan 

A bill (S. 4299) for the relief of the estate of Sa 
row, deceased; 

A bill (S. 4300) for the relief of John Wilson; 

A bill (S. 4301) for the relief of Sidney T. Dupu 
R. Dupuy, the only surviving heirs of George R. Du) 

A bill (8. 4302) for the relief of Homer W. Sty 

A bill (S. 4303) for the relief of the estate of Wi! 

A bill (S. 4804) for the relief of the heirs and 
H. W. Hargrove; and 

A bill (S. 4305) for the relief of John Burke M 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 4306) relatin 
tency of witnesses in the United States courts; \ 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee : 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 4307) for 
estate of Archibald D. Palmer, deceased; which w 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Clai! 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (8. 4308) © 
crease of pension to Mary E. Pillow; which was r 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions 

He also introduced a bill (S. 43809) for the relief 
Anderson; which was read twice by its title, an: 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on ' 

He also introduced a bill (8, 4310) for the relief 0! ' 
Hugh Davis, deceased; which was read twice by its 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (8S. 4811) to amend 5 
the Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its ' 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. PROCTOR submitted an amendment proposin ‘ 
priate $70,000 for the purchase of current literature ‘0! 


rd Brewit 
M. Davi 
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sts, intended to be proposed by him to the army appropriation | President, if-he was unable to secure the requisite concession 


jill; which. was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordere’ to be printed. 
alu ve™ 


to appropriate $2,000,000 for the acquisition of a site for a post- 
ofice building in the city of New York, intended to be proposed 
hy him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
; nittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 


to the ‘0 
» he printe d. 7 : 

. vr, ANKENY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
ceed by him to the bill (S. 1875) to extend the provisions of the 


gctof June 27, 1902, entitled ‘‘An act to extend the provisions, 
limitations, and benefits of an act entitled ‘An act granting pen- 
sons to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1*42, inclu- 
éve, known as the Black Hawk war, Cherokee disturbances, and 
the Seminole war,’ approved July 27, 1892;”” which were referred 
tp the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 

5,000 to pay Robert Brent Mosher for the exclusive right, title, 
ai interest in and to the copyright and plates of the book en- 
titled “ Executive Register of the United States, 1789-1902,”’ in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
pill; which was — to the Committee on Printing, and or- 
Jered to be printed. 
"Ve. FAIRBANKS submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $500,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for 
the acquisition of square No. 824 in thecity of Washington.D. C., 
asa site for an addition to the post-office building, intended to be 
roposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KEAN submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$90,000 to pay Capt. Ormond M. Lissak, Ordnance Department, 
United States Army, as a reward for certain labor devices now in 
we for the Frankford Arsenal, Philadelphia, Pa., intended to be 
proposed by him to the army appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed, 

WILMINGTON (DEL.) HARBOR IMPROVEMENT, 


Mr. BALL submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
vhich was referred to the Committee on Commerce: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause a survey to be made 
of the Wilmington Harbor, Delaware (including the Christiana and Brandy- 
vine rivers), with the view to their anpenomeas and to insure the perma- 
nency of the channel in the Christiana River to the depth of at least 21 feet. 


LONG ISLAND (NEW YORK) IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. DEPEW submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
vhich was referred to the Committee on Commerce: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause a 
survey to be made and estimates to submitted of the cost of dredging 
Lloyds Harbor to a depth of 12 feet and otherwise improving the channel be- 
tween Huntington Bay and Cold Spring Harbor, Long Island, New York, so 
&s to meet the demands of commerce. 


RELATIONS WITH COLOMBIA. 

Mr.McCUMBER. Iask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business be now laid before the Senate. 

There being no objection, the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the resolution submitted by Mr. Bacon on the 12th ultimo, as 
nodified by him on the 8th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be respectfully informed that the Senate 





uror and advise the negotiation, with a view to its ratification, of a treaty 
aan Republic of Colombia, to the end that there may be peacefully and 
c actorily determined and adjusted all differences between the United 


State | ; . ; . ; 

th sand the Republic of Colombia, with the intent of removing any cause 

wae or conflict, and of restoring the cordial relations heretofore 
‘ting between the United States and Colombia, and also of securing the 


tt PaPerat ion of the Colombian people in the construction of the canal 
na. 


Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, at the opening of this dis- 
fission but two general points were considered by the Senate. 


ae was the attitude of the President of the United States in 
Jig ou 


the stein t the provisions of the Spooner law. The second was 
ae athitude 


eae of the President and the Administration in reference 
Si “irs connected with the Panama insurrection. 

that it that time the debate has broadened out to such an extent 
a. has taken into consideration many other things than those 
mma propositions; and it might not be inappropriate to 
on tge this argument back to the original two propositions, the 
at coe ions that, it seems to me, are worthy of consideration 
tii cet to ine, Mr. President, in the discussion so far, that too 
the a has been laid upon the duty which was imposed upon 
eure coon of the United States w der the Spooner Act to se- 
imposed of way across the Isthmus of Panama. That duty was 
aware hs ge him as the agent of the United States. I am well 

t there was an alternative provision in that law that the 


| 


j 
| 
| 
| 
} 


from the Colombian Government, should then proceed to enter 
into negotiations for the Nicaraguan route. But I do not believe, 


‘Vr, PLATT of New York submitted an amendment proposing | Mr. President, that there were many Senators who voted for that 


provision with the understanding or expectation that it would 
ever be called into being. It was considered really as a kind of 
diplomatic hint to the Colombian Government that this Govern- 
ment was not entirely at its mercy; and I believe it was so con- 
sidered by nearly every Senator upon this floor. 

The discussion so far on the opposite side of the Chamber seems 
to have gone upon the assumption that if the Colombian Govern- 
ment, in the first instance, should have declined our overtures for 
a@ proper treaty, it was then the duty of the President of the 
United States, without any further effort, without any further 
consideration, to immediately abandon the project of a canal 
across the Isthmus of Panama and proceed at once to secure the 
requisite agreement with the Governments of Nicaragua and 
Costa Rica for a canal by the Nicaraguan route. 

This, Mr. President, was not the spirit of that law. A duty 
was imposed upon the President of the United States—a duty 
which he could not abandon until he had exercised all of the dip- 
lomatic power of the Government to secure for the United States 
the particular route which the Congress of the United States had 
stated in their law they de:ired. 

Mr. President, the whole question of the attitude and action of 
the President and the executive branches of the Government ‘n 
reference to the treaty for a canal across the Isthmus of Panama, 
in reference to the law authorizing the President to enter into ne- 
gotiations for the Nicaragua route in the event of his failure to 
secure the requisite authority from Colombia, and of his duty in 
reference to the Panama revolution, when shorn of all verbiage, 
reduces itself to two simple propositions: 

First. Has there been any time since the 28th day of June, 1902, 
the date of the Spooner law, up to the present time when the 
President of the United States could have properly abandoned his 
efforts to secure a treaty for the construction of the canal across 
the Isthmus of Panama and to have proceeded to enter into nego- 
tiations for the northern route? 

Second. Has the President of the United States by any act since 
the threatened uprising in Panama up to the present time failed 
to follow the precepts of international law, to follow the prece- 
dents of American policy in reference to the South American Re- 
publics, or has he in any manner taken any step in reference to 
the revolutionary movement not dictated by sound judgment, by 
international justice, or by his patriotic duty to the American 

eople? 

. Mr. President, all that has been done so far by the Administra- 
tion has been given to the Senate and House of Representatives. 
Every act, every order, every direction given by the President 
of the United States or by any officers of the Administration 
has been laid before the Senate, and the President, in a special 
note to this House, has declared absolutely that this Government 
has not taken any step or done any act to instigate a revolution 
in Panama, nor has it tisken any side whatever in the controversy. 
The President of the United States having made this statement, I 
do not believe that there is a Senator upon this floor who will 
gainsay its absolute verity. I believe all will concede that that 
statement is absolutely true. 

This eliminates, therefore, from this discussion the proposition 
that the President of the United States or the Administration is 
responsible in any manner whatever for the uprising on the Isth- 
mus of Panama or responsible for any acts which have been done 
in connection with the revolutionary movement. 

The course of the Administration in reference to this matter 
has not been demonstrated by a single act or instruction, but 
by a series of acts and instructions covering a period from the 
time the duty was first imposed upon him by the Spooner Act up 
to the present time. And every act, every order, and every in- 
struction given by the Administration must be considered to- 
gether in their entirety to determine their propriety. And I 
would ask any Senator to lay his finger on that point in the his- 
tory of the whole transaction where it became the duty of the 
President to abandon his efforts to secure what the American peo- 

le had made it his duty to secure—the right of way across the 
sthmus of Panama for a canal. 

The matter intrusted to him was one of no small concern. It 
was one of the most colossal enterprises ever entered upon or ever 
intrusted to a nation or its ruler. It had never had its equal in 
the history of the world; it was to affect the commercial interests 
of this country in a measure beyond computation; it was to 
change and guide into new channels the ocean traffic of the who-e 
world; it was, therefore, to affect all the people of all the nations 
of the world, and it was to affect them for all time; it was to a‘- 
fect our national defense beyond any and all acts that had ever 
been passed; it was toconnect the two great oceans, to connect our 
Atlantic and our Pacific coast lines, which to-day are separated by 
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about 9,000 miles of sea around the entire South American con- 
tinent. It was a matter which would involve the expenditure of 
probably half a billion dollars before the canal would be complete 
and ready for the world’s traffic. 

The American people had spoken, Mr. President, for that par- 
ticular route; they had spoken not in unmeaning terms of their 
choice. 


and the safety of vessels passing throughit. Why this route was 
regarded as preeminently the proper one was considered fully on 
this floor. Those reasons were discussed by Members of Congress 
and by the press of the country. They were reasons which had 
the convincing power to change previous opinions as to location. 
Chief among those reasons was, first, a canal that could in time be 
made a sea-level canal, and, second. acanal that could be traversed 
in the shortest possible time by our war vessels. When the Presi- 
dent of the United States acted upon the trust committed to him, 
he knew these conditions, he knew the importance of this particu- 
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There were grave and potent national reasons for this | 
particular route, reasons that affect the sufety of the canal itself | 


j 


| can people that the particular route which we had select 


lar location, and he knew that he was expected to secure the route | 


selected by the American Congress. We said to him, ** Secure the 
Panama route as our coast line.’’ That was what he set about 
doing, and so long as any reasonable hope was held out to him it 
would have been a recreant act on his part to have turned to the 
alternative provided inthelaw. Considering his acts in the light 
of that duty, I want to know at what period of time or on the oc- 
currence of what event or act by the Colombian Congress he could 
have turned his attention to Ni aragua without inviting the criti- 
cism and even the condemnation of the people whose interest he 
was to subserve? 

Let us take up in their order just a few of the leading incidents 
in the history of diplomatic efforts to carry out the provisions of 
the Spooner Act, remembering, Mr. President, that communica- 
tion between this country and its representative at Bogota had 
been a matter of almost daily correspondence, 

Acting upon the authority contained in this act, the President 
secured from the Bogota Government the proposed treaty which 
this Government was to acquiescein. The treaty was submitted. 
It was hampered by many conditions obnoxious to the country, 
but these conditions were not allowed to weigh as against the 
necessity of this particular route. In other words, we were will- 
ing to accept them rather than to have more favorable conditions 
attached to a less favorable location. This treaty was finally ac- 
cepted by the American peopleand returned for the concurrence of 
the Colombian legislature. What has taken place since that time 
is fresh in the mind of every public man, and yet it seems to me 
that it will not be amiss at this time to recall a few of the most im- 
portant acts, orders, and correspondence which passed between 
the executive branches of our Government and our representa- 
tives at Bogota and Panama. I have selected a number of them 
which I shall read, so as to show their continuity and the con- 
tinued hope which was held out to the President that there was 
no necessity at any time to abandon this enterprise. 

On the 9th day of July Mr. Beaupré sent the following message 


to Secretary Hay: 
- y [Confidential.] 


has requested me to say to you he does not think the treaty can be 
ratified without two amendments: To article 1, stipulating yment ten 
millions by the canal company for the right to transfer; to article 25, increas- 
ing a to fifteen millions, and says that treaty can be ratified at once 
with these amendments. He asks your views confidentially. 


On the 13th day of July Secretary Hay responded to this re- 

quest, as follows: 
Hay to Beaupré. 
JULY 13. 

Neither of the proposed amendments mentioned in your telegram received 
to-day would stand any chance of acceptance by the Senate of the United 
States, while anyamendment whatever, or any unnecessary delay in the rati- 
fication of the treaty would greatly imperil its consummation. 

Certainly at this time the President could not have abandoned 
the enterprise for a canal across the Isthmus of Panama. 

On the 12th of August Mr. Beaupré sent the following message: 

Beaupré to Hay. 
AuGusT 12. (Received 15th.) 
The treaty was rejected by the Senate to-day in its entirety. Confiden- 
“. Do not accept this as final. There is stillsomehope. Wait for further 
advices. 

Certainly this would have been an inopportune moment for the 
President of the United States to have abandoned his efforts to 
secure a canal across the Isthmus of Panama. 

Again, on August 12, the following messages were sent: 

Leaupré to Hay. 
AvaustT 12. (Received 23d.) 

The most important speech made was that of General Ospina. It was to 
the effect that While desiring canal he could not give his vote for the ratifi- 
cation of the treaty because the terms were contrary to the provisions of the 
constitution. He implied that to bring negotiations to a conclusion the con- 
stitution should be modified so as to allow pagonenee to be brought toa 
successful conclusion without prejudice to the honor of the country. * * * 


intimated that the Congress should be immediately dismissed by a decree 
for the purpere of modifying the constitution. Upon that a new law will be 


/ and finish the negotiations for a canal without further recourse to ( 





FEBRUARY 


passed authorizing the executive without further recours bs 
conclude a canal treaty with the United States. oae 80 Cor 


Beaupré to Hay. 


10, 


———— 


gress to 


Avaust 19 

- called to inform me that this day’s action of Congress was jy, , re 
ance with plans perfected by the Government and influential son,: 
citizens in the belief that the treaty could not now be passed withont . i 
ments, but within a very short time such a reaction public sentimon 
created as will enable the President to present the treaty and s: 
sage without amendments. : 


Here, Mr. President, was the hope again held out to the 


cure its pas. 


Ameri- 

ted cx 

be secured. yuld 
Passing now to August 15, we have another message from \y 

Beaupré to Mr. Hay: Mr, 


Beaupré to Hay. 


Al 

I have the honor to report that the most intensely critical period for 4 
canal treaty seems to have passed; that now there is some hope fore aaah 
factory conclusion. Since the rejection of the treaty on the 12th insur: 
there has been an almost hysterical condition of alarm and uncertainty i. 
Bogota as to future action of the United States. * * * When finally 
posters were put up all over the city announcing that because of a 4 sire t 
maintain the most cordial relations with the United States a joint commit : 
would be appointed by Congrees to confer as to the way and means of a: 
agreement for the construction of a canal, I am certain that there was > 
genuine feeling of relief. - 

When action was taken on the 12th instant no one in authority believed 
that it was final. ; 

General Ospina, chairman of the new committee, stated to a friend of mine 
yesterday that the main objections to the treaty rested upon lawful and con. 
stitutional grounds; that the treaty was not unconstitutional, but contrary 
to law 2 of 1886 and law 153 of 1887; that the committee could recommend th; 
annulment of these laws, which, if done, would permit the ratification of tho 
treaty with some trivial amendment intended to soothe the apparent 
sistency of the two votes. 

The feasible scheme, however, and the one most generally talkedof 
likely to be adopted is to frame a law authorizing the Executive to 


Gust 15, 


Yin 
le 
laily large 


the 
incon- 
as being 


Jongress 
Beaupré to Hay. 
AUGUST 17. (Received %th,) 

The President informs me that Congress will pass law authorizing him to 
continue and finish negotiations for canal, but what conditions will be speci- 
fied he can not state at the present moment. 

Twelve days later, on the 29th of August, Mr. Beaupré sent the 
following message to Secretary Hay: 

Hay to Beaupré. 
AvGustT 

The President is bound by the isthmian-canal statutes, commonly 
the“ Spoonerlaw.” By its provisions he is given a reasonable time to arran 
a satisfactory treaty with Colombia. When,in his judgment. the reasonable 
time has expired, and he has not been able to make a satisfactory arrange- 
ment as to the Panama route, he will then proceed to carry into effect the 
alternative of the statute. Meantime the President will enter into no en- 
gagement restraining his freedom of action under the statute 

Up to this time, Mr. President, there was no interim in which 
the President of the United States could have said that the time 
was now opportune for him to reject further consideration of a 
treaty for an isthmian canal across the Isthmus of Panama. 

On September 5 Mr. Beaupré sent the following message to 
Secretary Hay: 


9 


Beaupré to Hay. 
SEPTEMBER 5. (Received Lith.) 

Have received telegram 29th. The committee have reported a law which 
approves the rejection of the treaty and authorizes the President to conclude 
treaties with Panama for canal. 

Then follows pegutpempent for annual payment of $250,000, transfer of prop- 
erty to Colombia 1967, canal company permitted to transfer on payment 
to Colombia of ten millions. oe 

Lease of zone for one hundred years, not including Panama or Volt; 
annual rental $150,000 until 1967: lease renewing every hundred years, on 
payment of 25 per cent increase. Colombia to receive from contracting 
government twenty millions on ratification of treaty. 


ty the 11th of September the following message passed between 
them: 


lg 
a 


Beaupré to Hay. oa 
SEPTEMBER li 

I have the honor to report that events of interest have taken place in cop, 
nection with the appointment of Senator Obaldia to the post of governor’ 1 
the Departmentof Panama. Senator Obaldia's separatist tencencies are W™ 
known, and he is reported to have said that should the canal t-caty not ys 
the Department of Panama would declare its independence und woulc 
right in doing so. : 

This was the first intimation, Mr. President, we had of , ‘ - 
probability that there would be a revolution at that time, an’ >’ 
no word of encouragement passed from the executive departne™ 
the Department of State simply attempting right along to se™ 
this coveted treaty for the Panama Canal. 

On the 30th of September Mr. Beaupre 
the following message: 


¢ 
not 


} 
ve 


sent to Secretary Hay 


Beaupré to Hay. Sepremper ® 


> adding 
ind adding 


this proposed |s Agee 


Senator Rivas said that by simply rejectin 
no further legislation the Government would be left at full Ad be hot 
tiate without restriction such terms as could be obtained an 1 wou ‘his plan 
orable and just to the contracting parties. He felt confident '4* | Repre- 
woe oe accepted by the Senate and confirmed by the Chamber! 
sentatives. 

If the Senate takes this step, and there seems to be ia 
bility that it will, the canal matter will stand just as it did the 
rejection on A t 12, or, in fact, as it did before the treaty \: 

ashington on January 22, 1903. 


nable proba- 
iy after its 
jed in 


sigt 
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sing 
aoe message to Secretary Hay: 
Beaupré to Hay. 
OcTOBER 17. (Received 19.) 
yore ecetred taGeshllen, cemented eee tere ofr omeetns ote 
cabine ited States and that the adjournment of Congress will be followed by 
the vieaion of a special envoy to Washington for that purpose. The Presi- 
ms message dissolving Congress will be delivered probably before the 30th 
instant. 

When we had been notified by the Colombian Government 
that, notwithstanding the rejection of this treaty, they would 
immediately send a special envoy to Washington for the p 
of renewing negotiations. I submit that the President of the 
United States. under the duty imposed upon him by the Spooner 
Act, could not, without being recreant to that duty, have at that 
time refused to consider further overtures on the part of the Co- 


bian Government, 
lou Beaupré to Hay. 
OcTOBER 21. 

Ihave the honor to inform you that there is no Pogeiciog the alarm exist- 
ingas to the possible action of the Government of the United States should 
the feeling of dissatisfaction undoubtedly existing in the Department of Pan- 
ama find expression in overtacts. The alarm took the form of a heated de- 
pate in the Senate yesterday, when the Government was again attacked for 
the appointment of Senator Obaldia as governor of Panama. The reply elic- 
ited from the minister for foreign affairs was rather significant. He read an 
extract from the treaty of 1 in which the United States guaranteed Co- 
lombian sovereignty on the Isthmus, and assured the Senate that in case of 
an insurrection in the Department of Panama the United States would be 
pound to support the Government. * * * 

The situation is disturbing, and now a further delay is quite apparently 
for the purpose of awaiting the action of President Roosevelt in his message 
to the special session of our Congress, which is to meet, it is understood here, 
on the 9th proximo, and the attitude of that Congress upon receiving the 
President's message. 

Beaupré to Hay. 


OCTOBER 2%. (Received 24th.) 


The report of the committee not yet discussed. Itappears to me the Con- 
gress is playing a waiting game, evidently with the object of ascertaining 
theattitude of the President of the United States in message to the extra 
session of Congress and of that body. It is said that Congress will not ad- 
journ until the 14th proximo. The minister of foreign affairs gives me 
private information that at the next meeting the cabinet will again discuss 
the canal question, it being proposed to send an envoy extraordinary and 
ninister plenipotentiary and also a commission of three prominent men to 
Washington to renew negotiations. 


Beaupré to Hay. 


OcTOBER 31. (Received November 6.) 
Congress ac journed to-day. Noaction has been taken upon the last report 
concerning the canal. Therefore nothing more than the vote of August 12 
rejecting the -reaty was done. The people here have great anxiety over 
conflicting report of secession movements in the Cauca and Panama. 


Come down now to the ist day of November, 1903. It will be 
recalled that this was ten days after the call for the extra session 
of Congress. At this time the following message from Mr. Beau- 
pré to Secretary Hay was received: 

Beaupré to Hay. 


NOVEMBER 1. (Received November 8.) 


With regard tocanal (Government) states that Colombian chargé d'affaires 
as been instructed to inform the Government of the United States that the 
Colombian Government would consider new negotiations, which it is believed 
would be accepted by the next session of Congress. Therefore, if the Gov- 
erument of the United States still desires toopen a canal, which it is presumed 
that it does, as neither by act nor word has it shown other intention, it is to 
be hoped that the great work will be carried out in the end through Colom- 


bian territory. 

Considering, Mr. President, that at this time the special session 
of Congress had already been called, and at this time the Colom- 
bian Governmentitself, for reasons which it may have considered 
valid, still desired further consideration, I want to ask any Sena- 
torif he can conscientiously say that, under theSpooner Act, the 
President of the United States could even at this time have aban- 
doned his efforts and rejected the overtures on the part of the 
Colombian Government to carry that law into effect? 

On the 6th day of November Mr. Beaupré sent to Secretary 
Hay the following message: 


Beaupré to Hay. 

: NOVEMBER 6. (Received 8th.) 
a pnowing that the revolution has already commenced in Panama, 
(ae that if Government of the United States will land troops to preserve the 
daeen sovereignty and the transit, if requested by the Colombian chargé 
constiten. us Government will declare martial law, and by virtue of vested 
on rational authority when public order is restored, will approve by de- 
the © ratification of the canal treaty as signed; or, if the Government of 
4 nied States prefers, will call extra session of Congress with new and 

As y members next May to approve the treaty. 
> 7 Construction of our duty as to Colombian sovereignty, see letter, 

ard to Burton, Document No. 51, page 99, as follows: 


a read this message at this time, Mr. President, because I shall 
lmment upon it a little further on in my address. 

which now to consider for a few moments some of the messages 

ativge Bussed between the Department of State and our represent- 
ves at Colon and at Panama, We have now reached a point 
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now to the 17th of October, Mr. Beaupré sent the fol- | up to November 4, 1903. This is a message from Acting Secre- 


tary Loomis to Mr. Ehrman: 
Loomis to Ehrman. 
NOVEMBER 4. 

Communicate with commander of gunboat, Bogota, and state plainly that 
this Government, being responsible for maintaining peace and keeping tran- 
sit open across the Isthmus, desires him to refrain from wantonfy shelling 
the city. We shall have a naval force in two days and are now ordering men 
from the Nashville to Panama in the interests of peace 

Is there anything in this early message, Mr. President, to indi- 
cate the intention upon the part of the Government of the United 
States or the Administration in any way to prevent the Colombian 
Government from putting down the attempted rebellion in Pan- 
ama? It is simply a declaration that we shall protect the transit 
under our treaty. Mr. Ehrman, on the 5th day of November, sends 
back the following message: 


Ehrman to Hay. 
NOVEMBER 5. 

Colombian troops reembarked per Royal Mail for Cartagena. Bogota 
supposed at Buenaventura. Quiet prevails. 

On the 6th day of November there was not, I believe, a single 
Colombian soldier upon the Isthmus of Panama. On that day 
the following message was sent from Mr. Ehrman to Secretary 
Hay: 

y Ehrman to Hay. 
NOVEMBER 6. 

The situation is peaceful. Isthmian movement has obtained so far success. 
Colon and interior provinces have enthusiastically joined independence. 
Not any Colombian soldiers known on isthmian soil at present. Pagella 
equip to pursue Bogota. Bunau-Varilla has been appointed officially 
confidential agent of the Republic of Panama at Washington. 

What message up to this time, up to the very time in which 
there was not a single Colombian soldier left upon the Isthmus of 
Panama, would lead any man to believe that it was the intention 
of this Government to interfere in the conflict between the Proy- 
ince of Panama and the Colombian Government? 

On the 6th day of November we have the following message 
from Secretary Hay to Mr. Ehrman: 

Hay to Ehrman, 
NOVEMBER 6. 

The people of Panama have b eqpenenity unanimous movement dissolved 
their political connection with the Republic of Colombia and resumed their 
independence. When you are satisfied that a de facto government, repub- 
lican in form and without substantial opposition from its own people, has 
been established in the State of Panama, you will enter into relations with it 
as the responsible government of the territory and look toit forall due action 
to protect the persons and property of the citizens of the United States and 
to keep open the isthmian transit in accordance with the obligations of exist- 
ing treaties governing the relation of the United States to that territory. 

There is the first message that was sent at the time it is stated 
we acknowledged the independence of Panama. Is there any- 
thing in that instruction which is contrary to the precepts of in- 
ternational law? Secretary Hay says: 

When you are satisfied that a de facto government, republican in form 
and without substantial opposition from its own people, has been established 
in the State of Panama, you will enter into relations with it. 

Is that not in accordance with international law? Is not that 
the rule which is followed by every great nation in the world? 
What else could the Secretary of State have done at that time? 
There was no attempt at interference, there was nothing to sig- 
nify that our representative should be hasty, but that he should 
wait until there was an absolute government there and no sub- 
stantial opposition toit anywhere. That condition prevailed, Mr. 
President. when we acknowledged the independence of Panama. 

Let us consider the conditions at the other end of the route 
across the Isthmus; 

Malmros to Hay. 
NOVEMBER 3. 

Revolution imminent. Government forces on the Isthmus about 500 men. 
Their official promised to support revolution. Fire department, Panama, 441, 
are well organized and favor revolution. Government vessel Cartagena, 
with about 400 men, arrived early to-day with new commander in chief, Tobar. 
Was not expected until November 10. Tobar’s arrival is not probable to stop 
revolution. 


Malmros to Hay. 
NOVEMBER 38. 
Troops from vessel Cartagena have disembarked: are encamping on Pacific 
dock, awaiting orders to proceed to Panama from commander inchief, who 


went there this morning. No message for Nashville received. 


On the 4th day of November, from the same city, we have the 
following: 
Maimros to Hay. 
NOVEMBER 4. 
Revolutionary committee of six in Panama at 6 p. m. took charge of revo- 
lutionary movement. General Tobar and five officers taken prisoners. 
Panama in possession of committee with consent of entire population. This 
factappears not known as yet to conservatives in Colon. Panama committee 
expect to have 1.500 armed men by this time. 
On the next day we find the following message from Malmros 
to Hay: 
Malmros to Hay. 
NOVEMBER 5. 
All Colombian soldiers at Colon now, 7 p. m., going on board Royal Mail 
steamer returning to Cartagena. Vessel supposed to be Divie in sight 
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I will quote but one more of these messages, and this is from 
the Navy Department, sent on the 3d day of November to the 
Nashville, at Colon: 

NAvY DEPARTMENT, November 3. 
NASHVILLE, Colon: 


In the interest of peace make every effort to prevent Government troo 
at Colon from proceeding to Panama. The transit of the Isthmus must 
kept open and order maintained. Acknowledge. 

DARLING, Acting. 


Mr. President, on the 6th day of November there was not a 
single Colombian soldier on the Isthmus of Panama; there was 
not a single Colombian soldier, so far as we know, on his way at 
that time; every one had surrendered to the Panama authorities, 
and there was no objection to the revolution anywhere upon the 
Isthmus. The people rose as one individual and supported the 
revolution. They set up a government of their own. What 
could the Government of the United States have done but to 
recognize it as a de facto government? What other government 
was there that could have been recognized to protect our interests 
and to protect our treaty rights at that place? 

The President knew, Mr. President, as everyone then knew, 
that if the treaty was repudiated by the Colombian Government 
the Province of Panama would probably revolt and set up an in- 
dependent government, and would then offer us the right of way 
across the Isthmus. 

Now, if that is true, and all the records show that it is true, is 
it not another very strong reason why the President should have 
awaited the probable outcome of this proposed and intended rev- 
olution? Is it not a reason why he should defer opening negotia- 
tions with Nicaragua, bearing in mind at all times that it was his 
first, his primary duty to secure this route, if it could be secured, 
not necessarily from the parties that then controlled the Colom- 
bian Government, but from any party or any authority represent- 
ing that Government or representing the district across which the 
canal was proposed to be built? 

Very extended argument has been made here, Mr. President, 
upon the proposition that the Government of Colombia was not 
in any way in duty bound to grant us the right of way across the 
Isthmusof Panama. Icannotagree with that proposition. I take 
the position that under the treaty of 1846 we not only had the 
right to guarantee the neutrality of any means or method of 
crossing the Isthmus of Panama, but at that time we had in con- 
nection with it an implied grant that upon reasonable considera- 
tions we might build a canal across the Isthmus. 

I wish to call attention to just one portion of the treaty of 1846 
with New Granada. Under article 35 we find the following: 


The Government of New Granada guarantees to the Government of the 
United States that the right of way or transit across the Isthmus of Panama 
upon any modes of communication that now exist, or that may be hereafter 
constructed, shall be open and free to the Government and citizens of the 
United States and for the transportation of any articles of produce, manu- 
factures, or merchandise, of lawful commerce belonging to the citizens of the 
United States; that no other tolls or charges shall be levied or collected upon 
the citizens of the United States, or their said merchandise thus passing over 
any road or canal that may be made by the Government of New Granada, or 
by the authority of the same, than is under like circumstances levied upon 
and collected from the Granadian citizens. 


There is clearly implied in this a grant of a right of way across 
the Isthmus for the purpose of building acanal. It may not be as 
clear as might possibly be expected, but inasmuch as we may say 
there is a latent ambiguity there, then we have a right to go to 
the surrounding circumstances to determine what was the real 
meaning of the parties to the contract in these provisions. That 
is shown in the message of the President of the United States of 
February 15, 1847, to Congress. In the message transmitting this 
very treaty he states: 

It will be perceived by the thirty-fifth article of this treaty that New Gran- 
ada proposes to guarantee to the Government and citizens of the United States 
the right of passage across the Isthmus of Panama. over the natural rvads, 
and over ar canal or railroad which may be constructed to unite the two 
seas, on condition that the United States shall make a similar guaranty to 
New Granada of the neutrality of this portion of her territory and her sov- 
ereiguty over the same. 

What is the consideration that is expressed by the President of 
the United States? It is simply that in consideration of this guar- 
anty of neutrality and the guaranty of the protection of the rights 
of Colombia as against any foreign country Colombia upon her 
part guarantees not only the neutrality of this zone, but in addi- 
tion thereto she gave us the implied right to construct a canal 
across the Isthmus. 

Again, the President states: 

4. In entering into the mutual guaranties proposed by the 35th article of 
the treaty, neither the Government of New Granada nor that of the United 
States hasany narrow or exclusive views. The ultimate object, as presented 
by the Senate of the United States in their resolution to which I have already 
— is to secure to all nations the free and equal right of passage over 
the Isthmus. 

If the United States, as the chief of the American nations, should first be- 
come a party to this guaranty, itcan not be doubted—indeed, it is confidently 
expected by the Government of New Granada—that similar guaranties will 
be given to that Republic by Great Britain and France. Should the proposi- 
tion thus tendered be rejected, we may deprive the United States of the just 
infiuence which its acceptance might secure to them and confer the glory 


| States, acting on behalf of his people, charged with the dr 


and benefits of being first among the nations in concluding such ay 
ment upon the Government either of Great Britain or France. 7) arrange. 
of these Governments would embrace the offer can not well be dor ss either 
cause there does not appear to be any other effectual means of «....0 °° 
all nations the advantages of this important passage but the ona 2? 
great commercial powers that the Isthmus shall be neutral territ,.. yn 
interests of the wcrid at stake are so important that the security .+ this The 
sage between the two oceans can not be suffered to depend mpon the pas- 
and revolutions which may arise among different nations. ~ wat Ware 


The President goes on to say: 


Besides, such a guaranty is almost indispensable to the construction of a» . 
road or canal across the territory. Neither sovereign states ; divides 


nor individuals 


would expend theircapital in the construction of these expensive works wo 
out some such security for their investments. ee Wie 


Mr. President, I have read these extracts from this me 
the purpose of showing that it was the expectation and {) 
in entering into this treaty that it would be followed dy 
life of the treaty with a canal across the Isthmus of Panama 

Mr. President, if the Colombian Government was so recreant to 
its own interest, so blind to its own duty, as to decline this poe 
favorable treaty, which its own Government had submitted ¢, 
this country for ratification, that its people rose and threw off jz 
yoke, was it not the duty then of the President of the Unite. 


lt d 
ity of 


ssage for 
1 intent 
lring the 


| securing a strip of land across the Panama Isthmus, to wait, and 
|if a government was established there which had some gonse of 





right—and I might almost say decency, when I consider the dis. 
honorable proposition submitted to this Government, of being a 


| party to the robbery of the New Panama Canal Compa: y—and 


should tender a proper treaty, to accept that treaty? 

While I am not prepared to advocate the policy of international 
eminent domain to be followed by this Government under any cir- 
cumstances that I know of, I can say that the great end to 
gained, the colossal importance to this country of an easement over 
this little strip of land, the importance to 80,000,000 now living 


be 


| and to the hundreds of millions in a not remote future: when | 


consider the vast importance of the project as a matter of national 
defense; when I recall that we offered an exorbitant price for the 


| right that ought in all conscience to have been gladly given; 


when [I recall that our proposed act would equally benefit the 
people of Colombia and could not under any possible contingency 
be detrimental to their interest; when I recall the meager num- 
ber, the mere handful, of people obstructing the progress of the 
whole world for no higher or more patriotic reason than that 

levying a tribute, an exorbitant tribute, upon necessity; when | 
recall all these things, I want to say that if conditions had not 
reached the point where a rule of international eminent domain 
would have been reconcilable with a clear national conscience, 
they certainly were crowding close and very close to that line. 

At least it must be said with absolute certainty that the con- 
ditions reached that point where executive diplomacy should be 
pressed to its full limit and seizeupon any legitimate opportunity 
which would secure its beneficent object. 

Mr. President, suppose the Egyptian government had refused 
under any reasonable circumstances and conditions to have 2- 
lowed the Suez Canal to be cut across the Isthmus of Suez’ Does 
anyone for a moment believe that the combined nations of Europe 
would not have compelled her under reasonable terms and con- 
ditions to have yielded this point? And does anyone believe that 
the public opinion of the world would not have justified such ac- 
tion, call it by what name you see fit? 

But, Mr. President, it was not necessary in this case that we 
should go to that limit. Nothing approaching it even was ©s°t 
cised. All that was necessary was that when Panama dic rh 
volt, had set up a separate government, when she had at ‘east . 
de facto government capable of acting for the people and to whica 
the people yielded obedience, the President should recogniz° 
a government, and he was justified in recognizing it for the Ve 
purpose of securing this treaty if for no other purpos® 

Mr. President, it is unnecessary under our Constitt.tion 
cuss the question whether the President or Congress has 
power to acknowlege or recognize any government. 
to say that for good and sufficient reasons that pow 
Constitution of the United States conferred upon th 
and that power having been conferred upon him wit! 
hindrance, or even the advice of Congress, it was 1"! 
his judgment, and his judgment alone, should deteri: 

a country had gained its independence and the con(!' 
dent which would authorize him in his own judgmet ' 
the executive function of recognizing such a goveri! 
of the nations of the world. 

Was this not, in fact, such a government? Let us + 
it less a government at the time it was recognized as 
President than it is at the present time? ——— 

Is it not an independent self-government now’ — ae 
power is controlling the Isthmus of Panama? Was | - the 
impeded in any way or was there any imminent dancer 0! the 
Province being subjugated by the Colombian Government 0? © 
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¢th day of November, 1903? Were the people themselves support- 
ing the revolutionary movement inaugurated by what you may 
call the leaders, if you see fit? Was any Colombian army then in 
panama territory able to subjugate the Isthmus? On the 6th day 
of November there was not a Colombian soldier left in the Prov- 





nce. 

But, Mr. President, it is stated that they have no legislature 
there; that they have none of the requisites of a government; that 
they have no courts or any system of protecting the rights of the 
peopile Tam not aware that this is true; I am not aware that 
the rights of these people are not safeguarded as much to-day as 
they ever have been in the history of that Province. Iam willing to 
adit that no such form of republican government exists in that 
territory as exists in the United States. ‘* Republican form of 
sovernment’’ has a certain meaning in this country. It means 
the orderly election of officials by a people supreme in their au- 
thority and acting upon their own judgment. Butif that were 
to be taken as a standard, there has never been a South American 
republic up to the present time. It is not for us and not for the 
Executive to scan too closely the methods by which any South 
American republic is to be governed and gauge them by an 
American standard. If the people are satisfied with the form of 
government, and if it is not a monarchial government—for I take 
it that this Government is in duty bound to discourage a mon- 
archial system and to see that every country upon this side of the 
Atlantic Ocean which has thrown off monarchial forms of gov- 
ernment shall remain a republic—it is the duty of this Govern- 
ment to recognize the power in control. 

If, as a matter of fact, the action of the Executive was accentnu- 
ated by the desire of securing a proper treaty that he so early 
acknowledged the de facto Government of Panama. he was cer- 
tainly, in my opinion, and I believe in the opinion of the Ameri- 
can people, justified in so doing. 

We must remember, Mr. President, that the President was 
made our agent to secure that particular route. That was the 
primary object. He was to use the diplomacy of the Government 
of the United States for that particular object, and certainly he 
could not excuse himself until he had exhausted all the power of 
the Government, legitimately exercised, to secure this canal 
treaty. Had he done anything else, then instead of observing 
the Spooner law, he would have disobeyed it, beyond any possible 
question; and not only in spirit but the letter of that law. 

In a matter of this kind, Mr. President, three or four days or a 
week is of little importance. The same kind of government that 
we recognized was within a half a month recognized by every great 
power of the Old World, and these powers, I believe, intend to 
act strictly upon international precedents and law. 

These people set up an independent government, and almost 
coincident with that act they tendered us just what we had asked; 
they tendered us a strip of land over which we would have abso- 
lute control, equivalent to complete sovereignty, a treaty a hun- 
dredfold more favorable than that first submitted by the Colom- 
bilan Government. Could the President now refuse? If he did 
%, what would be his position before the people? Would he be 
fulfilling the obligations of law imposing upon him the duty to 
secure this transit, .or would he be violating the law? 

Mr. President, the responsibility now lies with Congress. We 
can now say Whether or not we will accept from Panama what 
was refused us by Colombia. The opportunity now presents 
itself for us to secure thecanal which has been the hope and aspi- 
tation of the American people for more tham half a century. 
W hat : the duty now of Congress, irrespective of party or parti- 
fan fe ing? 

Van any Senator who at heart favors an isthmian canal excuse 
himse i from voting for this treaty on the ground that his judg- 
nent did not coincide with that of the President upon the advis- 
ability of acknowledging the Republic of Panama? 

{tis the judgment of the President which is to govern in that 
fase, a coordinate branch of this Government. This condition is 
how presented to us here: There is a Republic of Panama. There 
~ ‘n independent Government there. That Government now 
pr ‘ents to us a treaty, and I fail to see how any man can fall 

“Kon any exeuse that the President's judgment was not well 
, “reise in admitting a representative from Panama after she 
oe ied her independence, after she had expelled from her 
eIritory every Colombian soldier. 


_ aac md proposition—and I will be brief on it—is this: 
ca ‘he President of the United States by any act, since the | 
fol 7 d uprising in Panama up to the present time, failed to 
on ae © precepts of international law or precedents of Ameri- 


It is freely admitted by both sides of this controversy 


that the President had full knowledge of the fact of the contem- | 


Plated outbreaks im the Province of Panama. There were 
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Teasons why sr 
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was about to occur and that the seat of hostilities would be in 
the vicinity of the transit, which we were expected and which we 
were in duty bound by our treaty to guard. 

Now, Mr. President, having all of this knowledge, was it the 
duty of the President to take cognizance of that fact and be pre- 
pared to guard our property rights, our treaty obligations, and the 
rights of our citizens in case they were threatened, remembering 
that the country had acted before to protect such interest and 
such transit? Was it his duty to have American cruisers in the 
immediate vicinity? 

No matter what view is taken as to the duty of Colombia to 
protect both the transit and the citizens, did the President do 
wrong in being prepared to defend either at a moment's notice? 
If he did, then every President for the last fifty years has com- 
mitted the same offense. Suppose excesses had occurred there, 
would he have been held responsible? It would not have been 
necessary in a German port or a British port or a French port to 
have had armed cruisers awaiting their domestic broils. The his- 
tory of these people shows that they are capable of protecting not 
only the lives of their citizens, but of foreigners also, This is not 
the condition in our South American Republics. 

To-day we have an armed cruiser at Seoul, Korea. War is 
threatened in the Far East. Every great nation of the world hav- 
ing commercial interests over there, every great nation of ihe 
world whose citizens have been in business there and have inter- 
ests to be protected, anticipating the inability of either Russia or 
Japan to protect these citizens and these rights, has sent over 
armed cruisers to the vicinity of this contemplated war. The 
President has done the same upon South American shores, not 
only to protect our own citizens, but to be prepared to carry out 
our treaty obligations. Up to this time, therefore, no charge can 
be brought against the Administration for its readiness and for 
the acts that it performed in connection with this uprising. 

Mr. President, suppose we accept the proposition that the treaty 
with New Granada contained no provision which would authorize 
this Government to interfere with the attempt of Colombia to put 
down an insurrection, even when the center of that insurrection 
and the revolutionary forces were in the zone of transit which this 
Government sought to protect. Still there rises the question 
which I submit has not yet been answered: What step was taken 
by the President which ovght not to have been taken under the 
circumstances? There can be no question but what the treaty did 
authorize this Government to determine for itself what contin- 
gencies would authorize it to act in the defense of that transit. and 
to protect it without being first called upon by the Colombian 
Government. 

The main complaint, however, is lodged against the order given 
by the head of the Department to one of the commanders of the 
American vessel to prevent, if possible, the landing of Colombian 
troops within 50 miles of this transit, anticipating and believing 
that such landing would in effect obstruct free transit from ocean 
to ocean. This was not a direction given by the President of the 
United States to another country, but it was asecret dispatch sent, 
not by him, but bythe head of a Department to the officer under him. 
And this dispatch, when taken in connection with all the other 
dispatches from the same Department, shows not an intent on the 
part of the Navy Department to interfere with the Government 
of Colombia in attempting to subdue the rebellion in its own ter- 
ritory, but taken in connection with all the other dispatches it 
shows clearly and only an intent to prevent such hostilities as 
might endanger the free transit. 

Whatever view may be taken as to the expediency of this mes- 
sage, this fact appears: The Colombians did land; they were not 
prevented from landing; they were not kept a distance of 50 miles; 
they entered into the zone of transit, and armies of both sides 
were transferred upon the isthmian railway. 

The prohibition in effect went no further than strong efforts on 





the part of the commanders of our vessels to prevent such acts of 


war as would endanger the peaceful transit over this line of rail- 
way. Four hundred soldiers were there, and without striking a 
blow they surrendered toa fewinsurgent policemen. The United 
States did not ask them to surrender, and it certainly could not 
compel them to fight. 

Not only this, but Colombia herself called upon this country to 
maintain her sovereignty over that country. That act of itself 
indicated that she felt umable to protect the transit herself. If it 
was necessary for her to call upon this Government for aid to put 
down a Panama revolution, then I want to ask any man on earth 
if the condition had not arisen which would justify this country 
in taking the initiative to protect that transit? Colombia ac- 
knowledged that she could not protect it; she acknowledged that 
she could not put down the revolution within her borders. 

Mr. President, no self-respecting nation on the face of the earth 


an outbreak or revolution should be inaugurated. | would ever call in the forces of a foreign country, ask them to 


— revolutions had been inaugurated or started before with | land upon her soil and put down a revolution or a rebellion in one 
ch less provocation. It was morally certain that an uprising | of her own provinces, unless she had reached that stage in which 
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she considered that she was unable to do it herself. You have to 
admit either that the Government of Colombia was not able to 
put down this rebellion or else that she is not a Government en- 
titled to the respect of any civilized government in the world. 

It haseven been contended upon this floor that under this treaty 
the United States was bound to protect or maintain the sover- 
eignty of Colombia over the Isthmus of Panama. I can not be- 
lieve that any attorney will seriously contend for that proposition. 
In other words, if that proposition were to be accepted, in addi- 
tion to what has been said against it here on the floor—and I shall 
not repeat those arguments—the United States would be author- 
ized under that treaty to revoke or make anew constitution for the 
Colombian States, containing provisions which they thus far had 
refused to incorporate asa part of theirconstitution. The consti- 
tution, as I understand, under which Panama became a State of 
the Colombian Government. called at one time the **‘ United States 
of Colombia,’’ gave that State and every other State absolute au- 
thority to withdraw from the Union whenever they saw fit. 

Therefore. if we took the initiative to hold Panama and make 
her continue a province of the Colombian Government, we would 
be violating the very constitution under which she was an inte- 
gral part of that Government, 

But it is claimed that the Panama Government could not stand 
for a moment except it had the moral support of the Government 
of the United States. Mr. President, she is entitled to our moral 
support, and if that is all that is necessary for her to make a 
stand I believe she has such a strong moral support throughout 
the entire United States that no power of Colombia could ever 
bring back that Province and make it a part of the Colombian 
Government. 

It is said also that it could not exist unless it was backed by 
the armies and the Government of the United States. The facts 
do not justify this conclusion. Estimating the amount of money. 
as shown in some of the records here, that it required to effect 
the surrender of 400 Colombian soldiers and their officers to the 
insurgents, I would say that if they could raise $150.000 they 
could hold out indefinitely against the whole Colombian Govern- 
ment. 

Now, Mr. President. I have reviewed to some extent the condi- 
tions which led up to the insurrection; I have referred to all the 
conditions and messages which bore upon the duty of the Presi- 
dent under the Spooner Act, and I have failed entirely to find a 
point at which the President could have abandoned his efforts to 
secure the canal without absolutely avoiding the spirit as well as 
the absolute letter of that law. And I fail to see, Mr. President, 
after looking over all the corespondence, wherein the Administra- 
tion could have done otherwise than it did in reference to the 
Panama revolution. 

So we are brought face to face with a simple proposition: Will 
we carry out the wishes of the American people fora Panaria 
Canal? There is no excuse which can possibly be urged in any 
manner that will meet this plain proposition. We are not going, 
and no other country in the world is ever going, to put Panama back 
into the Colombian jurisdiction and make her a part of that ter- 
ritory. So we have before us the proposition of a splendid treaty 
that has been secured a hundredfola better than anything we 
have ever had before. Now. what excuse can we give to the 
American people for not accepting this proposition so favorable 
to the Government, and one which this Government has been try- 
ing to secure for many long years? 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. 
F. BaRngs, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 9th instant approved and signed the act (S. 707) to 
amend an act entitled ‘*‘ An act providing the terms and places 
of holding the courts of the United States in the district of Min- 
nesota, and for other purposes,’’ approved April 26, 1890. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After two hours and twenty- 
five minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


SERENUS KILBOURNE. 


The bill (H. R. 8748) for the relief of Serenus Kilbourne was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that Sere- 
nus Kilbourne, of Battery L, First United States Artillery, shall 
be held not to have deserted on July 31, 1865, but shall be held to 
have been discharged as of that date, and that the Secretary of 
War is anthorized to issue to him an honorable discharge in ac- 
cordance therewith. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 10, 








| 
| 


| 


a 
JOHN W. PAUL. 


The bill (S. 1834) granting an increase of pension to John W 
Paul was cousidered as in Committee of the Whole. . 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions 
amendment. in line 8, before the word ‘' dollars,” to 
‘* fifty’? and insert ** twenty-four; ”’ 


With an 
strike out 
s0 as to make the bill read. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. 


is hereby, 
' TOV isi ng 
ny H, Twenty-third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry. and wae hin, 
& pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now reveiy ing. = 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third readine 


Ss 









amend. 


the third time, and passed. _ 


ASHLEY C. RIGGS. 
The bill (S. 2122) granting a pension to Ashley C. Riggs was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


_ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, supject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Ashley C. Riggs, late of Capt. James 


M. Morgan's company, lowa Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexi 
him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 


GEORGE W. DAY. 


The bill (H. R. 1316) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Day was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘*dollars.’’ to strike out 
** forty ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Day, late of Com- 
pany I, Twelfth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, my impression is that this is 
a case in which the reduction ought not to be made. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Shall the report be read? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Ishould like to have thereport read. Ihave 
sent for it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask the Secretary to read the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. McCumper on 
the ist instant, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1316) 
granting an increase of pension to George W. Day, have examined the same 
and report: 

The report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, hereto appenies. is adopted and the passage of the bill is recom. 
mended, amended, however, by striking out the word “forty "’ in line § and 
inserting in lieu thereof the word “thirty.” it being the policy of your com- 
mittee not to recommend increase beyond that rate to any soldier pensioned 
under the act of June 27, 1890. 

The House report is as follows: ; 

aa W. Day, now 60 years of age, served as a private in Company I, 
Twelfth Wisconsin Infantry, from November 3, 1861, to July 16, 1#65, when hon- 
orably discharged. : 

“He was captured at Rome, Ga., June 3, 1864, and reported at Benton Bar- 
racks Mo., April 26, 1865, having been paroled, and was under treatmenti 
January, 1562, for rubeola. ihe ual 

“His claim to pension under the general law, filed in April, 1874, and based 
upon chronic diarrhea alleged to have been contracted while ® prisoner 0’ 
war, was admitted in 1881 at $2 per month from discharge, and was mace 
terminate December 23, 1879, upon the ground that the disability had ceased 
to exist, a certificate of medical examination of that date failing to reves 
the existence of chronic diarrhea or any of its effects. f this 

“Claims for restoration to the roll under the general law on acc punto! Ul 
disability were rejected, the last one in May, 1898, upon the ground that 6 

nsionable disability from chronic diarrhea had not existed since the 50° 

ier’s name was dropped from the roll; and a claim for scurv) A result 
and disease of the liver was also rejected at the same time upon tie Brn 
= a disability from these causes had not existed since the filing o! 
claim. 

“ He is now pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per ™ 
total inability to earn a support by manual labor by reason of rl 
and a. — 

“The soldier never filed a claim for pension under the genera! ‘aw ' 1890 
count of rheumatism, but stated in his claim under the act of June a 
that he contracted such rheumatism while in Cahaba Prison, Aiaben™ | 
March, 1865, owing to exposure by lying in the water, the Alaban®, 
having overflown its banks, etc., and filed testimony in the Pension >" 
as to treatment for rheumatism since 1879. : 

“ An affidavit of the beneficiary, filed in the Pension Bureau, s°'s 
while in Cahaba prison he suffered from scurvy, chronic diarrhea, ‘acharges 
matism; that he had been subject _to rheumatism ever since H's lr. 
that he had been confined to his bed for five months prior to De: “) for three 
that he was taken down with rheumatism and confined to his be’ one with 
months, not being able to move either hands or feet, and had eo! D a ple t0 
him as an attendant all the time; that he is now, in December, Is oy 
go around except by the use of crutches, has no power in his lim! nee. 
unable to undress himself or attend to calls of nature without assis\®' 


0, and pay 
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“There has also been filed the testimony of two comrades, who alleged 
that they were in Cahaba Prison with the beneficiary, who testified that upon 
bis release from said prison the beneficiary was suffering from rheumatism 

nd scurvy; and the evidence of neighbors and acquaintances that he had 
heen suffering with rheumatism for years and also with scurvy; that since 
July, 12, he d, been suffering with that disability and paralysis, and had 
heen helpless and oouneet 3 bed; and medical testimony as to treatment 

lysissince July 23, 1902. 

for ene fast medical examination in the made on March 4, Sone nes 
which the beneficiary was nted $12 per month under the act 
2 condition as follows: 


of June ws 1890, describes h 


case. 
a pension of 


h 
‘There is some swelling at the 
result of acute multiple neuritis, Theaffection is present in both hands; the 
joss of power accompanied by rigidity of the fingers with flexion of middle 
and ring finger, wh ch are bent in upon palm. e P= is feeble in both 
hands, and there is commencing sey of the small muscles. Buttons his 
clothes with difficulty and very slowly. Is about oncrutches. There is im- 


irment of coordination. The onset of the attack was gradual and accom- 


nied by pain and helplessness.’ 


“Pension Bureau papers show that the beneficia 


has no means of support 
acide from his pension except his homestead, worth about $1,200 and encum- 
bered by $750. 


“Medical and other testimony filed with your committee shows that the 
beneficiary is suffering from extensor - affecting both lower and up- 
per extremities; that is hands are so wn out of shape from the effects of 
this disease that he is unable to dress or undress without assistance. 

“A letter of the adjutant of the George H. Thomas Tost, No. 23, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Iowa. addressed to the Member who introduced this 
pill, and also filed with your committee, sets forth that the beneficiary's phys- 
ical condition is of such @ nature to justify Con nalrelief; that although 
the post is opposed to private pension | tion, such legislation, however, 
was a necessity in his case, it being one of exceptional merit. 

“In view of the testimony filed tending to show that thesoldier contracted 
rheumatism while a prisoner of war, and taking into consideration that he 
requires the aid of a second person, that he rendered faithful service for 
nearly four years, and is destitute, an increase of his pension to $40 per month 
. oy of the bill is therefore recommended.” 

Mr. McCCUMBER. I desire to say to the Senator from Iowa 
that in granting pensions where the soldier is totally disabled 
from performing any labor, is wholly unable to do anything him- 
self and is in destitute circumstances, $30 is the maximum allowed 
by the Senate Committee on Pensions. That amount is only in- 
creased when the disability of the soldier is such that he requires 
the constant or nearly constant attendance of a third person to 
take care of him, and then an amount beyond the $30 is allowed 
a to pay a reasonable compensation for the care that is 
given him, 

In this case the record discloses simply that he has paralysis; 
that he gets around on crutches; that he needs some assistance in 
buttoning his clothes in dressing. The record does not disclose, 
as I read it, that he requires any further ax-sistance. And follow- 
ing the rule which is applied in all cases, it seemed to your com- 
nittee that we could not take this one case out of the general rule 
without doing injustice to many others who are similarly situated. 

| hope the Senator from Iowa will see his way clear to coinc.de 
with this salutary rule on the part of the Senate committee. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I think the rule stated isa 
very salutary one, but in this case Iam informed by resolutions 
of the Grand Army post that the situation of the claimant is that 
of entire helplessness; that his condition is one of total paralysis 
or practically so, and. in my opinion, he should come within the, 
am which has been so well stated by the Senator from North 

akota, 

The medical examination of 1903, about a year ago, distinctly 
states that the onset of this attack of paralysis was ual, ac- 
companied by pain and helplessness. I am informed that the con- 
dition of the claimant now is one of total helplessness. It isa 
case Whi-h appeals very strongly to my sympathy, and I should 
think it would come within the exception. 

Mr. MCCUMBER, I suggest, if it be agreeable to the Senator 

om Iowa, that if he has further evidence in this case than that 
Which was presented to the committee, as we oro simply the 
House report as to the conditions, we pass the bill over at the 
Present time, and I shall be very glad to consider any further tes- 
umony which may be adduced. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is entirely satisfactory to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


GEORGE W. WETHERELL. 


The bill (S. 727) granting a pension to George W. Wetherell 
Was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
he bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
meet the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
ted to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 


he pension laws, the name of George W. Wetherell, late of Company C, 


h Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and re 
Tate of $24 per month in lieu of: that he is now receiving. th 
ne amendment was agreed to. 
he bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
= was concurred in, 
he bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
¢ third time, and passed. 
The title was amended go as to read: 


: **A bill granting an increase 
* pension to George W. Wetherell.”” - . 








DAN H. WALLACE, 


The bill (S. 3362) granting an increase of pension to Daniel H. 
Wallace was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments. in line 6, after the word “ of’ where it occurs the 
first time, to strike out the name “ Daniel’’ and insert ‘‘ Dan;”’ in 
line 7, after the word “Infantry,” to insert ‘‘ war with Spain;”’ 
and in line 8, before the word ‘“ dollars,”’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty- 
four ’’ and insert ‘* twenty;”’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Dan H. Wallace, late of 
Company H, First Regiment North Dakota Volunteer Infantry, war with 


Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of 320 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. : 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Dan H. Wallace.”’ 


MARY 8. CLARK, 


The bill (S. 935) granting a pension to Mary S. Clark was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6. after the word ‘‘ late,’’ to strike out “* first’ 
and insert *‘ second;’’ in line 8, after the word ‘‘ pay,”’ to strike out 
‘*him’’ and insert ‘‘her;’’ and in line 9, before the word ‘* dol- 
lars,’’ to strike out ‘‘seventeen’’ and insert ‘‘ fifteen;’’ so as to 
make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the —— roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary S. Clark, widow of 
William H. Clark, late second lieutenant Company G, Eighth Regiment 
— Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per 
month. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FRANKLIN MOORE. 


The bill (H. R. 5367) granting an increase of pension to Frank- 
lin Moore was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘* dollars,"’ to strike out 
‘* forty ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-five;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Franklin Moore, late major, 
Second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay hima pension at the 
rate of $35 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. ; 5 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


JONATHAN J. SMITH, 


The bill (H. R. 8376) granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
than J. Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8. before the word ** dollars,”’ to strike out 
‘thirty-six ’’ and insert ‘' thirty ;”’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jonathan J. Smith, late of 
Company F, Sixty-fifth Regiment Nlinois Volunteer Infantry,and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. : j 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS SPRINGER. 


The bill (H. R. 6342) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Springer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
oses to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas Springer, 
ate of Company H, One hundred and fifth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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THOMAS ADELSPERGER. 


The bill (H. R. 165) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Adelsperger was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas Adel- 
sperger, late first lieutenant and adjutant, Eighty-ninth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. BLANCHARD. 


The bill (H. R. 1906) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Blanchard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
roposes to place on the pension roll the name of George W. 
lanchard, late of Company G, Second Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


ELIZABETH HARDY. 


The bill (H. R. 8272) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Hardy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth Hardy, 
widow of David L. Hardy, late captain eo ee A M, First Regi- 
ment Colorado Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $20 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADOLPH HEISER. 


The bill (H. R. 5718) granting an increase of pension to Adolph 
Heiser was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Adolph Heiser, late 
of Company F, Thirty-seventh Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EMMETT COLE. 

The bill (H. R. 198) granting an increase of pension to Emmett 
Cole was considered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes 
to place on the pension rol] the name of Emmett Cole, late of 
Company F, Eighth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES ANDERSON. 


The bill (H. R. 2040) granting a pension to James Anderson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of James Anderson, late of 
Company C, One hundred and thirteenth Regiment Dlinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month, the 
same to be = to him under the rules of the Pension Bureau as 
to mode and times of payment, without any deduction or rebate 
on account of former alleged overpayments or erroneous pay- 
ments of pension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE WINTZ. 

The bill (H. R. 2553) granting an increase of 
Wintz was considered as in Committee of the 
to place on the pension roll the name of George Winiz, late of 
Company B, One hundred and Eighteenth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY WURTZ. 


The bill (H. R. 4323) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
‘Wurtz was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Mary Wurtz, widow of 
Peter Wurtz, late of Company A, One hundred and twentieth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension 
of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


msion to George 
ole. It proposes 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HAMILTON E. BURRITT. 
The bill (H. R. 4276) granting an increase of pension to Hamil- 
ton E. Burritt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
roposes to place on the pension roll the name of Hamilton E. 
Burritt, late of Company I, Fifth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer 


Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 








The bill was reported to the Senate without amendn orde 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed mm, Callored 
CHARLES F, EMERY, 

The bill (H. R. 812) granting an increase of pension to Charle 
F. Emery was considered as in Committee of the Whole It ee 

ses to place on the pension roll the name of Charles F. ag 
ate captain and assistant quartermaster, United States y, rec 
teers, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in liey of t] = 
he is now receiving. a 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendme 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MICHAEL LANDY. 


The bill (H. R. 195) granting a pension to Michael Landy was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 


nt, ordered 


| on the pension roll the name of Michael Landy, late landsinay 
| United States Navy, and to pay him a “aie 


msion of $8 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord, red 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN 8, SINES. 


The bill (H. R. 660) granting an increase of pension to Johns 
Sines was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of John S. Sines, late of 
Company B, Fifth Regiment United States Infantry, war wit) 
Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DAVID P. M’DONALD. 

The bill (H. R. 4759) nting an increase of pension to Dayid 
P. McDonald was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
—— to place on the pension roll the name of Dayid P. Me- 

nald, late of Company B, Sixth Regiment Kansas Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES W. HIBBERT. 

The bill (H. R. 4915) granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Hibbert was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
am ge to place on the pension roll the name of James W. Hib- 

rt, late of Company I, Fifty-first Regiment Pennsylvania \ol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendinent, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANSON HEFFRON, 

The bill (H. R. 6028) granting an increase of pension to Anson 
Heffron was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Anson Heffron, late 
of Company A, Twenty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 1i 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDGAR CHAPMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 689) granting an increase of pension to Edgar 

Chapman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pr- 
to place on the pension roll the name of Fdgar Chapman, 

ate of Company K, First Regiment Minnesota Volunteer In- 

fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in licu of hal 
he is now receiving. a 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, order’ 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES P, WALLACE. 

The bill (H. R. 6442) granting an increase of pension | 
P. Wallace was considered as in Committee of the WV bo. 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James? ')“* 
lace, late of Company G, Forty-second Regiment Indiana \0\""" 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per mont) 1"! 
of that he is now receiving: 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendmen 


1 Of that 


| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


HARRIET A. COOK. 


The bill (H. R. 1883) granting a pension to Harriet . 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It propos’ © 
place on the pension roll the name of Harriet A. Cook. ' PE 
and dependent daughter of Edward Cook, late of Comp™ Saas 
Thirty-third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, an¢ |) 
her a pension of $12 per month. , Boat 

Mr. McCUMBER. I have just received information MF the 
from the Representative whointroduced this bill, stating th" © 


Cos 


letter 








1904. 


jow has remarried since the bill was reported, and hence she 
entitled to a pension either under the rules of the 
therefore move that the bill 


wit 
ould not be 
Senate or under the general law. I 
pe indefinitely postponed. 
The motion was agreed to. 
JOSEPH H. COOPER. 


The bill (H. R. 6947) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
H, Cooper was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph H. Cooper, 
iate of Company I, Twenty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $380 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MATILDA LAFFERTY, 


The bill (H. R. 8728) granting a fare to Matilda Lafferty 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Matilda Lafferty, widow of 
Edward Lafferty, late captain eer E, One hundred and 
forty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer infantry, and to pay her 
a pension of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MATTHEW WOODWORTH, 


The bill (S. 1796) granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
Woodworth was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“thirty ”’ and insert “ twenty-four;” so as to make the bill read: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Matthew Woodworth, late 
of Company H, One hundred and fifty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at rate of 


he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN M. MORGAN, 


The bill (S. 1803) granting an increase of pension to John M. Mor- 
gan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out 
“thirty-six ’’ and insert ‘“‘ twenty-four;”’ soas to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and di to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John M. Morgan, late of Com- 
pany I, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment [linois Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of §24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOSHUA HARLAN. 

The bill (H. R. 5865) granting an increase of acy to Joshua 

arlan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out 

fifty’ and insert “‘ thirty;”’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the [=~ nm laws, the name of Joshua Harlan, late of Com- 
pany I, Fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry,and pay him 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN WATT. 


The bill (H. R. 2809) granting an increase of pension to John 
att, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

he bill was re from the Committee on Pensions with an 

amendment, in 8, before the word ‘“‘ doliars,”’ to strike out 


per month in lieu of that 


@ pension at 


“thirty” and insert “*twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: | 


Be it enacted, Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, 


eatiees etc., That the 
ont Need and directed to on the pension roll, — to the provisions 
a ations of the on laws, the — of John Watt, —_ nr 
aa’ ent Illinois Volunteer , and pay him a pension a 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
reid a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM J. SHEPARD, 


The bill (H. R. 4526) granting an increase of pension to William 
J. Shepard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “‘ dollars,” to strike out 
* thirty’ and insert “‘ twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William J. Shepard, late of 
Company D, Fifth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES W. BLACK, 


The bill (H. R. 1483) granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Black was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of James W. Black, 
late of Company H, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Heavy Ariil- 
lery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM J. HART. 


The bill (H. R. 3411) granting an increase of pension to William 
J. Hart was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of William J. Hart, 
late first lieutenant Company G, Tenth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALPHEUS D. BROWN, 


The bill (H. R. 6061) granting an increase of pension to Alpheus 
D. Brown was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

ses to place on the pension roll the name of Alpheus D. Brown, 

te of Company D, Eleventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infan- 
try, and Company G, Twenty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DAVID WARENTZ. 


The bill (H. R. 5883) granting an increase of pension to David 
Warentz was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
»0ses to place on the pension roll the name of David Warentz, 
ate of Company B, Seventy-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SWEPSTON B. W. STEPHENS. 


The bill (S. 8480) granting an increase of pension to Swepston 
B. W. Stephens was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to placeon the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Swepston B. W. Stephens, late of Captain 
Winston Stephens’s company, First Regiment Florids Mounted Volunteers, 
Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. , 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MANLUFF W. REYNOLDS, 


The bill (S. 3415) granting an increase of pension to Manluff W. 
Reynolds was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Manluff W. Reynolds, late of Company K, 
Sixth Regiment, and Company G, Eleventh Regiment, New Jersey Volun- 
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teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ADOLPHUS N,. PACETTY. 


The bill (S. 2322) granting a pension to Adolphus N. Pacetty 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject. to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the nameof Adolphus N. Pacetty, late captain, Pacetty’s 
boat company, Florida Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ADALINE SHAW LOVEJOY. 


The bill (H. R. 5534) granting an increase of pension to Adaline 
Shaw Lovejoy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
sroposes to place on the pension roll the name of Adaline Shaw 

ovejoy, widow of John B. Lovejoy, late of Capt. John Jones‘s 
company, Georgia Volunteers, Cherokee Indian war, and to pay 
her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LOUIZA PHILLIPS, 


The bill (H. R. 2822) granting an increase of pension to Louiza 
Phillips was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Louiza Phillips, 
widow of William C. Phillips, late of Captain Boston’s company, 
Alabama Volunteers, Creek Indian war. and to pay her a pension 
of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


JAMES F. WHEELER. 


The bill (H. R. 4946) granting a pension to James F. Wheeler 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of James F. Wheeler, late of 
Company K, First Regiment Texas Volunteer Rifies, war with 
Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


JOHN O. RICE, 


The bill (H. R. 7799) granting an increase of pension to John 
O. Rice was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John O. Rice, late 
of Company I, Third Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, 
war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW BLACK. 


The bill (H. R. 7798) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Black was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Andrew Black, late of the 
U.S. 8. Pittsburg. United States Navy, and to pay him a pension 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

MINERVA J. BURTON. 

The bill (H. R. 219) granting a pension to Minerva J. Burton 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Minerva J. Burton, widow 
of Thomas Burton, late of Company L, Fifth Regiment Tennessee 
Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay her a pension of 
$8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MOLLIE J. MITCHELL. 


The bill (H. R. 249) granting an increase of pension to Mollie J. 
Mitchell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Mollie J. Mitchell, 
widow of Richard P. Mitchell, late surgeon, First Regiment Ten- 
nessee Volunteer Light Artillery, and to pay her a pension of $12 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 






















































CALEB ARNETT. 


The bill (H. R. 4186) granting an increase of pension to Caleb 
Arnett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 4 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions wit} an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ** dollars,” to strike out 
‘“* forty’ and insert ‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ia hereby 
authorized and directed to placeon the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caleb Arnett. late of (; ym 
pany C, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen. 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend. 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES W. HOUSER, 


The bill (S. 2359) to correct the military record of James W, 
Houser, was considered as in Committee ofthe Whole. It author- 
izes the Secretary of War to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of James W. Houser, late of Company E, 
Twelfth United States Infantry, and to grant him an honorable 
discharge from the military service of the United States, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


SAMUEL ROLLINS. 


The bill (S. 1272) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Rollins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment. in line 8, before the word *‘ dollars,”’ to strike out 
‘* fifty ’’ and insert ‘* twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel Rollins, late of Com- 
pany F, One hundred and sixty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


NAOMI GREEN, 


The bill (S. 2490) granting a pension to Naomi Green was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Naomi Green, helpless and dependent child 
| of Horace 8. Green, late of Company B, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteer 


Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


Ons 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HARRIET H. HOWLETT. 


The bill (S. 2278) granting an increase of pension to Harriet H. 
Howlett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, before the word ‘*dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘* seventeen ’’ and insert *‘ sixteen;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriet H. Howlett, widow 
of Robert Howlett, late of Company E, Twenty-sixth Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per mcnth in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, '* ad 
the third time, and passed. 

MARY A. HUGHES. 

The bill (S. 1392) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Hughes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. is 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions wit! 4 
amendment. in line 8, before the word “* dollars,” to strike out 
‘twenty ”’ and insert “‘ sixteen;”’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hen Zn 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov! of 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. Hughes, wico’ 
Thomas F, Hughes, late captain, Sixteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer | 


fantry, and pay hera pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HARRY HALLER. 


The bill (H. R. 6582) granting an increase of pension to Harry 
Haller was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out 
“thirty” and insert ‘ twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
aud limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harry Haller, late of Com- 

ny H, Tenth Regiment United States Infantry, and my him a pension at 
re rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. , 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MINNIE GUSLER, 


The bill (H. R. 4045) granting a msion to Minnie Gusler was 
considered as in Committee of the ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8. before the word *‘ Ohio,’’ to insert ‘* Regi- 
ment;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enac’ d, ‘te, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized a: d uirected _—s on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Minnie Gusler, helplessand 
dependent child of ae Gusler, late of Company F, One hundred and 
ninety-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


| 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 


rend a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed, 
JOHN HAWKER, 


The bill (H. R. 3521) granting an increase of pension to John 
Hawker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Hawker, late 
chaplain Twenty-ninth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT E. POGUE. 


The bill (H. R. a evens an increase of pension to Robert 
E. Pogue was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
oses to place on the pension roll the name of Robert E. Pogue, 
ate second lieutenant Company C, Second Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lien of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM P, CONNER. 


The bill (H. R. 6020) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
lam P, Conner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension rol] the name of William P. 
Conner, late of a G, Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ERI SUMMY. 
Pa bill (H. R. 561) granting an increase of a to Eri 
timmy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Eri Summy, late of 
the First Battery Wisconsin Volunteer Light Artillery, and to 
ee a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
ring, 
Re bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
4 third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THERESA B. NASH. 


an bill (H. R. 4625) granting a pension to Theresa B. Nash was 
ae as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
oa C pension roll the name of Theresa B. Nash, widow of War- 
t nite ae late of Companies E and D, Nineteenth Regiment 
pe States Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month, 
Th Phen to cease upon proof that the soldier is still living. 
aun was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
4 third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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REBECCA A. MATHIAS, 

The bill (H. R. 7515) granting a pension to Rebecca A. Mathias 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Rebecca A. Mathias, widow 
of John C. Mathias, late captain Company A. Sixty-fifth Regiment 
Ohio ——— Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE M’DONALD, 


The bill (H. R. 2201) granting an increase of pension to George 
McDonald was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George McDon- 
ald, late of Company A, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $17 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JABEZ PERKINS. 

The bill (H. R. 7374) granting an increase of pension to Jabez 
Perkins was considerei as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Jabez Perkins, late 
surgeon, United States Volunteers, and to pay him a pension of 
$50 per month in leu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE B. DAVIS. 


The bill (H. R. 6005) granting an increase of pension to George 
B. Davis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of George B. Davis, late 
of Company F, Sixtieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZA 8. SMITH. 


The bill (H. R. 8123) granting a pension to Eliza S. Smith was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
| on the pension roll the name of Eliza S. Smith. widow of Samuel 
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B. Smith, late captain Company K, Ninety-third Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $20 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HENRY WILFONG. 

The bill (S. 1280) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Wilfong was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before thé word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘**seventy-two’’ and insert ‘* twenty-four; ’’ so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 1s hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, oubtens to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry Wilfong, late of Com- 

ny F, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery,and pay 

im a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JERNINGHAM BOONE, 


The bill (S. 3527) granting an increase of pension to Jerningham 
| Boone was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of JerniSgham Boone, late surgeon, Thirteenth 
Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MARY V. CARSON. 

The bill (S. 8267) granting an increase of pension to Mary V. 
Carson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Mary V. Carson, widow of John T. Carson, 
late of Company F, Third Regiment Potomac Home Brigade, Maryland Vol- 
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unteer Infantry,and pay her a pension at the rateof $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 
the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW J. WILLIAMS. 


The bill (S. 2043) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Williams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out | 
‘‘ thirty” and insert ‘*‘ twenty;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew J. Williams, late of | 
Company H, Eighth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay | 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 
ment was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN A. CHAMBERLAIN, 


The bill (S. 3569) granting an increase of pension to John A. | 
Chamberlain was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: | 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the ion laws, the name of John A. Chamberlain, late of Company G, 
Fourth Gogiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and Ninety-fifth Company, 
Second Battalion Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the raie | 











of $3) per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. | P 


LOUISA LYON. 


The bill (S. 2838) granting a pension to Louisa Lyon was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with | 
amendments, in line 6, before the. word “assistant,’’ to insert 
** first;’’ and in line 8, before the word “‘and,”’ to insert “‘ Mississippi 
Marine Brigade United States Volunteers;’’ so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louisa Lyon, widow of 
Samuel Lyon, late first assistant engineer ram T. D. Horner, Eissiesippl Ma- 
rine Brigade United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


BLANCHE L. CHUNN. 


The bill (S. 1642) granting an increase of pension to Blanche 
L. Chunn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “ late,’’ to strike out | 
** deceased;’’ and in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike 
out * fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Blanche L. Chunn, widow 
of Frederick Chunn, late assistant pa iter, United States Navy, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $# per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MALLIE GWYNN. 

The bill (H. R. 2019) granting a pension to Mary Gwynn was | 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | 
amendment, in line 6, before the name “ G n,”’ to strike out | 
‘* Mary ’’ and insert ‘* Mallie;’’ so as to make the bill read: | 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 








authorized and directed to place on the — roll, ee to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the laws, name of G m, widow 
of Jonathan Gwynn, e,and 


late o i“, Battery Mississippi Marine 
pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the a 


| 
mend. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bil] ;, be 

read a third time. et ae 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting pensi 

to Mallie Gwynn.” , — 


WILHELMINA MILLER, 


The bill (H. R. 134) granting a pension to Wilhelm; 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
place on the pension roll the name of Wilhelmina Miller 
of Erhardt Miller, late of artillery company, Sixty-fifth R 
New ae Volunteer Militia, and to pay her a pension of 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM P, HEREFORD. 

The bill (H. R. 5617) granting an increase of pension to William 
P. Hereford was considered as in Committee of the Whole, |; 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William P. Here. 
fore, late of Company A, Second Regiment United States Dragooys 
Florida Indian war, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PHILIP SNOW. 

The bill (H. R. 5818) granting an increase of pension to Philip 
Snow was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Philip Snow, late of Com- 
pany F, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES P, CLARKE. 
The bill (H. R. 3345) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
. Clarke was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
oses to place on the pension roll the name of Charles P. Clarke, 
ate captain Company F,, Ninety-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania 


na Miller 
It Proposes to 
’ Widow 
giment 
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| Volunteer Infantry; and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 


lien of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM T, FILLER. 
The bill (H. R. 5720) granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Filler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of William T. Filler, 
late of Guameny E, One hundred and thirty-eighth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a p : 
$30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 
© bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE B. ABBOTT. 
The bill (S. 3839) granting an increase of pension to (icorge B. 
Abbott was considered as in Committee of the Whol: 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,”’ to 
‘‘ thirty ’’ and insert “ twenty-four;”’ so as to make the bill reac: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to placeon the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Geoge B. Ab}ott, late 
Company H, Thirteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, ™ 


nsion of 


with an 


strike out 


> 
? 
\ 


pay hima pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now Te 
ceiving. 
Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. President, I hope that the amendment 


will be disagreed to. This is a soldier who is almost totaiy 00", 
as well as having other disabilities of a very serious mature. -\ 
medical examination rated him at $42 per month. The repor' o 
the committee says: 


Evidence of his physicians and neighbors shows that he is almost t° - 
blind, and his general condition such that he is wholly incapac!iatec * 
manual labor or for earning a support. ‘ — 

Evidence accompanying the bill shows claimant to be financ:a''y | 
in need of relief. He has an invalid wife to support and has po! 
his pension. It is very probable that his blindness is the r thy 
tary service, and your committee are of opinion that his clain ’ 


| one for action by Congress. 


1 


If it could have been completely established that his binene 
was due to his military service he would be receiving >- ~ 
month. Thatwas im ible to establish, but there are suc" oan 
ties in this case, Mr. President, that it seems to me tlie 1!) ' ag" 
not to be amended. I have noticed that we passed sever! bi aa 
a somewhat similar nature to-day at $30 per month—some ol" 
House bills—and in one or two cases the soldier was |) nsione® 
under the act of June 27, 1890, so that he did not have ‘ )” 
any disability of service origin. 


ness 
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I know of this man, Mr. President; I know that he is in an ex- 
tremely bad condition, and I trust the chairman of the committee 
will agree to have the amendment disagreed to. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Inasmuch as I have not had an opportunity 
to look the matter over carefully, I ask the Senator to allow the 
amendment to be agreed to at the present time, and I will con- 

;der the matter. 
- Mr. GALLINGER. I prefer that it may be acted on now one 
way or the other. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to beengrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY LUCETTA ARNOLD. 


The bill (S. 860) granting an increase of pension to Mary Lucetta 
Arnold was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,”’ to strike out | 
“fifty”? and insert ‘‘ forty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Lucetta Arnold, widow 
of Isaac Arnold, jr., late lieutenant-colonel, Ordnance Department, United 
States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

THERON T. LAMPHERE. 

The bill (8. 1580) granting an increase of pension to Theron T. 
Lamphere was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, bafore the word ‘‘ dollars,’ to strike out 
“fifty” and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Theron T. Lamphere, late of 
Company KE, Eighth ent Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ment was concurred in. 
be engrossed for a third reading, read 





The bill was ordered to 

the third time, and 
GEORGIE 8. BARBOUR. 

The bill (H. R. 9029) granting a pension to Georgie S. Barbour 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Georgie 8. Barbour, widow 
of Thomas 8. Barbour, late of the ram Dick Fulton, Mississippi 
Marine Brigade, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY 8. M’ ALISTER. 


The bill (H. R. 734) granting an increase of pension to Henry 8. 
McAlister was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Henry 8. McAlis- 
ter, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES K. BLYE. 

The bill (H. R. 727 ) granting an increase of pension to James K. 
Blye was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes | 
to place on the pension roll the name of James K. Blye, late of | 
Company A, Eleventh and Sixth Regiments New Hampshire Vol- | 
unter Infantry, and to pay hima pension of $30 per month in lieu | 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY D. TOWSLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 2111) granting an increase of pension to Henry | 

- Towsley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It | 

Toposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry D. Tows- | 


pete CO 


ne of First Independent Battery Vermont Volunteer Light 

juullery, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of 

iat he is now receiving. 

‘ The bill was reported to the Senate without amendmeni, urdered | 

0a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GUSTUS 8. REMICK. 


The bill (H.R 9729) nti i 
; RK, ng an increase of pension to Gustus 8. 
émick wag considered es in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 





ses to place on the pension roll the name of Gustus S. Remick, 
ate of the First Battery Vermont Volunteer Light Artillery, and 
to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY A. CRAIGUE. 


The bill (H. R. 3337) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
igue was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Mary A. Craigue, 
widow of William W. Craigue, late of Company D, Seventeenth 
Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 
$12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PATRICK CANNON, 

The bill (H. R. 1859) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Cannon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Patrick Cannon, 
late of Company H, Fifth Regiment United States Cavalry, and 
to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HARRIETT B. RILEY. 

The bill (H. R. 1855) granting a pension to Harriett B. Riley 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Harriett B. Riley, widow of 
William E. Riley, late captain Company K, First Regiment Con- 
womens Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $20 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE GARDNER. 


The bill (H. R. 2016) granting an increase of pension to George 
Gardner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of George Gardner, late 
of Company A, Second Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third. time, and passed. 

DUDLEY R. W. WILLIAMS. 

The bill (H. R. 2932) granting a pension to Dudley R. W. Wil- 
liams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Dudley R. W. Williams, 
late of Captain Parker’s company, Iowa Mounted Volunteers, war 
with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY HUFF. 

The bill (H. R. 6352) granting a pension to Mary Huff was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, after the word ‘'dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘‘each;’’ and in line 9, after the word “* account,’ to insert ‘‘ of 
each;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Huff, widow of George 
W. Huff, late of the Eleventh Battery, United States Field Artillery, and pay 


| her a pension at tho rate of $12 per month, and $2 per month additional on 


account of each of the minor children of the said George W. Huff until they 
reach the age of 16 years. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read athird time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MARY E. MELDRUM. 

The bill (H. R. 4457) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Meldrum was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary E. Mel- 
drum, widow of Albert R. Meldrum, late first lieutenant Com- 
panies I and E, Fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is 


| now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN M. LAWTON. 


The bill (H. R. 754) granting a pension to John M. Lawton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
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the pension roll the name of John M. Lawton, late of Company | The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the am d 

C, Third Regiment United States Volunteer Engineers, war with | ment was concurred in. — 

Spain, and to pay him a pension of $8 per month. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | the third time, and passed. 

to 4 third reading, read the third time, and passed. HENRY DORITY. 


THERESA NEBRICH. The bill (S. 2929) granting a pension to Henry Dority was co 
The bill (H. R. 6994) granting an increase of pension to Theresa | sidered as in Committee of the Whole. — 
Nebrich was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro-| The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Theresa Nebrich, | amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause an. 
widow of Henry Nebrich, late musician, Twenty-first Regiment That the Secretary of the. Interior be, ang he is hereby, authorized and 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 aa = —a = “led onaee oF Many bosiee previsices: and limitations 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. Mai , heteenth unassigned 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | $12} aa Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pension at the rate of 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. The amendment was agreed to. 
ELIZABETH A. JONES. The bill was mene to the Senate as amended, and the amend. 
The bill (H. R. 2912) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- | Ment was concurred in. : 
beth A. Jones was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It | _ The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, reaq 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth A. | the third time, and passed. 
Jones, widow of J = oan mee. Oe of ee Jenaeoaet s VINCENT DE FRIETAS. 
company, Georgia Volunteers. Creek Indian war, and to pay her : ; : . - 
a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. e on o oO exes of en renaeet de Fric tas was 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | (the pension roll the name of Vincent de Fro oa ton, — 
. * > . ’ o 3 Cc 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. steward, U.S.S. Vincennes, United States Navy, and to pay him 
FRANCIS 8S. HOWARD. a pension of $12 per month. : 
The bill (H. R. 2916) granting an increase of pension to Francis The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
S. Howard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- | to beengrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
ses to place on the } ension roll the name of Francis S. Howard, SARAH E. WHEELER 
ate of Capt. John Loyal's independent company, Georgia Mounted 3 


reading, read 


ith an 
1 insert; 


Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to him a pension of $20 | _ The bill (H. R. 5299) granting an_ increase of pension to Sarah 
nant ia lieu of that a now we Ban pe # E. Wheeler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | Proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah E. Wheeler, 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. widow of Elijah H. Wheeler. late of Company G, Forty-third 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, Company G, Thirty- 


THOMAS ©. POND. : : earn 
‘ , : : seventh Regiment, and first lieutenant Company I, Thirty-sixth 
The bill (H. R. 4629) granting an increase of pension to Thomas | Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
C. Pond was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- | her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving, 
we to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas C. Pond, | and $2 per month additional on account of each of the minor chil- 
ate of Company B, First Provisional Regiment Massachusetts | dren of said Elijah H. Wheeler until they reach the age of 16 years. 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month | The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


in lieu of that he is now receiving. to a third readin 1 the third ti a a. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 7 oe th time, and passe 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. MARVIN NASH. 
WILLIAM TURNER. The bill (H. R. 5531) granting an awemeee *) pension to Marvin 
i 5 i i i ‘liam | Nash was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
ee SO Oe) ones £8 ee Pe — Wao | to place on the pension roll the name of Marvin Nash, late of © m- 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | Pany G, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer Mechanics and En- 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: | $ineers. and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in licu of that 


; ; : ; he is now receiving. 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- : . ‘ i 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisionsand limitations of The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


the pension laws, the name of William Turner, late of Company K, Second | to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
Regiment Missouri Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ABRAHAM ©, NULL. 


The amendment was agreed to. The bill (H. R. 6071) granting an increase of pension to Abra- 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- ham ©. Null was lined ng og Committee - the Whole. It 


ment was concurred in. | proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Abraham U. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the | Null. late of mene G, One hundred and fourth Regiment Ohio 
third time, and passed. | Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
rea arg "fl was rpored i tae natewithont amends ce 
The bill (S. 2966) granting a pension to William Conover was | +t ton es ~ ang ———— 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. | to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The bill was reported from the Committee = Pensions with an MARIA LINDHORST. 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out | The bill (H. R. 5528) granting a pension to Maria Lindhorst 
‘* fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twelve;”’ so as to make the bill read: was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, lace on the pension roll the name of Maria Lindhorst, widow of 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | P - : atmmont Tnite 
and limitations of the pousion laws, the name of William Conover, late of | George H. Lindhorst, late of Company I, Third Regiment United 


Company B, Second Regiment California Volunteer Cavalry, and pay hima | States Reserve Corps, Missouri Volunteer Infantry, an‘ to pay 
ee * na 7 =o Cae her a pension of $8 per month, such pension to cease upin proo! 
e amendment was agr : that the soldier is still living. 
~~ bill was reported to the Senate asamended,andtheamend-| The as was reported to the Senate ee a ordered 
ment was concurred in. to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the . JOHN M, PRATT 
third time, and passed. a nee giant s Tohn 
CARLOTTA E.,HOOPER. “ae bill (H. R. 3435) granting an meres . aT eT 
. Pratt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 1t pr 
tinh = an ee ea E. Hooper was | poses to place on the pension roll the name of John 7 . cae 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | . ier N, a pene — ieee of $16 per 
amendment, in line 6. after the word “‘ of,” to strike out the let- | 7™#’@"y, war wi SEO, BIE WO PSF "= ' 
ter “‘C.” and insert the name “ Calvin;” so as to make the bill | “uth in lieu of that he is now receiving. rdered 
read: 7 , | The bill was reported to the Senate without — mt, orde 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | to a third r eading , read the third time, and —_— 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions JAMES R. HAUPTLY. 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Carlotta E. Hooper, widow | , dom to ; 
of Calvin L. Hooper, late captain, United States Revenue-Cutter Service,and | The bill (H. R. 5555) granting an increase of pension t 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. R. Hauptly was considered as in Committee of the W hi a i 
The amendment was agreed to. The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions wit © 








James 
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amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“thirty” and insert “‘ twenty-four;” so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
aut limitations of the pension laws, the name of James R. Hauptly, late of 
a apany C, One hundred and seventeenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fant. and pay him @ pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
jsnow receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a tl ird time. ; ; 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


RICHARD WILKS, 


The bill (S. 8470) granting an increase of 
Wilks was considered as in Committee o' the k 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word ‘* Company,”’ to strike out 
the words ** Captain Jones’s;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard Wilks, late of Com- 
any K, Second Regiment Illinois Foot Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay 
ima pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


nsion to Richard 
hole. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
MARY F. PENTZER. 


The bill (S. 8405) granting an increase of pension to Mary F. 
Pentzer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments. in line 6, before the name ‘* Patrick H. Pentzer,"’ to 
strike out ** Captain; ’’ and in line 7, before the word ‘‘ Company,”’ 
to strike out “of”? and insert ‘‘ captain;’’ so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, eubjec’ to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary F. Pentzer, widow of 
Patrick H. Pentzer, late captain Company C, Ninety-seventh Regiment Illi- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HENRY P, HOWARD. 


The bill (S. 8418) granting a pension to Henry P. Howard was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 

amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is nereby, authorized and di- 
Tected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Henry P. Howard, late Commissary Depart- 
ment, United States Army, war with Mexico, and pay him 
rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment was agreed t~ 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, 


@ pension at the 


and passed. 
DAVID C, COLEMAN. 


The bill (S. 2863) granting an increase of pension to David C. | 
leman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


di That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
eee to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
e pension laws, the name of David C. Coleman, late of Company K, Fifth 
Reciment Indiana Volunteers, war with Mexico, and lieutenant-colonel Eighth 
£1), u°nt Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
he bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
mert was concurred in. 
ve bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
¢ third time, and passed, 


ce CHARLES R. COLLINS. 
om bill (8. 2200) granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 
ae considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
of _ ill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
Wf neniinent, in line 8, before the word ‘* dollars,”’ to strike out | 
y' and insert ‘* twenty-four;”’ so as to make the bill read: 


wats enact ed, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
*d and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
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sions and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Charles R. Collins, late 
of Company B, Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavairy, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE F. HARTER. 


The bill (S. 1257) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of George F. Harter was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, to add at the end of the bill the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That no pay, bounty, or allowance, or other emolument shall 
accrue by virtue of this act. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of George F. Harter, late private of Company D, Seventeenth Regiment In- 
diana Volunteer Infantry, and to issue to said Harter an honorable discharge 
from said service, to be dated October 8, 1862: Provided, That no pay, bounty, 
or allowance, or other emolument shall accrue by virtue of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. POSEY. 


The bill (S. 2817) to remove the charge of desertion against 
George W. Posey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It authorizes the Secretary of War to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against George W. Posey, late a private in Company A, 
Twentieth Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers, and also a private in 
Company B, Thirty-fifth Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers, and to 
issue to him an honorable discharge. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY BARRETT. 


The bill (H. R. 7355) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Barrett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Henry Barrett, late 
of Company I, Fifty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN PANGRATZ. 


The bill (H. R. 1156) granting an increase of pension to John 
Pangratz was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Pangratz, late 
of Company E, Sixteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES H. CUMMINGS, 


The bill (H. R. 6588) granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Cummings was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James H. Cum- 
mings, late of Company B, Eleventh Regiment Michigan Volun- 
teer Cavalry. and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EMMA M. JOHNSON, 


The bill (H. R. 5199) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
M. Johnson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place onthe pension roll the name of Emma M. John- 
son, widow of Arthur M. Johnson, late of Company E, First Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, and to pay her a pension of 

20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving; but in the 
event of the death of Tracy M. Johnson. helpless and dependent 
child of said Arthur M. Johnson, the additional pension herein 
granted shall cease and determine. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EMMA H. HIGLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 529) granting a pension to Emma H. Higley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Emma H. Higley. widow ot Alonzo 
Higley, late of the Tenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavairy, aad 
to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES H. HARGIS. 


The bill (H. R. 9583) granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Hargis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,”’ to strike out 
‘*twenty-four ’’ and insert “‘twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the — laws, the name of James H. Hargis, late of 
Company C, Fifty-fifth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


| 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be | 


read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN G. FAIRCHILD, 


The bill (H. R. 2923) granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Fairchild was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “‘ dollars,”’ to strike out 
‘fifty’ and insert “‘ forty;”’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension sol satiecs to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John G. Fairchild, late of 
Company B, Eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


DANIEL W. HUFFMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 2920) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
W. Huffman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,’ to strike out 
* fifty’ and insert “ thirty; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel W. Huffman, late 
first lieutenant Company B and second lieutenant Company C, Seventy-second 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and theamend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be | 


read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
LEWIS LEWIS. 
The bill (S. 3945) granting an increase of 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
place on the pension roll the name of Lewis Lewis, late of Com- 
pany D, Sixth Regiment United States Cavalry, and to pay him 
&@ pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
he amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 


ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
MARY CHENOWITH. 
The bill (H. R. 7732) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Chenowith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
to place on the pension roll the name of Mary Chenowith, 


proposes 
dependent mother of William M. Chenowith, late of Company A, | 
Thirteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her | 


a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM PITTENGER. 


The bill (H. R. 3032) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Pittenger was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“‘ fifty-five ’’ and insert ‘‘ forty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to placeon the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Pittenger, late of 
Company G, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, rr im a pen- 
sion at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now r ving. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


msion to Lewis Lewis | 
It proposes to | 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
ment was ao in. 2 
amendment was ordered to be engrossed ; } 
read a third time. - mr & 
The bill was read the third time, and passed, 


JOHN B. GLOVER, 


The bill (S. 819) granting an increase of pension to Jo) B 
Glover was considered as in Committee of the Whole. = 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike oy+ « a 
and insert ‘‘captain;’’ and in line 8, before the word «<4, 


*6§ Agllaws 39 
4 Geuars, 


to strike out “‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;” so as to make tho bill 
read: . 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he jc horn. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provia..? 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John B. Glover. jate .... 
Company D, Thirty-eighth iment Indiana Volunteer Infantry an. 
him a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and th 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. : 

ELIZABETH M. BANTA, 

The bill (S. 2563) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
M. Banta was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out “of” 
and insert *‘ captain;’’ and in line 7, before the word * Seventh, 
to insert ‘‘and major;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is } 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the proy 


and limitations of the on laws, the name of Elizabeth M. Banta. widoy 


of William C. Banta, late captain Company Band major Seventh Ry 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 3 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
| The bill was reported to theSenate as amended, and 
| ments were concurred in. 
| _ ‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, rea 
the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE B. CHRISTY. 


The bill (S. 8397) granting an increase of pension t 
Christy was considered as in Committee of the Whole 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pension 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘“‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘* fifty’ and insert ‘‘ forty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ar 3 hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject pl 
and limitations of the oe laws, the name of George B. Chi 

| geon Ninth Regiment Mlinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a | 

the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, an: th 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, rea 
the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM M. UNDERHILL. 


The bill (H. R. 8058) granting an increase of pension fo Willi 
M. Underhill was considered as in Committee of the 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensio! 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” ' 
‘*twenty-four’’ and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ soas to make 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, an 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 


first lieutenant Company A, Fifth Regiment Michigan Volm 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of t 
receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, an‘ t) 
| ment was concurred in. 
| The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the 
| read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS JOYCE. 


The bill (H. R. 8850) granting an increase of pensi nt 
Joyce was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
| The bill was reported from the Committee on Pen: 
| amendment, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ Company, i © 
| the letter ‘‘ B”’ and insert ‘‘ D;”’ so as to make the bil) ™ 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and '° | 
authorized and directed to placeon the pension roll, subject to ©! 
| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Joy ce, Ia 
pany D, Second Regiment United States Infantry, Florida _— 
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of tha 
receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


amend. 


e bil] t ) be 


amend- 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ment was concurred in. 


read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL A. DICKEY. 


The bill (S. 4141) granting an increase of pension to Samuel A.. 


Dickey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
oses to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel A. Dickey, 
hte of Company A, First Regiment California Volunteer Infan- 
try, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
js NOW receiving. p 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN D. PICKARD, 

The bill (S. 1554) granting an increase of pension to John D. 
Pickard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John D. Pickard, late 
of Company D, Seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY HALE. 


The bill (H. R. 188) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Hale was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
toplace on the pension roll the name of Henry Hale, late of Com- 
puy D, Twenty-fifth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, 
ai to pay him a pension of $40 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CATHARINE M. M’CLANAHAN, 


The bill (H. R. 4578) ne a pension to Catharine M. Mc- 
Clanahan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 


ses to place on the pension roll the name of Catharine M. | 


cClanahan, widow of John W. McClanahan, late colonel Fifty- 
third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. BROWN. 
The bill (H. R. 6091) granting an increase of pension to John 


W. Brown was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- | 
ses to place on the pension roll the name of John W. Brown, | 
of Company A, Second Regiment Dlinois Volunteer Infantry, | 


war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in 
lien of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
ba third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM BAILEY. 


The bill (H. R. 7447) granting an increase of pension to William 
Bailey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 


toplace on the pension roll the name of William Bailey, late of | 
Uompany B, Eighth Regiment Dlinois Volunteer Cavalry, and to | 


” him a pension of $80 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
iving, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES P, JOHNSON. 


The bill (H. R. 5699) granting an increase of pension to James | 


P. Johnson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
Proposes to place on the 
fon, late of Company C, enty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volun- 

wer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
that he is now receiving. 

Te bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
‘third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

: HARRISON H. HAKES, 

a bill (H.R. 7095) granting an increase of pension to Harrison 
. akes, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
nt to place on the pension roll the name of Harrison H. Hakes, 
efirst lieutenant Company B, Eighth Regiment [linois Volun- 
ot Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 

a ast he is now receiving. 
mrt was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The ts SAMUEL ALEXANDER, 
ne bill (H. R. 610) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 

eee was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

8 to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel Alexander, 


nsion roll the name of James P. John- | 
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late of Company H, Twenty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be | that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES E. HARRISON, 


_ The bill (S. 8481) granting an increase of pension to J. E. Har- 
rison was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
| amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
_ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 

directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of James E. Harrison, late of Captain Dell's 
company, Florida Mounted Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase 
of pension to James E. Harrison.”’ 


| CHARLES H. MILLER. 


The bill (H. R. 7594) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Miller was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
| poses to place on the pension roll the name of Charles H. Miller, 
| late of Company K, Fourth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 
| Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
| that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM S. BURCH. 

| The bill (S. 2649) granting an increase of pension to William 
| S. Burch was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
| The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
| amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘* thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four,’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William S. Burch, late of 
Company I, One hundred and twenty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay hima pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
1s how recelving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

EDWIN A. FORMAN, 

The bill (H. R. 6705) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
| A. Forman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
| The bill was reported from the Committee on.Pensions with an 
| amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘*‘forty’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin A. Forman, late of 
Company A, Twenty-third Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
| him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
| The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


FRANK J. M’LAUGHLIN. 


The bill (H. R. 2477) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
J. McLaughlin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


an amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘*twenty-four’’and insert ‘‘ twer:ty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Frank J. McLaughlin, late 
of Company E, Forty-seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $20per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend 


| ment was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES 8. BELLOWS. 
The bill (H. R. 6082) granting an increaseof pension to Charles 
S. Bellows was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Charles 5. Bellows, 


. a 
fit 


} 
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late of Company A, One hundred and sixth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $380 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN SHAFER, 


The bill (H. R. 6036) granting an increase of pension to John 
Shafer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the.name of John Shafer, late 
of Company H, One hundred and twenty-first Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and Fortieth Company, Second Battalion, 
Veteran Reserve Corps, and to pay him a pensionof $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY EDWARDS. 


The bill (H. R. 8717) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Edwards was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Henry Edwards, 
late of Company E, Eighteenth Regiment, and Company D, Thir- 
teenth Regiment, Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. HOWARD. 


The bill (H. R. 7682) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Howard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 

roposes to place on the pension roll the name of William H. 

oward, late of Company K, Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN A. REEDS. 


The bill (H. R. 6701) granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Reeds was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
po to place on the pension roll the name of John A. Reeds, 
ate of Company H, Twelfth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infan- 
try, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DEXTER T. DRAKE, 


The bill (H. R. 1487) granting an increase of pension to Dexter 
T. Drake was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
ses to place on the pension roll the name of Dexter T. Drake, 
ate first lieutenant Company G, Tenth Regiment, and Company 
H, Second Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and 
to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM M’BRIEN, 
The bill (H. R. 1294) granting an increase of pension to William 
McBrien was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
ses to place on the pension roll the name of William McBrien, 
ate of Company K, Fifteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cav- 


alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he | 


is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
NATHAN M, GOVE. 

The bill (S. 4091) granting an increase of pension to Nathan M. 
Gove was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Nathan M. Gove. late 
musician, Third Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, 
and Second Brigade, Tenth Army Corps, United States Volun- 
teers, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLOTTE J. FOLSOM. 


The b'll (S. 4090) granting an increase of pension to Charlotte 
J. Folsom was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Charlotte J. Folsom, 
widow of Asa Folsom, late of Company B, Second Regiment New 
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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ALICE K. SELIGSON, 

The bill (S. 4052) granting a pension to Alice K. Seligson w 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pli 
on the pension roll the name of Alice K. Seligson, widow of Hee 
man A. Seligson, late lieutenant-colonel Ninth Regiment Vermont 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $30 per month , 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment : 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time 


DANA COOK, 


The bill (H. R. 1497) granting an increase of pension 
Cook was considered as in Committee of the Whole. [It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Dana Cook, late of Com. 
ae D, Sixth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and One 

undred and seventy-first Company, Second Battalion. Veteran 
Reserve Corps, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MEDIE M. FLANDERS. 


The bill (H. R. 3299) granting a pension to Medie M. Flanders 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Medie M. Flanders, widow of 
Charles C. Flanders, late of Company G, First Regiment New 
Hampshire Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $19 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EMILY CONKLIN. 

The bill (H. R. 4937) granting an increase of pension to Emily 

Conklin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to place on the pension roll the name of Emily Conklin, 
widow of James L. Conklin, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving: Provided, however, 
That in the event of the death of the helpless child, Cora B. Conk- 
lin, on whose account the pension of Emily Conklin is increased, 
the pension of said Emily Conklin shall continue only at the rate 
ef $12 per month from and after the date of death of said helpless 
child. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HELEN M. BATES, 


The bill (H. R. 7489) granting an increase of pension to Helen 
M. Bates was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Helen M. Bates, 
widow of George E. Bates, late of Company G, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension 
of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY E. PENNOCK. 

The bill (H. R. 3298) granting a pension to Mary EP. Pennock 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Mary E. Pennock, widow ot 
Cyrus Pennock, late of Company B, Sixteenth Regiment Kansas 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ‘ rdered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANK LEWIS. 

The bill (H. R. 3407) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Lewis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. [It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Frank Lewis, late of 
Company A, First Regiment Maine Volunteer Cavalry. and to pay 
him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now rece!) ms: 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendme.t, ordere 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EMELINE F. EMMONS. 


. oF, 
The bill (S. 562) granting an increase of pension to ! meline I 
Emmons was considered as in Committee of the Wh 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pens 
amendments, in line 7, before the word ““Company, |. 
out “‘ of;’’ and in line 9, before the word “ dollars," \ = rl * 
‘twenty ” and insert “‘twelve;” so as to make the bill ™ oe 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 1 het toms 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to (he MY aw 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emeline F. Emm’ Hamp- 
of George W. Emmons, late captain Company G, Third Regiment yen ont 
shire Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of >) | 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The amendments were agreed to. vas 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, anc |’ 


ments were concurred in, 


, Ordered 
and passed, 


to Dana 


ions with 
to strike 


ke out 


ve amend- 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CLARA B, GRISWOLD. 

The bill (S. 854) granting an increase of pension to Clara B. 
Griswold was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in ine ae after the word ‘‘captain,’’ to insert 
“Company L;’’ and in line 8, after the word “ of,’’ to strike out 
«seventeen ’’ and insert ‘‘ twelve; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

ne it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authors ed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Clara B. Griswold, widow of 
Dennis K. Griswold, late captain Company L, Second Regiment New York 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

EDWARD BLAISDELL, 


Tle bill (S. 8950) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Blaisdell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word *‘ Company,” to strike out 
“of and insert ‘‘ second lieutenant;’’ 
word “ dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ twenty-four;’ 
read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward Blaisdell, late second 
lieutenant Company H, Eleventh Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, 
1d pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
recelving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 





and in line 8, before the | 
so as to make the bill | 








JOHN S. PARKER, 
The bill (S. 3534) granting an increase of pension to John §., 
Parker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


_ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of John 8. Parker, late of Company E, Purnell 
Legion Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and captain Company C, Third Regi- 
ment Maryland Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES C. CHASE. 

The bill (H. R. 865) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
C. Chase was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word *‘ Company,” to strike out 
the letter ‘‘G’’ and insert the letter ‘‘ L;’’ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles C. Chase, late cap- 
tain Company L, First Regiment District of Columbia Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 


| read a third time. ° 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOHN L. ROGERS. 

The bill (S. 8893) granting an increase of pension to John L. 
Rogers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
“thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John L. Rogers, late of Com- | 


pany G, Sixteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- | ¢ tamble, late major Sixth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, 


sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
nent was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ALEXANDER LANE. 

The bill (S. 8085) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
Lane was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“thirty? and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alexander Lane, late of Com- 
pany F, Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay 

ima pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
lent was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES E. M’INTIRE. 


The bill (S, 8488) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 


Mclntire was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 


‘mendment, in line 8, before the word “‘ dollars,’’ to strike out | 


“forty” and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


tnthorig and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
ani limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles E. McIntire, late of 
Jinpany G, Second Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
'M & pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
he bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
®at Was concurred in. 
the trseul.was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
© third time, and passed. 


XXXVIII—116 


m 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
BENJAMIN F. GRIGSBY. 

The bill (H. R. 5609) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F. Grigsby was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Benjamin F. 
Grigsby, late of Company I, Second Regiment Tennessee Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

A. MARION GAMBLE, 

The bill (H. R. 5471) granting an increase of pension to A. 
Marion Gamble was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to. place on the pension roll the name of A. Marion 


and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES HAHN, 

The bill (S. 1591) granting an increase of pension to James 
Hahn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


amendments, in line 6, after the word “* late,’’ to strike out *‘ ser- 


geant and;’’ in the same line, before the word ‘‘ Company,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘of;’’ and in line 8, before the word ‘ dollars,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;’’ so as to make the 


| bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


j 





Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Hahn, late first lieu- 
tenant Company H, Forty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS HARKISON, 

The bill (S. 2179) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Harkison was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ First,’’ to insert ‘‘ Regi- 
ment;”’ and inline 8, after the word ‘‘month,’’ to insert ‘‘ in lieu 
of that he is now receiving;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Harkison, late of 
Company G, First Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Light Artillery, and 
pay hie « pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he js now 
receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to, 
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ported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were ci rred in. | read a third time. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | The bill was read the third time, and passed.- 
hird time, and passed. ROBERT L. MILES. 
ANNIE B, JOHNSON, The bill (H. R. 5634) granting an increase of pension to ] 
The bill (S. 268) granting an increase of pension to Annie B. | L. Miles was considered as in Committee of the Whole. |] 
Johnson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | poses to place on the pension roll the name of Robert L. y 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with | late first lieutenant Company H, Twenty-eighth Regiment Tow 
amendments, in line 6, before the name ‘*George,”’ to strike out | Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 pe r month 
‘‘ Lieutenant-Colonel;’? in line 7, before the word ‘‘ Twenty- | lieu of that he is now receiving. 
ninth.’’ to insert “‘ late lieutenant-colonel:’’ and in line 9, before The bill was reported to the Senate without amendmen} 
the word “‘ dollars,’’ to strike out “fifty”? and insert “‘fifteen;’’ | to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
so as to make the bill read: CYRUS DAVIDHEISER, 
thorized and directed to place on the peusion roll, subject tothe provisions | _ ‘The bill (H. R. 7757) granting an increase of pension to 
nd limitations of the pension laws,the nameof Annie B. Johnson, widow of Davidheiser was considered as in Committee of the Whol 
or e E. Johns nn. late lieutenant-colonel Twenty -ninth Regiment Pe nnsy!- | proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Cyrus David- 
a eu at eee her @ pensionat the rateof $15 per month | hoiser, Jate of Independent Battery D, Pennsylvania Voln 
Light Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per mont! 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bil] 


} 
it ) 


y 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- . : ' : 
alg eae enate as amended, and the amend The bill was reported to the Senate without amendme: 
ments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrosst 1 for a third reading, read to a third reading, read the third fime, and pase d. 
the third time, and passed. ELLA P, KERSTETER, 
EMMA E. &. WRIGHT. The bill (H. R. 681) granting an increase of pension 
Kersteter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Ella P. Kersteter. 
widow of Thomas J. Kersteter, late of Companies E and B, Twelft! 


The bill (S. 3053) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
E. S. Wright was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


» bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an : : . : 
waa 'to aimen all after the enacting aoa cae: Regiment United States Infantry, and to pay her a per 
ee coe. eT : ee a * | per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- er tie x aes 3 ‘ sa 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations The bill was reports d to the Se nate @ ithout amend 
of the pension laws, the name of Emma E. 8. Wright, widow of David V.N. | t0@ third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
Wright, late acting master, United States Navy,and pay her a pensionat the | ‘ — snasume 

rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. ‘ . BARLES JOHNS IN. 

The amendment was agreed to. The bill (H. R. 8207) granting an increase of pension to Char! 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended,and the amend- | Johnson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pr 
ment was concurred in. poses to place on the pension roll the name of Charles Johns m, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | !ate of Company G, One hundred and tenth Regiment Pennsylya- 
the third time, and passed. nia Volunteer Infantry, and Company E, Fourth Regiment Dela- 

‘pa S0RENBON ware Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
; bs be Pei entre : month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill (S. 2959) granting.an increase of pension to Ada John- The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
son was considered as in Committee of the Whole. — sa toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an sciatica iia lit ‘ 

‘ a ; . : “yess GEORGE W, KERBY. 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 1 (H onan , , in Bens. 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- | The bill (H. R. auve ) granting an increase of ponsi BW UC 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations | W. Kerby was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
of the pension awa, = mane ot ain scheme, sane semen, Setteal Depart- | poses to place on the pension roll the name of George W. Ker! 
ment, United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per | Jate of Independent Company, Patapsco Guards, Maryland \ 


ago oneitie tae gerne sate eed teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
3 untee antry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per } 
he ame Was agreed to. : > ; ve . 
The amendment was agreed t | lieu of that he is now receiving. 


m oe mae to the Senate asamended, and the amend- | <The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 
1en as . ‘ Sai er » a : a aioe 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
the third time, and passed. JOHN A. SILLS. 
EMMA L. XAGLE __ The bill (H. R, 4325) granting an increase of pension to 
Pe! ea 9 eae , | Sills was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It propo 
The bill (H. R. 6089) granting an increase of pension to Emma | to place on the pension roll the name of Jobn A. Sills, la 
L. Nagle was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | pany E, Second Regiment Potomac Home Brigade Maryla: 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per u 
amendment, in line 7, after the word ¥ Company,’ to strike out the | lien of that he ie now receiving. 
letter “‘C’’ and insert the letter “1;” so as to make the bill read: | The bill was reported to the Senate without amendm 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, | to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions | 
Fe ee Pema hire enkoout Ponies Hees abe ete. 
Maryland Volunteer infantey, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per | The bill (H. R. 6085) granting a pension to Anna M 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. | considered as in Committee of the Whole. It propo: 
The amendment was agreed to. | on the pension roll the name of Anna M. Maier, wid W 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | Maier, late of Company A, Fourth Regiment Pennsy! 
ment was concurred in. | unteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per m 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be | The bill wasreported to the Senate without amendin«1 
read a third time. to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. EDWARD A. WILBUR. 
JOSEPH HINKLE, The bill (H. R. 5972) granting an increase of pension 
The bill (H. R. 4251) granting an increase of pension to Joseph A. Wilbur was considered as in Committee of the W hi . 
Hinkle was considered as in Committee of the Whole. poses to place on the pension roll the name of Bdward A 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions withan | !#te of Company I, Fiftieth Regiment Pennsylvania 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “‘dollars,’’ to strike out Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
““twenty-four”’ and insert ‘“‘ twenty;”’ so as to make the bill read: | *®at he is now receiving. : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, | The bill Was rept ted to the Senate without amend: 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll,subject to the provisions | to a third Treading, read the third time, and passed. 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph Hinkle, late of Com- | . - ‘ en 
pany B, One hundred and sixty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Drafted Militia, | MICHAEL DONOVAN. 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now | The bill (S. 1616) granting an increase of pension | 
Saye Donovan was considered as in Committee on the Whol 
The amendment was agreed to. The bill was reported from the Committee on Pen 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | amendments, in line 7, after the word ‘‘ Infantry,” to i! 


‘,é 


ment was concurred in, Company F, Thirtieth Regiment United States Infantry; 
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line 9, before the word “‘ dollars,”’ to strike out_‘ thirty ’’ and in- 
cert * twenty-four; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be iwcted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and lim . a ae 
( a epan} E, Two hundred and fourteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Inf .ntry, and Company F, Thirtieth Regiment United States Infantry, and 
pay h m a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN 8, STANGER, 


The bill (S. 1944) granting an increase of pension to John §. 
Stanger was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word ‘‘ Company,”’ to strike out 
“of: and in line 9, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
“thirty-six ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 8. Stanger, late second 
lieutenant Company H, One hundredth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 

CHARLES J, CLARK. 


The bill (S. 8887) granting an increase of pension to Charles J. 
Clark was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “* dollars,”’ to strike out 
‘fifty’? and insert *‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles J. Clark, late lieu- | 


tenant-colonel Twenty-third Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay 


him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


DAVID Z. BEIDLER,. 


The bill (H. R. 6426) granting an increase of pension to David 
Z. Beidier was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word *‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
the word “thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;’’ so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David Z. Beidler, late of 
Company D, Ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
lent was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL R. WASSON, 


The bill (H. R. 4031) granting an increase of pension to Samuel | 
It 
Proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel R. Was- 


asson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


a, late of Company G, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
War with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in 
leu of that he is now receiving. 


he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CYNTHIA THOMAS, 
The } 


COnside 


red as in Committee of the Whole. 
‘Homas, alias Joh 
nited States 


Pension of $8 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
a third read 


ing, read the third time, and passed. 








tations of the pension laws, the name of Michael Donovan, late of | 


ill (H, R. 2427) granting a pension to Cynthia Thomas was 
t € It proposes to place on 

¢ pension roll the name of Cynthia Thomas, widow of Charles 
n Young, late of Company D, Eighth Regiment 
‘ Infantry, Florida Indian war, and to pay her a 


MARIAH KUECHLER. 


The bill (H. R. 5872) granting a pension to Mariah Kuechler 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Mariah Kuechler, late nurse, 
| Medical Department, United States Volunteers, and to pay her a 
pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARK A, SHELTON. 

The bill (H. R. 937) granting an increase of pension to Mark A. 
Shelton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Mark A. Shelton, 
late of Company A, Second Battalion Missouri State Militia Cav- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JANE ELIZABETH BULLOCK. 


The bill (H. R. 5538) granting a pension to Jane Elizabeth Bul- 
lock was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Jane Elizabeth Bullock, 
widow of Charles W. Bullock, late of Captain Goodloe’s company, 
Second Regiment Texas Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, 
and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY M’CALL. 

The bill (H. R. 7072) granting a pension to Mary McCall was 
| considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Mary McCall, widow of John McCall, 
late of Company K, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, 
war with Mexico, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


‘ ROBERT P. BAKER. 


The bill (H. R. 703) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
P. Baker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Robert P. Baker, 
late of Captain Dagley’scompany, Texas Mounted Volunteers, war 
with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY C, JONES. 


The bill (H. R. 3665) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Jones was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Henry C. Jones, 
late of Company A, Forty-ninth Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE F. SMITH. 

The bill (S. 3902) granting a pension to George F. Smith was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word ‘*‘ Regiment.’’ to insert *‘ and 
Company F, Seventh Regiment; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the peusion laws, the name of George F. Smith, late of 
Company H, Sixth Regiment, and Company F, Seventh Regiment, Delaware 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 
| The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 


JOHN H, CARROW. 


The bill (S. 2662) granting an increase of pension to John H, Car- 
row was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of John H. Carrow, late second lieutenant Com- 
pany D, First Battalion Delaware Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
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CHARLES WHEATLAND. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. o 

The bill (S. 8812) granting an increase of pension to Charles | to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
Wheatland was considered as in Committee of the Whole. GEORGE JEFFREY, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an The bill (H. R. 8187) granting an increase of pension to G 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out | Jeffrey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 1+ 
“twenty-five” and insert ‘* twenty,” so as to make the bill read: | hoses to place on the pension roll the name of George Jeffrey. jn 
Be it enacted, etc., Tent the Secretary of the Eaterier be, and he is hereby, | of Company A, Fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy | 
authorized and directed to place on the rension roll, subject to the provi- : acai Ie aati » C00 ee 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Wheatland. tillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lik 
late of Company D, Thirty-ninth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, he is now receiving. 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieuof that he is now The bill was reported to the Senate without amendmen} 


ee to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- CHARLES M. BVERGED. 
ment was concurred in. | The bill (H. R. 3617) granting an increase of pension to Char 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | M. Everett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 1) 
the third time, and passed. poses to place on the pension roll the name of Charles M. Everet 
JOHN HERZOG. late of Company E, One hundred and twenty-fourth Reg 
| New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pensi 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, order 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


rdered 


u 


The bill (H. R. 6025) granting an increase of pension to John _es 
Herzog was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘thirty’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: HESTER E. MOONEY. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, The bill (H. R. 3815) granting an increase of pension to Hester 
ee ah we ache I oaen er pg enw, © wes deed toe E. Mooney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
pany F, Twenty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him | Proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Hester E. 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. Mooney. widow of James J. Mooney, late lieutenant-colonel Forty- 

The amendment was agreed to. second Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | Pe2sion of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
ment was concurred in. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be | to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
read a third time. : , GEORGE N. THORPE, 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. The bill (H. R. 4887) granting an increase of pension to Geor 


HORACE E. DAVIS. N. Thorpe was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 

The bill (H. R. 8342) granting an increase of pension to Horace | poses to place on the pension roll the name of George N. Thorpe, 
E. Davis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- | late of Company C, Ninety-first Regiment New York Volunteer 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Horace E. Davis, | Infantry, and topay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
late of Company G, Second Regiment New York Volunteer | that he is now receiving. 
Mounted Rifles, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordeved 
lieu of that he is now receiving. | toa third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
‘ The a was rept eee sarees a es ordered BARNEY L. BROOKINS. 
ee — 7 spi : aare ae — The bill (H. R. 4365) granting a pension to Barney L. B 

is a ee ; was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proj 

The bill (H. R. 7756) granting an increase of pension to Charles | place on the pension roll the name of Barney L. Brookins, | 
Schroder was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- | Company D, Fifty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Inf: 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Charles Schroder, | try, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 
late of Company C, One hundred and tenth Regiment Pennsy]l- The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 
vania Ve ee or and to pay him a pension of $30 per | to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
month in heu of that he 1s now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 7 Cae WaEEne, ; 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. The bill (H. R. 6028) granting an increase of pension fo ( 

HARRIET A. TUCKER. —— = a as in roomed - = “—— . It 
ses TH ace Cc e Slit e , ) aries + 
The bill (H. R. 8920) granting a pension to Harriet A. Tacker | PeGomeene B One herndved und thiste niet ; 


a ee ; : | of Company B, One hundred and thirty-ninth Regiment New Y: 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to | Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per m 


place on the pension roll the name of Harriet A. Tucker, widow | jn lien of that he is now receiving. 
of William i. Tucker, late of Company K,One hundred and| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
twenty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to | to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
vay her a pension of $12 per month. 7; a de 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered JAMES W. DAVIS, , 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. The bill (H. R. 3616) granting an increase of pension to James 
JOHN HOLZER. W. Davis was considered as in Committee of the Wh At pr 





“Lay! 





° , : “nF 
| poses to place on the pension roll the name of James WV Dv 
late of Company F, Fifty-sixth Regiment New York Vo! 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $16 per monti in Hcl’ 


| that he is now receiving. 


The bill (H. R. 6547) granting a pension to John Holzer was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place | 
on the pension roll the name of John Holzer, late of Company 
H. First Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain. | 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

JULIETTE WESTBROOK. > : SE acetone 

The bill (H. R. 5611) granting a pension to Juliette Westbrook | Ayr, TETTUS. | I move that the Senate adjourn. 20 1 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to p.m.) the Senateniiicemeet aaa’ erode Thareday, 
place on the pension roll the name of Juliette Westbrook, depend- | 1; 1994 ; t 12 ‘e] gO ridi: eee ' “7 
ent stepmother of Martin Westbrook, late of Company E, One P By Se 2k OS ae. 
hundred and eleventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, —— 
and to pay her a pension . $12 per — ‘ NOMINATIONS. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amen nt, ordere< a ee oe o istaves 
to 0 thied ea weabine third time, and — ordered | Fxecutive nominations received by the Senate February 
FRANCES A. THOMPSON, COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. , 
” a ze , " fa . “ be eo setor O cll 
The bill (H. R. 6562) granting an increase of pension to Frances | » Se of ae pond a anager tts. 
A. Thompson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It | - int 7 a oi Plymouth, in the state of Mass: 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Frances A, | 9PPomtunen ) ie a Set in obra 
Thompson, widow of John W. Thompson, late acting ensign, PROMOTIONS IN THE ; 
United States Navy, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month Lient. Commander Alexander Sharp, jr., to be a comman'™ 
in lien of that she is now receiving. the Navy from the 4th day of February, 1904 (subject 10 “er” 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendm 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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mations required by law), vice Commander James K. Cogswell, 
promoted, : . aa . 
: Ensign Roe W. Vincent to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in the 
Navy from the 28th day of January, 1904, upon the completionof 
three years’ service in his present grade. 
POSTMASTERS, 
MAINE. 


George L. Thompson to be postmaster at Brunswick, in the | 


county of Cumberland and State of Maine, in place of Charles E. 
Townsend. Incumbent’s commission expired February 2, 1904. 
MICHIGAN, 


Walter W. Harrington to be postmaster at Northbranch, in the | 


county of Lapeer and State of Michigan, in place of Walter W. 
Harrington. Incumbent’s commission expires March 31, 1904. 
MINNESOTA, 

Ole C. Enge to be postmaster at Elmore, in the county of Fari- 
hault and State of Minnesota, in place of Ole C. Enge. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired January 17, 1904. 

MONTANA. 

Walter Alderson to be postmaster at Red Lodge, in the county 
of Carbon and State of Montana, in place of Walter Alderson. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 23, 1904. 


NEBRASKA. 


James L. Lashbrook to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county | 
of Furnas and State of Nebraska, in place of James L. Lashbrook. | 


Incumbent’s commission expired January 23, 1904. 
NEW JERSEY. 

Edward Burroughs to be postmaster at Metuchen, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of New Jersey, in place of Edward Bur- 
roughs. Incumbent’s commission expires February 24, 1904. 

NEW YORK. 


Winfield S. Spencer to be postmaster at New Rochelle, in the | 
county of Westchester and State of New York, in place of Charles | 


Earwicker, deceased. 


Myron A. Wheeler to be postmaster at Churchville, in the | 
Office became Presi- | 


county of Monroe and State of New York. 
dential January 1, 1904, 


Heury F. Zimmerlin to be postmaster at Lyons, in the county | 
of Wayne and State of New York, in place of George L. Carver. | 


ncumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 
TEXAS. 
John Harvey to be postmaster at Meridian, in the county of 
Bosque and State of Texas, in place of John Harvey. Incum- 


1 


bent’s commission expired February 2, 1904. 


W. L. Higginbotham to be postmaster at Howe, in the county | 


of Grayson and State of Texas. Office became Presidential Oc- 


tober 1, 1903, 


Wesley C. Parchman to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, in the | 
Office became Presiden- | 


county of Franklin and State of Texas. 
tial January 1, 1804, 


Rudolph L. Reuser to be postmaster at Runge, in the county of | 


Karnes and State of Texas. Office became Presidential October 
1, 1908, 

Pobert A. Rollins to be postmaster at Merkel, in the county of 
Taylor and State of Texas. 
1, 1904, 


VIRGINIA, 


Charles E. Welch to be postmaster at Phoebus, in the connty of 


Elizabeth City and State of Virginia. in place of Charles E. Welch. | 


lncumbent’s commission expires February 24, 1904. 
WASHINGTON, 


George W. Edgerton to be postmaster at Puyallup, in the county | 


of Pierce and State of Washington, in place of Charles E. Hallen- 
beck, removed, Bs 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 10, 1904. 


NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. 


_ Thomas N, Jamieson, of Illinois, to be naval officer of customs 


in the district of Chicago, in the State of Illinois. 
PENSION AGENT. 


Andrew T. Wood, of Mount Sterling, Ky., to be pension agent 
at Louisville, Ky. 
POSTMASTER, 
MARYLAND. 


‘ Walton C. Orrell to be postmaster at Centerville, in the county 
Queen Anne and State of Maryland, 


Office became Presidential January | 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 10, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENry NosiE Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—CONNELL VS. HOWELL. 


Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now 
| take up the election case of Connell against Howell, and I will 
yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. Casseu]}. 

Mr. McLAIN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire how the 
time stands? 

The SPEAKER. The time so far has been evenly divided with 
the exception of one minute. 

Mr. McLAIN. How much time is remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Two hours and fifty-five minutes, to be 
equally divided to-day. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I now yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania |[Mr. CassEL] such time as he may desire. 

Mr.CASSEL. Mir. Speaker, the contested-election case of Con- 
nell versus Howell is one which has been given very careful con- 
sideration by Elections Committee No. 3, and the results of that 
investigation have been very fully given to this House by the 
chairman of the committee. 

I want to say, however, that in my judgment this is a case in 
| which both contestant and contestee are thoroughly honest and 
| upright men, and I do not think that anyone in the investigation 
| has accused the contestee of being a party to any irregularities 
| that may have occurred at the time of his election, and he has 

been very fair and manly in his statements in reference to the 
case, stating frankly and openly that unless he was given a fair 
and honest majority of all votes cast at the election he did not 
wish to retain his seat. 

It was with this idea in my mind that I went into the investi- 

| gation with the other members of the committee, with the re- 
| sults as stated in our report, although personally I would have 
favored a report showing a larger majority for Mr. Connell, as I 
am convinced that under the laws of the State of Pennsylvania 
there were many illegal votes cast that should have been deducted 
| from the votes reported for Mr. Howell. 
The results have been brought about by the very strong parti- 
| san feelings on the part of many of the election boards who held 
| this election. he laws of Pennsylvania have been made to in- 
sure an honest election and a strictly secret ballot. As a member 
of the Pennsylvania legislature I have helped to pass a num 
these laws, and it has been and is the aim of that State to protect 
its elections and to have honest returns. 

The qualifications of a voter in Pennsylvania are: Residence, a 
small tax,and American citizenship. Our residence clause states 
that a man must live within the State one year, and must have 
been registered in the district at least sixty days before the elec- 
tion, at which time a poll tax is levied against him. If he isa 
| single man this poil tax is 50 cents, and if a married man the poll 

tax is 25 cents. By the payment of this amount of tax a map is 
| entitled to vote for a period of two years, but the tax must be 
paid thirty days before the election at which he intends to vote. 
This tax had become a source through which votes could be pur- 
chased by the heads of certain organizations buying up these poll 
taxes, and in this way keeping a man from his vote unless he 
voted with the organization holding these tax receipts. In order 
| to overcome this the legislature of Pennsylvania passed a law 
which reads as follows: 


er of 


PAYMENT OF TAX. 


SECTION 1. That from and after the passage of this actit shall be unlawful 
for any person or persons to pay or cause to be paid any o mor poll 
tax assessed against any elector, except on written and s re r r of such 
elector authorizing such payments to be made, which written and sig 
| der must be presented at least thirty days prior to the date at which 
elector desires to vote. 
Src. 2. That it shall be unlawful for any officer, clerk, or other per 
thorized to collect taxes and receipt therefor to receive payment of 
| ceipt for any occupation or poll tax assessed for State or county purposes 
from any person other than the elector, except upon his written and signed 
| order authorizing such payments to be made 
Sec. 3. It shali be unlawful for any person to vote or attempt to vote at 
| any election upon a tax receipt obtained in violation of thisact. (Act of lith 
July, 1897, P. L., 276.) 


s<cupa 


son ane 


r re- 


There is no question but what thousands of votes were cast in 
| Lackawanna County in the election of November 4, 1902, the 
| voters of which were not entitled to a vote because this tax was not 

paid. If the legislature of Pennsylvania had the right to makea 
qualification of this kind, then these votes were illegal and 
| should be excluded from the returns. 

The law of our State also gives citizens the privilege of voting 

in case their names are left off the registration list, provided they 
| can prove at the polls that they are entitled toa vot In thi 
| trict there were between 400 and 500 affidavits filed which 


s dis- 


were 
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defective. Some of them were not even signed by the voter, Mr. BENNY. Did these 379 witnesses the gentleman speaksof 
others were filled up partially, but many blanks were left unfilled, | testify for whom they voted on that day? PRs ae 
and consequently I think all these votes should be deducted from Mr. CASSEL. The majority of them did not. 
the results. Mr. BENNY. Were they asked the question? 

The testimony has been taken of competent witnesses which Mr. CASSEL. They were not. As was stated here yes: 
goes to prove that a large number of these votes were cast for Mr. | both counsel for the contestee and the contestant stated that i 
Howell, and, being illegal, should be deducted from the vote given | was not necessary for them to answer that question, but th . 
to him in the returns. politics was proven plainly by the associations which they |e, ' 

One of the greatest wrongs, however, in the whole proceeding | by the people who brought them there and voted them, by +h. 
was the voting of a great many unnaturalized foreigners. Penn- | people who marked their tickets, by the people who urged i}, » 
sylvania has been one of the greatest States in the Union for re- | to come down to vote, and who stated openly for whom they wes 
ceiving into its borders people from all the nations on the face of | voting and working on that day. 
the earth. It has been its pleasure to make many of the best citi- Mr. BENNY. Do I understand that the gentleman has q 
zens of our country out of these foreign-born people; but our State | ducted these 379 from Mr. Howell's total count? 
is very jealous of its citizenship, and I think that the Congressof | Mr. CASSEL. We have not in the report of the majority. pot 
the United States should throw around the naturalization law | in the statement that I wish to make before I close | wilj state 
still greater restrictions. To be an American citizen is one of the | that I have deducted 379 votes, in order to prove what I believe 
greatest honors which a man can have, and for us to give this | should have been Mr. Connell’s majority, amounting to 2.34. jy. 
citizenship to foreign-born people without character, education, | stead of 223 as shown by the majority report. There were 15) 
or principle, and who have no knowledge of the laws of our coun- | votes proven of nonresidents; there were 172 voters who had ro. 
try, who have no interest in the broad ideas of liberty which have | ceived illegal assistance; there were 92 people whose names are 
been established in the minds of our own children, is a great mis- | on the register list as having voted, but who swore themselves 
take, and our own people will soon lose the great honor which | that they were not present on that day and did not vote at that 
they have for their citizenship if we continue to lower the stand- | election. These make in all 1,707 votes outside of the illegal afi- 
ard of this citizenship as we have in the past. davits of persons who are reported as having voted on that day 

There were many of this class of men who voted at the election | and whose votes were illegal. The matter of the admission of 
in Lackawanns County in November, 19/2, who had not even | these votes of course has been left to that part of the commities 
taken out their declaration of becoming citizens. They had no | composed of lawyers. My ideas of the results of this election are 
papers of any kind to show citizenship, and yet the election | as follows: 
officers. partisans and all belonging to one party, in many | According to the official returns, Mr. Connell received 13.139 
cases allowed them to vote, and in some instances sent for them | votes. Mr. Howell received 13,600 votes. The Second and Third 
to come and vote, knowing they were not entitled to the priv- | wards of Winton, the first district of Old Forge, and the five 
ilege. wards of Dunmore should be thrown out. This would deduct 

Mr. Speaker, in the argument made yesterday by the gentleman | from Mr. Connell’s vote 488 votes and from Mr. Howell’s vote 
from Massachusetts [Mr. THAYER] in reference to the majority | 1,105, which would leave Mr. Connell a total of 12.651 and Mr. 
given at the election in November, 1902, for Mr. Pattison, can- | Howell a total of 12,495. But to this must be adied the 32 
didate for governor, and comparing it with the majority given | votes which have been proven for Mr. Connell, which would 
for Mr. Howell, he asked the question why the difference in votes. | make his vote 12,683; and from Mr. Howell's vote we must de- 

This question, in my mind, is a very simple one, and has been | duct these illegal votes which have been proven by good testi- 
explained in the testimony given to us in the report. The Demo- | mony, as I believe, 2,206, leaving him a total of 10.289, This 
crats of Lackawanna County are very much like the Democrats | would give a majority of 2,394 for Mr. Connell. I believe these 
throughout the rest of the United States. They are united on | figures to be as nearly correct as they can be had from this great 
local issues, but divided on national issues and platforms. mass of testimony which has been brought before our committee, 

It has been shown to us here very plainly that a large propor- | and I think that Mr. Connell’s majority is not only what has been 
tion of the Democrats of Lackawanna County in convention nomi- | stated by the majority report, but it should be a great many more, 
nated Mr. Connell as their candidate for Congress. It has also | as I have shown. 
been shown that the minority, a part of the Democratic party, I might go further into an explanation of the election laws of 
withdrew from that convention and nominated Mr. Howell for | the State of Pennsylvania. They aresimple, and yet supposed 
the same office. This matter was taken before the State courts | be entirely fair. Thejudge and inspectors of election are e! 
at Harrisburg, and in their rulings both names were removed | by the people. We have one judge and two inspectors, w 
from the ballot. Consequently Mr. Howell was placed in nomi- | chosen in February of each year, and each voter can vot 
nation by nomination papers, and Mr. Connell was placed in | one inspector, thus generally giving the minority on 
nomination by the Republican party and also by nomination | These inspectors each then appoint a clerk, and the board 
papers. The Democratic party was divided on this issue and, | of these five men. . : 
while they were united in their support for governor of Pennsyl- There appears to be a misunderstanding in reference to the reg- 
vania, it divided their vote when it came to ballot for a Member | istration book in the hands of the election officers on the day 0! 
of Congress. election. The law is very plain when it says that the county 

Consequently it explains to us very plainly why the difference | commissioners shall make up a check list from the registration 
in votes was occasioned. There was a greatdeal of talk here yes- | book, and this shall be placed in the hands of the inspectors 0! 
terday in reference to the throwing out of the three wards—one | election, and they shall mark opposite the names of the yoters 
in Old Forge and two in Winton. I want to say that there are | when the ballots arecast by them. Theoriginal registration ) 0% 
five wards in the borough of Dunmore that, according to the tes- | is not placed in the hands of the officers. Any names not found 
timony, should have been rejected and thrown out of this count. | in these check lists in the hands of the inspectors, or any nalies 
Mr. Howell’s majority in these five wards was 164 votes. His | under which any disqualifications are marked, of course, are 1\t 
majority in the three wards which were thrown out was 453 | entitled to a vote unless affidavits are filed showing they are clu 
votes, so that without putting into the record any votes except | zens and residents of the district. : 
from these eight districts Mr. Connell’s majority would have As I have said before, the trouble in the districts in «uestlon 
been 158 votes. But there has been given to us in the record, | appears to have been due to the fact that the officers In these «is 
fully and plainly, the testimony, as has been stated here, of 6,500 | tricts were apparently strong partisans, and determined to bring 
witnesses. Many of these have not been pertinent to the issue, | about results without reference to justice or law. [Applause 
bdut the witnesses that have been pertinent to the issue have been Mr. McLAIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield fifteen minutes tv the gel 
named in the brief presented by the contestant. tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Surras}. ot 

He has named the parties, he has referred to their testimony by Mr. SHIRAS. Mr. Speaker, I have examined the ma . 

age, and to their politics by page as well, and this House has | minority reports in this case. Ihave also looked over the evel’ 

sefore it in this report a full and complete statement of each of | that was considered material, and I consulted at a consiicn' 
these illegal voters and, as near as possible, as to how each voted. | length of time with the majority of the members that compon" 
We find in this that there were 386 disqualified for the reason | the Republican majority in this committee. Notwit! sta 
that they did not make legal proof sufficient to warrant them in | the consideration given to the report of the majority, [fi 
voting. There were 379 votes cast of nonnaturalized persons. | unable to agree in the recommendations made by my | 
Every one of these men appeared upon the witness stand and | leagues. In the first place, permit me to say that | do pronds cond 
stated that they were not naturalized, and that they had voted | tion for an instant the sincerity of the gentlemen w" ee 
for Congressman on this day in November, 1902. There were 875 | the majority of this committee. Anyone who listen d ee 
who voted who testified themselves that they had not paid a tax | marksof the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. BIRDSALL] and at Mr 
within two years, the limit of time which is required to pay a tax | man of this committee, the gentleman from New e k ' 
in the State of Pennsylvania. This is their own testimony, not | DriscoLL], must be impressed with the fact that th 
that of hearsay. believe they are right. 
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They are also to be credited with the fact that they had to deal 
with one of the most difficult casesin point of extent of testimony 
andnumber of witnesses of any case thathas been presented here 
for years. : aa : , 

Now, I do not question their sincerity; and, under ordinary 


circumstances, I take it, it is the duty of Members of this House | 


to follow the suggestions and recommendations made by the ma- 
jority of the committee that has examined a case of this kind. 
While, therefore, I do not question the sincerity of my fellow- 
members who wrote this majority report, neither do I question 
very seriously their judgment up to a certain point. When you 
come to examine the majority report down to a certain point, it 
will be found they were substantially right, but when they be- 
come impregnated with the germs of “ aliundeism ”’ they seem to 
act, as it appears to me, with utter disregard to the law that 
should control in a case of this kind. 

Ina few moments I shall refer briefly to the question of aliunde 
evidence; but before touching upon that point I want to say to 
ny Republican colleagues that this is admittedly aclose case from 
the standpoint of the majority. There are 6,500 witnesses and 
9500 pages of testimony, and doubtless thousands and tens of 
thousands of dollars were spent in preparing this issue for this 
pody to consider. And what was the result? The majority find 
a plurality of 223 votes in favor of the contestant out of a total 
of 28,000 votes cast in that district. They have taken the posi- 


tion, necessarily, that if there had been a change of 112 votes in | 


that district Mr. Connell—the contestant—would have been de- 
feated. 
Now, gentlemen, you must remember that while that is con- 


ceded by the majority of the committee representing this side of | 
the House, the Democrats do not concede that the result was so 
You must take the situation as it existed there; and thére | 


ci05e, 
are equities in the case that seem to me to throw a great deal of 
light on the situation. In the first place, we are told that we 
ought to follow the majority of the committee because of the 
great volume of testimony taken. Now, gentlemen, let me tell 
you those are wooden guns piled up there. 


fied of the fact that the case rests upon a very few pages of testi- 
mony and several very simple propositions of law. 


The testimony relied upon here is substantially quoted in the | 
If any Member will take the two reports and | 


minority report. 
go off quietly by himself for an hour and analyze this case, he 


willcome to a conclusion without the necessity of ‘looking into | 


the testimony further; or if he has listened to the debate of yes- 
terday, he must in the same way have reached a conclusion as to 
how he should vote. 


Now, the idea of any Republican here trying to hide behind that | 


mass of testimony, and saying, ‘“‘I am unable to delve into all the 


depths of this case and come to a conclusion, and I can satisfy my | 
conscience by following the lead of this committee,’’ is, it seems | 


to me, fallacious. Some gentlemen on this sidé undertake to 
throw the responsibility on the committee in that way. They 
say: ‘I believe the members of the committee to be honest, con- 
scientions men. ‘They have gone through this mass of testimony, 
and we can not do better, under the circumstances, than follow 
their conclusion.”’ 

On that point I wish your attention. The determination of this 
ee not require the consideration of the testimony to any 
great extent. 
been repeatedly read and referred to on both sides of the House. 


Mr. DRISCOLL. Does the gentleman mean to say that all the | 


naterial evidence has been read? 


Mr. SHIRAS. Allthe material evidence, the evidence that you | 
| Is not that the fact? 


rely upon, has been mentioned, its character analyzed and pre- 
sented to the House. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. We could not do that in a week. 

_ Mr. SHIRAS. “When you come to consider the questions of law 

involved here, if you are inclined to give due weight to those 

a nine-tenths of this testimony must be ruled out abso- 
ely, 

Mr. CASSEL. Has the gentleman read the briefs of the con- 
testant and contestee in this case? 

Mr. SHIRAS. I have read the report very carefully three or 
our times and have consulted with practically every member of 
the majority of the committee except Mr. DriscoL.L, whom I 
Ned to see several times. I say the report—— 

Mr. CASSEL. Iam speaking of the briefs which set forth the 

case a8 presented by the two committees. 
Mr. SHIRAS, As I have already said, I have not attempted to 
read all the testimony in the case, because I have taken the word 
*f the majority as well as the minority of the committee that the 
material evidence on which they rely has been presented. 

[think it can be shown that the great mass of this testimony 
lust be ruled out, not only because it comes under the head of 

lunde proof, but because this aliunde evidence can not be ap- 


If you have listened | 
tothe debate up to the present time you must have been satis- | 


The testimony upon which the issue here turns has | 
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| plied owing to the failure to connect it up with the votes thrown 
out; and when you come to consider the matter, therefore, it will 
be found that four or five thousand pages of this testimony can 
not properly be considered. 

Now, let us look at another feature of this case. 
trict of Pennsylvania in 1902 was Democratic. The Democratic 
candidate for governor carried it by some five or six thousand ma- 
jority; and before the election every Republican who knew any- 
thing about the state of the case in that district knew that there 
was very little question that the Democratic Congressional candi- 
date would carry that district, although ordinarily a Republican 
district. 

Consequently, the Democrats knowing this, and knowing that 
they had more than a fighting chance, there was every reason in 
the world why they should put forward a representative Demo- 
crat to lead them to the victory which would surely come to them 
in that district when the votes were cast in 1902. 

Mr. GILBERT. What were the changed conditions that led 
people to think it would go Democratic? 

Mr. SHIRAS. There was a series of labor strikes growing out 
of the coal business there, and Mr. Connell was one of the lead- 
ing coal operators, and it was natural under those conditions to 
expect reprisals. 

The county of Lackawanna gave the Democratic candidate for 
governor between five and six thousand majority. Now, the 
Democrats, knowing that this was coming, saw their duty, and 
| they therefore expected to nominate a Democratic candidate, be- 
| cause in that ordinarily Republican district they expected to elect 
| their candidate. 

Now, what happened? The kind friends of the contestant went 
into a Democratic convention, disrupted it, and, witha very small 
| minority of the convention apparently, got the Democratic nomi- 

nation. Although he is coming here to-day charging fraud 

against the Democracy? he received and filed a Democratic certifi- 
| cate of nomination in Dauphin County. Mr. Howell, who had 
the majority of the convention, also received a Democratic nomi- 
nation, and that was filed in Dauphin County. A contest arose, 
and the courts of Pennsylvania decided that the nomination given 
| to Mr. Connell was illegal and threw him off the Democratic 
| ticket. 

Mr. SWANSON. Do you mean he claimed to be the Demo- 
cratic nominee? 

Mr. SHIRAS. Yes. 

Mr. GILBERT. What proportion of that convention voted for 
Mr. Connell? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will my colleague permit a question? 

Mr. SHIRAS. Yes. 

Mr. GILBERT. What proportion of the Democrats in that 
convention—— 

Mr. SHIRAS. I have yielded tomy colleague, Mr. OLMSTED. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I understood you to find fault with the Demo- 
cratic convention for nominating or attempting to nominate a 
Republican. 

Mr. GILBERT. Asa Democrat. 

Mr. SHIRAS. Isay Mr. Connell went to a Democratic conven- 
tion and was nominated. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Let me ask my colleague if he himself was 
not nominated by a Democratic organization? 

Mr. SHTRAS. Yes, and the three other Republican Congress- 
men in Allegheny County also received Citizens’ nominations. 
| Mr. DaLzeLy himself received a Citizens’ nomination, although 
he did not receive a Democratic nomination. 


The Tenth dis- 





| 
| 
| 
| 





| 
| 
| 
party nominations. 
' 


Mr. OLMSTED. Did you receive Democratic support and were 
you elected in that way against the regular Republican nominee? 
Mr. SHIRAS. 


That is not the fact, sir, as stated. Iran as an 


avowed Republican, and, as is often the case, received several 


Mr. KLUTTZ. The Democrats did not vote for you, did 
Mr. OLMSTED. <A good many of them did. [Laughter. 
Mr. SHIRAS. As this matter is becoming a little personal, 
perhaps I had better refer briefly to the political situation in Alle- 
gheny County. We have not any Democratic party in Allegheny 
County practically, for they have joined in the fight for good gov- 
ernment; we have two Republican parties there. If the Demo- 
crats had run a Democratic candidate in my district against two 


they? 


| Republicans, he would not receive probably more than 4,000 votes 


out of the 30,000 votes cast. 

Mr. CONNELL. To which party do you belong? 

Mr. SHIRAS. When the vote was taken there I had 14,500 
votes: the other Republican had about 14,500 votes, so there was 
but a very small difference between the two, but the vote that 
was cast there for me represented the untrammeled, nonoffice- 
holding vote in my district. I think I got practicaily every fair- 
minded, untrammeled Republican vote in that district in that 
particular contest. [Laughter.] I will tell you why I think so, 
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Mr. OLMSTED. Then thereare 14,500 trammeled Republicans | 
in that district? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SHIRAS. No; but there are thousands of officeholders in 
that district, Federal, State, and county [laughter], and two or 
three thousand relatives. Now, I got few of those votes. 

Mr. CASSEL. What was the majority in that district? 

Mr. SHIRAS. The majority in that district was 18. 

Mr. CASSEL. What has become of the parties that nomi- 
nated you at that time? Have not they gone back into the Repub- 
lican party? 

Mr. SHIRAS. I am not going back into the pedigree of Alle- | 
gheny County politics. No one can understand them, and I can 
not expect the gentleman to understand them. 

Mr. GILBERT. There is no contest about your seat. 

Mr. SHIRAS. The gentleman refers to the 18 majority as ap- 
parently indicating that I did not represent the Republicans in 
my district, intimating that if I did I would have had a larger | 
majority. 

Mr. OLMSTED. No; I think it simply shows that you have 
become one the 6,000 officeholders. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SHIRAS. You look at it from a different point of view. 
Now let me tell you gentlemen about that district. My Republican 
opponent ran on the ‘‘ organization’’ Republican ticket, on the 
same ticket as Governor Pennypacker, on the so-called ** straight 
Republican ticket.’’ Governor Pennypacker carried the Twenty- 
ninth Congressional district by 20,000 majority, and my Repub- 
lican opponent was not elected. Didthe Democrats do that? My 
opponent ran 20,000 votes behind the Republican State ticket in | 
this Congressional district. Could he-have been more badly de- | 
feated? 

Mr. KENNEDY. 
wanna, did it not? 
Mr. SHIRAS. Iam being diverted from what I was saying. 

Mr. GILBERT. Now will the gentleman answer my question? | 
What proportion of the Democrats in the convention in this Con- 
gressional district were in favor of the nomination of Mr. Connell 
as the Democratic nominee? 

Mr. THAYER. Thirty-two out of 192. 

Mr. SHIRAS. Now, gentlemen, you do not want to hear me 
on what the Democrats of Allegheny County could, would, or | 
should have done, or my political pedigree, but it is simply a ques- | 
tion of fact, ‘* Who was elected?’’ and you can not see who has 
been elected, for the Committee on Elections have so limited the 
inquiry that not over fifteen of the witnesses whose testimony 
was taken is material to this issue. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Let me call your attention 

Mr. SHIRAS. Let me give the reason, because I do not want 
to make a statement and then have to analyze it before I go on. 
I started to say that the result of this Democratic convention was 
that not only was Mr. Connell’s nomination thrown off the Dem- 
ocratic ticket, but Mr. Howell, the admitted Democrat, who posi- 
tively was a Democrat and whom the Democrats knew had a | 
chance of election, was also thrown off the Democratic ticket. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McLAIN. 
he desires it. 

Mr. SHIRAS. The controversy that arose in this Democratic 
convention, in which the contestant desired to carry off the prize, 
is not material, or ought not to be, except for one phase. Every- 
one here who is candid will admit that if Mr. Howell had been 
before his district on the straight Democratic ticket, it would 
have given him four to five thousand Democratic majority, and 
he would have certainly gotten it but for the extraordinary and 
peculiar methods of procedure of that Democratic convention. 

Therefore I say, gentlemen, the question in this controversy is 
as to the alleged Democratic convention, with a Republican can- 
didate, and an actual Democratic candidate. I take it that all 
Republican Members here who are in favor of fair play well know 
that Mr. Howell got 461 majority, instead of the 4,000 or 5,000 
he ordinarily would have had. It is difficult for this committee 
to show that all these votes were intentionally fraudulent. I take 
the position that in the consideration of this case there is no 
doubt that the committee has failed to fully understand the sub- 
sequent effect of this Democratic convention when figuring upon 
the majority that Howell would have had. 


Mr. CASSEL. Do you mean to say that the committee, which 


The same thing occurred over in Lacka- | 


I will yield the gentleman ten minutes more if | 


has given two weeks’ continuous work in going over this evidence | 
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| cincts, which they charged to have been, on their face. fu]] 


| votes of persons who had not registered, and those. { 
| extent, were technically illegal votes, but instead of talkin 


| part of these were technically illegal ballots and not fraudule t j 


| sult of that was that Mr. Howell still had 8 majority a 


| in their process, by aliunde proof—they found that 32 of thos 





and testimony, four weeks almost, commencing at 10 o’clock in 
the morning and continuing until 5 o’clock, and giving through 
their report their conclusions that they have arrived at, that 
they do not know more of it than you, when you say that you 
have not been able even to read it? 

Mr. SHIRAS. I have been trying to get to the very proposi- 
tion, because the bulk, perhaps, of this testimony, showing what | 
you did, is what has led up to my general proposition, viz, whether 
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SL 
you have established the fact of Mr. Connell being entitled | 
seat under this evidence. Now, what do you do? You f; d 161 
plurality in favor of the Democratic candidate, and you ; har . 
that to 223 in favor of the contestant. How do you do that» + 
to a certain point the committee did not go astray. It showed f 


think, good judgment when it took up the case of these thy oe. 


I Traud, 


a 


To take these up and with careful judgment proceed to dota 
mine how they would get at the fraud and what effect ¢}), fraud 
had on the general result. — 

But they did not treat it fairly. In thefirst place, they found 50 


illegal votes of persons who had not paid their taxes: 5) j)Joe) 


votes out of Old Forge and the Second and Third wards o 


| ton, and even charging all against Mr. Howell, what d 


do? They threw out the entire 797 votes, though Mr. Howell s 


| 454 majority. 


Mr. McLAIN. May the gentleman allow me to interry 
for a moment just to say I will allow him as much tim 
wants and he can proceed as he desires. 

Mr. SHIRAS. Now, that, gentlemen, is the starting point of 
this case. Here are districts that cast 797 votes that gave My 
Howell 625 votes and 172 to the contestant, and an admission that 


as he 


the worst sense. They threw out those 797 votes, and they do not 
show in the evidence taken in Old Forge and in the Secon 
Third wards of Winton that any single one—mark me—that a sin 
gle one of those fraudulent votes had been cast for Mr. How 
but,on the contrary, the only evidence of illegal vot 
that they were cast for the contestant. Is that not correct, I ask 
tle gentleman from New York? 

Mr. SWANSON. You mean that there was no 
ballot box? 

Mr. SHIRAS. 


I say in the proof they did not attempt to pr 


| any of those illegal votes had been cast for Mr. Howell. 


Mr.SWANSON. They weresimply people who voted not! 


| properly registered. 


Mr. SHIRAS. There may have been false impersonations, 
there may have been cases of extreme frauds, but I am not de- 
fending that; I am analyzing how they got at the question of the 
separate fraudulent votes or assumed illegal votes- 

Mr. GILBERT. They cast that vote to Mr. Howell without 


| any proof 


Mr. SHIRAS. They found nothing, in my judgment, wl 
should lead to the throwing out of the entire precincts. The re- 
d then 
they went back and by aliunde proof—here is the dangerous point 
Now, what was th 
It was this: Here were thr 


votes had been cast for Mr, Connell. 
gentlemen, of that finding? 


| cincts with-797 votes and with the large majority of 454 fo1 


Howell which were absolutely thrown out. They destroyed 


| entire vote, yet found Mr. Howell elected by 8 majority. 
| then go back and go over the embers, you might say, of | 


stroyed votes and find 32 for Mr. Connell, and turn that 
cratic district, which gave 454 majority for Mr. Howell 
Mr. Connell by a unanimous vote—32 for Connell, not! 
Howell. It seems incredible. 

Mr.SWANSON. Which gave that majority? 

Mr. SHIRAS. Yes. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Will the gentleman yield for a 4 

Mr. SHIRAS. Certainly. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Is not that the ordinary pract 
a district or poll is thrown out for fraud, to go back anc )t 
votes cast for both parties by evidence aliunde? Was that! 
done in the Fifty-fifth Congress in the case of Wise v. } 
in many other cases? 

Mr. SHIRAS. I do not think it was ever done un 
tions as they existed in this case. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. No two conditions in elections 41 
alike, but where we throw out votes of certain distric' 
of fraud, the practice for both parties is to go back and | 
votes cast for their candidates aliunde. Tee 

Mr. SHIRAS. Now, I want to ask a question in return 
not a fact that those three districts cast 797 votes, Wii! 
Mr. Howell a majority of 454 votes, and by throwing | 
precincts it still left a majority of 8, and that the ac’ 
committee in finding those 32 votes put the result in ta 
Connell? 1 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Why, yes, but—— [Applause on the ©" 
cratic side.] Oh, there is nothing to cheer about tl 1s; W 
dealing in facts here. We stated it yesterday ourselv‘ cea 
not necessary for a Mugwump from Pennsylvania to sta 
again. I simply say, is it not the invariable rule? Did t a 
Howell have the same chance to go back and prove his yore 
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those districts? Did he not have the same opportunity to prove 
them if he wanted to? ! 

Mr. SHIRAS. Now, gentlemen, I am trying to talk about the 
equities in this case. ; 
Mr. NORRIS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SHIRAS. Certainly. ; Loe di 

Mr. NORRIS. In your judgment, was the committee justified 
in throwing out the three precincts? Do you agree with them in 
hat? : ; 
44 SHIRAS. Ido not agree with them on that point. I do 
not criticise them very harshly, but I do not agree with them. 
What I think they ought to have done is, having found about 125 
irregular votes, some technically irregular and some absolutely 


fraudulent, they should have deducted those votes, even if they | 


jeducted them all from Howell. That would have been bad 
enough, but to throw them all out was unfair, in my judgment. 

Mr. CASSEL. In the report of the Second Ward of Winton, 
184 votes were cast for Howell and 178 votes were declared and 
proved fra udulent. 

Mr. SHIRAS. Who found them frandulent? 

Mr. CASSEL. They were shown to be fraudulent by the evi- 


den *e, 


Mr. SHIRAS. Now, we find the case stands in this way. That | 


when they took the disputed districts this great number of votes, 
amounting to nearly 800, were thrown out of the three precincts. 
making a unanimous vote for Connell of 32 to nothing. That, if 
sustained, would elect Connell by 24 majority. Now, that does 
not look like much of a plurality to come into the House here 
with, with thousands of pages of testimony at an expense of 
thousands of dollars, showing only a plurality of 24. Well, what 
does the committee do? They had a taste of ‘‘ aliundeism,”’ and 
they then did what, to my mind, is the one illegal proposition 


that bars out most of this testimony. The testimony was taken | 


showing that 1,700 illegal votes were cast: yes, upward of 2,000. 
If] am incorrect I wish the chairman would correct me- 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Two thousand and two. 

Mr. SHIRAS. ‘Two thousand and two; and when the commit- 
teecame to consider these votes they were of the opinion that 


there were a number of fraudulent votes, and under aliunde | 
proof they attempted to show that a great number had been cast | 


for Mr. Howell, and thousands and thousands of pages of testi- 


mony were taken upon that branch of the case. I do not say it | 


was wrong to take the testimony upon that point, but I say that 
when the committee came to make the report they really barred 


out the testimony and have prevented its consideration by the | 
House. They found, I repeat, that there were 1.70) illegal votes; | 


and what did they do? They file a report in which they say that 
“at least 200 votes’’—that is the language of the report—‘‘ at 
least 200°’ of these votes were cast for Howell. 

When they came to make the report, you find that in round 
numbers they deduct 200 from Howell. Let meshow you what that 


neans, Upon an investigation of the attitude of the members of | 


the committee we find that they can not tell who the various parties 


were, what their names were, or where they were located. Is this | 
hot mostextraordinary? In my mind it is the turning point in this | 
case, Not only we as Republicans can not know, but the oppo- | 


sition are powerless to pass upon the two questions that arise in 


tach of these 200 eases: Was the vote illegal, and was it cast for | 
Mr. Howell? It is the introduction af this bad precedent that | 


arouses in the main my opposition. 


Thus, having agreed that there were 1,700 illegal votes, and | 


believing that ‘* at least 200°’ of them were cast for Mr. Howell, 
they promptly charge them up and take from his count 200 votes 
that are not identified by name or voting precinct. 


_Mr. KENNEDY. Why, they were passed upon by the major- | 


ty of the committee. 
Mr. SHIRAS, I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 


these 200 votes and has got them entered on the record, in the 
— as 200 voters from certain precincts? And by a vote of 
® committee determined that they were illegal? 


_Mr. KENNEDY. The committee passed upon 200. In my | 


judgment there are a thousand. 
Mr. SHIRAS. Now, I want to ask the gentleman how he 
passed On those 200. Where are they? What are their names? 
hy does the committee not have them in its report? 
Mr, KENNEDY. I did not draw the report. 
wt RANDELL of Texas. The committee did not pass on the 


Mr, SHIRAS. I am not saying there were not 200 illegal votes 
‘te. Tam not saying that they ought not to be deducted, if you 


Can prove th 


wh Say tothe members of the majority of this committee that 
oman? had a vote that they wanted to deduct from Mr. 
haiy 8 count, one of the gentlemen should have said, ‘‘ Mr. 

man, I move you that the vote of John Smith, illegal by 


false registration or nonpayment of taxes, which vote the evi- 
dence shows has been cast for Mr. Howell, shall be deducted 
from his.count.’? That should have been put to a vote of the en- 
tire committee, and if the committee affirmatively by its major- 
ity struck that out, the Republicans and Democrats voting upon 
it, then that vote should have been taken from the count of Mr. 
Howell. 

But what have you done? You have simply come to the con- 
clusion—all of you, as individuals—that there were ‘‘ at least 200” 
illegal votes out of 1,700 that were cast for Mr. Howell, and you 
have deducted them without identifying them by the name of the 
voter or voting precinct, a thing I never heard of, even in the 
‘*solid South.’’? Now, unless the members of this committee can 
deny what I say here—that they have taken 200 votes that they 
‘an not identify—it seems to me that it shows the dangerous 
character of the aliunde evidence, and it is upon that that this 
gentleman [pointing] relies for obtaining his seat. 

Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, let me answer that just here. First, 
the members of the minority say that these questions were not dis- 
cussed by the majority who signed this report. The majority 
report was signed by the majority members of this committee, and 
it was not submitted to the minority. We passed a resolution by 
vote of the committee stating that we thought that Mr. Connell 
was entitled to his seat. The majority then prepared this report 
and signed it. 

Mr. SHIRAS. Let me ask the gentleman a question—— 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman let me make 
a statement right here? I do not want to take any of his time. 

Mr. SHIRAS. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The majority of the committee furnished the 
minority of the committee the names of the thirty-two voters 
whose testimony was established by aliunde evidence. We are 
able to examine them and see for ourselves whether there is any- 
| thing upon which to base it. They do not furnish us any of the 
list of the 200 men that they say illegally voted for Mr. Howell, 
and we can not examine that, and the House can not. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker. I would like to ask right here 
the gentleman from South Carolina a question. Is it true that 
the majority furnished the minority those thirty-two names? Is 
it not true that I asked one member to furnish the names that 
he had examined to the rest of us, and also to the members of the 
minority? 

Mr. JOHNSON. May I make another statement? 

Mr. SHIRAS. Mr. Speaker, I have not yielded to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. DrIscoLu]. 

Mr. JOHNSON. May I answer the gentleman's question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHIRAS. Yes; I will yield to the gentleman from South 
Carolina. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The majority of the committee divided up 
this work. That is the reason they do not know any more about 
it. One man examined one part of the record and another man 
another. I examined all of it. Thatis the difference. [Laugh- 
ter.] One member of the committee who made up thg list of the 








ves the gentleman mean to say that his committee passed upon | 


32 aliunde votes handed that list to the ranking member of the 
minority of the committee, and the majority of the committee 
adopted his work. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Let me ask this question, Is there any 
evidence in the record showing that the 200 votes thus thrown 
out were cast for Mr. Howell? 

Mr. JOHNSON. We do not know whose votes those 200 were; 
the names are not given. 

Mr. SHIRAS. Now, I should like to make this reply to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CasseL}]. He having ad- 
mitted that he and his five colleagues on the committee passed 
| upon these 200 votes; suppose that on the question of charging 
up those votes for Mr. Howell or taking them away from him 
there had been a division among those six members of the com- 
mittee; suppose the vote had been 4 to 2, then, if the Democratic 
members had come in and voted on that question, that vote would 
| not have been thrown out. 





em, but I say you have to doit ina legal way. Let | 


In other words, there was only a majority of a majority voting 
| upon that question of striking out these votes. The result is that 
the committee itself does not know what those 200 votes repre- 
sent. They could not agree and have not agreed on that point. 
Those votes are simply floating in the air, without name or habi- 
| tation. No one can identify those voters. No member of the 
| committee or anyone else can do so. 
Mr. CASSEL. I believe that I speak truthfully when I say 
that at least four of the six members of the majority of the com- 
| mittee, after having gone over the testimony in the case name by 
name and man by man, comparing the testimony on the one side 
| and on the other, were in favor of putting into this report any- 
where from 500 to 1,000 of those people. 
Mr. SHIRAS. It would not have been any worse if you had 
done s0. 


| 
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Mr. CASSEL. We were satisfied, and supposed the majority 
of the committee would be. 

Mr. SHIRAS. Iam simply asking for fair play in this matter. 
T say that unless you show whose votes those 200 were, they ouglit 
not to be thrown out. it seems to me this is only ordinary fair 
play. 


{ 


Mr. DRISCOLL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask onemore | 


question—that is all? 
Mr. SHIRAS. Certainly. 


Mr. DRISCOLL. If those three districts—the Second and | 


Third wards of Winton and the first: district of Old Forge—are 
thrown out. how does that leave the vote? 

Mr. SHTRAS. It leaves the vote 8 in favor of Mr. Howell. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Now, is it not true that Mr. Howell did not 
try to prove aliunde any of the votes cast for him or any of the 


illegal votes alleged to have been cast for Mr. Connell? That is | 


true, is it not? 
Mr. SHIRAS. I will make a practical answer to that question 
in this way: It was competent, perhaps, for Mr. Howell to prove by 


aliunde testimony the whole 2,000 votes, and it would have cost | 


| tutions meant under all the circumstances of this case. - The 


| 


him $10,060 or $15,000. That sort of proceeding on the other side | 
cost the contestant probably $50,000, Such acontest of “ aliunde- | 


ism’ would bea farce, and'the prize would go to the biggest purse. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. If you have read the evidence, have you any 
doubt that at least, we will say, 10 illegal votes, because that 
number would be sufficient, were shown by evidence aliunde but 
competent to have been cast for Mr. Howell? Have you any 
doubt about that? 
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record a little appalled at the amount of work that the com; Litte 
thought was before it, and when Mr. Balentine, representin > : 


ere ; ng t 
contestee, arose to talk I inquired of him whether or not ¢. = 
admissions could not be agreed upon by counsel, so as to « adios 


the labor of the committee, calling his attention direct]y to th 
claim of the contestant to the great number of votes in these thr o* 
wards cast by men whose names were not on the registratioy list 
That was at the beginning of the hearing, and he said that the 
figures presented by the attorney for the contestant were ing my 
rate in this regard. — 

I forget what the exact figures were with reference to the Soc 
ond Ward of Winton, but it was something like 83 votes that the 
contestant claimed had been cast in this way, the names o¢ co 
who cast them not appearing upon the registry list. Mr. Balen. 
tine said that there were 50 in that ward, that the balance 
83 names on that: list were not names that did not ap 
registry list, but that they were substitutions, 

Now I want to call the attention of the House to what substi. 


of the 
pear on the 


: a — . : 0 Wa 
in which this election was conducted in these three pmecinets-- 
and the method was the same throughout this whole day of in- 
iquity in those three precincts—was this: They permitted every- 


| body to vote. Theevidence is abundant and uncontradicted upon 


that subject. Men came in during the early part of that day and 


| their names were written down on the poll book, whatever name 


Mr. SHIRAS. I did not quite catch the purport of the gentle- | 


man’s question. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Is there not aliunde evidence sufficient to 
show that at least 10 of these illegal votes were cast for Mr. 
Howell? 

Mr. SHIRAS. I do not think so, upon the evidence. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Have you examined it? 

Mr. SHIRAS. I have examined the: testimony on which the 
supporters of the contestant rely. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. You have not read it fully; you have not 
read the whole of it. 

Mr. SHIRAS. But you have not identified the voters. That 
is the reason I say that this evidence should have been barred 
out. 

Mr. FOSTER of Dlinois. Has the gentleman any doubt that 
at least 20 of those votes were cast for Mr. Howell? 

Mr. SHIRAS. Not the least. 

Now. I want to call attention to another point. In these dis- 
puted districts only 32 votes have been proved for Mr. Connell, 
where (72 are returned. Were the rest of the votes. returned for 
Mr. Connell legal or illegal? Unless this question is determined, 
it seems to me you have not proved anything. The danger that 
arises in a case of this kind is clearly shown in respect to these 
200 votes. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have taken more time than I expected. 
This is simply a question of asking forfair play. I donot believe 
it right to delegate our consciences in a close case like this to the 
committee and allow them to determine the whole question of 
law and of fact. I have no hesitation in coming to the conclu- 
sion that it is unfair to the sitting Member, unfair to the Tenth 
Congressional district, unfair to the State of Pennsylvania, and 
unfair to the Republican party to unseat Mr. Howell. [Loud 
applause. | 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I now yield to the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
KENNEDY | for forty minutes. 


ainan gave being put down. 

In Old Forge the first two names of the men who voted on that 
day were names that did not appear upon the registry list. Early 
in the day they started in that way, but as the day progressed it 


| occurred to some one in that. conspiracy that that was not a slick 


manner of doing this thing. 

Toward the close of the day the method had changed. In place 
of writing new names that did not appear upon the revistry list 
upon the poll books they picked out names on the registry list, 
and they had the voter vote in lieu of some man who was dead or 
some one who had moved out of that district. These facts ar 





| sustained by the record. There isnoroom for question. In sub- 


stituting the names of voters who presented themselves first, for 
names appearing on the registry list, it chanced in a great many 
cases that the election officers and those doing this iniquitous act 


| had some man vote in lieu of a man who was not then present, 
| but the mam himself coming in and voting afterwards under the 


Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, in rising to discuss the ques- | 


tion in this contested-eleetion case, I consider myself fortunate | 


that I am surrounded by men trained in the law, who know gen- 
erally the elementary rules of law. I shall, therefore, use none 
of my time in attempting to supplement the very able presenta- 
tion of the law applicable made by my colleagues who have argued 
and presented this case to this House. 

I shall confine myself principally to. the facts involved and in- 
cidentally to such principles.of law as arise in that discussion. 

The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Jonnson| made a 
statement here that if all the illegal votes which were found to 
have been cast in those three disputed wards were taken from 
George Howell he would still be elected. This I dispute, and I 
wish to call the attention of the House to a computation which I 
have prepared from the finding ef the majority of the committee 
along the line suggested by the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. JoHNson]. 

I want to say right here in this connection that in the hearing 
before our committee, which was protracted, lasting an entire 
week, certain admissions were made, and I want to call the 
attention of the House to the circumstances under which those 
admissions were made. 


When the argument opened we stood in the presence of this! before the: committee. They are not set forth in. our 


| 





same name. Proof is abundant im this record of the witnesses 
who testified that they voted but once, whose names appear twice. 


Mr. Holgate, the attorney for contestant, put in this list of names 
a great number of names of men whose names appeared in that 
way. 

Now, the argument arose early, and it was fiercely contested 
before our committee as to what was the probative effect of these 
two different kinds of illegal votes. The contention upon one 


| side was that where a man’s name did not appear at all upon the 


registry list that was an evidence of fraud that could not be ex- 
plained—that it demonstrated corruption and fraud. Upon the 
other side it was said that where a man simply came in and su)st- 
tuted or voted as a substitute for some one whose name was upon 
the registry list, while the vote would be illegal just the s:me— 
there was no contention about that and no denial of it—yet there 
was a contention that it did not tend to show corruption upon 
the part of the judges themselves, and that was the issue that we 
were trying before that committee. I want Members to remem 
ber that. So they separated these illegal votes into tw cusses. 
and Mr. Balentine at the opening of that argument, in the way I 
have just described, made this admission, and he made 1t with 
his cocounsel sitting by and assenting to it. He admitted that in 
Winton, Second Ward, there were fifty men who voted without 


making affidavits, whose names were not on the registry Ut. 
In the Third: Ward there were fifty-three, and in Old Forge minet) 
The argument progressed for an entire week, and as 1 was 
being. concinded, counsel for contestant having demonstrated 
the minds of the entire committee, I believe, that these facts ex 
isted, every fourth mam coming in there and putting in a ballot 


when his name was not on the registry list, when the law 0! Penn 
sylvania made it a crime for the. election officers to receive that 
vote, lie also admitted, under those circumstances, that Wet 
were no affidavits made. Now, when it occurred to Mr. Greens 
mind that that admission was so important, so controlling 11 t's 
great question of the corruption of theseofficers,atthe very as" 
ment, inthe close of the case, he undertook to withdraw that .cm 
sion, when the proceedings had been conducted throug! the el 
tire argument of thecase on the theory that these admissicns W"" 
established facts in the case and that no inquiry need | a 
further about them. Take Winton, in the Second Ward 0 ae 
votes for want of registry of the:voters. There was a list (etts" 
list of names, the names are all given, and that admiss)) was 


: a were 
made, It was argued pefore the committee. The name Ot 
TUpPUs& 


mo- 


1904. 
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There were some eighty-three names on the list, Mr. Ballentine 
contending that the balance of the names, thirty-three, on that list 
were substitutions that had been, by mistake, carried into and 
ntinto the wrong Class in the brief of the contestant. They were 
«abstitutions, duplications, and illegal votes for various reasons. 
Minors voted there; men that were not naturalized; men who 
had not yaid their taxes. ‘ 

In all the report of our committee found that there were 135 
iJlegal votes in the Second Ward of Winton. ; 

Now, lest this may be denied, I want to read the finding of the 
committee upon that subject: 

The contestant’s counsel claimed in the argument that there were 83 such 


and their names are set forth in his brief. Contestee’s counsel, in his 
admitted 50. 


yotes, 
presence, 

This is on page 5. Then turning to the next page: 

In the neighborhood of 50 votes were received in the names of men who 
were present and did not vote. Votes were received in the names of dead 
men. Several duplications were received. A large number of names were 
aided to the registry list of this ward by the election officers in violation of 
the law and their duty. The illegal votes received amounted to much more 
than a majority of the votes cast and counted. 

The exact number that the committee agreed upon as that num- 
ter was 8 in this class, aside from the 50. Then we come to 
Winton Third Ward. Mlegal votes in that ward, 80; and the con- 
testee’s counsel in his presence admitted 53; substitutions, 22; 
and substitutions of another class, 15—making 90 illegal votes in 
that precinct. This is taken from the report of the committee. 
In the first district of the Old Forge, illegal votes, not registered, 
% names, not written on poll books, with 20 or more Italians, voted 
nthe names of other persons, 120 or 121, making in all 346 illegal 
yotes in these three precincts, which the gentleman asserted could 
be deducted from the count of Mr. Howell and he would still be 
dected. Take the illegal vote of these precincts, 346, together 
with 200 illegal votes that we found outside of these districts to 


sorry for them on account of their absolute lack of good sense 
and judgment in resorting to the frauds that they adopted and 
the methods they followed. 

They could have effected their object without having the re- 
turns show a single vote cast that was not registered. They 
could have put in all the illegal votes they wanted to put in by 
adopting the methods they did adopt later in the day, by having 
men vote as substitutes for men whose names were upon the 
registry lists. As the sun went down on that day the method 
changed, and the proof in this record shows it. The Italians 
came there in the evening and they voted under other names; 
they voted in the names of people whose names were upon that 
registry list. That is significant, and I want to call the attention 
of the House to the impossibility of that transaction except the 
election officers themselves acted in collusion with them. How 
did an Italian know what name to give? He had to have recourse 
to the registry list in the hands of election officers, and as the 
sun went down on that day they began to vote as substitutes for 
dead men, substitutes for men who were away in other counties, 
and the proof upon this is as clear as Holy Writ. 

Now I want to reproduce some of the suggestions that came 
before our committee as to the absolute impossibility of a man 
voting whose name was not upon the registry list of those pre- 
cincts. The law required and the judge of election took a solemn 
oath that he would not permit such men to vote unless they made 
the affidavit required bylaw. Those judges were furnished upon 
that morning with blank affidavits for that purpose. Theycould 
not have been ignorant of their duty under the law. Men began 
to come ip there. The first two who came in did not have their 
names upon the registry list, and that was in Old Forge. Ail day 
long, or during the day, at least one-fourth of the voters of those 


| three precincts voted in that way, and in the three precincts not 


have been cast for Howell from Howell’s vote and Mr. Connell | 


would be elected by 74 votes. This is based upon the theory that 
you can purge the returns of these election districts. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Speaker—— 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KENNEDY. I yield to the gentleman. 

' = JOHNSON. I presume the gentleman is referring to what 
sald? 

Mr. KENNEDY. Iam. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I said this: That if you were to deduct from 
the contestee every alleged illegal vote at these three precincts he 
would still be elected. 

Mr. KENNEDY. But we took into consideration the other 
votes, . 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
sillelected. You have got to go outside of these precincts to get 
your 200 illegal votes in order to elect the contestant. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. You do not mean that. 
that, we will take you at your word. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I always stand by my word. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I decline to yield further. 

, ~ Snr . I merely wanted to correct the gentleman 
tom Ohio, 

Mr. KENNEDY. Now, let us go for a moment into the ques- 
tion of purging these returns. I am delighted with my friend 
from South Carolina; while he was upon the floor of this House 
he ‘xclaimed with energy and force, ‘‘ Why not purge these re- 
turns’ The majority of the committee say that these returns 
must be purged. The circumstances in this case are such and so 
Peculiar that these returns must be purged. Let us, then, come 
o the question of in what way these returns can be purged and 
the true situation out there in Lackawanna Count y. 


’ . . . | 
Why, the evidence in this record shows clearly that those three | 


districts were like a deserted village at that time. There had 
‘nan exodus from these districts just a short time prior. Men 
ad gone away; houses were empty. This conspiracy of election 
sheers captured the polls, and they voted more votes by far than 
I the people who were there, Italians and everybody else. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a ques- 
saa Iknow he has not very much time, but has the gentleman 
im Ohio taken the trouble to examine the registry list and poll 
ay “0 ascertain what percentage of the registered vote was polled 
att lose pri ‘cincts? 
. KENNEDY, I have not figured the percentages. 
oon ou NSON. I venture to say in not one of the three pre- 
a - 1rown out was 75 per cent of the registered vote polled, 
Me Ri of the three precincts not 50 per cent. : 
¥ KENNEDY. I agree with the gentleman; that is correct. 
nh voters of those precincts, a great number of people 
or cae moved out of the district, had gone to other coal banks 
when the lere else to work. The places were almost deserted 
ese election officers started in to hold this election, Iam 


one single affidavit was exacted of them. What does that mean? 


I would like to hear anyone attempt to explain such conduct upon 
the part of public officers having the purity of the ballot in charge 
upon any theory except that of actual fraud. 

Will the gentleman allow me a ques- 


Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. 
tion? 

Mr. KENNEDY. I would if I could hear it. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Doesthe record show for whom those 
votes were cast? 

Mr. KENNEDY. It does not show for whom they were cast. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Therefore the committee have con- 


| cluded they were cast for Mr. Howell; is not that the conclusion 


of the committee? 
Mr. KENNEDY. They have not soconcluded. We have con- 
cluded. sir, that there was no honest election in those districts. 


; _ | We have concluded, further than that, that there is no way of 
If you throw out all the votes entirely, he is | 


purging that return so as to make a finding that is based upon 


| anything but conjecture and that the parties should be relegated to 


| the other rule and prove aliunde the vote they received. 
If you really mean | 
| be resorted to or could be resorted to in this case. 


Now, it 
is contended that some other sort of purging of those returns can 
IT haveno quarrel 


with the rule suggested, that appears as quoted in the minority 
| report, and announced by my predecessor, Mr. Taylor, in this 





House, one for whose ability and learning in the law I have the 
profoundest respect. 

It says that this rule shall not be resorted to except in cases 
where we are compelled to resort to it, and I contend that this is 
such a case. Now, we have here in these three election districts 
the election boards, and the proof is clear upon that subject, the 


| election officers themselves going outside of the booth inviting 


Italians to come in and vote, and when told that they were not 
naturalized, saying, *‘ It makes no difference; everybody votes;”’ 
and everybody did vote. The Republican watcher in Old Forge, 
a man who had been appointed and had gone to that polling place 
to see that fairness and justice was done, was excluded from the 
polling place. 

He was a Pole, well acquainted with a large number of Poles 
living in that district. Theycame there and asked the judge that 
Mr. Conowski might be permitted to mark their ballots. The 
law of Pennsylvania provides that every voter shall have that 
privilege. The judge of election himself said: ‘‘Conowski can 
not come in; there are others here.’’ There was a large party of 
Poles on that occasion that came to that polling place and wanted 
to vote and wanted Conowski to mark their ballots. He had a 
certificate issued by the proper authority authorizing him to go 
into the polling place for that purpose. The law of the land pro- 
vided that he could go there and had as much right in being 
there as the judge of elections himself. 

Mr. JOHNSON. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. KENNEDY. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Does not the law of Pennsylvania provide 
that each political party shall have three watchers at the polls, 
and only one of the three can be inside of the guard rail? 

Mr. KENNEDY. The gentleman has stated the law of Penn- 
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sylvania correctly with one exception. 

“only ’’ is there. 
Mr. JOHNSON. 
Mr. KENNEDY. 


Ido not think the word 


**One only;”’ I will get the law. 
I do not care about that. 
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Mr. Conowski was | 


called out of that election booth. He had been permitted to be in | 


there half a day, and he was called out by an active Howell par- 
tisan and urged to work for Howell. 
When he went back to go in he could not get into the polling 
place, and he did not get in there again that day. 


He said he wouldn’t do it. | 


I do not care, Mr. Speaker, whether this man had a right in | 
there under his certificate as a watcher for the Republican party 


ornot. He had that right as aman selected by these voters to mark 
their ballots. 
Poles, and they wanted him, Frank Conowski, to mark their bal- 
lots. They testify in the record that they went in and begged the 
judge to let him mark their ballots. He said, ‘‘ There are others 
here that can mark your ballots.’’ They testified that they had no 


| conspiracy among these election officers, then would you h. 


| ton did not get one vote? 


faith in the others and they went away, the whole Polish vote in | 


that precinct declining to vote on that occasion. 
how many there were, or who they intended to vote for, soas to give 
credit to the candidate and have their votes counted? 
when one goes and offers his vote, in a legal 
and under the law, whether that vote is received or not, he has 
an absolute right to prove it aliunde and have it counted. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we have that iniquity going on in that way 
all day long until the day closed. Then when the.day’s work is 


came together for a common purpose, they sit down and they 
write out their returns with their hands dirty and dripping with 
fraud, and we are asked what verity that return purports. 
of the North—we, reared up there where it is a felony, where it is 


in that. Authorities areabundant. Whatcan we predicate upon 
the returns of a set of conspirators like these? 

Mr. BENNY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. KENNEDY. Yes. 

Mr. BENNY. 


to Mr. Connell did not also direct the other conspiracy that you 
call attention to—the conspiracy in the board of elections? 

Mr. KENNEDY. 
Democratic convention. 
spiracy to any great extent, for we thought it was impertinent to 
the issue before the committee. We did go into the question of 


where this other conspiracy had its initiative, and there was no | 


doubt in the record where that was. Mr. Conowski was called 
out, he was threatened, and when he refused to turn over he was 
refused admittance again—and then, Great God, my friends, 
the result of this election shows it. In a precinct that cast 180 
fraudulent votes, Mr. Connell did not get one on the Republican 
ticket. 

Mr. HOWELL of Pennsylvania. 
has asserted with remarkable strength that Frank Conowski, the 
Republican watcher, was put out of the election booth. Now, I 


We | 


How can we tell | 


Because | 
vay, under his right | 


Has the committee any information or evidence | 
to show that the same mind that directed the conspiracy in the | 
Democratic convention so as to give the Democratic nomination | 


| I have so little time, and I have so much to say. 
| do that thing, and they did it knowingly. ; 
done these conspirators get together for a common purpose, and | 
nobody can read this in the record and be in doubt of that; they | 


| made it! 
a crime that makes a man infamous to rape the ballot—believe | 
that their returns should prove nothing, and the law supports us | 





I do not know what conspiracy was in the | 
The committee did not go into that con- | 
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—— 


Mr. JOHNSON. 
the fact 

Mr. KENNEDY. wher 
he was put out. — 

Mr. JOHNSON. It wasat Old Forge, and Mr. Connell roe 
117 votes at that precinct. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Yes; and 117 votes were nowhere like 
number of il!egal votes cast in the precinct. ear 

Mr. JOHNSON. So that not quite all the illegal votes wor 
cast for him. 7 

Mr. KENNEDY. 


I want to call the gentleman’s atteyt; nm to 


If I remember, it was at Old Fore 


Mr. Speaker, how can we purge these 


| turns? What court in Christendom would predicate anythin nr. 
He was there with twenty, or some such number, of ; 


the acts of men taken red-handed in the violation of the lew. 
their country? If we are correct in ourconclusion that thoy 
take their word for it that Mr. Connell in that precinct of Wi 
Why, if they would go on-all day lone 
receiving every fourth man that presented himself, knowin s | 
the vote was illegal, putting it in contrary to their sole: 
which they did 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 
permit an interruption? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, I can not permit interruptions. 
Now, they did 
Why, they could not 
help but know it. Under all those circumstances they are cor- 
rupt felons, and in the prosecution of their act, before t 
completed and as a part of it, they sit down and they ma! 
return, which gentlemen stand and beg before this Hou 
regarded as a sacred thing, because, forsooth, officers of { 
I say that it is contrary to every idea of justice to 
sate any fact upon a proposition so monstrous as that. | 
they were working and putting in illegal votes; they were g 
out into the byways and hedges and dragging them in—tlx 
cers themselves—telling them and circulating the st 
everybody was voting. Now—— 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gent 
man to yield for a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KENNEDY. Ido. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Will the gentleman nam 
single witness that testified to any improper act on the part 0 
election judge in those three precincts—just one 

Mr. KENNEDY. 


us 
r that 


n Oaths, 


Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 


1S 
3 


» to 


han? 

Mr. Lally was an election officer in O 
Forge, was he not? And there is testimony of at least four 
five. WhenI say I can not name them [think the gentlem 
excuse me, because they are Italians with Italian names. 

Mr. RANDELLof Texas. I would like the 
the particular fact that any of them testified to, and La 
not a fact that there is not any evidence whatever to sup} 
statement of the gentleman, no testimony whatever fr 


centleman t 


| witness? 


Mr. Speaker, the gentleman | 


want to ask the gentleman this question: Does not Michael Mc- | 


Gowan, the judge of elections, tell you, in language too plain to 
be misunderstood, that he was put out because he was elec- 
tioneering in the booth, and does not the testimony of the chief 
officer there tell you that he was electioneering in the booth; and 


1 will ask the gentleman further if he proposes to stand up here | 
and justify a violation of the law of Pennsylvania, which does | 


not allow electioneering within 60 feet of the booth? 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, I decline to yield further. 
There is a great mass of testimony 

Mr. GILLESPIE. But, Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentle- 
man whether the record does show that. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I will state that I think Mr. McGowan un- 
dertook to make that apology for his conduct. [Laughter on the 
Democratic side.] He did not attempt to apologize or explain his 


[Applause 


refusal to allow watchers or men there to mark the ballots for | 


citizens. He wasnotcalled for that purpose. He did not attempt 
to make an apology for it, and the proof in this record shows not 


only what I have recited, but it shows that when men asked Re- | 
publicans in the voting place to mark their ballots he had the 


peace officers immediately order those men out, refusing to per- 
mit them to mark the ballots. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Will the gentleman permit me to correct 
him? I understood the gentleman to say that. at this precinct 
where Conowski was put out Mr. Connell did not receive a single 
vote on the Republican ticket. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Well, I think I was mistaken in that regard, 
Mr. Speaker. 


| not be. 


| Who knows how many substitutions there were? 


Mr. KENNEDY. LI assert that that fact was established to my 
entire satisfaction, and I do not think I reached the conc! 
account of any prejudice. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. But it is not in the rec 

Mr. KENNEDY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to go 
moment to the other questions in this case. We were 
by a large mass of evidence. We passed, as we believed, 
law and facts in those three districts of Winton and Old I 
as Wwe were required to pass. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Willthe gentleman yield an 

Mr. KENNEDY. I can not consent to yield further. 

Coming to this mass of evidence, which is like a great 
we have the issue whether our report is to be sustal 
stand here to affirm that no man can give a reason why } 
No man upon the other side of the House has 
any method by which that return down there — | 
some precincts as high as a hundred proven to the en! 
faction of our committee. But who can say that w 
of them? : 

Now, believing that the report of this committee ou 
and will be followed by this House, we go into that 4 


rd. 


1 


| of evidence to determine whether or not a large numbe! 


voters cast their votes for George Howell. = 
Right here I want to recur to the subject of admiussio! 


| hearings the matter came up as to whether or not the 4! 


for the contestee claimed there was any proof in this gt 
showing that any of these illegal voters cast their vou 
Connell. He said they had not gone into that quesio! 


| had offered no evidence to prove the votes of illegal voters. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. DRISCOLL. I yield five minutes more to the 
Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Holgate said there was one cas 


‘ ) 
ore I 


f that 
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vind, the evidence of which was disclosed while the testimony 
was being taken. } : ia 

Now, when we approached that testimony, it was as if this House 
hai submitted to this cc ymmittee the question of whether or not 
. bat creat haystack there were rats toa greater number than 
“aht or pine. We went out and hunted and hunted, and we 
fund 200 rats. We saw them. The committee all saw them. 
There were many more than I discovered; there were evidences 
J] around us of morerats. It seemed unreasonable to go through, 
dear through, that entire stack, straw by straw, when we had 
swoady found so many illegal votes that were cast for Mr. Howell. 
“Mr, RANDELL of Texas. Will the gentleman please name one 
of th se votes? 

Mr. KENNEDY. 
had the time. f 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Then please give us a list of those 
names. Lf you can give it now, why could you not give it be- 
“Vr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, allow me to say in reference to 
the evidence of this character that I think the minority of the 

mmittee in their report have selected perhaps the most abortive 
idence in this entire record—in that respect a most unsatisfactory 
ecord—such evidence as the majority did not rely on in their 


Yes, sir; I should be glad to name 200, if I 


no 
ise 


Mr, LITTLEFIELD. Hearsay evidence? 

Mr. KENNEDY. Yes, sir; evidence that was incompetent, and 
they set it forth here as an example. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 
dence on the subject? 


Mr. KENNEDY. I believe you say it is all the evidence. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I turn to page 2177 and I read from the tes- 

timony of Mathew McLean: 
Direct examination by Mr. Gilroy: 

Q. Where do you live?—A., I live in Jermyn at present. 

(). Where did you live in 1902?—A. I lived in Mayfield. 
Q. What election district?—A. The first. 
0 
wa 
y 


How long had you resided there prior to November 4, 1902?—A. I wasn't 
+) 
Iwas down here the day before the election. y 

That is, you are a married man?—A. Yes, sir. ; 
Q. Youmoved your family down here the day before the election?—A. Yes, 
air 


Q. What day did you move down?—A. I can’t exactly say. 


Q. Do youremember the day you moved down—what day of the week it | 


was'—A. I don’t know. 


He was an illegal voter, not having resided in the precinct. 
Besides he had paid no taxes. 

Mr. JOHNSON. How did he vote? 

Mr. KENNEDY. Iam coming to that. 

lread further from the evidence of this same witness: 

Cross-examination by Mr. Howell: 

we awe did your father come to this country?—A. I think it wasin the 
-_Q. How old were you when your father came tothis country?—A. I was 
js turning 9 years. 

Iread further: 
_ . Have youany objection in saying who you voted for for Representative 


in Congress for the Tenth Congressional district, at the election held Novem- 
ler4, 192—A. I voted for Mr. Howell. 


Tnow read from the testimony of Clark Kilpatrick on page 2196: 
Direct examination by Mr. Gilroy: 

Q. Where do you live?—A. Mayfield. 

Q. In what district?—A. I think it is in the First Ward. 


. At what time?—A. The 11th day of October, 1870. 


ithe First Ward of Mayfleld?—A. Yes, sir. 
1 Q How long have you been a resident of Pennsylvania?—A. The last time 
We been here; I have been here about a year and six months, 
Q. In Pennsylvania’—A. Yes, sir. 
Y. That is, continuously?—A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You came here when?—A. I came here—I think it was somewheres 
‘ound the 16th of September, 1901. 


lot work; I live here now. 

4 That is the First Ward of Mayfield?—A. Yes, sir. ¥ 
You lived there continuously since September, 1901, up until the 4th of 
’ , 7 er, the day of this election?—A. Yes, sir. 

y “4Ve you a State or a county tax receipt?—A. No, sir. 

ne you receive any assistance in marking your ballot?)—A. I did not. 
-ntered the booth alone?—A. Yes, sir. 
ao you swear in your vote?—A. I did not. 

’ *e an affidavit?—A. No, sir. 

ir meyou any objection to telling us for whom you voted for Congress? 

OF WELL, We object to the question. E 
Lot ashen, W 20m did you vote for Congress?—A. I voted for Mr. Howell; Iam 

‘ashamed of how I voted. 


Afr. DRISCOLL. I yield to the gentleman four minutes more. 
bas 9) EE TLEFIELD. Do I understand the gentleman that he 
i, substantially as well-established cases as that? 
Mr. KENNE 
hot one 8yllabl 
the minorit vy, 


ths subs E. And they say that is all the evidence there is on 


Is it set forth there as all the evi- | 


here at November 4; I moved down here shortly before the election; 1 think 


| politicians. 


| approve, of the action of the majority of this committee. 





| pure ballot than do they. 


DY. Substantially as well-established as that, and | 
e of that evidence is referred to in this report of | 





Mr. KENNEDY. They say that is all the evidence there is. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is one of the greatest games of bluff 
that I have ever seen attempted in an election case. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Wesay thatis all the evidence with 
reference to those three wards. 

Mr. JOHNSON. You have read from the testimony of two 
men who say they voted for Howell. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Are there a dozen men in the whole record 
who tell for whom they voted, as these two men did? 

Mr. BIRDSALL. We have got forty or fifty here. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Now, I refer to page 2188, to the testimony 
of Edwin Hicks: 

Edwin Hicks, called and sworn. 

Direct examination by Mr. Gilroy: 

. Where do you live?—A. Mayfield. 

. What ward?—A. The First Ward. 

. Where were you born?—A. America. 

. What place?—A. California. 

. When were you born?—A. 1880. 

. What day and month?—A. The 25th of Jannary. 

. How old were you on November 4, 1902?—A. Going for 23. 

. You were 22 years old?—A. Yes, sir. 

. How long have you lived in Pennsylvania?—A. Seventeen years 

. How long have you lived in the election district of the First Ward of 
Mayfield?—A. One year and three months. 

. How long had you resided there prior to November 4, 1902?7—A. Eight 
or nine months, I suppose. 

. Did you live there continuously for those nine months?—A. Yes, sir. 

. When did you go to Mayfield, the First Ward?—A. The 29th of Octo} 

. What year?—A. 1901. 

. Thatis when you went to Mayfield?—A. Yes, sir. 

. Did you move immediately into the First Wurd?—A. Yes. 

. You were a resident thereover a year before this election?—A. Yes, sir. 

. Have you a State or county tax receipt?—A. No, sir. 

. Never had?—A. No, sir. 

Q. You were 22 years—going on 23 years—at the time of this election?—A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Never paid any taxes?—A. No, sir. 

Q. You voted at the election held November 4, 1902, in the First Ward of 
the Borough of Mayfield, for the office of Representative in Congress for the 
Tenth Congressional district of Pennsyivania?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You voted for Mr. Howell?—A. Yes, sir. 

Cross-examination by Mr. Howell: 
3 Were you of the age of 21 years November 4, 1902?—A. Yes, sir. 
Q 


er. 


. Were you under 22 years of age at that time*—A. No, sir; I was 01 
. Have you paid a State or county tax?—A. No, sir. 


_ In the very able and eloquent address of the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. JoHnson] he impliedly asserted that the 


| laboring men, the great order of Mine Workers of America, were 


responsible for the frauds in these three contested districts, saying: 


If you throw out these precincts do not stand on this floor hereafter and 
tell us how much you admire the virtue and intelligence of the laboring 
men of this country. Do not go back to your districts and exhaust all the 
adjectives in the dictionary to find beautiful words to tell the laboring men 
how much you love them. 

The active conspirators whom the evidence discloses to have 
been responsible for the corruption and fraud in these election 
districts were not the laboring men. The proof discloses that 
they were justices of the peace, constables, tax collectors, and 
The laboring men were defrauded, deprived of their 
votes through their machinations and their wickedness. I haveno 
fear that the great body of laboring men will not approve, and fully 
I repre- 


sent one of the greatest laboring districts in this nation. There 


a _ | are many of the United Mine Workers of America as well as all 
\. Where were you born?—A. Born in Roxbury, Delaware County, N. Y. of the other great labor organizations in this country there, and 
_& Did you vote at the election held November 4, 1902, for the office of Rep- 
; a ntative in Congress for the Tenth Congressional district of Pennsylvania, | 


I want to say here that no order of men has ever existed that 
prize higher nor more sacredly the right of an untrammeled and 
The right of suffrage is the brightest 
jewel in the crown of their citizenship. Whatever corruption, 


| fraud, or crime menaces the purity of the ballot, we can lift our 


hands and strike with the absolute assurance of their entire 


| approval. 
Y. From where did you come?—A. From Hancock, Delaware County, N. Y.; | 


In conclusion, I desire to present herewith the following table of 
votes cast, counted, and canvassed for the Hon. George Howell, 
which, in my opinion, are satisfactorily and sufficiently proven 
to have been cast for him, and which, under the testimony in this 
case, are illegal and should not have been counted: 

Second Ward, Dickson City, Pa.—Isaac Dawe, Samuel Lane, Michael Swingle, 
Adam Hapler, Michael Biglin, John Gilgallon, Robert Hail, Robert Shotten, 
Thompson Hall, John Dooley, John H. Gilgallon, George Cooper, James Count- 


| man, C. Pressman, Conrad Reis, Martin Chesterfield, William J. Williams, 


William Lewis, Patrick Gilgallon, John Ketrick, James H. Rudon, George 
Mensch, and A. K. Detweiler. 

Fourth Ward, third district, Carbondale, Pa.—Thomas O'Neill. John Dt 
and James Toolan. 

Second Ward, Blakely, Pa.—Evan Griffiths, Dan. Jones, and <A 
Wrightgon. 

Third Ward, Biakely, Pa.—Conney Bergheiser, L. S. Groyenor, Charley 
Rolls, and Ivor H. Thomas. 

Third Ward, Olyphant, Pa.—Charles Hanlin, James J. Dixon, John R 
ards, Evan Reese, George King, Evan John, and Robert Gill. 

Second Ward, Jermyn, Pa.—George Griffiths, Wallace Trotter, Charles 
Reynolds, Thomas Trotter, Herman Keifer, and Robert Trotter. 

Pisth Ward, first district, Scranton, Pa.—Samuel Dawson, John J. Hart, 
Patrick McDade, John Reilly, August Seamon, Otto Swikert, John Marquith, 
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Frank McGinty. Patrick J. Cawley, James Vanston, John A. Hughes, George 
Kane William Raymond, and David 8. Williams. 

Fourth Ward, second district, Scranton, Pa.—James H. Woodward. 

First Ward, Mayfield, Pa.—Samuel Cooper, Matthew McLane, James A. 
Evans, Edwin Hicks, John Reeves, David Elkins, James Friend, Clark Kilpat- 
rick, Thomas Padden, William Jenkins, David Jenkins, John Wasley, Wil- 
liam Jessup, and William McCartney. 

First district, First Ward, Archbald, Pa.—Michael Gaughan and Bernard 
Loftus. 

Second district, First Ward, Archbald, Pa.—Kazimer Zreger. 

Second Ward, Archbald, Pa.—Joseph Munley. 

: Third Ward, Archbald, Pa.—Martin Noon, John Smith, and Rocko Wells- 
” yl sc . 

Fourth Ward, third district, Scranton, Pa.—Allan Crumpton, Patrick 
Brown, Robert E. Duffy, Fred. M. Decker, T. W. Evans, Michael Gibbons, 
Simon Hopkins, Ernest Hokerson, Christian Hess, Lawrence Jones, John G. 
Jones, Frank Jennings, Daniel E. Lewis, Frank McGinty, Francis Moran, 
and Otto Schillinger. 


Fourth Ward, fourth district, Scranton, Pa.—Joseph B. Gaynor, G. P. Heis- | 


ter, Arch Miller, and Richard Phillips. 

Fifth Ward, first district, Scranton, Pa.—Harry J. Bertzel, William H. De- 
yoe, Edward Davis, Tony Fasero, Michael Fox, L. E. Giles, David Jenkins, 
John Kearney, John McAndrew, F.C. Pecario, H. E. Pessario, William J. Rush, 
William Tobias, Davis Tobias, Luigi Villoni, and D. J. Vonmaur. 


First Ward, Mayfield, Pa.—Fred Stephens, Martin Moyles, Patrick Galla- | 


gber, George Martin, Harry Burke, David Williams, Chauncey Peck, Jonas 
Villiams, Charles Munn, V i , Pat i 
Harry Crossin, Daniel Krise, Edwin Pugh, John Davit, William P. David, 


Charles Bjork, William E. David, Robert Kelly, James-Cole, Thomas Green, | 


Michael Grady, George Holleran, Thomas Hart, Bernard Coggins, James 
Edmunds, Bartley Goggins, John Gallagher, M.G. McNeary, Thomas Reilly, 
James Quinn, John McGarry, Patrick Lawler, Alex. Kimoz, Patrick Cun- 


ningham, Cake Dementra, Nicholas Franka, Bartley Gildea, James Holleran, | 


Stephen Harpiak, Patrick Lawler, and Thomas Scott. 

Third Ward, Mayfield, Pa.—Timothy Brady, John R. Grady, Thomas Green, 
James Meehan, Michael Lally, John F. Farrell, Peter Solomon, Patrick 
Ruddy, Michael Barrett, John J. Ruddy, and Harry Bowden. 

Fourth district, Fifth Ward, Scranton, Pa.—Alfred i Benjamin 
Evans, Thomas James, David E. Morgan, John Mulkeary, J. C. Pearce, San- 
ford Phillips, Henry Schreck, David H. Thomas, and John Wright. 

First district, Sixth Ward, Scranton, Pa.—Michael D. Cain, James Conway, 
John Devine, James Gilmartin, John Klopinoski, John R. McLean, Patrick 
Reap, and Michael Walsh. 

Second district, Fifth Ward, Scranton, Pa.—William A. Geiger, David J. 
Lewis, George H. Lotz, and John McNee. 

Third district, Fifth Ward, Scranton, Pa.—Patrick H. Buckley, Patrick 
Cooney, John Devers, A. J. Driscoll, William H. Davis, Henry Davis, Patrick 


J. Hughes, Martin Jordan, Joseph Kizer, Gwilym Maddoc, William Matthewa, | 
Robert Moran, Frank Novak, Charles Slagis, Michael Walsh, and Adam | 


Walkovich. : 

First Ward, Dickson City, Pa.—Robert 8S. Reed, Luke Hall, John Reilly, 
William McConnell, Jerry Geary, jr., Patrick Logan, George Miller, Charles 
Pickering, John Hall, Benjamin 
Joe Buckrod, Pat Cavanaugh, Steve Freke, Brian Fallon, James Cook, Wil- 
liam J. Foy, John Geary, Pat Dougherty, Anthony Dougherty, and Thomas 
Peach. 

Mr. McLAIN. 
LANNING]. 

Mr. LANNING. Mr. Speaker, it does not seem to me that this 
case presents for our consideration any question of difficulty. It 
is true I have not read the 4,000 pages of testimony. It is also 
true that I have not read the so-called *‘ brief ’’ of the counsel for 
the contestant of 400 pages, or the so-called “‘ brief ’’ of the counsel 
for the contestee of 100 pages; but I have read and reread with 
care the majority and minority reports. 

This case was referred by the House to a committee who have 
given their time and thought to it and have come to us with ma- 
jority and minority reports. 


I yield to the gentleman from New Jersey [ Mr. 


The reasonable way for us to handle it—indeed, the only way we | 


may do so, is by considering these reports, for it is practically 
impossible for us to read the testimony or even for us to give care- 
ful consideration to the printed briefs. 

Now, I will ask the gentlemen of the House to turn to page 11 
of the majority report and follow me as I refer to a few figures, 
which figures are conceded in the minority report. It appears 
that Mr. Connell, according to the returns, had 13,159 votes, and 
that after deducting from them the returns of the three disputed 
districts he had remaining 12,967 votes, and that Mr. Howell had, 
according to the sworn returns from the Congressional district, 
13,600 votes, and that after deducting from them the returns of 
the three disputed districts he had 12,975 votes. After deducting, 
then, the returns from these three disputed districts, Mr. Howell 
had a majority of 8 votes. 

Now, Mr. Speaker. from the information that I gather from the 
majority report, and especially from the minority report, my mind 
leans to the conclusion that the majority of the committee are 
right in their decision that the returns from these three disputed 
districts are so vitiated by fraud that they are utterly unreliable 
and should be rejected. But I do not reach the same conclusion 
that they do with respect to the residue of their work. After 
having made these deductions they add to the remaining votes 
for Mr. Connell 832 which they say were proven by evidence ali- 
unde the returns to have been cast for Mr. Connell. 

Now, it is of importance for us to know what kind of evidence 
they had before them to support these 32 votes, and if we turn to 
page 25 of the minority report we will find a list of the names of 
thirty-two men whom it is said cast these 32 votes, and, following 
the list, the testimony upon which the addition of these 32 votes is 
said to be justified. Now, I call attention to the character of this 
testimony, beginning on page 26, the testimony of James T. Flynn. 


illiam Shager, Richard Lewis, Patrick Durkin, | 
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| If you have that report in your hands and follow the 
page 25, you will see that they are taken up in that ord; 


% And Mr. Watts was also supporting Mr. Connell for Conger: 
. Yes, sir. F 
. Patrick J. Walsh, do you know him?—A. Yes, sir. 
. Was he supporting Mr. Connell?—A. Yes, sir. 
». Do you know Daniel Dyer up there also?—A. Yes, sir. 
. Was he supporting Mr. Connell in the last campaign?—A. Hy, 
. Do you know John Kearney?—A. Yes, sir. 
. Was he supporting Mr. Connell in the last campaign? 
. Do you know John E. Walsh?—A. Yes, sir. 
. Was he supporting Mr. Connell in that campaign? 


names on 
r. 


38, Was he? 


was 
-~A. Yes 


A. He was 
. Do you know John Macker?—A. Well, Macker—I don’t + , that gen 
tleman. oo 


, Sir, 


And so I might go through the entire list of thirty-two nam, 
and you will find that that is the character of the testimony whir ; 
it is said here by the majority of the committee justifies they, i 
adding 32 votes to the number of votes cast for Mr. Connell. _ 

Mr. DRISCOLL, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him , 
question? 

Mr. LANNING. 
will yield. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Not that you meant to— 

Mr. LANNING. If youthink I have. If you think I haye 


If I have made an erroneous statement, | 


| made an erroneous statement you may ask me a question. 


Mr. DRISCOLL. I do not put it on the ground that you haye 
made an erroneous statement. 





ones, Anthony Uder, William Jones, sr., | 


Mr. LANNING. Then I must decline to yield. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I will say it myself by and by, 

Mr. LANNING. I think that will be better. 

Now, it will be observed that the testimony extracted from this 
witness was that these other thirty-two men were at the po! 
these three districts supporting Mr. Connell on election day in 
1902. Was that testimony from which we may justly infer th: 
these thirty-two men voted for Mr. Connell? That is the inf 
the majority of the committee will have us draw. 

They say, or at least it has been said on the floor by some one or 
more, that the statute of Pennsylvania is of such a character that 
it makes it a crime for any man to disclose for whom he has vot 
| and that therefore they can not call these voters themselves and 
compel them to tell for whom they had voted. Mr. Speaker, 
whether the statute of Pennsylvania when properly construed 
| does prevent the court from compelling a witness in any proper 

case to tell for whom he voted 

Mr. JOHNSON. I do not like to take the gentleman's time, 
but will you allow me to state that the statute of Pennsylvania 

Mr. LANNING. Thatcan be done afterwards. [am going t 
concede that we are told the statute is of such a character. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Let me explain that it is not. 

Mr. LANNING. Very well. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The statute of Pennsylvania is to prevent 
bribery and keep men from showing the ticket while voting, 
not 

Mr. LANNING. I doubt whether the statute of Pennsylvania 
could have the construction that has been given to it here, but 
conceding that it could, then I doubt whether, when the Congress 
of the United States is engaged in its constitutional mght anc 
high prerogative of investigating the question as to which of two 
contestants is entitled to membership here, any State can se! 
limits to that investigation, and therefore it seems to me t a 
these voters might have been called and compelled to tell tor 
whom they voted; but conceding that that may be an erroneots 
position, an unsound position to assume, still, when the majon 
of the committee tells us that thirty-two men voted for Mr. Com 
nell, we have the right to ask of them that they prove it by test 
mony of a character that will be admitted under the ordinary 
rules of evidence, and the character of the testimony 1s (a 
which I have read to you. Now, was that testimony intende nd 
be proof as to how these men voted? What did the counse! Wi" 
asked these questions that I have read to you think of it’) Ont 
top of page 83 of the minority report you will find out. Up cto 
examination of this same Flynn the question was: 

Q. About what time of day Charles Woods voted? ; sie Cabell 

Mr. DONOVAN. We object to that as not cross-examination 


voters he had, is as to the fact of whether he voted. Thecouns*! for = 
testee claims to have a list before him, and now it iscertainly heed 
ination; it does not matter whether the men voted or not, and itis Ur. 

Mr. BALENTINE. Inanswer to the objection, we say this, M1 oc whether 
that he has asked whether these men whose names he has g1\' , 
these men voted at the last election. i 1 no such 

Mr. Donovan. No, sir; he was not asked if they voted; I asked ! 
question about their voting. Whom they were supporting: I spox porting 
porting, not voting; that mightinclude their voting, but Ispok “we 7 

. . ° . : ndeance of his wit- 

Now, my point is this, that if the direct evidenc on sae 
ness, Flynn, is to be taken as proof tending to show sae legiti 
thirty-two men voted for Connell, then it was soxte st these 
mate cross-examination to ask him what he knew as there is 
thirty-two men voting for Mr. Connell, and I will ask 1! t 
any lawyer in this House who will dispute that propos!" ns of the 
it seems to me that the evidence concerning the additio! 
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» votes is not satisfactory and that the majority of the commit- 
* ‘hayeerred in adding the 32 votes to the number that were left | 
, My, Connell after rejecting the returns from these three dis- | 


ated districts. ne oe ; . ‘ 

Neither can I agree with the majority of the committee in their 
~olysion that 200 votes should be deducted from what remained | 
well after rejecting the returns from the three disputed | 


elysiol 
conclu 


"ha majority of the committee find that, outside of the three 
nated districts, 2,002 illegal votes were received. Of these | 
yotes, the majority find that 200 votes were shown to have | 
cast for Mr. Howell, and therefore they deduct these latter | 
entes from the 12,975 votes remaining to him after rejecting the 
rn sens from the three disputed districts, leaving to him but 
775 vot 

“But we are not given the name of a single one of the 200 per- | 
cops in whose names these votes were cast, nor have we from the 
naiority of the committee any statement of the character of the 
evidence upon Which they have concluded that these 200 votes 
were cast for Mr. Howell, except that, in their opinion. it was | 
«competent and sufficient’ evidence. The minority of the com- 
mittee say, concerning these 200 votes: 


A 





Weare neither able ourselves to examine the evidence upon which their 
fiy r. 


That is, the finding of the majority— 
we invite the attention of the House to it. 


is based nor can 

Are we, in the face of such a record and sitting as judges to 
hear and decide this case, to accept the naked statement of the 
conclusion of the majority of the committee and adopt it as our 
indement, without information as to who cast these votes, or as 
to where they were cast, or as to why they are alleged to be illegal? 

Ican not agree that it appears with sufficient clearness that we 
ought to deduct the 200 votes from those returned in fayor of Mr. | 


A 


Mr. Speaker, I have already stated that I am disposed to think | 
that the majority of the committee have correctly concluded that 
the returns for the three disputed districts, being the Second and 
Thin wards of the borough of Winton and the first district of Old 
Forge, should be rejected on the ground that they are so vitiated 
by fraud as to make them unworthy of credence. But I can not 
agree that the 32 votes which the majority of the committee added 
to Mr. Connell’s return should be so added, or that the 200 votes 
whi ae deducted from Mr. Howell’s returns should be so de- | 
ducted, 

My conclusion, therefore, is that, upon the facts as they are | 
presented to us by the majority and minority reports, we should 
find that Mr. Howell has 12,975 votes and Mr. Connell 12,967 
votes, and that Mr. Howell is entitled to retain his seat as a 
Member of this House. 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
‘nd my remarks of yesterday in the Recorp. 

rheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks of yesterday inthe Recorp. Is there 
onjection? {After a pause.] The Chair hears none and it is so 
Ordered, 
ir. MCLAIN, I desiré to ask the gentleman on the other side 
if he desires to consume any of his time now? 

ir, DRISCOLL. If the gentlemen on that side have more than | 
ihe speaker to follow I think he ought to speak now, as we have 
Used up a little more time than we anticipated. 

i. McLAIN, Mr. Speaker, how much time has this side re- 
ining? 
_theSPEAKER, The gentleman has thirty-six minutes remain- 


ing 


PS 


t 


ay McLAIN. Mr. Speaker, from my observation _of the re- 
1 2. Contested-election cases since I have been a Member of 
the House, I am thoroughly persuaded that the cases on which 
varty 4 majority and minority report are decided, as a rule, upon 
= : a Alm st without exception each Member votes accord- 
won tl ie views expressed in the report made by his party friends | 
.-ecommittee, Indeed, I would have been content to allow | 
not te to go before the House without any remarks from me had | 
the Mlectio the pleasure of the Speaker to assign me a place upon | 
dreumeiee Committee considering this matter. Under these 
sion Pr sou es, t feel that I should give the House some expres- 
pert shout Ws. In doing this we claim that the minority re- 
We ues _Sustained, and we feel absolutely confident that | 
tin, So ats an the law and evidence in support of that posi- | 
we haye see 5 y do we believe in the justness of our cause that | 
lominant party 10opes of securing at least a few votes from the 
inp tenet ne my vives it will be my aim to do so in a fair and 
My mkind res cs reed from bias and prejudice, certainly from | 
Nothing that ic ohensive remarks toward anyone. I shall say 
% 80 gunna: not warranted by the evidence, but of such things | 
Pported by the testimony I shall speak plainly, It is ! 
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| county to that of a millionaire many times over. 


| strike, from the 12th day of May to the 16th day of October, 


| of the territory of Lackawanna County. 
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presumed that this House will sit here as a jury to hear the argu 
ments presented by each side, and then decide it upon th 
and facts. But, Mr. Speaker, here comes the trouble. 
Member will content himself by following the report of that 7 
of the committee which is of the same political faith to whic 
bears allegiance. This is the general rule. Of cou 
have heretofore acted otherwise, and possibly in this case there1 
be some to so act. 

Mr. Speaker, I have listened with some degree of interest to the 
very able arguments presented by those in the interest of the con- 
testant, Mr. William Connell. From their standpoint he and the 
people of the Tenth Congressional district of the State of Penn- 
sylvania have been cheated, defrauded, and robbed. Mr. Connell 
is represented to you as a man clean of hand, clean of heart, and 
clean of purpose, and is by right your Congressman. From this 
it might appear that I intend to make an assault upon him. I 
have no attack to make upon the personal character of the gentle- 
man. Be it said to his credit that he has forced and cut his way 
to financial success through many trials and difficulties, springing 
from the humble calling of a common laborer in the mines of his 

It is manifest 
that the school in which he started life was a school of trial—t 
very best school from which great men are made. But, Mr. 
Speaker, with all this glorious and magnificent record behind 
him, I do take issue with the assertion so confidently made that 
the people of the Tenth Congressional district of the State of Penn- 
sylvania have been robbed, cheated, and defrauded out of thei 
votes. Mr. Speaker, there is another side to this question, whi 
I will n'-v proceed to present in a logical, impassionate, and suc- 
cinct nm: aner. By way of parenthesis, I will say right here that 
Mr. Howell and his supporters have been persistently, and I might 
say malignantly, persecuted by Mr. Connell from the very incep- 
tion of this campaign. 

Contestee has been compelled to fight his way inch by inch, step 
by step, to his seat in this House, and Mr. Connell, his rich and 
powerful enemy, has been the lion in his path, not only as the 
nominee of his party, but he actively, aggressively, and without 
warrant invaded the Democratic convention when it nominated 
Mr. Howell as its standard bearer and rent it asunder by means 

. . = . 
and causes which I will not dwell on now; but fam happy to say, 
Mr. Speaker, that Mr. Howell, by the aid of his loyal and true 
friends, has defeated his rich and powerful enemy at every turn 
so far, and we sincerely hope that he will defeat him again before 
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| this House on this occasion. 


Before going any further on this line let me call the attention 
of the House to the condition surrounding this Congressional fight. 
It has an interesting history. The scenes enacted during the coal 
1902, 
preceding this election in November of that year are stirring. At 
the risk of being tedious I will briefly relate them. It throws a 
flood of light upon this case and will materially aid, in my judg- 
ment, the House in a correct solution of same. The Tenth Con- 
gressional district of Pennsylvania is located in the heart of tl 
anthracite region and consists of one county, Lackawanna. 
Scranton is its chief city, being a city of about 150,000 inhabitants. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a known fact that this was one of the fiercest 
strikes that has touched this continent, commencing May 12, 1902, 
and lasting until October 16 following. This strike was ordered 
by the United Mine Workers of America. I am not here to dis- 
cuss this strike. Its history is familiar to all. 
brief he says, in substance, that the Tenth Congressional district 
of Pennsylvania is located in the heart of the anthracite region. 
In that section labor is completely and thoroughly organized. 
The United Mine Workers of America is the dominant. « 
ling force there, and its subordinate lodges or “‘ locals,’’ as they 
are designated, have their abiding places in more than 60 per cent 
Its orders are unhesi- 
tatingly obeyed. In the late spring of 1902 all the men engaged 
in and about the several coal-mining operations in the county of 
Lackawanna were ordered by the executive board of the organiza- 
tion above mentioned to stop work. The struggle was between 
employer and employee in the first instance, but it finally broad- 
ened out to a contest between capital and labor, and in the last 


In contestant’s 


ntrol- 





analysis every man who was in any manner interested as owner 
or operator in the mining or trarisportation of anthracite fell 


within the ban of the “‘locals”’ associated with the United Mine 
Workers of America. ' 

Many of these locals issued orders amounting to a blacklisting 
of men financially interested in the anthracite industry of thi: 
region, and in some instances positive orders were given that no 
man so interested or concerned should be supported for any po- 
litical office by any member of the particular ‘*local’’ giving the 
order, regardless of the individual’s preference. 


Hon, William Connell, the contestant, was largely interested 


as owner and operator in the coal-producing business of this entire 
section; and the force of this conspiracy was principally directed 
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against his candidacy for Member of the House of Representatives 
in the Fifty-eighth Congress of the United States from the Tenth 
Congressional district of the State of Pennsylvania. 

Under these stirring times so graphically said by contestant in 
his brief this campaign was waged. On the 6th day of July of 
that year the Republicans duly nominated William Connell by 
a primary election as its ‘‘ standard bearer.”’ 

The Democratic convention of this district assembled on the 


16th of September, 1902, to nominate some one for Congress, or- | 


phans’ court judge, and county commissioner and a mine inspector. 


yy y > > sre Ts re » ‘ _ £ ; 2 
Now, gentlemen of the House, here is where Mr. Connell and his | sey ny eossof the acts of sworn officers will be mallifea 


followers, which included all the mine owners and sympathizers, 
got in some of their finework. Whenthisconvention assembled, 
a desperate and determined effort was made to capture the same 


for the Republican nominee, Mr. Connell, for Congress, and | 
You | 
now begin to see that the fight between the employer and the | 


thereby get his name upon the regular Democratic ticket. 


employee, or, at this stage, it might be more appropriate to say 
between capital and labor, was intense and fierce. 

Party allegiance was forgotten in a great measure, but be it 
said to the credit of the Democratic party, this plan failed of its 
purpose. Those delegates who entered into this conspiracy were 
in the minority, and as soon as they discovered they were de- 


Commonwealth. 


and mine inspector. I am reliably informed that the original 


convention was composed of 192 delegates, and only 32 bolted, | 
Certificates | 
of the nominations made by them were filed with the secretary of | 


leaving 160 participating in the regular convention. 
the Commonwealth. The validity of the nomination of George 


the courts of that county. and both certificates filed before the 


secretary of the Commonwealth were declared by that tribunal | 


invalid and the nomination of both the Democratic candidates for 


were stricken from the regular Democratic ticket, and this ticket 
was made up with a blank where the names of the candidates for 
these offices should have been. 

In the meantime William Howell and his followers, anticipating 
this result, had gotten up nomination papers for him and the 
orphans’ court judge to run for Congress and this judgeship re- 
spectively. The title they chose was that of ‘‘Antimachine party.”’ 


The reason that this was done was from the fact that under the | 


laws of the State of Pennsylvania no ticket can be putin the field 


ticket, and every candidate upon it received a majority of the 
votes cast, and they were duly declared elected. 

Mr. Connell at this stage of the proceedings began to hunt 
around for excuses for his defeat. He challenged the correctness 


of the vote in many of the precincts in this Congressional district. | 


He charged illegal voting, fraud, and corruption from start to 
finish, but signally fails to show it, though he has taken the tes- 
timony of many witnesses—6,500 in all—touching the allegation 
of fraud lodged against each of these voting places thus chal- 
lenged. He has failed because the fraud does not exist. As we 
have shown, the contestant and the contestee were candidates for 
Congress in this district, the contestant being the Republican can- 
didate and the contestee the Democratic candidate. Mr. Howell, 
the contestee, was elected by a clear majority of 641, evidenced 
by the official returns. Upon these returns a certificate of elec- 
tion was issued him, by virtue of which he holds his seat in this 
House. Mr. Connell, the contestant, alleges that at this general 
election the contestee was not duly elected to Congress from this 
district, but claims that he received the majority of the legal 
votes cast at said election, and that he is entitled to the seat in 
this Congress as Representative from the said district. The offi- 
cial returns give Howell 13,600 and Connell 13,139, thus showing 
26,789 votes returned for both. 

We, with perfect confidence, assert that these returns are prac- 
tically true and correct. Mr. Connell denies this and says that 
they are false, fraudulent, and not entitled tocredit. We think we 
are now prepared to defend them against this unwarranted attack. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is a well-known rule of law that when 
fraud is charged the burden is always upon the contestant to 
show both fraud and injury to himself in the conduct of the elec- 
tion and count of the vote, and that he must also show that he 
received the greatest number of legal votes. Unless he can show 
that he has received a majority of the legal votes cast he can not 
complain of irregularity or fraud unless he can affirmatively show 
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that he was thereby damaged. Mr. Paine, in his work on TI 
Law of Elections, in section 762, states tersely and compos, iy the 
law when he says: i Ni 


The burden of proof is always upon the party attacking tho 
turns. The presumption is that the officers, charged by the nw !!2 
duty of ascertaining and declaring the result, have performed +). y tu” 
faithfully. The action of a board of supervisors of élection. who. "Y 
form, is prima facie correct and must stand until it is show; et, due 
evidence, to be illegal or unjust. The presumption is alway. . : 
commission of a fraudulent or illegal act, and in favor of the } 
correctness of the official acts of a sworn officer. The true ry 


flicial r 


| may not require the exclusion of all reasonable doubt, does req) 


satisfactory proof of fraud or mistake before the legal presumption jy, fo. 
Mr. Speaker, the decisions on this line all concur tha} 
The machinery of the election laws is designed to elicit an oxnrx. 

the will Of the electors in the choice of officers. The fundameyta) - 

is that the election shall terminate according to the will of +), 

plurality of those qualified to vote, and if this has been realized. 4 

sion of statutory observances, prescribing the details for condy:: 

tion, will not vitiate it. If the election was held at the proper t 


| and under the supervision of competent persons, mere irregu) 


concern the form of conducting it, will not avail toavoid it, unk t 
that legal votes have been rejected or illegal votes received and ¢ 
of one or the other or both, the result does not conform to the wi! 

or uncertainty has been cast upon the result. No failure of 


| no more than an irregularity on the part of the registrars, ins) Vi 
| canvassers of the ballots, shall stand in the way of the popular y 

‘ r n | the popular will is ascertained, the design of the law is complet 
feated in their plans they bolted the convention and held one at | 


another place, and proceeded to nominate William Connell and at | 
once filed a certificate of his nomination with the secretary of the | 
The delegates remaining with the regular con- | 
vention nominated Hon. George Howell for Congress, nomi- | 


nated candidates for orphans’ court judge, county commissioner, | Congressional district. 


plished. 

Keeping these principles of the law before us, we will apply 
them to the facts of the case as we unfold them in the line of oy; 
argument. 

He has made sweeping charges against the people of the Tenth 
Contestant has crowded page after pag 
of testimony into the record, making the longest record, so I ; 
informed, ever filed in a contested election in this House 
they have not shown that he received a majority of the votes, 
They have shown no substantial fraud. It is true some irregn- 


alid 1 © | larities in the conduct of the election have been shown, some illegal 
Howell was contested by William Connell and his followers in | 


votes: have been received, some for one cause, some for another, 
But, Mr. Speaker, as I have stated, mere irregularities, which 
cern the form of vonducting an election, will not vitiate it w 


C F é ‘ | it be shown that legal votes have been rejected or illegal votes re- 
Congress and the Democratic candidate for orphans’ court judge | 


ceived and that, because of one or the other or both, the result does 
not conform to the will of the voters. 

He has failed to show that, and appeals to you to throw out 
certain precincts entirely and other precincts partially, but | 
material 
and legal evidence. The majority of the committee before whom 
this case was referred have narrowed the issue down to three 
boxes, the Second and Third wards of Winton and the first 
district of Old Forge. These three boxes, the majority of the 


the x ) ] ¢ > put | committee contend, should be thrown out and the 33 votes cast 
by nomination papers using singly or in combination a name | 


which resembles one already in the field. The result of this situ- | 
ation was that the regular Democratic ticket voted in the county 
of Lackawanna was under the caption of the ‘‘Antimachine party ”’ 


of aliunde, 


at these boxes should be counted for Mr. Connell on pr 
The returns in these three boxes are as follows: 


ey PN, SIO GNIS 65d ches knceel dédoed ceccnccess- ; 


a,  & O°") Sra ee 


Winton, Third Ward 


Giving Howell 461 majority. 
If these three boxes are thrown out, this still | 
George Howell 8 majofity. They have not quit 
What is their next step? They attempt to prov 
33 votes in these three boxes they are attempting 
out voted for Connell, thereby giving the majority to Mr. 
by about 12 votes. Let us address ourselves to th» 
sitions: Shall these three boxes be thrown out? If + 
proved aliunde that 33 votes were cast in them for Mr. Con 
It might be well to state right here that the summary” ©" 
findings of the majority of the committee were as fol!ows, t0 
According to the certified returns of the canvassing 90ar! ra 


7" 


Congressional district of Pennsylvania, these candidates l 
follows: 


| William Connell 


The official returns from the Second and Third wards ot 
and the first district of Old Forge are as follows: 
Winton, Second Ward, Connell 
Winton, Third Ward, Connell ---.. 
Old Forge, first district, Connell 


Votes proven aliunde to have been cast for Connell in the 
Third wards of Winton and the first district of Old Forge 
should be added to his count .....- weeeeee 


Deduct illegal vote . 2.2... 22.220 penne eon coccee snes eee--- 77°" 


Connell’s total legal vote 
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1904. 
cer OUI x kcitiealeieeliatih ia al al ania an seit iil ii Saati ab tenuate 13, 600 
George Hore Mt urns from the Second and Third wards of Winton 
Thee the first district of Old Forge are as follows: 
“Vinton, Second Ward, Howell. .............-..--s-.sseeceeeeeeee 192 
Winton, Third Ward, NS titsinetanidudilediuraaisoasipiatiiia 155 
Old Forge, first district, Howell ...........----.-----ee--0n-eseee 288 
— 6% 
12,975 
uct from Howell's count on account of illegal votes proven aliunde 
to have been cast for Mim, BS GHOVO RSE LOPE. . «oo ccc ceccccnccocccescce 200 
Howell's total legal vote ............2---.0eseeeeeereeencenccneececee 12,775 
poll's total legal Vote... 2... .2.cce conn ecenee none nennne monece cocceescee 12,998 
Cowyel's total logal VOLO ..220. 22.20. ceccnn eocnen concen cones ncces concen eces 2, 7% 
Connell’s PlurAlity ...cccc-eos coccen coccen coence cocene cocces ceceesee 223 


It therefore follows that William Connell was duly elected Representa- 
tive in Congress from the Tenth Congressional district of the State of Penn- 
sylvania. y 

Such are the findings of the majority of the committee. The 
fni that such gross and —— fraud was connived at an 

racticed by the election officers at the precincts of first district 
of Old Forge, Second and Third wards of Winton, as to deprive 
the returns of any verity whatever, and they accordingly recom- 
mend that the entire returns at these three precincts named 
should be cast out. We, the minority, in our report, which I had 
the honor to submit to this House, say, in substance, that we are 
mable to discover any testimony that shows or tends to show 
fraud on the part of the election officers. In another part of my 
remarks I will call attention to the facts and endeavor to show 
that the inferences and conclusions of the majority are not war- 
ranted. Assuming, for the purpose of discussion only, that there 
vere as many illegal votes as the majority allege at the precincts 
cast out entirely by them, we insist that the method adopted was 
harsh and unjust. The true rule, in consonance with common 
gnse and common justice, and sustained by the weight of author- 
ity, is that the polls should be purged of illegal votes if it can pos- 
ably bedone. Mr, Taylor, of Ohio, who took high rank in the 
House both on account of his ability as a lawyer and his fairness 
asa man, in the case of Taylor v. Miner, said: 

This drastic method is never to be resorted to except in case of absolute 
snd unavoidable necessity. The doctrine of throwing out entire returns by 
reason of fraud, while tolerable in theory, and sometimes essential in prac- 
tice, is, nevertheless, most vicious and unhappy in its application. I doubt 
ita single instance will be found ina legislative contested-election case where 
sproposition to strike out an entire return, if of the substance of the 
vas decided on any other than party lines. A principle thus fostered an 
thus abused is not a principle to be invoked except where the exigencies of 
the case absolutely demand it. 

The supreme court of Pennsylvania in Chadwick v. Melvin 
(Brightley’s Election Case, 551) states the doctrine very strongly 
“that there is nothing which will justify the striking out of an 
tire division but an inability to decipher the returns or a show- 
oon not a single legal vote was polled, or that no election was 
egally held.’’ 

In Le Moyne v. Farwell,‘Forty-fourth Congress, Digest of Elec- 
tion Cases, page 711, it was stated: 

That where fraud is shown to exist the poll shall not be rejected unless it 
simpossible to purge it of the fraud. It being shown that very many illegal 
votes had been received with the fraudulent connivance of the judges of elec- 
ton, and there being definite proof that at least 252 of the votes shown by the 


tumbered ballots in the box to have been cast for contestee were illegally 


- smadulently cast, the committee deducted these 252 votes from the vote 


And on page 728 it further said: 


The exclusion of an entire Fees is the very last resort, and it must never be 


on Where there is any rational means by which the illegal votes can be 
minated. 


In the New Jersey case, as reported in the Digest of Contested 
‘ction Cases, page 651, it is held that the burden of proof is on 
the contestant, even to the proof of a negative. It holds that— 


The distinction between the controversy at the polls and that before the 
fommittee is manifest. At the polls, the voter isa party. When the polls 
" closed and an election is made, the right of the party elected is complete. 
- entitled to the returns, and when he is admit his seat there is no 

a rinciple by which he can be ejected except upon the affirmative 

of a defect in his title. - Whoever seeks to oust him must accomplish it 
moving acase. The difficulties in his path can form no possible reason 
tt a committee should meet him halfway. The rule of reason requires 

went, should fully make out his case, even though it involve the proof of a 


In Bromberg v. Haralson, Forty-fourth Congress, Digest of 
tested Election Cases, page 652, it is stated that— 
The burden of proof is always upon the contestant or the party ae 
wit 


= oficial returns. The prevemption is that the officers charged by law 
taitht, a ascertaining and declaring the result have discharged that duty 


it Cessna v. Myers, Forty-second Congress, Digest of Contested 

Ton Cases, page 652, it is held that— 
the — den is upon the attacking the legality of a vote to prove that 
Detitor. ar whose vote is in question voted, that the vote was for the com- 
v and that the voter was lacking in some legal qualification. 
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In Butler v. Lehman, Thirty-seventh Congress, Digest of Con- 
tested Election Cases, page 652, it is declared that— 


Allegations involving charge of crime must be established beyond a reason 
able doubt. 


When a contestant makes a charge of incorrectness of returns, which in 
nS eet charge i, ome oy _— esomen oes he would i 
ct law her r establish the c e © same ree of pr 
required in a criminal case, “a iE vr 
In Taylor v. Reading, Forty-first Congress, it was held that— 


Fraud to be eliminated [oa without rejecting the returns. 

Where contestant proved that more votes were cast for him than were 
returned to him, and there were circumstances indicating fraud, the com. 
— wenanes not to reject the polls, but corrected the vote according ta 

© proof. 

In Atkinson v. Pendleton, Fifty-first Congress, it is held that— 

Returns which are tainted with fraud can not be made the foundation of 
the title to a seat in the House. The results should be purged of the fraud 
if practicable and the poll only thrown out, when no other alternative re 

, but to give effect to the fraud or to reject the polls. 

In Barnes v. Adams, Forty-first Congress (Digest of Election 

Cases, p. 727), it is held that— 


The rule is well settled that the whole vote of a precinct should not be 
thrown out on account of illegal votes having been cast, if it be practicable 
to ascertain the number of illegal votes, and the person for whom cast, in order 
to reject them and leave the al votes to be counted. Legal votesare not 
to be thrown out in order to get ridof illegal votes unless necessity requires 
ie as ee — means of preventing the consummation of a fraud upon the 

0 ° 

All the above authorities hold that the entire vote should not 
be thrown out except in wety extreme cases. 

In the matter of purging the poll, McCrary, on page 225, section 
300, lays down three rules when the evidence fails to establish 
how the ille votes were cast: First, declare the election void; 
second, divide the illegal votes among the candidates in propor- 
tion to the whole vote of each; third, deduct the illegal votes from 
the candidate having the highest vote. The third proposition is 
so drastic, harsh, and unjust that we apprehend few men would, 
acting judicially, invokeit. In this particular case, however, even 
if there were as many illegal votes as the majority allege, and all 
of them should be deducted from the contestee, he would still 
have a majority. We insist that the three polls complained of 
should be purged by deducting the illegal votes from such can- 
didate as received them if the evidence establishes how they were 
cast. In the absence of proof as to which candidate received the 
illegal votes, then we submit that they should be divided between 
the two candidates in proportion to the whole vote each received. 

No difficulty is in the way of this plain, simple, legal method of 
disposing of the illegal votes. The names of the alleged illegal 
votes are given. The grounds upon which the votes are claimed 
to be illegal are printed in the record. Beyond all this, an effort 
was made to show that the illegal votes were cast for the con- 
testee. There was nothing to hinder the committee from passing 
one by one upon every alleged illegal vote. If they became satis- 
fied that the vote was illegal, they could then examine the testi- 
mony as to who received it. If the evidence established this fact, 
the proper deduction followed necessarily. If the evidence failed 
to show who got the benefit of the illegal vote, it should have 
been divided between the candidates under the rule laid down by 
McCrary on Elections. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the facts of this case have been so ably dis- 
cussed by the gentlemen who have preceded me in this argu- 
ment that I deem it unnecessary to dwell at any length upon them. 

Permit me to call your attention to Winton Borough, Second 
Ward. This is one of the boxes they seek to throw out. The 
official returns at this ward give George Howell 182 and William 
Connell 31. The majority of the committee give as their reason 
for throwing out this ward, first, that the election officers per- 
mitted 50 men to vote whose names were not on the registry 
without taking the affidavits required by the laws of Pennsyl- 
vania; second, that in the neighborhood of 50 votes were re- 
ceived in the names of men who were not present and did not 
vote; third, that a large number of names were added to the reg- 
istry list by the election officers in violation of the laws and in 
violation of their duty; fourth, that there were several duplica- 
tions and votes received in the names of dead men. 

Now, let us examine these findings in their order. The majority 
of the committee insist that the reception of so large a number 
of illegal votes from nonregistered persons who filed no affida- 
vits can be accounted for on no other grounds than that of 
gross and palpable fraud, connived at, encouraged, and partici- 
pated in by the managers of the election. Of the vast number of 
officers connected with the holding of the election of this box not 
one of them was called to the stand in the case, and no witness 
has testified to any act or utterance of said election managers. 

Then the only ground for rejecting the precinct is the unwar- 
ranted inference that such a large number of illegal votes could 
not have been cast without fraud. There is no competent testi- 
mony in the record to show that anyone voted who was not en- 
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titled to do so. It is true that the counsel for contestant argued 
strenuously that there were many names on the poll list that could 
not be found upon the registration list, and he further charged 
that no affidavits were required of the nonregistered voters. We 
assert with absolute confidence there is no legal proof in the rec- 
ord that the managers of the election failed to take affidavit, as 
the law required, from all persons who applied to vote and who 
were not registered. Now, some days after the argument had 
closed, the counsel for contestazft filed with the committee a cer- 
tificate, which is as follows: 

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Lackawanna: 

I, John F. Cummings, prothonotary of said county of Lackawanna, in said 

mmonwealth, do hereby certify that among the returns of election held in 
1¢ said county of Lackawanna on the 4th day of November, A. D. 1902, which 
returns are dw on file in my office, pursuant to law, it appears that one affi- 
davit only was filed from the first district of Old Forge Borough, in said 
county, which affidavit is the oath of office taken by the election officer, and 
that no affidavit of any voter was filed from said district. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and have affixed the seal 
of court of common pleas of said county of Lackawanna, at the city of Scran- 
ton, in the said county, this 12th day of January, A. D. 1904. 

Joun F. CUMMINGS, 
Prothonotary of Lackawanna County. 

It must be manifest to anyone that this certificate is not com- 
petent evidence. This certificate is to the effect that no affidavits 
of unregistered voters are on file in the office of the prothonotary. 
I take it that it is a well-established rule of law that an officer 
having custody of official papers can make certified copies thereof 
which are competent evidence, but he can not certify that a pa- 
per does not exist. He is under the law authorized to certify to 
records, but not to,the nonexistence of records. If the fact that 
a paper is not in his office is sought to be proved, he should be 
sworn, examined, and cross-examined like any other witness. 
The election officers may have taken the affidavits as the law re- 
quired and by carelessness, accident, or otherwise failed to file 
them. The law of ee requires that after the election 
officers shall have taken the affidavits of nonregistered voters and 
canvassed the votes and announced the result they shall make out 
triplicate returns and shall then place said affidavits in an en- 
velope along with the list of voters, a tally sheet, and their caths 
as election officers and deliver them to one of their number, desig- 
nated as a return judge, and that he, not the board, shall deliver 
the same to the prothonotary’s office, subject to examination as 
other election papers are. 

It occurs to us that the contestee is not required to prove that 
these affidavits were actually delivered to the prothonotary by 
the return judge, for the manifest reason that the contestant has 
the burden of proving that the affidavits were not taken, and the 
fact that he has shown or attempted to show by the above certifi- 
cate that they were not filed in the prothonotary’s office does not 
establish the fact that they were not taken. In support of this 
position I respectfully refer to section 762 of Paine on Election, 
where Curtin v. Yocum is cited, and where the doctrine is stated 
in the following language, to wit: 

The failure of the officers of election to return to the prothonotary's office 
the affidavits of nonregistered voters does not raise the presumption that 
they also failed to require such affidavits. 

If we are correct in this view of the law there is not one word 
of testimony that the election managers allowed fifty persons or 
any other number to vote without affidavits. If contestant really 
desired to establish this one fact beyond all controversy it was in 
his power to do so, but he has seen proper to pass by the best ev- 
idence which was accessible to him, and he has been contented 
with the introduction of evidence of a technical, inferential, and 
of an unsatisfactory character in support of his position. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we come to the Third Ward of Winton. 
The official returns at this ward give George Howell 155 and 
William Connell 24. The reasons assigned by the majority for 
throwing out this box are of the same nature as those in the 
Second Ward of Winton. The judge of elections at this precinct 
testified that no one voted at that box who was not registered, 
and therefore, for that reason, no affidavits were taken. It is 
claimed by the contestant that some voted in this box in the 
names of men who were absent, and that some voted whose names 
were not entered upon the poll list. In an of these allega- 
tions contestant has introduced F. A. Snyder, Beni Betti, and 
Domineck Cherntom as witnesses. In my judgment they abso- 
lutely failed to sustain these allegations. Their testimony upon 
ita face is unsatisfactory. I have not the time to quote it to the 
House. You will find it printed in full in the report of the mi- 
nority in this case, which now lies upon the desk of each Member. 
I ask the Members to read this testimony, and I feel sure that if 
they will do so they will not io any confidence in it whatever. 

But I must pass on to Old Forge district. At this box George 
Howell received 288 votes and William Connell received 117. The 
majority of the committee asked that this box be thrown out be- 
cause ** peace officers were present, apparently assisting the elec- 
tion officers, who were friends of the contestee; threats were used; 





aT 
a Republican watcher was forcibly ejected; the right of ch; 
was denied; voters were denied the right to make 
tions of persons to assist them in marking their ballots, and hy: 
lots were marked contrary to instruction of voters, and t i. dhert al 
generally in this district was conducted in a high-handed a 
and without regard to the provisions of law and the sw my 
gations of the election officers.” Now, Mr. Speaker. thes pol 
sweeping charges, but they have not been proved. The one n - 
above all who should know whether these allegations are as 
false was old man Michael McGowan, who was the jud a { “we 
election at this box. This old gentleman is 73 years of ace, ana 
he says: *‘ The election was the most peaceable and orderly ‘el S 
tion ever held at Old Forge.”” The only man who raises any ¢ a 
plaint whatever is Frank Conowsky. If one will carefully » ad 
the testimony in this case, he will be thoroughly convinced that 
Conowsky was properly ejected. ' 

Then there is another witness that throws a flood of light up mn 
this point. I allude to Lewis Williams, the Republicen sven 
who, by the way, appointed Frank Conowsky as the Republican 
watcher. Lewis Williams was present in an official Capacity to 
see that no wrong was done the Republican party, and in his 
sworn testimony he does not say one word about ‘the unlawful 
and high-handed action of the managers.”” The chief witness for 
the contestant was Frank Conowsky, and if one will read his tes. 
timony carefully I am sure it will impress him as being very un- 
satisfactory. As the facts connected with this box have been so 
ably presented by other speakers and they are so fully set cut in 
the report of the minority, I will not consume any further tine 
on this point. I will now pass to the discussion of the aliunde 
votes. After throwing out these three boxes by the majority of 
the committee it still leaves George Howell with 8 majority. In 
order to overcome this they have resorted to aliunde evidence to 
ascertain what legal votes were given the contestant. They are 
of the opinion that the following men have been shown by com- 
petent evidence to have voted for Connell: 

Winton Borough, Second Ward.—Charles Watts, Patrick A. Walsh, Daniel 
Dyer, John Kearney, John E. Walsh, Anthony O'Connor, E. M. Sickrells, 
Thos. Watts, John Ward, Frank Regan, John Fivicu, Michael Ch Vil- 
liam Higgi Patrick Walsh, Albert Balderson, Jas. Walters, Jas. Malone, 
Chas. Decker, P. Nelon, Patrick Davitt, Michael McCormick, PatrickJudge. jr 


Jas. March, John Davitt, John Lawler, J 


! , John McCloy, and Michael Bierwich. 
Winton, Third Ward.—Mike Hignay, John F. Loftus, John R. Evaus, and 
Thos. Ruane. 


Old Forge, first district —Frank Conowsky. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, one witness, James F. Flynn, is called to 
support this allegation. It is him that they rely upon for proof 
of all these aliunde votes except 3. If amy Member will take the 
time to read his testimony, which will be found printed in full in 
the minority report, he will say that his testimony is wholly in- 
competent, unreliable, for reasons appearing upon its face. 

Mr. Speaker, the record in this case discloses the fact that the 
contestant has shown great interest in the prosecution in this case 
against the contestee. It shows that 6,500 witnesses were sworn 
and introduced by contestant and only 312 by contestee. The 
evidence alone fills four large volumes containing 3,824 pages of 
fine printed matter. Along this line I wish to cail the attentior 
of the House to this one fact, that in their effort to throw ou 
the First and Second wards of Winton and first district of Old 
Forge they have not called one of the election officers in any 0 
these boxes to testify in this case. , 

At that election there were nine tickets, viz, Republican, 
ocrat, Prohibitionist, Socialist, Citizen, Ballot Reform, Union. 
Under the law each of these three boxes had one judge, two 1 
spectors, two clerks. In addition to that each one of these = 
ties was entitled to nine watchers, which would make twenty 
seven at each box; and the three boxes would make eighty-one ™ 
all. They had two overseers to each party, making eighteen at 
each box, and the three boxes, making fifty-four overseers ('V""" 
among all these parties. This makes 150 officers that attended (he 
three boxes, and I say to this House that the contestant in 4!’ a 
zeal in making ont his case has not called a single one of bese 
parties save Frank Conowski. Now, I ask you in all cani” 
Why did did he not do that, when the evidence shows (20! 


4 t1.- 


burned the wood and sifted the ashes in gathering up b* “" 
mony? He hired men to go out and drum up this testimon!, " 
not one of these parties has he introduced. Now, Mr. Speake,” 
am trespassing on the time of other gentlemen, but [ wis! to a! 
that I was somewhat discouraged when we began this case, 9%” 
now feel more hopeful. I think the majority of this Hous» this 
ginning to believe that if this man can be turned out = om is 
testimony, there is not a man in this House whose ™aj0""> -, 
1,000 or less but what could be deprived of his seat, ‘ s] : 

his contestant is backed up by such a man as William = 
with his millions and ten lawyers to hunt up the festimon,: 


c allenge 
their own Selec. 





Dem- 


j ted 


nnell, 


7 . wa heen a 

There is another thing I want to allude to. There f A oe tae 
good deal said about illegal registry. Mr. Speaker, cian original 
the county commissioners make out two copies of the Ors 


: ow oati lace. 12 
registry and send them to the officers of each voting ps" 











gre made out in alphabetical order, Each inspector takes one, 
and when a man comes U to vote his name is called out and the 
other marks “* VO en @ man comes up who is not regis- 
tered by reason of any cause he makes the proper affidavit. Then 
gat is done? When he qualifies his name is written on this reg- 
istry list. It is written on the mn Abe they have there. I want 
to ask the other side how do they know that the parties were not 
registered when these very registry lists were impounded by the 
contestant himself and are now in the courts? e have never 
gen them. If they had produced them, perhaps scores of these 
parties they say were not registered might be found upon the reg- 
istry. I will ask the chairman where are they? If he does not 
quswer, can. They are to-day in the ballot boxes. Where are 
the ballot boxes? They are to-day in the courts. Now, you can 
see at a glance that if anyone qualified on the day of election his 
name should be on that list. hat do they do? The contestant 

oes to the original registry in the commissioners’ office and com- 
pares it with the poll list, and every man that he finds not on that 
original list he says is an illegal voter. 

Weclaim that if the registry lists that the officers had were be- 
fore us perhaps it would show that every man that they claim 
was not qualified is upon that list. [Applause.] Now, Mr. 
Speaker, I make that as a challenge. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. McLAIN. Yes. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Is it not true that Mr. Balentine brought a 
lot of the original lists, and is it not true that we said that if you 
wanted to bring certified lists in they could bring them in and 
put them in evidence? 

Mr. McLAIN. Yes. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Why didn’t you bring them in? 

Mr. McLAIN. He, contestee, stood before the committee from 
the time it opened, begging that the ballot boxes be produced and 
brought in before the committee. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Did not the gentleman vote against produc- 
ing the ballot boxes? 

Mr. McLAIN. I voted against bringing the votes for the pur- 
pose of counting them. 
+e ae Did you not vote against producing the bal- 

ot boxes 

Mr. McLAIN. There was some question of that kind. I ad- 
nitit. On reflection, I did so vote in the committee. I will say 
right here that I was like the balance of the committee at the 
start—did not understand the situation thoroughly. If I had 
known as much about the case then as I know to-day I do not 
believe you could have got a majority report from the committee 
in favor of contestant. I will confess that I did not understand 
the case thoroughly at that time, but since I have investigated it, 
Isay to this House that the registry lists are to-day in that ballot 
box. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

_ Mr. Speaker, it has cropped out in this case that Mr. Connell 
8a multimillionaire. The other day I clipped the following from 
one of the leading daily papers of this city: 

William Connell was born in Nova Scotia, and n life in the Penn- 
givania coal regions, working down in the bowels of the earth with the or- 

inary miner's pick and outfit and earning the princely sum of 40cents aday. 
The story of his rise to wealth is substantially the story of many another 
man's rise to affluence. He acquired the money and no one ever accused him 
of being dishonest in getting it. Not many years ago he sold out his mining 
interesta to a coal trust, and now receives from that concern the handsome 

enue of $1,000 a day. payable every Saturday night. This income is to con- 


tinue for ten years. is amount turned into hiscoffers every week, 
sali onnell's wealth is variously estimated between ten and twenty-five 
ons of dollars. 

I take it that the above history of Mr. Connell is substantially 
correct. -I do not allude to it for the purpose of arousing preju- 
dice, but to throw light on what Iam about to say. Mr. Howell 
he very poorman. He is charged with fraud and corruption in 

is election, yet, I take it, he has not a dollar beyond his monthly 
“arnings. Iam told he was superintendent of schoolg before he 
co to Congress. This campaign was waged during the great 
a strike, and Lackawanna County was the scene of this great 
isturbance. The miners were opposed to Connell because he had 
an a coal operator. Howell entered the fight without a dollar, 
wae Connell had his millions. When the result of the election 
in eclared, Howell had 13,600 votes andjWilliam Connell 13, 


a result of the election shows, further, that all the candidates 
Yount Democratic ticket received large majorities in Lackawanna 
ion A The plurality for Robert E. Pattison for governor was 
secret corge Guthrie, lieutenant-governor, 3,890; James Noland, 
court a of internal affairs, 3,287, and M. F. Sandow, orphans’ 
crate aueee, 1,837. This shows beyond question that the Demo- 
ean ept the county of Lackawanna by a large ree Mr. 
of » candidate for Congress, received the smallest plurality 
Me of the candidates—461. 
belle Sowell got the certificate of election. Evidently Mr. Con- 
ambition was crushed. He took his case to the election 
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commissioners and lost. He next summoned to his aid nine able 
lawyers residing in his district. Then thiscontest began. Fraud 
and corrruption were freely charged to Howell and his followers 
by Connell. Here comes in the humorous part of the whole 
affair. Connell with his millions! Howell without a dollar! 
With these facts before you let the fair and impartial mind judge 
who was better equipped to act wrong. It does occur to me that 
Connell is asking his party friends in the House to do for him 
what his constituents had refused to do—to give him a seat in 
this House. [Loud applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. WIL! of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the 
gentleman in charge of the time on the other side if he has more 
than one speaker upon his list. If so, he ought to produce him 
now. am has a right to the close, but nct to close with two 
speeches. 

Mr. McLAIN. Will the gentleman upon the other side answer 
that question? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, we have only thirty minutes 
left, and I would say that if the gentleman on the other side has 
more than one speaker he ought to have one of them speak now. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If the gentleman will pardon 
me, he is entitled to the close, but he is not entitled to two closes. 
Therefore he ought to consume some of the time now. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Very well; I will yield fifteen minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. PALMER]. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, there is one very interesting de- 
velopment in this matter,and that is the development of a con- 
science on the other side of the House. It is the first time in 
three years that I have had the honor to sit in this body when 
any such thing has been apparent. All who have spoken have 
oo us that conscience was their only guide and mentor in the 
matter. 

Mr. BURLESON. There is no manifestation of one upon the 
Republican side, however. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PALMER. The trouble with this case is that the Repub- 
lican conscience has become a little too active. I hope this man- 
ifestation will continue. There certainly was none of it in the 
Butler case in the last session of the Fifty-seventh Congress, 
which presented the most outrageous conglomeration of frauds 
that were ever perpetrated on the ballot box. There was not a 
single gentleman on the other side of the aisle whose conscience 
was stimulated to vote against seating a man in whose behalf 
every offense that could possibly be conceived against the election 
laws, including ballot-box stuffing, false personation, forgery, 
perjury, personal violence, everything short of murder had been 
perpetrated. I said I hope this manifestation of conscience will 
continue, so that if in the inscrutable purposes of a divine Provi- 
dence it should ever seem to be necessary to furnish this country 
with another administration in which these gentlemen have a 
majority, itis to be hoped, Isay, that conscience will still be active 
when they have a majority on these committees and when they 
have the power toseat and unseat Members. I have waited three 
years for an opportunity to witness this manifestation. 

ae and kings desired it long, but died without the 
sight.’’ 

What we are all after in this case is the truth. I agree that 
all are equally conscientious and all equally desirous of arriving 
at the exact truth of this controversy. It was submitted by the 
House to a committee consisting of nine Members. The testi- 
mony has convinced six of these nine Members that Mr. Connell 
is entitled to this seat and that Mr. Howell ought to be unseated. 
The testimony has equally satisfied three of the nine Members 
that there is no evidence whatever in the case, not one spark or 
scintilla of evidence, that would justify the House in unseating 
the sitting Member. The fact that this decision is on party lines 
is of no consequence. It may be conceded that all of these gen- 
tlemen are equally intelligent, that they are equally able, and 
that they are equally conscientious. So that the question comes 
back, What is the truth? Are the six mistaken and are the three 
right, or are the six right and are the three mistaken? 

Let us look at it from a common-sense standpoint for a minute 
or two and in the light of human experience. It is objected that 
the best evidence of the facts upon which the majority conclu- 
sion was reached has not been produced. The real question is 
not whether the best evidence has been produced, but the ques- 
tion is whether the evidence is such as, uncontradicted, ought to 
satisfy a reasonable man under the circumstances, taking every- 
thing into consideration, that the facts exist. Consider that little 
ward of Winton borough, where the majority of the committee 
find that 100 fraudulent votes were cast, The committee say 
fifty men voted in that ward who were not on the registry, who 
filed no affidavits. Under the decision of the highest court of the 
State of Pennsylvania those votes were illegal and void, and no 
outside testimony could ever make them good. What is the evi- 
dence on which the majority of this committee find that conclu- 
sion? First, it was perfectly easy to satisfy themselves that these 
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voters were not on the registry list by comparing the poll list with 
the registry. ’ 

Mr. JOHNSON. But that they have not done. 

Mr. PALMER. Thatthey diddo. It is said that this registry 
list which was used by the election officers on that occasion is in 
the ballot box. Well, let it be granted that it was. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Does not the gentleman think, as a lawyer 
and as a citizen of Pennsylvania, that they are? 

Mr. PALMER. Why, certainly it is in the ballot box; but the 
original from which that registry list was made is in the commis- 
sioner’s office in the city of Scranton, and there was not the slight- 
est trouble in comparing that poll list with the registry and with 
ascertaining the fact, at least, that there were fifty men who 
voted at that election who were not registered on that list. 

Unless they filed the affidavits that the law prescribes, they were 
illegal voters. Did they file the affidavits? It was the duty of 
the election officers to transmit those affidavits, if they were filed, 
to the prothonotary of the court and put them on file there. They 
do not go into the ballot boxes, bat they go to the prothonotary. 
The prothonotary certified that no such affidavits were ever filed 
there. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him? 

Mr. PALMER. No; I will not, just now. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON. I know my friend does not want to make a 
mistake; he is too good a man for that. 

Mr..PALMER. I will admit thatI ama goodman. [Laugh- 
ter. 

ir. JOHNSON. The certificate to which the gentleman refers 
related only to Old Forge; there is no evidence as to Winton— 
none in the world. 

Mr. PALMER. If that certificate pertains only to Old Forge, 
then is there other evidence that there were no affidavits filed at 
the Second Ward of Winton? 

Mr. JOHNSON. None in the world. 

Mr. PALMER. I willtell you whatevidencetherewas. There 
was the evidence of Mr. Howell’s lawyer, who stood up before 
this committee and admitted that no affidavits were filed in that 
ward; the evidence that the counsel of the contestce put into his 
printed brief on page 18 that there were no affidavits filed in that 
ward. He says there wereno affidavits filed in that ward because 
there were no voters who voted who were not registered. 

From the beginning of this case until the end there has never 
been a denial on the part of anybody that there were fifty men 
who voted in that ward on that day who were not registered. It 
is not until this case comes to be argued here in this House that 
this fact is denied. They are now making that claim in the face 
of their own admissions in their printed brief and in their argu- 
ment before the committee. 

Mr. Speaker, if it were true that the fifty men who voted and 
who were claimed to be nonregistered did in fact file affidavits, 
would not the contestee in this case have been swift to call the 
election officers to prove it? Could henot have proved in just one 
minute by calling the judge of the election or the clerk of the 
election, or any inspector of the election, that no man voted on 
that occasion who was not on the registry for whom an affidavit 
was not taken? Could henot have explained that these affidavits 
were transmitted to the prothonotary, and were lost on the road 
or eaten up by mice or abstracted by the enemy. 

Sometimes the facts which are not proven speak as conclusively 
and as forcibly as facts which are proven; and when from the 
beginning it was contended that these fifty nonregistered voters 
voted without affidavits, and when the contestee failed to at- 
tempt to establish the fact that affidavits were filed, that seems 
to me to be at least some evidence on which the majority of the 
committee could base their finding. 

The committee finds that there were fifty men who were re- 
turned as having voted in that precinct who were not there at all. 
I suppose the best evidence in proof of this fact would have been 
to summon the men themselves if they could be found on the 
face of the earth, to bring them before a commissioner and take 
their testimony that they were not present and did not vote. 
That was not the course pursued. A man was sent out who was 
not a stranger—a man who was a tax collector and assessor in 
that little borough of Winton, who knew every man, woman, dog, 
and cat in the place. They sent him out with a list in his hand 
of fifty men who were returned as having voted there, but who 
did not in fact vote, as it was alleged. He was sent out to ascer- 
tain facts, and he came back and reported that A had moved 
away, that B was in some other country, that C had died, etc. 
Nobody contradicted his testimony or doubted his veracity. It 
may not have been the highest or best form of evidence; but in 
the absence of any contradictory proof which Mr. Howell could 
have made, if any such existed, it was enough to satisfy a reason- 
able man of the fact. i ‘ 

If the testimony satisfied the majority of the committee, then 


they had a right to make that finding. Granted that { 
evidence was not produced, Is there a man here who do 
a single moment that it is a fact that the fifty men who 
were returned as having been cast on that occasion were not i). 

and that they had moved away from that place and did no: : “ 
at that election. — 

It was found in that ward of Winton borough that more ih; 
a majority of all the votes cast were illegal votes; that this r. — 
on which Mr. Howell had 150-odd majority in that ward w. “rn 
false return—a return which instead of importing truth imported 
falsehood; that no reliance could be put upon it. What is to be 
done with this return? Under the well-settied principles of Jaw 
it must be rejected. What happens next? There was no we. 
sibility of purging that poll. How could you purge the pol 
The provision for a numbered ballot had been abolished thr... +h 
the effort of some idiotic so-called “ reformers.”’ The last chanco 
that we had in Pennsylvania to purge a poll has been taken away 
by a constitutional amerdment abolishing the numbered baljot 

The only way that the poll could be purged would be to cal] 
every voter who voted there to state for whom he voted. Tha 
ballot in Pennsylvania is secret, and no man can be ompelled to 
tell how he voted. Of course if a man’s vote is illegal he shields 
himself on the ground that he is not bound to criminate hinself 
by testifying that he voted at all or for whom he voted. If his 
vote is not illegal, he is not bound to tell anybody for whom he 
voted. Therefore the proposition that the ballot box could be 
purged. that it could be ascertained how many legal votes and how 
many illegal votes were cast and for whom was simply impossiile, 
The other rule of law that applies to sucha case is that the return 
shall be rejected when it does not import truth or is tainted with 
fraud, and then each party shall have an opportunity to prove 
how many legal votes he actually received in that poll. That op- 
portunity Mr. Connell embraced, and he was able to prove tat 
in these two wards of Winton and in the Old Forge precinct at 
— thirty-one persons who were legal voters cast their ballots for 
nim. 

Again, it was said that this was not established by the best evi- 
dence. It is not a question whether it was proved by the best 
evidence, but the question is whether any man here doubts the 
fact that these thirty-one Republicans who had been supporting 
Mr. Connell and who declared afterwards that they had voted 
for him—is there a doubt that they did so vote? Isthere a doubt 
that those 31 votes ought to have been given to him? The qu:s- 
tion is whether the fact exists, and whether in the absence of any 
contradiction the evidence is such as to justify a belief in the 
mind of a reasonable man. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McLAIN. Mr. Speaker, it was the intention of my colleague 
[Mr. RanDe. of Texas], who is on the committee, to address the 
House to-day, but he, like myself, has not the time. I now yield 
the balance of the time to the contestee [Mr. Howell}. Ly 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has thirty-six minutes, which 
he yields to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Howell). — 

Mr. HOWELL of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, the Hon. Wil- 
liam Connell was renominated by the Republican party of Lacia- 
wanna County, which is the Tenth Congressional district of Penn- 
sylvania, some time in July, 1902. His certificate of nomination 
was regularly filed with the secretary of the Commonwealti, at 
Harrisburg. 

The Democratic party held its convention in Scranton, some 
time in September—September 16, I believe—1002, and at tuat 
convention, as usual, there were some Connell Democrats—some 
Connell conspirators. After we had elected a permanent chat 
man; after George Howell had been nominated for Congress; af- 
ter Judge Sando had been nominated for the orphans’ court, 
thirty-five of those conspirators bolted the convention, went 
Melvin’s Hall, and there organized a rump conventicn, Wik) 
nominated the Hon. William Connell upon a Democratic tic! eb 
and a Democratic platform diametrically opposed to the Repu- 
lican platform indorsed by the Republicans in July, 192. 

Judge Wabk has read that platform for you, and I will not re- 


he best 
ibts for 
Se votes 


peat it, for my time is short; but we want to call your attent oa 
to this fact: Mr. Connell was not only pleased with the action ° 
that ramp convention—he was not only pleased with that Demo- 


cratic platform, but he publicly indorsed both by filing his = 
tificate of nomination with the secretary of the Commonv el , 
of Pennsylvania. Further, he was bold enough not only ‘0 ** 
his certificate of nomination as a Democratic candidate. = a 
petitioned and prayed the Dauphin County court to declar my 
certificate invalid and to erase my name from the Democrauie 
column. a 
After a trial lasting many days, after the examination 0! R. E 
loads of witnesses sent on by the contestant from Scranton ( : H . 4 
risburg, that court decided that my certificate was invalid, an 
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Knocked out of the Democratic column, robbed of a nomina- 
tion, George Howell went home, filed 3,000 signatures, took them 
tp Harrisburg, and got his name in a column known as the “‘ anti- 
machine column.’’ George Howell had but two weeks to conduct 
iis campaign, but when the vote was counted, canvassed, and 
rtarned, a plurality of 461 votes declared not only the success of 
George Howell as an antimachine candidate for Congress, but it 
eressed the disapproval of a man who wanted to be both Re- 
ablican and Democrat. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

ot George Howell carried the Republican strongholds of Lacka- 
wanna County. 

Mr, CONNELL (the contestant), Where? 

Mr. HOWELL of Pennsylvania. I carried the west side by 792 


tes, 
“Mr. CONNELL. That is Democratic. 

Mr. HOWELLof Pennsylvania. The Republican city of Scran- 
ton is not @ Democratic stronghold. The west side isa Repub- 
lican stronghold, and I carried it, and the returns will show it. 

Mr. CONNELL. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. HOWELL of Pennsylvania. I want my time. I simply 
ti] you the fact that I carried the Republican stronghold of 
Lackawanna County, which is the westside of the city of Scranton. 

Mr. CONNELL. That is not so. 

Several Mempurs. Order! Order! 

Mr. McLAIN. I submit tothe Chair whether the gentleman, 
Mr, Connell, who is not a Member of the House, as I take it, has 
gright to interrupt the gentleman? 

TheoSPEAKER. The contestant can only address the House 
by its permission, which has not given. 

Mr. CONNELL. Havel not that right? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will pro- 
ceed without interruption. He declines to yield. [Applause on 
~ the Democratic side. 

Mr. HOWELL of Pennsylvania. The Republicans of Lacka- 
wanna County are loyal to the Republican party and loyal to Re- 
publican prineiples. They believe, however, in the existence of 
two great parties and the right of representation. They would 
not destroy the Democratic party, because they know that the 
Republican party has been made stronger and better by its op- 
psition. Had Mr. Connell not attempted to run as a Democratic 
candidate; had he relied upon his individual strength and party 
prestige, I tell you frankly and freely I believe he would be oc- 
cupying a seat On the other side of the House to-day, honored and 
_— for his allegiance and loyalty to the Republican party 
and Republican principles. 

Ifa lawyer goes into court and asks damages for injury to his 
dient and it can be shown that his client is guilty of contributory 
wgligence, the case is thrown out. The contestant in this case 
guilty not only of contributory negligence by accepting a Demo- 
cratic nomination, buthe is guilty of violating a fundamental law 
vhich gives to every party in every State the right of representa- 
tion on the ballot. The monuments at Yorktown, Bennington, 
Saratoga, and Bunker Hill stand for the right of representation 
in all its varied forms. God forbid the day when all men think 
dike and one party dominates the land. 1 have no desire to con- 
sume the time of the House or digress from the main issues in 
tess contest, but the ple of Lackawanna County have been 
neclessly charged with gross and flagrant violations of election 
ws, illegal voting, fraud, bribery, and corruption, and I deem 
aid a and high privilege on this occasion to say a word in 

r defense, 
Reading the notice of contest, you would be led to believe that 
<aWanna County, the home of the miner and the heart of the 
uuthracite region, is a district where men have no regard for law, 
Vhere civic virtue is dead, and where anarchy is king. Lacka- 
Witna County, Mr. Speaker, is not a seething pile of political cor- 
Miption, as the contestant would have you believe. This district 
lus reputation to be envied, and I will prove this statement, not 


y appealing to the panqinotion, but by the facts, figures, and 
this 


patimony furnished ouse by the contestant himself, who 
. atten ted to defame the county that gave him his great 
talth and the good people who raised him to his present proud 
tical eminence, 
cE that notice of contest contestant alleges that 13,584 men 
omy for George Howell who had not resided in the election dis- 
thay here they voted the specified time _ by law; that 
05 ballots were marked by my friends and fraudulently cast 
aw agents; that 18,600 men voted for George Howell who had 
* paid their taxes, and, last but not least, though George How- 
ian did not appear in the Democratic column, he alleges 
ttutis +? Oallots marked in the circle at the head of the Demo- 
ments column were counted for George Howell. These state- 
aerate allegations are so wild, rash, reckless, and erratic that 
om onal mind can conceive them tobe true. If they are true, 
Was not a legal vote cast for George Howell out of 13,600. 


There may be some element of truth in each and every allega- 
tion made by the contestant, and if there is, I desire that it be 
carefully weighed by the House; but his boldest allegation, one 
that imputes gross fraud, contains not a single grain of truth. 
Contestant sets forth as his strongest allegation that 21,245 bal- 
lots marked with the circle at the head of the Democratic column 
were counted for George Howell. Now, Mr. Speaker, what is 
the testimony? What are the facts? On November 5, the morn- 
ing after the election, one named Decker lodged information with 
the court of Lackawanna County to the effect that the election 
board in the second district, Third Ward, of Scranton, counted 
ballots with a cross in the Democratic circle for George Howell. 
The court immediately ordered the board to appear. They were 
examined, and it was found that the board did count 7 votes thus 
marked for George Howell. The court immediately ordered 7 
votes déducted from George Howell’s total vote in the district. 
Were any other ballots similarly marked and counted for George 
Howell? In the testimony of 6,500 witnesses you can’t find one. 

These facts and figures may form no part of the majority re- 
port, but they have been sent broadcast over this land, imputing 
dishonesty to the people of Lackawanna County, giving them a 
reputation for lawlessness which they do not deserve. ‘The con- 
testant in this case has been the foremost man and political leader 
in Lackawanna County for twelvelong years. The political meth- 
ods devised by him were the methods accepted by all lieutenants; 
his power was so supreme the political machine never moved ex- 
cept when oiled and guided by his deft and cunning hand, and I tell 
you now that, if such a corrupt condition existed in Lackawanna 
County as he would have you believe, it is high time the political 
leadership of the county was changed and the contestant, William 
Connell, held responsible for his stewardship as a political boss in 
that county for the last twelve years. 

Expecting a retort from friends of the contestant to the effect 
that contestee made some bold allegations, too, which were not 
proven—not sustained by the evidence—permit me to read some 
of these allegations and tell you why they were not proven, why 
they were not sustained. 

We alleged the following: 

**Fourth. That one John Gibbons, an agent and employee of 
ours, the contestant, gave to Charles H. Schadt, high sheriff of 
uackawanna County and a Democratic party leader in said Con- 

gressional district, the sum of $2,500 for the purpose, as specific- 
ally stated by said Gibbons to Schadt, of — g election offi- 
cers in said Congressional district to make false returns, by which 
more votes than cast for you, the contestant, were to be counted, 
returned, and canvassed for you. 

‘Fifth. That said John Gibbons, agent as aforesaid of you, the 
contestant, being the indorser on a note for $1,000 given by John 
J. Fahey, the chairman of the convention called by the Demo- 
cratic party in this district to nominate a candidate for Congress, 
offered the said John J. Fahey that he would take up said note for 
said Fahey and relieve him from any liability thereon provided 
that he, the said Fahey, would use his influence as chairman of 
said convention to have it indorse the candidacy of yourself for 
Congress in this district. 

‘Sixth. That one James 8S. McAnulty,one of your agents, gave 
to Wade M. Finn a check for the sum of $150 for the purpose of 
_— voters to vote for youin the Congressional district at said 

ection. 

**Seventh. That said James S. McAnulty, as well as others act- 
ing as your agents, disbursed many other large sums of money to 
other persons for the purpose of bribing voters to vote for you in 
said election.’” 

Of those designated in the allegations just read, we put upon 
the witness stand one John J. Fahey, who was chairman of the 
Democratic convention. Histestimony,tosay the least, is very in- 
teresting. He testifies on page 3108 that John Gibbons, a Con- 
nell Democrat, would take care of his note of $1,000 if he, Fahey, 
would play fair at the convention. I may not be familiar with 
human nature, I may not know the true code of political ethics, 
but asI understand human nature and the political world, men 
at conventions offer money, not as aninducementto play fair, but 
to play crooked. 

j ohn Early’s testimony, read by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Tuayrr}, is found on page 3081 and stands uncon- 
tradicted. 

The allegations made by Wade M. Finn, Charles H. Schadt, and 
James McAnulty were not sustained because they disobeyed the 
snbpeena issued by the commissioner of the contestee. But what 
did we do when they failed to respond to this subpoena? We 
went before the United States commissioner and had them ar- 
rested; but what was the result? As soon as the commissioner 
had placed two of them under bail, United States District Attorney 
McCarroll was sent for, and at the hearing of Wade M. Finn he 
declared that the subpoena issued was defective, because the locus 
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or place for hearing was not sufficiently and specifically desig- 
nated. The subpoena reads as follows: 


[Copy of subpoena. William Connell, contestant, v.George Howell, contes- 
tee. In re hearing before commissioner sur contested election of Repre- 
sentative in Congress. ] 

To Charles H. Schadt, of the Sixteenth Ward of Scranton, greeting: 


You are hereby notified and commanded that, laying aside all, and all 
manner of business, you be and opneer in your own proper person, and have 
with you your naturalization certificate, or your father’s naturalization cer- 
tificate, and receipts for State and county taxes paid between November 4, 
1900, and October 4, 1902, before W. W. Baylor, notary public, a commissioner 
duly appointed, at court-house, court room No. 2, on hursday, the 19th day 
of February, 1903, at 9 o’clock in the forenoon, then and there to give evi- 
dence touching the matter of the contested election of Hon. George Howell 
to a seat in the House of Representatives in the Fifty-eighth Congress of the 
United States, wherein Hon. William Connell is the contestant and Hon. 
George Howell is the contestee, on behalf of ag Cumnentes, 

Hereof fail not under penalty prescribed by law. . 

Witness my hand and seal at Scranton, Lackawanna County, Pa., the 13th 
day of February, A. D. 1903. 

SEAL. ] 








W. W. BAYLor, 
Commissioner and-Notary Public. 


Seal of W. W. Baylor, commissioner and notary public.] 
y commission expires January 19, 1907. 
A true and attested copy. 
R. E. FENTON. 


Scranton is on the subpoena twice; there is but one county 
seat in the Tenth Congressional district, one court room No. 2, 
and every man subpoenaed was an old resident of Scranton. 
Charles H. Schadt had been high sheriff and Wade M. Finn a 
member of the council for many years, yet our learned United 
States district attorney saw fit to rely upon the technicality and 
ordered those in custody discharged. I may be wrong from a 
legal standpoint, but I think that the refusal of these witnesses to 
testify in obedience to the subpoena issued should be taken as an 
admission that they were possessed of information and had knowl- 
edge of facts which would prove the allegations of the contestee. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, let us examine some of the agencies that 
cooperated to defeat the contestant. Mr. Connell conspired not 
only to defeat himself by accepting a Democratic nomination, but 
the times, the environment, the economic conditions of the county, 
worked against him. Let me read from the contestant’s brief: 


The Tenth Congressional district of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
is located in the heart of the anthracite region. In that section labor is com- 
pletely and thoroughly organized. The United Mine Workers of America is 
the dominant controlling force there, and its subordinate lodges, or “locals,” 
as they are designated, have their abiding places in more than 60 per cent of 
the territory of Lackawanna County. It isan “imperium in imperio,” and 
its orders are unhesitatingly obeyed. 

Hon. William Connell, the contestant, was largely interested, as owner 
and operator, in the coal-producing business of this entire section, and the 
force of this ne was principally directed against his candidacy for 
Member of the House of Representatives in the Fifty-eighth Congress of the 
United States from the Tenth Congressional district of the State of Pennsyl- 
Vania. 


Ali this I freely and frankly admit. In the Tenth Congres- 
sional district labor was completely and thoroughly organized. 
The lodges or locals had their abiding places in more than 60 per 
cent of the territory of Lackawanna County; and now, sir, I ask 
you, if this be all true, and you assert it, = Was my election an 
unnatural result, for as the miner votes in Lackawanna County 
so goes the election. [Applause on the Democratic ae 

Again, looking at natural conditions and natural results, what 
do the returns indicate? Every candidate upon the antimachine 
ticket, upon which I ran, received a majority of the vote cast in 
the county and was duly declared elected. Robert E. Pattison, 
the Democratic candidate for governor, received a plurality of 
5,000; George Guthrie, Democratic candidate for lieutenant gov- 
ernor, 3,890; James Nolan, candidate for secretary of internal 
affairs, 3,287, and M. F. Sando, candidate for orphans’ county 
judge of Lackawanna County, running under exactly the same 
conditions asGeorge Howell ran, got a majority of 1,837. Facing 
these facts, who will say that Howell’s election was a surprise or 
an unexpected result when the Democrats swept the county? 

Again permit me to eradicate a false impression. The contest- 
ant in his brief seeks to convey the impression that at the time 
of the election there was great excitement in the county, that 
lawlessness prevailed, that a strike was in progress, and that sol- 
diers were on guard to suppress violence and disorder. Such was 
not the condition in Lackawanna County on election day. At 
the time of the election the strike was over, the military forces 
had been withdrawn, men had returned to work satisfied that 
the mine Commission ap inted by President Roosevelt would 
deal fairly with them. be election in all respects was the most 
orderly and legally conducted election ever held in the county. 
Not a single arrest or charge was made on election day, immedi- 
ately before or after. There is not one scintilla of evidence in 
the testimony of 6,500 witnesses that shows one act of violence or 
intimidation at any of the 163 polling places in the county of Lacka- 
wanna. 

Having recited the history of the case, let us now examine the 
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majority report. That report asks you first to throw out the Sor 
ond Ward of Winton because votes were recorded in the ».,.~ 
of men who were not present on election day and did jaca 
Now, gentlemen, what is the testimony? One M. J. Gang} oe 
paid professional searcher and collector of testimony, who» }, 
was not in Winton, but in Olyphant, who gathered his ins a 
tion three months after the election, who was not in or 1, “h, 
polls in Winton borough on election day, goes upon the stana ‘i 
testifies from secondhand hearsay evidence that forty or fifty - 
were not present at the polls on election day and did not yo; tt 
such testimony can be introduced and relied upon, no man’s go. 
in this House is secure for a single day. Again, this witness. 1 
J. ape nee in my judgment is utterly unworthy of belief, 4, “ 
man Ww mows 


tan, @ 


0 goes upon the witness stand and testifies that he } 
personally every man in Winton borough, a mining district of 
3,000 inhabitants, composed principally of Poles, Slavs, Huns, and 
Italians, shifting and moving constantly, is either an jen: 
man or a deliberate perjurer. [Applause on the Democratic: <ide ) 
Employers of long experience in this district and throughout 
Pennsylvania find it so difficult to remember the names and faerg 
of the foreign miner and laborer that surnames and Christiay 
names are practically unknown and unheard. The Poles. Slavs 
Huns, and Sudiens go by number, not by name. Those of you 
who live in farming communities with a settled population may 
be inclined to believe that Gaughan knew personally 3,000 men iy 
Winton borough, but those of you who reside in mining districts 
know that his statement is absolutely false. 
Further, the majority report declares that votes were received 
by the election officers in the names of dead men. How many 
such votes were received in the names of dead men? Only two, 
Thomas Wright and John Mackey. Thomas Wright's name js 
on the registry list and voting list, but Gaughan, this paid pro- 
fessional searcher, tells 2 upon information received from 
Wright's father that he, Thomas Wright, died in Pittsburg Sep. 
tember 20, 1902. You may believe Gaughan if you are so dis. 
posed, but I will accept the written registry book, the written 
voting list, and that fair presumption of law that sworn officers 
did their duty—nothing to the contrary appearing in this record— 
rather than accept the momen | of this man Gaughan, witha 
wonderful memory, a wonderful nose for scenting the trail of 
lost men, a wonderful ear for gossip, secondhand information. 
Regarding John Mackey, the other dead man, I have good 
reasons for believing that he was alive on election day and that 
he voted. A witness called by contestant says that he was killed 
November 15, 1901; but is he not mistaken? The assessor by law 
is compelled to make a house-to-house canvass in May of each year, 
and write in his registry book a full and complete list of all the 
voters in his district. The assessor, John Loftus, made such 4 
canvass in May, 1902; and what dowe find? Do we find the name 
of John Mackey recorded by the assessor? Yes, sir. Recorded 
by him in a house-to-house canvass made seven monilis aller 
Mackey is said to be dead. Now, Mr. Speaker, are you gome 
ignore, set aside, this written record made by an officer uncer 
oath, at a time when there was no party feeling or party pols 
in the air, when this contest was not dreamed of, and accept the 
oral testimony of a witness at a time when party feeling ran)’ 
when this contest had engendered political strife and polite! 
hatred? I believe not. When you look at this record there's bn 
one conclusion—John Mackey was alive on election day and‘ se 
Again, it is alleged that many votes were cast by men whose 
names could not be found on the registry list in this ward. oa 
ilar allegations are made for the Third Ward of Winton and the 
first district of Old Forge, and as these districts are compos” 
ptincipally of Poles, Slavs, Hungarians, and Italians one nee 
will suffice for all. In Pennsylvania, it is true, names 00 a 
voting list should correspond with names on the "egistry list, “4 
to make them correspond under existing conditions in t! a. 
tricts is an impossibility. I hold in my hand a list of the name 
from the Second Ward of Winton, copied from contestant § = i, 
and I assert, without fear of successful contradiction, that — 
are not two men in this intelligent body that can promo’ © 
spell them correctly: Theodore Gruzdioloonicz, James Eines 
John Michaels, Joseph Batnicak, Joseph Iratt, John Saveo!, 


rh 
My 


1e8e 


Vasil 


Juzinoc, Vasil Ladmrak, Vasil Ladmirjak, Andrew (Ts uanicé, 
Joe Yutsco, Vasil Zuynioc, Korse Jubiancy, Jacob M 7 a 
Silvertie Marsala, Duherij Michalay, John Francke, Se hall 
jack, Joe Maslar, Frank Laskovskie, Mack Annlkoski, R aaa 
Hanaha, Michael Horiahra, Anthony Sekovic, Valentine "Pi bet 
Andrew Senick, Steve Waslar, Martin Makala, John te alosb 
Giszar, Hric Pavander, Mich Oaph, Jacob Lustick, Andr gt . - 
Andrew Malnar, John Novack, Mich Harksum, Joe Ma: chler, 
George Pedracki, Steve Korach, John Varhalak, J« eeph ry 
Paul Kackosh, George Kackosh, John Kovalisky, Charles i! 
Theodore Grusdlovick, John Pliska, John Olorin, Thomas 

Paul Michaulic, John Marck. 


irshiler, 
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OLD FORGE. 

The election officers of Old Forge were so ably defended by the 
gentleman from South Carolina | Mr. Jonson] that I shall sim- 
ply call attention briefly to one fact regarding this district. 

The Se from Iowa [Mr. BirpsaL] recited with great 
particularity yesterday the misdeeds and irregularities of the elec- 
tion officers of Old Forge. He would have you believe that this 
election board violated every election law, perinitted gross irregu- 
larities, and committed great frand, but I desire to remind you 
of one thing. Every booth on election day was guarded by two 
overseers, whose plain duty it is to carefully observe the action 
of the board, and if things are not conducted in accordance with 
the law and spirit of the law such violations as are observed must 
be reported immediately to the court. After the election held in 
November, 1902, not a single overseer in Old Forge and Second 
and Third wards of Winton, reported a single irregularity. 

Is it not fair to presume that these overseers on election day did 
their duty, and if there had been any irregularities that they 
would have reported to the court? The fact of the matter is, Mr. 
Speaker, no man in Old Forge ever dreamed of any irregularity 
on the part of the officers until this contest was instituted and 
Mr. Baring with his detectives got to work in Old Forge. To 
hold this election board of Old Forge guilty of fraud is to put a 
premium on political corruption, sanction the purchase of votes, 
and commend the debauchery of the ballot. If there was any- 
thing done at Old Forge on election day that was not square, why, 
ww tell me, didn’t Mr. Mason or Mr. Judge, the two Repub- 

ican members of that board, protest? Why didn’t Mr. Williams, 

the Republican watcher who was in the booth all day, why didn’t 
he protest or say something about this irregularity before this 
contest began? 

Mr. Speaker, before this Housecan throw out the Second Ward 
and Third Ward of Winton and the first district of Old Forge, this 
House must accept as competent testimony the evidence gathered 
by that paid professional searcher, M. J. Gaughan, who gathered 
his evidence three months after the election. 

2. This House must believe Benni Betti, who sold his yote for a 
glass of beer and 25 cents. 

8. This House must give more weight to the testimony of Frank 
Conowsky,a political paymaster, than they do to the testimony of 
Michael McGowan, judge of election, and the peace officer and the 
constable, both sworn officers of the law. 

4, This House must believe that a man can not vote in Novem- 
ber, though naturalized in June,if the letters ‘‘ D. I.’’ appear op- 
posite his name in the assessor’s registry book made by him in May. 

5. You must believe thatthe registry books introduced here by 
the contestant have been in the hands of the election officers. 

6. You must believe that the miner, untrained and unschooled, 
can make the voting list correspond to the registry list when 90 
per cent of the names in these districts are names of Huns, Slavs, 
Poles, and Italians, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me discuss another matter aside from 
the three districts asked to be thrown out. If you and I go into 
court to try a case as lawyers, and you offer in evidence a docu- 
ment or instrument of any kind, I certainly have the right to ex- 
amine that document orinstrument. What was done in this case? 
Before we began to take testimony the contestant, by an order of 
the United States district court, impounded all the ballot boxes 
or their contents. After hearing testimony for some time in the 
Second and Third wards of Winton, Mr. Holgate, counsel for con- 
testant, offered in evidence the ballot boxes of the Second and 
Third wards of Winton and said that these ballot boxes wonld be 
opened at Scranton at atimecertain. Mr. Holgate never fulfilled 

They would have you believe that where the letters ‘‘ D. I.” ap- | that promise, and when we requested the committee to make him 
pear Opposite a man’s name on the registry list, made in May by | stand by his offer and bring the boxes here they denied our re- 
the assessor, he couldn’t vote in November. If a man’s name is quest. These boxes contained the only registry list used by the 
recorded by the assessor in May and he is naturalized in June— | election officer on election day; these boxes contained positive evi 
and this is frequently the case—he isn’t required to make an affi- | dence of the frand alleged by the contestant; these boxes contain 
davit when he votes. The production of his naturalization cer- | the evidence of his election or mine—yet he fears to bring them 
tificate to the election officers is all the lawrequires. Anelection | in and face the contents, but skulks behind a Republican ma- 
culcer has no power to go behind a certificate of naturalization | jority and refuses to face his own evidence offered in this case. 
and demand additional proof. (1 Brewster, 273; 2 Brewster, 138.) | ‘‘ Thus does conscience make cowards of us all.’ 

t Again, the registered voter who is challenged need not subscribe I will be charitable. I may not understand why this House re- 
Oan affidavit. If registered and challenged for nonpayment of | fuses to open the boxes, but I do know that where a plaintiff sup- 
i he can, by taking an oath orally, qualify himself and vote | presses evidence in court his suppression is a confession of guilt. 
gully. (Eighth Penn. Dist. Reports, p. 595.) There are other questions, Mr. Speaker, involved in this case; 
ne statements found in this majority report concerning affi- | but why should I weary the House? Can I hope for a judicial de- 
Avits are certainly a revelation to those familiar with the prac- | termination of this case? Can I hope that some Republican has 
- the the election lawsin Pennsylvania. A man marked “D.1.” | asked the question, Is my party master or servant? I recognize 
and he registry list can vote in November if naturalized in June | the fact that there are two kinds of party allegiance. One isa 
® produces his certificate of naturalization to the election | rigid, unyielding determination to obey party leaders. It is such 
pa Again, the registered voter is not compelled to take and | allegiance as a subject owes to his king, and a man who believes 
oa ume to the affidavit when he is challenged. Onthecontrary, | in this kind of allegiance is a liegeman of the party, contented to 
Rn on his part may be made by parol. (Eighth Penn. Dist, | sing in a quiet undertone, “It is not for me to reason why, but 
Ports, p. 595.) do or die,” 


' [ will go farther and say that you can not find five professors 
in Yale, Harvard, or Princeton that can spell and write these 
names correctly when correctly pronounced to them. Is it not 
unreasonable then, to expect miners, unskilled and untrained, 
with but the rudiments of an education, to spell these names cor- 
rectly, to make the voting list correspond to the registry list. 
Further, is it not unfair, unjust, and harsh to accuse these hard- 
working people of fraud when neither you norI could perform 
the task imposed or placed upon them by the law? 

Let us now pass to the Third Ward of Winton. The star wit- 
ness for the contestant, and the chief witness upon whom he relies 
to establish irregularities and fraud by the election officers, is one 
Benni Betti. It is alleged that Benni Betti and H. V. Lawlor, 
the tax collector, with the assistance of one named Lally, voted 
twenty unnaturalized Italians in the Third Ward of Winton. If 
Benni Bettiis reliable, if his testimony is trustworthy, it certainly 
isagainst us; but who is Benni Betti, and what is he? Are you 
going to believe him? Are you going to believe a man who could 
not qualify as a voter, one who could not produce his certificate 
of naturalization or his tax receipts, a man whosold his honor, his 
manhood, and his highest American privilege for a glass of beer 
and 25 cents? [Applause on the Democratic side.] Are you go- 
ing to believe the sworn officers of this election board of Ameri- 
cans guilty of fraud on the testimony of this unwashed dago, this 
nnnaturalized subject who said that all these Italians voted and 
still not one of their names appear upon the voting list? (Reply 
brief, p. 48.) 

‘iaan Mr. Speaker, does H. V. Lawlor, their own witness, cor- 
roborate Benni Betti? No,sir. Lawlor denies in toto every state- 
ment made by Benni Betti. When James Conry, judge of the 
election, and their own witness, was asked about Lawlor voting 
these Italians in a bunch, he said Lawlor voted some that day, 
but he always asked permission and never asked in a bunch. 
But, Mr. Speaker, suppose the statements found in the majority 
report are true; that Benni Betti and H. V. Lawlor did corral 
these Italians and turn them over to John Lally, and, further, that 
he marked all their ballots, pray tell me what right have you to 
believe or even suspect, these Italians having been turned over to 
John Lally, that their ballots were marked for the contestee? 
John Lally is a loyal Republican, ever has been, and was a faith- 
ful Republican inspector at the pollsthat day. Do you doubt his 
politics? James Conry, their own witness, testifies on page 1011 
that he never saw John Lally at a Democratic caucus or a Demo- 
cratic convention, and Peter Lawlor, one of their own witnesses, 
testifies on page 1098 that John Lally isa Republican. The Re- 
publicans of that district were not working for the Democratic 
party that day. The contestant received more votes in the Sec- 
ond and Third wards of Winton than did President McKinley. 

resident McKinley’s total vote in the Second and Third wards 
of Winton was 50; the contestant’s 55, and any Republican who 
gets more votes than William McKinley in a Democratic district 
ought not to cry “‘ Fraud.”’ 

Before leaving the Third Ward of Winton let me call your at- 
tention tothe third paragraph on page 6 of the majority report. 
It read as follows: 

























































Where the letters “D. I.” appear opposite a name on tho registry list the 
indicate that the man is of foreign birthand has declared his intention to 
become a citizen of the United States, They also indicate clearly that such 
&inan is not entitled to vote, unless he qualify himself by an affidavit in con- 
formity with the law, taken by the election officers and filed with the re- 
turns. Those letters are intended to and should put the election officers on 
guard. There is no honest reason why they should accept yotes from such 
men without the required aflidavits. 
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On the other hand, the second kind of allegiance stands for in- 
dependence, and an independence that is a notice and a warning to 
party and party leaders to do no wrong or be condemned. It isa 
fealty or party spirit subservient to reason, guided and controlled 
by conscience. 

Stranger as I am in this House, I know not which kind of alle- 
giance is in your heart—whether you believe in the citizen who 
holds his party to a strict accountability or believe in the man 
who is held by his party to a strict accountability. Speaking for 
myself, Iam the slaveof no party orcreed. I believe that the man 
who is true to himself can not be false to his party, his country, 
or his God. 

Now, gentlemen, my time has about expired and I must yield. 
If you believe that George Howell, who never sought this Demo- 
cratic nomination: who never asked a man for a vote; who never 
spent one dollar for electioneering purposes; who spent seventeen 
years of his life just preceding this election as a schoolmaster; who 
ran at a time when the Democrats swept the county—if you be- 
lieve he was not honestly elected, vote for the contestant, William 
Connell. On the other hand, if you believe that William Connell, 
the foremost political leader in Lackawanna County, the man who 
had his right hand on the Republican machine and his left hand 
on the Democratic machine, who wanted to play the double réle 
of Republican and Democrat—if you believe that he was not hon- 
estly elected, vote for the contestee, George Howell. {Great ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the minority has expired, and the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. DRIscoLL] is recognized for fif- 
teen minutes. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I heartily congratulate the Mem- 
bers of this body at the approaching close of this debate and con- 
test. I congratulate the committee, both the minority and ma- 
jority thereof, and I really feel like congratulating myself first, 
because working through these large volumes is a good deal like 
drudgery, and the task is not a pleasant one. If aman does not 
agree with his party sometimes, he is criticised, and if he believes 
his party’s candidate is honestly and fairly elected, and stands up 
for his views, then other people may say that he is biased and in- 
fluenced by partisanship rather than by the merits. Now, our 
friends on the other side, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
THAYER] and the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. JoHNnson], 
said they came into this case and commenced the examination of 
the evidence with minds unbiased and open. 

I do not question their sincerity for a minute, but let me state 
our mutual record and experience, that you may see whether they 
or we can be said to have undertaken this case with minds free 
from prejudice, bias, or partisanship. The same three gentlemen 
who signed the minority views in this case were in the Fifty- 
seventh Congress. They were all on this same Committee on 
Elections. There were several cases before this committee, and 
in every case we decided in favor of the Democrat. Mr. Jack. of 
Pennsylvania, then on this committee, wrote a report in favor of 
a Democrat in one case where the election was hotly contested, 
and all these Democratic members concurred, and the report was 
unanimous. 

In another contested case I wrote the report in favor of the 
Democrat, and these same three gentlemen heartily concurred in 
that. We were all harmonious in the last Congress. When we 
met this year I supposed and hoped that we might agree again, 
but when a majority of this committee agreed on a report in 
favor of a Republican, they promptly disagreed, and I began to 
think they are good natured and concur only when we find in 
favor of a Democrat. 

My sympathies are with the laboring man and with the poor 





fellow who is making an uphill struggle, and therefore when the | 


committee commenced work on this case my sympathies were 
with Mr. Howell. By disposition I am inclined to favor the un- 
der dog in a fight. 


But I sat in this case judicially; I examined this record, and I | plurality for Mr. Howell after those three precincts were tito" 


spent a month on it, and I came to the conclusion that I could 
not find for him without bending over backward. I admit that 
the gentlemen on the other side can examine this record super- 
ficially and find subjects for criticism. I admit that there is a 
great deal of evidence here which is incompetent—some of it in 
answer to leading questions, some of it hearsay, some of it con- 
clusions instead of facts. There is much that is incompetent, but 
there is much of it that is material and competent and establishes 
the conclusions which we find. I admit, further, that you gen- 
tlemen may go into this record and out of the 6,500 witnesses 
called by the contestant criticise many of them. 

You can make fun of their evidence and can find excuses to air 
your views on election cases if you wish, but if you examine 
this record as thoroughly as we have you will find that, while 


there is a lot of poor evidence, there is also a lot of honest, sub- 
stantial. reliable evidence, on which we predicate this report 
which we present to you. 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
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——— 
[Mr. Surras] says he was never in the committee room: he neve 
saw the record; he never examined the briefs; he simply rea, ; 


two reports, and he comes to the conclusion that we made a an 
take. But he seemed to agree with the report except as to - 


proof of votes by aliunde evidence. 

The contestee seemed to think he was making progress on thi 
side of the Chamber, and yielded time also to the gentleman f, “ 
New Jersey [Mr. LAnNinG], who claimed his mind was open when 
he examined this case. He is inclined to side with our. pp mens . 
but says that our report is correct in its conclusion that t}y ao 
wards of Winton and the first district of Old Forge should } n 
thrown out for fraud. 

Now, I want the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Layypxo) 
to listen to what Isay. I will ask him if he considered we wer 
correct in that conclusion? 

Mr. LANNING. Yes. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. In the throwing out of those three distriets 
and that your mind was open and unbiased? ahi 

Mr. LANNING. Yes. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. And willing to find in favor of Mr. Howel) 
if the evidence justified it. Now, if we were justified in throw. 
ing out those three districts that would leave Mr. Howell only 8 
plurality. Everybody agrees to that. : 

Now, we claim we have proved by aliunde evidence in 4) 
three districts 32 votes for Mr. Connell. We claim at least 299 
votes out of the 2,002 illegal votes were shown by competent eyi- 
dence aliunde to have been cast for Mr. Howell. I wich to call 
the attention of the gentleman from South Carolina [\r. Jouy- 
son] to whatI say. The gentleman from New Jersey { Mr. Lvy- 
NING] says that we were correct in throwing out those thre 
districts. I will ask the gentleman from South Carolina if he 
agrees with him? 

Mr. JOHNSON. No; I do not. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Very well; allright. Mr. LANNING says that 
the only question in his mind is that we have not proved enough 
votes to overcome the plurality of 8 for Mr. Howell. if those 
three districts are thrownout. Does the gentleman stand up here 
asa man and say that we have not by evidence satisfactory to 
him overcome that plurality of 8? Does the gentleman say 
aman and as a lawyer? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I do not think you have proven 6 votes by 
competent evidence. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Did you not in the committee room adinit 
that 8 were proven? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Ido notrememberthatI did. I wil! say that 
whenever in reading over the testimony it appeared that the wit- 
ness had voted, I said, ‘‘ The fact is so.”’ 

Mr. DRISCOLL. And were there not about thirteen of those 
cases where you said, ‘‘ The fact is so?’’ 

Mr. JOHNSON. Ido not remember how many. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Do you deny that there were thirteen? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I do not believe that there were six 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Now, one word in conclusion. Judge Bird 
SALL, who addressed the House yesterday on this question—who 
has been on the bench and is a well-poised lawyer—said that alwut 
fourteen or fifteen hundred of those 2,000 illegal ballots were cast 
for Mr. Howell. And another gentleman from Ohio | Mr. ! 
NEDY], who has spoken this morning, has said that 600 | r 
1,000 of those votes were cast for Mr. Howell. I suppose | was 


one of the conservative members of thatcommit!es. I did not 


as high in my estimate as some of the rest; but I had no dou)t that 
on the evidence at least 200 of those votes were cast for Mr. Howell 
Mr. JOHNSON rose. ; 
Mr. DRISCOLL. I can not yield further for interruption 
Mr. JOHNSON. Why have younot given us the nam 0 
200, so that we could examine the testimony on the s1)/ecl: 
Mr. DRISCOLL. That was not necessary when ve showee 
that only 10 illegal votes were required to overconie the appr 
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out. Nobody questioned this in the committee. It was uuner 
essary to set out the names with the pages of the evidence. 

One thing more. You gentlemen from South Carolina ang yo" 
gentlemen from other Southern States, where you haye 
grandfather clause ’’ in your constitutions—— 

Mr. JOHNSON. We have not. a 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Well, you will have if you are not stop) 
But let me tell you that the patience of the American pv) 
about exhausted. The time is coming when you will h ve 
off your hats and bow tothe majesty of the Federal Cons.\' 
You will have to reduce your representation in this liu 
obey the supreme law of the land. 

Mr. BARTLETT and several other Members. 


d you 


» taxe 
ntion. 
ise OF 


We do obvey it. 


Mr. FINLEY. We have no “ grandfather clause ” 10 the con 
stitution of South Carolina. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I will not be interrupted any more. 

Mr. FINLEY. You certainly misstate the fact. 
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Mr. BARTLETT. May I interrupt the gentleman a moment? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. No; I have only a minute more. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Is not the gentleman ashamed to 

sal neem 
wT. DRISCOLL. I will not be interrupted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to be interrupted. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Yes; I decline to be interrupted. 

You people have your constitutions; you have your election 
laws. hey are very strict, and you enforce them. You think 
that we ought to recognize your constitutions and your laws 
within your several States. say to you to be consistent you 
should uphold the laws of Pennsylvania, and according to those 
jaws and the facts in this case George Howell was not elected 
and William Connell was. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 
Qne word more. Pennsylvania does not enact laws for the pur- 

se of shutting out at her elections any Pole or Slav or Italian, if 
Ce a qualified voter. You do pass your laws to shut out voters. 

Some of you gentlemen yesterday spoke about the labor vote. 
We are not afraid of the labor vote in our districts. The people 
who cast that vote are honest, sensible a. They want to 
yote once and only once, and our laws provide for that, and you 
need not be afraid of thelabor vote. They are disfranchised now 
anyway under your constitutions and your laws. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas, That statement is not the fact so 
far as Texas is concerned. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. My time is up; I simply want to say to you 
gentlemen across the aisle if — want to be consistent, if you 
want to do to us as you would have us do to you, stand by the law 
of Pennsylvania; maintain the dignity and majesty of that law 
and enforce it, so that no man shall vote more than once; so that 
foreigners, as soon as they land here, shall not be allowed to be 
“rn in”? and voted where the bars are letdown. Protect the 
ballot box, protect the citizenship, and you will be serving your 
country better than by listening to appeals here for sympathy in 
behalf of George Howell. I believe that in this case you ought 
to stand up and support us in this vote. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The gentleman has one minute; I wish he 
would let me interrupt him. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. ell, go on; take your minute. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I want to say this—— 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
DriscoLL] yield? 

Mr. DRISCOLL. No,Ido not yield. I ask for a vote now. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. JOHNSON. There is no doubt about the law of the State 
of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, will the gentleman—— 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York has two min- 


utes remaining. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In that two minutes will the 
gentleman pardon one question? 
Mr. DRISCOLL. I ask for a vote now, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the previous ques- 
tion will be considered as ordered and the question taken. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. This is a question so easy to 
answer_—— 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 
: Mr. JOHNSON, I have been governed by the law of Pennsyl- 
anla—— 
The SPEAKER. The debate is over. Gentlemen will please 
be seated. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out all after the word “Resolved” and insert: 
“That William Connell was not elected a Member of the Fifty-eighth Con- 
gress from the Tenth Congressional district of Pennsylvania, and is not en- 
tled to a seat therein. 
o Resolved, That George Howell was elected a Member of the Fifty-eighth 
ee from the Tenth Congressional district of Pennsylvania, and is en- 
Ued to a seat therein, 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 
ee ILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is it admissible to call for a 
vision of the two resolutions? 
The SPEAKER. Not as the Chair understands it, on the 
‘mendment. It will have to be voted upon as a whole, 
® question was taken on the amendment; and the Speaker 
ampounced that the noes appeared to have it. cr 
t. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Let us have a division. 
ending the division, _ 
'. PAYNE. Let us have the yeas and nays. 
© yeas and nays were ordered. 
® question was taken on agreeing to the amendment; and 


there were—yeas 150, nays 161, answered “ present”’ 5, not voting 


67, as follows: 


Adamson, 
Aiken, 
Badger, 
Baker, 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Bassett, 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Cal. 
Benny, 
Benton, 
Bowers, 
Bowie, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale. 
Broussard, 
Brundidge, 
Burgess, 
Burleson, 
Butler, Mo. 
Byrd, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Cassingham, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Coc ren, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cowherd, 
oewne 
Davey, La. 
De Armond, 
Dickerman, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Emerich, 
Field, 
Finley, 


Acheson, 
Adams, Pa. 
Adams, Wis. 
Allen, 
Ames, 
Babcock, 
Bartholdt, 
Bates, 
Bingham, 
Birdsall, 
Bishop, 
Bradley, 
Brandegee, 
Brick, 
Brooks, 
Brown, Pa. 
Brown, Wis. 
Brownlow, 
Buckman, 
Burke,t 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, Pa. 
Campbell, 
Cassel, 
Conner, 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 
Dalzell, 
Daniels, 
Darragh, 
Davis, Minn, 
Deemer, 
Dick, 
Dixon, 


Foster, Vt. 
Howard, 


Alexander, 
ade, 
Beidler, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
Burnett, 
Calderhead, 
Capron, 
Croft, 
Cromer, 
Davidson, 
Davis, Fla. 
Dayton, 
Denny, 
Evans, 
Fitzgerald, 


Gaines, Tenn. 


YEAS—150. 
Fitzpatrick, Lester, 
Flood, Lever, 
Foster, TL Lind, 
Garner, Lindsay, 
Gilbert, Little, 
Gillespie, Livernash, 
Glass, Livingston, 
Goldfogle, Llo ~ 4 
Goulden, Medntrews, 
Granger, McDermott, 
Gregg McLain, 
Grif th, MeNary, 
Griggs, Macon, 
Gudger, Maddox 
Hamlin, Maynard, 
Hardwick, Meyer, La. 
Harrison, Moon, Tenn. 
Hay, Padgett, 
Hearst, Page, 
Henry, Tex. Patterson, N. C. 
Hill, Miss. Pinckney, 
Hitchcock, Pujo, 
Hopkins, Rainey, 
Houston, Randell, Tex. 
Hughes, N. J. Ransdell, La. 
Humphreys, Miss. Reid, 
Hunt, Richardson, Ala. 
Johnson, Richardson, Tenn. 
Jones, Va. Rider, 
Keliher, Rixey, 
Kitchin, Claude Robb, 


Kitchin,Wm.W. Robertson, La. 


Kline, Robinson, Ark. 
Kluttz, Robinson, Ind. 
Lamar, Fla, Russell, 
Lamb, Ryan, 
Lanning, Scarborough, 
Legare, Scudder, 
NAYS—161. 
Douglas, Ketcham, 
Dovener, Kinkaid, 
Draper, Knapp, 
Dresser, Knopf, 
Driscoll, Lacey, 
Dunwell, Lafean, 
Dwight, Landis, Chas. B. 
Esch, Lawrence, 
Flack, Lilley, 
Fordney, Littlefield, 
Foss, Longworth, 
Fowler, Lorimer, 
French, Loud, 
Fuller, Loudenslager, 
Gardner, Mass. Lovering, 
Gibson, McCarthy, 
Gillet, N.Y. McCreary, Pa. 


Gillett, Cal. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goebel, 
Graff, 
Greene, 
Grosvenor, 
Haskins, 
Haugen, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
am, 

ogg, 
Holliday, 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Huff, 


McLachlan, 
MeMorran, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
Marshall, 
Martin, 
Metcalf, 
Moon, Pa. 
Morgan, 
Morrell, 
Mudd, 
Murdock, 
Needham, 
Nevin, 
Norris, 
Olmsted, 
Otis, 

Otjen, 
Overstreet, 


Humphrey, Wash. Palmer, 


Jackson, Md. 
Jackson, Ohio 
Jones, Wash. 
Kennedy, 


Patterson, Pa. 
Payne, 
Pearre, 
Perkins, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT”—5. 


Jenkins, 


Lucking, 


NOT VOTING—47. 


Gaines, W. Va. 
Garber, 


Gardner, Mich. 


Gardner, N.J. 
Gooch, 
Hamilton, 
Hildebrant, 
Hill, Conn. 
Hitt, 

Howell, Pa. 


Hu 

Hunter, 
James, 
Kehoe, 
Kyle, 
Lamar, Mo. 


sraghes, W. Va. 


Landis, Frederick 
Lewis, 

Littauer, 
McCall, 
McCleary, Minn. 
Mahoney, 
Mann, 

Miers, Ind. 
Miller, 

Minor, 

Mondell, 
Parker, 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pierce, 

Pou, 

Prince, 

Rhea, 


So the amendment was rejected. f 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr, TOWNSEND with Mr, LUCKING. 


Shafroth, 
cropper, 
Sherley, 
Shiras, 
Shober, 
Shull, 
Sims, 
Slayden, 
Small, 
— Tex. 


Southall, 
Spight, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sullivan, Mass. 
Sullivan, N. Y. 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Talbott, 

Tate, 

Thayer, 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thompson, 
Trimble, 
Underwood, 
Van Duzer, 
Wade, 
Wallace, 
Webb, 
Weisse, 
Wiley, Ala. 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wynn, 

Zenor. 


Porter, 
Powers, Me. 
Powers, Mass. 
Reeder, 
Roberts, 
Rodenberg, 
Scott, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 

pen 9 
Smith, Ml. 

Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Smith, Pa. 
Southard, 


Spalding, 
Sperry, 
Steenerson, 
Sterling, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sulloway, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tirrell, 


Van Voorhis, 
Volstead, 
Vreeland, 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Warnock, 
Weems, 
Wiley. N. J. 
Williamson, 
Wilson, Il. 
Woodyard, 
Wright, 

The Speaker, 


Taylor. 


Rucker, 
Ruppert, 
Shackleford, 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, N. Y¥. 
Snapp, 
Southwick, 
Sparkman, 
Stafford, 
Stanley, 
Townsend, 
Vandiver, 
Wachter, 
Warner, 
Watson, 
Young. 
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Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


WaAcHTER with Mr. Denny. 
McCreary of Minnesota with Mr. Prerce. 
Ssutrs of New York with Mr. Patterson of Tennessee, 
Hoeuss of West Virginia with Mr. Krnor. 
CROMER with Mr. Mrers of Indiana. 
FREDERICK LANDIS with Mr. STANLEY, 
WATSON with Mr. Zenor. 
ALEXANDER with Mr. SparkKMAN. 
LITTAUER with Mr. Ruprert. 
KYLE with Mr. GarBeEr. 
BripLER with Mr. Howarp. 
Syapp with Mr. Manongy. 
DaviIpson with Mr. FrrzGrra.p. 
SouTHWwick with Mr. Crortr. 
Mr. Hitz of Connecticut with Mr. Gatngs of Tennessee, 
Mr. HamILTON with Mr. Lamar of Missouri. 
For the session: 
Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 
Until February 13: 
Mr. Hunter with Mr. Raga. 
Until February 15: 
Mr. Ganvgs of West Virginia with Mr. Surra of Kentucky, 
For this day: 
Mr. Dayron with Mr. Lewss of Georgia. 
Mr. Hitt with Mr. Davis of Florida. 
Mr. JENKINS with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 
Mr. Garpnrr of Michigan with Mr. TAYLor, 
Mr. Capron with Mr. VANDIVER. 
Mr. Mann with Mr. Jamus. 
Mr. Bovre.. with Mr. Goocu. 
On this vote: 
Mr. MONDELL with Mr. BURNETT. 
Mr. HILDEBRANT with Mr. RUCKER. 
ana DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a recapitulation of 
e vote. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks fora 
recapitulation of the vote. 
Mr. DRISCOLL. I withdraw that request. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws his request. 
my name. 
The name of the Speaker was called, and he voted “‘ nay.” 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the resolutions 
proposed 7 the committee, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That Hon. George Howell was not elected a Representative in 
the Fifty-eighth Congress from the Tenth district of the State of Pennsy}- 
"iit That Hon. William Connell was duly elected a Representative in 


the Fifty-cighth Congress from _the Tenth district of the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, and is entitled to a seat therein. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, asthe resolutions 
contain two separate propositions, I ask for a division of the ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi demands a 
division. The question will then be upon the first resolution, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resowed, That Hon. George Howell was not elected a Representative in 
the lifty-eighth Oongress from the Tenth district of the State of Pennsyl- 
Vania. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I make the point of order that we have 
already voted upon that proposition. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I ask for the yeas and nays on 
the proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment offered by the minority cov- 
ered both propositions. The amendment was not agreed to, and 
the question now recurs on the resolution as reported by the ma- 
jority. Being two propositions, the gentleman from Mississippi 
demands a division. It seems to the Chair that he is entitled to 
a division, and the question is upon the first proposition, which 
the Clerk will again report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Hon. George Howell was not elected a Representative in 


the Fifty-eighth Congress from the Tenth district of the State of Pennsyl- 
vania. 


The oo The gentleman from Mississippi demands the 

eas and nays. 
. Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Upon second thought, I will 
not call for the yeas and nays upon that proposition. 

Mr. PAYNE. Upon second thought, I will call for the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 


Call 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 160, nays 348 
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answered ‘‘ present ’’ 5, not voting 70, as follows: 
YEAS—100. 


Acheson, 
Adams, Pa. 
Adams, Wis. 
Allen, 
Ames, 
ok. 
Bartholdt, 
Bates, 
Birdsall, 
Bishop, 
ae 
randegee,. 
a 
Brooks, 
Brown, Pa. 
Brown, Wis. 
Brownlow, 
Buckman, 
Burke, 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
ee 
utler, Pa. 
Calderhead, 
Campbell, 
Cassel, 
Conner, 
Cooper, Pa, 
Cousins, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
gusts 
shm 
Dalzell, 
Daniels. 
Dar h, 
Davis, 
Deemer, 
Dick, 
Dixon, 


Adamson, 
Aiken, 
Badger, 
Baker, 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Bassett, 
Beall, Tex, 
Bell, Cal. 
Benny, 
Benton, 
Bowers, 
Bowie, 
Brantley, 
Breazea. 
Broussard, 
Brundidge, 
Burgess, 
Burleson 
Butler, Mo. 
Byrd, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Cassingham, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Cochran. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cowherd, 
Crowley, 
Davey, La. 
De Armond, 
Dickerman, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Emerich, 
Field, 


Foster, Vt. 
Howard, 


eae, 
Beidler, 
Bingham, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
Burnett, 
Capron, 
Cooper, Wis, 
Croft, 
Cromer, 
Davidson, 
Davis, Fla. 
Dayton, 
Denny, 
Evans, 
Fitzgerald, 
Gaines, Tenn, 


Douglas, 


Gillett, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goebel, 
Graff, 
Greene, 
Grosvenor, 
—- 
augen, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
a, 
oge, 
Holliday, 
Howl Sak 
ow 
Haff, 
pumre, ‘Wash. 
Jackson, Md. 
Jackson, Ohio 
Jones, Wash. 


Kennedy, 
Ketcham, 
Kinkaid, 
Knapp, 
Knopi, 
Lace 


Lafean, 
Landis, Chas. B, 
Lawrence, 
Lilley 
Littlefiel 

ong wor 
Lorimer, : 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lovering, 
McCarthy, 
McCreary, Pa. 
McLachlan, 
McMorran, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
Marshall, 
Martin 
Metcalf 
ne Pa, 

organ. 
Morrell, 
Mudd, 
Needham, 

ee 
Nevin, 
Norris, 
Olmsted, 
Otis, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Palmer, 
Patterson, Pa, 
Payrs, 


NAYS—14. 


zanley, x, 
itzpatric 
Flood, 


Foster, I. 
Garner, 
Gilbert, 
Gillespie, 
Gla: 


Ss, 
Goldfogle, 
Goulden, 
Granger, 
Gregg, 
Griffith, 
Griggs, 
Gudger, 
Hamlin, 
Hardwick, 
Harrison, 
Hay, 
Hearst, 
Henry, Tex. 
Hill, Miss. 
Hitchcock, 
Hopkins, 
Houston, 

Huches, N. J. 
Humphreys, Miss. 
Hunt, 

Johnson, 

Jones, Va. 
Keliher, 

Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Kline, 

Kluttz, 

Lamar, Fla. 


ANSWERED “ 


Jenkins, 


penning, 
egare, 
Lester, 
Lever, 
a 
sinasay, 
Little, 
Livernash, 
Livingston, 
Lloyd, 
McLain, 
McNary, 
acon, 
Maddox, 
Maynard, 
Meyer, La. 
Moon, Tena, 
Padgett, 
Page, 
Parker, 
Patterson, N.C, 
Pinckney, 


Rainey, 

Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Reid, 
Richardson, Ala. 


Pearre, 

Perkins, 

Porter, 

Powers, Mq 
Powers, Maas, 
Reeder, 
Roberts, 
Rodenherg, 
Scott, 

Sherman, 
Sibley, 

Slemp, 

Smith, M1. 
Smith, lows. 
Smith, Sama lW 
Smith,Wm 
Smith, Pa. _— 
Southard, 
Spalding, 
Sperry, 
Steenerson, 
Stevens, Minn, 
Sulloway, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tirrell, 

Van Voorhis, 


olstead, 


Sterling 


Vroeland, 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Warnock, 
Weems, 
Wiley, N. J 
Williams yn, 
Wilson 


right, 
The Speaker. 


Sca 
Scndd 
Shafroth, 
Sheppard, 
Sherley, 
Shiras, 
Shober, 
Shull, 
Sims, 
Slayden, 
Small, 
Smith, Tex. 
Sni ok, 
Southall, 


rb rough, 


van, Mass. 
van, N. ¥. 


as, N.C, 
ompson, 
Trimble, 
Underwood, 
Van Duzer, 


Richardson, Tenn. oan 


Rider, 

Rixey, 

Robb, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Ark. 
Robinson, Ind. 
Russell, 

Ryan, 
PRESENT "—5. 
Taylor, 


NOT VOTING—‘. 


Gaines, W. Va. 
Garber, 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N.J. 
Gooch, 
Hamilton, 
Hildebrant, 


Hughes, W. Va. 
Hult 


Hunter, 
James, 


Lamar, Mo. 
Landis, Frederick 


So the resolution was rej 


jected. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call m 


Lewis, 
Littauer, 
Lucking, 
McAndrews, 
McCall, 
McCleary, Minn. 
McDermott, 
Mahoney, 


Prince, 
Rhea, 


Wallace, 
Webb, 
Weiss ’ 
Wiley, Ala 
Williar I 
Williams, } 
Wilson, N. ¥ 
Wynn 


Watson. 


Rucker, 
Ruppert, 
Shackleford, 
Smith, Ky 
Smith, N.Y 
Snapp 
Southwick, 
Sparkman, 
Stafford, 
Stanley, 
Townsend, 
Vandiver, 
Wachter, 
Warner, 
Young, 
Zenor. 


name. 


The name of the Speaker was called, and he voted “ yea.” 


The result of the vote was then announced as abov 


7a recorded. 


The SPEAKER. The question now is on the second res Jution, 
which the Clerk will report. 








1904. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Hon. William Connell was duly elected a Representative in 
the Fifty-eighth Congress from the Tenth district of the State of Pennsylva- 
nia, and is entitled to a seat therein. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
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Mr. Speaker 


, in order to save 


time, I will ask for the yeas and nays on that vote. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
So the question was taken; and there were—yeas 159, nays 148, 
answered ‘‘ present ’’ 4, not voting 72, as follows: 
YEAS—159. 


Acheson, 
Adams, Pa. 
Adams, Wis. 
Allen, 

Ames, 
Babcock, 
Bartholdt, 
Bates, 
Birdsall, 
Bishop, 
Bradley, 
Brandegee, 
Brick, 
Brooks, 
Brown, Pa. 
Brown, Wis. 
Brownlow, 
Buckman, 
Burke, 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, Pa. 
Calderhead, 
Campbell, 
Cassel, 
Conner, 
Cooper, Pa, 
Cousins, 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 
Dalzell, 
Daniels, 
Darragh, 
Davis, Minn. 
Deemer, 
Dick, 

Dixon, 


Adamson, 
Aiken, 
Badger, 
Baker 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Bassett, 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Cal, 
Benny, 

—_ m, 
Bowe 

Be win” 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Broussard, 
Brundidge, 


Burgess, 
Burlesc mn, 
Butk r, Mo, 
Byrd, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Cassingham, 
Clark, 
Clayton, 
Cochran, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cowherd, 
Crowley, 
Davey, La 


De Armond, 
Dickerman, 
Dineen re, 
Jougherty 
Emerich, 
eld, 


Howard, 


Alexande 
Bede, ler, 
Beidler, 
Ingham, 
outell, 
Wersoc 
Burnett, " 
Capron 
Cooper, Wis. 
Grote, 
romer, 
Davidson, 
Davis, Fla. 
Dayton, 
Deiny, 
vans, 
Fitzgerald, 
Oster, Vt. 


Douglas, 
Dovener, 
Draper, 
Dresser, 
Driscoll 
Dunwell, 
Dwight, 
Esch, 
Flack, 
Fordney, 

‘Oss 
Fowler, 
French, 
Fuller, 
Gardner, Mass, 
Gibson 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Cal. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goebel, 
Graff, 
Greene, 
Grosvenor, 
Haskins, 
Haugen, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hinshaw, 
Hoge. 
Holliday, 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 


Huff, 

Humphrey, Wash. 
Jackson, Md. 
Jackson, Ohio 


Kennedy, 
Ketcham, 
te 
napp, 
Knopf, 
Lacey, 
Lafean, 
Landis, Chas. B. 
Lawrence, 
Lilley, 
oennne 
ongwor 
eee 


ud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lovering, 
McCarthy, 
McCreary, Pa, 
McLachlan, 
McMorran, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
Marshall, 
Martin 
Metcalf, 
Moon, Pa. 
Morgan, 
Morrell, 
Mudd, 
Murdock, 
Needham, 
Nevin, 
Norris, 
Olmsted, 

Otis, 

Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Palmer, 
Patterson, Pa. 


Jones, Wash. Payne, 
NAYS—l48. 
Finley, Lanning, 
Fitzpatrick, Legare, 
Flood, Lester, 
Foster, DL. Lever, 
Garner, Lind, 
Gilbert, Lindsay, 
Gillespie, Little, 
— : yaveeeeem 
oldfogle. ivingston, 
Goulden, ’ Loyd, 
Granger, McAndrews, 
Gregg McDermott, 
Grif th, McLain, 
Griggs, McNary, 
Gudger, Macon, 
Hamlin, Maddox, 
Hardwick, Maynard, 
Harrison, Meyer, La. 
Hay, Moon, Tenn, 
Hearst, Padgett, 
Henry, Tex. Page, 
Hill, Miss. Parker, 
Hitchcock, Patterson, N.C. 
Hopkins, Pinckney, 
Houston, Pujo, 
Hughes, N.J. Rainey 


Humphreys, Miss. 
Hunt, 

Johnson, 

Jones, Va. 
Keliher, 

Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Kline, 

Kluttz, 

Lamar, Fla. 
Lamb, 


Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Reid, 
Richardson, Ala. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Rider, 

Rixey, 

Robb, 
Robertson, La, 
Robinson, Ark, 
Robinson, Ind. 


ANSWERED “PRESENT”"—4. 


Jenkins, 


Taylor, 


NOT VOTING—72. 


Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Garber, 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gooch, 
Hamilton, 
Hildebrant, 
Hill, Conn. 
Hitt 


Howell, Pa. 
proghes, W. Va. 
Hull, 


Hunter, 
James, 
Kehoe, 
Kyle, 

r, Mo. 


Landis, Frederick 
Lewis, 

Littauer, 
Lucking, 
McCall, 
McCleary, Minn. 
Mahoney, 

Mann, 

Miers, Ind. 
Miller, 

Minor, 

Mondell, 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pierce, 

Pou, 

Prince, 

Rhea, 

Rucker, 


Pearre, 
Perkins, 
Porter, 
Powers, Me. 
Powers, Mass. 
Reeder, 
Roberts, 
Rodenberg, 
Scott, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Slemp, 
Smith, M1. 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Smith, Pa. 
Spalding, 
Sperry, 
Steenerson, 
Sterling, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sulloway, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tirrell, 

Van Voorhis, 
Volstead 
Vreeland, 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Warnock, 
Weems, 
Wiley, N. J. 
Williamson, 
Wilson, Il. 
Woodyard, 
Wright, 

The Speaker. 


Russell, 

Ryan, 
Scarborough, 
Scudder, 
Shafroth, 
Sheppard, 
Sherley, 
Shiras, 
Shober, 

Shull, 

Sims, 
Slayden, 
Small, 

Smith, Tex. 
Snook, 
Southall, 
Spight, 
Seen Tex. 
Sullivan, Mass. 
Sullivan, N. Y. 
Sulzer, 
Swenson, 
Tate, 

Thayer, 
Thomas, N, C. 
Thompson, 
Trimble, 
Underwood, 
Van Duzer, 
Wade, 
Wallace, 
Webb, 
Weisse, 
Wiley, Ala. 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wynn. 


Watson. 


Ruppert, 
Shackleford, 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, N. Y. 
Snapp, 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Sparkman, 
Stafford, 
Stanley, 
Talbott, 
Townsend, 
Vandiver, 
Wachter, 
Warner, 
Wilson, N.Y. 
Young, 
Zenor. 





So the resolution was agreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

On this vote: 

Mr. Evans with Mr. Tasort. 

Mr. MILLER with Mr. Witson of New York. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER-ELECT, 


William Connell, a Representative-elect from the Tenth Con- 
gressional district of Pennsylvania, appeared before the bar of 
the House and took the oath prescribed by law. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
BARNES, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House that 
the President had approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

On February 8, 1904: 

H. R. 8686. An act to amend section 1895 of the Code of Law for 
the District of Columbia. 

On February 9, 1904: 

H. R. 4844. An act for the relief of Vincenzo Gerardi, of Wash- 
ington, D. C. 

On February 10, 1904: 

H. R. 8688. An act to transfer jurisdiction of reservation No. 
32, in the city of Washington, D. C. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the urgent deficiency 
bill, and I ask, Mr. Speaker, before putting that motion, unani- 
mous consent that all debate on the item now pending be closed 
at 2 o’clock to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent that all debate upon item No. 10 be closed to-morrow at 
2 o’clock. Is there objection? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, or rather call his attention to the fact that the matter pend- 
ing is the amendment to the Senate amendment which I offered, 
and the request, I think, should be that all debate on the Senate 
amendment and amendments thereto be closed at 2 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman qualifies his request, and the 
Chair understands he asks unanimous consent that all debate on 
the amendment and amendments to the amendment be closed to- 
morrow at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I want to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I desire to know whether the gentleman 
from Indiana means, if that request is granted, to limit all de- 
bate—general debate and debate under the five-minute rule—in the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union when it con- 
siders this proposition? The committee has proceeded thus far as 
though we were having general debate. We have not had any 
debate up to this time under the five-minute rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the request is 
that all debate shall close at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If the gentleman will permit me, I have 
made inquiries of parties who are interested as to the time that 
would be necessary. Some of those in opposition to the item 
thought that an hour would be sufficient, and others thought two 
hours would be sufficient. SoI ask unanimous consent that we 
might have two hours and forty-five minutes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know what 
division of time is proposed. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I should say the time should be equally 
divided between those in favor of the item and those in opposition. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the leader 
on this side, Mr. WILLIAMS, may control half of the time and the 
chairman of the committee the other half. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, no; let the gentleman 
from Georgia control it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iask, then, that one-half of the time be 
controlled by the chairman of the committee and the other half 
by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT], who is opposed 
to the item. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. As far as I am concerned, if I should con- 
trol the time, I should simply turn it over to the parties interested 
on the one side and the other of this amendment, so that the time 
will be equally divided between those who oppose and those who 
favor the amendment. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
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as to whether or not the Chair held that any gentleman who wag 
If 80, there could be only 


Mr. BURKETT. When we closed the consideration of this on 
Monday evening I had the floor and there was some time remain- 
ing to my credit. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had twenty-six minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. BURKETT. If this proposition is accepted, will I be en- 
titled to that time? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that unanimous con- 
sent referred to would cut the gentleman off unless he gets a new 
recognition. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. One moment, Mr. Speaker. I hope the gentle- 
man from Alabama will not insist on his request. This is nota 
matter that is divided by party lines. Those who are opposed to 
= proposition have taken most of the time on that side of the 

ouse. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I was going to 
suggest that I thought there would beno difficulty in the way of an 
agreement, providing it is understood that the time will be equally 
divided between those in favor of the item and those opposed to it. 

3 Mr. PAYNE. I think with that proposition there would be no 
opjection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from Georgia is to control | 
the time in opposition because of his being a ranking minority 
member of the committee that reports in favor of it, I think the 
chairman ought to control the other half. 

Mr. PAYNE. Suppose we leavethat out and simply divide the | 
ti 


ime. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. But who shall determine which gentle- 
man is to have time? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, before that mo- 
tion is put, I would like to get an agreement, for I think we can 

et one. 
. The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded. 

Mr. CLAYTON. With the assurance of the leader on thisside, 
Mr. WruiaMs of Mississippi, that we can probably get an agree- 
ment, Mr. Speaker, which the leader on the other side, Mr. 
Payne, was not able to do, I withdraw my request for the regu- 
lar order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the time for closing the debate upon the 
amendment and the amendment to the amendment be fixed at 2 
o’clock to-morrow, and that the time for debate be controlled by 
the Chair, the Chair to divide the time equally between those in 
favor and those opposed to the pending amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request made by the 
gentleman from Mississippi? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

The motion of Mr. HEMENWAY was then agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
— House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Currie in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole Honse on the state of the Union for the further consider- 
ation of the urgent deficiency bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield-— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand that the 
gentleman from Minnesota controls the time. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is true, Mr. Chairman, but I want to 
state that before that agreement was made, when it was pro- 

that the gentleman from Georgia and I would control the 
time, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD] asked for the 
first recognition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
' from Missouri. How much time does the gentleman want? 

' Mr. COWHERD. I donot know, Mr. Chairman. I suppose I 
am ized for an hour. 

Mr. SHE - Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. Under the agreement that was entered into just before 
we went into the committee, the division of the time was left with 
the Chair. Is it not possible forthe Chair, under that agreement, 
to apportion out the time as the Chair sees fit and not give one 
full hour to any particular individual who ia recognized? 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I will say that I did not in- 
tend to occupy one hour. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not suppose the gentleman did, but I 


would like to get this thing settled. 

The C . The Chair thinks he has thatright. Of 
course the friends of the proposition are entitled to recognition 
now, and such time as the gentleman from Missouri [Mr, Cow- 
HERD] consumes will be taken from their time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understood that, Mr. Chairman. I do not 
wish to curtail the gentleman at all, only I wanted it understood 


recognized was recognized for an hour, 
two gentlemen speak. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair does not hold that way andi 
the future will limit the time. ee 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I would be glad to make an 
arrangement right now, if any gentleman on the other side wisha 
to talic, to divide the time we will consume thisevening, - 

Mr. CLARK, Mr. Chairman, I will make a proposition myself 
Let us tako fifteen minutes ataclip on each side. That js nor 
fectly fair, itseems tome. [Applause and laughter.) The con, 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. CownErD] wants more than that 
He already has the floor. But after that time let it be divided 
so that each sido will have fifteen minutes ata clip, and eit) 
toe the mark or quit talking. 

The CHAIRMAN, Tho Chair has recognized the gentloman 
from Missouri, and with the consent of the gentleman from Mis. 
souri he would be glad to make that ruling. a 

Mr. COWHERD. I am perfectly willing. I suppose that 
would have to be by unanimous consent. 7 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Missouri is recognized 
for fifteen minutes, 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, this proposition has already 
been debated at some considerable length, and I take it that the 
objections offered by the gentlemen who have opposed the ineasure 
cover the ground that will betaken by the opposition. If I rightly 
understand them, two arguments only are advanced against the 
measure—first, that the loan is unconstitutional, and, second, 
that St. Louis having already been the recipient of substantial 
favors should bear this burden herself. I want to say to the dis. 
tinguished gentlemen who have raised the constitutional question 
that it seems to me they are talking about ten years too late, at 
least. Long ago this question was settled in the United States, 
When the great Chicago Exposition was held that matter was 
thrashed out onthe floor of thisHouse. Someoftheablest lawyers 
of the United States discussed it, and by an overwhelming ‘ma- 
jority Congress decided that it was constitutional, and that de- 
cision has stood until this day and has been repeated over and over 
again by the action of Congress upon similar appropriations. 

If there was any question as to the constitutionality of this 
measure, I want to submit to the gentlemen here representing the 
various constituencies of all the States in the Union that this 
matter has been settled in another way that should at least offer 
some salve to the conscience of those who fear the Constitution is 
being violated. Ifit were desired to amend the Constitution, you 
would pass a resolution, submit it to the States, and when ap- 
proved by the legislatures of three-fourths of the States it would 
become the highest lawof theland. Forty-three out of the forty- 


ier 


| five States of this Union have passed upon this proposition, and 


by their legislatures have said to you, their Representatives upon 
this floor, that they believe in the constitutionality of such an 
appropriation, and they likewise believe in the expediency of it; 
so I say to the gentlemen who question the constitutionality of 
the measure the very legislatures vested with the power to n 
constitutional law have approved such appropriation 
should be sufficient to satisfy your quibbles. 

It seems to me, therefore, that the constitutional argument 
must fade both because it is barred by limitation and because 1 
is overridden by the will of the people of the United States © 
pressed through the legislatures of the various States of tho Union. 
Then, what remains of the objections to the granting of this ap- 
propriation? I take it, Mr. Chairman, that the first and fore! 
of all, the one that appealed most strongly to the gentlemen up” 
the floor, was the argument of the distinguished gentleman fru 
Towa [Mr. Hzrsurn}, who always makes the best speech that ° 
be made upon any subject, and it little affects the qua'ity oft 
speech whether it be on the right side or the wrong sice ©! 
subject. But was hefairin dealing with thegreat city that ts)” 
appealing for this aid? What was his argument, or ‘he stron: 
portion of it? His contention was that, although St. Louis | 
done her part in putting up ten millions to the Government 
for the purpose of holding this national fair, althoug) 
for more money admittedly came from the demand for acuiio! 
space made largely by the foreign nations we had invited toe 
hibit there, although the management of the exposition comps. 
had been beyond criticism, yet he contended that $5,000,000 2°" 
been spent by that management in permanent improvemen's 
the city of St. Lonis, oan therefore that city should addy ones ; ee 
money needed tocarry thisnational enterprise on to its fullfrun 

Let us look at the facts and see on what this arguments 0°" 
The gentleman said first that the evidence shows that 53,00." 
has been spent there (as the chairman of the Committee 0? © 
dustrial Arts and Expositions said) “under the ground; thor” 
fore the gentleman from Iowa assumed that it was for a sewr"™> 
system and a permanent improvement. Mark you, gentn'": 
that exposition is to be held upon a portion of the great lores 


: 1 at 
3, and that 
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Park, of St. Louis, a park of 1,350 acres of ground, and when this 
park was turned over to the exposition company it was compelled 
io give a bond, a personal bond signed by the directors of that 
company, that when this exposition is over they will remove the 
puildings and restore the park to its original condition, fit for the 
parposes for which it was intended to be used. 

Suppose you had $3,000,000 spent on sewerage there. I appeal 
to you whether it is not within the intelligence of any boy in any 
yiliage of the United States who ever saw a park that you could 
not spend $3,000,000, or $1,000,000, oreven one tithe of that amount 
inasewerage system for Forest Park and make it a permanent 
improvement? What do you want with a sewerage system in a 
forest park? Asa matter of fact, these gentlemen have got to 
take out the improvements that the gentleman from Iowa says 
are a permanent gain to the city of St. Louis. 

This $3,000,000 was not spent for sewerage. A small portion 
went for that; a considerable portion was spent in laying the con- 
duits for the millions of electric lights that are to flash there 
in myriad shape along the facades of those great buildings, be- 
neath the dancing waters of the cascade, over all the grounds, 
delighting the eyes of the millions of people from all over the 
world who will come there. Are the conduits, carrying these 
innumerable wires, to be any permanent improvement to a forest 
park? Can you use those millions of lights when those exposi- 
tion buildings are razed and the land turned back to the purpose 
for which it was originally intended—a park for the city? These 
temporary buildings had to be equipped with a costly system of 
water pipes to protect them from fire. When the buildings are 
razed will those standing pipes be a permanent improvement for 
a forest park in the city of St. Louis? 

A large sum has been spent in paving, laying out avenues and 
courts, and building walks. When these buildings are torn down 
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tions have not been paying ventures to the cities that have held 
them, with possibly few exceptions. Paris is peculiarly situated. 
Paris is the one visiting point of all France, and every tourist and 
every traveler who touches the Continent or crosses the ocean goes 
to Paris, whether there is an exposition there or not. Therefore 
some of the Paris expositions have beensuccessful. Yeteven there 
some have not been successful as money-making enterprises. I 
think every man in this House who is a resident of the city of Chi- 
cago will bear me out in the statement that the great world’s 
fair of 1893 was not a successful commercial enterprise for the 
city of Chicago. I have been told it was years before she recov- 
ered from the reaction which followed. These great expositions 
are beneficialcommercial enterprises for the nation in which they 
are held, but for the city that bears the brunt of the burden in 
preparing for them; for the city that spends, as St. Louis does, 
$20,000,000 out of its own pocket to make ready for it; for the 
city that suffers, as every great city has suffered, from a building 
boom that builds beyond the present needs of the community and 
leaves its capital lying idle for the four or five years succeeding 
the exposition; for that city an exposition is as likely to prove a 
commercial disaster as a commercial success. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. 

Mr. COWHERD. I will ask that I have about three minutes 
more. I thought I had until a quarter to 5. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I excepted Mr. CowHERD espe- 
cially from the fifteen-minutes arrangement. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair did not so understand. 

Mr. CLARK. I ask that the gentleman have ten minutes, to be 
taken out of our time. 

Mr. COWHERD. Five minutes is all I care for. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for five min- 


those highways and streets must be dug up; the material in them | utes. 


must be carted off, the place must be refilled, and the green- 
sward must grow there to cover the scars that the demolition of 
these buildings will have left. Is that a permanent improvement 
for the city of St. Louis? Yet that was the great argument of 
the great debater of this House—the argument on which we are 
asked not to vote this loan. I admit that the Fine Arts Building 
will bea permanent structure—not for the advantage of St. Louis, 
but because they had to put up a fireproof structure in order to 
get the owners of those priceless treasures of art to lend them for 
exposition p 3e8. 

Now, the only other buildings that are at all permanent in their 
nature were put on the Washington University grounds—put 
there because by building four buildings they got the use of nine 
for three years, with 100 eee land, more cheaply than they 
could have erboted the nine buildings of a temporary character. 

So, as a matter of fact, the gentleman’s contention of $5,600,000 
spent in permanent improvements for the city of St. Louis dwin- 
dies to one art building—and that building had to be a fireproof 
structure in order to secure for that exposition the art treasures 
of the world. 

Ishall not follow the gentleman in his tirade against the city 
because of the increased price of labor. I heard the gentleman 
from Iowa and the gentleman from Illinois argue here but a few 
days ago that the price of labor had increased all over the land, 
and because the St. Louis company had to meet that condition, as 
jeople engaged in building have had to meet it everywhere, he 
inds a reason to vote against this measure. 

The fact is that this exposition company had to do its work 
Within a specific time. 
by the fact that in that locality there was a great demand to be met 
Within ashort time, then labor did no more than the cotton growers 
of theSouth are doing to-day; no more than the wheat growers of 
the West and the cattle raisers of Texas will do nextmonth if war 
4 foreign countries increases the demand for their commodi- 


The exposition company simply met a serious situation as fairly 
4 they could in the spirit in which reasonable men would meet 
Sanywhere, and they got the best terms possible for the smallest 

meession, ' 

Bat it is said St, Louis has already profited by the expenditure 
of this money and must profit immensely in the future. 

the city of St. Louis has appropriated $10,000,000—$5,000,000 
= the city, $5,000,000 raised by its citizens. The city of St. 

tis in addition to that has expended out of the funds of its citi- 
tens, drawn largely from its banks, $10,000,000 more in improve- 
nents in the city and improvements on the streets to get ready to 
iD the ine manner as the hostess of the nation to visitors from 

orid, 
a Want to say here that no man who has ever studied the history 
i ‘nternational expositions would ever ask that one of them be 
“tought to his eity with the idea that there was going to be an 
immediate commercial profit as distinguished from that which 
advertisement might bring in the future. The great exposi- 


If the cost of labor was raised somewhat 


Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, while I believe there is no 
question of the constitutional right to make appropriations for a 
national exposition, I do not believe we ought to appropriate for 
any exposition except one national in character. 
lI would be willing to see adopted a policy under which we would 
have in this country a great national exposition every fifteen or 
twenty years, to be held in some one of the great cities of the 
country large enough to accommodate the crowds that gather on 
such occasions, and would be willing to commit the Government 
to the policy of appropriating any reasonable sum for the purpose 
of fostering that exposition upon the condition that the city where 
| it was to be held should raise double the amount appropriated by 

the Government, as has been done in the city of St. Louis. Ido 
| not believe, however, that any exposition local in its character or 

less than international in its scope is entitled to receive any con- 
sideration at the hands of Congress. Holding to this belief, I am 
i not startled nor terrified when gentlemen talk of the magnitude 
| of this appropriation. As I have said, it is in my opinion only 
| those expositions of sufficient magnitude to demand a large ap- 
| propriation that are entitled to our consideration. 

The St. Louis Exposition is to be the greatest the world has ever 
| seen, and that you may appreciate this fact, let me call your at- 
tention to some statistics I have gathered regarding former expo- 
| sitions that were considered of world-wide importance at the time 
when they were held. 

I believe it is conceded that the first world’s fair,in the proper 
sense of the term, was the one held in London in 1851, organized 
by Prince Albert, Queen Victoria's royal consort. And in my 

humble judgment that great man did nothing in the course of his 
| exceedingly useful life that more entitled him to be held in the 
memory and affection of his people than the work he did in con- 
| nection with that great exposition. It brought the nations of the 
| earth nearer together and turned the steps of the English people 
| toward those paths of peace in which his royal wife toiled for so 
many years to hold them. 

This exposition was held in the Crystal Palace, erected for that 
| purpose, which cost but $965,000 and occupied less than 8 acres 

of land. The Paris exposition of 1855 cost $5,000,000. London 

held a world’s fair again in 1862, which covered 24 acres of ground 

and cost two million three hundred thousand. Paris in 1867 cov- 

ered with its exposition buildings 45 acres of ground, with about 

70 acres more used for agricultural and fioral purposes. Vienna 

in 1873 occupied in total area of ground within its exposition fence 
| 686 acres. ‘The cost of the buildings was $7,850,000. 

The Centennial, held at Philadelphia in 1876, inclosed within its 
fence 285 acres of ground. The cost I can not give accurately, 
but suppose it was about $4,000,000, because that was the amount 
contributed by the State and city, including the million and a 
half borrowed from the Gevernment. , 

The Paris Exposition of 1889 occupied 173 acres of ground, with 
a total cost of $8,300,000. The Chicago Exposition of 1893 held 





under roof a space of 86 acres and inclosed within its fence 690 
acres, with a total cost when it was opened of about $22,000,000. 
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At St. Louis this year there will be under roof 128 acres of 
ground, while the exposition grounds proper will cover 1,240 
acres, about twice the area of the Chicago and as much as the 
Chicago, Paris, and Buffalo expositions combined. 

From these figures one may derive some idea of the magnitude 
of the task that St. Louis has undertaken on behalf of the people 
of the United States. Ido not agree with the gentlemen who 
contend that this is a waste of money. I believe that a great ex- 
position, holding within itself an epitome of the highest industries 
of the people of the earth, bringing together the best products of 
hand and mind from all the nations of the earth to contend in 
friendly rivalry for the — offered, presenting to its visitors in 
the concrete the story of the world’s progress and civilization— 
such an exposition I believe is the greatest education that the 
mind of man has yet conceived for the benefit of humanity. The 
country still feels the impetus that was given alike to our science 
and commerce by the great fair held in Chicago ten years ago. 
There is not a country village in all the land where architecture 
was not improved or encouraged and love of learning stimulated 
by that great exposition. I believe, too, that these expositions are 
a benefit not only commercially and from an educational stand- 
point, but that they promote comity among the nations of the 
earth and bring us nearer to that peace of which the angels sang 
above the manger at Bethlehem. 

I believe that every dollar of this loan will be honestly accounted 
for and returned. I believe it is better, in the present condition 
of the money market, to take the money from the idle accumula- 
tion in the vault of the Treasury than to draw it from the active 
channels of trade. And I believe that every man who votes for 
this measure now, so that we may fittingly celebrate the centen- 
nial of the Louisiana purchase, the second greatest epoch in the 
history of the nation, will have the approval of his constituents 
to-day and their earnest congratulation when they view, this sum- 
mer at St. Louis, that wondrous city, the fairest vision that was 
ever conceived by the mind of magician or wrought by the hand 
of artist from senseless stone and plaster into a thing of life and 
beauty. [Loud re) 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to be 
drawn into this debate upon the proposed loan of $4,600,000 to 
the St. Louis ition, and I have asked for only five minutes on 
the question. I have no intention of making ‘an extended speech 
on the subject, but as a member of the Committee on Industrial 
Arts and Expositions I have thought it only proper to make two 
points in answer to the speech made by the chairman of our com- 
mittee, the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney]. I would 
like to say in the first place that I yield to no man upon this floor 
in my admiratioh for this exposition company and for the mag- 
nificent work they are attempting. I hope with all my heartthat 
this great exposition will be the success that its friends anticipate. 
But at the same time I can not allow the opportunity to pass to 
correct an impression of the gentleman from Minnesota, as stated 
in his speech, that all the members of our committee, even those 
who are opposed to the bill, are satisfied as to the security offered. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the management of this exposition com- 
pany have come here to us and offered what they consider a busi- 
ness proposition. Under these circumstances it is unfair so to 
appeal to the House of Representatives as to stir up sentiment. 
We are appealed to as business men and not as sentimentalists. 
From that point of view I for one, as a member of this commit- 
tee, am not satisfied that the United States will under all circum- 
stances get back the $4,600,000 that we are now asked to lend this 
exposition company. To be sure, if the exposition is a success the 
Government wiil get this money back; if the exposition is a fail- 
ure, we will not only fail to get our money back, but we will 
probably have the same gentlemen come here and ask us to make 
up the deficiency. In that sense we aro invited to speculate. 

Mr. Chairman, my objection is based also upon another ground. 
Iam unable to see any warrant for calling this loan constitu- 
tional. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD] who spoke 
last has referred to the constitutionality of this proposed loan as 
being based upon the action of almost all of the various State 
legislatures in appropriating funds of their respective States for 
State exhibitions at the exposition in St. Louis. That is not at 
all relevant to the question of the constitutionality of a proposi- 
tion to have the United States lend money to the exposition com- 
pany. Wecan not be convinced of that, nor do I know of any 
precedents which will warrant any such action on our part. 

The United States has under the Constitution the right to gather 
this ee taxation and to appropriate it for any and every 
governmental purpose; but nowhere do I find any authority for 
the loan of this money to any corporation for any purpose. 

Now, the gentleman from Minnesota has cited as a precedent for 
action on our part the action of the Congress of the United States 
in appropriating money as a pro forma loan to the Centennial Ex- 
position in 1876. I say, gentlemen, much as I respect his judg- 
ment, that Ido not consider that appropriationaloan. If you will 
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allow me, I shall read a few words from the act app 
the money for the Centennial Exposition. The act says: 


That the sum of $1,500,000, to complete the centennial b i 

re tions, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated Sete nes and oth or 
e United States Treasury not otherwise appropriated. * * z Prowa in 
That in the distribution of any moneys that may remain in the treasur: — 
the centennial board of finance after the payment of its debts * + + 4 
appropriation herein made shall be paid in full into the Treasury of the 

n 2 ore any end or percen of the 
tothe holders of said stock. profits shall be paid 
placed the United 


ropriating 


Mr. Chairman, this seems to me to have 
States at that time, not in the position of a creditor, but of a pre. 
ferred stockholder. In that sense they were practically upon the 
same footing as we are in our original appropriation of $5.00 000 
to the St. Louis exposition. This entitles us to share in one-third 
of the profits there and then after the payment of all debts of the 
exposition comemey. The es for the Centennial Ex. 
position entitled the United States to be paid back their money 
after the payment of all debts and before the common stock. 
holders, so to speak, received any dividend on their stock. In 
other words, I consider that this first appropriation was not a 
loan such as can now be cited as a p ent, but was distinctly 
an appropriation out and out, with the provision that under cer. 
tain conditions the money should revert back to the United 
States. [Loud applause. ] 

The - The time of the’ gentleman has expired. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] is recognized 
for ten minutes. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, we all agree 
with the enthusiastic feelings of the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. COWHERD] abo: ‘esuccessofthisfair. Nobody, whatever 
their views about th» an, has any question or any difference 
about that. I am sure, too, that every Member of this side of the 
House enjoyed the novel constitutional argument of the gentle- 
man from Missouri, and I am sure we will be in the future very 
apt to refer to it and commend it to his associates. 

But it seems to me that the argument which is made in favor 
of this appropriation is a severe indictment of the gentlemen who 
are managing this fair. Weare told that they need this $4,600,000 
in order to open the fair successfully. We are told all the na- 
tions of the world have been invited to come here, and if we do 
not give this money we will be disgraced, because the fair can 
not be properly opened. If that is so, Mr. Chairman, if the gen- 
tlemen who are managing this exposition have been so improvi- 
dent, so reckless, so shortsighted; if they, knowing what money 
they had, knowing what work they had to do, knowing its scope, 
having the duty of calculating its probable growth and shaping 
their resources accordingly, have nded all their funds and 
exhausted all their credit before they are able to eVen open the 
fair, then I think they have been reckless and improvident; and if 
the nations of the world and the monarchs who have been invited 
should come here and find no fair, it is not the Congress of the 
United States or the peeple of the United States who will in the 
first instance be disgraced, but it is the management of this fair. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption 
right there? 

r. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It was expressly stated both on the floor 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I only yielded for a ques- 
tion, as I have only ten minutes. a 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman know that the plan orig!- 
nally contemplated involved an expenditure of only $15,000,00", 
the amount which they had, and this additional expenditure 1s 
the result of increased space demanded by foreign nations and by 
States which was notcontemplated and could not be contemplated 
at the time the expenditure started? . , 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, that does not 
affect the argument at all. s 

Mr. TAWNEY. It affects the question of extravagance, how 
ever. ; 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. These gentlemen knew all 
the time what they had todo. They knew what applications we ro 
coming in, and if they did not have money enough and could not 
see how to getmoney enough to meet them they ought to have ™ 
fused them. It was their duty to make their resources and tl elt 
expenditures balance. They were not given indefinite autor y 
to contract for anything they wished, and they had no business © 
enter into obligations unless they had some means of meeting 
them. They would not do it in their own business affairs, 0” 
any man who enters into an obligation and does not ha) e sou 
idea how he is going to meet it except by applying for charity): 
they are doing here, is wholly lacking in business judgment 

Mr. SCUDDER. Mr. Chairman—— f 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Icannotyield. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I do not believe at all that these sen'" ve 
are so improvident, so reckless as the advocates for this 4p)" 
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priation would have us think. I do not believe this argument 
which is made in their favor is genuine. I know the gentlemen, 
many of them, and I have a great respect and admiration for 
them. I believe that this fair has thus far been managed with 
remarkable ability, energy, and enterprise. I believe the gentle- 
men who are managing it are farsighted; 1 believe that those 
pine gentlemen representing the United States are not simply or- 
namental, although they are certainly that; I believe they are 
gseful, and I believe that this management has not gone reck- 
essly on and expended all their money and exhausted all their | 
credit so that they can not open this fair unless the United States 
Treasury is opened tothem. I believe they know, if they do not 
get this money from us, where they can get it. I notice that a 
gentleman said on the floor of the House that they had made no 
requests elsewhere for this money. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that is amistake. I believe these gen- 
tlemen have business foresight, and I believe before they would 
be left entirely without funds to open this fair they would pro- 
yide some avenue where they could replenish their exchequer in 
case the United States Congress does not grant them what they 
want. If this bill is really the only resource to prevent bank- 
ruptey, if they say they have no other method of getting this 
money, if they have gone forward and spent all their money and 
exhausted all their credit without knowing where they are going 
toget enough to open the fair respectably, if they have come to 
the end of their resources and are really butting their heads against 
the wall of bankruptcy, I say this amendment ought to have on 
itacondition that they should resign and that business men of 
foresight szould have the expenditure of this four million and a 
half dollars who would cut their garment according to their cloth. 
But I do not believe that amy such condition exists. I believe 
they can get this money elsewhere, and they know where they 
can get it. I believe, and I know, that they are men of sagacity | 
and ability, and that they have not come here because thig is 
their only refuge from insolvency. They can borrow it as Chi- 
cago did, but of course they come first to the United States Con- 
gress. Ldonot blamethem. Everybody doesthesame. Weare 
easy. They would like to get the money without paying interest. 
They would like to get the money without any obl jation, so that 
in acase of conflagration or pestilence they or their friends are 
not the losers. But it is not a fair business proposition. I think 
we ought to stand by what we have already done. 

And I must confess, Mr. Chairman, that it excites my indigna- 
tion the way men come and get one appropriation from Congress 
on the express statement that that is all they will ask, and then 
come again before a pe while and because we have given some 
nake that very fact the ground for demanding more. I think we | 
ought to stop it. There seems to be something connected with | 
all these exhibitions that rather demoralizes us. I do not know 
of any cases in my Congressional career where votes have been 
cast somuch from personal feeling and so little because of the 
nerits of the proposition as on these fairs. It seems to me that | 
there hag been more rounding up of Members, not upon the merits | 
of the question, but from friendship and good-fellowship, in these 
matters than any other. I think it ought tostop. It is hard for | 
ws tohave colleagues come right to us and press us to vote for 
their bill and refuse it. And yet the danger of itis that it in- 
volves not simply the bill that we pass, but it carries belind it a | 
whole train of other bills. 

It demoralizes our sentiments; it gets us in the habit of voting | 
for questions, not on their merits, not because they are right, but | 
because there is a lobby right on the floor of Members constantly | 
besieging and begging us to vote. Moreover, it leads not only to 
that one vote, but we know that other votes depend upon it, and 
that men vote for one measure not because they approve it, but 

use somebody has voted for their measure. I read recently, 

and I presume you all have, that a Member of Congress said he 

believed that the law was unconstitutional, and he thought it 

Was illegal, but that he should vote for it because he voted for 
: bill for his own State, which he thought was also unconstitu- 
ional and illegal, and got his ‘ steal,’’ and therefore the felt, 
rte matter of reciprocity, that he must vote for succeeding 


Steaig,’? 








: That was expressed in rather more frank and brutal language 
an we often hear, bat we all know that trouble pervades all 
these measures, Now, I think in this case, when we all know 
What Was said at the beginning, that they would make no further 
request, it is audacious for them to come and ask for more; it is 
tbusinesslike, and we are setting an exceedingly bad precedent. 
"hether you get the money back again or not nobody knows; 
nut I do not think we ought to give the aid asked, because I be- 
eve the energetic and sagacious men who are running this fair 
tow where they can get the money and that they ought to keep 
“it faith and borrow it as a business transaction and stand by 
: “Ir original proposition to be satisfied with the first generous 
PPTopriation, 


ee 





Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move thatthe committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose. and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Currizr, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 10954, the 
urgent deficiency bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


CARRIAGES AND HORSES MAINTAINED BY DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was ordered 
printed and referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
State Department: 

To the House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith the response of the Secretary of State to the resolu- 
tion adopted by the House of Representatives on January 25, 1904, calling for 
information in regard to carriages, horses, etc., maiutained at Government 
expense by the Department of State. 

THEODORE ROOSEVEL®. 

WHite Houss, February 9, 1904. 

LEAVE OF APSENCE., 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. CLayTON, indefinitely, while acting as a member of the 
subcommittee taking testimony in Florida in the impeachment 
proceedings against United States Judge Swayne. 

To Mr. PatrEerson of Tennessee, indefinitely, on account of ill- 
ness in his family. 

To Mr. ALLEN of Maine, for four days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. CusHMAN, for five days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, reference of the Senate joint resolution 
No. 37, providing for the editions to be printed of the annual and 
special reports of the Librarian of Congress, was changed from 
the Committee on the Library to the Committee on Printing. 

ADJOURNMENT. 


Then, on motion of Mr. Hemenway (at 5 o’clock and 4 minutes 


| p. m.), the House adjourned untill to-morrow at 12 o'clock noon, 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


9 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred ag 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a copy of a communication from the Acting Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs, papers relating to the claim of Lone Wolf—to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. TAWNEY, from the Select Committee on Industrial Arts 
and Expositions, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 11135) amending an act approved March 3, 1901, entitled 
“An act to provide for celebrating the one hundredth anniversary 
of the purchase of the Louisiana territory by the United States, 
by holding an international exhibition of arts, industries, manu- 
factures, and the products of the soil, mine, forest, and sea, in 
the city of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri,”’ reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 893); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DIXON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6787) to confirm 
and validate patents to certain lands situated in the Bitter Root 
Valley, State of Montana, above the mouth of the Lo Lo Fork of 
the Bitter Root River, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 895); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 121) granting additional lands adjacent to 
its site to the University of Montana, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 896); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, 


AND 


9 


~ 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XITI, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 719) granting an 
increase of pension to John H. Willey, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 892); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE, from the Committee.on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10688) for the relief of 
Johann A. Killian, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 894); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WILEY of Alabama, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11845) granting 
a pension to Joseph H. Huie, reported the same with amendment; 
accompanied by a report (No. 897); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROWN of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11021) 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph Weems, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a réport (No. 898); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8849) 
to pension James S. Lauderdale, reported the same with amend- 
ment, ee by a report (No. 899); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5849) granting an increase of 
pension to Catharine R. Brown, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 900); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROWN of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8771) 
granting a pension to Walter F. Horner, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 901); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9587) granting an increase of pension to 
Bartlett S. Haggard, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 902); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8922) 
granting a pension to Martha E. Nolen, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 903); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7368) granting a pen- 
sion to Annie G. Norwood; reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 904); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
—— following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 12139) providing 
for a school of practical agriculture for the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 12140) to increase the 
efficiency of the Army of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RODEY (by —— A bill (H. R. 12141) to protect 
ancient ruins on the public domain—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12142) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
establish circuit courts of appeals and define and regulate in cer- 
tain cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and 
for other purposes,’’ approved March 3, 1891—to the Committee 
on the Judi ; 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 121438) to 
abrogate the treaty of August 20, 1899, made and entered into be- 
tween John C. Bates, brigadier-general, United States Volunteers, 
and the Sultan of the Sulu Archipelago—to the Committee on 


Affairs. 
By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 12144) to establish a 
light and fog-signal station at Ragged Point, Potomac River, 
Virginia—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12145) to establish a lighted beacon at th 
mouth of Pungoteague Creek, Chesapeake Bay, Virginia—to ¢} . 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12146) to establish a light on tho shoal off 
Cherry Point, Piankatank River, Virginia—to the Commiticc. 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. “— 

By Mr. KLUTTZ: A bill (H. R. 12147) to amend chapter 749 
second session Fifty-seventh Congress, approved February 09’ 
1903, being ‘‘An act to establish United States courts at Wilkes. 
boro, N. C.””—to the Committee on the Judiciary, ’ 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 12148) to provide for tho 
verification of papers by national banking associations—to tho 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 12149) to esta. 
lish a national military park at Fort Reno, District of Columbi, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs, | 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 12150) to establish storm. 
warning stations at St. James, Beaver Island, Lake Michigan— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. COCHRAN: A bill (H. R. 12151) appropriating $80,009 
for the improvement of the Missouri River at St. Joseph, Mo,— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 12152) relating to 
the payment and disposition of pension money due to inmates of 
the Government Hospital for the Insane—to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 12153) granting pensions in 
certain cases to widows of soldiers and sailors who served inthe 
Union Army or Navy during the war of the rebellion—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12154) granting a pension to soldiers and 
sailors in certain cases, and so forth—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 12155) granting a 
pension to Nancy Hill—to the Committze on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12156) granting an increase of pensivn to 
Nina Holvenstot—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12157) granting an increase of pension to 
Asher D. Bice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 12158) granting an increase 
of pension to L. L. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCKE: A bill (H. R. 12159) granting an in- 
crease of pension to R. M. Nesbitt—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 12160) for the relief of the legal 
representativesof Henry Fulenwider, deceased—to the Comunittee 
on Claims. aa ae 

By Mr. COCHRAN: A bill (H. R. 12161) for the relief of John 
F. Tyler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12162) oe a pension to Mary B. Root— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12163) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Rea—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12164) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 12165) granting a pension 
to Sarah A. Gillham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12166) granting a pension to Isaac M. Ash- 
ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. wa 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12167) granting a pension to Elizaeth Bur- 
nett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12168) granting a pension to Emaranda Som 
erville—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12169) granting an increase of pension to U. 
McCord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12170) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph H. Whitehead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12171) granting an increase of pensio? 
John Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12172) granting an increase of pension 
John L. Parrott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12178) granting an increase of pensioe 
Thomas J. Mahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12174) granting an increase of pen=10? 
John Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. e 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12175) granting an increase of pensio? 
Wiliam H. Rupert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12176) granting an increase of pensio? 


0 


Henry V. Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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inc en ee 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12177) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 12209) granting a pension to Sarah C, 


Isaac W. Waters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Choate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also. a bill (H. R. 12178) granting an increase of pension to By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 12210) granting an increase 
John H. Allison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. of pension to James C. Town—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12179) granting an increase of pension to | sions. 
Joseph H. Whitehead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. WARNOCE: A bill (H. R. 12211) granting an increase 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12180) granting a pension to Reuben R. Bal- | of pension to Joseph G. Reid—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
linger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12181) granting a pension to Sarah A. Tan- Also, a bill (H. R. 12212) granting a pension to John M. Dow- 
quary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12182) granting a pension to MarthaC. Wil-| _3By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 12213) for 
derman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. the relief of the estate of George M. Coker, deceased—to the 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12183) granting an increase of pension to | Committee on War Claims. 
William T. Bright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 12214) for the relief of Martha S. Carmi- 
By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 12184) granting a pension | chael—to the Committee on War Claims. 
to Join Cornish—to the Committee on Pensions. By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 12215) granting an increase of 


By Mr. FIELD: A bill (H. R. 12185) for the relief of the estate | pension to Peder Knudson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
of Joseph Brugere, deceased, late of Orleans Parish, La.—to the | Also,a bill (H. R. 12216) for the relief of Nancy Jane Stevens— 
Committee on War Claims. to the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 12186) granting an in- Also, a bill (H. R. 12217) granting an increase of pension to Ira 
crease of pension to Charles W. Timms—to the Committee on In- | K. Eaton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


yalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 12218) granting an increase of pension to 
By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 12187) granting a pension to | David S. Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 
Jersey A. Meuser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 12219) granting an increase of pension to 


By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 12188) granting an increase | Charles H. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
of pension to John M. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12189) granting a pension to T. J. Tread- 7 
way—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. PETITIONS, ETO. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 12190) granting a pension to Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
Clarine J. Brinton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 12191) granting an increase By the SPEAKER: Memorial of Admiral Farragut Post, No. 
of pension to Henry D. Filkins—to the Committee on Invalid | 602, Grand Army of the Republic, of Chicago, Ill., praying for 
Pensions. the passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 

By Mr. KLUTTZ: A bill (H. R. 12192) granting an honorable | Pensions. 
discharge to Calloway Harton—to the Committee on Military Af-| Also, memorial of citizens of Phoenix, Ariz., protesting against 
fairs, : 7 : legislation for uniting the Territories of Arizona and New Mex- 

By Mr. LANNING: A bill (H. R. 12193) granting an increase | ico—to the Committee on the Territories. 
of pension to Clementine Pullen—to the Committee on Invalid | Also, petition of B. R. Burton and 89 other voters of Hoopeston, 
Pensions. Ill.. urging passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bili—to the Committee 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 12194) granting an increase | on the Judiciary. 
of pension to Nathaniel Warren—to the Committee on Invalid| By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of the National 
Pensions, Board of Trade, of Cleveland, Ohio, favoring passage of bill H. R. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 12195) granting an in- | §460—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
crease of pension to David A. Edwards—to the Committee on} Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade, relating to pre- 
Invalid Pensions. | paid postage on third-class matter—to the Committee on the Post- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12196) referring to the Court of Claims a cer- | Office and Post-Roads. 
tain claim for demurrage and for damages to a schooner by acts Also, petition of the National Board of Trade, for the passage 
. certain United States naval officers—to the Committee on | of the post-check bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 

aims. | Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R.- 12197) granting an increase of | Also, petition of the National Board of Trade, protesting against 
pension to Daniel M. Candor—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | the anticoupon law—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 





sions, | Also, petition of the National Board of Trade, asking for change 
by Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 12198) for the re- | in laws in storage in bond—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
lief of the State National Bank of New Orleans, formerly Louisi- | Also, petition of the National Board of Trade, relating to cur- 
ana State Bank—to the Committee on Claims. rency—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 


By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 12199) granting an increase of | Also, petition of the National Board of Trade, relating to trade- 
pension to James Bramble—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | mark rights—to the Committee on Patents. 
flons, By Mr. AIKEN: Petition of John A. Harris, of Abbeville, S. C., 
By Mr, PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 12200) for the relief of Fran- | favoring the passage of bill H. R. 9050, for a drawback on certain 
tis C. Renner and W. A. Renner, executors of Isaac Renner, de- | imported materials—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
teased—to the Committee on War Claims. By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of Licensed Tugmen’s Asso- 
_ By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 12201) granting an | ciation, No. 4, Buffalo, N. Y., opposing building of dredges by the 
increase of pension to James Burroughs—to the Committee on In- | Government—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Valid Pensions. Also, resolution of Miscellaneous Trades Section, United Trades 
By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 12202) granting an increase of | and Labor Council, of Erie ¢ ‘ounty, Buffalo, N. Y., in favor of the 
Pasion to John Baughman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | anticoupon bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Hons. By Mr. BABCOCK: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 11452, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12208) granting a pension to Samantha A. | granting pension to Ann Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
‘eson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








: sions. 
by Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 12204) for the relief of veterans; By Mr. BENTON: Petition of D. E. Snider and 34 others, of 
% the Confederacy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. Alba, Mo.; Rev. E. Simpson and 58 others, of Sarcoxie, Mo.; A. V. 


By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 12205) to au- 
thorize Centennial Lodge and Ozark Lodge, Knights of Pythias, 
‘erect and maintain a sanitarium and bath house on the Gov- 
“iment reservation at the city of Hot Springs, Ark.—to the 
Vommittee on the Public Lands. 
by Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 12206) for the relief of 


Calhoun and 44 others, of Verona, Mo.; Joel H. Hood and 31 
others, of Jasper County, Mo., and J. S. Wilson and 21 others, of 
Madison, Mo., favoring the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCKE: Petition of business men of Redfield, 
Kans., protesting against passage of the parcels-post bill; also, pe- 


. By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 12207) granting an 


Incre 


postage and in opposition to the parcels-post bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the board of regents of the Kansas State 
Agricultural College, urging increased appropriation for Kansas 
experiment station—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BRICK: Petition of E. F, McNabb and 38 other mem- 


; lap of pension to Lewis C. Briggs—to the Committee on In- 
a ensions, 
By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 12208) granting 


en to Marceny Goodell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


George B. Hughes—to the Committee on Claims. tition of business men of Wellsville, Kans., favoring 1-cent letter 
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bers of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Anten, Ind., favoring 
passae of the service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Also, petition of C. W. Scott and 72 other members of the | 


Grand Army of the Republic, asking increase of pension to James 
C. Wattleworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 11609, 
granting an increase of pension to George Schermerhorn; also 
papers to accompany bill H. R. 11896, granting an increase of 
pension to Giles A. Woolsey; also papers toaccompany bill H. R. 
11604, granting a pension to Annie M. Emmerson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of A. H. Thompson and 17 others, 
Rev. R. C. Lemon and 57 others, and T. W. Smith and 83 others, 
all of University Place, Nebr., favoring the passage of the Hep- 
burn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of J.S. W. Dean, of Nebraska City, Nebr., for 
the passage of the Hepburn bili—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Oxford 
Preparative Meeting of Friends, of Oxford, Pa., favoring passage 
of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petitions of Nathaniel King and 24 others, of 
Providence; William Richardson and 17 others, of Cranston; 
Gideon T. Collins and 25 others, of Westerly, and Narragansett 
Baptist Church, all in Rhode Island, favoring the passage of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CASSEL: Resolutions of John Hipple Post, No. 353, of 
Bainbridge, Pa.; Lieutenant William H. Child Post, No. 226, of 
Marietta, Pa.; Captain George H. Hess Post, No. 571, of Safe Har- 
bor, Pa.; John M. Good Post, No. 502; Post No. 47,of Mount Joy, 
Pa.; Admiral Reynolds Post, No. 405, of Lancaster, Pa., and Cap- 
tain J. N. Neff Post, No. 406, of Strasburg, Pa., Grand Army of 
the Republic, all in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. CROWLEY: Papers to accompany bill to increase pen- | 


sion of Henry V. Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for an increase of pension of 
William H. Rupert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, affidavits to accompany bill to pension Emaranda Somer- 
ville—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, affidavits to accompany bill to pension Elizabeth Burdett— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Philadelphia Board of 
Trade, as to legislation extending coastwise trade to the Philip- 

pine Islands—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
isheries. 

Also, resolutions of Pittsburg Post, No. 206, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, for a service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Post No. 117,Grand Army of the Republic, 
Department of Pennsylvania, in favor of a service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Shakespeare Club, Conneautville, Pa., in 
favor of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: Resolution of McPherson Post, No. 18, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Michigan, favoring passage of 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill H. R. 10496, granting increase of 
pension to Lafayette F. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers to accompany Dill H. R. 10980, granting increase 
of pension to Baron Blanchard—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 9725, granting increase of | of Forrest; Woodruff Post, No. 113, of Washburn; Li 


pension to Allison M. Munn—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
610NS. 

By Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana: Papers to accompany claim for 
relief of Joseph Brugere, of Orleans Parish, La.—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): Petition of W. R. Wilson 
and 35 other members of the Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Foster, Mo., favoring the passage of the service-pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DEEMER: Resolutions of N. G. Brown Post, of Bloss- 
burg, Pa., urging passage of a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of P. S. Vanderzer and other voters 
of Reus, N. Y., urging passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the National Board of Trade, urging repeal 
of timber and stone act, desert-land act, and the commutation 
clause of the homestead act—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: Petition of the Ancient Order of Hiber- 
nians, Broome County, N. Y., favoring the passage of a bill for 


| 


| 
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the erection of a monument tothe late Commodore Barry, United 
States Navy—to the Committee on the Library. hit ais 

Also, petition of citizens of Taylor, Cortland County N.Y 
favoring the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the CG . 
mittee on the Judiciary. Ris 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of National Board of Trade o 
land, Ohio, favoring passage of bill H. R. 8460—to the 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FOSS: Petition in support of bill H. R. 11409. grantin 
an increase of pension to Agnes B. Hesler—to the Comuiittes = 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: Resolutions of Union County (N. J.) Trades 
Council, protesting against the exclusion and deportation of a. 
alien on account of his opinions—to the Committee on Inmigra- 
tion and Naturalization. - 

Also, petitions of Isaac H. Blanchard and others, of Orang 
N. J., in opposition to the anti-injunction bill and the eight-hour 
bill—to the Cominittee on the Judiciary. Z 

Also, petition of the Village lnprovement Association of Cran- 
ford, N. J., in support of the pure-food bill—to the Comunittes 
Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of New Jersey State Council, St. Patrick's 
Alliance of America, in favor of a monument to Commodore 
John Barry—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church and 22 others 
of Succasunna, N. J., for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliyer 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of John G. Tolmie Post, No. 50; Ulric Dahl- 
gren Post, No. 25, of Elizabeth; Judson Kirkpatrick Post, No. 64; 
H. T. A. Torbert Post, No. 24, of Morristown; Winfield Seott 


, f Cleve. 
Comunitteg 


a 


Post, No. 75, of Plainfield, and John F. Reynolds Post, No. 6s 
of Washington, all in New Jersey, Grand Army of the Republic 
favoring the passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committes 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Resolution of the National Board of Trade 
of Cleveland, Ohio, favoring the extension of national navigation 
laws to the Philippines—to the Committee on Insular Affairs 

Also, petition of the Rockford Grocers’ Association, of Rock- 
ford, Ill., protesting against the passage of the parcels-post bill— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petitions of Post No. 106, 
of Rockford; Post No. 67, of Manchester; Post No. 45, of Glou- 
cester; Post No. 122, of Amesbury, and Post No. 90, of Danvers, 
all in Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, favoring jas- 
sage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Slons. 

Also, petition of Rev. A.J. Marsh and 39 other voters, of Lynn, 
Mass., and Rev. Owen E. Hardy and 19 other voters, of West 
Peabody, Mass., in favor of the Dolliver-Hepburn bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. ; 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: Petition of J. M. Crunteher and 19 other 
voters, of Dublin, Tex., urging passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Resolution of the National Board 


Trade, asking for legislation to prohibit the American flag be! 


c 
I 
r 
Ins 
ity 


used for advertising purposes—to the Committee on Militar 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Resolutions of Colonel Nodine Post, N: 
of Champaign; Cyrus Hall Post, No. 138, of Shelbyville; Lowry 
Post, No. 137, of Clinton; Chillicothe Post, No, 156, of Cua 
cothe; Alvah Paul Post, No. 133, of Terre Haute; Colone! Dar 
ney Post, No. 131, of Rushville; A. C. Harding Post, No. li, 0! 
Roseville; T. 8. Bowers Post, No. 125, of Mount Carme!; Thomas 
Layton Post, No. 121, of Lewiston; R. B. Hayes Post, No. 1,0! 
Plano; Joe Hanna Post, No. 117, of Pekin; Forrest Post, No. 1!4, 


rT 


s wr 
t YO 
s 2 


us i' ’ 
John A. 


No. 106, of Duguoin; Monroe Post, No. 100, of Casey; 040 
Davis Post, No. 98, of Freeport; McLain Post, No. 78, of beatus: 
town; George Spaulding Post, No. 60, of Geneva; Abingdon 1% 
No. 58, of Abingdon; W. H. L. Wallace Post, No. 59, of \ 
tralia; John Brown Post, No. 50, of Chicago; Veteran Pi eo 
49, of Elgin; Batavia Post, No. 48, of Batavia; U.5. Grant 20% 
No. 28, of Chicago; Williams Post, No. 25, of W atseka; JOl 
Wood Post, No. 96, of Quincy; Randolph Post, No. 93, of + 
Eli Bawyer Post, No. 92, of Olney; Yates Post, No. 8, 0 ©!" 
ham; General George Crook Post, No. 81, of Kirkwood; eco" 
Post, No. 70, of Gibson; Joe Hooker Post, No. 69, of Canton; 
Streator Post, No. 68, of Streator; Colonel John Bryner Fost, S ss 
67, of Peoria; G. L. Nevins Post, No. 1, of Rockfo1 1; Aaro! 
Weider Post, No. 75, of Fairbury, and George H, Thomas +0" 
No. 5, of Chicago, all in Illinois, Grand Army of the Rep eH 
urging passage of a service-pension bill—to the Commutice 
Invalid Pensions. ; ara <6 
By Mr. GRIFFITH: Papers to accompany bill for. + . 
Elymas F. Wilkens—to the Committee on Invalid Pension’. 
Also, petition of O, E. Faulkner and 10 other voters, of Auto’ 
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Ind., favoring passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Affidavit of Charles W. Timms, to ac- 
company bill for an increase of pension—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Ohio General Assembly, favoring bill 
for locating a naval training station at Put in Bay (South Bass) 
Island, Lake Erie—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade, favoring legis- 
lation extending the national navigation laws—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade, favoring spe- 
cial commission regarding merchant marine and shipping—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Certificate of Doctor Tucker and affidavit 
of L. B. Cole and others, in support of pension claim of Mary E. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Resolutions of George H. Phelps Post, No. 
114; C. B. Lawton Post, No. 44; George C. Randall Post, No. 82, 
and Henry F. Freeman Post, No. 98, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, Department of Vermont, urging passage of service-pension 
pilli—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: Petition of C. W. Trussell and .33 other voters, 
of Opequon, Va., for passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of J. R. Jones and 3 other 
yoters, of Bethel, Ind.; W. H. Paterson and 50 other voters, of 
Princeton, Ind.; R. H. Toole and 69 other voters, of Smith Town- 
ship, Ind., and Rev. Charles Tinsley and 16 other voters, of 
Evansville, Ind., urging passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Resolution of the New Haven 
Chamber of Commerce, relative to international arbitration—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of the Chamber of Gommerce of 
Astoria, Oreg., for the improvement of the Columbia River—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the director-general of the Lewis and Clark 
Exposition, that the exposition be kept open on Sundays—to the 
Select Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. HOGG: Resolutions of Sedgwick Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Durango, Colo., favoring passage of service-pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Pueblo Central Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Pueblo, Colo., favoring passage of Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Petition of E. 8. Gooch and 400 other voters, 
of Pulask County, Ky., urging passage of Brownlow good-roads 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of W. L. Brochman and 12 others, of Glens Fork, 
Ky., urging passage of Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

_By Mr. KLUTTZ (by request): Papers to accompany bill for re- 
lief of Calloway Harton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Mrs. William Gerry Slade and 338 
others, for the passage of a law prohibiting the exportation of 
prehistoric objects and the preservation of the same—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of the Philadelphia Board of 
Trade, favoring the passage of bills S. 2259 and 2263, confining 
the trade between the United States and the Philippines exclu- 
sively to vessels of American registry—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade of Philadelphia, 
a ring passage of bill S. 932—to the Committee on the Public 

nds, 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Resolution of the Philadelphia Board 
of Trade, urging passage of bills S. 2259 and 2263, confining the 
trade between the United States and the Philippines to vessels of 
American registry—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Citizens’ Alliance of Denver, Colo., urg- 
ing lezislation to prevent boycotting and picketing—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
yi petition of Rey. I. A. Flint and 49 other voters, of Warren, 

®., and W.R. Walter and 14 other voters, of North Waldoboro, 

¢., for passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

ant Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Rev. E. A. Miller and 

, other voters, of Alloway; R. B. Stephenson and 12 other voters, 
of Haddonfield; Rev. William G. Mayer and 38 other voters, of 
ens Grove, and W. L. Long, M. D., and 20 other voters, of 

sldonficld, all in New Jersey, favoring passage of the Hepburn- 

B ‘ver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. McNARY: Petition of Ralph J. Haughton and 18 other 
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voters, of Weymouth, Mass., urging passage of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of 185 members of Haven Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church, of Detroit, Mich., favoring passage of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of L. D. Coe and 75 other voters, of Romeo, Mich., 
favoring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MADDOX: Papers to accompany claim of William L. 
Strain, of Gordon County, Ga.; papers to accompany claim of 
Simeon Stevens, of Gordon County, Ga., and papers to accompany 
claim of Edward Sebastian, of Gordon County, Ga.—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of Bruce McVay and 17 other voters, 
of Highmore, 8. Dak., and A. Robinson and 20 other voters, of 
Highmore, S. Dak., favoring the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PORTER: Resolutions of the National Board of Trade, 
relating to the timber and stone act, the desert-land act, and the 
commutation clause of the homestead act—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. POWERS: Paper to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Burroughs—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 
10929, for the relief of heirs of George O. Ragland, deceased, of 
Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 4072, favoring Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RIDER: Resolution of the National Board of Trade of 
Cleveland, Ohio, favoring paasage of bill H. R. 8460, providing 
for the transfer of forest reserves from the Department of the In- 
terior to the Department of Agriculture—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of 
New York, favoring passage of bill for breakwater and harbor of 
refuge at Point Judith—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of 
New York, in favor of speedy legislation to increase the post- 
office facilitiesin the city of New York—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Hagerty Brothers, of 
Scott, Ind., in opposition to the parcels-post bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Koads. 

Also, petition of Clugston, Miller & Co. and 12 citizens of South 
Whitley, Ind., in opposition to the parcels-post bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
for passage of bills S. 2259 and 2263, confining trade between the 
United States and the Philippines to vessels of American regis- 
try—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the board of aldermen of Buffalo, N. Y., 
favoring bill to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the New York Board of Trade, opposing the 
Quarles-Cooper bill to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade, favoring the 
extending of the United States navigation laws to the Philippines— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petition of A. Roedel and 29 
other voters, of Milford, Mich., urging the passage of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition for relief of Marceny Goodell—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Charles T. Foster Post, No. 42,Grand Army of 
the Republic, Lansing, Mich., urging passage of service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: Petitions of Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union and other societies and of J. F. Page and 30 
others, of Esopus, N. Y., favoring the passage of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STERLING: Petition of Samuel Walker Post, No. 205, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Mount Pulaski, Il, for a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of Chicago District, 

Minnesota Conference, Evangelical Lutheran Augustana, Synod 
of North America, for the passage of Hepburn bill to restrict sale 
of liquor in original packages—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 
Also, petition of Minnesota State Court, Catholic Order of For- 
esters, for acceptance of the statue of Father Marquette—to the 
Committee on the Library. ’ 

Also, resolutions of the Commercial Club of St, Paul, Minn., in 


1876 


favor of improvements on the upper Mississippi River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of patrons of rural free delivery of Washing- 
ton County, Minn., for increase in salary of rural mail carriers— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: Papers to accompany 
bill H. R. 11194, for the relief of Frank 8. Nickerson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 11262, for the relief of 
John Hegarty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 11192, for increase of pen- 
sion to William Seymour Alden—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
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Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 11193, for the relief of 


William F. Griffin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: Petition of Franklin Street Methodist Epis- 
copal Church and 45 voters of Baltimore, Md.,and W. 8. Edwards 
and 13 other voters of Baltimore, Md., for passage of Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TATE: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 6733, for in- 
crease of pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Resolution of Upper Mississippi Improve- 
ment Association, for the improvement of the upper Mississippi 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for an increase of pension to 
James C. Town—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Petition of Samuel B. Cooper and 60 others, 
in support of a bill to still further regulate interstate commerce 
relating to transportation of liquors—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Albert T. Noble, for the establishment of a 
laboratory at Washington for study of the abnormal classes—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of J. J. Turton and 42 other 
voters, of Perry, N. Y.,and Methodist, Baptist, and Presbyterian 
churches of Geneseo, N. Y., favoring passage of Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WEBB: Petition and papers for the relief of Joseph H. 
Huffman—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON: Resolution of United Commercial Travelers 
of America, favoring an amendment to the bankruptcy act—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Resolutions of Philander Billings Post, No. 
392; Roberts Post, No. 487, and Jacob Maynard Post, No. 377, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, 
favoring passage of service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 


SENATE. 


THURSDAY, February 11, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp Everett HAtr. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, if there be no objection. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the asststant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the conclusiors of fact and of law and the opinion of the 
court tiled under the act of January 20,1885, in the French spolia- 
tion claims set out in the findings by the court relating to the ves- 
sel schooner Maria, Thomas Gardner, master; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions 
of fact and of law and the opinion of the court filed under the act 
of January 20,1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
findings by the court relating to the vessel schooner Nancy, Wil- 
liam Ward, master; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions 
of fact and of law and the opinion of the court filed under the act 
of January 20, 1885,in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
findings by the court relating to the vessel schooner Lucy, Mat- 
thias Rider, master; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to tbh Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of George 
W. Sherman and sundry other citizens of South Bristol, N. Y., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
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transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of Charles T, p 
of Concord, N. H., praying for the enactment of legis]: 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. DRYDEN. I present a concurrent resolution of the Je 
lature of New Jersey, in favor of an appropriation for the im. 
provement of the harbor adjacent to Cape May, in that State 
which I ask be referred to the Committee on Commerce. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
Jersey desire to have it printed in the Recorn? 

Mr. DRYDEN. It has already been printed in tho Rrcorp 
having been presented by my colleague. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then it is not necessary, [t 
will be referred to the Committee on Commerce, ; 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of the State board of agri- 
culture of Trenton, N. J., praying for the passage of the so-called 
pure-food bill; which was referred to the Committee on Manu- 
factures. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Glenwood, of 
the Christian Endeavor Society of Hancocks Bridge, of the Chris- 
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| tian Endeavor Society of the Baptist Church of Clinton, and of 


the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church of Borden. 
town, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for an investiga. 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rexp Smoot. a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- ' 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trado of Jersey 
City, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the destruction of derelicts, and also providing for the ratifi- 
cation of an Anglo-American treaty of arbitration and concilia- 
tion for the settlement of all questions between the United States 
and Great Britain; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Orange, East 
Orange, Arlington, and Elizabeth, all in the State of New Jersey, 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called anti-injunction 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Orange, 
Arlington, East Orange, and Elizabeth, all in the State of New 
Jersey, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called eight- 
peed bill; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 

abor. 

He also a petition of the Union County Council, of 
Elizabeth, N. J., praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
to the present immigration laws; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of sundry soldiers and sailors of the 
civil war, residents of Camden, N. J., praying for the passage of 
the so-called prisoner-of-war bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. a 

Mr. BURNHAM presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Lempster, N. H., and a petition of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Whitefield, N. H., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FULTON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cleone, 
Oreg., praying that the rural free-delivery letter carriers be 
granted a salary of $850 per annum based upon a graced scar; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post 
Roads. i 

Mr. HOPKINS presented a petition of the Manufacturers: 4% 
sociation of Chicago, Ill., praying that the Commissioner 01 !na) 
Affairs issue an order directing that the opening of b:ds for the 
next annual purchase of clothing be held in that city; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. - 

Mr. HOAR presented petitions of Samuel F. Woods Dost, 

79, of Barre; of Needham Post, No. 39, of Lawrence; 0! VU. 1). >: 
Sargent Post, No. 252, of Essex; of Everett Peabody Do . , 10» 
108, of Georgetown, and of Ezra Batcheller Post, No. 5!,0° Sor! 
Brookfield, all of the Department of Massachusetts, Gran’ Ary 
of the Republic, in the State of Massachusetts, praying for e 
enactment of a service-pension law; which were referred to 
Committee on Pensions. _ ait ile 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the M oll 
dist Episcopal Church of Union Mills, Wis., praying for (0° ' é 
actment of legislation to regulate the interstate transpor." th cs 
intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Commitice 00 © 
Judiciary. Be . 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Nll., praying for the passage of the so-called pure-food bill; 
was referred to the Committee on Manufactures. : 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Ch 
Ill., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called eig'' 
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pill; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
bor. 

—* also presented petitions of McLeansboro Post, No, 483, of 
McLeansboro; of Culver Post, No. 512, of White Hall, and of 
owen Post, No. 17, of Wilmington, all of the Department of 
Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Mlinois, 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Centralia, 
Ill., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called parcels- 
post bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Ladies’ Missionary Society 
of the Presbyterian Church of Brighton IIl., and a petition of 
the congregations of the Methodist Episcopal, Presbyterian, and 
German Methodist Episcopal churches of Brighton, all in the 
State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. ° 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
(leone, Oreg., praying that the rural free-delivery letter carriers 
begranted a maximum salary of $850 per annum, based on a graded 
wale; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Healso presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of San 
Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
parcels-post bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented the memorial of Theo- 
dore Bodenwein, of New London, Conn., remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called *‘ eight-hour bill;’’ which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the International Arbitration 
Committee of New Haven, Conn., and a petition of the Chamber 
of COmmerce of New Haven, Conn., praying for the enactment of 
kgislation providing for the submission to The Hague of all ques- 
tions of dispute between the United States and Great Britain; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


CALAVERAS GROVES OF BIG TREES. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Ihavealetter from Prof. William 
R. Dudley, of the Leland Stanford University, of California, re- 
lating to the Calaveras groves of big trees in California. It pre- 
ents some new facts relating tothem and isextremely interesting. 
Imove the letter be printed as a Senate document and referred 
a Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of 

ame, 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Hoar on 
the 10th instant proposing to appropriate $5,000 to pay Robert 
Brent Mosher for the exclusive right, title, and interest in and to 
the copyright and plates of the book entitled ‘‘ Executive Regis- 
trof the United States, 1789-1902,”’ intended to be proposed to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
ad printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2939) to reimburse George W. Young, post- 
master at Wanship, Utah, for loss of postage stamps, reported 
ulversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
telerred the bill (S. 1425) for the relief of Eleonora G, Golds- 

mough, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

eTeOn, 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
everally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

_ A dill (S. 8981) for the erection of an additional suitable build- 

ig, cistern, oil house, and other necessary improvements at the 
ew Dungeness light-house, in the State of Washington. 

na bill (S. 8982) making an additional appropriation for the 
tery Point post light, in the State of Washington; and 

A bill (S. 3983) providing for additional employees’ quarters at 

ie bingon Point post light station, State of Washington. 

- t. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
“9 referred the bill (S. 3932) to establish a light and fog signal 
nd hear Black Ledge, New London Harbor, entrance to New 
vis on Harbor, Long Island Sound, Connecticut, reported it 
ont amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Z GAMBLE. Iam directed by the Committee on Indian Af- 
pe to whom was referred the bill (S. 3779) to ratify and amend 

‘greement: with the Sioux tribe of Indians of the Rosebud 
rice in South Dakota, and making appropriation and 
on to carry the same into effect, to report adversely 
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thereon, and recommend that the bill be postponed indefinitely, 
a House bill for this purpose having been reported favorably by 
the same committee. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2112) authorizing the Indian allottees in 
the Puyallup Indian Reservation, State of Washington, to alien- 
ate allotted lands, confirming title to allotted lands sold since 
March 3, 1903, and for other purposes, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4007) to authorize an increase in the ap- 
propriation for a dwelling for assistant keepers at Point Bonita, 
California, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4004) to establish at Cape Mendocino, California, 
quarters for the light keeper; 

A bill (8. 4005) to establish a fog signal on one of the jetties at 
the entrance to the harbor at Humboldt Bay, California; and 

A bill (8S. 4006) to authorize the construction of quarters for 
light-house keepers at Point Conception, California. 

Mr. DIETRICH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2284) for the relief of John T. Wertz 
and Walter H. Shupe, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4003) to establish a fog signal at Quarry 
Point, Angel Island, Bay of San Francisco, California, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
to whom the subject was referred, reported a joint resolution 
(S. R. 48) authorizing the President to extend an invitation to 
the International Congress of Hygiene and Demography to hold 
its thirteenth congress in thecity of Washington; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 174) for the relief of Mary C. Mayers, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Territories, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3336) to provide an additional district 
judge for the district of Alaska, and for other purposes, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PETTUS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4164) to amend section 1209 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, reported it with amendments. 


OUACHITA RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. ELKINS. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 4125) to authorize the Little 
Rock and Monroe Railway Company to construct, maintain, and 
use a bride across Ouachita River, in the State of Louisiana, at a 
point between Ouachita city and Rayou Loutre, toreport it favor- 
ably with amendments, and I submit a written report. I ask for 
its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. ELKINS. I ask that the letter of the Secretary of War 
embodied in the report be read. It recommends the passage of 
the bill as proposed to be amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in 
section 1, page 1, line 8, to strike out ‘* acceptable;’’ in the same 
line, after the word ‘‘ to,’’ to insert ‘‘be;’’ in line 9, before the 
word “‘ approved,”’ to strike out *‘ and;’’ in the same line, after 
the word ‘‘ War,”’ to strike out ‘‘and in accordance with such lo- 
cation and plans as may be approved by the Secretary of War;”’ 
and on page 2, line 4, after the word “trains,”’ to strike out the 
word ‘‘and;’’ so as to read: 

That the Little Rock and Monroe Railway Company, corporation existing 
under the laws of Arkansas, its s 3and assigna, be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized to construct and maintain a bridgeand all approaches thereto across 
the Ouachita River,in the State of Louisiana, between Ouachita City and the 
mouth of Bayou Loutre., at a point to be approved by the Secretary of War, 
and to lay on or over said bridgea track or tracks and use the same for its 
businessasa commoncarrier. Said company,oritssuccessorsand assigns, are 
hereby autuorized to build, construct, maintain, and use any and all trestles, 
roadbeds, tracks, appurtenances, and things that may be necessary for proper 
approaches to said bridge and for the use of the same as a railroad bridge, as 
aforesaid; that said bridge shall be constructed to provide for the passage of 
railroad trains, to be used by the Little Rock and Monroe Railway Company, 





Is there objection to the pres- 








necess 











its successors and assigns, for the conduct of its and their business as a com- 

mon carrier, and at the option of said company, or its successors and assigns, 
2 ~ ar >} “nd f hi le a f. . % 

may be used for the passage of wagons and ail kinds of vehicles, and for foo 


passengers, for such reasonable rates of toll as may be fixed by said company, 
or its successors and assigns, and approved by the Secretary of War. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, page 3, line 9, to strike 
out the word ‘‘ the,’’ before ** riprapping;’’ and in line 11 to strike 
out “‘ also that,’’ before ‘‘ piers;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 3. That all piers shall be built as nearly as may be parallel with the 
current of the river at that stage of water when it is most important for 
navigation, and the bridge itself shall be built as nearly as may be at right 
angles thereto; and riprapping or other protection for imperfect foundations 
which will lessen the required waterway shall not be permitted; and piers 
which will produce cross-currents or bars dangerous to navigation shall not 
be constructed; and if, after construction, any piers or ———7 works are 
found to produce the above-mentioned effects, or if any riprapping or other 
protection prohibited by this section is found to exist, the nuisance shall be 
abated or corrected under the direction of the Secretary of War at the ex- 
pense of the company or persons owning, controlling, or operating said bridge. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, page 4, line 1, to strike 
out “‘any ”’ and insert ‘‘ the’’ before ‘‘ corporation;’’ in line 20 to 
strike out “‘ that,’’ before ‘‘ said;’’ and in line 23, after the word 
‘** Board,” to strike out ‘“‘ for the security of navigation;”’ so as to 
make the section read: 


Sec. 5. That the corporation, company, or persons owning, controlling, or 
operating the bridge built under the authority of this act shall build and 
maintain at all times as accessory work to such bridge such booms, piers, 
dikes, guard fences, and similar devices as may be necessary to insure at all 
times a permanent channel for a sufficient distance above and below the 
bridge site and for the guiding of rafts, steamboats, and other craft safely 
under or through said bridge; and if at any timeafter the construction of the 
bridge and its accessory works the approaches to draw openings, channel 
spans, or raft passages in said bridge are found to be dangerous or difficult 
of access by river traffic the Secretary of War may,upon the recommenda- 
tion of the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, order the corporation, 
company, or persons owning, controlling, or cpecettag said bridge to con- 
struct, under his direction, and to maintain such additional sheer booms, 
dikes, and other devices as will obviate the difficulty mentioned, which addi- 
tional sheer booms, dikes, and other devices shall be built and maintained at 
their own expense by said company or persons, and said company or empes | 
shall maintain, at their own expense, from sunset to sunrise, such lights and 
other signals on said bridge as may be required by the Light-House rd. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, page 5, line 6, after the 
word ‘“‘location,’’ to strike out ‘‘for;’’ in line 7, after the word 
‘‘river,’’ to strike out ‘‘and;’’ and in line 8, after the word 
“‘water,’’ to strike out all of the section down to and including 
the word “‘floats’’ in line 17 and insert ‘‘ the force and direction 
of the currents;’’ so as to read: 

Src. 6. That the bridge authorized to be constructed by this act shall be 
located and built under and subject to such regulations for the security of 
navigation on said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to se- 
cure that object said corporation shall submit for his examination a design 
and drawing of the bridge, piers, approaches, and accessory works, and a 
map of the location, giving for a space of 1 mile above and 1 mile below the 
proposed location the topography of the banks of the river, the shore lines 
at high and low water, the force and direction of the currents. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, page 5, line 18, to strike 
out the words “shall give;’’ and after the word “ such,”’ in the 
same line, to insert ‘‘ further;’’ so as to read: 

The maps shall also show the location of other bridges in the vicinity, and 
such further information as the Secretary of Warmay require fora full and 
satisfactory understanding of the subject; and the construction of the pro- 
posed bridge shall not be commenced until the location and plans thereof are 
approved by the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 9, page 7, line 14, to strike 
out “‘ said’’ before *‘ postal;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Szc. 9. That the bridge constructed, maintained, and operated under this 
act and according to its limitations shall be a lawful structure, and shall be 
recognized and known as a post route, upon which also no higher charge shall 
be made for the transportation over the same of the mails, the troops, and 


the munitions of war of the United States than the rate per mile paid for the 
transportation of said mails, troops, and munitions of war over the railroads 


and public highways leading to said bridge; and the United Statesshall have | 


the right of way for postal, telegraph, and telephone purposes over said 
bridge. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ . 

The next amendment was, in section 10, page 7, line 16, after the 
word “‘ unless,”’ to insert ‘‘ actual construction of;’’ after ‘* shall 
be,”’ in line 17, to insert ‘‘ commenced within one year and;’’ and 
in line 18, to strike out “‘ of effect ’’ before ‘‘ hereof; ’’ so as to make 
the section read: 

Sec. 10. That this act shall be null and void unless actual construction of 
said bridge shall be commenced within one year and completed within three 
years from the date hereof: Provided, however, That the Secretary of War 
may, on showing of good faith in construction of said bridge, extend the time 
for completion of the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. : : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


COMPILATION OF TREATIES IN FORCE. 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the resolution submitted yester- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





FEBRUARY 11, 


ee 
— 


day by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM], to report it fayoy 
ably without amendment, and I ask for its present consideratj . ; 
The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution, as follows: ? 
Resolved, That a revised edition of The Compilation of Treatios jn F, ire 
be prepared under the direction of the Committee on Foreign Relat; 3 


that there be inserted in said revised edition all treaties Mae aed 


roclaime anc 
force at the end of the present session, and that there shall be aeeael 1 _ 
copies of said revised ‘ 


ition, 1,000 for the use of the House of Represp 
tives and 500 for the use of the Senate. of Representa. 


Mr. CULLOM. That is now a Senate resolution? 

Mr. PLATT of New York. It is a Senate resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is rather a peculiar resoly. 
tion. It appears to be a Senate resolution, and it provides for 
printing 1,000 copies for the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think, if the Senator from New York wil] 
allow me to make a suggestion, that the provision for printing g 
certain number of copies for the House of Representatives had 
better be dropped out. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I am entirely satisfied to have jt 
dropped out. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that evidently the printing will 
cost over $500. The Senate has no right to order the publication 
of a work costing over that sum, and it should be made a concur. 
rent resolution. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not want the delay of a concurrent reso- 
lution or the uncertainty of its passage. I think, if the provi- 
sion in reference to printing copies for the House is dropped out, 
. will be unnecessary to make it anything except a Senate reso- 

ution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Can 500 copies be printed for $500? 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no doubt that it can. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I doubt it very seriously. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. It can be printed for less than $100, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Most of the matter is in plates now. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suggest that the resolution be amended by 
striking out the portion which provides for printing for the House. 

Mr, PLATT of New York. I accept the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment wil! bestated. 

The Secretary. In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “one 
thousand for the use of the House of Representatives and.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. And strike out ‘fifteen hundred” and 
substitute “‘ five hundred.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That a revised edition of ‘‘ The Compilation of Treaties in Force” 
be prepared, under the direction of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
that there be inserted in said revised edition all treaties proclaimed und in 


force at the end of the present session; and that there shall be printed 50) 
copies of said revised edition for the use of the Senate. 


Mr. CULLOM. That will do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


The resolution as modified 


The question is on agreeing to 


SHIP CANAL ACROSS FLORIDA. 


Mr. MALLORY. I am directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2808) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to cause a survey or surveys to be mace t 
termine the practicability and cost of a tidewater ship canal 
across the State of Florida, to report it adversely, and t 


ranort 
yp oVy 


nresel 


in lieu thereof a concurrent resolution, for which I ask |} 
consideration. ; 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to cons 
concurrent resolution, which was read, as follows: 


idk rT tl! f 


Resolved, by the Senate (the House of Representatives concw 
That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed t: | 
vey or surveys to be madeacross the State of Florida from the At's 
to the Gulf of Mexico, using such natural water courses as mity !) 
with a view to determining upon the most practicable route ! 
of tide-water level between the waters of the Atlantic Ocea! 
of the Gulf of Mexico and tho feasibility and cost of construc’ 
of sufficient capacity for the largest ocean-going ships; and | 
further to report fully to Congress thereupon as early as pra 
such survey or surveys have been completed. 

That the sum of $25,000, or as much thereof as may be ne 
appropriated, outof any moneys in the Treasury not otherw! 
to defray the cost of such survey or surveys. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Is it a Senate resolution? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a concurrent ! 
but it contains an appropriation, and of course 1t can! 
current resolution. Doesthe Senator from Florida « 
it changed to a joint resolution? : ’ 
Mr. MALLORY. Yes, sir; I ask that that change be mac’ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be changec ‘° 
resolution. 
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The joint. resolution (S. R. 47) to authorize the Secretary of 
War to cause a survey or surveys to be made to determine the 
practicability and cost of a tide-water ship canal across the State 
of Florida was read twice, and considered as in Committee of the 

7} ole. 

‘a joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
ime, and passed. , 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill 2308 will be post- 
poned indefinitely. 
WILMINGTON (DEL.) HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the concurrent resolution submitted yesterday by 
Mr. Batu, reported it without amendment; and it was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause a survey to be made 
of the Wilmington Harbor, Delaware (including the Christiana and Brandy- 
wine rivers), with the view to their improvement and to insure the perma 
nency of the channel in the Christiana River to the depth of at least 21 feet. 


BRUNSWICK (GA.) HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. CLAY. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3924) for survey and estimate of 
costof deepening Branswick (Ga.) inner harbor and outer bar, to 
report it adversely; and in lieu thereof I report a concurrent res- 
olution, which I ask may be adopted. : 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause a survey to 
be made of the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga.,and of the inner harbor of Bruns- 
wick, Ga., and to furnish therefrom estimates showing the cost of obtaining a 
channel of ample width to accommodate the commerce of said port, and ex- 
tending from the wharves in said inner harbor, through said outer bar, to 
the ocean, and of the following depths at mean high tide, to wit, 27 feet, 28 
feet, 20 feet, and 30 feet; that is to say, the Secretary of War is directed to 
furnish a separate estimate of the cost of obtaining a channel at each of said 
depths; and the Secretary of War is hereby further directed to report 
whether or not in his opinion it is advisable, if these increased depths, or 
any one or more of them, shall be ob that the present channel across 
said outer bar should be straightened 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill 3924 will be post- 
poned indefinitely. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BALL introduced a bill (S. 4812) to correct the military 
record of W. H. Cleaden; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4813) to correct the military record | 
of Ezekiel Stewart; which was read twice by its title, and referred | 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4814) to pay J —_ 
y | 
| 


ers certain arrearages of pension; which was read twice 
ts title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present a copy of | 
the military record of Dr. Joseph Hunter, of Clinton, Mo., late | 
of Company F, One hundred and twenty-sixth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteers; also a copy of private act No. 716, granting a pension 
to Joseph Hunter, D., and Senate report No, 2068, Fiftieth 
Congress, first session. I move that the bill and accompanying 
papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DRYDEN introduced a bill (S. 4315) for the relief of George | 
B. Hughes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 4316) provid- 
ing for the appointment of additional judges in the Indian Terri- | 
tory, and to establish a court of appeals therein, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
lying papers, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

_ He also introduced a bill (S. 4317) granting an increase of pen- 
fon to Sarah L. Augur: which was read twice by its title, and | 
relerred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DIETRICH introduced a bill (S. 4318) granting an increase 
of pension to Augustus E. Orbeton; which was read twice by its 
title, and refe to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 4819) to eee the safety 
: employees and travelers upon railroads, and persons living or 
‘cing business in the vicinity thereof, by prohibiting common 
carriers engaged in interstate commerce from transporting gun- 
powder and other high explosive compounds over their lines, ex- 
ey under certain conditions, and so forth; which was read twice | 

y io title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr, BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 4820) granting a pension 
with R. Chesley; which was read twice by its title, and, 
=_— accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 





i 
} 


| 
| 





Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 4321) for a public building 
for the United States Geological Survey at Washington, D. C.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (S. 4322) making an appropri- 
ation for the purchase from Forsyth County of a site and build- 
ing for a post-office and other Government offices in Winston- 
Salem, N. C., and to authorize the sale of the present post-office 
site in Winston-Salem to Forsyth County; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 4323) granting a pension to 
Daniel Perdew; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KEARNS introduced a bill (S. 4824) granting an increase 
of pension to James Veitch; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4325) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William Q. Anderson; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 4326) for the relief of certain 
enlisted men of the Navy; which was read twice by its title, and, 
— the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4327) placing Hugh T. Reed 
on the retired list with rank of captain; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4328) granting a pension to Nathan 
Bighan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 4329) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary E.. Nesmith; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 4830) to complete the Jeffer- 
son memorial object-lesson road; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 4331) granting an 
increase of pension to Lydia A. Patch; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

ADMISSION OF NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 878) to enable the people of New 
Mexico to form a constitution and’ State government and be ad- 
mitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Territories, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COMMITTEE. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Districtof Columbia be,and is hereby, 
authorized to have printed and bound such papers and documents for the use 
of said committee as may be deemed necessary in connection with subjects 
considered or to be considered by the said cammittee. 


COMPILATION OF NAVAL APPROPRIATION ACTS, ETC. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be printed and bound in cloth 300 copies of Senate 
Document No. 100, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session, for the use of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs of the Senate. 


LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPOSITION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Select Committee on Industrial Expositions, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State covering a state- 
ment showing the receipts and disbursements of the Louisiana Purchase Ex- 
0sition Company for the month of December, 1903, furnished by the Louisiana 
Purchase Exposition Commission in pursuance of sectiou J1 of the “Act to pro- 
vide for celebrating the one hundredth anniversary of the purchase of the 
Louisiana territory,” etc., approved Biarch 3, 1901. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Wurire House, February 11, 1904. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After four hours and ten min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 


BRownInG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
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agreed to certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
10954) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes; agrees to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 47 to the bill, and agrees to the amendment 
numbered 10 with an amendment; asks a conference with the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Hemenway, Mr. Van VOORHIS, and Mr. Liv- 
INGSTON managers at the conference on the part of the House, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 7023) to amend an act to regulate the height of 
buildings in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 7024) to name streets, alleys, highways, and reser- 
vations in that part of the District of Columbia outside of the 
city of Washington, and for other purposes. 


THE PANAMA CANAL, 


Mr. MORGAN. I desire to give notice that to-morrow morn- 
ing, after the routine morning business, I shall address the Sen- 
ate on the resolutions relating to the Panama Canal, 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 10954) making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1904, and for prior years, and for other purposes, and request- 
ing a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments to the bill, that it disagree to the amendment of the House 
of Representatives to amendment numbered 10, and that it agree 
to the conference asked for by the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
HAs, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. TELLER were appointed. 

Mr. PETTUS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 45 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, February 
12, 1904, at 12 o’clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 11, 1904. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Assistant Naval Constructors Henry Williams and Henry T. 
Wright to be assistant naval constructors in the Navy, with the 
rank of lieutenant, from the ist day of January, 1904. 

Lieut. Robert B. Higgins to be a lientenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 1lith day of October, 1903. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William D. Leahy to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 31st day of December, 1903, 

To be lieutenants, 

Irwin F. Landis. 

Wilbur G. Briggs. 

Fletcher L. Sheffield. 

Henry C. Dinger. 

To be lieutenants (junior grade). 

Lloyd S. Shapley. 

Adolphus E. Watson. 

Chauncey Shackford. 

Charles B. Hatch. 

Zachariah H. Madison. 

SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 

William Vincent, of Illinois. to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Galena, in the State of Illinois. 

John M. Lenihan, of Iowa, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Dubuque, in the State of Iowa. 

POSTMASTERS. 
MINNESOTA. 

Jesse A. Maxwell to be postmaster at Fulda, in the county of 
Murray and State of Minnesota. 

NEW YORK. 

Charles O. Sprague to be postmaster at Prince Bay, in the county 
of Richmond and State of New York. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


THURSDAY, February 11, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

coat Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
proved, 
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NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. FOSS, by direction of the Committee on Naval Affairs, ro. 
ported the bill (H. R. 12220) making appropriations for the naya] 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other 
purposes, which was ordered printed and referred to the (C 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Pat ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I reserve al] points 
of order, 


Om- 


CHANGE.OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, reference of the bill (S. 2345) to make 
applicable the provisions of the naturalization laws of the United 
States to Porto Rico, and for other purposes, was changed from 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization to the Com. 
mittce on Insular Affairs. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. SHULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that Mr, 
George Howell be permitted to extend his remarks in the Recorp, 
That request was made yesterday, but I think the Speaker did not 
understand it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unani- 
mous consent that Mr. Howell be granted the privilege of extend- 
ing his remarks in the Recorp, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
— Union for the further consideration of the urgent deficiency 

| bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, pending that motion, I desire to 
say that there area great many gentlemen on this side of the 
House who would like to speak for a few moments in favor of this 
proposition. It will be impossible for them to do so unless the 
time can be extended. I have been requested to ask unanimous 
consent that the time for taking the vote be fixed at 2.30 instead 
of at 2 o’clock, and that the time be divided equally between the 
two sides, and I make that request at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota, pending the 
motion of the gentleman from Indiana, asks unanimous consent 
that the time for debate be extended until 2.30 p. m., the time to 
be divided equally between those in favor and those opposed to 
the amendments under discussion. Is there objection? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I am advised that there are 
several gentlemen who expect to be absent from the House shortly 
after 2 0’clock. I therefore object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa objects. The 
question now is on the motion of the gentleman from Indian: 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 0! 
the urgent deficiency bill. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee 0 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the urgent deficiency bill, with Mr. Currie in ths 


chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana | Mr. Crv\- 
PACKER] is recognized for eight minutes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. Mr. Chairman, I believe that Congress 
ought to adopt a different policy from that heretofore pursued 0 
relation to the question of expositions. It seems to me that the 
proper policy for Congress to pursue is to make one expositio2 4 
national affair about once in each generation, and to withhold “p 
propriations from the public fund for all expositions that a” 
essentially local in their character. Too much money has )°? 
wasted in appropriations to aid local expositions. They are \° 
frequent to have a national interest, and Federal aid ought t? 
withheld from them excepting, perhaps, a sufficient 22 vo 
make a proper Federal exhibit. The Federal Government 0us"' 
to pursue the same policy toward them as is pursued byt)? 
eral States, aside from the one in which they are held. 0" 
Louisiana Purchase Exposition is essentially a nations! ©)" 
prise. 

It is not local beyond the element of habitation. Of cour 
expositions must be located somewhere; but that enterprs: ~" 
been nationalized by action of Congress by making the appreh 
ation of $5,000,000 in the first instance and by the as 
commission to act as an advisory board in respect to tle Ins 
tion and management of the institution. 
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The question of the constitutionality of the proposed legislation 
pas been raised during this discussion. I do not believe, Mr. 
Chairman, that thereisanything at all in that question. If Con- 

es3 had the power in the first instance to appropriate $5,000,000 
foward promoting the enterprise, it has the power now to appro- 

riate $4,600,000 to promote the same end. The only distinction 

tween the two appropriations is that the present one is not a 
donation and adequate provision is made for the return of the 
money to the public Treasury, and I respectfully submit that 
that element does not make it unconstitutional. 

The power to appropriate—the power to donate, if you please— 
carries With it the oo, to make a loan; and I repeat, this has 

19 to be & national enterprise. 

Our. LITTLEFIELD. Does the gentleman think that the first 

appropriation for this object makes the second one constitutional? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I am not discussing the relative con- 
titutionality of these appropriations. They are in line with ap- 
propriations that have been made by every Congress for perhaps 
the last fifty years. It is nota constitutional function of the 
Federal Government to bestow benefactions or to administer 
charities; yet it is a frequent thing for Congress to vote money 
out of the Federal Treasury for such objects. It is not in line 
with appropriations carrying out express constitutional functions 
of the Federal Government, but Congress has unlimited discretion 
in determining what objects are proper for the expenditure of 

ublic money. 

Or. Chairman, it was originally contemplated that this enter- 
rise could be made acomplete success with the sum of $15,000,000. 
at during the process of its construction and development it has 

become evident that it will require a greater amount of money. 
Such has been the demand for space and privileges that it has 

expanded and developed into a much larger affair than its pro- 
moters originally dreamed would be possible. The question now 
before the House is, Shall the undertaking be made a splendid, 
complete success? There is no doubt that it will be a credit- 
able affair, even if the Federal Government refuses to appropri- 
ate or to loan a single additional dollar to the undertaking. But 
can the people of this country, who all have a pride in this great 
institution, afford to permit only a partial or moderate success? 

There will be collected at this exposition the best intellect, the 

best enterprise, the most splendid genius of the civilized world; 

and the prestige of this great country will in some respects 
be ee by the display that will be made at this mighty 

gathering. o 
The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Heppurn] criticised the propo- 

sition on the ground that this is a local affair. He said that the 

people of St. Louis ought to bear this additional expense, ought 
to be required to provide the necessary funds. What have the 
jeople of St. Louis already done? They have put into the enter- 
prise $10,000,000, aside from the expenditure of almost an equal 
amount in putting their municipal household in order that they 
may creditably receive the people of the United States and the 

Tepresentatives of the arts and industries from all parts of the 

civilized world. They have expended $10,000,000 directly, and 

that amounts, according to the census of 1900, to $16 for every 
han, Woman, and child within that city; it amounts to about $75 
for every man 21 years of age or upward within that city. 

¢ Federal Government, whose enterprise this is, has already 
appropriated $5,000,000. ‘That amounts to 6} cents per capita of all 
the people in the country; and if we loan this additional $4,600,000, 
cur constituents will have to expend less than 12} cents percapita 
by reason of this appropriation, while St. Louis has already put 
ito the enterprise, an essentially national enterprise, $16 per 

“pita from her own citizens. 

ae Chairman, I have examined the amendment with a good 
eal of care; and I have no doubt that it provides a valid, legal 

én in favor of the Federal Government upon the gross receipts 

—_ exposition; and under the operation of the amendment, 

th en adopted, it will be the imperative duty of the Secretary of 

fal lreasury, in the event that the managers of the enterprise 
ae make the payments provided for, to insist upon a supervision 
ot ® collection of the gate receipts and the application of the 

‘ney toward the payment of this loan. 
for a if this were an absolute gift, if I regarded it as necessary 
for it. complete success of this great undertaking, I should vote 

os But I believe this appropriation to be only a loan; and I 

: no dc ubt that every single dollar of it will be paid—that 
a security has already been provided, so that the loan is 

py and abundantly safeguarded. 
thev’stion, Mr. Chairman, is: Shall the Federal Government 
ino soe as pittance tothe burdens of the people of the country 
remit the make a complete success of this enterprise, or shall we 
© question to the city of St. Louis, whose people have 


y deen, : : L 
[Here the — “a promote this common undertaking? 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bar- 
THOLDT] is recognized for two minutes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, in the brief time allotted 
to me it is impossible to meet the various objections which have 
been raised to the pending proposition or to do simple justice to 
its real merits. Therefore, I shall not stop to inquire into the 
constitutional objections which have found expression on this 
floor, nor shall I attempt to answer those who haughtily find 
fault with the efforts of the friends of the amendment to secure 
votes for its adoption. Nor will I even occupy my time with 
those who are busily engaged to defeat it because of personal 
grievances and disappointments. I merely want to call attention 
to the inconsistency of all these wise critics who, while fondling 
the child and admiring its beauty and praising its parents, are 
about to clutch its throat and strangle it to death. 

Certain it is, Mr. Chairman, that we shall not have attained to 
the height of national development and civilization of which we 
are wont to boast until expenditures for a universal exposition to 
be held on American soil will be regarded just as legitimate 
under our Constitution and laws as the expenditures for armies 
and navies and for war purposes. Fortunately, and to the credit 
and glory of our institutions and of the framers of the Constitu- 
tion, be it said that there is nothing in that great charter which 
could be so construed as to prohibit a function such as we here 
ask the Government to exercise. 

We have no national university. We have no national theater. 
We do not endow any institution of learning except West Point and 
Annapolis, where the picked youth of the land are being trained 
and drilled in the arts of war. What, Iask, are wedoing asa Con- 
gress, a Government, and a nation for the arts of peace? What 
are we doing to prevent war? What are we doing for the cause 
of international arbitration? What are we doing to encourage 
the sciences, the arts, and the industries? What are we doing to 
stimulate, by peaceful rivalry of our Commonwealths and by com- 
— with other nations, the latent forces of American genius? 

Nothing, except it be by Uncle Sam extending his aid to and thus 
lightening the burdens, the responsibilities, and the sacrifices of 
those who are engaged in organizing and inaugurating for the 
benefit of the whole country that gigantic undertaking, the 
world’s fair of 1904. This, if any constituent should ask the ques- 
tion, is the real justification for our affirmative vote on the orig- 
inal appropriation as well as on this temporary loan. 

It has been suggested on this floor by no less a person than the 
distinguished gentleman from Iowa, Mr. HepBuRN—and never 
has his eloquence been made to serve a more uncharitable cause— 
that the city of St. Louis assume the additional burden. Noone 
who is at all familiar with the sacrifices already made by that city 
will seriously advance such a proposition. Shall I recount them? 
We first raised $5,000,000 by individual subscription. Have you 
a realizing sense of the enormity of this task? If in your com- 
munities and cities you have ever attempted to raise, for any char- 
itable or public purpose, an amount equivalent to a contribution 
of $8 from every man, woman, and child, then you know, and not 
until then, what it means to collect $100,000 fifty times over. But 
that is not all, Mr. Chairman. The municipality then taxed the 
property of its citizens to the extent of $5,000,000 more, and in 
addition to that more than ten millions have beeninvested by our 
citizens in street improvements, new hotels, and other enterprises 
in connection with the fair. 

This makes a grand total, raised in one single American city, 
of over $20,000,000, or $32 to each head of the population. Is 
there an example in history of public spirit, civic pride, and patri- 
otism to equal this? And, gentlemen, this does not exhaust the 
sacrifices made by my city upon the altar of thenation. She has 
given up her largest and most beautiful park, which in area is 
second only to Fairmount Park in Philadelphia, for this great 
national purpose. A forest was cut down which can not be re- 
aa in an hundred years. Superb trees, whose mighty crowns 

ooked down as mute but approving witnesses upon the very be- 
ginnings of our national life, upon the transfer of Louisiana Ter- 
ritory and upon the first log houses which marked the site where 
the great metropolis of the Mississippi Valley now stands, were 
cut down to make room for the execution of the nation’s mandate. 
All the money in the Treasury could not repay our citizens for 
the loss of this beautiful forest and for what they have thus freely 

iven to the country and the world. And can you estimate in 
Selene and cents the sum total of energy and time which the un- 
paid high officials of the exposition company and the hundred 

rominent citizens of St. Louis who compose the board of directors 
Seve expended for years to make the fair a success, their only 
compensation being the thought that they were engaged in an 
effort which would redound to the credit and glory of their coun- 
try? Instead of criticism and censure, these gentlemen, it seems 
to me, deserve the highest approbation. 

We are no beggars. When, a few years ago,in the district 
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which I have the honor to represent, nearly 3,000 houses were 
partially or wholly destroyed by a cyclone causing a calamity as 
great as the appalling loss of property at Baltimore, we did not 
hold out our hands either to the nation or to individuals, but de- 
clined all outside aid and helped ourselves. This example of local 
pride demonstrates to the satisfaction, I hope, of every fair- 
minded man on this floor that if it was in our power we would 
surely help ourselves in this instance. And if Congress, after due 
deliberation, should refuse to aid us, though the Government it- 
self is known to be a partner in the concern, could anyone name 
a private banker that would? 
Fifty-four foreign governments are participants in the fair with 
exhibits and structures and an expenditure of over $10,000,000. 
The representatives of all nations, races, and creeds are now get- 
ting ready to comply with the invitation extended to them by 
the President of the United States upon the anthority of the Con- 
gress. Whatif to-day the news were flashed across the oceans 
that the American Congress has refused even a temporary ad- 
vance to make possible the completion of the exposition and the 
opening of the doors at the specified time? Would it exonerate 
the American Government and people in the eyes of the civilized 
world, even if all the criticism you heap upon the exposition 
management were deserved and just? God forbid such a dis- 
grace and humiliation! 
All these reasons, Mr. Chairman, which impel me, as the repre- 
sentative of a St. Louis constituency, to vote for this amendment, 
appeal with equal force to the representative of every other con- 
stituency, because, let us repeat it again and again, it is not a St. 
Louis or a Missouri fair. It belongs as much to Maine and Cali- 
fornia, to Texas and Michigan, as it does to my city and State. 
It is an exposition authorized by and carried on under the au- 
spices of the Government of the United States, and its success is 
consequently the concern of every American citizen. And who 
has profited from it so far? Why, over 90 per cent of the timber 
required for the nineteen great exhibit palaces and the countless 
other structures have been furnished by the Southern States; 
twenty Commonwealths are interested in the building contracts, 
and nearly the whole Union has contributed material, labor, and 
experts for the great undertaking. 
Mr. Chairman, we have gloried in the evidences of a reunited 
country when the Spanish war broke out, but the great work of 
peace organized at St. Louis will demonstrate more emphatically 
and more beautifully the idea of one common country and a union 
indissoluble and inseparable, because all sections and elements of 
our population have a common interest in it, and all are contrib- 
uting the results of their best endeavors in every field of human 
activity. 
We marvel at the magnificent structures of ancient Greece and 
Rome, and in beholding their ruins to-day we are bound to rever- 
ently acknowledge the public spirit which was the inspiring mo- 
tive of their construction. Let the United States in 1904 give 
evidence to the world that the same public spirit actuates the peo- 
ple of this Republic; that it is born of and a necessary corollary 
of our free institutions, and do not let this House by its vote to- 
day veto the proposition that this lesson, this message to the world, 
shall be the crowning glory of the universal exposition of 1904 
[Applause.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Hin- 
SHAW] is recognized for five minutes. 
Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this appro- 
riation for several reasons. One reason is that the last Congress 
as already appropriated something like $6,000,000 in aid of this 
ge which is oy ample, and the exposition should have 

ept within the bounds of that appropriation. I am opposed to 
it further because this oo if made, in my judgment, 
will not be a loan, but will be a gift, and before this session ex- 
pires, or at the next session, this Commission will come back here 
and ask for a further appropriation for deficiencies. 

I would suggest that instead of spending this money in this 
manner it should be appropriated for more useful purposes. I 
know how well the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
[Mr. Hemenway] and the other members of his committee have 
sought to hold down the appropriations in this Congress. They 
have made a splendid effort in that direction. I know how well 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET], chairman of the 
Post-Office Committee, has attempted to hold in proper check the 
appropriations through his committee. 

I know the wonderful onslaught that has been made upon the 
Post-Office Committee for necessary appropriations in the line of 
rural free delivery, and I want to say to you that it is of more 
importance that this Congress should do something toward prop- 
erly compensating the 20,000 rural carriers of this country, who 
are not adequately paid, than it is to give this money to the expo- 
sition at St. Louis. The amount proposed to be expended here 
would pay our 20,000 carriers $25 per year additional to what 
they now receive. They are the most poorly paid men in the serv- 


almost a sufficient amount for two years to come in th 
additional pay, which they so sorel 
Nothing projected by the American Congress has so come home, 
the hearts of the people of this country as the rural carrier se; 
ice. Itis a more beneficent thing, it isa greater thing for edn. 
cation, than the St. Louis exposition. Nor do I believe that tj 
St. Louis exposition will be crippled in any manner by the failure 
of this Congress to make this appropriation. . 

As the gentleman from Indiana has said, it will be a creditabls 
showing in anyevent. Ithasreceived moneyenough. There are 
other purposes for which this money could be more benefice; ly 
used. There have been introduced into this Congress large 
number of bills for the purpose of giving service pensions to tha 
soldiers of this Republic. I know how well the Speaker of this 
House has sought to curtail appropriations. I think he is doing 
a splendid service in that regard, but there is a great demand qjj 
over this country for additional appropriations for soldiers of this 
Republic who have not been adequately cared for by the Pension 
Bureau of this great Government, and I would say to you that it 
would be a better thing if this four and one-half million dollan 
should be given tothe soldiersof the nation who so bravely served 
in the war of the rebellion than to give it for this purpose. 

We shall soon be called upon to appropriate $10,000,000 to pay 
the Panama Republic the money going to that Republic for the 
Panama Canal. The sum of $40,000,000 more will be paid to the 
French company to extinguish their title to this property. I say 
this money would better be applied to the partial paymeut of this 
$50,000,000 than for this purpose. F 

It seems to me that this money is needed in a thousand ways, 
in far more urgent matters than for the expansion of this already 
large appropriation. I can not support this measure because | 
believe the money would be improvidently expended. [ Applause.] 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Chairman, in the short time that I shall 
take I shall not discuss the constitutional phase of this question. I 
will say, however, in reference to this, that if it is not unconsti- 
tutional it ought to be unconstitutional. I want to say in the be 
ginning that there is no one here, I take it, disposed in any way 
to cripple the St. Louis Exposition. There is no one but wants it 
to goon and be the great success that it promises and that we 
hope it will be; and if anyone will read the hearings before the 
committee in reference to this exposition he will find that it is 
going on whether this appropriation is made or not. 

The question sifts itself simply down to this proposition: Are 
we going to loan them money without interest from the Govern- 
ment Treasury, or are they to go somewhere else, into the money 
markets, and borrow $4,600,000, the same as Buffalo did, the same 
as Chicago did, and the same as all the other expositions have 
done? 

The exposition is not in peril, as the officers themselves say. 
The question is only, Where shall they get the money they 1. 
need, of the Government or of private parties? They can not come 
to us and say they can not do this, for they have told us how 
much more ground they have, and how many more of exhibitstliey 
will have, and how much greater the exposition is going to '« 
every particular than any heretofore. Take the case of the other 
expositions. Chicago borrowed $5,000,000 in 1893, and certam'y 
the conditions are better for borrowing money now titan they wee 
then. Buffalo borrowed $2,000,000 with which carry out ter 
exposition. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to ask this question of eve yA 
ber on this floor who has received a telegram to-day—and ail thee 
telegrams have been one way, of course—and let me say tis - 
sition has seemed to have behind it not only a most gigantic lobby, 
but also a very energetic one. From all sections of the ¢ pantry 
paid telegrams have been sent in here telling us how to vou on 
this proposition. Now, the question is: Have you heard f romal 
the people of your district who are interested in the propose 
of where the money from our Federal Treasury is 601N8 0" 
have here their estimation of the population of the L nited oe : 
at 84,000,000 of people, as given by the president of the expe.’ 
in his remarks before the committee. There are 84,(00,0000! PY" 
ple that are going to pay this $4,600,000 we are asked to a] Pn 
priate. According to their estimation only one in eighteen this 
the total population of the United States is going to atten’ | 
exposition. That is their estimate, made under conditions er 
favored their making it as large as possible. They estimate ' le 
5,000,000 re will attend this exposition that 84,000,000 Pew) 
will pay for. é 1 who 

Now, the question comes, Whose money are we using, am 0d 
are we using it for? Is it not our duty to consider the ' ., oe ” 
people interested in this question who pay the taxes that or “ye 
this stupendous fund, rather than the few who are iLTe 
St. Louis? al 

Now, I took up the statistics in reference to the dillereD 


Lhe Way of 
need all over this countr 
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sitions that have been held in this country, and I want to call the 
attention of the committee to them, for the figures are significant. 
They show the enormity of this proposition, for to all the other 
expositions we have ever held in this country the Congress has 
appropriated $10,650,937—for all of them put together! This St. 
Louis Exposition has already had given toit by Congress $6,483,000. 
This, together with the $4,600,000 now asked for, will make a total 
of $11,083,000 for this one exposition! Compare now, if you will. 
All other expositions heretofore have had altogether $10,650,937. 
st, Louis, if this bill goes through, will have $11,083,000. I want 
to show the stupendous ‘amount of nerve it requires, or perhaps 

all, for a community to come in here, after having been so liber- 
ally treated as the people of St. Louis have been by Congress, and 
ask us further to put up an additional $4,600,000. 

Ican not quite accept all that has been said with reference to 
the frugality and economy in the conduct of matters down there. 
As brought out by the gentleman from Iowa, $5,000,000 of the 
expenditures already made goes for permanent improvements, 
benefiting the people of St. Louis. On looking over the report of 
the United States Commission I found out some more things that 
they had spent money for that, perhaps, may be interesting and 
that has resulted to the benefit of that city alone. They say that 
the whole world is anxious to come here to St. Louis to celebrate 
this great event. They speak of it as a great patriotic duty that 
St, Louis has had imposed upon her of caring for this exposition. 
They tell of the sacrifices that St. Louis has made for the benefit 
of the world and mankind and that all men and all nations and 
all States are interested. Let me tell you just howinterested they 
are. Let me tell you of that anxiety from their own statement. 

They have taken nation after nation and State after State by 
the very throat, as it were, and dragged them into the proposition 
from the beginning. No such gigantic scheme of promotion has 
ever been undertaken, it may be said to their credit as promoters 
of this fair. They began by calling the governors of various 
States together, as has been stated, and from that time to this 
the cost of exploitation has been an enormousone. Five hundred 
and forty-eight thousand four hundred and seventy-eight dollars 
and twenty-three cents so far has been paid out for the exploitation 
of this St. Louis Exposition. They have been lobbying the world 
in the interest of this exposition and it has cost that amount. 
Do not lay the responsibility on the world or on the States or the 
National Government. It originated in St. Louis, and it has taken 
three years and more than half a million dollars to get the rest of 
the world interested. Last spring $219,608.82 was spent in the 
dedication of these exposition grounds out there. Does the com- 
mittee disclose what right they had to spend the money appro- 
priated for the exposition for dedicatory exercises that resulted 
only in bringing crowds to St. Louis and thus redounding to her 
benefit? Sir, it was not given for such things as entertainments 
and bringing people to St. Louis. Two hundred and nineteen 
thousand dollars and over of the money which we appropriated 
went for the dedication of the grounds last spring. 

In this same report of the Commission I find that they paid out 
ae a preliminary expense $34,314.28. They paid out in one sum, 
4s shown in this report, for entertainment of guests $18,312.62; 
for other ceremonies they have paid out $14,137.68, making a total 
in exploitation, dedications, entertainments, and miscellaneous 
ceremonies there of $834,851.63. And now they come in here 
with empty pockets, with an impoverished treasury. I should 
think their treasury would be empty. And now, after that enor- 
nous and preposterous expenditure, they ask this Congress to ap- 
propriate out of the people’s money $4,600,000 to carry on that 

same sort of régime and that same class of expenditures. 

_I want to say to you, as has been suggested, that there are pub- 

lic buildings required in this country that we are unable to build. 
temember that there are four post-offices in this country that have 

n brought to our attention where the people are walking from 
the first floor to the fourth floor and the fifth floor because we 

ve thought we did not have money enough to build elevators 
totake the people up. I remember the condition of the post- 
e at Los Angeles, and we know the condition over in New 

‘ork City. We know the demands the rural free-delivery car- 
hers are presenting to us,and I have hoped their bill could be 
peed and their salaries raised as they ask, but we are met with 
bin proposition and we had it told to us so eloquently when this 

Was first taken up by the chairman of the Appropriation Com- 
ae that we must be economical in this session of Congress or 

* would have a deficiency in the Treasury confronting us. 

ask you, how are you going to meet your people when you go 
a . How will you meet the patrons of rural free delivery and 

TS interested in the extension of that splendid service? What 

+ you say to the rural carriers if their salaries are not made 

, and just? Weare informed that it has been decreed 

: no river and harbor appropriations will be made this session 
a the watchword is economy. The people of the West are 
ous that a couple of hundred Sieesend dollars or more be ex- 


pended to take snags out of the Missouri River and to protect its 
banks, in order that we might have a great waterway from the 
Dakotas down by St. Louis to the Gulf of Mexico and out to the 
sea in that way, and also that millions of dollars of property may 
be saved from being washed away. Weare met with the proposi- 
tion that the Government has not sufficient funds, and it can not 
undertake to open that great interstate highway because we must 
be economical. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman—— 

_ Mr. BURKETT. I can not yield; mytimeissolimited. There 
is another exposition to occur out across the continent, in the 
western portion of this country, and we will be met with the same 
proposition when it comes in the House. How are you going to 
excuse yourselves to your people when you can not get an appro- 
priation for more than a Government building and an exhibit for 
your exposition out there when you have appropriated $11,000,000 
and over of the money of the Treasury in this country for this 
exposition in St. Louis? Yet, sir, in my judgment, if this appro- 
priation goes through the Lewis and Clark Exposition will be cut 
off with very little appropriation. I say it is too big; it is too 
large; it is preposterous to ask the representatives of the people to 
pay out this money in the face of all that confronts us. 

Only this morning I received a letter, as I presume many of you 
have received similar ones, calling my attention to the fact that 
the experiment stations at the agricultural colleges of the various 
States of the Union were asking for a little more money in order 
that they might broaden fheir experiments in agriculture, so as 
to be of more benefit to the farmers, and yet we are told all along 
the line, in the agricultural bill, in all the appropriation bills that 
have come in, that we must cut down all these expenses, that we 
must limit these expenditures to the minimum. Why? Because 
we will have a deficiency in the Treasury, as the chairman of the 
Appropriations Committee said. 

We have been taught this economy by the great leaders of the 
House; we have been taught to be careful and conservative in 
our disposition of the public funds.” I say it is a wrong time now 
to change front. It is a question that is bound to come home to 
every one of us. It is your welfare, and the people’s welfare. 


‘This four and one-half millions would build a public building in 


every Congressional district in this country. We want one in my 
district, 2nd almost every one of your districts needs one and 
ought to have it, and yet we have heard that we can not have a 
public-building bill, because we must be economical, and yet at 
the same time we are asked to vote to appropriate more than 
$11,000,000 for one place, one locality. Gentlemen, it is too large; 
it is too much to ask of us. Congress has already been liberal 
beyond measure. Let St. Louis put her shoulder to the wheel 
and take care of the remainder. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield the rest of my time to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania {[Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I am much 
obliged to the gentleman from Nebraska for this opportunity. 
For the past eight years it has been said to us by men in whom 
we have confidence in this House that we are the trustees of the 
people’s money. There is not a court in the United States that 
would not be impeached if it authorized a trustee to make a loan 
of the money in his hands belonging to another upon such security 
as is offered by this bill. Itis admitted by the chairman of this 
commission that this money can not be borrowed except security 
is offered, unless it is borrowed from the United States. The ad- 
mission is made by him in his printed statement that unless this 
Government takes this risk and loans money upon which no se- 
curity is offered it can not be borrowed unless private security is 
given. 

This Government has been induced to go into the show busi- 
ness at St. Louis. There are three parties to the agreement: St. 
Louis is one, the Government of the United States is another, and 
a corporation isa third. And yet the city of St. Louis and this 
corporation have the effrontery to ask this Government to loan all 
this money upon no security whatever. I submit to the people 
who advocate this loan that it is but fair toward our Government, 
and toward our Treasury, and toward the interests we have ob- 
ligated ourselves to keep, that each one should loan one-third of 
the money; that if we have an interest equal to one-third the 
Government should not be called upon to loan more than one- 
third of the money necessary to pay present indebtedness and dis- 
charge that of the future. 

Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, the figures show that four million 
and a half dollars will not pay the expenses incurred and yet to be 
incurred to enable this great exposition to open without debt or 
liability. Forty millions of dollars will be the expenditure. The 
different appropriations made by all parties and institutions inter- 
ested amount to but $33,000,000. If the appropriation asked for 
here should pass, there will yet remain unpaid $2,400,000 when the 
gatesofthisshowopen. Whereis the balancetocomefrom? The 
question has not been answered; and, furthermore, the information 


£7 Te eer cneiaes recast RB 
. eta 4 ities 











































































1884 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 1, 





been made to the Senate amendment with reference to the St. 
Louis Exposition. First, that it authorizes a loan and that the 
Government has no legal right to make a loan; second, that the 
security is inadequate; third, that there are no sufficient reasons 
for making the loan. It is indeed strange that at this late day it 
should be asserted that the Government of the United States has 
no legal authority to make a loan. In the first Administration | 

under the Constitution the Government entered upon a policy of 
loaning money to banks, and specifically to the United States 
Bank. <A few years rolled away, and after elaborate arguments 
upon the constitutional questions involved, this Government 
loaned $28,000,000 to the States of this Union. After the estab- 
lishment of the present system of national banks, the Government 
of the United States entered upon a policy of loaning money to 
those banks, and to-day has $160,000,000 so loaned to them. 

At the time of the construction of the transcontinental railways 
the Government loaned to those railways the bonds of the United 
States. Surely if it can loan bonds it can loan money. 

Mr. HARRISON. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr.SMITH of Iowa. Inview of the brief time I have,I do not 
wish to be interrupted now. After I get through, if there is any | of the grounds of this exposition, nearly ten years ago. It had 
time remaining, I will be happy to answer questions. erected upon this land magnificent granite buildings, worth nearly 
In 1876, when the first international exposition was given in | a million of dollars. These grounds were necessary in the expo 


| falling off in the expenses of administration. 
It takes twice as many gate keepers to let a million people pass 
hrough as it does to let half a million pass through, and the ex. 
penses necessarily fall off as the crowd falls off. So that it issafa 
to say that if this exposition had half the attendance of Chicago 
it would still pay back every cent of this money to the Govern. 
ment of the United States before Congress convenes next winter 
It seems tome that this isan answer to the suggestion made upon 
the floor the other day that perhaps the 60 per cent of the receints 
left to this company would not be sufficient to pay the running 
expenses of the institution. At Chicago the running expenses 
were less than 25 per cent of the receipts, and more than 7) per 
cent of the receipts were left for the payment of debits and of 
dividends. 

Now, I want to pass from that question to the question of the 
permanent improvements in the city of St. Louis. It seems to 
me that the statements that have been made on that subject are 
unintentionally unfair. In the first place, it is claimed that great 
buildings have been erected for the Washington University, 
Washington University had purchased 110 acres of land, now part 


ee 

has been refused by the chairman of this exposition corporation. | believed that with increased prosperity everywhere, and a muck 
The chairman of the St. Louis exposition has neglected to submit | greater prosperity to the south, that tuis exposiavn, ov per o 7 
to this House the information what the expenses amount to and | greater in magnitude and in some respects a hundred per cont 
to whom disbursements have been paid. No prudent person lives, greater, will fall far below the receipts at Chicago? But ji; ; — 
Mr. Chairman, who would make a loan upon any such security as | receipts fall off $5,000.000 from the receipts of Chicago, and if ; he 
that offered here. | expenses were as high as Chicago, still every dollar of this - 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- | debtedness would be paid back to the Government of the U ‘ited 
vania has expired. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Saurru] is | States before Congress convened in next December. As expences 
recognized for fifteen minutes. | are made greater by greater attendance, it is inconceiya))'o +h. 
Mr. SMITH of lowa. Mr. Chairman, three objections have | there could be a falling off of six millions in receipts with vat a 








this country, the entire aid furnished to Philadelphia was a loan, | sition grounds, and these buildings could be used in connection 
and nothing but aloan. This Government has proceeded upon | withtheexposition. The exposition management therefore made 
the policy of making loans for various purposes, from the Admin- | a contract by which they leased that property which had cost 
istration of George Washington untilthishour. [Applause.] It | about a million and a half, exclusive of interest, for $750,000 for 
is therefore a strange doctrine to hear preached now that there | three years, upon the stipulation that the whole $750,000 was to 
is no power in the Government of the United States to make loans. | be put into the erection upon these grounds of buildings, and the 
I admit that I have not sufficiently fine reasoning faculties to | grading of the grounds to make them suitable for exposition pur- 
be able to understand the proposition that this Government can | poses, and that these buildings were also to be used by the expo- 
advance money to expositions to be kept forever, but has not the | sition management. 
constitutional power to advance money to exhibitions to be re- Thus the exposition management, for a rental of $250,000 a year, 
turned. The distinction in aconstitutional sense is too refined for | rented property worth more than $2,000,000 that was of as much 
me to comprehend. use to this exposition as if the buildings had been constructed by 
I turn, then, to the question, Is this loan reasonably safe? Iwant | it. This was a highly profitable enterprise for the exposition 
to call attention in that connection to some of the figures with | management. 
reference to the Chicago Exposition. Ihave here a telegram from Now I turn for a moment to the question of the $3,190.90) al- 
the auditor of the Chicago Exposition, from which it appears that | leged to have been expended for permanent improvements for the 
the receipts from that exposition, exclusive of the after-exposition | benefit of the city of St. Louis. There is not any $3.000,H); the 
admissions and of wreckage, were $14,195,645. That the entire | aggregate of underground improvements is $2,497,000. Let me 
expense of carrying on the exposition, from the day it opened until | refer to some of the items which are embraced in this sum ol 
it clased, was $3,471,000, leaving net receipts of $10,734,440 for | $2,497,000. 
distribution to pay the debts of the corporation and dividends to Fire protection, 50 miles of pipe, $550,000. 
the stockholaurs of the corporation. Domestic water supply, 60 miles of pipe, $220,000. 
By reason of that fact the Chicago Exposition succeeded in pay- Little or none of that can be of any value in a forest park. 
ing a bonded and floating indebtedness upon it at the day it was Gas pipe, 25 miles, $30,000. 
opened of $9,268,358. It has paid $1,086,000 in dividends toits| $§ubstantially none of that can be of any permanent value ina 
stockholders. It has paid $1,000,000 in clearing the grounds and | forest park. 
in after-exposition expenses, and it has $500,000 still in the treas- Plumbing, $250,000 
ury and undistributed. This exposition as planned at St Léuis| Walks and roadways, 75 miles, 20 feet wide, $400,000. 
will in every respect exceed in magnitude the Chicago Exposition. Of what utility can walks arranged with reference to the loca- 
The Chicago Exposition was up to that time the most wonderful | tion of these buildings be as a permanent improvement to the city 
in the history of the world, but the Chicago Exposition had under | of S¢. Louis? 
roof 85 acres of ground, while the St. Louis Exposition has under | — ponces, entrances, ticket booths, $80,000 
roof 128 acres of ground, or 50 per cent more than the exposition Grading, 2,000,000 cubic yards, to adapt this park to the situation of these 
at the city of Chicago. The grounds at Chicago were 680 acres; | buildings, $500.000. ; =) 
the grounds at St. Louis are 1,240 acres. These are the ‘‘ permanent” accessions to the city of St. Louis 
It thus appears that even should there be a tremendous falling | from the expenditure of the alleged $3,000,000. oe 
off in receipts this exposition would be abundantly able to pay But it is also asserted that a million and a quarter of dollars 48¢ 
this money back to the Government. The Chicago Exposition | been put into a permanent art hall. I want to say that this 4 i 
opened, as I have stated, with more than $9,000,000 of indebted- | is of brick, and it is absolutely indispensable in order to 0a" 
ness. This exposition, far greater in magnitude, will open with | there the art treasures proposed to be exhibited. And it does ml 
only $4,600,000 of indebtedness. The Chicago Exposition paid | approximate in quality or in beauty that splendid Memorial tial 
all of its indebtedness and had a large amount to pay in divi- | which still embellishes Fairmount Park in the city of Philade!ps 
dends upon the stock. How can it be conceived that this exposi- Nothing whatever has been expended in permanent mprvr"" 


tion, so much greater than the Chicago Exposition, will fail so | ments except what was absolutely indispensable for the purpos? 
much below it in receipts as not to be able to pay $4,600,000 of in- 


of giving this exhibition; and but a trifling part of these impr oe 
cebtedness, less than half the indebtedness of the Chicago Exposi- | ments can be of any permanent value to the people of the city 0 


tion and more than 50 per cent a greater exposition? But that is | St. Louis. So much for this charge that the city of St. Louis 48s 
not all. obtained $5,000,000 for local purposes out of this exp sition. We 
The Chicago Exposition was held in the year of the panic. This I say this loan is a safe one. Then why shouid we make ola 
exposition is about to be held in highly prosperous times, and by | should make it because the city of St. Louis has only hal a :. 
reason of the high price of cotton in that great region tributary | banking capital as the city of Chicago had at the time 0! the Ch : 
to this great exposition the people to the south of it are more | cago exposition and only a fourth as much of bank deposits. the 
prosperous than they have ever been in their history, Is it to be! city, without the bank assets that the city of Ciicago Jac “* 















time of its exposition, has succeeded in financing this institution 
until it is ready to open, within $4,600,000, while the people of 
Chicago vere compelled to open their exposition with $9,200,000 
of indevtedness. The people of St. Louis have done wonders. 
lause. 

[ARP ( IRAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
gyrrn] has expired. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. seeeeee for five minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, in the short 
time allowed me I shall confine my remarks to the proposition so 
earnestly contended for on this floor that the Government ought 
to take money out of the Treasury and loan it to the Louisiana 
Purchase Exposition. This proposition is simply to loan $4,600,000 
toa corporation, to be repaid within a certain time. Now, if it 
were conceded, Mr. Chairman—which I do not—that there is con- 
stitutional warrant and authority for the Government to do this, 
yet | would contend in opposing this proposition that it is abso- 
jntely unfair and unjust and unwise, from a business standpoint, 
to yote the money of the people away in this manner, and based 
on such security as is offered. This proposition, presented as it is 
with a pledge or security for the repayment of the money, should 
be treated as a business matter, subject to business rules, 

Is it possible that any man or any institution in this country 
familiar with business matters who has money to loan as a safe 
and reliable investment would risk his money in such a loan as 
this? It appears that this exposition has by mismanagement, mis- 
government, and bad business principles and unparalleled ex- 
travagance rushed on into bankruptcy. Can such an institution 
as that come fairly and justly under such conditions and appeal 
to business men to loan money to put it upon its feet? hat 
guaranty have we that this money will be paid back? If we 
judge the future from the past, it is but aslimone. What, I ask, 
is the financial condition to-day of the Louisiana Pufchase Exposi- 
tion? Let me call attention to the evidence of the director-gen- 
eral of this institution before the Committee on Industrial Arts 
and Expositions. Here is what he sayson page 34 of the hearings 
before that committee: 


Mr. Francis. Gentlemen, a great amount of this ener that we are ask- 
ing has already been earned and is due upon contracts. There will be over 
$2,000,000 of this money that we will have to pay on contracts already signed. 
[had $122,000 in vouchers when I left that I could not pay because we did not 
have the money. We had about $200,000 left, but we had to reserve that to 
pay our day laborers on Saturday. Then, there is a great deal of work we 
will have to do as soon as the spring opens that we can not let out by con- 
tract. This four and a half million dollars will enable us to open the exposi- 
tion, and we can not do it on any less. 

Mr. Chairman, here is a great industrial exposition that this 
Government has helped that comes and admits through its 
director-general that its expenditures have been, it seems to me, 
in many respects reckless, and that after the expenditure of 
$15,000,000, if the Government does not come forward and ad- 
vance four and a half millions more in addition to the $5,000,000 
already advanced by the Government, this exposition will hardly 
be able to throw open its gates. The argument is that because 
the Government has advanced heretofore $5,000,000, now the 
duty devolves on Congress to put up $4,600,000 more to save the 
enterprise from a failure. Why not apply that argument and 
Teasoning to the stockholders of the Louisiana Purchase Exposi- 
tion and the municipality of St. Louis, who jointly have sub- 
scribed $10,000,000 to the exposition? The stockholders and the 
city of St. Louis are each to receive one-third of the net profits 
after all expenses are paid. Why come to Congress as a business 
matter and ask Congress to put up enough money to protect the 
interest of the other joint stockholders? That is the direct ques- 
tion and a practical one. 

_ Mr. Chairman, on such a proposition as this we are acting here 
in the nature of a fiduciary capacity, and there is not a court in 


ages an agent acting in a fiduciary capacity who would loan 
noney under these conditions, and make him actionable in dam- 
va It would be declared that the agent had loaned the money 
of his principal in a reckless manner and without due care. Mr. 
heart wa@ there are other matters I should like to refer to. I 
re yesterday with profound amazement the distinguished gen- 
— from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD] say that this proposition 
a constitutional, and being constitutional that this money 
os ‘t not to be loaned by the Government to any institution save 

Thee and great one that was expending a great deal of money. 
wari, ie great respect for the ability of the gentleman from Mis- 
ae ut I would be glad, indeed, if he would be so kind as to 

‘r ne to any section or paragraph or word in the Constitu- 


nt warrants such a use of the public money as is here pro- 


I find that section 8 of tho Constitution says: 


The Congress 
an ; shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, im 
ene ries, to pe, the debts and provide for the common defense an 
tall be “. 


Welfaro he United States, but all duties, impos and excises 
uniform throughout the United States. — 
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any St . 4 & na 84,000,000, basing the increase on an average increase throug 
hy State in this Union that would not hold responsible in dam- 





Again, the Constitution says the Congress shall have power “‘ to 
borrow money on the credit of the United States.”’ 

It can not be that the distinguished gentleman from Missouri 
believed that this proposed loan was authorized under the ‘‘ gen- 
eral welfare ’’ clause of the above section, because he said, as [ re- 
call his language, that the money should not be loaned by the 
Government to anything but these large, expensive, and glitter- 


ing expositions. It is true that the people who get up the county 
and State fairs and expositions bear the burden of the taxes that 
contribute the money as a loan to carry on these splendid exposi- 
tions, but the Constitution discriminated against your county 
and State fairs and no money can be loaned you by the Govern- 
ment, but it must all go to Louisiana Purchase Exposition and ex- 
positions of like nature. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that the Government ought 
ever to occupy the position of a lender of its money to any indi- 
vidual or corporation or to any enterprise,local or national. I 
believe this to be a fundamental principle of our Constitution. 
I with hesitancy concede that conditions might arise that would 
excuse or justify a donation by Congress, when some great calam- 
ity has befallen the people or where some great enterprise of 
general benefit to the people claims such a donation. Congress 
already has complied with this condition in an appropriation of 
$5,000,000 to the Louisiana Purchase Exposition; but this propo- 
sition is to ask Congress to make a straight-out loan. 

I do not, Mr. Chairman, propose to say one word that would be 
harmful to the success of the St. Louis Exposition, but it be- 
hooves us to meet the situation as it is presented to us fairly and 
boldly, discuss it as we would were we as individuals approached 
as a business matter for the loan of money. That is the way to 
test this loan proposition fairly. I have already pointed out to 
the committee that to-day the Louisiana Purchase Exposition 
Company is behind on its contracts to the enormous amount of 
$2,000,000, and that this amount will be used out of the loan now 
séught from the Government to restore the financial credit and 
standing of the expositioncompany. That isthe condition to-day. 

We are earnestly assured if we make this loan, with these dis- 
couraging conditions staring usin the face, that every dollar of 
the money the Government loans will be paid back according to 
the stipulated agreement and conditions provided in amendment 
**10,”? made by the Senate on the urgent deficiency bill of the 
House. We are to be paid out of the gross receipts of the ex- 
position company. 

Governor Francis, the director-general, makes his estimate that 
there will be 30,000,000 paid admissions at 50 cents each. The 
concessions, he says, will amount to $6,000,000, making a grand 
total of $21,000,000. How does he arrive at these estimates? Itis 
an easy matter when a man wants to borrow money to make an 
estimate of profits, and I say, after reading the evidence given by 
Governor Francis before the committee, if his judgment and busi- 
ness estimates are as bad in the matter of gate receipts as it has 
been in the mistaken judgment and estimates that he has made 
in the past as to the costs of the exposition, that there will be 
nothing in the way of receipts to reimburse the Government for 
its loan of $4,600,000. 

I call the committee’s attention to the spectacular basis upon 
which the estimate of receipts is made up: 


He bases this estimate upon the population of the tributary country. The 
population of our country during the Chicago Exposition was 69,000,000 in 
round numbers. In cleven years we think it is safe to calculate upon an in- 
crease of 25 per cent in population. Twenty-five per cent of 69,900,000 is a lit- 
tle over 17,000,000—17,250,000. Add that to 69,000,000 and you have 386,250,000, 
We base this calculation upon a population of 8,000,000. That does not in- 
clude the increased population caused by our new possessions; it does not 
count the Filipinos or the Hawaiians or the Porto Ricans. 

You are familiar with the immigration statistics and know how the popu- 
lation has been increasing in that way during tho past year. ] 












will give to the States contributory to St. Louis, runnin: 
Indiana and no farther west than Colorado and tak 
ley, 8 population in that territory of 26,000,000 people. 

We think it fair—indeed, we think it very mocderate—to estimate that of 
the 26,000,000 people inhabiting those States 4,000,000 will visit the exposition, 
and that those 4,000,000 people will go into the exposition an average of five 
times. That takes in all St. Louis and all East St. Louis and the cities on the 
east side of the Mississippi River and all of the territory immediately con- 
tiguous to St. Louis. 

If thatis correct, if 4,000,000 people ont of 26,000,000 people enter the ex- 
position, and enter its gates an average of five times, that will be 20,000,000 
alone. Now, taking the 26,000,000 from the 84,0:0,000 population, we have 
58,000,000 left. That takes in the Atlantic seaboard; that takesin the country 
west of tho Rockies, and takes in the country as far west as Indiana. In that 
territory are 58,000,000 people. Wo think a very mod 





»derate estimate is that 
1,000,000 of those 58,000,000 will attend the fair and,coming a longer distance, 
they will stay longer than the people who come 2 shorter distance, and will 
enter the exposition, we say, seven times. If so, that will add 7,000,000 people 
to our 20,000,060 people, ms Xing 27,000,000 people. 

Now, we estimate that there will be 100,00 visitors from foreign countries. 
That includes the entire Orient and all the European countries and includes 
Mexico and Canada, which have close and direct rail connection with St. 
Louis; that includes all of Central and South America. Our information is 
to the effect that they are making preparations in those countries to visit 
the exposition in large numbers, and we have the samo ae from Europe, 
namely, that large numbers are coming from there and other parts of the 
world as well. 100,000 come that distance, we think it is safe to estimate 
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that they will goonanaverage of twenty timeseach. That will make 2,000,000 
At 50 cents each that 


more in addition, making a total of 29,000,000 people. 
would be $14,500,000, 

I ask, in all sincerity, Is not all this chimerical, mere talk? The 
director-general seems to forget in his lurid and extravagant 
calculations that the people of the United States have become 
somewhat wearied and tired of expositions, because when you see 
one you see generally what all others have. 

This ought to be a large factor in his estimate. Would any 
man of business judgment risk his money on such conjectural es- 
timates? Why, Mr. Chairman, bad weather or the war between 
Japan and Russia could easily upset and undo the entire estimate, 
and then, as a matter of course, the company would come back to 
Congress and ask to be discharged from its contract to repay the 
Government. That is the usual road all such matters travel. 

Mr. Chairman, there is another view that I have of this matter 
outside of the constitutional objection and the business matter, 
and that is this: It is well understood that the spirit of economy 
is predominating in this Congress, so much so that it has already 
been announced that there would be no river and harbor bill, no 
public buildings bill, made up during this present Congress. 

I would myself infinitely prefer to see this large sum of $4,600,000 
appropriated by the Government to the improvement of our rivers 
and harbors and to building Government buildings for the use of 
the people as post-office buildings and court-houses than to see it 
loaned to the St. Louis exposition. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, if this sum that is to be loaned by the 
Government was used in building a good, comfortable post-office 
building at county seats, say at a cost of $10,000 or $12,000 each, 
how imany people of our country would be made happy by hav- 
ing a good, comfortable post-office building? They would far 
exceed in numbers the magnificent estimates made by Governor 
Francis on the paid admissions. 

The people all over the country are aroused about the matter of 
Government aid for the improvement of their public roads. I am 
an earnest advocate of this aid being given by the Government, 
safeguarded in the proper way. But the objection comes up al- 
ready that it is unconstitutional to help the people improve their 

ublic roads with money from the common Treasury. Suppose, 
Mr. Chairman, that this $4,600,000 that we are asked to loan to 
this exposition—with scarcely a ray of hope of its repayment— 
should be used in the improvement of the public roads in four of 
the States of the Union. What a transformation it would make. 
What a happy, prosperous, and contented people we would find 
when this amount of money had been spent on their public roads. 
we ‘as hold up their hands and call their Government 
blessed. 

So it is if this amount were placed on the internal waterways 
of some of the States it would increase the commercial traffic and 
prosperity of the people bordering on these waterways a hundred 
fold. I donot, Mr. Chairman, refer to these matters in a com- 
plaining or carping spirit, but the demand is justly coming up 
from all sections of the country, north, south, east, and west, that 
some at least of the immense revenues of the country must be | 
used at home and for the commercial benefit of the interests of 
= ae of our people. These matters it behooves the Congress 
to heed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL] is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I assume that no one will 
dispute the probable grandeur of the St. Louis Exposition and 
that there is no American who will not be proud of the success of 
that exposition. But this is not a question that is to be settled 
to-day by reference to fountains, pictures, rhetoric, and all that 
sort of thing. It is a plain, practical, business question, and as 
representatives of plain, practical, business people we ought to 
deal with it as such. 

What is the question? The St. Louis Exposition Society is a 
private corporation of the State of Missouri. It is engaged ina 
great work. It has been recognized asa national work. Con- 
gress has given to the aid of that private corporation in this na- 
tional work $5,000,000, and given it upon the pledge made on 
this floor that if the $5,000,000 were given the United States would 
not be called upon to give anything more. I set that aside, how- 
ever. I set aside the question of the constitutionality of the loan, 
and I come down to the plain, practical, business question, Can you | 
justify to your constituents the loaning of $4,600,000 to this pri- | 
vate corporation out of the Treasury of the United States, in 
view of the obligations now resting upon that Treasury? 

Let us look at ita moment. This money is to come out of the 
Treasury of the United States. There are certain prior claims 
upon that Treasury. Can these prior claims be satisfied and this 
$4,600,000 be safely loaned? That is the question. Let me quote 
to you from the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 
This is his statement as to the condition of the Treasury: 


In view of different statements made by Members of this Congress in 
which legislation is suggested upon the ground that we have a large surplus 
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in the Treasury, I think it my duty to call the attention of the Hoy; and of 
the country toa real problem that we are called upon tosolve. It js t} of 
How can we reduce the estimated expenses of the Government for (ho o7 Lis: 
ing fiscal year $42,000,000? oo Cae 
‘he total estimates submitted at the beginning of this session fo rdinar 
expenses, exclusive of $56,500,000 required to meet the sinking fun, amou ( 
to $727,474,206.79. a 
naddition, more than ten millionsin the nature of supplemental estimate, 
have come to the Committee on Appropriations by reference of tho oo 
Those that have gone to other committees and still more that will follow that 
will come to Congress before the session closes will surely increase that guy, 
at least $15,000,000. The ree made in the Engineer's estimates for 
contract work on rivers and harbors, which will probatly not be sustained if 
the contract obligations are met, amounts to $4,843,716. Adding these sums 
to the original estimates makes a grand total of $747,317,922.79. 
The total revenues are estimated by the Secretary of the Treasury for the 
fiscal year beginning July | next at $704,472,060.72. Estimates in excéssof tha 
probable total revenues, $42,845,862.07, _ 


Then the chairman further goes on to say: 


The present net cash balance in the Treasury amounts to $224,00,000, This 
sum is likely to be materially diminished in the near future (1) by payment 
on account of the isthmian canal, $50,000,000; (2) by requisition on account of 
unexpended balances of nperoprivsans, which are: For increase of the Navy 
$27,000,000; for rivers and harbors, $37,000,000; for public buildings, $17,000.00: 
total, $131,000,000. ee 

Thus if all outstanding obligations fixed by appropriations already mado 
were liquidated the net cash in the Treasury would be reduced to the dan- 
gerously low-water mark of $93,000,000, a sum less than it has reached at any 

veriod since the era of depression that antedated the beginning of Mr. McKin- 
ey’s first Administration. 

There yet remains to be appropriated to meet contract obligations author- 
ized chiefly by the last Congress on account of public works as follows: 

For increase of the Navy 82, 718, 659.00 
rn DIIIOOUIL. .... -. ca, suo wtman besa babel adhd cadcoces . BB, 628. 964. 89 
For public buildings 17, 161, 609,34 


136, 500, 233. 28 

The estimates of appropriations required to be made at this session on ac- 
count of the foregoing are: 

For increase of the Navy -.. $38, 226, 860.00 

For rivers and harbors (engineers’ estimates) 13, 540, 753.00 


9, 087, 208. 00 


6), 804,821.00 

There should be no legislation passed reducing revenues, and this Congress 
must exercise economy, not refusing any necessary item to meet the 
ing expenses of this great country, but to strike from the estimate 
the appropriation bills reported to this House every superfluous i 
must keep within the revenues. 

That is to say, taking into account the estimates for the running 
of the Government, for the ordinary conduct of its affairs from 
day to day, at the end of this fiscal year there will be a deficit in 
the Treasury of $42,000,000. 

Now, we have many things conceded to be necessary that we 
can not appropriate for because of the condition of the Treasury 
and the demand for economy. 

For instance, you go up here to the War Department to have an 
interview relating to your official business with an officer of that 
Department, and you are told that he is to be found down on Penn- 
sylvania avenue somewhere in the second story of a rented build- 
ing. Why is he not provided with an office? Because we must 
exercise economy. And that is only one instance, of which there 
Tocite another: There is, in my district, according to 
the report of the engineer in charge, a public work that, uniess 
immediate appropriation be made for its repair, will collapse and 
destroy the entire navigation of a river. I can not get an appro- 

yriation for it. Why? Because we can not afford a siver and 
arbor bill. Sd 

There are demands of many kinds, believed by those making 
them to be legitimate demands, that no response can be made to 
because we must exercise economy. 

In that we all acquiesce. But how shall we satisfy our con- 
stituents when we further acquiesce in withholding appropm’ 
tions from their legitimate projects and in giving $4,\'WU),(00 5t 
Louis for its exposition? 

Oh, but, it is said, this is a loan. — 
familiar with our dealings with expositions in the past ' lieves 
in his heart that any cent of this money will ever be reps. rhe 
next thing that we will be called upon to do will be to release ou 
claim. Sa 

I am opposed to this measure as extravagant and unjustifiable 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RopEy- 
BERG] is recognized for ten minutes. , 

Mr. RODENBERG. Mr. Chairman, I can not refrain frees om 
pressing my surprise and also my regret at the peculiar ©: ame nd 
of some of the objections that have been urged against tle ado] 
tion of this amendment. I donot agree with the gentleman a in 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DaLzeL.] that the only question Involy' - : 
this proposition is merely one of dollars and cents. The ques' > 
that presents itself to us is this: Shall we, the representa ives “ 
the people, confronted as we are with an honest and stra: 7 aa 
ward presentation of the unavoidable difficulties that have ane 
encountered in carrying through this great national ent pe : me 
shall we refuse to do our duty by the people and the | ae aul 
position simply to preserve a reputation for questionable © 


I venture to say that no man 
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holly indefensible economy in legislation? Shall we for the first 
time in our history do violence to that magnificent spirit of na- 
tional liberality which has always characterized the American 
ople in order to maintain the delusion that parsimony is an 
tribute of statesmanship? 

[believe in economy. I believe in protecting the Treasury of 
tho United States against all unwarranted and unjustifiable ex- 
penditures. Ihave no sympathy, however, and but little patience, 
with that peculiar brand of inconsistent and contradictory econ- 
omy which so often manifests itself in this House, and which 
earnestly and pathetically advocates an appropriation for some 
purely local and wholly unimportant purpose, and in the same 
preath denies fair and proper treatment to some great national 
enterprise in whose success every public-spirited citizen of the 
United States has an intense persona! interest. 

Mr. Chairman, the Louisiana Purchase Exposition is not a sec- 
tional undertaking. It does not belong, as some seem to think, to 
the city of St. Louis. Its glories are not confined to the narrow 
limits of the State of Missouri. Its influence reaches far beyond 
the boundaries of that splendid domain which to-day stands as an 
enduring monument to the constructive genius and statesmanship 
of Thomas Jefferson. It is your exposition; it is my exposition; 
itisan American exposition; it is a universal exposition; it will 
be an epitome of American thought, American genius, American 
advancement, and American civilization. 

I believe that President Francis and the gentlemen associated 
with him, who are charged with responsibility for the successful 
inauguration and completion of this gigantic enterprise, are en- 
gaged in a great and patriotic work. Instead of censure we 
should give them praise; instead of abuse they should receive en- 
couragement; instead of meeting with objections in this Chamber 
they should receive our cordial support and enthusiastic coopera- 
tion. I know and you know that they are not working for per- 
sonal glory or aggrandizement. Theirs is altogether a labor of 
love. They are performing patriotic and laborious service for 
you and for me and for every American citizen. 

" Mr. Chairman, the surprising statement has been made in this 
debate that the citizens of St. Louis have not discharged their full 
duty toward this exposition; that they have been derelict in the 
loyalty of their support of this great project. It has been argued 
that the city itself will enjoy such special and extraordinary ad- 
vantages by reason of the holding of this exposition within its 
corporate limits that the people there should be compelled to pay 


a 


1887 


but admire the pluck and patriotic determination of any city that 
= -~ineenianed undertake an international contract of this mag- 
nitude. 

The distinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ene for the 
brilliancy of whose intellect and eloquence of speech I have a 
more sincere admiration than for that of any other gentleman in 
this Chamber, in his speech last Monday also directed the atten- 
tion of the House to an item of $5,000,000 which he says has been 
invested in permanent improvements to be used for all time to 
come by the city of St. Louis. I want to emphasize the statement 
of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD] that three-fifths 
of that amount, or $3,000,000, have been expended in grading the 
grounds, digging sewers and water courses, filling up depressions, 
laying pipes and mains, and inaugurating a perfect and complete 
system of sanitation. Whilethese improvements may be regarded 
as permenent in their nature, I would like to know of what prac- 
tical value they will be to St. Louis after the great fair is num- 
bered with the historical events of the past? Forest Park, in 
which this exposition is located, marks the extreme western limits 
of the city. It is far removed from the center of population, and 
the site is hardly available for any permanent public purpose. 

If the value of this kind of investment to future generations 
can be computed in dollars and cents, then I would like to know 
what were the lasting benefits that accrued to the city of Chicago 
by reason of her compulsory investment in this same character of 
permanent improvements in Jackson Park? 

There is an item of $1,250,000 for a permanent art building. 
In justification of that item I want to say that the great artists of 
the world, as well as the owners of famous and invaluable works 
of art, declined to exhibit their priceless paintings and rare sculp- 
ture unless such exhibition could be made in a building of archi- 
tectural beauty and absolutely fireproof in every way. The ac- 
tion of the management in complying with this reasonable request 
is certainly worthy of commendation. The play of Hamlet with- 
out the melancholy prince would be even more interesting than a 
universal exposition in which the progress of art was not a dis- 
tinctive feature. 

The other item of $750,000, which has been paid to Washington 
University, can not properly be classed as a permanent improve- 
ment. Washington University is not a State university. It is 
an endowed educational institution, and one of the best in the 
western country. The money paid to the university is in the 
nature of rental for three years’ use of the commodious granite 


out of their already depleted finances the sum necessary to com- | buildings for the offices of the World’s Fair management. And 


plete this great undertaking. 

Mr. Chairman, I deny the accuracy of that statement and char- 
acterize itas an unfair; an unjust, and an ungenerous reflection on 
the public spirit of the citizens of the metropolis of the Mississippi 
Valley. St. Lonis has done her fullduty. She has been weighed 
in the balance of civic and national prideand not found wanting. 

Does any gentleman believe for a moment that the $10,000,000 
donated to the fair itself is all that the city of St. Louis has in- 
vested in that enterprise? Do you count for naught the disin- 
terested and devoted services of 100 of her most distinguished 
and progressive citizens? Do you intend to refuse to give her 
credit for the millions upon millions of dollars invested in addi- 
onal railroad and street car facilities, in new hotels, restaurants, 
and apartment buildings whose construction is made necessary in 
order to feed and house the visitors to the fair? Do you remem- 
ber Buffalo? Do you recall the experience of Chicago? Do you 
remember the miles upon miles of stately buildings that remained 
vacant for years after the Columbian Exposition closed its doors? 


Ah, gentlemen, you may speak of the special and extraordinary 


advantages that accrue to a city in which an international expo- 
fition is held, but the fact remains that the dreary record of spe- 
ial and extraordinary advantages of the Columbian fair, so far 
& the city of Chicago was concerned, will be found in the fore 
closure proceedings in the chancery courts of Cook County. I 
have heard it estimated by conservative business men of Chicago, 
ind I have no doubt the statement will be borne out by the repre- 
sentatives of that wonderful city in this Chamber, that the finan- 
cial loss occasioned by that fair was not less than $20,000,000 in 
excess of her voluntary donations. But Chicago’s loss was the 
ae 8 gain. A new impetus was given to our export trade, 
Tevoreign commerce was expanded, and to-day the people of the 
—. States realize that the investment was a profitable one for 
m as a whole, - 
ou ask why does not the management borrow these $4,600,000 
he city of St. Louis. I answer by saying that the drain on the 
‘ncial resources of the city has been exceptionally severe. The 
er capita cost of this exposition to the people of St. Louis already 
{pProximates $30 for every man, woman, and child. I maintain 
i at it 18 not right, it is not fair, to ask her to assume this addi- 
— and tremendous burden at thistime. I do not beliove that 
00 should insist on taxing the generosity of her citizenship to the 
‘at of absolute injustice and imposition. The world can not 


| 
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I maintain that if the management had been compelled to con- 
struct its own administration buildings, supply the heating and 
lighting apparatus, pay the insurance and repairs, etc., it would 
have cost far in excess of $750,000. 

So that after all the single item of $1,250,000 remains as an 
available permanent improvement to remind the citizens of St. 
Louis and of the country of the glories of an exposition, in the 
building of which there were spent approximately $40,000,000. 

Mr. Chairman, we are fond of boasting of the wonderful devel- 
opment of ovr national resources and the large increase in our 
material wealth. I have been riveted to my seat for hours by the 
inspiring eloquence of the gentleman from Iowa when speaking 
of our wonderful industrial and commercial progress. Weclaim 
to-day, and justly so, not only commercial supremacy, but also 
preeminence among the nations of the earth in the field of art, 
literature, invention, and scientific research. But when we are 
called upon to present to the world and to civilization the prac- 
tical evidence of our remarkable achievements, there are those 
among us who object, and when we analyze their objections we 
find that they may be summed up in the question, Does it pay? 
Looking at it from this standpoint, from the commercial stand- 
point, l say: Yes, it will pay the nation as a whole. It will prove 
a profitable investment for the United States. It will bring finan- 
cial returns to the country at large a hundred fold. 

The great Columbian Exposition at Chicago, in which the civi- 
lized nations participated, gave to them the first practical demon- 
stration of the superiority of the product of the American mine, 
the American farm, and the American workshop. It was there 
that the Englishman first learned of the superior construction 
and durability of our locomotives. It was there that the Korean 
first conceived the idea of inaugurating an American electric 
railway system in his own far-away country. It was there that 
the Frenchman learned to use our siics and drink our wines. It 
was there that the people of every country under the sun first be- 
came impressed with the importance and tho necessity of enter- 
ing into closer trade relations with the United States. Let us con- 
tinue this glorious system of education which has proved of such 
incalculable advantage to us in the past. Ten years have passed 
since the Chicago fair. Let us show the world what a decade of 
real, live American progress means. 

You are not asked to vote an additional appropriation for this 
exposition. You are simply asked for a loan of $4,600,000 to com- 
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plete this enterprise under restrictions which amply secure the 
Government against the possibility of a loss. I believe as firmly 
as I believe anything that every dollar of that loan will be repaid 
into the Tre2sury of the United States. 

Gentlemen, the eyes of the world are upon us to-day. We have 
invited all nations to participate in this universal exposition. Our 
invitation has been accepted. It wasextended not at the instance 
of the exposition management, as the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
HEPBURN] seems to think, but at the instance of the enlightened 
public sentiment of the American people, at the instance of that 
commendable spitit of comity, of courtesy, and good will that 
prevails among all friendly powers. By our own act, on the Ist 
day of next May we will become the proud host of the civilized 
world. As for me, Iam in favor of extending a royal welcome 
to our guests and preparing for them a feast that will be com- 


mensurate with the dignity, the greatness, the wealth, and the | 


grandeur of the American Republic. [Loud applause. } 
Mr. RODENBERG. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the REcorpD. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 


chusetts [Mr. LAWRENCE] is recognized. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the 
Government has gone to the very limit in appropriating money 
for exposition purposes. I am opposed to any further appropria- 


tions for the St. Louis Exposition, and I am equally opposed to | 


any so-called loan. If we are to aid that exposition still further, 
I think we should do so by a gift and not deceive ourselves or 
anyone else by calling ita loan. It is a grave question whether 


we, the guardians of the people’s money, have any right to make | 


an appropriation of this character for a purpose which is not a 


governmental purpose. But I realize that the Government is com- | 


mitted to the policy. Other expositions are on the way,and Con- 


gress will undoubtedly continue to make appropriations for them | 


until the end of time. 


There is, however, every reason why such appropriations should | 


be most carefully considered and made with due regard for econ- 
omy. When the initial appropriation of $5,000,000 for the St. 
Louis Exposition was made it was a most generous one; it was all 
that could be asked or expected. We clearly understood that no 


more would be asked for. I think there can be no doubt that the | 


managers of the exposition so understood it themselves. Conse- 
quently they come now before Congress asking, not for an appro- 
priation, but for aloan. It would have been more businesslike 
and shown more convincing evidence of good faith if the mana- 


gers had made some effort to secure this money in the usual way | 


from banking institutions. The evidence given before the Com- 


mittee on Industrial Arts and Expositions shows that no such | 


attempt was ever made. 

That fact at least raises a suspicion that the security is not 
good or that there is no expectation of the debt ever being paid. 
Personally I can not believe that there is any chance of its pay- 
ment. I admire the optimism of some of the friends of this ex- 
position. I firmly believe that it will, in a general way, be a 
great success. I certainly hope so; but, Mr. Chairman, exposi- 
tions are not a financial success, and it will be a perfect marvel if 
this one proves to be such. There will certainly be some hard- 
luck story which the managers can tell as a reason why they 
were unable to pay this debt, why the exposition was not a finan- 
cial success, and why it is necessary for Congress to make a still 
further appropriation to make up a deficit. 


We are told that our surplus is likely to become a deficit, and | 


that it is necessary to practice economy in governmental expend- 
itures. The Panama Canal, it is estimated, will cost $200,000,000. 
As a matter of fact, it is likely to cost very much more. The ex- 
pense of maintaining and constructing our Navy is an enormous 
one, and it is now said by those in a position to know that we 
need not expect hereafter any naval appropriation bill which will 


carry an appropriation of less than $100,000,000. A service-pension | 


bill is on the way, which, if passed by Congress, will add about 
$50,000,000 more to our annual expenditures. 

Surely some one should call a halt, and economy is, in fact, be- 
ing observed in certain directions. There is to be no general 


river and harbor bill at this session of Congress, in spite of the | 
fact that in various sections of our country there is a most urgent | 


demand for appropriations in behalf of needed improvements in 
aid of our growing commerce. There is to be no public-building 
bill, in spite of the fact that in various parts of the country build- 
ings are absolutely needed for the proper transaction of the pub- 
lic business. The Members of this House have unanimously, 
with a heroism rarely equaled and never surpassed, declined to 
accept the mileage to which they were legally entitled. Let the 
good work goon. If the rule of economy is to be applied—and I 
believe it should—it should certainly be applied to the proposition 


[After | 
apause.] The Chair hears none. The gentleman from Massa- | 


| now before the House. 


Let us save this $4,600,000 for purpr seg 


which are demanded in the interests of the people, | hope t] 
Members of the House will emphatically refuse to make tic = 
propriation. To my mind it is an extravagant, unwarranted a 
unjustifiable use of the people’s money. [Applause.]} iti 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Grosvenor having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in Writing 
from the President of the United States was communicated ty the 
House of Representatives by Mr. Barnus, one of his secretaries 
SENATE AMENDMENT TO URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BIL, 

The committee resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr, Supp. 
| MAN] is recognized for ten minutes. s 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I favor concurrence in +} 
Senate amendment with the amendment offered by the geno. 
man from Minnesota, chairman of the Committee on Industria] 
Arts and Expositions. I take it, Mr. Chairman, that no one e:1- 
ously contends that the Constitution prohibits our passing {jjs 
provision. My fervid and eloquent friend from Nebraska {My 
BuURKETT] says that if the Constitution does not prohibit it. i 
ought todoso. Recognizing, as he must at that time have noted. 
the absence of my lovable and learned friend from Georgia [\y 
BaRTLETT], the custodian of the Constitution, and he, the get tle. 
| man from Nebraska, acting as custodian of the Treasury, J was 
surprised that he did not at the time ask unanimous consent that 
the Constitution be amended. 

Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yi 
me? 

Mr. SHERMAN. My time is brief, and I do not wish to be in- 
| terrupted. 
Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman has referred to me, and | 
| think it is but fair that he should let me interrupt him. 
Mr. SHERMAN, Oh, very well; I will yield to the lovable 
| gentleman. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman has misunderstood every- 
| thing I said if he believes that I took the position that Congress 
was prohibited by the Constitution from making this appropria- 
| tion. I never said so, andif the gentleman had given attent 
| to my speech he would know that I declined to say so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam very glad to know that the gentleman 
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| thinks that we have the right to make the appropriation, aithough 


| he does not think it proper. The gentleman from Iowa 
| HePbuRN] insists that the amendment here is in violation of the 
| rules of the Senate. Iam surprised that that statement should 
be made on the floor at this time. That statement can frequent! 
be made about appropriations that come into this House ft 
Senate, but in this instance the point of order was raised aga ust 
the amendment in the Senate, and the presiding officer held that 
| the amendment was in order. 
I think the proposition before us is, Is there any obligation on 
| the part of the Government to make this appropriation? Isit 
reasonable that we should make it? Is there reasonable probe 
bility that the loan will be returned? 
As to the obligation of the Government, it seems to me tia! 
after we had passed the first bill, which committed this Govern: 
ment to the expenditure of $5,000,000—a proposition which hact 
support of the gentleman from Iowa, but had my oppost! 
| its inception—after we had passed that, then I believe ' 
obligated, in all reason and all fairness, to do all t! 
could to see this exposition through toa finish. Iought not to 
surprised at the position of the gentleman from Iowa in havil's 
advocated embarking on this proposition and then abandons! 
because I noticed the other day in the public press that he! 
| the assertion that he never yet had embarked in any busin 
| enterprise whatever which yielded one cent of pro't, Savi 
| the purchase of a cow for $50, which his wife sold for > 
[Laughter. } : 
I believe, Mr. Chairman, that the Government is un“ 
| obligation to loan its credit to the St. Louis Exposition becau: © 
| the original declaration of Congress. I believe that the od's* 
tion of the St. Louis exposition is all we need and require © 
insure the return of this money. I speak of the obligations)” 
rate from the lien which is proposed upon the gate rece!})'* 
obligation, sir, is the obligation of a great corporation \ 
| assets,and even were the lien not created, I believe the 
| would be sufficient to insure the return to the Treas") 
/money now advanced. The experience of all exposition 
| this country—all great expositions and some small ones" 
the belief that the amount of receipts at St. Louis wil! be \* the 
| in excess of the amount required to repay every cent th : 
| Government now is asked to advance in aid of this expos!) 
The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BuRKETT] 80g#"*! every 
Chairman, that the exposition wili be seen by only one o ©" 
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sixteen of the citizens of this country, and therefore he concludes 
that it will be of benefit to only one-sixteenth of the population 
of the Government. That is a very narrow view to take. The 
exposition will be of benefit not merely to the few who go to St. 
Louis, not merely to the citizens there, but to every citizen in this 
country. Expositions always are. Let me read to you the words 
McKinley uttered at Buffalo while the death messenger was wait- 
ing outside his door: 


Expositions are the timekeepers of progress; they record the world’s ad- 
yancement; they stimulate the enorgy, enterprise, and intellect of the a 
andquicken human genius; they go into the home; they broaden and brighten 
the daily life of the people; they open mighty storehouses of information to 
the student. Every exposition, great or small, has helped to some onward 
step. Comparison of ideas is always educational, and as such instructs the 
brain and hand of man, 


Mr. Chairman, believing as I do that this Government is mor- 
ally obligated to see this exposition through to a finish; believing 
as | do that every cent advanced by this provision will be re- 
turned to the Treasury of the United States; believing as I do 
that this grand exposition will be of lasting benefit, not only to 
the St. Louis people and to the people of Missouri alone, but to all 
ihe citizens in this country, I earnestly advocate the concurrence 
in the amendment of the Senate. 

Now, the balance of my time I desire to yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LOVERING]. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have already yielded my time to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Chairman,I am in favor of concurring 
inthe Senate amendment because I believe that, as amended by 
the House, every dollar of the loan which it carries will be re- 
turned tothe United States Treasury before the close of the expo- 
sition. 

lam in favor of this amendment because I believe that the peo- 
ple of this country will be paid many times more than the mere 
amount of the loan and many times more than the entire cost of 
the exposition in the benefits that will come to them. 

Great expositions mark great epochsin our history. They mark 
the great onward progress in civilization, science, mechanics, art, 

rchitecture, and the welfare of the people. Take, for instance, 
theexposition of 1876, in Philadelphia. There were many features 
of that exposition, either one of which was an ample warrant for 
its being held, and either one of which has conferred benefits upon 
the people worth many times the whole cost of the exposition. 

I will cite but one or two features—domestic architecture. A 
great step forward in domestic architecture of the country dates 
from this time, The English Government built on the grounds 
of the exposition a model domestic home, which was the inspira- 
tion of all architects who have since contrived and designed at- 
tractive, beautiful, comfortable, and inexpensive houses. It was 
amodel of harmony in its lines and proportions, and it has been 
many thousand times reproduced in principle if not exactly on 
the same plans, 

Since that time homes tastefully decorated and well furnished 

have been possible for people of small means. 
_ Another great feature in the exposition of 1876 was a revelation 
Insanitation. The knowledge diffused throughout the country at 
that time was, and has ever since been, of incalculable value to the 
People of our country. In this one department alone the people 
Were benefited to an extent many times more than the entire cost 
of the exposition. 

Icould refer to many other features which are hardly of less 
value than those I have named. I believe that every exposition 
that has been held in our country, whether it has been financially 
successful or not, has benefited the whole people far beyond any 
extent that is measured by the cost. 

So far from their being extravagancies or luxuries with only a 
local value, I believe that they are economic necessities, and to do 
them justice we should deal with them not witha niggardly but a 

untiful hand, 

|Here the hammer fell. ] 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosvr- 
Nor] is recognized for tive minutes. 

\ir.GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped that I might 
a myself in a position to vote for this measure. My hope was 
4 lacious, I have listened very attentively to the arguments 
a here to-day. Iwas very forcibly struck by the argument 
: the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN], who closed his 
: ee a few moments ago, when he said that the Constitution 
a he United States did not prohibit this loan. The burden of 
Tg the propriety of this loan is upon the other side of this 
= ‘stion, and it is the first time that I have ever heard a lawyer 

sue that that which is not prohibited in the Constitution is 
sranted to the Congress as a power. I do not care whether Con- 
8s has the powerornot. There is no grant in the Constitution, 
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no word of the Constitution that justifies the position of the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Suir] pcints out a great num- 
ber of loans and gifts that the Government has given to the people. 
We gave, for instance, to the suffering people of South Carolina, 
and we have given to a great many charitable objects. There 


is no provision of the Constitution justifying that. I admit 
all of that. But here comes a very different sort of question, 
a question to which I am going to refer in but one direction. 
The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Surry] says that this is a grand 
money-making scheme, and he demonstrates by those figures 
which he read to the House that there is an abundance of money. 
If it is so easy to figure out an enormous profit, I suggest that it 
would be well enough to let some of those gentlemen interested in 
the work and who pledged themselves that they would not come 
here and ask for any more money take hold of that very profita- 
ble and very promising scheme and loan themoney. Then comes 
the gentleman from Illinois, and he says that they are poor—the 
representative of the local interests out there at East St. Louis— 
and he describes them as in a condition of practical bankruptcy. 

Now, which are we to believe? Are we to loan this money to 
these people because they are rich and independent, or are we to 
loan it to them because they are poor and bankrupt? Let me 
point out a suggestion in regard to this security. The Govern- 
ment of the United States is entitled under the former gift to one- 
third of the net profits, to be paid back to the United States. 
Now, these gentlemen come very kindly forward and say this: ‘It 
is very true that we pledged you one-third of the profits and woe 
promised that the five millions should be the last dollar we would 
ever ask for; still we want you to give us four and a half millions 
more, and if we make any money we will pay one-third of it to 
yououtof yourown money.”’ Thatisthe proposition exactly, and 
no man can state it differently. They propose to take the money 
that they have promised to pay on the five million dollar loan and 
pay it back to us on the four and a half million dollar loan. 

Suppose that they undertake to carry this out. Let us see 
where we may land. The United States is already entitled to the 
net one-third profits. The corporation out there, or each of its 
stockholders, holds an indefeasible right to every dollar that is 
earned by that corporation. These gentlemen come here un- 
authorized, so far as I can see, and, without any act of the corpo- 
ration, pledge the entire gate receipts to the extent of four million 
and a half dollars, ousting all those men who have put up their 
money from any participation in the proceeds of the gate receipts. 
Suppose there is a default made and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, making an unheard-of proposition, goes out there and under- 
takes to sequestrate the gate receipts, undertakes by some process 
to seize the gate receipts. How long do you think it would be 
until the whole concern would be placed in the hands of a re- 
ceiver under the control of the United States court to settle the 
rights of all the people who have put their money into that con- 
cern? What right has this corporation or its agent to come here 
and pledge the receipts that belong to the men who have con- 
tributed their money? The whole thing is unfortunate, and I 
shall not vote for it. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. FIELD. Mr. Chairman, [admit that great advantages will 
result to the State of Texas, which I in part have the honor to rep- 
resent, from the St. Louis Exposition. I know and appreciate the 
intimate and extensive commercial relations of my State with 
this great and enterprising city, and while, from a business stand- 
point, I would be justifiable in rejecting this proposition to loan 
to a private corporation $4,600,000 on the precarious security 
offered, yet so strong is my inclination to aid in this great enter- 
prise that notwithstanding this objection I might support the 
amendment if I were not’ sincerely convinced that Congress has 
no right, under the Constitution, tomake any such loan of money. 
I belong to the old school of Democracy and believe in a strict 
construction of the Constitution, and while some Democrats now 
assert that for ten years past we have recognized the constitu- 
tional right of Congress to make donations of this kind, however 
strong my inclination might be I have never been able to find 
any warrant in the Constitution for Congress to loan the money 
of the people to any individual or corporation for any purpose 
whatsoever. ' 

During this discussion I was humiliated, as a Democrat, when 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEerpuRn], a leader of his party 
and a Republican of Republicans, from the vantage ground he 
occupied, pointed out to Members on this side of the Chamber 
the well-known position of the Democratic party on such ques- 
tions and tauntingly charged them with inconsistency. 

Mr. Chairman, but a few years ago the question of the right of 
the Government to loan money to the people on security was dis- 
cussed in every schoolhouse in the South and the West. At that 
time the price of farm products was so depressed as to no longer 
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return to the potent farmer the cost of production, and in their 
dire distress a large number of this most worthy class of our 
citizens turned to the Government for relief, asking that the 
Government, from its overflowing Treasury, make them tempo- 
rary loans on their farm products, a character of security much 
better than that now offered. 

The Democratic party, true to its principles, opposed this pol- 
icy, and on account of the apparent reasonableness of the demand 
were unable to satisfactorily answer its opponents until it in- 
trenched itself behind the Constitution and insisted—and rightly, 
too—that Congress had no right under the Constitution to loan 
the money in the Treasury, and in this impregnable position Dem- 
ocrats were able to overcome all opposition. 

The same principle is involved in the amendment offered; and 
it seems to me if we support it, we stultify ourselves and contra- 
dict our past Democratic record, for I repeat that we have nocon- 
stitutional right to take from the Treasury the money of the 
people and loan it to an individual or corporation on any kind of 
security. It would be a departure from the strict construction 
of the Constitution, as given to it by our fathers, and break down 
the defense behind which our party has stood during its lifelong 
struggle for economy in the administration of the Government. 
[Loud applause. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PayYNE] is now recognized for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the growth of “‘ the show busi- 
ness’’ or ‘‘ the show industry,” to borrow a common phrase, in 
the United States has been marvelous. In 1876 we celebrated the 
greatest event in our history, the birth of the nation, by an ex- 
position at Philadelphia. Then no one interested in it thought 
of coming to Congress and asking for an appropriation of $5,- 
000,000 or for a million and a half; but they ged Congress to 
loan them a million and a half of dollars, to be paid out of the 
profits of the undertaking; and that money was paid, I believe, at 
the end of litigation in which one of the Members of the House 
figured at that time. 

Next came the exposition at Chicago—that wonderful exposi- 
tion—the largest and grandest ever undertaken in the world up 
to that time. Chicago received an appropriation from the Gen- 
eral Government; and then the people interested in that exposi- 
tion went to work to complete the enterprise. On the threshold 
of the opening they found themselves, as St. Louis finds her- 
self to-day, lacking $5,000,000—yes, lacking $9,000,000, as it ap- 

ared then, in order to open the gates. What did they do? 

hey did just what every business corporation should do. They 
borrowed the money themselves. They went to private individ- 
uals; they went to bankers; they pledged their gate receipts. 
But they borrowed $5,000,000 and went on with their exposition. 
And this five million was afterwards repaid. 

The next exposition of importance was that at Buffalo. And I 
want to speak of Buffalo, because if I do not somebody else will. 
I see that my friend from Indiana is now taking notes. They 
started in for the Pan-American Exposition; they raised their 
money; they built their buildings; they prepared to open. They 
borrowed in the first place, I think, $2,000,000, pledging their gate 
receipts for that amount. They did not come to the Congress of 
the United States. They went to individuals and to bankers ina 
little city half the size of St. Louis and borrowed their $2,000,000 
on their gate receipts. They then came down here to Washington 
to ask Congress to loan them $500,000, and they went homeagain, 
hardly daring to bring the proposition before the Congress of the 
United States, because they were met with such a cold shoulder. 
And then they put up $500,000 more and mortgaged their gate re- 
ceipts again for the second $500,000. They went to work and car- 
ried out their exposition. 

Of course, we remember the pall that fell over the exposition. 
McKinley was assassinated there, and the gate receipts did not 
increase as they had everywhere else, and the exposition associ- 
ation was left with a large debt upon them. They owed $500,000 
to small contractors and mechanics, and they came here and 
asked Congress to appropriate that $500,000. That was not all 
their indebtedness. The men who put the second $500,000 on the 

ate receipts never got a dollar. The men who put up the first 
$2,000,000 got $1,900,000. There were other and large contractors 
over and above the $500,000 that never got adollar. Nomanwho 
subscribed for the stock ever got a dollar in return. They stood 
their loss. We gave them the $500,000 appropriation, and i voted 
for that appropriation. I can not say that I did it cheerfully, be- 
cause it was the most reluctant vote that I ever gave in my life; 
but I did it to pay up the debts that they owed to laborers and to 
small contractors. 

Well, now comes along the St. Louis Exposition. Gentlemen 
come here and say that we are responsible for that show. Why? 
The gentleman from Minnesota attempted to show that the na- 
tion had forced it upon St. Louis; that eighteen governors met 
there, and it was their sentiment that the show should be held 
and that St. Louis should be the spot. If I remember correctly, 
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ay 
the governor of Missouri invited the eighteen governors to 
there, and the governor of Missouri was asked to invite homie 
the prominent citizens of the city of St. Louis for the pur a 
3A . rpose of 
booming the show at the very outset. Forced upon St, |, 
Why, they wanted it. 

Mr. THAYER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PAYNE. No, I can not yield; I have not time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield, 

Mr. PAYNE. They wanted to get the exposition. Now, aro 
they going to get anything back for the money they havo ex. 
pended? The gentleman from Iowa on my right [Mr. Hepares 
figured out $5,000,000 in permanent improvements. The other 
gentleman from [owa on my left [Mr. Smiru] thought there was 
not over $1,000,000 in permanent improvements that they wor 
getting back. How, then, will they get their money back? ‘ Wjy. 
I was talking with a Representative from the city of Buffalo onjy 
yesterday and he said although these Buffalo men lost every 
dollar that they put into the exposition they got the money back 
some of them from the increased rents during the year of the ex. 
position, some in one way and some in another, and the city of 
Buffalo had over twenty new factories established within the 
next year, attracted there because the people were present at ihe 
exposition at Buffalo. 

Oh, it is not altogether a losing operation. It is said we are 
bound to vote this money because we recognized the enter; 
and because we passed the act by which the exposition was in. 
augurated. Well, we did pass it, and we put these words int» it; 

That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to create any liability of 
the United States, direct or indirect, for any debt or obligation incurred, nor 
for any claim for aid or pecuniary assistance from Congress or the Treasury 
of the United States in support or liquidation of any debt or obligation 
created by said Commission. 

They say we are bound to help them because we passed that 
act, when it was nominated in the very bond itself that we should 
not be called upon for a dollar in the way of liability for expenses 

Mr. HEPBURN. Read the thirteenth section. It is a great 
deal stronger. 

Mr. PAYNE. The thirteenth section says: 


That the United States shall not in any manner nor under any circun- 
stances be liable for any of the acts, doings, proceedings, or representat 
of the said Louisiana Purchase Exposition Company, its officers, agent 
employees, or any of them, or for the service, salaries, labor, or wages of si 
officers, agents, servants, or employees, or any of them. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Read the twenty-fourth section. 

Mr. PAYNE. Icannot read the whole act. These limitation 
are all through the act. Yet we are asked to appropriate tl 
money because, they say, we are responsible in some way. 

Mr. Francis says that we are not responsible for the increased 
expenses unless it be that when they sent their agents abroad the 
eres and the consular agents did what they could for 
them. 

So we are not responsible for this money. Why did they not 
get it from private sources? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
get it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Not that they can not get it, for they have not 
tried to get it. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. They say they can not borrow 
it unless they give security. ; 

Mr. PAYNE. They have never made any effort to borrow it. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. There is nothing to show that they have. 

Mr. PAYNE. No; they have conferred among themse!ves 
about it, and they have concluded that if we do not give til 
the money they will raise it. s - 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. And will have to give secu’. 

Mr. PAYNE. They will have to raise it. They may have © 
give personal security. . 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. They say they will. sa 

Mr. PAYNE. Bat the gates will open all the same, thong) 
Congress does not loan them a dollar. It shows that they now 
they can get the money in the city of St Louis, that the m mey * 
there. Well, if there is any hesitancy about loaning tie Hulh’ 
it is because the bankers of St. Louis have not yet gone nw © 
pawnbroker business of taking pledges of gate receipts lor 'v™ 
million and a half of money. at 

3ut they can get it. The show will go on if we do not api" 
priate this money. Why do they ask for the money? Goverl” 
Francis says: ‘‘ We are asking for a loan for which we propo™” . 
offer undoubted security ’—that if we do accept this propos” 
the Government will incur no risk whatever. ‘‘ We ask oP’ por 
a ‘loan, and we think we are offering a security here that ™~ 
only ample, but on which any of us would lend if we 4#¢* 
money to lend.”’ ; ae 

Why, if the security is undoubted, and considered wa oer 3" 
Louis, they know where they can get the money on UnV”"'"" 
security. Why do they not do as Chicago did? Why do t th ber 
do as Buffalo did, pledging her gate receipts to go on 


Ouis! 


Because they say they can not 


to 
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exposition? Why do they come here? Oh, Mr. Francis says they 
think it is for the interest of the people of the United States and 
of the Government to put this money into circulation. It is de- 
posited now in the national banks, and re on the security 
of bonds of the United States, and he thinks it is for the interest 
of the people to put that money into circulation. Why, does he 
not know that money is deposited in the banks for the a pur- 
pose of putting it into circulation among the people by the banks 
joaning it out? It goes out among the people, and it is circulat- 
ing now and has been circulating ever since it was put in the 
hanks. He fails to show any good reason why the Government 
of the United States should loan that moneyto him. Why should 
we give up our good security, the gilt-edge bonds of the United 
states, for even the ‘‘ good security ’’ he has—the gate receipts of 
this exposition? 

Mr. Chairman, I confess I can not understand the figures pre- 
sented by this commission. Why, they do not say that this $4,500,- 
(00 will find the gates open free of debt. They fail to show any- 
where that when the gates are open the institution will be out 
of debt, and every man knows that it can not be out of debt. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. It is $3,000,000 in debt now. 

Mr. PAYNE. TheChicago Exposition cost $22,000,000 up to the 
time of the opening of the gates. This will cost $2,000,000 more 
than Chicago for labor. They boast here that their roofs cover 
§) per cent more acreage than they had in Chicago. They boast 
that they have doubled the number of acres, including the parks, 
that they had in Chicago. They have built roads, they have built 
bridges and walks, and they have built reservoirs, and they have 
covered up $5,000,000 in these grounds. 

In every way it should cost more than it did at Chicago. 
Twenty-two millions and $2,000,000 for labor, $24,000,000; 50 per 
cent more of roofing over buildings—$30,000,000 to open this ex- 
position. They are very careful not to get down to the facts and 
figures and show just what they have expended and what they 
have got to do in the future. When they get this open and the 
show running, then there are other expenses they are looking into 
to see how they can provide for them. A million dollars for the 
entertainment of foreign jurors. They are considering the ques- 
tion now as to whether they can pay these jurors or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expire? 

Mr.PAYNE. LIaskleavetoextendmyremarksintheRr » 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for leave to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, the gentlemen who have 
argued this question are all begging the question, commencing 
with my distinguished friend from Pennsylvania. 

The gentleman from Nebraska said that the free rural delivery 
carriers could not have their salaries increased and a pension bill 
could not pass; another gentleman says that public-building bills 
can not pass, and the gentleman from New York gets up and 
states that Chicago mortgaged her gate receipts for $5,000,000. 
Every cent of it was paid and $9,000,000 was paid, and $1,068,000 
was paid to the sindiiebhens afterwards, and there is $500,000 in 
the treasury. 

Then gentlemen—the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Dat- 
ZELL, the gentleman from Nebraska, Mr. BuRKEtTT, the gentle- 
man from Nebraska, Mr. Hinsuaw, and others—who stand here 
and argue if this appropriation passes there can be no public- 
building bill, there can be no increased salaries for rural free- 
delivery carriers, there can be no other appropriation are begging 
the question. They are not meeting itfairly. The only question 

is, Will this money be paid back and ought the Government under 
the circumstances loan it to this world’s fair exposition? Now, 
where are we? Lhe Government is a one-third stockholder in 
“us transaction. We are the owners of one-third of the stock, 
te city of St. Louis is the owner of one-third of the stock, and 
the citizens of the city of St. Louis are the owners of the other 
one-third of the stock. 

In other words, there is $15,000,000 invested—$5,000,000 by the 
Government, $5,000,000 by the city of St. Louis, and $5,000,000 by 
the citizens of the city of St. Louis. They thought this money 
Was sufficient to build the buildings maceeeas pee open the gates 
ot this world’s fair; but what ha ypened? Why, Germany came 
aiong and demanded more space than anyone ever dreamed they 
Would demand, as well as Italy and France. Germany, Belgium, 
= Japan recently threatened to withdraw their exhibits unless 

Y Were given more space. What could the men in charge of 
's ¢xposition do—either give them more space and give to the 
Country the greatest exposition the world has ever known or say 
ey aa not do it. 
.\OW, the gentlemen opposing this loan are quarreling with the 
the of St. Louis. Iam sorry they can not broaden out and see 
; t this is a great national exposition. That magnificent city is 
® metropolis of the Mississippi Valley, with Indiana, Illinois, 
~ ourl, lowa, Kansas, and the Southern States surrounding 
They are wasting their time quarreling at this great city. 


They can not get beyond the bark and get to the heart of this 
proposition and realize that fifty-three foreign countries are to be 
represented at the world’s fair; that the eyes of the whole world 
are upon the United States, and a failure of the exposition means 
a failure of this country, and the success of the exposition means 
the success of the United States; and every schoolboy who visits 
the fair, if it is a success, will be proud of tho fact that he lives 
in the United States and that we gave to the world such an expo- 
sition. [Applause.] 

Let us get away from this little quarrel about St. Louis. Let us 
get away from this little quarrel whether some one man or other 
out at St. Louis is going to make a dollar. Let us look at it as we 
ought to look at it—from the standpoint of a great country never 
satisfied with giving the world as good an exposition as any coun- 
try ever did. The people of the United States are not satisfied 
with that kind of an exposition. We are only satisfied when we 
can give them the greatest exposition that has ever been known 
to the history of the world. Now, what has happened? Demands 
for space have come, demands that this thing be broadened out 
along every line—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Ican not be interrupted, because I have 
only a few minutes. Forty-two States are exhibiting there, ten 
more than ever exhibited before at any exposition. Fifty-three 
foreign countries are to have exhibits at St. Louis. Are the fifty- 
three foreign countries invited to the United States? Are they 
there to please St. Louis or did they come here to exhibit in an 
international exposition at the invitation of the Government of 
the United States? They are not looking to St. Louis to make 
this exposition a success, but these fifty-three foreign nations are 
looking to the United States to make it a success; and I want to 
say to you that in Congress this very day we ought to give these 
people the power to make it the greatest success ever known in 
the world in the way of an exposition, and it does not cost usa 
dollar to doit. Why, there is absolutely no doubt on earth but 
what every single cent of this money will be paid back. Why? 
The provision in this bill is that 40 per cent of the gross receipts 
of the exposition shall be paid upon this debt, and if on July 15 the 
payments do not amount to $500,000 then they are to take enough 
money out of the money they have received to pay the $500,000. 

Then on the 1st day of August they are to pay $500,000 more, 
on the 15th of August $500,000 more, and continuing to pay 
$500,000 every fifteen days until the debt is paid. Some one says: 
‘** What if they do not pay?’’ Then if they do not pay it becomes 
the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States to 
take charge of the exposition, take charge of its gates, and take 
charge of its receipts; take every dollar that is necessary to pay 
this loan. In view of the fact that at Chicago over $14,000,000 
of money was taken in from May 1 to November 1, in view of the 
fact that the expenses of conducting that exposition from May 1 
to November 1 was only three and a half million dollars, it stands 
to reason that the United States will get back every dollar of this 
money. 

Then when you say that you can not havea public-building bill, 
you can not have that or you can not have thisif you vote this 


money out of the Treasury, you are begging the question, because 
you know that every dollar of this money will come back into the 
Treasury. The passing of this item will not stop for one second 
any appropriation that ought to be passed by this House. I have 


heard gentlemen say, ‘‘ Why, HEMENWAY, do you stand for this 
when you have been all the time advocating economy?’’ Yes: I 
have advocated economy, but I will not go so far upon that line 
that I forget my country. [Applause.] I will not go so far that 
I will forget the foreign countries that are here, who have been 
invited here and depend upon us to make the exposition a success. 
We invited them here and we are going to take care of them, and 
I sincerely hope that Congress will grant this loan of $4,600,000. 

Yes; gentlemen say it is a little matter, but when it was coming 
to some of the great Eastern States some of the gentlemen se Vig- 
orous to-day were not quite so vigorous then. 

Mr. PAYNE. Where were you at that time? 


Mr. HEMENWAY. I wasagainst the $500,000 for Buffalo, and 
I will vote against giving this exposition one dollar of money, but 
I will not vote against loaning the money in view of the fact that 


it is absolutely certain that it will come back again to the Treas- 
ury of the United States. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time fixed for closing debate has ar- 
rived. The question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The question was taken and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
recommend concurrence in Senate amendment No. 10 as amended. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
UNDERWOOD) there were 137 ayes and 87 noes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chair appointed Mr. TAwnry and 
Mr. BARTLETT as tellers. 
































































1892 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The question was again eeee—hiimemitedieinmiii ia mie er and the tellers reported 161 ayes 


and 95 noes. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 
tee do now rise and report the bill to the House with the recom- 
mendation that Senate amendment No. 47 be concurred in: that 


Senate 


all other amendments be nonconcurred in. 
Mr. HEPBURN. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


samendment No. 10 be concurred in as amended, and that 


The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Does this motion include a separate vote on 
amendment No. 10? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. No. 


The 


CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state that that is a matter | 
for the House. 


The motion of Mr. Hemenway was then agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the Chair, Mr. Currier, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, re 
mittee had had under consideration the bill 
ate amendments thereto, and had directed him to report that the 
committee recommended concurrence in Senate amendment No. 
47, concurrence with an amendment in Senate amendment No. 10, 
and nonconcurrence in all the other amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend- 


ment? 


Mr. HEPBURN. 


No. 10. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. BARLETT. I rise for the purpose of demanding a sepa- 
rate vote on Senate amendment No. 10 as amended. 


The SPEAKER. 


rted that that com- 
. R. 10954, with Sen- 


I demand a separate vote on amendment 


The first question is on the recommendation 


of the committee to concur in Senate amendment No. 47. 
The question was taken, and Senate amendment No. 47 was 


concurred in. 


The SPEAKER. The question nowis on nonconcurrence in all 
other amendments except amendment No. 10. 
The question was taken, and all other amendments except Sen- 
ate amendment No. 10 were nonconcurred in. 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on concurring in Senate 


amendment No. 10 as amended. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Upon that question, Mr. Speaker, I demand 
the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 172, nays 106, an- 


swered * present’’ 8, not voting 96, as follows: 


Adams, Wis. 
Alexander, 
Badger, 
Baker, 
Bartholdt, 
Bell, Cal. 
= anny, 
3enton 
3irdsall, 
Bowie, 
Breazeale, 
Brick, 
Brooks, 
Brownlow, 
Brundidge, 
Buckman, 
Burke, 
Burleigh, 
Butler, Mo. 
Cc ‘alderhead, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Cassel, 
Clark, 
Cochran, 
Connell, 
Cooper, Wis, 
Cowhs rd, 
Crowley, 
Crumpacker, 
Cu er, 
Curtis, 
Daniels, 
Davey, La. 
Davis, Minn. 
De Armond, 
Denny, 
Dinsmore, 
lixon, 
Douglas, 
Dovener, 
Draper, 
Dresser, 


Acheso) 
Adams, 
Aiken 

Bart lett, 
Bassett, 
Beall, Tex. 





YEAS—172. 
Dunwell, jane. 
Dwight, indsay, 
Emerich, Lites, 
Esch, Little, 
Flack Livingston, 
F ordney, Lloyd, 
Foss, Longworth, 
Foster, Il. Lorimer, 
a on hb, fond. slager, 
tibson, udens 
Gillet, N. ¥. Lovering, 
Glass, McAndrews, 
Goebe al, McLachian, 
Goldfogle, McLain, 
Goulden, Mc Morran, 
Graff, McNary, 
Griffith, Macon, 
Hamlin, Marsh 
Hangen, Marshall, 
Hearst, Martin, 
Hedge, Maynard, 
Hemenway, Metcalf, 
Henry, Conn. Meyer, La. 
Hermann, Moon, Pa. 
Hill, Miss. Morgan, 
Hopkins, Mudd, 
Houston, Murdock, 
Howell, Utah Otis, 
ughes, N.J. Otjen, 
iumphrey, Wash. Patterson, Pa. 
Humphreys, Miss. Porter, 
Hunt, Powers, Me. 
Hunter, Powers, Mags. 
Jackson, Md, Pujo, 
Jackson, Ohio Rainey, 
Jones, Wash. Ransdell, La. 
Keliher, Reeder, 
Kennedy, Reid, 
Knopf, Rider, 
Lamar, Fila. ixey, 
Lamb, Robb, 
Landis, Chas. B. Robertson, La. 
Legare, Robinson, Ark. 
NAYS—106. 
Bowers, Burleson, 
Brandegee, Burton, 
a Butler, Pa. 
Brown, Wis. Byrd, 
puree Campbell, 
urkett, 


Rodenberg, 
Ryan, 
Scott 


atten. 
Shackleford, 
Shafroth, 
Sherley, 
Sherman, 
Shiras, 
Shober, 
Sibley, 
Small, 
Smith, Ti. 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith: Samuel W. 
Southall, 
Spalding, 
Spight, 
Steenerson, 
Sterling, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sullivan, N. ¥. 
Sulzer, 
Talbott, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, 
Thayer, 
Thompson, 
Vandiver, 
we Vourhis, 
an Voor 
ont 
ree 
Wade, 
Watson, 
Weems, 
Weisse, 
Wiley, N. J. 
Williams, IL 











FEBRUARY i te Uf 


Pitepateick, Johnson, Moon, Tenn. Slemp, 

Foster, Vt. Jones, Va. Needham, Smith, Pa. 
Fowler, Kinkaid, Norris, Smith, Tex. 
Gaines, Tenn. Kitchin, Clande Olmsted, Snook, 
Garner, Kite hin, Wm. W. Ov erstreet, Sperry, 
Gillespie, Kline, Padgett, Stafford. 
Gillett, Mass. Kluttz, Page, Stephens. T 
Granger, Knapp, Parker, Sullivan, ex. 
Gregg, Lacey, Patterson, N.C. Tate, aS. 
Grosvenor, Lanning, Payne, Thomas. Iowa. 
Harrison, Lawrence, Perkins, Thomas, N, (, 
Haskins, Lester, Pinckney, Tirre ul, 
Hay, Lever, Randell, Tex. Underwood 
Henry, Tex. Lilley Ric hardson, Ala. Warnoec k. 
Hepburn, Littledield, Robinson, Ind. Webb, 
Hinshaw, Livernash, Russell, Wiley, Ala 
Hite heock, MeCarthy, Sc arborough, Williams, Miss 
Hogg, McCreary, Pa. Sheppard, Ww right, ; 
Holliday, Maddox, Shull, Wyun. 
Howell, N. J. Mann, Sims, 
Huff, Miers, Ind. Slay den, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—38. 
Adamson, Griggs, McCall, Rober ts, 
Flood, Howard, Mahon, Trimb! 
NOT ae -96. 

Allen, Dayton, Hughes, W.Va. Pou) 
Ames, Deemer, Prince, 
- anon, ee x, James, Rhea, 

ankhead, ickerman, Jenkins, Rich: irdson, ) 
Bates, Dougherty, Kehoe, Rucker Tema. 
Bede, Driscoll, Kete ham, Ruppert, 
~ idler, o ans, 1a, eyie. Smith, K y. 

ngham, itzgera afean, Smith, Wm. Ald 
Bishop, Fuller, Lamar, Mo. Smith. N. Y. ” 
Boutell, Gaines, W. Va. Landis, Frederick Snapp, 
Bowe rsock, Garber, Lewis, Southard, 
Bradley, Gardner, Mass. Luc king, Southwick, 
Broussard, Gardner, Mich. McCleary, Minn. Sparkman, 
Brown, Pa. Gardner, N. J. McDermott, Stanley, 
Burnett, Gilbert, Mahoney, Sulloway, 
Capron, Gillett, Cal. Miller, Swanson, 
Clayton, Gooch, Minor, Townsend, 
Cousins, Greene, Mondell, Wachter, 
Croft, Gudger, Morrell, WwW — worth, 
Cromer, Hamilton, Nevin, Wallace 
Cushman, Hardwick, Palmer, Wanger. 
Darragh, Hildebrant, Patterson, Tenn. Warner, 
Dav idson, Hill, Conn. Pearre, Wilson, N. Y. 
Davis, Fla. Hitt, Pierce, Zenor, 


The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
For the session: 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON, 
Mr. BourTELL with Mr. Griaas. 

Mr. DEEMER with Mr. SHULL. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. BriwLer with Mr. Howarp. 

Mr. KYLE with Mr. GARBER. 

Mr. Huaues of West Vi ia with Mr. Krenor. 

Mr. TOWNSEND with Mr. Luckina. 

Mr. Patmer with Mr. CLayTon. 

Mr. Brown of Pennsylvania with Mr. WaALLace. 
Mr. FreprRiIcK LANpISs with Mr. STANLEY. 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. FirzGERALD. 

Mr. HiLDEBRANT with Mr. RucKER. 

Mr. Bates with Mr. Patrerson of Tennessee. 

Until Thursday: 

Mr. Hii of Connecticut with Mr. Gauves of Tennessee. 
Until Friday: 

Mr. eaunen with Mr. Lamar of Missouri. 

Until the 15th: 

Mr. Gaines of West Virginia with Mr. Smiru of Kentucky. 
For this day: 

Mr. WARNER with Mr. DovuGHERTY. 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. JAmzs. 

Mr. MiLieR with Mr. Wiison of New York. 

Mr. DarraGH with Mr. Crortr. 

Mr. Hirt with Mr. Davis of Florida. 

Mr. GarpNerR of Michigan with Mr. GILBERT. 

Mr. Wa. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. RuPPERT. 

Mr. Wapswortu with Mr. SwANSsON, 

Mr. Dick with Mr. GuDGER. 

Mr. Bascock with Mr. McDERMOTT. 

Mr. WacuTer with Mr. Ricuarpson of Tennessee. 
For this vote: 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. Suira of New York with Mr. Goocu. 

Mr. Garpner of Massachusetts with Mr. HarpwIcs. 
Mr. Rosperts with Mr. Broussarb. 

Mr. Largan with Mr. TRIMBLE. 

Mr. BineHam with Mr. MAHONEY. 

Mr. Bepe with Mr. BURNETT. 

Mr. Cusnman with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. Bisnop with Mr. Zenor. 

Mr. MoCieary of Minnesota with Mr. McCatt. 

Mr. Guuerr of California with Mr. SPARKMAN. 





Mr. GarpNER of New Jersey with Mr. DickERMAN, 

Mr. GREENE with Mr. R 

Mr. Snare with Mr, Pierce. 

Mr. Ketonam with Mr. FLoop. 
Mr. Dayton with Mr. Lewis. 

Mr. SourHwick with Mr. Manon. 
Mr.GRIGGS. Mr.Speaker,I notice that I am paired with the 
entleman from Illinois, Mr. Bourret. Therefore I should like 

to change my vote from “‘no’’ to ‘ present.”’ 

Tho name of Mr. Griggs being again called, he answered “‘ pres- 


t. 
ur. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I voted “no,” but I am in doubt 
whether the pair that I made with the gentleman from Minne- 
gota, Mr. MoCLEary, is still “‘on;’’ so I should like to change my 
yote and answer ‘‘ present.’’ 

The name of Mr. 


mt. 

Mr. TRIMBLE. Mr. Speaker, I should like to be noted as pres- 
ent. Iam paired. 

The name of Mr. TrimBLe being again called, he answered “* pres- 


OCALL being again called, he answered “‘ pres- 


nt.” 
, Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, did the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, Mr. WANGER, vote? 
“The SPEAKER. He did not. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Not having been advised as to his position 
on this question, I wish to withdraw my vote and answer “‘ pres- 


The name of Mr. ApAMSoNn being again called, he answered 


The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
CONFEREES APPOINTED. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
quest a conference with theSenate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the urgent defi- 
ciency appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Hemenway, 
Mr. VAN VoorRuIS, and Mr. Livingston as conferees on the part 


EXPENDITURES OF LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPOSITION COMMITTEE, 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 

from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 

with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on In- 

dustrial Arts and Expositions, and ordered to be printed. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report from tho Secretary of State co a state- 


ment showing tho receipts and disbursements of the Louisiana Purchase 
he month of December, 1908, furnished by the 
tion Commission in pursuance of section 11 of the 
“act to provide for celebrating the ono hundredth anniversary of the pur- 
chase of the Louisiana Territory,” etc., approved March 3, 190] 


Wurrr Hovusn, February 12, 190%. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION PRESENTED TO THB PRESIDENT, 

Mr.WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had presented this day to the President of the United 
States, for his approval, joint resolution of the following title: 

Hi. J. Res, 79. A joint resolution for the transportation of Porto 
Rican teachers to the United States and return. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found traly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 7028, An act to amend an act to regulate the height of 
buildings in the District of Columbia; and 

H.R. 7024. An act to name streets, alleys, highways, and res- ime 
ervations in that part of the District of Columbia outside of the | *°® 
city of Washington, and for other purposes, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE: 
age from the Senate, by Mr. Parxrnson, its reading 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
tles; in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 


Exposition Compan; 


Anactgrantingan increase of pension to John W. Paul; 
An act granting a pension to Ashley C. Riggs; 
a pension to George W. Wetherell; 


. An act grantin 
ting an increase of pension to Daniel H. 


5.3362, An act gran 


An act granting a pension to Mary S. Clark;. 
- An act granting an increase of pension to Matthew 


S. 1803. An act granting an increase of pension to John M, 
8. 3480. An act granting an increase of pension to Swepston 
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8. 3415. An act granting an increase of pension to Manluff W, 
Reynolds; 
5. 2322. An act granting a pension to Adolphus N. Pacetty; 
S. 2359. An act to correct the military record of James W, & 
Houser; | 
S. 1272, An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel i 
Rollins; 4 
S. 2490. An act granting a pension to Naomi Green; 
3. 2278, An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet H,. 
Howlett; 
a 1392, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
ughes; 
, S. 1280. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry Wil- : 
ong; 
S. 3527. An act granting an increase of pension to Jerningham 












OS 2 eat OT, Dh re dag 57 2 

















S. 8267. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary V. 






S. 2048. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Williams; 
S. 3569. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Chamberlain; 
S. 2838, An act granting a pension to Louisa Lyon; 
S. 1642, An act granting an increase of pension to Blanche L. 
Chunn; 
S. 3839. An act granting an increase of pension to George B. 
Abbott; 
no 1 An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Lucetta 
old; 
S. 1530. An act granting an increase of pension to Theron T, 
Lamphere; ; 
S. 3656. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Turner; 
5. 2066. An act granting a pension to William Conover; 
8. 2221. An act granting a pension to Carlotta E. Hooper; 
S. 2969. An act granting a pension to Henry Dority; 
8. 294. An act granting a pension to Vincent de Frietas; 
wa oo An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
S. 3405. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary F. " 
Pentzer; 
S. 3413. An act granting a pension to Henry P. Howard; 
S. 2863. An act granting an increase of pension to David C., 
Coleman; 
S. 2200. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles R, 
Collins; 
S. 1257. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of George F. Harter; 
S. 2817. An act toremove the charge of desertion against George 
W. Posey; 
S. 3945. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis Lewis; 
S. 819. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. Glover; 
“ 2563. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth M, 
nta; 
on 3397. An act granting an increase of pension to George B, 
risty; 
oo An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel A, 
CKOY; 
: 1554, An act granting anincrease of pension to John D. Pick- 
ard; 
S. 3481. Anact granting an increase of pension to J. E. Harrison; 
Ss. . 49, An act granting an increase of pension to William S. 
Burch; 
an 4091. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan M, 
ove; 
S. 4090. An act granting an increase of pension to Charlotte J. 
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S. 4052. An act granting a pension to Alice K. Seligson; 

8. 562. An act granting an increase of pension to Emeline F, 
Emmons; 

Sy 4, An act granting an increase of pension to Clara B. Gris- 
Wwoid; 

S. 3950. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Blaisdell; 

S. 8893. An act granting an increase of pension to John L, 
Rogers; 

S. 3085. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexander g 
Lane; 

S. 3488. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles E, 
McIntire; 

S. 3534. An act granting an increase of pension to John §S. 
Parker; 

S. 1591. An act granting an increase of pension to James Hahn; 

S. 2179. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Harkison; 

8. 268. An act granting an increase of pension Annie B. Johnsoa; 
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S. 3053. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma E. §. 
Wright; 

S. 2959. An act granting an increase of pension to Ada Johnson; 

S. 1616. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Donovan; 

S. 1944. An act granting an increase of pension to John §. 
Stanger; 

S. 3887. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles J. 
Clark; 

S. 3902. An act granting a pension to George F. Smith; 

S. 2662. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Carrow; and 

S. 3812. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Wheatland. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 


H. R. 5367. An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin | 


Moore; 


H. R. 8376. An act granting an increase of pension to Jonathan | 


J. Smith; 


H. R. 5865. An act granting an increase of pension to Joshua | 


Harlan; 
H. R. 2809. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Watt; 


H. R. 4526. An act granting an increase of pension to William | 


J. Shepard; 





H. R. 4136. An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb 


Arnett; 


H. R. 6582, An act granting an increase of pension to Harry | 


Haller; 

H. R. 4045. An act granting a pension to Minnie Gusler; 

H. R. 2019. An act granting a pension to Mary Gwynn; 

H. R. 6352. An act granting a pension to Mary Hu‘; 

H. R. 5555. An act granting an increase of pension to James R. 
Hauptly; 

H. R. 9583. An act granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Hargis; 

H. R. 2923. An act granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Fairchild; 

H. R. 2920. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
W. Huffman; 


H. R. 3032. An act granting an increase of pension to William | 


Pittenger; 

H. R. 8058. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Underhill; 

H. R. 8850. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Joyce: 

H. R. 6705. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin A. 
Forman; 

H. R. 2477. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank J. 
McLaughlin; 


H. R. 865. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles C. | 


Chase: 
H. R. 6089. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma L. 
Nagle; 


H. R. 4251. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph | 


Hinkle; 

H. R. 6426. An act granting an increase of pension to David Z. 
Beidler; 

H. R. 6025. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Herzog; and 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 3616. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Davis; 
wae R. 6023. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

Jigert; 

H. R. 4865. An act granting a pension to Barney L. Brookins; 

H. R. 4887. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
N. Thorpe; 

H. R. 3815. An act granting an increase of pension to Hester 
E. Mooney; 

H. R. 8617. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
M. Everett; 

H. R. 8187. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Jeffrey; 

H. R. 6562. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 
A. Thompson; 

H. R. 5611. An act granting a pension to Juliette Westbrook; 

H. R. 6547. An act granting a pensign to John Holzer; 

H. R. 8920. An act granting a pension to Harriet A. Tucker; 

H. R. 7756. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Schroder; 

H. R. 8342. An act granting an increase of pension to Horace 
E. Davis; 


| 


| 
i 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


. H. R. 3665. An act granting an increase of pension to Hy nry 0 

ones; ee 
H. R. 703. An &act granting an increase of pension to Ro} ert P 

Baker; : 
H. R. 7072. An act granting a pension to Mary McCall: 

H. R. 5538. An act granting a pension to Jane Elizabeth Ry, 


H. R. 937. An act granting an increase of pension to Mark A 
Shelton; re 
H. RB. 587 2. An act granting a pension to Mariah Kuechler: 
H. R. 497. An act granting a pension to Cynthia Thomas: 
H.R. 4031. An act granting an increase of pension toSamue - R. 


| W asson; 


H.R. 5972. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 4 
Wilber; = 

H. R. 6085. An act granting a pension to Anna M. Maier: 

H. R. 4325. An act granting an increase of pension to John A 
Sills; = 

H. R. 32367. An act granting an increase of pension to George W 
Kerby; : 

H. R. 8207. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
JO hnson; 

H. R. 681. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella P. 
Kersteter; 

H. R. 7757. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
Davidheiser; ; 

H. R. 5634. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
L. Miles; 

H. R. 5471. An act granting an increase of pension to A. Marion 
Gamble; 

H. R. 5609. An act granting an increase of pension to Ber 
F. Grigsby; 

H. R. 3407. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Lewis; 

H. R. 3298. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Pennock 

H. R. 7439. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen M. 
Bates; 

H. R. 4937. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 
Conklin; 

H. R. 3299. An act granting a pension to Medie M. Fland 

H. R. 1497, An act granting an increase of pension to Dana 
Cook; 

H. R. 1294, An act granting an increase of pension to William 


| McBrien; 


H. i 1487. An act granting an increase of pension to Dexter T. 
Dra 
i. R. 6701. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 


| Reeds; 





H. R. 7682, An act granting an increase of pension to William 
| H. Howard; 

H. R. 8717. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Edwards; 

H. R. 6036. An act granting an increase of pension to Jolin 
Shafer; 

H. R. 6032. An act granting an increase of pension to C! 
S. Bellows; 

H. R. 7594. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Miller; 

H. R. 610. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Alexander; 

H. R. 7095. An act granting an increase of pension to 1 
H. Hakes; 

H. R. 5699. An act granting an increase of pension to “ames P. 
Johnson; * 
= a R. 7447. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

ailey; 
a H. R. 6091. An act granting an increase of pension ‘o John W. 

rown,; 

H. R. 4578. An act granting an increase of pension to Cath: rine 
M. McClanahan; 
a R. 188. An act granting an increase of pension to Ilenry 

ale; 

H. R. 7732. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Chenowith; 

H. R. 529. An act granting a pension to Emma H. Higley 

H. R. 5199. An act granting an increase of pension to Emm M. 
Johnson; 


Mary 


H. R. 6588. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Cummings; =a 
H. R. 1156. An act granting an increase of pension to #0)” 
Pangratz; rv 
H. R. 7355. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Barrett; hn M 


. H. R. 3435. An act granting an increase of pension to- J 
ratt; 
H. R. 5528. An act granting a pension to Maria Lindhorst 








1904. 





H. R. 6071. An act granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
CN 5581. An act granting an increase of pension to Marvin 
<a 5299. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
vr “4629. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


. Pond; ; : ; : 
; iH. R. 2916. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis S. 
Howard; 


H. R. 2912. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
. Jones; : ; ‘ 
AT R. 6994. An act granting an increase of pension to Theresa 
Nebr ich; . 
H. R. 754. An act granting a pension to John M. Lawton; 
H. R. 4457. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Meldrum; , E . 
H. R. 2982. An act granting a pension to Dudley R. W. Wil- 
liams; ; : 
“EL. R. 2016. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Gardner; : ’ . 
H. R. 1855. An act granting a pension to Harriett B. Riley; 
H. R. 1859. An act granting increase of pension to Patrick 
Cannon; ‘ k 
H. R. 3337, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Craigue; 
H. R. 8729 An act granting an increase of pension to Gustus 
S, Remick; 
H. R. 2111. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
D. Towsley 
H. R. 727. An act granting an increase of pension to James K. 
Blye; 
H. R. 734, An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 8, 
McAlister; : 
H. R. 9029. An act granting a pension to George S. Barbour; 
H. R. 5720. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Filler; 
H. R. 8345. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
P, Clarke; 
H. R. 5818. An act granting an increase of pension to Philip 
Snow: 
H. R. 5617. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
P. Hereford; 
H. R. 134. An act granting a pension to Wilhelmina Miller; 
H. R. 8128. An act granting a pension to Eliza S. Smith; 
H. R. 6005. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
B. Davis; 
H. R. 7374. An act granting an increaso of pension to Jabez 
Perkins; 
H. R. 2201. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
McDonald; 
H. R. 7515. An act granting a pension to Rebecca A. Mathias; 
H. R. 4625. An act granting a pension to Theresa B. Nash; 
H. R. 561. An act granting am increase of pension to Eri 
Summy; 
a . R. 6020, An act granting an increase of pension to William 
. Conner; 
a R. 3172. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
. Pogue; 
H.R. 8521. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
awker; 
wn R. 249. An act granting an increase of pension to Mollie J. 
itchell; 
.. k. 219, An act granting an increase of pension to Minerva 
. Burton: 
— = 7798. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
ack: 
mn R. 7799. An act granting an increase of pension to John O. 
ice; 
H. R. 4946. An act granting a pension to James F, Wheeler; 
a 2822. An act granting an increase of pension to Louiza 
NUIps; 
H. R. 5534. An act granting an increese of pension to Adaline 
Shaw Li vejoy; 
H.R. 5883, An act granting an increase of pension to David 
arentz; 
. R. 6061. An act granting an increase of pension to Alpheus 
. Brown; 
- R. 3411, An act granting an increase of pension to William 
tart: 
me 1483. An act granting an increase of pension to James W. 
ack: 
H.R. 8728. An act granting a pension to Matilda Lafferty; 


H. R. 6947, Anact granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
per; 


ley; 
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H. R. 6442. An act granting an increase of pension to James P. 
Wallace; 

H. R. 689. An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar 
Chapman; 

H. R. 6028. An act granting an increase of pension to Anson 
Heffron; 

H. R. 4915. An act granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Hibbert; 

H. R. 4759. An act granting an increase of pension to David P. 
McDonald; 
ee... R. 660. An act granting an increase of pension to John §, 

ines; 

H. R. 195. Anact granting a pension to Michael Landy; 

H. R. 812. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles F, 
Emery; 

H. R. 4276. An act granting an increase of pension to Hamil- 
ton E. Burritt; 

H. R. 4323, An act granting an increase of pension to May 
Wurtz; 

H. R. 2553. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Wintz; 

H. R. 2040. An act granting a pension to James Anderson: 
oan R. 198, An act granting an increase of pension to Emmett 

e; 

H. R. 5718. An act granting an increase of pension to Adolph 
Heiser; 

H. R. 8272. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Hardy; 

H. R. 1906. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Blanchard; 

H. R. 165. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Adelsperger; 

H. R. 6342. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Springer; and 

H. R. 8748. An act for the relief of Serenus Kilbourne. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution 42. 

Resolved By the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause a survey to be mad 
of the Wilmington Harbor, Delaware (including the Christiana and Brand 
wine rivers), with the view to their improvement and to insure the perma- 
nency of the channel in the Christiana River to the depth of at least 21 feet. 

Senate concurrent resolution 40. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), Thatthere 
be printed 3,500 copies of the report and appendices of the Isthmian Canal 
Commission, with illustrations, of which 1,000 shall be for the use of the Sen- 
ate, 2,000 for the House of Representatives, and 600 for the Isthmian Canal 
Commission. 








Senate concurrent resolution No. 43. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring). That the 





Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause a survey to be made 
of the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., and of the inner harbor of Brunswick, 
Ga.,and to furnish therefrom estimates showing the cost of obtaininga chan- 
nel of ample width to accommodate the commerce of said port, and extend- 
ing from the wharves in said inner harbor, through said outer bar to the ocean, 
and of the following depths at mean bigh tide, to wit, 27 feet, 25 f a 
feet, and 30 feet; that is to say, the Secretary of War is directed to furnish a 
separate estimate of the cost of obtaining achannel at each of sail depths; 
and the Secretary of War is hereby further directed to report whether or 
not in his opinion it is advisable, if these increased depths or any one or more 
of them shall be obtained, that the present channel across said outer bar 


should be straightened. 
CROW INDIANS OF MONTANA. 

Mr. DIXON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that after 
the disposition of the special order the bill (H. R. 11676) to ratify 
and amend an agreement with the Crow Indians of Montana be 
made the special order, not to interfere with revenue or appro- 
priation bills or bills on the Private Calendar or with any busi- 
ness that is privileged under the rules, and that the bill be « 
sidered in the House. 

TheSPEAKER having restated the request of Mr. Dixon, there 
was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 

GOVERNMENT OF TERRITORY OF HAWAII. 

Mr. POWERS of Maine. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of House bill No. 7274. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7274) to amend section 76 of anact entitled “An act to provide 
@ government for the Territory of Hawaii." 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Reserving the right to objec 
I ask that the bill be read in full. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 76 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a 

vernment for the Territory of Hawaii,” approved April 30, 100, be, and 

e same is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Seo. 76. That there shall bea superintendent of public instructi 
shall have the powers and perform the duties conferred upon and required 
of the minister of public instruction by the laws of Hawaii as amended by 
the act, and subject to modification by the legislature. 

“It shall be the duty of the United States Commissioner of Labor to col- 
lect, assort, arrange, and present in reports in 1905, and every five years 
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thereafter, statistical details relating to all departments of labor in the Terri- | amended by striking out the concluding words of said section, to wi; « 

tory of Hawaii, especially in relation to the commercial, industrial, social, | the first Monday in September in each year,” and inserting in Jiey tj... 5 

educational, and sanitary condition of the laboring classes, and to all such ” ~ hereof 

other subjects as Congress may by law direct. The said Commissioner is 

especially charged to ascertain the highest, lowest, and average number of 

employees engaged in the various industries in the Territory, to be classified 

as to nativity, sex, hours of labor, and conditions of employment, and to re- 

port the same to Congress.” 


the words “on the third Monday in October in each year. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on th, 
ciary was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and 


» Judi- 


third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and - ; is 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (s 
to authorize the sale of a part of what is known as the Rod 
Indian Reservation. 

The SPEAKER, That is a continuing order. It can be calog 
up at any time. , 

Mr. STEENERSON. Well, I call it up. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest to the gent]. 
there are one or two other matters that the Chair would 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Roprnson of Indiana, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


EXTENSION OF SPEECHES ON ST. LOUIS EXPOSITION, 


Mr. TAWNEY. Iask unanimous consent that the Members of 
the House who have addressed the Committee of the Whole on 
the subject of the Louisiana Purchase Exposition be allowed the 
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Mr. STEENERSON. All right. 
CERTAIN LANDS IN MINNESOTA. 


Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent fo 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 1558) to grant to the s+. 
of Minnesota certain vacant lands in said State for forestry 1 
poses. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unopi- 
mous consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole 1% 
the state of the Union from further consideration of the | 
to consider the same in the Houseat the present time. The Clerk 
will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the northwest quarter of the northwes 
and the southeast quarter of the southwest quarter (80 acres, mo 
of section 6, township 134 north, range 29 west, fifth principal meridia: 
vacant public land adapted for forestry purposes and adjoining : 
serve belonging to the State of Minnesota, be, and the same is hereby, gr 
to said State of Minnesota for forestry purposes; but this act shall no: 
dice any right to any of said land that may have been acquired by any 
party previous to its passage. , 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I shall have t 


There being no objection, leave was granted accordingly. 
ADMINISTRATION OF LAND LAWS, 


Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11812) relating to applications, declaratory statements, entries, 
and final proofs under the homestead and other land laws, and to confirm 
the same in certain cases when made outside of the land district within 
which the land is situated. 

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever it shall appear to the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office that an error has heretofore been made by the offi- 
cers of any local land office in receiving any application, deciaratory state- 
ment, entry, or final proof under the homestead or other land laws, and that 
there was no fraud practiced by the entryman, and that there are no prior 
adverse claimants to the land described in the entry, and that noother reason 
why the title should not vest in the entryman exists, except that said appli- 
cation, declaratory statement, entry, or proof was not made within the land 
district in which the lands applied for are situated, as provided by the act of 
March 11, 192, such entry or proof shall be confirmed. 

Sec. 2. That this act shall be in force from and after its passage and 
approval. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I should like to have an explana- 
tion of the bill, reserving the right to object. object. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, this bill simply provides for| ‘the SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi objects. 
legalizing entries and proofs under our land law, where the same | Mr, TAWNEY. I suggest to the gentleman that he with 


were made erroneously outside of the land district in which the | his objection pending a statement. 


land lies. Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I will reserve the ob 
_Prior to 1902 there was a law providing that an entryman de- | while the gentleman makes his seobanantaty but this bill esta 
siring to make entry or desiring to make proof might go to the | g precedent 
nearest county seat, even though it were outside of the land dis- Mr. VOLSTEAD. Iwill make this explanation: John S.1 
trict in which the land lies. In 1902 a law was passed which re- | pury, late governor of the State of Minnesota, donated to tl 
quired proofs to be made within the land district. Partially | something over a thousand acres of land. It was cut over tin: 
through the negligence of the Land Department at Washington, | jand that is almost entirely worthless. The State has been en- 
the registers and receivers were not notified in a manner or their gaged for some time in the work of reforesting that particular 
attention was not called to this change of the law in a manner | tract of land. It may be called a park or a forest reserve, us ) 
sufliciently strong to make them change their rules and regula- | please. This particular tract of about 80 acres which: it i 
tions. As a result, a large number of entries and proofs were | to obtain for the State comes right up against the land b 
permitted by the local land offices to be made under the old law. | to the State and joins it on three sides. The land has prac 
This bill simply legalizes that particular feature of the entries | no value except for the purpose for which we desire to use it— 
and proofs, and it is approved by the Department. that is, to use it in connection with the other as a forest reserve. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask The State is now about to enter upon it, if it can secure it upor 
_ seas, if ae Se word from the Secretary of the In- | the plan proposed, and cultivate timber on this particular trac 
OTtOr UpOR Tae emeee ; | It seems to me, in view of the fact that we are giving land 
Mr. MARSHALL. Yes; the matter has been submitted to the | park purposes and for other po purposes, that this is a prope! 
Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the General | grant, and it certainly would be doing nobody any harm. Tis 
Land Office and is approved heartily by both of them. | piece of land is away out from any city; it is not suitabl 
a TAWNEY. Is the bill reported favorably by the com- | agricultural purposes; it is cut-over timber land. It cert 
= : can not be worth more than two or three dollars an acre. On 
Mr. MARSHALL. Unanimously reported by the committee. | 4 few years ago it would not have been worth 25 cents en acre. 
The SPEAKER. | Is there objection? | For the purpose sought it may have a value; and it seems to me 
There was no objection. aed that as this bill has been recommended by the Committee om 
__ The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and | public Lands of the Senate, recommended by the commit 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. _ | the House, and there is no objection, so far as I unders' 
On motion of Mr. MARSHALL, a motion to reconsider the last any of the Departments, though it has been submitted to tuel 


vote was laid on the table. | itis proper that the bill pass. 


FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT. Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What is it used for now: 


Mr. VOLSTEAD. i se ything. 
Mr. WILEY of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- Mr LACEY. Will the sonthnman ‘yield to me now | 


sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9658) to | moment? 
amend the first section of an act providing that the circuit court Mr.VOLSTEAD. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 
of appeals for the fifth judicial circuit of the United States shall Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I would state that the ares 
hold at least one term of said court annually in the city of Mont- | over land in Minnesota is very large. The method of re! 
gomery, in the State of Alabama, approved January 30, 1903. it involves a considerable expense by way of experimen 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- | state can better make those experiments than anybody. ‘Ilus's 
mous consent to consider the following bill, which the Clerk will | 9 small area of land immediately adjoining a tract owned | the 

: . pon, 


report. State, andis a good object lesson for them to experiment "| 
« ; § ss ; he 
The Clerk read as follows: so that outsiders, private individuals, may get the benefit of ‘he 
Be it enacted, etc., That the first section of the act providing that the cir- experiments. 


cuit court of appeals for the fifth judicial circuit of the United States shall . ree : i »man fro! 
hold at least one term of said court annually in the city of Montgomery, i Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the g« ntleman ft 


in b . a 
the State of Alabama, approved January 30, 1903, be, and the same is hereby, | allow me to ask him this question: If we establish the pr 


| 
privilege of extending their remarks in the Recorp. to lay before the House. 
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of granting the States public lands for forestry purposes, has the 
gentleman any idea of where it is going to stop? 

Mr. LACEY. Well, of course, each one of these propositions 
must rest upon itsown bottom. This is averysmall tract. Does 
ny friend remember the area? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Eighty acres. 

Mr. LACEY. Eighty acres. It is adjacent to another tract of 
land belonging to the State. TheState tract is not quite adequate 
for a fair experiment, and therefore the request is made to add 
this additional public land, which of course might be taken up by 
a homesteader or by anybody or in any other way by private in- 
dividuals, but it is the purpose here to give it to the State to ex- 

eriment upon. 

' Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I think, from my standpoint, 
this would be enn up a bad precedent, and I should be com- 
lled to object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi objects, 


DEVELOPMENT OF THE MERCHANT MARINE. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can make that motion if he 
desires, but the Chair recognized the gentleman, as he supposed, 
in accordance with a previous request for asking unanimous con- 
sent touching an order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam ready to do that. I was misled by 
a gentleman suggesting the motion to adjourn. I did not under- 
stand the Chair. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that 
immediately after the reading of the Journal on Saturday, one 
week from the coming Saturday, the 20th day of the month, be 
set apart for the consideration of House bill 7056; that the same 
shall be a continuing order, not to take the place of appropriation 
bills or contested-election cases or other privileged matters, until 
Tuesday of the following week, and then, after six hours’ debate 
ona side, a vote shall be taken upon the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that on February 20 next House bill 7056 be made a spe- 
cial order and continue as a special order until the following 
Tuesday—not to interfere with appropriation revenue, or other 
privileged bills—and then, after six hours’ discussion on a side, 
the vote to be taken. The Clerk will report the bill by title. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not see the senior mem- 
ber of the minority of that committee in his seat, but I am in- 
formed, as I catch it, that is the arrangement which he told me 
had been entered into. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ihave described it exactly as we agreed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is as I understand the 
arrangement that had been agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7056) creating a commission to consider and recommend tage 
lation for the development of the American merchant marine, and for other 


purposes. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Missouri objects. 


FIELD OPERATIONS OF THE BUREAU OF SOILS. 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
: nsent for the present consideration of the following joint reso- 
ution, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 41) providing for a change in the method of print- 
78 the report on fleld operations of the Bureau of Soils, Department of 
griculture, 


Resolved, etc., That in addition to the number of copies of the report on | 


field operations of the Bureau of Soils, Department of Agriculture, provided 
for by joint resolution No. 8, Fifty-sixth Congress, approved February 23, 
11, and which may hereafter be published in one or more volumes, there 
* printed, as soon as the manuscript can be prepared, with the necessary 


maps and illustrations to accompany it, a report of each area surveyed, in | 


the form of advance sheets, of which 500 copies shall be for the use of each 


Senator from the State, 2,000 copies for the use of each Representative for the | 


Congressional district or districts in which the surv ey is made, aud 1,000 copies 
for the use of the Department of Agriculture. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. CASSEL. I object. 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I would like to ask the gentle- | 
man from Pennsylvania to withdraw his objection until I can | 
make a statement. From a remark the gentleman from Penn- | 
sylvania made, I gather that he objects to the immediate con- | 


oe of this report because of the expense incident to the 
bucation, 

J will say in this connection that this amendment to the resolu- 
tion now in force reduces the expense of this annual publication 
“out 25 per cent and enables the Agricultural Department to 
distribute the maps and the data gathered more promptly, and 
makes the work more effective, and an objection will not only 


greatly impair the work as originally designed, but it will re- 


sult in the present public resolution standing, which will carry 
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with it an expenditure of about 25 per cent more than this amend- 
ment proposes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
from Indiana allow me to make astatement? If so, I think I can 
show the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CasseL] why this 
resolution ought to pass. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Justamoment. I want to sayin 
this connection, Mr. Speaker, this is a work which has been car- 
ried on by the Agricultural Department for several years, the 
result being an analysis of the soils in various parts of the country, 
and as the law now stands the result of these analyses has not 
been announced to the localities interested for probably a year to 
eighteen months after the examination and the analysis have taken 
place, and this amendment provides that as soon as the report is 
made and the analyses received the maps shall be prepared and the 
distribution made with special reference to the State and Congres- 
sional district where the work is performed. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question, and that is, if the report of the committee shows the 
cost of this? I could not hear all the gentleman said. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. The costof this under the public 
resolution as now done is annually in the neighborhood of $67,000. 
We believe the work when done, as proposed in this amendment, 
will reduce the cost about 25 per cent. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam glad to get the gentleman’s statement, and 
I want to suggest right here, in former Congresses it has been the 
custom of the Committee on Printing to report the probable cost 
when they report a bill for printing, or a resolution; and I will 
say to the gentleman I hope he will include that in the future, so 
as to be able to give the House that information. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Iunderstand that has always been 
done when a report originated. This work has been going on 
from year to year,and the annual expenditure has been in the 
neizhborhood of $57,000. The usual and formal estimate can not 
well be furnished on reports not yet in manuscript. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to state, Mr. Speaker, to 
the gentleman who objected to this matter, that these are the 
facts: The Secretary of Agriculture, Mr. Wilson, has in his De- 
partment what is known as a ‘‘ Bureau of Soil Survey.’’ His soils 
experts, say, will come to your district and go to other districts, and 
they intend to go over all the Congressional districts throughout 
the United States in the course of time and examine the soil, and 
reports are made, put upon paper, and sent in to the Secretary of 
Agriculture, where the work is completed and made ready to print, 
| but. unless they are all sent in at one time, and it is impracticable 
| and impossible to do so, the Secretary of Agriculture can not 
publish the books containing these reports until they are filed with 
him. 

Now, he desires to have these reports published as they are 
completed here in his Department, so that they can be sent out 
in leaflet form to the farmers in the Congressional districts where 
the work has been done and sent out in a few days or weeks after 
it is filed in his office. Sometimes he has to wait to do so twelve 
months, until all the reports come in. Now, in my own district 
{am laboring under this very trouble. The report from David- 
son County has been completed for some time, and the farm- 
srs out there are writing for it now. Iasked him to give mea 
ynopsis of it, but he could not do that. If this resolution is 





assed, that would be printed and all the other surveys would be 
‘inted that are now lying completed in his office which can not 
e published until this great book of reports is sent in and it is 
eady to be published. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. And in the meantime the local 
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| interest in the analyses has died out. 

| Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Exactly, and you send a report— 
| this annual book—to Davidson County, for instance, of a survey 
|} made up in Maine, and they do not need that at all, and vice 
| versa; but if the pamphlet is sent of Davidson County the farm- 
ers need and want it,and want it to-day, and this measure would 
give it to them, and so in all the surveys made. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit for the con- 
sideration of the gentleman from Pennsylvania this suggestion: 
This matter was carefully considered by the Committee on Agri- 
culture, and a subcommittee was appointed by that committee to 
bring the subject dealt with in this resolution to the attention of 
the Committee on Printing and to urge its adoption in the inter- 
est of economy. 
| Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. And effectiveness. 
| Mr.BURLESON. The Committee on Agriculture unanimously 
| indorsed this resolution, after giving same careful consideration, 
land I hope the gentleman will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, I objected to the proposition be- 
cause I objected to this amount of money being spent for this serv- 
ice and distributed throughout the United States, because I did 
' not believe that it amounted to anything or was of any advan- 
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tage to the farmer, but if this resolution is going to reduce ex- 
penses and save the Government any money, I will withdraw my 
objection. But I want to say if by any means I can cut out this 
part of the agricultural work I shall certainly join with anyone 
else in doing it, because I believe it is merely money being spent 
in this way unnecessarily and without result, but under the cir- 
cumstances I will withdraw my objection at the present time, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws his objection. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I renew it. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Srzxnerson] to call up a 
special order. 

RED LAKE INDIAN RESERVATION, STATE OF MINNESOTA. 


Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill (8S. 
4490) to authorize the sale of a part of what is known as the Red 
Lake Indian Reservation, in the State of Minnesota, which was 
made a special order. I ask for the reading of the amendment, 
in the nature of a substitute, to the Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas James al ouiie, United States Indian inspector, did, on the 
10th day of March, A. D. 1902, makeandconcludean agreement with the adult 
male Indians of the Red Lake Reservation, in the State of Minnesota; which 
said agreement is in words and figures as follows: 

“This agreement made and entered into this 10th day of March, 1902, by 
and between James McLaughlin, United States Indian inspector, on the part 
of the United States, and the Red Lake and Pembina bands of Chippewa In- 
dians belonging on the Red Lake Reservation in the State of Minnesota, wit- 
nesseth: 

“ArvricLs lL. The said Indians belonging on the Red Lake Indian Reserva- 
tion, Minn., for the consideration hereinafter named, do hereby cede, surren- 
der, grant, and convey to the United States all their claim, right, title, and in- 
terest inand toall that part of the Red Lake Indian Reservation situate within 
the boundaries of Red as County, Minn.,as said county is at present defined 
and organized, the tract hereby ceded being more particularly described as 
embracing all that part of the said Red Lake Indian Reservation lying west 
of the range line between ra 38 and 39 west of the fifth principal merid- 
ian, the tract of land hereby ceded approximating 256,152 acres; and also 
hereby agree that all of said Indians now residing on the tract hereby ceded 
shall remove to the diminished reservation within six months after the rati- 
fication of this agreement, and shall be paid not exceeding $5,000 in cash by 
the Indians of said Red Lake Reservation out of the first payment received 
by them from the proceeds of this cession; said $5,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, to be paid equitably to those thus removing, in proportion 
to the value of their respective improvements, which payment by said Red 
Lake Indiansshall be in full for all improvements which they will abandon, 
and also for the removal within tho diminished reservation of their dead 
from where they are now buried on tho tract hereby ceded. 

“Ant. IT. In consideration of the land ceded, relinquished, and conveyed by 
Article I of this agreement, the United States stipulates and agrees to nay to 
gaid Indians, in the manner hereinafter provided, the sum of $1,000,000. 

“Ant. IL. It is understood that of the amount to be paid to said Indians, as 
stipulated by Article I of this agreement, the sum of $250,000 shall be paid in 
eash, per capita, share and share alike, to each man, woman, and child be- 
longing on said Red Lake Indian Reservation, within ninety days after the 
ratification of this agreement, and the remainder of the said sum of $1,000,000, 
viz, $750,000, shall be paidin cash, per capita, in fifteen annual installments of 
$50,000 each, the first of which fifteen annual installments to be paid in the 
month of Oetober of the year following that in which payment of the said 
$250,000 is made, as provided in this agreement, and in the month of October 
of each year thereafter of the succeeding fourteen years, covering the period 
of said fifteen annual installments. 

“An. IV. It is further agreed that thesaid Indians belonging on said Red 
Lake Indian Reservation, Minn., shall possess their diminished reservation 
independent of all other bands of the Chippewa tribe of Indians, and shall be 
entitied to allotments thereon of 160 acres each, of either agricultural or pine 
land, the different classes of land to be apportioned as equitably as possible 
amonz the allottees. 

“Ant. V. It is understood that nothing in this agreement shall be con- 
strued to deprive the said Indians belonging on the Red Lake Indian Reserva- 
tion, Minn., of any benefits to which they are entitled under existing treaties 
for agrcements not inconsistent with the provisions of this agreement. 

“Ant. VI. This agreement shall take effect and be in fores when signed by 


mals adult Indians, parties hereto, and when accepted and ratified by the 
Congress of the United States. 

“In witness whereof the said James McLaughlin, United States Indian in- 
spector,on the part of the United States, and the maleadult Indians belonging 
on the Red Lake Indian Reservation, Minn., have hereunto set their hands an 
seals at Red Lake Indian Agency, Minn., this 10th day of March, A. D. 1902. 

“James McLAUGHLIN, [SBAL.] 
“United States Indian Inspector. 
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(Seal.) 
(Seal.) 
(Seal.) 
(Seal.) 
(Seal. ) 
(Seal.) 
(Seal) 


we 


o 


mos 


“aIAo 
MMMM MMe 


And 213 other mals adult Indians.” 

We, the undersigned, hereby certify that the foregoing agreement was 
fully explained by us in open council to the Indians of the Red Lake Reser- 
vation, Minn,; that it was fully understood by them beforesigning, and that 
the agreement was duly executed and signed by said Indians. 

Jos. C. Boy, 

C. W. Morrison, 

Prerer GRAVES, 
Interpreters, 


Rep LAKE AGENCY, MINN., March 12, 1902. 


| terms and conditions as herein prescribed 


| forfeiture by reoffering said land for sale. 


| ther, Thatsuch purchaser shall make 


| purchasers under this act: Provi 





FEBRUARY 11, 


We, the unde do hereby certify that we witnessed the si 
of James McLaughlin, United States Indian 
the Red Lake Reservation, Minn., to the foregoing agreement. 
DANTEL SULLIVAN, 


Overseer in charge of Subay, ney 
Prank H.Krark, — 

Mayor of Thief River Fails, Minn, 
B. L. Parrpanks, 

White Earth Agency, 


gnat 
tor, and the 220 Indians 


Mir 
Rep LAKE AGENcy, Mrxn., March 1%, 1908. — 


I hereby certify that the total number of male adult Indtans over | 
of age onging on the Red Lake Reservation is 834, of whom 220 “have 
signed the foregoing agreement. : 

G. L. Scort, 
Major, Tenth Cavalry, Acting Indian Agent, 


LEEecH LAKE AGENCY, MINN., March 17, 1908. 


8 yearg 


And 
Whereas it is deemed for the best interests of the said Indians that said 
agreement be amended and modified as hereafter provided: herefora. 

Be it enacted, etc., ARTICLE I. The said Indians belonging on the Red Lake 
Indian Reservation, Minn., for theconsideration hereinafter named, do hera)y 
cede, surrender, grant, and convey to the United Statesall their claim, righ; 
titie, and interest in and to all that part of the Red Lake Indian Roser vation 
lying west of the range line between ranges 38 and 39, west of the fifth principal 
meridian, the tract of land hereby ceded approximating 256, li2acres. and a): 
hereby agree that all of said Indians now residing on the tract hereby cede: 
shall remove to the diminished reservation within six months after them, 
fication of this agreement, and shall be paid not exceeding $20,000 in cash by 
the Indians of said Red Lake Reservation out of the first payment receive: 
by them from the proceeds of this cession, said $20,000, or so much thereof ; 
may be necessary, to be paid equitably to those thus removing, in proportio; 
to the value of their respective improvements, which payment by said Red 
Lake Indians shall be in full for all improvements which they will abandon, 
and also for the removal within the diminished reservation of their dead 
from where they now sare buried on the tract hereby ceded. 

Art. If. In consideration of the land ceded, panes, and conveyed by 
Article I of this agreement the United States stipulates and agrees fo s-l!, 
subject to the homestead laws of the United States, under rules and regula- 
tions to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, in tracts not to ex- 
ceed 160 acres to each individual, all of said lands, excopt lands remaining 
unsold after five years from the first sale hereunder, which may be so!d with- 
out reference to the provisions of the homestead law. Said lands shal! be 
sold for not less than $4 per acre, and shall be sold upon the following terms: 
One-fifth of the purchase price to be paid at the time of sale and the balance 
of the purchase price of said land to be paid in five equal annual installments 


due in one, two, three, four, and five years from date of sale, respectively ,and 
to pay over to said Indians all of the proceeds realized from the sale of said 
lands as herein provided. 

Art. III. It is understood that of the amount realized from the sale of sai 


1 
ure 
8 
‘ 
i 
A 


lands a sum of not exceeding $300,000 shal! be paid in cash per « 

and share alike, to each man, woman, and child belonging on sa 

Indian Reservation within ninety days after the first sale her rov 
for, and the remainder of the proceeds of the sale of said lands shall be p 
in cash per capita in fifteen annual installments, the first of which tif 
annual installments is to be paid in the month of October of the year f 
ing that in which the paymentof tho said $00,000 is made, as provided in t! 
agreement, and in the month of October of each year thereafter, and 
moneys received after theexpiration of said fifteen years shall be apport 

in like manner among said Indians and paid to them on the Ist day of Octu 
ber in each year. 

Art. IV. It is further agreed that the said Indians belonging on tho said 
Red Lake Indian Reservation, Minn., shall possess their diminished rese: 
tion independent of all other bands of the Chippewa tribe of Indians 
shall be entitled to allotments thereon of 160 acres each, of either agriculiu 
or pine land, the different classes of land to be apportioned as equitahl; 
possible among the allottees. : 

Arr. V. It is understood that nothing in this agreement shall b 
to deprive the said Indians belonging on the Red Lake Indian R 
Minn., of any benefits to which they are entitled under existing treaties 
agrecments not inconsistent with the provisions of this agreemont 
intention of this agreement that the United States shall act as tr 
said Indians to dispose of said land and to expend and pay over the} 
as received from the sale thereof only as received, as herein provided 

Art. VI. This agreement shall take effect and bein force when ac 
and ratified by the Congress of the United States. 

Src. 2. That said agreement be, and the same is hereby, accepte 
fied as horein amended. i 

Src. 3. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and direct’ 


epted 


s ; ; | to sell, subject to the homestead laws of the United States, 
United States Indian Inspector James McLaughlin and by a majority of the | =e aia as he ane prescribe, in nate not to exceed 1% acres 


individual, all that part of the Red Lake Reservation, in the Stato of Min: 
sota, lying westerly of the range line between ranges 38 and 3 west ol | 
fifth principal meridian, approximating 256,WOeacres. Andthe said land 
be sold for not less than $4 acre, and shall be sold upon t folio 
terms: One-fifth of the price bid therefor to be paid at the time the 
made,and the balance of the purchase price of said land to b» paid In! 
equal annyal installments, due in one, two, three, four, and five years 


Gate of sale, respeetively, payment to be tt 


j 


© to the receiver of the Unite’ 
States land office for the district in which said land may be situated. Ani in 
case any purchaser fails to make such annual payments promptly when &') 
or within sixty days thereafter, all rights in and to the land cov: ya 
or her purchase shall at once cease, and any payments macs shall there 
be forfeited, and the Secretary of the Interior shall thereupon deciare suc® 


And no patent shall issue to the purchaser unti} the purchaser sha 1 be 
paid the purchase price and in all respects compjied with the te ns ane? 
visions of the homestead lawsof the United States: Provided, | ha onl of th 
chaser shall have the right of commutation, as provided by section “0! 0 
Revised Statutes of the United States, by paying for the land at the pve 
whieh it sold, receiving credit for payments previously made: frou’ 
his final proof conformable tot he ‘han 4 
in six years from the date of sale; that aliens who bi” 


ered 
¢her 


stead laws wi 


| declared their intention to become citizens of the United States may 


purchasers under this act, but before making final 
must take out their full naturalization papers; an 
have heretofore exhausted their rights under the homestead law Ms)” 
a further, That after the firs men 
under shall be closed, the lands oma sanokd chal yon ae 
antry : y . alified purchasers, subject to vi" 
entry at the price of $4 per acre by qualifiec 2 to lands sold wt sai | firs 
Provided further, That all lands above described which shall remait 


proof and acguiri! title 
p that yersons W n | - 
law may beco 


} 


| at the expiration of five years from the date of the first sale hereund 








1904. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. IS99 








SS owieina 
be offered for sale at not less than $4 per acre (and lands remaining unsold 
after such sale shall be subject to private entry and sale at said price), with- 
out any conditions whatever except the payment of the purchase price: And 

rovided further, That wherever the boundary line of said reservation runs 
Fagonally so as to divide any Government subdivision of a secticn, and the 
owner of that — of such subdivision now being outside of the reserva- 
tion becomes the purchaser of that portion of such subdivision lying within 
the reservation, residence and improvements upon either portions of such 
gubdivision as provided by the homestead law shall constitute a compliance 
as to all such Government subdivisions. 

All of the Indians residing upon the tract above described shall remove 
therefrom to the diminished reservation within six months after the passage 
of this act; and there is hereby appropriated from the proceeds of said sale 
the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be paid to 
those thus removing in proportion to their respective improvements, which 

yment to the said Red Lake Indians shall be in full for all improvements 
which they will abandon, and also for theexpense of removal within the dimin- 
ished reservation of their dead from where they are now buried on the tract 
above described, and the expense of making allotments. 

he proceeds of said lands as realized from time to time shall be paid into 
the United States Treasury to the credit of the Indians belonging on said 
reservation. Of the amount realized from the sale of said lands a sum not 
exceedings $300,000 shall be paid in cash, per capita, share and share alike, to 
each man, Woman, and chil panes on said Red Lake Indian Reservation 
within ninety days after the first sale herein pores for, and the remainder 
of the proceeds of the sale of said lands shall be paid in cash, per capita, in 
fifteen annual installments, the first installment to be paid in the month of 
October of the year following that in which the payment of the $300,000 is 
made; and al] moneysreceived after the expiration of said fifteen years shall 
be apportioned in like manner among said Indians and paid to them on the 
Ist day of October in each year. 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby vested with full power and author- 
ity to make such rules and regulations as to the time of notice, manner of 
gle, and other matters incident to the corre out of the provisions of this 
act as he may deem necessary, and with authority to continue making sale of 
said lands until all of said lands shall have been sold. 

In addition to the price to be paid for the land, the entryman shall pay the 
same fees and commissions at the time of commutation or final entry as now 
provided by law where the price of the land is $1.25 per acre. 

Suo. 4. That nothing in this act contained shall in any manner bind the 
United States to purchase any portion of the land herein described, or to 
guarantee to find purchasers for said lands or any portion thereof, it bein 
the intention of this act that the United States shall act as trustee for sai 
Indians to dispose of said lands and to expend and pay over the proceeds re- 
ceived from the sale thereof only as received, as herein provided. 

Sec. 5. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its 
passage. 


Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a brief 
statement concerning this bill. The agreement set out in the bill 
was negotiated—under authority of law passed in 1901—by the 
Secretary of the Interior, or through an Indian inspector, with 
these Indians. This agreement was made in March, 1902, and 
provided that the Indians should cede this tract of land, consisting 
of 256,126.28 acres, to the United States,in consideration of which 
the United States should pay them $1,000,000, or approximately 
$3.00 an acre, 

The Secretary of the Interior transmitted this agreement to the 
last Congress and recommended that it be ratified and carried out, 
but for reasons well known, although the Senate passed a bill, the 
House of Representatives failed to do so on the ground that they 
did not desire to appropriate money for the purchase of Indian 
lands. It therefore became necessary in this case, as in the case 
of the Rosebud Indians of South Dakota and the Devils Lake In- 
dians of North Dakota, to modify the agreement so that the land 
should be sold by the United States and the proceeds turned over 
to the Indians. 

This modification has been made in a manner similar to that of 
the Rosebud and the Devils Lake reservations, which the House 
has already passed upon. 

The bill under immediate consideration is a Senate bill, and the 
provisions constituting the amendment were all considered by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs,and provides for this change, so 
that the land shall be sold. Instead of the United States being a 
purchaser, it simply acts as trustee and sells the land subject to 
the homestead laws. 

It takes no money out of the Treasury. These appropriations 
that are made are to be taken out of the proceeds that are derived 
ftom the sale. This land, I will say, is all agricultural land, so 
reported, and although there are a few marshy places it will un- 
doubtedly bring a great deal more to the Indians when sold as 
Provided for in this bill than it would if the United States had 
paid $1,000,000, 

Mr. PAYNE. There is no schoot land set apart in this bill, and 
8 no appropriation is made. 

Mr.STEENERSON. No. No preparation was made for school 

ands for this reason: In the case of State of Minnesota against 

Hitchcock the United States Supreme Court he!d that Minnesota 

bet ee to indemnity land, and it has selected the indemnity 
utside, 

Mr.PAYNE. All right; let us pass the bill. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, this bill came from 
‘he Committee on Indian Affairs upon a unanimous report, and 
in accord with the olicy recently adopted to open up all Indian 

ds where a treaty has been properly made. The treaty in this 


- has been properly made, and the bill as drawn has no objec- 
onable features, 








The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment in the nature of a preamble was agreed to. 

_ The bill was ordered to be read a third time; was read the third 

time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. STEENERSON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT, 

Mr. WILEY of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, earlier in the day I 
asked unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 9648) regulating the holding of terms of court in the fifth 
judicial circuit. I now find that that bill passed at an earlier day 
of the session. I therefore ask unanimous consent to vacate all 
proceedings touching that bill at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent to vacate all proceedings had earlier in the day 
touching the bill (H. R. 9648) to amend the first section of an act 
providing that the circuit court of appeals for the fifth judicial 
circuit of the United States shall hold at least one term of said 
court annually in the city of Montgomery, in the State of Ala- 
bama. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


FIELD OPERATIONS OF THE BUREAU OF SOILS, 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, the objection to 
the present consideration of the House joint resolution No. 41, 
providing for a change in the method of printing the report on 
field operations of the Bureau of Soils, Department of Agricul- 
ture, has been withdrawn, and Irenew my request for unanimous 
consent. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the joint resolution. 

The resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, read the third time, and passed. 

REPORTS OF LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the Senate joint resolu- 
tion No. 37, providing for the editions to be printed of the annual 
and special reports of the Librarian of Congress, which I will 
send to the desk and ask to have read, with an amendment thereto. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the following Senate joint 
resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all between the word “ cloth,” in line 6, and the word “ five,” in 
line $; so that the resolution as amended will read as follows: 

* Resolved, etc., That of the annual and special reports of the Librarian of 
Congress hereafter submitted to Congress, but including the report for 1908, 
there be printed and bound in cloth 5,000 copies for the use of the Library of 
Congress.”’ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman the ex- 
pense of this. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. The annual expense of this pub- 
lication is $2,326.35. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment. : 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
Senate joint resolution as amended. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was ordered to be 
read a third time, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the Senate joint resolu- 
tion No. 28. 

Mr. DIXON. Mr. Speaker, I object. Icall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montana calls for the 
regular order. 

AGREEMENT WITH INDIANS OF CROW RESERVATION. 

Mr. DIXON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 11676) to 
ratify and amend an agreement with the Indians of the Crow 
Reservation, in Montana, and making appropriations to carry the 
same into effect, and in that connection ask unanimous consent 
that the reading of the whereases of the bill be omitted and that 
it be read by the Clerk, commencing on line 1, page 10. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montana asks unani- 
mous consent that the Clerk omit the reading of the whereases of 
the bill and read only that portion of the bill indicated. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill is as follows: 


Whereas Benjamin F. Barge, James H. McNeely, and Charles G. Koyt, 
acting for and on behalf the United States, did, on the 14th day of August, 
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A. D. 1899, make and conclude an agreement with the Indians of the Crow 
ceeeeutem, in Montana, which said agreement is in words and figures as 
OlloWS: 

Whereas Benjamin F. Barge, James H. McNeely, and Charles G. Hoyt, be- 
ing duly appointed as commissioners on behalf of the United States by the 
Secretary of the Interior under and by virtue of an act of Congressapproved 
June 10, 1896 (29 U. S. Stat. L., p. 341), entitled “An act making appro- 

sriations for current and contingent expenses of the Indian Bureau of the 
nterior Department and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and _for other ee and 
by said act being authorized to negotiate with the Crow the State 
of Montana, for the cession of a portion of their reservation; and whereas the 
Indians residing on and having rights upon the said Crow Indian rvation, 
- Ge State of Montana, are willing to dispose of a portion of their surplus 
nas: 

Now, therefore, this agreement made and entered into by and between the 
aforesaid commissioners on behalf of the United States of America and the 
headmen and a majority of the male adults residing upon and having rights 
on the Crow Indian Reservation in the State of Montana, witnesseth: 

AntriciE I. That the said Indians of the Crow Reservation do hereby cede, 
grant, and relinquish to the United States all right, title, and interest which 
they may have to the lands embraced within and bounded by the following- 
described lines: Beginning at the northeast corner of the said Crow Indian 
Reservation; thence running due south to a point lying due east of the north- 
east corner of the Fort eh Reservation; thencerunning due west 
to the northwest corner of said Fort ter Military Reservation; thence due 
south to the southwest corner ofsaid Fort Custer Military Reservation; thencs 
due west to the intersection of the line between sectionsJ0 and 11, townshi 
2 south, range 28 east of the principal meridian of Montana; thence due north 
to the intersection of the Montana base line; thence due west to the intersec- 
tion of the western boundary of the Crow Indian Reservation; thence in a 
northeasterly direction, following the present boundary of said reservation, 
to point of beginning. 

Art. I. That in consideration of the land ceded, granted, and relinquished 
as aforesaid, the United States stipulates and agrees to mr and expend 
for the Indians of the said reservation $1,150,000, in the following manner, 


to wit: 

Ninety thousand dol or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be 
expended under the d on of the Secretary of the Intorior in the exten- 
sion and completion, including the necessary of the system of irri- 
gation now being constructed on said reservation. 

Ten thousand dollars shall be expended, under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in the building, extension, or completion of individual 
Indian ditches: Provided, That none of the above sum shal} be expended 
without the knowledge and consent of the Indian agent. 

One hundred thousand dollars shall be placed in the Treasury of the United 
States to the credit of the Crow Indians as a trust fund, the same to remain 
in the Treasury for fifteen years, and shall draw interest at the rate of 4 per 
cent per annum, said interest to spengensen by the Secretary of the Interior 
in maintaining and managing said irrigation system. 

Provided further, That at the expiration of the fifteen years above men- 
tioned such sition shall be e of said fund asthe Indians, with the 
consent of the Secretary of the Interior, may determine.. 

Two hundred and forty thousand do shall be expended, under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Interior, in the purchase of 2-year-old southern 
heifers, the same to be placed upon the Crow Indian Reservation, and added 
tothe ae herd now owned in common by the Crow tribe of Indians. 

Additional amounts may be expended for cattle from time to time at the 
ee of the Indians, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

ovided further, That during the year 1902 all cattle owned at that time 
tm common by the Crow tribe of Indians shall be divided equally between 
said Indians, share and share alike to every man, woman, and child having 
rights upon the Crow Reservation. 

Fifteen thousand dollars shall be spent in the purchase of Jackasses or stal- 
lions, either or both, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, the 
on to be placed upon the Crow Reservation for the benefit of the Crow 

ndians. 

Forty thousand dollars shall be expended under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior in the purchase of 2-year-old ewes, the same to be placed 
upon the Crow Reservation for the benefit of the Crow Indians. 

Forty thousand dollars, or as much thereof as may be necessary, shall be 
expended by the Secretary of the Interior in fencing the Crow Reservation, 
said fence to be built of six strands of galvanized barbed cattle wire, with 
either cedar posts not less than 4 inches in diameter at the small end, or iron 

ts set 16 feet apart with three metallic stays between each two posts; said 
ence to be well built and properly braced and anchored. 

One hundred thousand dollars, or as much thereof as may be necessary, 
shall be expended by the Secretary of the Interior in the erection, purchase, 
and repair of such school buildings as he may deem necessary. 

Ten thousand deilars shall be oe by the Secretary of the Interior 
in the erection and furnishing of a hospital at the agency for the benefit of 
the Crow Indisns. 

Fifty thousand dollars shall be placed in the Treasury of the United States 
to the credit of the Crow tribe of Indians as a trust fund, and shall bear in- 
terest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum, said interest to be used, under di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Interior, to cover necessary expenses of main- 
taining said hospital. 

Fifty thousand dollars shall be deposited in the Treasury of the United 
States to the credit of the Crow tribe of Indians, the same to be expended for 
their benefit from time to time by the Secretary of the Interior, in such man- 
ner as he may direct. 

Three thousand dollars, or as much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated and set apart to pay the expenses of ten Crow Indians, two in- 
terpreters, and the agent to visit Washington at such time as permission is 
received from the Secretary of the Interior. 

The balance of the principal sum due the Crow Indians under thisagreement 
shall be placed in the Treasury of the United States to their credit as a trust 
fund — » shall bear interost at the rate of 4 per cent per annum; said interest 
to be added annually to the principal and an annual annuity payment of $12 
per capita shall be paid, in cash, to ameny man, woman, and child ang 
rights = the reservation; said annuity to be paid semiannually in accord- 
ance = such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may 
prescribe. 

Provided further, That $200,000 of the last-named sem may be ded in 
the further purchase of cattle or sheep should a magectig of the Indians so 
decide and same be approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Provided further, That when each object for which a specificappropriation 
has been made in this agreement shall have been fully carried out and com- 
pleted then the balance remaining of said appropriation may be expended for 
the benefit of the Crow tribe or placed to their credit in such manner as the 
Secretary of the Interior may determine. 

It is further agreed thatin the construction of ditches, dams, canals, and 
fences thatno contract shall be awarded nor employment given to other than 
Crow Indians, or whites intermarried with them, except that any Indian em- 
ployed in construction may hire white men to work for him if he so desires. 


FEBRUARY ll, 


Provided further, That nothing herein contained shall be construed to 
vent the employment of such engineers or other skilled employees or jo a 
vent the employment of white labor where it is impracticable for the Crome 
to perform the same. ows 

one of the money due to the said Indians under this agreement 
subject to the payment of any claims, judgments, ; 
Indians for dama; 


shall be 

[or] demands again at 

or depredations claimed to have bee Saeko 

to the sign of this agreement. committed prior 
Ant, IT. All lands upon that portion of the reservation herch 

ceded, and relinquished which have, prior to the date of this agree 


allotted in severalty to India: 

Indians, or where So have homes on such lands they shal! not be +. 
moved efrom without their consent, and those not allotted may receirs 
case any prefer to move 


allotments on the lands the C 
rtion of said reservation not horehy 


y now occupy. But in 
Sera eran mad eke 
ed, gran or reling and not occup any other Indians, an? 
should they decide not to move their improvements then tho —! a 
sold for their benefit, said sale tobeapproved by the Secretary of the Interior. 
and the cash shall be paid to the Indian or Indians whose impross: 
meter TV. That foe th f ting the ced : 
nt. IV. ‘or the purpose of segre: n e ed lands from th 
diminished reservation the new boundary ies ribed in Article I ~, = 
agreement shall, when necessary, be properly surveyed and perma 
marked in a plain and substantial manner by prominent and durable 
ments, the cost of said survey to be paid by the United States, 

Art. V. The water from streams on that parties of the reservation now 
sold, which is necessary for irrigating on land actually cultivated and in use 
shall be reserved for the Indians now using the same so long as said Indians 
remain where they now live, 

Arr. VI. It is further agreed that a statement of all expenditures under 
the various provisions of this agreement shall be sent to the agent of the 
oun dna ioe ear, or ——— Sears ny of the Interior 
may direc ow 6 amounts ex an lance remaining on 
hand in each of the several funds. oe 

Arr. VII. The existing provisions of all former treaties with the Crow 
tribe of Indians not inconsistent with the provisions of this agreement. ara 
hereby continued in force and effect, and all provisions thereof inconsistent 
herewith are hereby repealed. 

ArT. VIII. This agreement shall take effect and_be in force when signed 
by the commissioners and a majority of the male Indians of the Crow tribe 
over 8 years of ot. ae ratifi Oe eae ee ‘a States, and 

auld any 8 6 agreemen co on Congress, then 
the whole shall be null and void. — 

Signed on the part of the United States Government by the commissioners 
aforesaid and by the following Indians of the Crow tribe having rights on 
the Crow Reservation in the te of Mortana, 

Crow AGENCY, MONT., August 14, 1599. 
CHARLES GQ. Hoyt, Commissioner. 
JAMES H. MoNEELY, Commissioner 
BENJAMIN F. BARGE, Commissioner. 
Prerry (x mark) Eacur. 
PLENTY Coos. 
Two (x mark) Leacarns, 
(And others.) 


Y granted, 
ment, been 


ns of the Crow tribe shall be reserved for said 


nently 


monu- 


Witness: 

FREp. E. MILLER. 

I hereby certify that I was chosen by tho Indians to act as interpreter dur- 
ing the councils held to discuss the foregoing agreement; that I truly inter- 
preted for the commissioners and for the Indians, and that they thoroughly 
understand the entire matter. 


Witness: 

O. N. CroTsErsure. 

We hereby certify that we were present at the councils held to di 
foregoing agreement; that we understand the Crow language, anil ; th 
provisions of this agreement were correctly interpreted to the Indians, at 
that they understood the entire matter. 


CaRL LEIDER, Interpreter. 


uss the 


FRANK SHANE 
W. M. Leienton 
GEronce H. Peas 
Witnesses: 
4. J. SHOBR, 
¥. G. MATTOON. 
Crow AGENCY, Mont., August 14, 1899. 
Crow AcEncy, MonT., August 1%, 159 
I hereby certify that 317 Indians constitute a majority of the mal» vdult 
Indians over 18 years old residing on or having rights upon tho Crow Indian 
Reservation, in the State of Montana. as 


United States Indian Ag 

And a 

Whereas the Indians of said Crow Reservation consented to the moaiica 
tion of the aforesaid agreement, as evidenced by an instrument execu 
them on the 27th day of April, A. D. 1901, in words and figures as follows: 

Crow AGEncy, Monr., April 27, 1 

We, the undersigned mombors of the Crow tribe of Indians, hereby 
sent and agree to the amendment of an agreement conelud: iwith oa , 
August 14, 1809, by the addition of the following article thereto. Article}. 
The right to take out water upon the diminished reservation sun jece Oo &s 

rior claim of the Indians thereto by reason of previous appropriaion, 

6 right to construct, maintain, and operate dams, flumes, anc 
and across the said diminished reservation for the purpose of irrigat 
within any portion of the ceded tract, are hereby granted, such right to 1 
exercised by persons, companies, or corporations under such Tu!  Toguy 
tions, and requirements as may be prescribed by the Secretary of te +" 


= RrewarRD WALLACE. | 
Two LEGGINS. 
MeEpicrne EAGLE. 
(And 523 more Indian ; rnature 
Wecertify on honor that we were present and witnessed the signi 
the above agreement by the adult male members of the Crow Wl! 
dians, numbered from 1 to 526. a cael 


Frep E. MILLER 
he agree 


I certify on honor that I interpreted the above amendment to tio * 
mentand thes agreement for the Indians, and that they tu"'y """, 
stood the conditions of the same, and that I witnessed the sign!ns t from 1 té 
= adult male members of the Crow tribe of Indians, numbere! ro! 


T. LAFORGE, heterpre . r. s 
» ahov 


be of 


1 Cannas Ui" 
ratin 


I certify on honor that the Indians whose names are attached to 0 tri 
list, numbered from 1 to 526, are all adult male members of the Cr 
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Indians, and that each one is entitled to and does receive an equal portion of 


the benefits of the Crow tribe of Indians, and are entitled to signify their 
willinguess to the above undertaking. I further certify that 323 Indians con- 
stitute a majority of the adult. male Crow Indians having rights on the Crow 


Indian Reservation in the State of Montana, 
J. E. EpWARDS, 
United States Indian Agent. 
herefore, . , 
it enacted, etc., That said agreement be, and the same is hereby, modi- 
fied and amended to read as follows: 


“ARricLE L. That thesaid Indians of the Crow Reservation do hereby cede, | 


grant, 21 d relinquish to the United States all right, title, and interest which 
they may have to the lands embraced within and bounded by the following- 
jescribed lines: Beginning at the northeast corner of the said Crow Indian 
Reservation; thence running due south to a point lying due east of the north- 
east corner of the Fort Custer Milita at ; 

to the northwest corner of said Fort Custer Military Reservation; thenee due 
south to the southwest corner of said Fort Custer Military Reservation; 
thence due 
tow! : 






hip 2 south, range 28 east of the 
due north to the intersection of the 
the intersection of the western boundary of the Crow Indian Reservation; 
thence ina northeasterly direction, following the present boundary of said 
reservation to point of beginning. 

“Arr. LL That im consideration of the land cafes, qrenined relinquished 
and conveyed by Article I of thisagreement the United States stipulates an 
agrees to dispose of the same as hereinafter provided under the provisions of 
the homostead, town-site, and mineral-land laws, except sections 16. and 36, or 
an equivalent of two sections in each township, at not less than $3 per acre, 
the United States to pay for sections 16 and 36, or an equivalent of two sec- 
tions in each township, at $1.25 per acre, and to pay the said Indians the ~ 
ceeds derived from the sale of said lands, and for the said sections léand 36, 
or an equivalent of two sections in each township, as follows: 

“Ninety thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall 
be expended, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, in the ex- 
tension and completion, including the necessary laterals, of the system of ir- 
ngation now being censtrueted on said reservation. 

“One hundred thousand dollars shall be placed in the Treasury of the 
United States to the credit of the Crow Indians as a trust fund, the same to 
remain in the Treasury for fifteen years and shall draw interest at the rate 
of percent per annum, said interest to be expended by the Secretary of the 
laterior im maintaining and managing said irrigation system: Provided fur- 
ther, That at the expiration of the fifteen years above mentioned such dispo- 
sition shall be made of said funds as the Indians, with the consent of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, may determine. 

“Two hundred and forty thousand dollars shall be expended, under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior, in the purchase of 2-year-old south- 
ern heifers, the same to be placed upon the Crow Indian Reservation and 
added to the present herd now ow in common by the Crow tribe of In- 
dians. 

“Additional amounts may be ex led for cattle from time to time, at 
the request of the Indians, under the direction of the Secretary of the In- 
terior. 

“Fifteen thousand dollars shall be spent in the purchase of jackasses or 
stallions, either or beth, in the diseretion of the Secretary of the Interior, the 
eases be placed upon the Crow Reservation for the benefit of the Crow 

ndians. 

“Forty thousand dollars shall be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior in the purchase of 2-year-old ewes, the same to be 
placed upon the Crow Reservation for the benefit of the Crow Indians. 

“Forty thousand dollars, or as much thereof as may be necessary, shall be 
expended by the Secretary of the Interior in fencing the w Reservation, 
said fence to be built of six strands of galvanized barbed cattle wire, with 
either cedar posts not less than 4inches in diameter at the small end or iron 
= set 16 feet apart, with three metallic stays between each two posts; said 

ence to be well built and properly braced and anchored. 

“One hundred thousand dollars, or as much thereof as may be necessary, 
shall he expended by the Seeretary of the Interior in the erection, purchase, 
and repair of such school buildings as he may deem necessary. 

“Ten thousand dollars shall be expended by the Secretary of the Interior 
= ee conten and furnishing of a hospital at the agency for the benefit of 

© Crow indians. 

“Fifty thousand dollars shall be placed in the Treasury of the United 
States to the credit of the Crow tribe of Indians as a trust fund, and shall 
bear interest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum; said interest to be used, 
under direction of the Secretary of the Interior, to cover necessary expenses 
of maintaining said hospital. 

“Pifty thousand dollars shall be deposited in the Treasury of the Unfted 
States to the credit. of the Crow tribe of Indians, the same to be expended 
for their benefit from time to time by the Secretary of the Interior, in such 
manner as he may direct. 

“Three thousand dollars, or as much thereof as may be necessary, may be 
expended to pay the expenses of ten Crow Indians, two interpreters, and the 
agent to visit Washington at such time as permission is received from the 
Secretary of the Interior: Provided further, That should the funds accruing 
to the Indians frem the sale of their lands render it advisable, the Secretary 
of the eer eee ane the further sum of $200,000 in the further pur- 
chase of cattle or eep, should a majority of the Indians so decide and the 
fame be approved by the Secretary of the Interior: Provided further, That 
When each object.for which a specific appropriation has been made in this 
agreement shall have been fully carried out and completed then the balance 
Temaining of saidappropriation may be expended for the benefit of the Crow 

be or placed to their credit in such mannerasthe Secretary of the Interior 
may determine: Provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior may, in 
his discretion, while the funds for the several purposes above named are ac- 
‘rung from the sale and disposition of the lands, make per capita cash pay- 
hents from the proceedsat such times and in such amounts to every man, 
Woman, and child, share and share alike, having tribal righteon the reser- 
Vauon, as he may deem for their best interests. 

f It is further agreed that in the construction of ditches, dams, canals, and 
one no contract shall be awarded nor employment given to other than 
ow Indians or whites intermarried with them, except that any Indian em- 
pored in construction may hire white men to work for him if he so desires: 
cvided further, That nothing herein contained shall be construed to pre- 
rent the employment of such engineers or other skilled employees, or to pre- 
_ the employment of white labor where it is impracticable for the Crows 
perform the same, 
That none of the money due to the said Indians under this agreement 


thall be subject to the i a 
: . payment of any claims, judgments, or demands against 
= Indians for d or depredations , = to have been committed 
a the signing of this agreement. And the various expenditures and 
Yments required to be made under the provisions of this article shall be 


— as the funds therefor are available as herein provided, and shall be 

opine 8pportioned, and made in such proportions and amounts as in the 

on of the Secretary of the Interior the needs and requirements of the 
ns and their best interests shall warrant and demand. 


Reservation; thence running due west | 


west to the intersection of the line between sections 10 and 1, | 
rincipal meridianof Montana; thence | 
ontana base line; thence due west to | 
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“ART. ITT. All lands upon that portion of the reservation hereby granted, 
ceded, and relinquished which have, prior to the date of this agreement, 
been allotted in severalty to Indians of the Crow tribe shall be reserved for 
said Indians, or where any Indians have homes on such lands they sha!! not 
be removed therefrom without their consent. and those not allotted may re- 
ceive allotments on the Iands they now occupy. But in case any prefer to 
move they may select land elsewhere on that portion of said reservation not 
hereby ceded, granted, or relinquished, and not occupied by any other In- 
dians, and should they decide not to move their improvements, then the 
same may besold for their benefit, said sale to be approved by the Secretary 
of the Interior, and the cash proceeds shall be paid to the Indian or Indians 
whose improvements shall be so sold. 

“ArT IV, That for the purpose of segregating the ceded lands from the 
diminished reservation the new boundary lines described in Article I of this 
agreement shall, when necessary, be properly surveyed and permanently 
marked ina plain and substantial manner by prominent and durable mouu- 
ments, the cost of said survey to be paid by the United States, 

“ART. V. The water from streams on that poriion of the reservation now 
sold which is necessary for irrigating land actually cultivated and in use 
shall be reserved for the Indians now using the same so long as said Indians 
remain where they now live. 

“Ant. VL. It is further agreed that a statement of all expenditures under 
the various provisions of this agreement shall be sent to the agent of the 
Crow Indians twice a year, or at such times as the Secretary of the Interior 
may direct, showing the amounts expended and the balance remaining on 
hand in each of the several funds. r 

“Art. VII. The existing provisions of all former treaties with the Crow 
tribe of Indians not inconsistent with the provisions of this agreement are 
hereby continued in force and effect, and all provisions thereof inconsistent 
herewith are hereby repealed. 

“ART. VIII. The right to take out water upon the diminished reservation 
subject to any Sl claim of the Indians thereto by reason of previous ap- 
propriation, and the right to construct, maintain, and operate dams, flumes, 
and canals te and across the said diminished reservation for the purpose 
of irrigating lands within any portion of the ceded tract are hereby granted, 
such rights to be exercised by persons, companies, or corporations under 
such rules, regulations, and requirements as may be prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. 

“ART. IX. ‘This agreement shall take effect and be in force when accepted 
and ratified by the Congress of the United States.” 

Src. 2. That the said agreement be, and the same is hereby, accepted, rati- 
fied, and confirmed, as herein amended. 

Src. 3. That for the purpose of surveying and marking so mnch of the 
boundary line of the tract ceded and relinquished by the Indians as may be 
necessary to segregate the same from the lands reserved by them, as pro- 
vided in article 4 of said agreement, the sum of $1,200, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appr printed. 

Sec. 4. That the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall cause allotmeets to 
be made, in mannerand quantity as provided by existing law, of the lands 
oecupied and cultivated by any Indians on the portion of the reservation b 
said agreement ceded and relinquished, as required by article 3 thereof; an 
where such Indian occupants eleet to remove to the diminished reservation 
he shall cause a schedule to be prepared showing the names of such occu- 
pants, the descriptions of the lands, and the character of the improvements 
thereon. Such improvements shall then be appraised and sold under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior to the highest bidder, no sale to be 
for less than the appraised value, the proceeds to paid to the respective 
Indian occupants as required by said article 3: Provided, That the purchaser 
of such improvements shall have a preference right, if otherwise entitled, of 
thirty days after the land becomes subject to entry within which to enter 
the lands upon which the imprevements are located, not exceeding 140 acres, 
in compliance with the provisions herein governing the disposition of sai 
ceded lands. 

The Secretary of the Interior shall fix a reasonable time within which 
such Indian occupants shall elect whether they will remain on the ceded 
tract or remove to the diminished reservation, and where they elect to re- 
move he shali also fix a reasonable time within which such oecupants must 
remove their improvements if they should choose to do so instead of having 
the same appraised and sold. 

Suzc. 5. That before any of the lands by this agreement ceded are opened 
to settlement or entry the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall canse the al- 
lotments to be made and the schedule to be prepared, as provided for in sec- 
tion 4of this act, and a duplicate of said schedule shall be filed with the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

Upon the completion of such allotments and the filling of such schedule the 
residue of such ceded lands, except sections 16 and 36, or lands in lieu thereof, 
which shall be reserved for common school purposes, and are hereby granted 
to the State of Montana for such purpose, shall be disposed of under the 
homestead, town-site, and mineral-land laws of the United States, and shall 
be opened to settlement and entry by proclamation of the President, which 
proclamation shall prescribe the manner in which these lands may be setiled 
upon, occupied, and entered by persons entitled to make entry thereof; and 
no person shall be permitted to settle upon, occupy, or enter any of said 
lands, except as prescribed in such a nm, until after the expiration 
of sixty days from the time when the same are opened to settlement and 
entry: Provided, That the rights of honorably discharged Union soldiers and 
sailors. of the late civil and Spanish wars, as defined and described in sections 
204 and 2305. of the Revised Statutes, as amended by the act of March 1, 191, 
shall not be abridged: And provided further, That the = @ of said lands 
shall be $3 per acre, when entered under the homestead laws, to be paid as 
follows: 

One dollar per acre when entry is made, and 40 cents per acre each year 
thereafter until the sum of $3 per acre shall have been paid 

In addition to the price to be paid for the land, the entryman shall pay the 
same fees. and commissions at the time of commutation or final entry as now 
provided by law where the price of the land is $1.25 per acre. 

Lands entered under the town-site and mineral-land laws shall be paid for 
in amount and manner as provided by said Jaws, and in case any entryman 
fails to makesuch payment,or any of them, within the time stated,all rights 
in and to the land covered by his or her entry shall at once cease, and any 

mayments theretofore made shall be forfeited, and the entry shall be held 

‘or cancel‘ation and canceled: And provided, That nothing in this act shall 

revent homestead settlers from commuting their entries under section 2001, 

Revised Statutes, by paying for the land entered the price fixed herein, re- 
ceiving credit for payments previously made: And provided further, That 
all lands herein ceded and opened to settlement under this act rema 
undisposed of at the expiration of four years from the opening of the caid 
lands to entry shall be sold and disposed of under sealed bids to the highest 
bidder for cash, under rulesand regulations to be prescribed by the Secre- 
tary ef the Interior, at not less than $1.25 per acre and in tracts not to exceed 
640 acres to any one person. 

SEc. 6. That the proceeds received from the sale of said lands in conform- 
ity with this act shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States, and 











ing 


paid to the Crow Indians or expended on their account only as provided in 
article 2 of said agreement as herein amended. 
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No landaz in sections 16 and 36 now occupied, as set forth in article 8 of the 
agreement herein ratified, shall be reserved for school purposes, but the State 
of Montana shall be entitled to indemnity for any lands so occupied; and the 
rovernor of said State, with the approval of the retary of the Interior, is 

nereby authorized in the tract herein ceded to locate other lands not occu- 

pied, which shall be ne for by the United States, as herein provided, in 
quantity equal to the loss, and such selection shall be made prior to the open- 
ing of such lands to settlement. 

Sec. 7. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $90,000, orso much thereof asmay 
be necessary, to pay, at the rate $1.25 per acre, for the lands granted to the 
State of Montana as provided in section 5 of this act. 

Sec. 8. That nothing in this act contained shall in any manner bind the 
United States to purchase any portion of the land herein described, except 
sections 16 and 36 or the equivalent in each townsbip, or to dispose of said 
land except as provided herein, or to guarantee to find purchasers for said 
landsor any portion thereof, it being the intention of this act that the United 
States shall act as trustee for said Indians to dispose of said lands and to ex- 
pend and pay over the proceeds received from the sale thereof only as re- 
ceived, as herein provided. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the preamble. 

The question was taken; and the preamble was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Drxon, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


CENSUS OF MANUFACTURES. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 11823) 
to authorize the Director of the Census to cooperate with the sec- 
retary of state of the State of Michigan and with officials of other 
States in taking a census of manufactures, and to take the same 
up in the House for present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the following bill, which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Director of the Census is hereby authorized 
and empowered to cooperate with the secretary of state of the State of Mich- 
igan in taking the census of manufactures and shall equitably share the ex- 

mses thereof, the results of which may be ~y +y- by the United States as 

ts census of manufactures for that State for the year 1905: Provided, That 
the expenditures incident to this a shall not exceed $20,000, such 
expenditures to be paid from the fund appropriated for the expenses of the 
field work of the census for the fiscal year ending June 30,1905. And the Di- 
rector of the Census may, in his discretion, cooperate with the officials of 
other States which take a like census in so far as it may aid in the collection 
of statistics of manufactures required by existing law. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 
reading of the bill. 


~ 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, read | 


the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. CRUMPACKER, a@ motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


UNITED STATES COURT AT MARIETTA, IND. T. 


ing a United States court at Marietta, Ind. T., which I will send 
to the desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in addition to the places now provided by law for 
holding courtsin the southern judicial district of Indian Territory court 
shall be held in the town of Marietta, and all laws regulating the holding of 
courts in the Indian Territory shall be applicable to the said court hereby 
created in the said town of Marietta. 

Src. 2. That theterritory described in this section shall be known as re- 
cording district No. 26. 

“Beginning at a point where range line between ranges 2 and 3 west 
reaches Red River, being the corner of district No. 20; thence down Red 
River with all its meanderings to the range line between ranges 3 and 4 east, 
being corner of district No. 21; thence north on said range line to township 
line between Nos. 5 and 6 south; thence west on said township line to where 
it intersects township line between townships 2 and 3 west, same being east 
line of district No. 20; thence south on said township line to Red River.” The 
place of recording in such district shall be at the town of Marietta, and the 
provisions of the act of eeneeean, approved February 19, 1903, shall apply to 
this district where applicable. 

Sxc. 3. That all laws and parts of laws in conflict with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and, being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Stepnrns of Texas, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

TERMS OF COURT, NORTHERN DISTRICT, WEST VIRGINIA. 


Mr. DAYTON. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1935) providing for the holding of an ad- 
ditional term of court in the northern district of West Virginia at 
Martinsburg, W. Va. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in addition to the courts heretofore held in the 
northern district for the State of West Virginia, there shall be held an addi- 


The question is on the engrossment and third | 
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tional term of court at Martinsburg, W. Va., on the second Tuesday in 
in each year. — oe 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider 
tion of the bill, which was ordered to a third reading, roa) a 
third time, and passed. ° 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as f, 

To Mr. Dermer, for four days, on account of important | 

To Mr. Burton, for two days, on account of important | 

ADJOURNMENT. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 4 o’clock and 10 min- 

utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com. 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred ag 
follows: 

A letter from the Acting Attorney-General, submitting a reply 
to the inquiry of the House in relation to charges against United 
States court officials in the Indian Territory—to the Committe 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims. trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Lucy, Matthias Rider, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assissant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Maria, Thomas Gardner 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Nancy, William Ward, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Attorney-General, submitting a reply 
to the inquiry of the House as to the institution of various suits 
under the so-called Sherman antitrust law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 


lows; 
using 3S, 
USINEsgs, 


’ 


| an estimate of appropriation for shooting galleries and ranges— 


to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
as follows: 

Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 8317) authorizing tho 5 


yAmMed 
@luwu, 


| retary of the Interior to grant right of way for pipe lines through 
| Indian lands, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- | l 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 19) establish- | 


by a report (No. 906); which said bill and report were reierr 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the siate of tho Union. 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to witch 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3800) donating gun car 
riages to the Connecticut commissioners for the care and preserve 
tion of Fort Griswold, reported the same without amendment 
accompanied by a report (No. 907); which said bill and 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on th 
of the Union. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, from the Committee on In‘ian 
fairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (/1. lt. ~» 
relation to pharmacy in the Indian Territory, reported to 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 908); Wucu 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. _ 

He also, from the same committee, to which was re! 
bill of the House (H. R. 11963) regulating the practice 
cine and surgery in the Indian Territory, reported the sa 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 909); Ww! 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. a 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS, from the Committee on Pr 
to which was referred the joint resolution of the Senate 
authorizing the printing of additional copies of Agricu!tu 
letin No. 124, being a report on irrigation in Utah, repo! 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (4 
which said joint resolution and report were referred to th 
Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharge avon 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 1" 
upon referred as follows: Mueller— 

A bill (H. R. 7094) granting a pension to Herbert / Fie the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred ‘» © 
Committee on Pensions. 
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A bill (H. R. 8620) granting an increase of pension to Celia M. 
Viven—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 


of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as | 


| lows: 

(oy Mr. FOSS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs: A bill 

(H, R. 12220) making appropriations for the naval service for the 

fscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes—to the 

Jnion Calendar. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 12221) to provide for the 

payment of medical expenses of sick officers and enlisted men of 

the Army while absent from duty with leave or on furlough—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 12222) to regulate ship- 
ping in trade between ports of the United States and ports or 
places in the Philippine Archipelago, between ports or places in 
the Philippine Archipelago, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 12223) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a monument to Gen. Anthony Wayne, at Defiance, Ohio— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 12224) to amend section 4 of 
chapter 29 of the act amendatory of Revised Statutes, 4417, ap- 

rroved December 21, 1898—to the Committee on the Merchant 
facies and Fisheries. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 12225) to amend sections 2959, 
9960, 2962, and 2975 of the Revised Statutes—to the Commititce 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 12226) to amend chapter 182, 
volume 28, of the Statutes at Large of the United States, so as to 
relieve homestead entrymen on naval reserve lands in Mississippi 
and Alabama from the payment of greater prices for said lands 
than in other cases—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RLXEY: A bill (H. R. 12227) to increase the limit of 
cost for the erection of an addition to the public building at Alex- 
‘andria, Va.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

sy Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 12228) to pro- 
vide for the distribution of the Federal Cases in the United States 
courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12229) to provide for the distribution of the 
reports of the United States circuit court of appeals and of the 
circuit and district courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LIVERNASH: A bill (H. R. 12230) to prohibit the em- 
ployment aboard vessels holding American register of Chinese 
persons not entitled to admission to the United States—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 12231) for the survey and allot- 
ment of lands now embraced within the limits of the Flathead 
Indian Reservation, in the State of Montana, and the sale and 
disposal of all surplus lands after allotment—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

_By Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 12232) for the re- 
lief of the nurses who served in the Spanish-American war—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12233) to authorize the location of a Branch 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers and Sailors in either of the 
States of Louisiana or Mississippi, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURKE: A bill (H. R. 12284) relative to fees and com- 
Missions on final entry or commutation of homestead entries—to 

¢ Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 12235) to provide 
for the opening of the remaining portion of the Colville Reserva- 
tion, in the State of Washington, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 12236) to 
authorize a survey of the Big Sunflower River, Mississippi, with 
the view to erecting locks and dams therein—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 12237) to provide for the ap- 
Polntment, duties, compensation, and inspection of accounts of 
Commissioners in Alaska, and for other purposes—to the Commit- 

on the Judiciary, 

by Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 12238) to annex a por- 
tion of Arizona Territory to the State of Utah—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

i By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R, 12239) for the erection of a pub- 
© building at Woburn, Mass.—to the Committee on Public 
uildings and Grounds. 

’ By Mr. MAYNARD: Aconcurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 41) di- 
‘cling the Secretary of War to cause an examination and sur- 


vey to be made of the channel of the southern branch of the Eliza- 
beth River between the Norfolk Navy-Yardand Gilmerton, Va.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a concurrent resolution (H.C. Res. 42) directing the Secre- 
tary of War to cause an examination and survey to be made of 
the channel of the eastern branch of the Elizabeth River at Nor- 
folk, Va.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RIDER: A resolution (H. Res. 209) instructing the 
Committee on Agriculture to inquire into errors, etc., in the ad- 
ministration and execution of existing laws affecting the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, particularly the Bureau of Chemistry—to 
the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A resolution (H. Res. 210) referring H. R. 
11551 to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ESCH: A resolution (H. Res. 211) directing the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission to send copies of all petitions, briefs, 
arguments, and testimony to the House relative to relieving com- 
mon carriers by railroad from, or extending the time in which 
they shall comply with, any of the provisions of the safety ap- 
pliance acts of March 2, 1893, and March 2, 1903; also copies of 
all orders made by the Commission with respect to said acts—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A resolution (H. Res. 212) for the con- 
sideration of H. R. 7056—to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 12240) granting a pension 
to Stewart Hardee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 12241) for the relief of M. J. 
Conley, heir of Harmon Conley, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12242) for the relief of Paschal Henshaw—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12243) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Mosier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12244) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12245) granting an increase of pension to 
William Lathrop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12246) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph C. Grissom-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12247) granting 
an increase of pension to Laura S. Picking—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 12248) granting an 
increase of pension to Hezekiah Bruce—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12249) granting a pension to Jesse S. Bean— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 12250) granting a pension to 
Sampson Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 12251) granting a pension to 
Christopher H. Fource—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOLLER: A bill (H. R. 12252) granting an increase of 
pension to James Baremore, alias James Baker—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12253) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Dilley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 12254) granting an increase 
of pension to Mathew H. Bevan—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 12255) granting an increase of 

msion to Benjamin F. Gudgell—to the Comunitiee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 12256) granting a pension to 
Ella Q. Parish—to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12257) granting a pension to Greenville R. 
Hale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12258) granting a pension to M. P. M. Davis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12259) correcting the record of Harison Pack 
and granting him a pension—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12260) correcting the record of D. B. Porter 
and granting him a pension—to the Committee on Military A fiairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12261) correcting the record of J. H. Porter 
and granting him a pension—to the Committee on Military Aifairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12262) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary H. Atkinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12263) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Puckett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12264) granting an increase of pension to 
James Webb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12265) for the relief of Dillard Martin—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12266) for the relief of Dillard Martin—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12267) for the relief of J. C. Creed—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 12268) granting a 
pension to Jane K. Carpenter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 12269) for the re- 
lief of John M. Hill—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KLUTTZ: A bill (H. R. 12270) for the relief of Mrs. 
Nancy Gregg—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12271) for the relief of William Lewis 
Bryan—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12272) to correct the military record of Shad- 
rack F. Brown—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 12273) granting authority to the 
President, in his discretion, to restore certain midshipmen of the 
naval service—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 12274) granting an increase of 
pension to Fenton Tinsley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12275) granting an increase of pension to 
David T. Corbin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 12276) granting an increase of 
pension to Isaac W. Acker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
810n8s. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12277) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Rapp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 12278) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas J, Young—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 12279) to correct the military 
— of Wilbur C. Stephens—to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 12280) granting a pension to 
John Culp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12281) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis C. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12282) granting a pension to Annetta Vale— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 12283) for the relief of Samp- 
son Kinnea—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 12284) for 
the relief of John Stinson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12285) for the relief of A. J. Stinson—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12286) granting a pension to Rebecca Mar- 
tin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 12287) for the relief of the estate of 
James Hendrix—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12288) for the relief of Jesse J. Clemmons— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12289) for the relief of the estate of Richard 
L. Hendrix, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12290) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. Cloa 
Giles—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12291) for the relief of the estate of Jesse 
Giles—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12292) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah M. King— | Army of the Republic, of McPherson, Kans., in favor of p 


to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 12293) for the relief of George 
A. Russell, administrator of Stephen Chadwick, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICE: A bill (H. R. 12294) granting an increase 
of pension to Rose MacFarlane—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN DUZER: A bill (H. R. 12295) for the relief of the 
county of White Pine, State of Nevada—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12296) for the relief of the estate of L. J. 
Harris, deceased—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12297) granting a pension to James P. Hurst— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 12298) for the relief of Joseph H. 
Huffiman—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 12299) for the re- 
lief of A. L. Hall—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12300) for the relief of A. L. Hall—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12301) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of D. L. d’Elysee, 
alias Leopold Béhm--to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXIT, the following petitions and payor 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: — 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the general assembly of ( Yhio 
in favor of the establishment of a naval training station at Py: . 
Bay, Ohio—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. oe 

Also, resolution of the Board of Trade of San Francisr; 
testing against a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on tho 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolution of Starkweather Post. No. ay 
Grand Army of the Republic, Monongahela, Pa., in fayor of 4 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of Frank Sibley and 2 others 
of Buffalo, N. Y., against the eight-hour bill—to the Committes 
on Labor. 

Also, petition of Frank Sibley and 2 others, of Buffalo, N. y 
against the anticonspiracy and anti-injunction bills—to the Com! 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Local Union No. 6, United Clothing Cutters 
and Trimmers, of Buffalo, N. Y., in favor of bill H. R. 6 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BENNY: Resolution of Zabuskie Post, No. 38, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of New Jersey, favoring pas. 
sage of service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, resolutions of G. Van Houton Post, No. 3, and General 
Sherman Post, No. 100,Grand Army of the Republic, Department 
of New Jersey, favoring passage of service-pension bil!—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENTON: Petition of Rev. R. Sims and 58 others, of 
Mount Vernon, Mo.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Henry H. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Paschal Hen- 
shaw—to the Committees on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting increase of pension to 
William Lapher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Joseph C. Grissom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pens 
to John 8. Mosier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of M. J. Couley, 
heir of Harmon Conley, deceased—to the Committees on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Resolution of G. E. Boynton Lodge, No. 
138, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Eagle Grove, Lowa, in 
favor of bills H. R. 89 and 7041—to the Committee on the Jud 
ciary. 

Also, petition of David Beatty, sr., and others, of Cascade, Iowa, 
in favor of a good-roads law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of O. 8. Fowler Post, No. 346, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Lamont, Iowa, in favor of a service-pension Lill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of James Dalton, mayor, and 65 others, of Jessup, 
Iowa, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. ee 

By Mr. BOWERSOCE: Resolution of National Board of Trace 
of Cleveland, Ohio, favoring the repeal of desert-land act—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. ’ 

Also, resolution of James G. McPherson Post, No. 87, 


>, Dro- 
Post- 


to the 


yn* 


nd 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pens! 

Also, petition of J. E. Jowett, M. D., and_16 other vot 
Moran, Kans., favoring passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Philadelphia Board of Trade, fa' : 
sage of bills 8S. 2259 and 2263, confining trade between the bhi)" 
pines and the United States to vessels of American reg''')~ 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. _ 

By Mr. BRICK: Petition of a Grand Army of the Rep" 
Department of Indiana, in favor of a service-pension ).: 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. : i 

By Mr. BROOKS: Petition of citizens and residents 0! ‘ 
relative to amending the immigration laws—to the Com 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of merchants and business men © 
Springs, Colo., against a parcels-post bill—to the Com 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Mrs. McG:ashan and 44 other voters, © 
tain, Colo., and Mrs. M. E. Hanks and 46 other voters, 0? 
Colo., favoring passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the ‘ 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROWN of 
agriculture of Wisconsin, 


¢ 
I 


FC 


Wisconsin: Resolution of State boar D 
favoring passage of bill H. lt. > 
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providing for increase of funds for agricultural experiments—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. _ , 5 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of residents of the Fifth Con- 
gressional district of Kansas, against a parcels-post bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union and 
other societies of Frankfort, Kans., in favor of fhe Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of citizens of Cedar Rapids, Iowa, 
opposing the passage of parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Grand Army of the Republic post at Sol- 
diers’ Home, Marshalltown, Iowa, favoring passage of service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Grand Army of the Republic post at Tip- 
ton, lowa, favoring passage of eervice-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of G. W. Bailor and 14 other voters, of Rhodes, 
lowa, favoring the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. S. Hall and 40 others, of Vinton, Iowa, in 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Ju- 
iciary. 

7 Mr. DANIELS: Paper to accompany bill granting increase 
of pension to David Campbell—to the Commitice on Invalid Pen- 
10n. 

' Also, petition of Guyton Fisher and 22 others, of San Bernar- 
dino, Cal.; Rev. W. G. Conley and 25 others, of Redlands, Cal., | Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

and Rev. R. L. Bruce and 384 others, of San Bernardino, Cal., Also, resolution of the Humboldt Chamber of Commerce, favor- 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the ing appropriations of Federal funds in aid of the Lewis and Clark 
Judiciary. Exposition to be held in the city of Portland, Oreg.—to the Select 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Papers to accompany bill H. R. | Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

92, granting pension to Solomon B, Umphrey-—to the Commit- By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of P. Epes and 42 other voters, 


Ocean Grove, N. J., favoring passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: Resolution of the Honolulu Cham- 
ber of Commerce, favoring the Lodge bill to reorganize the con- 
ye service of the United States—to the Committee on Foreign 

airs. 

Also, resolution of the Honolulu Chamber of Commerce, favor- 
ing Federal aid to the Lewis and Clark Exposition to be held at 
Portland, Oreg.—to the Select Committee on Industrial Arts and 
Expositions. 

By Mr. LILLEY: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New Haven, Conn., indorsing a national arbitration conference— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of McLoughlin Brothers, publish- 
ers, of Brooklyn, N. Y., against eight-hour law and anti-injunction 
bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. LIVERNASH: Petition of Mrs. Sarah Clay Bennett, 
chairman of the Federal suffrage committee of the National 
American Women Suffrage Association, of Richmond, Ky., favor- 
ing extension of franchise to women—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the city of Sac- 
ramento, Cal., favoring the enactment of a law to provide for the 
location and establishment of an additional district court at Sacra- 
mento, Cal.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Board of Trade of San Francisco, oppos- 
ing the passage of parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the 


ee 


tee on Invalid Pensions. | of Maple Valley, Mich., favoring passage of Hepburn-Dolliver 
Also, resolution of Lytle Post, No. 59, Grand Army of the Re- | bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
public, of Brownstone, Minn., favoring passage of service-pension | By Mr. MAHON: Resolution of Lieutenant Arnold Lobach 


bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Post, No. 297, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Penn- 

Also, petition of A. J. Grover and 10 other voters of Good- | sylvania, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
home, Minn., favoring increase of salaries of rural free-delivery | Invalid Pensions. 
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. By Mr. MANN: Papers toaccompany bill E.. R. 11086, granting 

By Mr. DOUGLAS: Petition of James R. Thomas and others, | a pension to Charles W. Crary—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
opposing anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | sions. 

Also, petition of James R. Thomas and others, opposing eight- Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 11087, granting a pension 
hour bill—to the Committee on Labor. to John Eckerman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRESSER: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 7702, grant- Also, resolutions of L. H. Drury Post, No. 467, of Grand Cross- 
ing an increase of pension to Jackson Gearhart—to the Committee | ing; G. W. Spencer Post, No. 489, of Riverdale; A. E. Burnside 
on Invalid Pensions. | Post, No. 109, of South Chicago, and J. B. Wyman Post, No. 521, 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of the Wisconsin State board of ag- | of Pullman, Ill., Grand Army of the Republic, favoring passage of 
riculture, in favor of bill H. R. 8678—to the Committee on Agri- | service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
culture, | Also, petition of citizens of Chicago, Ill., opposing the passage 

Also, resolution of Howard F. Pruyn Post, No. 168, of Dorches- | of the anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
ter, Wis., and William McKinley Post, No. 15, of Wisconsin, Also, petition of merchants of Chicago, I11., opposing the pas- 
Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill— | sage of the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
tw the Committee on Invalid Pensions. and Post-Roads. ; ; 

Also, petition of F. W. Hatch and 20 others, of Eau Claire, By Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolution of the Board of Trade of San 
Wis., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on | Bernardina, Cal., against statehood of Arizonaand New Mexico— 
the Judiciary. to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. FULLER: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of the First Methodist Episcopal 
crease of pension to James Baremore, alias James Baker—to the | Church of Steelton, Pa., relative to the nullification of State 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. liquor laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade, relative to the By Mr. OTIS: Petition of citizens of Yonkers, N. Y., favoring 
Tepeal of the desert-land act—to the Committee on the Public | passage of the McCumber anticanteen law and opposing the sale 

ands, : of liquor in Soldiers’ Homes and all other Government buildings— 

Also, resolution of T. 8. Terry Post, No. 463, Grand Army of | to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 
the Republic, of Shabbona, Mli., in favor of a service-pension By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of A. G. Wright and other citizens 
tillto the Committee on Invalid Pensions. of Milwaukee, Wis., against an eight-hour bill—to the Committee 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Resolution of Monona Post, No. 495, of | on Labor. 

mona; J. J. Stillman Post, No. 194, of Waukon; Tom Howard Also, petition of citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., against an anti- 
Post, No. 101; Abernethy Post, No. 48, of West Union, and Rey- | injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
uolds Post, No. 47, of Maynard, Iowa, Grand Army of the Repub- By Mr. PEARRE: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 6983, relat- 
lic, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid | ing to the claim of Susanna Fleming—to the Committee on 


ensions, Claims. 
By Mr, HAY: Papers to accompany claim of James H. Bitzer— By Mr. RAINEY: Resolution of Culver Post, No. 512, Grand 
to the Committee on War Claims. Army of the Republic, of Whitehall, DNl.,in favor of a service- 


By Mr. HEDGE: Petition of the First Congregational Church | pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
of Danville, Iowa, relative to the sale of intoxicating liquors in Also, petition of John C. Bridgewater, of Bridgewater, Ill., op- 
Yvernment buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor | posing the passage of the parcels*post “bill—to the Committee on 
Traffic, the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the First Congregational Church of Danville, By Mr. REEDER: Petition of citizens of Osborne County, 
oa, relative to the nullification of State liquor laws—to the | Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
‘mittee on the Judiciary. on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Resolution of the legislature By Mr. RIDER: Petition of the New York Board of Trade and 

New Jersey, urging improvement of Cape May Harbor—to the | Transportation, relative to the Quarles-Cooper bill—to the Com- 

mittee on Rivers and Harbors. mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

°, petition of Rev. E. C. Hancock and 55 other voters, of By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of J. Harvey Knauer 
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and 4 others, of Corunna, Ind., and W. J. Krahn and 4 others, of 
Fairfield Center, Ind., against parcels-post bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of the National Board of Trade, rela- 
tive to the repeal of the desert-land act—-to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the New York Chamber of Commerce, rela- 
tive to a harbor of refuge at Point Judith, R. I.—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of Licensed Tugmen’s Protective Association 
of the Great Lakes, against the practice of the Government in 
building dredges—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 7498, grant- 
ing a pension to Miranda Berkhead—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 7500, granting a pension 
to Mary E. Springer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 7501, granting increase of 
pension to Emily Catlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Benton, IIl., 
against a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Resolution of the Southern 
Lumber Manufacturers’ Association, relative to the metric sys- 
tem—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the American Maritime League, relative to 
the American merchant marine—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the New York Chamber of Commerce, rel- 
ative to the completion of the harbor of refuge at Point Judith, 
R. I.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, relative to 
confining the trade between United States and the Philippines to 
vessels of American registry—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the National Board of Traée, relative to the 
es = of the desert-land act, etc.—to the Committee on the Public 

ands. 

Also. resolution of the United Commercial Travelers of America, 
Council No. 114, relative to amending the bankruptcy bill—to the 

Sommittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THAYER: Resolution of Frazier A. Hearns Post, No. 
87, Grand Army of the Republic, of Spencer, Mass., in favor of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. VAN DUZER: Petition of R. W. Williams and 12 other | 


voters, of Reno, Nev., favoring passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WEBB: Paper to accompany claim of Joseph H Huff- 
man—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Paper to accompany bill to cor- 
rect military record of D. L. d’Elysee, alias Leopold Béhm—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, February 12, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp Everett HAL. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. CuLLom, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

aa am pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved. 


WASHINGTON, ALEXANDRIA AND MOUNT VERNON RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the an- 
nual report of the Washington, Alexandria and Mount Vernon 
Railway Company for the year ended December 31, 1903; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 
January 20, 1885, in the Frénch €poliation claims set out in the 
findings by the court relating to the vessel schooner John, David 
Lufkin, master; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate acommunication from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions of 
fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the 
French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the court re 
lating to the vessel schooner Lucy, Henry Brightman, master; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed, 
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| 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr c R 
McKEnnNeY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the H 186 hi j 
passed the bill (S. 1935) providing for the holding of an aq tional 
term of court in the northern district of West Virginia at \ar 
burg, W. Va.. — 

The message also announced that the House had passed the ¢ l. 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Sonata, 

A bill (H. R. 19) establishing a United States court at Marietta, 
Ind. T.; ag 

A bill (H. R. 7274) to amend section 76 of an act entitled « 
act to provide a government for the Territory of Hawaii.” 

A bill (H. R. 11676) to ratify and amend an agreement with the 
Indians of the Crow Reservation in Montana, and makin; appro. 
priations to carry the same into effect: : 

A bill (H. R. 11812) relating to applications, declaratory state. 
ments, entries, and final proofs under the homestead and other 
land laws, and to confirm the same in certain cases 
outside of the land district within which the land is si ed; and 

A bill (H. R. 11823) to authorize the Director of the Census to 
cooperate with the secretary of state of the State of Michigan and 
with officials of other States in taking the census of manufactures 

The message further announced that the House had -passed 
amendments the following bill and joint resolution; in whi 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 1490) to authorize the sale of a part of what is known 
as the ‘‘ Red Lake Reservation,’’ in the State of Minnesota: and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 37) providing for the editions to be 
printed of the annual and special reports of the Librarian of Con- 
gress. 


An 


W hen made 


th it 


READING OF WASHINGTON’S FAREWELL ADDRESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair appoints the Sena- 
tor from Idaho [Mr HrEyYBuRN] to read Washington's Farewell 
Address on the 22d day of February. 

CREDENTIALS, 

Mr. MARTIN presented the credentials of Joun Warwick 
DANIEL, chosen by the legislature of the State of Virginia aSena- 
tor from that State for the term commencing March 4, 1905; which 
were read and ordered to be filed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint resolution of 
the legislature of Ohio, praying Congress to locate the proposed 
naval training station on the Great Lakes on Put in Bay (South 
Bass) Island, Lake Erie; which was referred to the Committecon 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the Rrcorp, as follows: 


Joint resoluticn asking Congress =e naval training station at Put in Ba; 
Ohio. 

Whereas the attention of the general assembly of Ohio has been called 
legislation now pending in Congress of the United States in furthera 
the legislation enacted June 30, 1902, proposing the establis!: 
training station at some point upon the chain of Great Lakes: « 

Whereas the members of the general assembly of Ohio, ha 
the general requirements indicated in the order of the honora 
of the Navy, dated July 5, 1902, as most needful in a location fort 
naval training station,and having in view the local conditions 
tial for such a location, respectfully invite the attention of Co 
in Bay Island, Lake Erie, as a location preeminently fitted t 
physical requirements, and, furthermore, we believe that t! 
ciations of this locality, remembrance of which will forev 
our people with — ism and pride, would be an inspiration to t 
tial devotion to duty and esprit de corps so desirable to be develo} 
young citizens: Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the general assembly of the State of Ohio, That t! 
the United States be, and it is hereby, memorialized and ear 
locate the naval traifing station, which it yroposes to estab 
upon the chain of Great Lakes, on Put in er (South Bass) Is! 
not only because of the superior physical advantages this lo 
also as a fitting tribute to the memory and achievements otf t 
and citizen, Commodore Perry, and his heroic command; at 

Resolved, That the Senators and Members of the House « 
from Ohio in the Congress of the United States be, and tl 
quested to urge Congress to adopt such legislation as may ! 
comme the establishment of said proposed naval training : 
island. 

Resolved, That the secretary of state of Ohio transmit im: 
the passage of this resolution a copy thereof to the Senate of t! 
and to the House of Representatives of the United States, aud 
Representatives of Ohio therein. 

GrorGE T. THomaAs 
Speaker of the House of t 
GrorGce H. CHAM 
President pro tempor 

Adopted February 5, 1904. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Ohio, Office of the Secretary of * 


_ I, Lewis G. Laylin, secretary of state of the State of Ohio, 
tify that the foregoing is an exemplified copy, carefully « 
with the original rolls now on file in this office and in my ou" 
secretary of state, as required by the laws of the State of ( 
resolution adopted by the general assembly of the State of UV! 
jay of February, A. D. 1904. - 

n testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my n*! 
my Official seal at Columbus the 5th day of February, A. D. 4 
[SEAL. ] Lewis C. LA 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented memorial: 
No. 8967, of Ameckeville, Tex.; of Germania Lodge 


LIN, 
: Lodge 
No. 6, of 












Milwaukee, and of the Turners’ Mutual Benefit Association, of 
\ilwaukee, in the State of Wisconsin; of the Fair Hill Baker 
Unterstiitzungs Verein, of Philadelphia, Pa.; of Humboldt Lodge, 
No, 197, of Easthampton, Mass.; of the Ramelle Club, of Daven- 
ool Jowa; of the Deutscher Landwehr Verein, of Trenton, N.J.; 
Pe the Gambrinus Beneficial Association, of Lucas County; of 
Capital City Lodge, No. 86, of Columbus, and of the United Singers 
of Cincinnati, all in the State of Ohio, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
Judiciary. 7 
terol ‘OTT presented a petition of Local Union No. 1343, United 
Mine Workers of America, of Acme, W. Va., praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called anti-injunction and eight-hour bills; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a series of resolutions adopted by 
the Commercial Club of Chicago, Ill., which is a very large and 
srong organization, favoring the submission of all questions in 
dispute between the United States and Great Britain to The 
Hague. I move that the resolutions be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented petitions of J. W. Lawton Post. No. 85, 
of Ware; of Washburn Post, No. 175, of Lancaster, and Willard 
(, Kinsley Post, No. 189, of Somerville, all of the Department of 
Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCUMBER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Oberon, N. Dak., praying for the opening up to settlement of the 
Devil's Lake Indian Reservation; which was referred to the Com- 
nittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of the con- 
gregation of the First Presbyterian Church of Bellingham, Wash.., 

raying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 

on, REED SMOOT, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 325, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union of America, of Spokane, Wash., 
praying for the passage of the so-called anticoupon present-giving 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of J. M. Corse Post, No. 98, Depart- 
ment of Washington, Grand Army of the Republic, of Colville, 
Wash., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLARD presented a petition of 106 citizens of Nebraska, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALGER presented a petition of the Farmers’ Institute, of 
Grand Traverse County, Mich., praying for the enactment of 
kgislation establishing a Bureau of Public Roads under the con- 
trol of the Department of Agriculture; which was referred tothe 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Presby- 
trian Church of Big Rapids, of sundry citizens of Big Rapids, 
and of the Missionary Society of Big Rapids, all in the State of 
Michigan, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. REED Smoor,a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. LONG presented a petition of sundry citizens of Salina, 

ans., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
admission of the Territory of Oklahoma into the Union as a State, 
witha provision against the restriction of suffrage; which was 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Regents of the 
Kansas State Agricultural College, Manhattan, Kans., praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing Federal aid in support 
of State agricultural experiment stations; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
= Union of Frankfort, and of sundry citizens of Lewis, Rice 

ounty, and Osborne County, all in the State of Kansas, praying 
or the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 

Committee on the Judiciary. 

cult also presented petitions of the Philomath Club, of Dodge 
“ ¥; of the congregations of the Presbyterian, Methodist Epis- 
a and Christian churches of Caldwell, and of sundry citi- 

usof Dodge City, all in the State of Kansas, praying for an 

Yestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 
a a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 

mmiitee on Privileges and Elections. 
ae presented petitions of Mulvane Post, No. 203, of Mul- 
No A Harper Post, No. 251, of Harper; of McPherson Post, 
alo fth of McPherson, and of Chanute Post, No. 129, of Chanute, 
© Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, 
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in the State of Kansas, praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the State Bank of Commerce, of 
Marion, and of the Watson Mill Company, of Wichita, in the 
State of Kansas, and of McLaughlin & Farrar, of Pawhuska, 
Okla. T., praying for the passage of the so-called Brownlow good- 
roads bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Concordia Council, No. 36, United 
Commercial Travelers, of Salina, Kans., praying for the adoption 
of an amendment to the present bankruptcy law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Kanses State Society of La- 
bor and Industry, of Topeka, Kans., praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for an investigation of the labor troubles 
in Colorado; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 4281) 
granting a pension to Frankie Fisher; which were referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BARD presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 1337) forthe relief of Sarah McClay, administratrix of Robert 
a deceased; which were referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Columbian Club, of 
Minneapolis, Minn., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Scranton Post, No. 33, Depart- 
mentof Minnesota, Grand Army of the Republic, of Fergus Falls, 
Minn., and a petition of Michael Cook Post, No. 123, Department 
of Minnesota, Grand Army of the Republic, of Faribault, Minn., 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Merriam 
Park Presbyterian Church, of St. Paul; of the congregation of the 
Cook Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of St. Paul, and of sun- 
dry citizens of St. Paul,all in the State of Minnesota, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws; which were referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Fourth Baptist Church of Providence, R. I., praying for an in- 
vestigation of the charges made 2nd filed against Hon. REED 
Smoot, a Senator from the State o: Utah; which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of the Horticultural Society of New- 
port; of Pomona Grange, No. 2, Patrons of Husbandry, of Hope 
Valley; and of Valley Grange, No. 7, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Hope Valley, all in the State of Rhode Island, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation providing Federal aid in support of State 
agricultural experiment stations; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. ALLISON presented petitions of O. S. Fowler Post, No. 346, 
of Lamont; of Henry Dillon Post, No. 150, of Emmetsburg. and of 
Southerland Post, No. 171, of Waucoma, all of the Department 
of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of lowa, and 
of Farragut Post, No. 602, Department of Illinois, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Chicago, Ill., praying for the enactment of a 
service-pension law; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of G. E. Boynton Lodge, No. 138, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen. of Eaglegrove, Lowa, praying 
for the enactment of the so-called Grosvenor anti-injunction con- 
spiracy bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Congre- 
gational Church of Danville, Iowa, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prevent nullification of State liquor laws; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Anita, Iowa, 
and a memorial of sundry citizens of Remsen, Iowa, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the so-called ** parcels-post bill;’’ which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Congre 
gational Church of Danville, Iowa, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Gov- 
ernment buildings; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. SPOONER Poe a petition of H. M. Brown Post, No. 
146, Department of Wisconsin, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Columbus, Wis., praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the regents of the University of 
Madison, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
Federal aid in support of State agricultural experiment stations; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 













































































































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


He also presented the petition of Maude M. Sanders and Agnes 
H. Knudson, of Racine, Wis., praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Manufacturers and Jobbers’ 
Union of La Crosse, Wis., and a memorial of the Board of 
Trade of La Crosse, Wis., remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called eight-hour bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Wisconsin State Board of 
Agriculture, of Madison, Wis., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation providing Federal aid in support of State agricultural ex- 
periment stations; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of Waukesha Council, No. 287, 
United Commercial Travelers, of Waukesha, Wis., remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called parcels-post bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Waukesha Council, No. 237, 
United Commercial Travelers, of Waukesha, Wis., praying for 
the adoption of certain amendments to the present bankruptcy 
law; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Union 
Church of Waupun; of Anchor Lodge, No. 63, Independent Order 
of Good Templars, of Suamico; of Auburn Lodge, No. 128, Inde- 
dendent Order of Good Templars, of Auburn; of the congregation 
of the Union Valley Methodist Episcopal Church, of Union Mills; 
of Diamond Lodge, No. 183, Independent Order of Good Tem- 
plars, of Cambria, and of Butternut Lodge, No. 295, Independent 
Order of Good Templars, of Butternut, all in the State of Wis- 
consin, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of William Forbes 
Cooley, of Littleton, N. H., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liq- 
uors; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DUBOIS presented a petition of Garret A. Hobart Post, 
No. 27, Department of Idaho, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Nampa, Idaho, praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry settlers of the Indian 
Pasture Reserve No. 3, of Oklahoma, praying for the opening of 
certain lands to settlement and allowing filings to be made thereon; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HEYBURN presented a petition of McKinley Post, No. 30, 
Department of Idaho, Grand Army of the Republic, of Idaho, and 
a petition of George H. Thomas Post, No. 9, Department of Idaho, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Idaho, praying for the enact- 
ment of a service-pension law; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SIMMONS presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 2736) for the relief of the heirs of Nancy Burfield, deceased; 
which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 


COURT OF CLAIMS DIGEST, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. From the Committee on Printing 
I renew my report of the joint resolution (8. R. 41) to provide for 
the printing of a digest of the decisions of the Court of Claims, 
together with the rules of practice of and the statutes relating to 
that court. It is the joint resolution which was introduced by 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] and which I reported 
day before yesterday, when, after discussion, I withdrew the re- 
port. I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, when the joint resolution was 
brought before the Senate a few days ago, the senior Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Hae] made some very pertinent inquiries; and as it 
had been nearly two years since I had closely examined the mat- 
ter I suggested that it might go over. I should like now to 
answer the inquiries then made. 

The Senator from Maine stated, what weall acknowledge to be 
the correct view of the case, that the man who prepares a digest 
should be alawyer; that he should be a good lawyer, and prefer- 
ably one who has had some experience in such work. 

He also suggested an inquiry as to whether or not the man who 
prepared this work was, during the time of such preparation, 
in the employ of the Government. I will state that the digest 
was prepared by Mr. Chapman W. Maupin, a lawyer, who is at 

resent law clerk in the Office of the Solicitor of the Treasury. 
He was appointed a clerk on the temporary roll in the Treasury 
Department in 1898, and commenced this digest work about that 
time. Later on, by aclause in an appropriation act, I believe, the 
osition of law clerk in the Solicitor’s office was provided for, and 
r. Maupin was appointed to fill the position, 


FEBRUARY | 2, 


Prior to his employment by the Government, Mr, Many} 
ticed law in the District of Columbia. While so practicing 13 
prepared the digest, which I hold in my hand, of thede... "8 


° ° . cisions ¢ 
reports of the courts of the District of Columbia, covering a ae 


from 1790 to 1898. This digest was agenes and submitted to th, 
Bar Association of the District, and after making use of the ty ; 
written copy for about a year it was adopted by that ass, ciation 
the expenses assumed, and its publication provided for, the oo 
ciation paying Mr. Maupin in some 400 copies of the work o, 
finally finished, bound in sheep. ” 

I do not see the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Dantet] in his seat 
at the present moment, but I notice that in his work, “ Danio] 
on Negotiable Instruments,’’ he was assisted by Mr. Maupin. ond 
that the valuable work done by him is properly acknowledged in 
the preface to the fourth edition, as follows: " 


In the collection and digest of cases for this edition, I have been groat} 
assisted by the diligent and discriminating labors of my valued triend 
Mr. Chapman W. Maupin, of the Bedford City bar, to whom I render 
acknowledgments. y 


I observe also that Mr. Maupin is the author of a legal work 
entitled, ‘‘ Maupin on Marketable Title to Real Estate,” etc, the 
book which I now exhibit. , 

His present work—the digest in question—is recommended by 
the Court of Claims through its chief justice. It is recommended 
by the Solicitor of the Treasury Department, by the Comptroller 


of the Treasury Department, by the Attorney-General, and others 
and I have here some letters which came in this morning's mai], 
unsolicited by me, brought out probably through parties haying 
read the remarks made the other day in the Senate respecting the 
joint resolution. These letters are all commendatory of the 
work and of Mr. Maupin, its author. I submit three of them, ag 


follows: 
* CouRT oF CLAIMS CHAMBERS, 
Washington, February 11, 190), 
Hon. FRANCIS E. WARREN, ‘ 
Chairman Senate Committee on Claims. 


Srr: I have read in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of yesterday the remarks 
in the Senate relating to the publication of the Court of Claims Digest, pre 
pared by Mr. Chapman W. Maupin. 

Iam informed that theletters heretofore written by myself, the Attorney. 
General, and others to your committee recommending the publication of this 
digest by the Government have been mislaid and can not now be found. 
Were they to be had they would show the grounds upon which we have ad- 
vised the publication of the digest. 

Judging from the use of the digest ina typewritten form, and fromthe man- 
nerin which Mr. Maupin's District of Columbia Digest has been received by the 
bench and bar of the District, I believe that the Court of Cl: Digest pre 
ae by him, when completed, with amendments which I have suggested to 

im, will be acceptable and satisfactory to the court and a very great assist- 
ance to the legal profession, and especially so to those who do not reside in 
the city of Washington and who do not ee a complete set of the Court 
of Claims Reports, now numbering 38 volumes. 

Respectfully, CHARLES C. Nort, 
Chief Justice. 


OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, D. C., February 1, 1904 
Hon. FrRANcIS E. WARREN, 
Chairman Committee on Claims, United States Senate. 

Dear Sir: Mr. Maupin, who prepared the Court of Claims Digest, the 
publication of which is before the Senate for consideration, is a law clerk in 
this office. It seems prover for me to state that the preparation of thi 
would not come within the scope of Mr. Maupin’s duties, and als 
preparation of the digest has in no degree interfered with his official 

I take the liberty to further say that Mr. Maupin isan abie and) 
ing lawyer, and has always been a diligent and valuable man 
Iwould not be putting it toostrong if Ishould say thatin my 
has never been one who has been worth more to the Departm ; 

He has had large experience in work of this kind, having been a member 
of the editorial staff of the West Publishing Company and having also cone 
work in preparing for publication the American and English Encyclopedia 
of Law. As a maker of briefs he is as valuable as any lawyer I have ever 
known. If you will look at the preface to the fourth edition of “ Daniel on 
Negotiable Instruments,” you will learn in what esteem he is held by the 
Hon. Jonn W. DANIEL, Senator from Virginia. 

Very respectfully, ae 
MAvRICE D. O'CONNELL. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 1, 19% 
Hon. Francis E. WARREN 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 


DEAR SENATOR: I have just read with much interest the discuss! . 
Senate yesterday on Senate joint resolution 41, to provide for the prise ™ 
a digest of the decisions of the Court of Claims, etc. . e 

ith reference to the inquiry which was made whether there isn 
a ag in existence, I will state that the facts in regard tot! 3 

The last digest prepared of the decisions of the Court ol ‘ 
only one now in existence, was one up nearly thirty years: 
cially published edition has the date 1876 on the backing. As® 
the last volume gested is the tenth, which ends in 1875, an 
the digest shows that it ends with that year, Since the pul 
digest twenty-eight more volumes of the decisions of the Court 
been published. The last volume, just recently out of press, 
eighth, and a number of decisions have already been ren¢ 
form a part of the thirty-ninth volume. a 

The decisions rendered since those covered by the existing 
fore constitute about three-quarters of the total number « ot de: 
court, and being later are of course by far the most importan’ | 
ing occasion to examine the decisions of the court. It is imporsry ih 
ent to ascertain the existence of a decision on a given pols” 
examination of the separate indexes of all the volumes, ane o\© a 
decision is apt to be missed in the course of examination of such 4 1% 
separate indexes. 
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rhave had occasion to look through the digest named in the pending joint 
‘ition, While I have not given ita critical examination, I am satisfied, 

Beem eich examination as I have made and from the character of work 

y cone by its editor in digesting our local reports, that it is a useful 

» publication. 


these suggestions may be of some assistance to you in the matter, 





very truly, yours, GrorGE A. Krxa. 


This work was commenced contemporaneously with Mr. Mau- 
“'s employment by the Government, and was done during 
wenings, holidays, on leave, and at odd times. These two books 
yowin my hand, which have been borrowed from the Court of 
(aims, represent @ part of the completed typewritten work. 
This typewritten work is now being used continually by the 
Court of Claims. The balance of the work brings the manuscript 
jizest up to date, or nearly so, and is in loose, typewritten sheets, 
siditional to the books which I exhibit. 

vr. HALE. That does not represent the form in which the 
divest is to be published? 

\c. WARREN. Not at all; it is the manuscript. 
ir, HALE. But it is the manuscript, typewritten copy? 








Mr. WARREN. Yes. 
I wish to answer further in relation to the inquiry made by the 


nator from Maine, which I considered a proper one to have 
heen made and one that should be answered. 


np 


He asked, ‘‘ What is the present condition as to digest of the 


Court of Claims?”? The thirty-eighth volume of reports, to May, 
13, has just been published. The only digest in existence is the 
ual! book which I have here in hand, and which covers the first 
ta volumes only. This digest which we propose to publish cov- 
es all the work done—the decisions from the establishment of 
the court up to this date. It includes the entire thirty-eight 
rolumes. 

Julge Nott, in his letter already submitted, speaks of former 
letters written me which have in some way gone astray. Sincel 
can not just now find them I will submit in their place four letters 
witten to Mr. Maupin, one to Representative GRAFF, chairman 
of the House Committee on Claims, and copies of a couple of let- 
ters TO Me. 

| will not read these letters now unless the Senator from Maine 
desires it. I shall be glad to have them go into the RECORD as a 
yart of my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair hears no objection. 


rr 


The letters referred to are as follows: 





{Letter from Chief Justice Nott.] 


CourT or CLAIMS CHAMBERS, 
Washington, December 21, 1900. 
CuapMaN W. MAUPIN, 
Office Solicitor of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: The judges have examined with great interest your Digest of 
t wtof Claims Reports in typewritten form, and, so far as their exam- 
iutions have gone, give the work their unqualified approval. 

Nothing has been published of the kind since the digest of 1876, which in- 












dud he first ten of the present thirty-five volumes. The work is 
Wi mbers of the bar, but still more by the accounting and dis- 
bursit rs of the Government. They rely upon the decisions of the 
con ‘ir absolute guide of all matters of contract and governmental 
. i thirty-five volumes are more than the ordinary executive officer 





line When a new question arises or master forthe ordinary discharge 


0 ils duties. 


In this connection I call your attention to the thirty-fifth volume, which is 


| accordingly recommend a joint resolution providing for the 1 


wwinprint, It should, if possible, be incorporated in the digest. If it is | 





ble for you to do so, certainly some decisions which modify or over- 








rus previous cases should be noted in the digest. For instance, under Court 
Claims II, jurisdiction in general, 16, the digest says: ‘It is not necessary 
Maat aim shall be rejected by the accounting officer before an action can 
me ought,” etc. But in Collins's case (35 C. Cls., 146) you will find that that 





¢ law in such cases as Ravesies (the case cited by you) at the present 


ltwill doubtless be a convenience to accounting and disbursing officers 
ne the har throughout the country if you will insert at the beginning of 
ebook the statutes still in force which relate to the jurisdiction of the 


tnrt, viz, the Revised Statutes, the act 4th July, 1864 (not repealed by the | 


he “a Statutes), the Bowman Act, the French spoliation act, the Tucker 
“end the Indian depredation act. 


Respectfully, ete., CHARLEs C. Nort. 


(Letter from Comptroller of the Treasury.] 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE oF COMPTROLLER OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, December 28, 1900. 
GlarwaN W, MAUPIN, Esq. we ; 


Ufice of the Solicitor of the Treasury. 

} ha s . 

os % I have given your Digest of the Court of Claims Reports, in type- 
this ores. 2.@ hasty examination, and in so far as I am able to judge from 
fears, netton it is a most excellent work and will filla long-felt want of 
T), ung ofiicers of the Treasury. 















Tiina} ot the work is most excellent, and it will no doubt prove an in- 
brine ail to those of us who are interested and governed to a large extent 
Teron nous of the Court of Claims. 


lett a ill pardon a suggestion, I would advise that blank leaves and pages 
lerinnp ue back, so that its users may be enabled to keep it up to date by 
per sean igesting therein the decisions of the courtsas they subsequently 
ler their proper headings and indexes. 
ours, truly, R. J. TRACEWELL, 


Comptroller, 


1909 





[Letter from Auditor of the Treasury.] 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF AUDITOR FOR TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., January 5, 1901. 
Mr. CHAPMAN W. MAupIn, ; ; 
Washington, D. C. 

DBAR Sir: [have examined your Digest of the Court of Claims Reports 
and cheerfully recommend it asa valuable production. 

J hope that suitable provision will be made to supply the accounting offices 
with copies of the work. Its use would greatly economize time and laborand 
also increase the efficiency of the service in the examination and setilement 
of accounts. 

Yours, very truly, 








W. E. ANDREWS, Auditor. 


CourRT oF CLAIMs, 
Washington, D. C., May 15, 1901. 

DEAR Sir: Is the Digest which you showed us last winter in course of 
publication; and if so, when will it be issued? If it has not been published, 
what would it cost you to furnish the court with a typewritten copy such 
as you exhibited to us? 

Respectfully, 
. C. Nort. 

CHAPMAN W. MAvptn, Esq., ° 

Treasury Department. 
UNITED STATES SENATR, 
Washington, January 26, 1903. 
Mr. CHAPMAN W. MArrin, 
Office of the Solicitor of the Treasury, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Srr: Yours of the 23d instant is before me. The manuscript vol- 
umes of the Court of Claims Digest, which it is proposed be published by Con- 
gress, is now on file in this office, and should the House Committee on Print- 
ing desire them, they are available for its use and will be delivered upon 
request. The papers accompanying the resolution are on file in thé ice of 
the Secretary of the Senate, and they likewise are available to the House 


Committee. 
A. H. Howsz, Clerk. 





Yours, very truly, 


[Letter from Attorney-General. ] 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 28, 1902. 
Hon. Josmpa V. GRAFF, 
Chairman Committee on Claims, House of Representatives. 

Sir: I have recently had submitted to my consideration the mannscript of 
a Digest of the Decisions of the Court of Ciaims covering thirty-five volum¢ 
of the reports of that court (the thirty-sixth volume having recently been 








published since this manuscript was completed), together with all the deci- 
sions of the Supreme Court relating to claims against the United States. Ac- 
companying the same was a copy of a letter addressed to the clrairman of 


the Committee on Claims of the Senate from Hon. C. C. Nott, chi 
of the Court of Claims, who has been a member of that court since | 
1865; a copy of a letter of the Comptroller of the Treasury, Hon. R 
well, to the chairman of the Committee on Claimsof the Houseof P 
atives, and a letter from Mr. James A. Finch, the librarian of t j 
ment of Justice, addressed to Mr. Chapman W. Maupin, the author 
digest. 

[In all of these communications the digest is very hicshly commend 
the need of such a work strongly set forth. The digest has also b« 
ined by the Assistant Attorney-General who is charged with the 
suits in the Court of Claims, and he joins in these indorsements < 
acter of the work and in the opinion that its publication will pr 
practical use to many Oilicials of the Government. 

I am satisfied that these recommendations are fully wart 












I 
ove 


+ 








digest ; sa 
Very respectfully, P. C. Knox, Atiorney-General. 
[Copy of letter from Chief Justice Nott.] 
CouURT OF CLAIMS CHAMBERS 
Washington, January 21, 1902. 
Hon. FRANcTS E. WARREN, 
Chairman Committee on Claims, United State 


s Senate. 
Srp: In 1876 I prepareda digest of the Court of Claims decisions, embracing 
the first ten volumes of the rep ‘tsand including the decisions of the Supreme 
Court in claims c 


3, and with this communication I send a copy of that « 











il 












est. Having everything relating to the adjudication of claims ag: st the 
Jnited States in one volume and the statutes relating to the jurisdiction of 
the court, ete., it was found to baa most useful book, not only by the bar, 
but also by the accounting and disbursing officers of the Government, ‘ud 
ing those of the Quartermaster and Commissary departments, and even by 


members of the Comniittees on Claims of the two Houses of Congress. Since 
then no digest of the decisions has been published. 

Mr. Chapman W. Maupin, who published a Digest of the Decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, has recently prepared a divest on 
the lines of my digest, abové alluded to, which embraces the thirty-five vol- 
umes of the Court of Claims decisions and all of the decisions of the Supreme 
Court relating to claimsagainst the United States. We esteem this so hichly 


| that, with Mr. Maupin’s consent, we have had a typewritten copy made for 


the use of the court. 

Iam now informed that the Comptroller of the Treasury has recommended 
its publication by Congress for the use of the accounting and disbursing offi- 
cers of the Government. So far as the judges are concerned, the fact that 


| one of them has been on the bench since 1865, and their familiarity with their 


own decisions enables them to get along, with m 
without the publication of such a digest; butit certs 


re or less inconvenience, 
nly will be of very great 









| assistance to the bar, and especially to lawyers who do not reside in the city 








of Washington, and who really have no practicable means for f ng out 
what has been decided in regard to the legal liabilities of the Government, 
Very respectfully, s 
. C. Nor. 


[Copy of letter sent by Comptroller to Senate Committee on Claims.] 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF COMPTROLLER OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, June 9, 1902. 
Hon. FrRAnNcis E. WARREN, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Claims, 
Sir: I have examined the Digest of the Decisions of the Court of Claims, 
prepared by Mr. Chapman W. Maupin, of this city. 
Such a digest is much needed, particularly by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department and by alt officers of the Goverument charged with 
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the duty of making public contracts. I will require ten copies for this divi- 
sion of the Treasury Department. 

Iam satisfied that Mr. Maupin’s work has been thoronghly and accurately 
done, and would recommend that it be printed under the authority of Con- 
7T Css. 

’ Very respectfully, ROBERT J. TRACEWELL, 
Comptroller of the Treasury. 

I am sending to the desk a memorandum of the action taken in 
the Senate during the last Congress. The memorandum was as 
follows: 

DIGEST OF COURT OF CLAIMS DECISIONS. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 126) to provide for the printing 
of a digest of the decisions of the Court of Claims, together with the rules of 
practice of and thestatutes relating to that court, to report it favorably with 
amendments, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the — resolution; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The amendments of the Committee on Printing were, in line 12 on page 1, 
before the word “copies,” to fill the blank with “‘one thousand;"’ and in line 
3 on page 2 to fill the blank before “dollars” with “‘two thousand five hun- 
dred; so as to make the joint resolution read: 

‘Resolved, etc., That there be printed a digest of the decisions of the Court 
of Claims, including the statutes relating to, and the rules of practice of, that 
court, prepared by Chapman W. Maupin; that there be printed 500 copies for 
the use of the Treasury Department, 2,000 copies for the use of the Attorney- 
General, 250 copies for the use of the War Department, 250 copies for the use 
of the Navy Department, 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies 
for the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,000 copies for public sale, 
the whole edition to be bound in sheep; said digest to be printed under the 
editorial supervision of Chapman W. Maupin, the preparation and editing of 
said digest by him to be paid for, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, at a price not to exceed the sum of $2,500, which sum is 
hereby appropriated in full payment for said work, except the cost of =. 
ing and binding the same, and shall not be payable until said work shall have 
been printed; nor shall any money be paid out on account of said work until 
the Court of Claims, or some member thereof, shall certify that the work, as 
completed, is satisfactory to that court.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


Mr. WARREN. As to the matter of binding, I assume that a 
work of this value should be well bound. I have for a great 
many years—in fact, all my life—seen law books bound in sheep 
or calf. Ican scarcely go into a law library or a lawyer's office 
where I do not see shelves filled with books bound in that form. 
My idea in proposing in the joint resolution that this digest should 
be bound in calf or sheep was that it might not take the usual 
course of being bound in paper or without board covers, as public 
documents are often issued. I assumed that Senators who desire 
to have a morocco-bound copy would still have the same right 
and privilege which now exists respecting other documents. 

Now, I have no choice as,to the binding, and if those who use 
law books more thanI do, and who believe this work should have 
a better binding than that proposed, will offer some amendment, I 
shall not oppose it. 

I think that this work ought to be printed, and I think the 
amount of $2,500 is but small compensation to the man who has 


compiled it, and has spent six years in its preparation, and who | 


will, under the joint resolution, be required to edit, proof read, 
and oversee the work until it is completed. 
should not be confined, as it is now, to typewritten copies for the 
court only. 

As the Senator from Maine will understand, the Committee on 
Claims has constant use for the decisions of the Court of Claims, 
and a digest is of great value, and it seems to me it is also of 
great value to other committees and to the several Departments 
of the Government. 

The letters submitted set forth that it is important not only to 
the courts, but to the various Departments. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I think theSenator from Wyoming 
has made out a good case. He has shown that while we have 
been publishing the reports of the Court 6f Claims from year to 
year, there is no good digest; that there is only an old and very 
incomplete digest. Every lawyer and every student of law knows 
that reports are good for nothing without good digests, I think 
the Senator has established that proposition. 

I think, also, he has shown that this compilation has been un- 
dertaken by a competent man—a lawyer who has had private 
practice and has had service in the Departments of a legal and 
important kind—and that he can do the work well. 

I believe the Senator has shown that the cost is not unreason- 
able. With the joint resolution as it is, the digest being bound, 
as all law reports are, in sheep, I am satisfied that the point 
raised by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] does not 
need to be taken care of, and every Senator can have his copy or 
two copies bound in morocco. With the joint resolution provid- 
ing for good binding in sheep, as is the case with all other law re- 

»rts, I shall make no further objection to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I am not quite sure that the 
joint resolution provides for the full compensation of the author 
and editor of this book. I think that is a little indistinct as pro- 
vided for in the joint resolution. 

Mr. HALE. Let that part be read and let us see. 


I think the work | 


| 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
will be read. 
The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That there be printed a digest of the decisions of the 
of Claims, including the statutes relating to and the rules of practice of 
court, prepared by Chapman W. Maupin; that there be printed 5 / coni that 
the use of the Treasury Department, 2,000 copies for the use of the At. 
General, 250 copies for the use of the War Department, 250 copies for th 
of the Navy Department, 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate : : 
for the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,000 copies for public 4), 
the whole edition to be bound in sheep; said digest to be printed under +) 
editorial supervision of Chapman W. Maupin, the preparation and edit na.> 
said digest by him to be paid for, out of any money in the Treasury pot se 
wise appropriated, at a price not to exceed the sum of $2,500, which en. 
hereby appropriated in full payment for said work, except the cost 
ing and binding the same, and shall not be payable until said work s) : 
been printed; nor shall any money be paid out on account of said work yr 
the Court of Claims, or some member thereof, shall certify that the work. 
completed, is satisfactory to that court. ” 


Mr. HOAR. Who is to determine the amount to be paid? 1 
says a sum not exceeding twenty-five hundred dollars, Now 
who is to determine that? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that is a defect, also. 

Mr. HOAR. Should it not also state who shall have the 
right, who shall own the book? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think so. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not know anything about the merits of ¢hj 
work, but there has been great discussion of late years regardiy 
the claim of a copyright in a Government work, as the Senator 
knows very well. 

Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me that the provision for pay. 
ment is rather vague. It does not state distinctly whether this 
sum is to be paid to Mr. Maupin for his services or to be paid for 
clerical and other work that he is to secure in the preparation of 
the digest. I think the joint resolution ought to provide that 
whatever sum we appropriate shall be in full for his services and 
labor in the preparation of the work and in reading the proof 

Mr. WARREN. The intention is that it shall be in full pay- 
ment, and if the Senator will suggest an amendment such as he 
thinks would cover it, I would be very glad to support it. 

Mr. ALLISON. It reads: 

Said digest to be printed under the editorial supervision of Chapman W. 
Maupin, the preparation and editing of said digest by him to be paid for 

I should say ‘‘a sum not exceeding twenty-five hundred dol- 
lars.”? I think he ought to be paid for all services 
twenty-five hundred dollars. It should read: 

Said digest to be printed under the editorial supervision of Chapman W. 
Maupin, who shall prepare—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the Senator from Wyoming had bet 
ter let the joint resolution go over for a day. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think eo. We ought to fix the amount Mr. 
Maupin is to receive for all the work he does in connection with 
the digest. 

Mr. WARREN. I hope the amendment which has been sug- 
gested may be adopted. I do not like to have the joint resolutia 
get into a position where it will goto the Calendar. [If it car 
over without losing its place, very well. The matter i 
tant and there should not be unnecessary delay. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. To be perfected and taken up at a! 

I suggest. 

Mr. ALLISON. That certainly can be done. 
consent that that may be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not unders 
the Senator’s request. oo 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the joint re 
lution may go over without prejudice until to-morrow, to be taken 
up then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator fr 
that the joint resolution may go over until to-mor! 
be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. ALLISON. Without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there object! 
hears none. 


The entire joint resolution 
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TITLES OF BILLS AMENDING STATUTES. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I ask the atten' 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar} for am 

I was the subject yesterday of a slight criticism from | 
ator, because of a bill which I introduced to ame: dt 
He said, and very justly said, that the title of a bi’! 
its character and purpose, and if to amend the statu': noe 
state in what regard, i. e., the title should convey the means | 
effect in some degree of the proposed measure. I had ! 
as well informed, perhaps, as I should have been 10 ! 
ties of legislation. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, 
know that he had introduced the bill. 

Mr. WARREN. I understand that. 

Mr. HOAR. I stated that that had been a very &° 
tice. I have no doubt I have been at fault, not as to 


I did not even 


neral prac 
bills which 
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I have prepared myself, but sometimes bills have been sent to 
me from the Department and elsewhere and I have introduced 
them without correcting the title. I do not think the Senator is 
in fault more than anyone else. 

Mr. WARREN. I understood that, but I wanted to show to 
the Senator the true situation. I introduced my bill among the 
frst days of February. Yesterday was the 11th day of February. 
[call the attention of the Senate now to a bill which the senior 
senator from Massachusetts himself introduced on the 10th day 
of February, the title of which is “A bill to amend section 1044 
of the Revised Statutes,” and that is all there is to its title. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I will say what is 
not in the least an excuse, for it is no excuse—I have myself been 
avery grave offender in this matter. In point of fact, there are 
hills sent to me from the Department of Justice as chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee. When my clerk receives them he puts 
them into the desk with bills to be introduced, and I introduce 
them and send them up in a bundle of bills sometimes, never 
looking at them myself at all. That is the way this bill got in. 
But 1 do not understand that that is any excuse. It is not like 
Adam saying that the woman did it. It is my fault not to have 
jooked at the bill myself. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This little incident is out of 
order entirely. 

Mr. WARREN. Yes, I know; but I ask unanimous consent 
foramoment, because I think this is animportant matter. I may 
have introduced a bill that was sent to me from the War Depart- 
ment in the manner in which it came to me, and the Senator on 
the following day, or several cays following, may have introduced 
one that came to him from the Department of Justice in the same 
vay. But the Senator, on the very day following an act of that 
kind, undertook to effect a reform, and did, I believe,a good serv- 
ice to the Senate in exposing a wrong practice. I take it he did 
not blame me—and the Senator says that he did not—though I 


was the author of the bill, or I introduced it, and I do not blame | 





him for doing the very same thing at about the very same time; | 


but as the matter is up I want to say that his suggestion was a 
most excellent one, and I only instance his fault—as well as my 
own—to show how prevalent is the practice. 

In my opinion the Senator is right. Every bill should state in 
iis title the purpose of the bill, in addition to stating the section 
of the statute it proposes to amend. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Reports of committees are in 
order, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr.STEWART, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 


bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2402) to secure sanitary | 


dairy products for the District of Columbia, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6289) to provide for the abatement of nuisances in the 
District of Columbia by the Commissioners of said District, and 
lor other purposes, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
areport thereon. 

ir, MALLORY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 810) to authorize the detail of George F. 
Urmsby in the interest of commerce, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. LONG, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom | 


Wes referred the bill (S. 8205) authorizing the Secretary of the 

lnteri r to acquire the title to lands within certain Indian reser- 

— reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
reon, 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
eerred the bill (H, R. 6345) for the relief of the State of Iowa, 
reported it without amendment. 

a... also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
eee the bill (S. 4280) providing for medals of honor, reported 

— amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 
til ealso (for Mr, Pettus) submitted a report to accompany the 
alan tapes, amend section 1209 of the Revised Statutes, here- 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


‘ Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 4832) granting an increase 
pd preg to Durbin L. Badley; which was read twice by its title, 
- a accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
em introduced a bill (S. 4833) granting an increase of pen- 
c 0 Orlando J, Ralph; which was read twice by its title, and 
en to the Committee on Pensions. 
- TMi ‘CUMBER introduced a bill (S. 4834) for the relief of the 
th ier or of the estate of Gotlob Groezinger; which was read 
Mp vy its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
t. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 4335) to amend the act entitled 





ID11 


“An act to determine the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of the 
United States, to regulate the removal of causes from the State 
courts, and for other purposes,’’ approved March 8, 1875, and the 
acts additional thereto; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 4336) for the relief of Capt. 
E. St. John Greble and other officers and enlisted men of the 
United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DIETRICH introduced a bill (S. 4337) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Hess; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4338) for the relief of James 
C. Burke; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4339) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Henry D. Fulton; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 4340) granting an increase of 
pension to Rose MacFarlane; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 4841) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Armstrong; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 4342) granting a pension to 


| John O’Brien; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 


accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 4343) for the relief of Talton T. 
Davis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 4344) granting an increase 
of pension to Frank Dittman; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 4345) granting an increase 
of pension to Albison Shaw; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 4846) to allow physcians who 
have practiced ten years or more in any State of the United States 
to practice in the District of Columbia without examination, on 
payment of fee, who can furnish a certificate of good morai char- 
acter from the medical board of the State in which they practiced; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PATTERSON introduced a bill (S. 4347) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Grand Junction, Colo.; which was read twice by its title. and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4848) granting a pension to John 
E. Force; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4349) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Laura Ann Seaton; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 4850) authorizing the 
President to appoint Ambrose C. G. Williams-Foote a lieutenant 
in the United States Army; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 


| Military Affairs. 


Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 4851) to provide for the 
enlarging of the United States court building at Asheville, N 
containing the United States court room, post-office, clerk’s office, 
and internal-revenue offices; which was read twice by its tit 
and referred tothe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 4352) relative to fees and 
commissions on final entry or commutation of homestead entries; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 


o Ves 






SACRAMENTO RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. PERKINS. I introduce a joint resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 49) to provide for the expenditure 
of funds heretofore appropriated for the improvement of the Sac- 
ramento River was read the first time by its title and the second 
time at length, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the unexpended balance of appropriations made in the 


river and harbor act of March 3, 1899, and the sundry civil act of June 6, 1900, 
for improving Sacramento River, California, from the city of Sacramento to 
the mouth, may, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, be applied to the 


improvement of the said river anywhere between its mouth and the head of 
navigation. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. ’ 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, 
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AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr, ALGER submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$75 to pay Maj. William H. Arthur, Medical Department, United 
States Army, for money lost through errors in descriptive list of 
Second Regiment, United States Infantry, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the army appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GORMAN submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the salary of the chief engineer, Library of Congress, from $1,500 
to $1,800 per annum, intended to be proposed by him to the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was re- 
—— the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
' Mr. PETTUS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 9548) for the allowance of certain claims 
reported by the Court of Claims, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 
CLOCK IN SENATE CHAMBER. 

Mr. SPOONER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he is hereby, directed to pro- 


cure and place in front of the press gallery a clock as nearly as practicable 
in form and design like the one now in use in the Chamber. 


AMERICAN INSTITUTE AT PARIS, FRANCE, 


On motion of Mr. FRYE, it was 


Ordered, That there be printed as Senate Document No. 121A 500 copies of 
the attached papers, 300 copies for the Senate document room and 200 copies 
for use of the State Department, together with the maps and illustration. 


PURCHASE FROM NEW PANAMA CANAL COMPANY, 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I desire, in pursuance of the 
notice I gave yesterday, to call up Senate resolution 57, for the 
purpose of submitting some remarks upon it, which I will be 
compelled, in consideration of my condition, to ask my friend 
from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK] to read. I will take the floor 
for that purpose. It is not necessary to have the resolution read. 
It has been read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
calls up a resolution which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Resclution No. 57,submitted by Mr. Morcan 
December 15, 1903, calling upon the Attorney-General to report 
whether he has made, or is making, on behalf of the United States 
a purchase from the New Panama Canal Company of any prop- 
erty rights, etc., that were granted by the Republic of Colombia 
to N. B. Wyse, etc. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair hopes that the Sen- 
ate will bein order. The Senator from Alabama is troubled as 
to his throat, and the Senate ought to be quiet. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator from Alabama requests that I 
may be permitted to read his speech for him. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MorGAan’s speech was read by Mr. CARMACK, as follows: 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, much weight is given to the 
untoward and painful condition in which the country is placed 
by the devotion of the President, or, more properly, his infatua- 
tion, as to the location of the isthmian canal at Panamain excus- 
ing his plain and express disobedience of law, with the assertion 
that his actions are always heroically patriotic and his motives 
are an open book to be read of all men. 

If open and defiant disobedience of law can be thus justified, I 
would, for one, add my tribute of indulgent praise for a reckless 
act done for a worthy cause, if the act was, indeed, unselfish and 
if the cause was worthy of the espousal of an American President. 

The President, when he was first placed in reach of the power 
to influence the location of an isthmian canal, resolved that it 
should be constructed at Panama. Whether this resolve was 
wise or merely heroic, it was fixed and admitted of no opposition. 
It was his opinion; and I leave to him the task, in history and in 
our future experience, to justify it at his own risk, and am glad 
that I will not share with him any of its responsibilities. 

If I had time to array against his conjectures the sedate judg- 
ment of multitudes of able and honest men who have devoted 
many years, at great public and private expense, to the demon- 
stration of the idleness of his convictions, no such array of wit- 
nesses hasever appeared on such an occasion to contest a fatal 
delusion. 

In governmental actions, carefully based upon explorations and 
official surveys of the two routes by men of the highest scientific 
ability, four Presidents—Grant, Arthur, Harrison, and McKin- 
ley—have decided against him on occasions and under circum- 
stances of grave deliberation and have recorded their convictions 
in conclusive executive action. 

Among these he stands alone and defiant, doubtless, to his pro- 
found satisfaction. 

Among the Secretaries of State not one of any party gives sup- 
port in his written opinion to the President’s attitude, unless the 
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present Secretary may do so. I would not inflic — 
misfortune of saying that he does. f upon him the 

Every report of every committee in Congress, of which t! 
many, is adverse to the choice of the President for the 
route. ap * voces reports are those of great and wise stat 
men, such as Edmunds, Evarts, Brown, and Sherman, fy... 
commission, of which there have been five, that has examined g 
surveyed canal lines in Central America has reported ady, rsely . 
the choice of the President, and the Senate and the House of ie, 
resentatives, in four different Congresses, have voted against the 
President’s choice, in favor of the Nicaragua route, by such yy, Z 
jorities as no great question ever commanded in successive and 
detached votes. _ 

The Isthmian Canal Commission chosen by President McKin. 
ley, upon whose preliminary report he entered into com pacts with 
Nicaragua and Costa Rica that are still binding agreements. yo. 
ported twice in favor of the Nicaragua route and have twico 
stated under oath the facts upon which those reports were based 

Their final report was made in November, 1901, to the presont 
Executive, who made no recommendation to Congress. as the 
statute expressly required him to do. The first Hepburn bill had 
passed the House in the Fifty-sixth Congress, after earnest dis. 
cussion and in defiance of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, by the yota 
of the entire body with the exception of 26 votes. : 

President McKinley, using the language of that bill, on Decem. 
ber 1, 1900, had made the compacts with Costa Rica and Nicaragua 
that granted to us all that the Hepburn bill proposed to acquire, 

The second Hepburn bill passed the House of Representatives in 
the Fifty-seventh Congress with only 2 votes in the negative, was 
sent to the Senate, referred to the Committee on Interoceanic 
Canals, and was reported back to the Senate with the votes of 
three distinguished Republican Senators in the affirmative. 

Up to that time, and up to the beginning of the extra session of 
Congress in November, 1903, there had never been any known ef- 
fort at party alignment on any feature of the isthmian canal ques- 
tion. No other great question was ever so free from the influence 
of party organization or partisan politics. 

This was a happy augury for the country, and was more con- 
spicuously a subject of congratulation because the Democratic 
party in the convention at Kansas City, under the leadership of 
the chairman of the executive committee, had pronounced in favor 
of the Nicaragua route. 

No political power was then great enough to make a political 
question of an isthmian canal. 

When the second Hepburn bill passed the House of Representa- 
tives, after full discussion, in favor of the Nicaragua route, no 
great measure had ever received from Congress or the people such 
demonstrative and united support in all the history of the country. 

After that the President waited two years before he ma'e 
knowa to Congress his preference for the Panama route and his 
determination that a canal should be constructed there and that 
no canal should be opened on the Nicaragua route. 

In his annual message to Congress in December, 103, the Presi 
dent gave the first official statement of his views and determina- 
tion as to the location and construction of an istlimian canal at 
Panama. In that message he submitted no information or advice 
to Congress with a view to its action on the canal question. — 

He merely announced his determination to secure by treaty the 
consent of the Senate to a certain state of facts that he hac cre- 
ated, in part, contrary to law, by his will and exertion as the 
Chief Executive of the United States and as the Commancr 1 
Chief of its Army and Navy and, in part, by the diplomatic Hction 
that the head of the Government, republican in form, has the pre 
rogative power to create facts, conditions, estoppels, and Tes alts 
that are conclusive on Congress and the people ani are bey! nd 
their power to question or deny. 

In an explanatory message, a few days later, he 
stance that it had been his purpose to submit the que: 
location of the canal at Panama to Congress, and to asi 118 uy 
on the subject; but later he concluded to proceed in wnt he hat 
done without such assistance, The flattering siren ‘ nus 
had then sounded its trumpet in his ears. 

The frank avowal to Congress of this purpose toen'r 
as the absolute ruler of the destiny of the Republic is \ 
the American idea of imperial power and royal immu! 

No American holding the trust of public office, 
the office of President of the United States, has been 
entertaining purposes, thus avowed, that would cost 
Great Britain his crown if not his head. 

The apparent innocence and naiveté of the declarat 
never screen him among a people whose previous 
would remind them of the danger to the country ol 4 
openly violates the law. ss 

In their consciousness of liberty secured by law the) gon 
content to suspect that more than the spectacular payse 
paign politics is meant by such heroic exhibitions. _ 

It is the self-reliance of a self-governing people &", § 
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saves them from the rudest shock and the angry expression of 
resentment at such official announcements, 

Yet this message is applauded by the President's political asso- 
ciates on the floor of the Senate as the brave announcement of a 
man whose political course is animated with the courage of a brave 
heart that is an open book that all men may read. 

On the facts of this case as they are shown by the record I 
must deny that the conduct of the President in this matter has 
peen that of a true knight who wears his heart on his sleeve. 

If the followers of a Republican President are willing to march 
in the procession of lawbreakers, with bowed heads and disap- 
proving consciences, because he is supposed to control the next 
nomination for the Presidency, they need not —— a free people 
to follow them for the sake of party harmony. ing Americans, 
they are in harmony with the Constitution and the laws, not with 
those who openly disobey them and contemptuously spurn them. 

The period of two years, from January, 1902, to January, 1904, 
was occupied by the President in the development of his plans to 
overrule and break down all that had been done by his predeces- 
sor, Mr. McKinley, and by Congress and the engineers, the canal 
commissions, and the people in the location of the canal on the 
Nicaragua route and its location at Panama, in the positive dis- 
obedience of the Spooner law. 

These plans and purposes were as fixed in his mind in January. 
1902, as he has declared them to be in January, 1904, at which 
date he made his first official declaration and his first intimation 
of his purpose and of the full development of his plan. 

His plan was not completed until November 3,1903. From that 
date he rushed it into execution by assuming powers in violation 
of the Constitution, the law of nations, the statute laws of neu- 
trality of the United States, and by violating the express mandate 
of the Spooner law. 

That law was enacted for the purpose of locating and beginning 
the construction of an isthmian canal without further legislation, 
and it located the canal either on the Panama or the Nicaraguan 
route. It was so understood. It was so accepted on all sides, 
and its provisions were adequate to that purposo in every partic- 
ular. 

There is no obscurity or flaw in that act, and the President has 
found no loophole in its provisions that he can suggest as a reason 
or excuse for his direct and open violation of its provisions. Even 
the mooted question of his discretion as to a ‘‘ reasonable time”’ 
for opening negotiations with Nicaragua and Costa Rica or as to a 
reasonable time for acquiring canal concessions at Panama by 
treaty with Colombia is disposed of-in his annual message of De- 
cember, 1903, in which he says: 

As matters turned out, the question of a reasonable time did not enterinto 
the matter at all. 


Matters turned out as he had determined they should turn out, 
and not as that law contemplated, but in utter repugnance to the 
Spooner law. There was not a man in Congress or elsewhere who 
contemplated that the conditions of the Spooner law for the loca- 
tion of the canal at Panama, with the consent of Colombia, could 
be complien with by locating it there against the consent of Co- 
ombila. 

It is an affront to common sense and a breach of faith so to per- 
vert the Spooner law. 

The accomplishment of his purpose would wait on nothing, and 
the President pushed it with force and arms until he had so in- 
volved his political party and the Senate and the country in it, 
until extreme embarrassment attended every possible effort to 
escape from the toils he had thrown around us. 

I will refer to some of the leading steps taken during this two 
years’ campaign of the President to show that the President has 
not dealt with the country in the open, bold, and courageous 
fashion for which he is applauded on the floor of the Senate by 
his political followers, ae also by some others who, while de- 
houncing his methods, and even his motives, follow his lead 
because it promises great gains, if successful, or else the destruc- 
tion of any isthmian canal, through motives of revenge, should 
they dare to refuse to follow him or should presume to demand 
that the President, like other officials and citizens, shall be re- 
quired to obey the law. 

I will be brief in the enumeration of these facts, as they have 
been to some extent discussed in the general debate on the Hay- 

arilla treaty. 

I will state the facts that show the several steps taken by the 
President toward the completion of his purpose to locate and 
Construct a canal at Panama in their chronological order, with- 
out discussing the reasons for their existence, none of which have 
- Stated or explained by him or by anyone who has spoken 

lm, 


, we are left to draw our conclusions without the aid of any ex- 
ations, 


The second Hepburn bill had been before the House of Repre- 
Sentatives for several days, under a rule that required a final vote 


on the 13th of January, 1902. On that day it passed the House by 
a practically unanimous vote, and was sent to the Senate. 

M. Edouard Lampré, secretary of the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany, had been sent by it from Paris, and was en route to Wash- 
ington when the following cable dispatch was sent to M. Boeufvé, 
who was a member of the French embassy at Washington: 


PARIS, January 4, 1902—8.53 a. m, 
Baurvk, Washington: : : 


_ Inform Admiral Walker immediately, and without awaiting Lampré’s ar- 
rival, that the company declares itself ready to transfer to the Government 
of the United States, on payment of $40,000,000, its properties and concessions, 
estimated at that amount by the Isthmian Canal Commission in its last re- 
port, page 103, in conformity with the terms and conditions of the estimates 
of said report. 

B6, 
President of the Board. 
Other cablegrams followed, beginning with that to Admiral 
Walker on the 9th of January—the day of the passage of the Hep- 
burn bill in the House, as follows: 


PARIS, January 9, 1902—4.07 p. m. 
Admiral WALKER, r iy —— 
President Isthmian Canal Commission, 
Corcoran Building, Washington: 

The New Panama Canal Company declares that it is ready toaccept for the 
totality, without exception, of its property and rights on the Isthmus the 
amount of $40,000,000, the above offer to remain in force up to March 4, 1903, 

BO, 
President of the Board, 


PARIS, January 11, 1902—1.17 p. m. 
Admiral WALKER, 
President Isthmian Canal Commission, 
Corcoran Building, Washington: 


oon of sale of all our property applies also to all maps and archives in 
aris. 
BO, 
President of the Board, 


PARIS, January 14, 1902—9.45 p. m. 
Admiral WALKER, 
President Isthmian Canal Commission, 
Corcoran Building, Washington: 

We send by mail letter confirming cable 11th January, and, under regis- 
tered package, judgment August 2,agreement with liquidator, and three ex. 
tracts showing powers of board. All these documents are certified to by the 
United States consulate-general, =e 

4 


President of the Board, 
The action of the President on that proposition is only known 
through the following statement of Admiral Walker, dated Janu- 
ary 18, 1902: 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION, 
Washington, D. C., January 13, 1902, 
The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Srr: The Isthmian Canal Commission has the honor to submit the follow- 
ing report upon the proposition of the New Panama Canal Company to sell 
and dispose of all its rights, property, and unfinished work to the United 
States for $40,000,000. 

Ata meeting of the stockholders of the New Panama Canal Company held 
on the 2lst of December last full power was given to the board of directors 
of the company to negotiate for the transfer of its-property, concessions, and 
unfinished work to the United States, its action to be subject to formal rati- 
fication by the stockholders. In accordance with this action the board indi- 
cated its desire, through its representative in this city, to offera proposition 
to make such transfer to the United States for the price mentioned. 

Thereupon by your oral direction the president of the Commission con- 
ferred with Mr. Edouard Lampré, secretary-general of the New Panama 
Canal Company. He also received several cablegrams from Mr. Marius Bé, 
the newly chosen president of the company in Paris. The results of these 
conferences and communications have been considered ata meeting of the 
Commission called for that purpose 

The first cablegram was dated in Paris on the 4thof January, and it stated 
that the company was ready to transfer to the United States its propertyand 
concessions for $40,000,000, and that the offer would remain open until the 4th 
of March, 1903. As it was not clear whether this offer included all the prop- 
erty of the company, further correspondence ensued, and it was made clear 
that the proposition was intended to cover the entire property of the com- 

any upon the Isthmus of Panama, all the stock of the Panama Railroad 
Jompany held for its use and benefit, and the maps, plans, archives, and rece 
ords in Paris. 

A communication and explanatory documents, duly certified, containing 
a fuller statement than is embraced in the cablegrams, but to the same effect, 
are on their way to the United States by mail, and copies of them have been 
deposited with the ambassador of the United States at Paris, who has 
acknowledged their receipt by cable to the Secretary of State. 


This statement purports to be a report of the Isthmian Canal 
Commission, that was functus officio in November, 1901, when it 
made its final report to the President. 

That paper professed to be the unanimous report of the Isth- 
mian Cané T Conmesiasion, but it omitted the dissent of Prof. Lewis 
M. Haupt, one of the commissioners, that was entered on the 
minutes, as follows: 

He [Professor Haupt] still believed that the Nicaragua route was the bet- 


ter of the two, but that the scope of the investigation had expanded beyond 
the mere question as to which route had the superior advantages, in view of 








the political situation and the great probability, if not certainty, of a divided 
report pang used by the opponents of any canal to defeat legislation. It was 
a question, therefore, of Panama or nothing, and, as he believed firmly inthe 
necessity of an isthmian waterway for the general good, he had concluded 


that his duty to his country would be best fulfilled by waiving his objections 
and signing the report, with the understanding that this statement of his 
reasons be entered upon the minutes. 
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The President’s intervention in the preparation of the report 
is shown in the following extract: 

Thereupon, by your oral direction, the president of the Commission con- 
ferred with M. Edouard Lampré, secretary-general of the New Panama Canal 
Company. 

That company was thus taken into the confidence of the Presi- 
dent in the settlement of a project for overturning the will of the 
poople, expressed in the votes of their representatives in Congress, 
and he was the only person invited to the counsels of the Isthmian 
Canal Commission. 

The haste of this proceeding is shown by the following extract 
from that report: 

He [Admiral Walker] also received several cablegrams from Mr. Marius 
B6, the newly chosen president of the company,in Paris. The resultsof these 
conferences and comt 28 have been considered at a meeting of the 
Commission called fo pose. 

The first cablegram was dated in Paris on the 4th of January, and it stated 
that the company w ready to transfer to the United States its property and 
concessions for §40, 00, and that the offer would remain open until the 4th 
of March,1903. A was not clear whether this offer included all the prop- 
erty of the company, further correspondence ensued, and it was made clear 
that the proposition was intended to cover the entire property of the com- 

$ md upon the Isthmus of Panama, all the stock of the Panama Railroad 
Jompany held for its use and benefit, and the maps, plans, archives, and 
records in Paris. 

A communication and explanatory documents, duly certified, containinga 
fuller state than is embraced in the cablegrams, but to the same effect, 
are on their way to the United States by mail, and copies of them have been 
deposited with the ambassador of the United States in Paris, who has ac- 
knowledged their receipt by cable to the Secretary of State. 

The as of the Commission was sent to Congréss in a mes- 
sage of the President dated January 20, 1902. 

The next act of the President is shown by the letter of the Sec- 
retary of State to Mr. Concha, minister from Colombia, as fol- 
lows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, April 21, 1902. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt at your hands of a communi- 
cation dated the 3lst of March, 1902, and another of the 18th of April, inclos- 
ing a proposal of the Republic of Colombia for a concessionary convention or 
treaty between the Republic of Colombia and that of the United States of 
America respecting the completion, maintenance, operation, control, and 
protection of an interoceanic canal over the Isthmus of Panama. 

Iam directed by the President to inform you that I shall be ready to sign 
with you the proposed convention as soon as— 

First. The Congress of the United States shall have authorized the Presi- 
dent to enter into such an agreement; and 

Second. As soon as the law officers of this Government shall have decided 
upon the question of the title which the New Panama Canal Company is able 
to give to all the properties and rights claimed by it and pertaining toa 
canal across the Isthmus and covered by the pending proposal. 

Accept, sir, the renewed assurances of my highest aa. eH 

OHN Hay. 

Sefior Don Jos& Vicentxe Concna, etc. 


In the papers accompanying this letter is the letter from Crom- 
well, acting as general counsel for the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany, to the Secretary of State, which Mr. Concha styles ‘‘an 
expository communication,” approved by him. It is a strange 
sandwich in diplomatic correspondence, but it sets forth the New 
Panama Canal Company, not as an intruder or intervenor in our 
highest and most important relations with Colombia, but as a 
recognized negotiator and as the next friend of Colombia. 

The part of the ‘‘ expository communication”’ that places the 
canal company in the lead and control of the national high con- 
tracting powers and makes their treaty engagements to depend 
on the consent of that company for their operative force is thus 
stated in article 1 of the concluded negotiation: 


ARTICLE I. 


The Government of Colombia authorizes the New Panama Canal Company 
to sell and transfer to the United States its rights, privileges, properties, and 
concessions, as well as the Panama Railroad and all the shares or part of the 
shares of that company, with the exception of the public lands situated out- 
side of the zone hereinafter specified now corresponding to the concessions to 
= —_ enterprises, which public lands shall revert to the Republic of 

om bia. 

But itis understood that Colombia reserves all its rights to the special 
shares in the capital of the New Panama Canal Company, to which reference 
is made in Article IV of the contract of December 10, 1890, which shares shall 
be paid their full nominal value at least. 

he railroad company (and the United States as owner of the enterprise) 
shall be free from the obligations imposed by the railroad concession, except- 
ing as to the payment at maturity by the railroad company of the outstand- 
ing bonds issued by said railroad company. 


I will read Mr. Cromwell’s “expository communication ”’ as 
proof of the President’s knowledge of all the fair promises, pledges, 
and prognostications of Cromwell and Concha, and of himself as 
well, as to the outcome of the joint work of Cromwell, represent- 
ing thecanal company and Colombia asa chosen medium of honest 
fraternity, and of Concha, as the accredited minister of Colombia, 
and of Hay, the instructed Secretary of the President. ‘ 

It will remind us of “‘ the happy days we went gypsying ’’ with 
Colombia, and it is a pleasant preface to the later days when the 
President went to war for Marroquin, against the Liberals, to 
keep him on his legs until he could negotiate the Hay-Herran 
treaty and procure its ratification. ; ae 

The ornate glorification of the “expository” over his victim, 
the Nicaragua route, is the only point he had gained until a new 


’ 


opportunity for professional success was found in the treaty be 

fore the Senate, when he betrayed his noble and beloved Colo;hia 

and ran off with Panama, her truant daughter. yp 
Hear Cromwell on Colombia: 


[The New Willard, Washington, D. C., Sullivan & Cromwell, 49 and 5] Wa) 
’ 22 Ol Wall 
street.] x 

EW YORK, March 31, 1 

Hon. Joun Hay, een 84, 3 
Secretary of State, Washington, D. C. 

Srr: In connection with the presentation by Sefior José Vicente Conch. 
minister plenipotentiary and envoy extraordinary from the Repu))i 
Colombia, of a proposed concessionary convention or treaty betwen th, 
United States and Colombia to further the completion, operation, contro) 
and protection of the Panama Canal by the United States, I have }e- 
quested by the minister, in view of my relation to the subject as ge} 
counsel of the Panama Canal Company, and of my knowledge of the min 
ter’s views derived from our daily conferences in the preparation of 
treaty, to submit the following reflections: oe 

Colombia welcomes the United States to its territory, and will fac 
inevery way reasonable within its power the consummation of the desi;; 
needs of the United States for the completion, operation, maintenan 
trol, and protection of the interoceanic canal across its domain, sub 
course, to the sovereignty of Colombia, and a reasonable and just conven 
between the two nations. 

Colombia views with admiration, as does the restof the world. the sn! 
magnanimity, the far-seeing statesmanship, the virile and compre! 
policy which moves this people to construct the greatest undertaking \ 
has ever engaged the attention of mankind, not for its own benefit alo 
with selfish preference to its own commerce, but for the common | fit 
upon equal terms and under universal neutrality in times of peace for al] th 
peoples of the earth. 

History does not furnish another instance of such national gener 
patriotism, and wisdom. 

This could not but call out from Colombia the warmest response; and that 
nation takes pride in associating herself with an affair conducted upon such 
an elevated plane of national and international duty and concern. 

The Isthmian Canal Commission, a most distinguished and able hodv. so- 
lected with such care by President McKinley to consider all possi! t 
mian canal routes and to determine which of them it is most to the t 
of the United States to acquire, has reported unanimously that the Pa 4 
route is the most practicable and feasible route for an isthmian canal to be 
under the control, management, and ownership of the United States. Ther 
fore the solution of the problem only involves two other conditions: 

1. The sale by the New Panama Canal Company to the United States of 
the concession, property, and rights of the canal, with the shares of tl 
Panama Railroad Company, and, 

2. A new concessionary convention or treaty with Colombia. 

The first of these two conditions already has been made easy of fulfilln 
in the formal acceptance by the New Panama Canal Company of the valua- 
tion fixed by the Isthmian Canal Commission—$40,000,000—and by its duly 
authorized propozal to the United States for a sale of the property at tha 
price, subject, of course, to a satisfactory convention being arrived 
tween the United States and Colombia, 

The sole remaining condition, then, is the determination of th: 
ary and treaty relations of the United States to a zoneof territory acr 
Isthmus of Panama necessary for the consummation of the undertaking 

There has not been a moment in which Colombia has not entertained 
keenest desire to further the design of the United States, and this seutim 
has prevailed under each succeeding administration in Colombia and a 
in both of the great national parties who alternately have ruled in 
country. 

This sentiment is neither newborn nor inspired by hope of pecu: 

The two nations are old friends, and this feeling assumed practical 
1846, when the treaty of that year was made, which expressly pro 
the construction of this canal, in furtherance of which Colom ara 
to the United States the free transit of the Isthmusand granted extr 
nary concessions to the people and commerce of the United Statesu 

of perfect equality with its own citizens, while the United States, i 
guaranteed the neutrality of the Isthmus and of the canal to be cou 
upon it, as well as the sovereignty of Colombia over that territory. _ 

It is a significant fact that this treaty of 1846-1848, assuring to the Unit 
States special rights and privileges upon the Isthmus of Panat 
tion with any interoceanic canal or railroad across the Isthmu 


ir¢ 


auy's 


| antedates the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. The treaty of 1846-1848 is in full force 


as it has continued to be without change from the date of its execut 

Colombia has never made a treaty with any other nation upon the 
of an isthmian canal, although it was at liberty to do so. 

These treaty ties cemented their joint designs for the construction 
new highway for the world and have held the two nations together in 
mon interests and unbroken friendship for more than a half century. | 

By granting the concessions now owned by the Now Panama Cans 
pany and by furthering the construction of the canal toits present 
stage of completion by the old and new Panama Canal compauies, ‘ 
initiated the great work which now, happily, the United States 1 
summate. 

While the minister of Colombia was in Washington for more than a 3 
waiting for the moment when the subject could be seriously an latt 
discussed, it is only since January 4, 1902, that anything could be « 
said or done, since then, and then only, was a definite proposal of sa 
by the canal company. Immediately thereupon, however, the Gor 
of ¢ solombia, ee. the services of its then minister in other 11 
fields, designated its minister of war, Sefior Concha, as minister p!' 
tiary and gr ereeEans, to come at once from Bogota to Wa 
charged with its ripest views and amplest instructions, to conter with 
executive authorities of the United States, and, after exchange of infu! 
tion and opinions, to reach a satisfactory convention. . 

Minister Concha has devoted himself, since his arrival a fow w 
absorbingly to this task, and is prepared to reach a conclusion with th 
utive officers of the Government. ds 

He is fully empowered to negotiate and sign a treaty, subject onl 
ratification of the Colombian Congress, as in like cases with all nations. | oa 

But Colombia is in the dark as to the precise desires and needs of © 
United States upon the subject, and Minister Concha can not, es oe 
ticipate in his first statement all the reasonable requirements of thls 
ernment. 7 

He wishes, however, to manifest in the most hearty manner thi ‘t 
his Government to facilitate the purposes of the United States, ans : 
position is manifested by the comprehensive convention whic ba 
day submitted to you, but not as an ultimatum. san well A¥ 

The establishment of a canal convention involves, as you are 8 ed \ 
besides the utilization of a canal zone for the construction, — st 
tenance, control, and protection of a canal, railroad, and auxiliary 


the 


V- 
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yell as a grant renewable perpetually and a consent to the sale by the New 
panama Canal Company (all of which Colombia concedes in the convention 
submitted), but also numerous other grave questions relating to judicial pro- 
cedure, punishment of crimes, the capture of criminals, sanitary and police 
regulations of Panama and Colon, proper regard to the vested interests upon 
the Isthmus, a = the United States from all forms of taxes, port 
s-harges, or other dues, etc. 
onguite aside from pecuniary matters, these are subjects which only can be 
examined and negotiated directly with you in person, and are impossible of 
negotiation with the Houses of Congress. 

Permit me to call attention to the facts that a canal convention in respect 
of the Isthmus of Panama necessarily involves considerations which do not 
relate to a section where there is but a wilderness, uninhabited by man and 
producing no income to the nation. 

The convention respecting the Panama route coversa zone which has been 
the pathway of commerce across the continent for four hundred years, with 
important cities at its termini, with villages along the route, with a settled 
population, with considerable property, and with important vested interests, 
aro to be taken into consideration. 

All this represents an increment of value in civilizing influences, in means 
of protection, in expenditures of national funds for improvement and devel- 
opment, as well as in certitude of engineering plans, of all which the United 
States now may derive the benefit. 

It would be neither in order nor fitting for the canal company or myself to 
express any Views, one way or the other, upon any of the provisions of the 

roposed treaty, and our reserve in that segese will be noted. However, I 
bee to refer, by special request of the minister, to Article XXV of his pro- 
posed treaty, and which article relates to the pecuniary terms. 

Colombia js fk ge to discuss, negotiate, and decide upon the precise 
sum or sums which may be reasonable for the United States to pay and for 
Colombia to ask, but as the subject is in the hands of Congr and it seems 
impracticable at the moment to secure a definite expression of the views of 
the United States upon the subject, Colombia manifests its good faith and 
reasonableness by proposing that the annuity shall be only such sum as mu- 
tually may be agreed upon between the nations, or, failing in such agree- 
ment, such fair and reasonable amount as may be determined by a high com- 
mission presided over by the president of the International Peace Tribunal 
of The ague, the remaining members being nominated in equal number by 

e two nations, 
= annuity would only be fixed once ina hundred years, The national 
requirements of Colombia make a Pyne of $7,000,000 desirable, and you 
will note the provisions on that head; but Ialsoask you tonote that Colombia 
waives the annuity for the first fourteen years. This method insures to the 
United States the concessionary rights which it requires and which can not 
be affected or areas by any difference or delay respecting the ascer- 
tainment of the annuity. 

The United States is only required to pay such sum as it may agree upon 
or as so may be determined to be fairand reasonable. Colombia does not ask 
nore than what may be determined to be fair and reasonable, and surely the 
United States does not wish to do less thanthat. _ 

lhave the honor to be, Mr. Secretary, your obedient servant, 

Wm. NELSON CROMWELL, 
General Counsel New Panama Canal Company. 


This must be delightful reading to the President. 
In the letter of May 15, 1903, that inclosed the papers I have 
just commented upon, Mr. Hay inclosed a negotiation with Nica- 


ragua and made a statement as to a negotiation with Costa Rica | 


for canal concessions that followed and completed the McKinley 
agreements of 1900. 


session that the negotiations with Costa Rica and Nicaragua were 
perfectly satisfactory to the Government. 
The chief point of comparison between these negotiations of 


Costa Rica and Nicaraguaand the Hay-Concha agreement is that | 


the cost of the concessions was the same between the competing 
routes. Colombia agreed to sell her concessions for $7,000,000, 


and Nicaragua agreed to sell hers for $6,000,000, and Costa Rica | 
agreed to sell hers for $1,000,000, making the cost the same on | 


both routes for the concessions. 


inquiry and suggestion as to any desire of his for the Panama 
route that would cause him to agree to add $3,000,000 to the sum 
in favor of Colombia in the Hay-Herran treaty. These facts 
were presented to Congress as a solemn assurance that Colombia 
was bound to accept $7,000,000 in payment for her concessions. 
The Spooner bill passed, on the report of the committee of con- 
ference, without any suggestion or suspicion of the addition of 


$3,000,000 to the price that the President had informed Congress | 


that Colombia had agreed to take for her concessions. 

I can state, in my place, that the Spooner law could not have 
paid Colombia for her concessions. Without some explanation, 
treaty is only attributable to his fixed purpose to have the canal 
located at Panama, cost what it might in money or in war, or in 
disobedience of law. ; 

Thus early in this programme of compu'sion this fatal determi- 


nation is disclosed, which, in its financial! features and in its subor- | 


dination to the New Panama Canal Company, backed by France, 
13 repeated in article 22 of the treaty now before the Senate. 
I will further establish the desperate nature of this purpose by 


showing the difference in the conduct of the President in Marro- | 
quin’s war with the Liberals in Panama in 1901 and 1902, when | 


e aided Marroquin to defeat them, and in the present war with 
arroquin in Panama, in which he is aiding the Liberals to dis- 
member Colombia. In both cases the canal at Panama was the 


= object of his intervention with the armed forces of the United 
aves, 


In 1902 he intervened to sustain Marroquin, toenable and to in- 





| officially to-day. 





duce him to negotiate the Hay-Herran treaty and to secure its 
ratification. In the war of 1903-4 in Panama the President as- 
sisted the Liberals to destroy Marroquin’s power and that of his 
Government because the Congress of Colombia refused to ratify 
the Hay-Herran treaty. 

I will not further discuss the action of the President in respect 
of the military situation in Panama as it is at this time. That 
matter has been fully discussed upon facts, all of which are not 
as yet known to the country. 

Every day, however, new statements are made by the incautious 
and supercilious persons who were concerned in creating our 
strange attitude in Panama that bring dissatisfaction to the coun- 
try. In the coming campaign for the Presidency an inviting field 
will be opened to the spellbinders on both sides that I heartily 
wish ee be occupied by the truth, established by undeniable 
records. 

It is the truth and the holy character of simple justice that re- 
quires me to resort to the records to sustain the statements I have 
just made as to the attitude of the President in these two wars in 
Panama, and to show that it is and has been his fixed determina- 
tion to locate and construct a canal at Panama that has controlled 
his action, first, for Marroquin and his position as President of Co- 
lombia, and then against him and the integrity of the Republic 
of Colombia. 

His change of attitude is separated only by the lapse of a single 
year—from November, 1902, to November, 1903. 

In 1898, late in the year, an outbreak of civil war occurred in 
Colombia as the immediate result of the rejection by the Con- 
gress of Colombia of a bargain with the New Panama Canal 
Company for an extension of the the Wyse canal concession of 
1878 from the 31st of October, 1904, until the 31st of October, 1910. 

I need not go over the facts I have so often shown, that no one 
has controverted, to establish the truth of the proposition that 
the rejection of this offer, with its inducement of $1,000,000 French 
gold, was the immediate cause of the outbreak of revolt in many 
departments of Colombia. I respectfully challenge any Senator 
to show any other cause for that war. And,if that was the cause 
of it, I may with equal confidence warn any honest man against 
its approval by his vote in the Senate on the ratification of this 
treaty. 

It was, of course, expected that the tide of war would reach 


| Panama, and to provide against interference with our treaty ob- 


ligations to protect the transit across the Isthmus it was our duty 
to stand ready to afford that protection. 
As early as January, 1900, President McKinley had the Scorpion 


| at Cartagena, Colombia, on the lookout for the advent of the 
The Senate is fully informed by a letter of Mr. Hay in its pos- | 


war in Panama. The first report was from Lieutenant-Com- 
mander Sargent, on the 17th of January, which I will read: 


U.S. 8S. Scorpion, 
Cartagena, Republic of Colombia, January 17, 1900. 

Srr: 1. Ihave the honor to report that tho first news of any importance 
for many weeksconcerning the revolution in Colombia has been promulgated 
It was received in the shape of a telegram from the goy- 
ernor of this Department at Barranquilla, repeating another received by him 

from General Cassabianca at Bucaramanga under the date of January 4. 
2. In this telegram the governor confirms the rumors of a decisive victory 
over the revolutionary forces of General Uribe-Uribe at Bucaramanga, which 


: | is situated in the mountains of the central part of the Department of Santan- 
This official information, coming from the President, settled all | 


der, about 450 miles from Cartagena, near the source of the Lebrija River, a 
branch of the Magdalena. He also reports that General Lujan hascompletely 
routed the revolutionists under Vargas Santos, near Cerrito, Department of 
Antioquia; that Cucuta, in the northeast part of Santander, having been 
evacuated by the rebels, was to be occupied on the 4th by 2,000 men under 


| the command of General Dominguez, and that all guerrillas on the river 


Magdalena had disappeared. : 

On January 4, also, a force of 3,000 men, under General Velez, moved 
toward Bogota for the purpose of pacifying that portion of the country and 
to open communication with the capital, 

8. This news, presumably reliable, tends to show that the Government 
forces have been successful. Meantime, however, the country is more or 
less demoralized and in a lawless condition. Government adherents and 


| revolutionists murder each other when convenient, forced loans go on, Gov- 
| ernment vessels cruise along the coast burning villagesand impressing men, 


been enacted if that $3,000,000 had been added to the price to be | 


committing outrages of every description, and all business is paralyz 


The authorities are very hard up for money, as their principa liance, 


this concession of the President to Colombia in the Hay-Herran the revenue from customs, is materially reduced on account of the general 


| stagnation of all commercial transactions. 


Iam, sir, very respectfully, 
Lieutenant-Commander, 
The SECRETARY OF Tiix NAVY, _ 
Navy Department, Washington, D. C. 
After that reports dated June 6, 7, and 10 show that there was 
no disturbance of the transit at Panama, though several fights had 


N. SARGENT, 
U. S. Navy, Commanding. 


| occurred between the opposing forces. 


On September 15, 23, and 30 the same accounts of peaceful con- 
ditions at Panama are given as to conditions at Colon and Panama 
by our commanding officers. 

On October 1, 1901, Commander McCrea reports as follows: 

U.S. S. Macuras, 
Colon, Colombia, October 1, 1901. 

S1r: I have to report the result of my efforts to get at the existing polit- 

ical situation here in Colon along the railway and northern coast, and regret 


only that more definite news can not be obtained. _ at 
2. I find that there is a strong undercurrent of discontent, which is grow- 





1916 


ing desperate and resentful among the poorer classes. Times are hard, and 

the Government is blamed by all the citizens. Prominent or declared Liberals 

are punished } 7 prisonment. As evidence of this, the prisons are kept full 
in ranama. 

of the scouting by the Government troops near Panamaare con- 

railroad officials, but they do not complain of the least inter- 

in the trafiic. The trains are running on time, but thearmed guards 

e increased in number, amounting now to twenty men on each passenger 

4. The steamer Sunrise reports all quiet at Boca del Toro, also that the 
2aphtha launch “borrowed” from the United States consular agent by the 
ins mt troops was returned to him in accordance with the promise to Lieu- 
tenant- mander Sargent, without thanks orapology, also without damage. 
5. The health conditions continue unsatisfactory, but Iam pleased to report 
the health of this ship’s company as being excellent. Smallpox and fever of 
the pernicious variety prevail in the city, soI have taken all precautions to 
avoid them by moving well out into the harbor and restricting liberty. 

6. The commender of the Suchet has requested orders north on account of 

his increasing sick list. 

|, Altogether, there is little of value to report, either of alarming or paci- 

y nature. 

8. Weare making a survey of the waters and land surrounding this an 
horage,a report of which will be sent, when completed, through Captain 
erry of the Jowa, to the Department. 

Very respectfully, Henry McCREA, 
ieut. Commander, United States Navy, Commanding. 

The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY, 

Navy Department, Washington, D. C. 


On October 7 Captain Perry reports as follows: 


No. 1589.] U. 8.8. Iowa, 
Panama, Colombia, October 7, 1901. 
Sir: Since my last report another week has passed without any military 
or political change on the Isthmus proper, the same condition of peace and 
quiet existing in Panama and Colon andalong the line of the Panama Railroad 
as has prevailed for more than a year. 
Aud Captain McCrea reports as follows, on October 12: 


U. 8. 8. MAcHIAS, 
Colon, Colombia, October 12, 1901, 

Srr: 1. There are no material changes in the condition of affairs here in 
Colon, though one hears of “ wars and rumors of war” at various points all 
over the Republic of Colombia. 

2. From reliable sources I learn that the Liberal leader, Diaz, feeling much 
encouraged over the reported successes of his party at Botas del Toro and 
the well-known discontent existing among the Government troops on the 
Isthmus, due to their having received no pay for five weeks, has issued a 
proclamation calling upon all loyal Colombians to join him near Panama, 
where he has plenty of arms and ammunition for everybody. 

Diaz has also invited General Alban to meet him outside the city limits, 
the only known reply being that General Alban is building stone barricades 
on the outskirts of Panama toward La Boca. 

All this in Panama; Colon has not even this much to break the monotony, 
everything being most peaceful, and the normal trafiic of peace goes on with- 
out interruption. 

3. Iam pleased to report that we have no sick and that the shore doctor 
gays smallpox has disappeared from Colon entirely. Of course I shall con 
tinue to take every precaution to maintain the good health of the crew, and 
to that end have ordered the coal delivered alongside in lighters, which makes 
it cost about 10 cents more per ton. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
HENRY McCrea, 
Lieutenant-Commander, United States Navy, Commanding. 
The SECRETARY OF THE NAvy, 
Navy Department, Washington, D. C. 

These reports continue in the same peaceful tenor until Novem. 
ber 20, when the insurgents took possession of Colon without 
fighting. They remained until November 29, when they surren- 
dered to United States forces, laid down their arms, and were pa- 
roled. 

On April 28, 1902, Captain Reisinger said: 

3. The situation here now would seem to indicate that there is not much 
robability of any serious conflict between the two parties in the near future. 
he governmental forces on the Isthmus, mainly at Panama, so greatly out 

number the Liberal forces in the vicinity that it would seem to justify the 
opinion expressed above. ‘ 

The consul-general at Panama has expressed himself most decidedly 
against the possibility of trouble for several months. AsI have before stated, 
I think more is to be feared from the troops that_are massed here in case 
they are not paid. The only cause of anxiety on the Panama side seems to 
be the Padilla and several other small gunboats in possession of the insur- 
gents in these waters. 

On September 10 Commander Potter telegraphs the Secretary 
of the Navy, as follows: 

PANAMA, September 10, 1902. 
SEcRETARY NAvy, Washington: 

Two thousand men surrendered to revolutionists at Agua Dulce, Colom- 
bia. Revolutionists reported advancing near Panama, Colombia. 

: POTTER. 

What I have quoted from the report of the Secretary of the 
Navy shows that the presence of the belligerent armies in Pan- 
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negotiation and ratification of the Hay-Herran treaty, as the par. 

ticular purpose of the active interference of the President in snp. 

port of Marroquin, I will now make further quotations from the 
¥ v 

report of the Secretary of the Navy. 

When the civil war reached Panama, Marroquin was guarding 
the isthmian transit and using it to send troops and munitions o? 
war back and forth on the Panama Railroad. 

Since January, 1900, the United States had war vessels on both 
coasts of the Isthmus looking after the interests of her citizens 
but had no occasion to protect the transit until November 21, 190; 

a . > 
when the governor of Panama sent the following note to our 
consul-general at Panama, which, with the replies thereto, I now 
read: 

PANAMA, November 21, 1 
ConsvuL-GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES: 

Yesterday, while I acquainted his honor, the civil and military chief 
Department, of the facts you gave me notice of in your esteemed | 
even date, reaggravated by the capture of Colon by the rebels that m 
the line, I informed our minister at Washington as follows: 

“Colon is being stormed. Scanty forces here. You must settle trafic af. 
fair. Answer.” 

The object of the above is to demand of the American Government to com- 
ply with the engagements contracted by said Government with ours i: \- 
formity with article 35 of the treaty of 1846, until our Government gets 
through with its operations of pacification and can devote its action to the 
security of the international traffic. — 

Iam so far without any answer either from our minister at Was! } 
or from the civiland military chief; but it being impossible, for the 1 
to the Government to take such measures as are needed to assure eff; 
the free transit across the Isthmus on account of the larger porti 
available forces being operated against the rebels in other places 

pinion that the moment has arrived for the United States to cor 


the 
° 
) 


| the obligation contracted as per the text of the final part of theaboy e-ret rred 


ama had not materially delayed the transit on the Isthmus, and | 


that Colombia had not been prevented from the use of the rail- 


road for military purposes until actual fighting on the line of the | 


road had occurred, and then the prohibition of the use of the road 


was the same to both parties until the battle of Agua Dulce re- | 
sulted in the very important victory for the Liberals on the 30th | 


of August, 1902. 


The danger of the overthrow of Marroquin in Panama by this | 


great victory suddenly changed the attitude of the President to- 


ward the belligerents, and he gave to Marroquin every advantage 


over Herrera. 


To establish this and to prove the fact that it was to secure the | 


treaty of 1546. 
With sentiments of the highest consideration, I have the honor to be 
Consul-General, 
Your most obedient servant, ARISTIDES ARJONA, 


CONSULAR SERVICE OF THE UNITED Srares, 
Panama, November 21, 
To His Excellency the GOVERNOR, Panama, 

Srr: In response to your communication of this date, I beg to say + 
understand you as saying, first, that the Colombian Government is wu 
give adequate protection to the Panama Railroad Company, its proj 
the transit of the Isthmus between Panama and Colon. 

Second, that you desire the United States Government to afford t! 
tection, wader the thirty-fifth section of the treaty of 1846 between C 
and the United States Government. 

A copy of your letter has been furnished Capt. Thomas Perry, com: 
of the battle ship Jowa, for such consideration as he may deem nt 
and I have cabled the contents to Washington. 

I may be permitted to say that recent instructions indicate an ind 

ion on the part of the United States to land troops unless the san 
ntially necessary. Such action isof such serious character that it 
hoped that it may be avoided 
\t this time all is quiet along the line, the trains are moving unn 

d telegraphic communication has been fully established. So that a 
inoment there does not seem to exist necessity for such an extraordinary 1 
on the part of the United States 

J may say, however, that in the event of a repetition of the unlawful 
such as were committed last Monday and Tuesday, the United Sia 
land a sufficient force to effectually protect the transit of the Isthmus. 

Inclosed find copy of letter from Captain Perry. 

With best wishes, I am, sir, 

Very respectfully, H. A. Gupa! 
United States Consul-( 


U. 8. 8. Iow 
Panama, Colombia, November £1, 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of t 
inclosing a communication from Acting Governor Aristides Arjona i 
he states that it is “impossible for the moment for the Governm: 
ama) to take such measures as are needed toassure effectually the fre 
across the Isthmus * * * it is my (his) opinion that the mome! 
rived for the United States to comply with the obligation contract 
the text of the final part of the treaty of 1846.” 

2. In reply I desire to state that it is my opinion that the obligation on 
part of the United States arises after the Colombian Government 
hausted its means to maintain the transit and to prevent interfereuc 
with. As the Colombian Government has made no effort to do these t 
it can not be said that the obligation is upon the United States. Ho 
this is a point that I shail leave to be discussed by the diplomatic repr 
tives of the two Governments. : 

3. In its weakness, at a time when the transit is open and in full op»rat 
the acting governor states that his Government is unabie to perform I 
gation. This without having made any efforts to do so, [will t 
just as soon as there is any interference with the free transit of tho Lt 
occupy the line with forces under my command and supervise it. 

very respectfully, 


THOMAS PERRY 
Captain, United States Navy, Comma 
The UNITED STATES CONSUL-GENERAL, 
Panama, Colombia. 

This affair soon passed off, and our troops were not used after- 
wards to protect the transit until after the defeat of Marroquin at 
Agua Dulce, after a protracted siege, in the last days of August, 
1902. 

On the 20th of November, 1901, Secretary of the Navy Long 


_ sent the following dispatch to Captain Perry: 


WASHINGTON, November 20, 
Perry, lowa, Panama: 

Notify all persons, including leader insurgents, interference with tra 
must immediately cease, otherwise you will land force and maintat 
transit and tetegraphic communication, 7 

Consult with Gudger. LOxG. 
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On November 21 and 22, 1901, Captain Perry sent the following 
dispatches to the Secretary of the Navy: 
PANAMA, November 21, 1901. 
SECRETARY OF THE Navy, Washington: 


Everything quiet. No further interference since notification. Transit 
and telegraphic communication open. Shall land force if there should be 
further interference. Colon in possession of Liberals, and quiet. 

PERRY. 


: PANAMA, November 21, 1901. 
SECRETARY OF THE NAvy, Washington: 


Since previous dispatch acting governor notifies consul of his inability to 
protect transit, and calls upon United States to protect it. As transit is open 
and normal, and company asks no protection, I see no necessity to land force 
until further interference, as directed in your dispatch of yesterday. 


PERRY, 


PANAMA, November 22, 1901. 
SECRETARY OF THE Navy, Washington: 


Situation quite satisfactory to us. Liberals along line inclined to protect 
rather than interfere. All trains moving. Alban returned and left again 
for Chorrerra. Expressed satisfaction that United States did not find it 
necessary to land force. Said he was better able to protect now, having 
more troops in Panama. I have instructed McCrea to reembark detachment 
when he deems it no longer necessary to protect company’s property at 
Colon, and not to sail without my authority. 

PERRY. 

In the early months of 1902 the forces of the Liberals were re- 
cruited in the Department of Panama, and Marroquin held Colon 
and Panama and other places, including Agua Dulce, and in- 
creased his forces by sending considerable bodies from Carta- 
gena. None of these were excluded from passing over the Panama 
Railroad. 

Several battles occurred at different places, distant from the 
railroad, with varying success to the respective belligerents. 

Herrera received consignments of arms and ammunition, via 
Nicaragua, at places on the Bay of Panama, and began to concen- 
trate for anassault on Marroquin’s forces at Agua Dulce, and skir- 
mishes occurred in that quarter between detached forces, with 
decided success to the Liberals under Herrera, 

The siege of Agua Dulce by Herrera occupied the month of 
August and a considerable part of July. 

Such information as to its progress as came to our naval offi- 
cers was sent by cable to the Secretary of the Navy. 


On June 16, 1902, Captain Reisinger informed the Secretary of | 


the Navy that the Colombian Government had withdrawn its 
guards from the protection of the railroad, and on the 23d of June 
an expedition of Goyernment troops had gone northward and had 
landed at Antone. about 50 miles west of Panama, and would 
move teward David and Agua Dulce. 

On August 4 Captain Potter informed the Secretary of the Navy 
that— 


It is reported that fighting has beenin progress at Agua Dulce for two 
days and there is great anxiety as to the result. 


On the 11th of August Captain Potter reports: 


Nothing is known as to the heavy fighting reported at Agua Dulce on the | 


®%th and 30th ultimo, and again on the 2d instant. 
decisive victory the situation would be critical. 


On the 18th of August Captain Potter informs the Government 
that— 


No reliable information has been received in regard to ths result of the 
operations at Agua Dulce. It is believed that the Government forces are 
surrounded and can not hold out much longer. 

3. The authorities are very apprehensive of an attack on Panama and have 
very few troops to defend the place, and have no means of bringing more 
from other points, 


Should insurgents gain a 


PANAMA, August 21, 1902. 
SECRETARY OF Navy, Washington: 
Boyaca, with 800 men, was captured by fevolutionists on July 30. 
POTTER. 
On September 1, 1902, Commander Potter informs the Secretary 
of the Navy that— 
3. The Government is receiving somo reenforcements by way of Colon and | 
strengthening defenses at Panama. 
On the 84 of September, 1902, Commander Potter states, in a 
dispatch to the Secretary of the Navy: 
The Government conceded that 2,000 men surrendered to the revolutionists | 
&t Agua Dulce on the 30th of August. 
*. The reyolutionists are reported to be advancing on Panama. 
As soon as information unfavorable to the Government of Co- | 
lombia reached Washington, the following dispatches were sent 
out to our war vessels: 
; PANAMA, September 1, 1902. 
SECRETARY OF THE Navy, 
! Washington, D. C.: 
Cij her message this morning revolutionists near railroad line; situation 
Serious; transit across Isthmus still open. 
POTTER. 
a PANAMA, September 10, 1902. 
ECRETARY Navy, Washington: 
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| in the folowing telegram from the United States min 





Tw thousand men surrendered to revolutionists at Agua Dulce, Colombia. 
evolutionists reported advancing near Panama. | 
POTTER. 


1917 


WASHINGTON, September 8, 1902. 
McCrea, 


Machias, Navy-Yard, Boston, Mass. (Commandant): 
Proceed Washington without delay. 
Moopy. 


WASHINGTON, September 11, 1902. 
PoTrer, Ranger, Panama: 

Report by telegraph situation, especially condition transit across Isthmus. 
Moopy. 


te PANAMA, September 11, 1902. 
SECRETARY NAvy, Washington: 

Government has occupied portion of land belonging to Canal Company 
Hospital. Anticipating attack immediately on Panama. This ship can not 
land force sufficient for the protection of American interests. 

POTTER. 
ee ; ; WASHINGTON, September 11, 1902. 
McL&AN, Cincinnati, Cape Haitien: 

Proceed Colon immediately, 

Moopy. 


SEPTEMBER 11, 1902. 
RANGER, Panama: ° 
Cincinnati and Wisconsin have been ordered to proceed to the Isthmus; the 
Panther, with 300 marines, to follow. 
Moopy. 
SEPTEMBER 12, 1902. 
RANGER, Panama: 

United States guarantee perfect neutrality of Isthmnsand thata freetransit 
from sea to sea be not interrupted or embarrassed. United States of Colom- 
bia guarantee right of way or transit across Isthmus open and free to Gov- 
ernment and citizens of United States and their property. 

Any Se of troops which might contravene these provisions of 
treaty should not be sanctioned by you, nor should use of road be permitted 
which might convert the line of transit into theater of hostility, 

Moopy. 


WASHINGTON, September 11, 1902. 
Casry, Wisconsin, Bremerton, Wash.: 
Send Wisconsin Panama immediately if Boston is not ready. 
Moopy. 
#@anama, September 12, 1902. 
SECRETARY NAvy, Washington: 
Request instructions regarding transportation Government troops or revo- 
lutionists in the event of landing force for the protection of railroad. 
POTTER, 


WASHINGTON, September 12, 1902 
CASEY, Wisccnsin, Bremerton, Wash.: 

You will remain in Wisconsin. Expedite her departure. 
graphed San Francisco to have stores and coal ready so y 
tained. 
date. 


Have tele 
: 1 1 will not be de- 
The Department desires Wisconsin to reach Panama at an early 
Authority granted to transfer Walter H. Warner to Independence. 
Moopy. 
The effect of the surrender at Agua Dulce was to cause our 
Government to send its war ships to Colon and Panama under 
the hurry orders I have just quoted. The object was to protect 
the transit, which was in no danger from the forces of the revo- 
lutionists under Herrera, but beyond question to save the Gov- 


| ernment of Marroquin, then abont to receive a fatal blow, the 


real inducement being to save the then incomplete negotiation of 
the Hay-Herran treaty and its final ratification by a Congress to 
be chosen in Colombia. 

The following correspondence leaves no doubt on the subject: 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, September 18, 1902. 

Srr: The Department incloses herewith a copy of a letter from the Secre- 
tary of State in reference to the question of using your good offices torestore 
peace on the Isthmus of Panama. 

The Department @esires y with the provisions of 
this letter until the arrival of the Wisconsin, with Admiral Casey on board, 
at Panama, when you will please rm the Admiral as to the existing con- 
ditions, that he may continue the effort to establish peace. 

Very respectfully, 
W.H. Mi opy, Secreta 


a 
in 


ry. 
The COMMANDING OFFICER, 


U.S. S. Cincinnati. 

Then the canal negotiation comes into view as the inducement 
for our military intervention, at the request of Marroguin, and it 
never ceases to appear or to be overlooked by our President until 
the Liberal army is placed hors de combat and Marroquin is se- 
cure in his office of President of Colombia. They worked to- 


| gether for the treaty by destroying the victorious army of Her- 


rera. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Wasi } } r 
Sir: I have the honor to submit to you confidentially 
erting good offices to restore peace on the Isthmus of Par 


igton, & 


nan ays 
ister to ¢ 


Boaora, September 


| SECRETARY OF STATE, Washington: 


Minister for foreign affairs desires me to inform you that his G 
would appreciate your good offices to bring about peace i 
pomesy on the Isthmus, where the revolutionis strong. TT! rnment 
1as no new terms to offer, but thinks your good offices may avail to induce 
revolutionists to accept terms heretofore offered, and thus prevent other- 
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wise inevitable heavy loss of life. Minister for foreign affairs added: “‘ Not 
only is the question of humanity involved, but so long as the war lasts Con- 
gress will not be convened, and therefore the continuance of war will delay 
submission of the canal matter to the Congress.” 

Minister for foreign affairs emphasized this last point as being well to pre- 
sent to your consideration. 

HART. 

Upon the receipt of this telegram I communicated with the President, say- 
wa him that in view of the urgency of the situation on the Isthmus, the 
isolation of the United States legation at Bogota, which seemed to make 
communication by the minister dilatory, if not impractical, and the absence 
from Panama on leave of the consul-géneral, Mr. Gudger, it might be proper 
to consider whether the commander of the U. 8. S. Cincinnati, now at Colon, 
should be advised of this request of the minister for foreign affairs of Colom- 
bia and instructed to use his good offices in the suggested sense. 

I have received from the Presidenta telegram approving of my suggestion 
as to intrusting such a mission to the commander of the Cincinnati. 

The precedents in which our naval commanders have lent their good offices 
to bring about peace in Central America during the t years will serve to 
_— Commander McLean in the execution of such instruction as you may 

eem proper to give him in this regard. 

The cooperation of the United States consul at Colon will be cheerfully 
given to Commander McLean, und I shall be pleased to telegraph to the con- 
sul in that sense if you desire. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
ALVEY A. ADEE, Acting Secretary. 

The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 

U. 8. 8. CINCINNATI, 
Colon, Colombia, September 20, 1902. 

Srr: I acknowledge the receipt this date of the following cablegram: 
CINCINNATI, Colon: 

United States guarantee perfect neutrality of Isthmus and that a free 
transit from sea to sea be not interrupted or embar United States of 
Colombia guarantee right of way or transit across Isthmus open and free to 
Government and citizens of United States and their property. 

Any transportation of troops which might contravene these propositions 
of the treaty should not be sanctioned by you, nor use of road be permitted 
which ~— convert the line of transit into theater of hostility. Transpor- 
tation of Government troops not in violation of treaty, and which will not 
endanger transit or provoke hostilities, may not be objectionable. The De- 
partment must rely on your judgment to decide such questions, as the condi- 
— aay change from day to day. Consult Department freely when in 

ou 


Moopy. 
Very repectfully, 


T. ©. McLEAN. 

That the way was carefully opened to Marroquin to save himself 
and his Government from the loss of the Department of Panama 
to the Liberals, under Herrera, by the action of the President is, 
if possible, still more clearly shown in the following dispatches, 
which give the full right of way to Marroquin to handle his forces 
and munitions of war over the Panama Railroad: 

Mr. Hart to Mr. Hay. 
LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Bogota, October 6, 1902. 

The President invited me toa conference this afternoon for the purpose of 
showing me a telegram in which governor of Panama complains that the 
American admiral forbids the passage of Colombian troops and munitions of 
war over railroad. 

The President desires me to impress upon you that unless railroad com- 
pany be allowed to comply with article 19 of contract with Colombian Gov- 
ernment it will be impossible to deal successfully with the revolution in the 
Department of Panama, and asks that you instruct American commander to 
permit railroad company to comply with contract. - 

ART. 


The Secretary of the Navy to the Secretary of State. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, October 6, 1902. 
Srr: I have the honor to quote below, for your information, the transla- 
tion of a cipher telegram received to-day from Rear-Admiral Casey, at Pan- 
ama, Colombia: 


PANAMA, October 5, 1902. 
SECRETARY OF THE Navy, Washington: 

Governor Salazar returned my call yesterday and strongly protested 
es any restriction of Colombian Government use of road as an invasion 
of sovereign and treaty rights, and requested transportation of consignment 
arms and ammunition, Colon to Panama, received by steamer and loaded on 
cars before my order prohibiting such transportation. 

have received a letter from General Herrera, insurgent, protestin 
against transportation troops and all contraband of war. Claims rights o 
a saying that he may be compelled to enforce them, and after 
October 22 threatens to disturb free and uninterrupted transit if Colombian 
Government allowed to transport contraband of war. Can Herrera dictate 
to us? Ammunition can be transported eaiete DY occupying road; if so, how- 
ever, another battalion marines necessary. Situation otherwise unchanged. 
No uneasiness whatever. 


I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
WiLuiaM H. Moopy, Secretary. 

Admiral Casey took command of all the forces at Panama and 
soon got into trouble with Marroquin’s Government by his impar- 
tial effort to observe neutrality between the belligerents. His 
orders were in strict keeping with his duty under our laws and 
our treaty obligations, but that did not meet the requirements of 
the occasion. 

Casey was allowed his discretion in doubtful cases under the fol- 
lowing dispatch, but he did not know that the Hay-Herran nego- 
tiation was to control him in military operations in Panama: 

(Translation.—Confidential.]} 


SEPTEMBER 20, 182. 
CINcINNATI, Colon (via Bermuda): 

United States guarantee ect neutrality of Isthmus and that a free tran- 
sit from sea to sea be not interrupted or etal United States of Co- 
lombia guarantee right of way or transit across Isthmus open and free to 
Government and citizens of United States and their property. 


CASEY. 
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Any transportation of troops which might contravene these isions 
treaty should not be sanctioned by you, nor should use of road Seen ; 
which might convert the line of transit into theater of hostility. Transpo, 
tation of Government apenye not in violation of treaty and which will not o». 
danger transit or provoke hostilities may not be objectionable. The Denar. 
ment must rely on your judgment to decide such questions, as the condi i.) 
may change from day to day. Consult the Department freely when in dou: 
OODY. 

Casey changed his regulations in obedience to orders, and P 
demo forced the victorious Liberals to the wall. 

The following correspondence shows how these changes w; 
understood at Panama: 


er- 
re 


PANAMA, October 11, 192. 
DEAR ADMIRAL: Iam transmitting herewith a memorandum which I re. 
— from a reliable person who has just arrived on the German steamer in 
Yolon. 
Yours, very truly, 


Rear-Admiral SILAS CASEY, 
United States Flagship Wisconsin, Bay of Panama, 


MEMORANDUM. 


On board the German steamer arrived at Colon this morning from the (o. 
lombian ports came a reliable person, who gives the following information: 

A battle was fought at the Cienega, Department of Magdalena, and the 
revolution under the command of Gen. Clodomiro Castillo was defeated. 

Gen. Rafael Uribe Uribe did not wait in Tenerife, Department of Magda- 
lena, for the Government forces operating on him, but retreated at their 
pany. 

Four thousand men from the Government are persecuting Castillo’s dis. 
banded people and Uribe’s small <7. 
. The interior of the Republic is quiet; the Magdalena River is now perf: tly 

ree. 

Six thousand men from the Government army are coming down the river. 
General Perdomo is in Barranquilla and will sail for Colon on board of the 
Government gunboat Cartagena, with his staff. 


[Clipped from the Panama Star and Herald, October 12, 1902.] 
CASEY DIRECTED TO BE LESS STRICT. 


WASHINGTON, October 10 

Acting on the mild protest received from the Colombian Government and 
to avoid any appearance of taking sides with the revolution on the Isthmus, 
Acting Secretary Darling, of the Navy, to-day directed Casey, at Panama, 
to use moderate methods as far as possible in preserving the transit on the 
Panama Railroad. 

BOGOTA DISPLEASED AT HIS ORDERS. 

Casey’s recent order that no combatants be transported on the railroad 
caused great dissatisfaction at Bogota, and United States Minister Hart was 
informed that Colombia thought that Casey's order prevented Colombia's 
efforts tocrush the revolution. 

Secretaries Hay and Darling conferred with regard to the question this 
morning. 


FEeuIx EnrmMan. 





DECLINED FOR FEAR OF ENDANGERING TRANSIT. 


The United States has several times declared its neutrality to the revolu 
tion. Casey’s course of action has the sanction of the Department. He 
declined to transport the Government troops because he feared that their 
presence aboard the trains would provoke an attack by the revolutionists 

It was decided to-day that it would be better not to have the declination 
to transport, Government troops stand as a rule, and Casey was so informed 
by a dispatch from the Navy Department. He was advised to transport the 
Colombian Government troops, unless he feels that to do so would convert 
the line of transit into a theater of hostilities. 

The third, fifth, eleventh, and twelfth paragraphs of the report 

’ paragrap I 
of Admiral Casey of October 20 show how we crushed Herrera 
for the purpose of sustaining Marrogquin, as follows: 

8. General Perdomo, of the Colombian Government, said to be clothed with 
ministerial powers, arrived at Colon on the 16th. 

I had previously directed Commander Wilson, senior officer present there, 
to extend to the General, on arrival, transit across the Isthmus shoul he de- 
sire to visit Panama. The offer was accepted, and the General, witua 
numerous staff, came over in the afternoon, his train strongly guarded bya 
company of marines. On the afternoon of the 18th, accompanied by my per- 
sonal staff and our vice-consul-general, Mr. Felix Ehrman, I called and wa 
most cordially received by him. 3 

5. A great deal of sickness prevailsamong the Colombian troops, especially 
at Colon, where the death rate is about from ten to twelve aday. It is less 
nF Panama. The disease seems to be mostly dysentery, with some yel 
ow fever. ; 

11. Judging from conditions now existing and from information I am 4 ble 
to obtain, there seems little prospect of a speedy termination of this strife. 
Panama and Colon are practically besieged; troops at neither place dare to 
go beyond their intrenchments. . 

I firmly believe if our men were removed from shore the insurgents wou d 
be in Panama in forty-eight hours. I think the Government, therefore. 's 
very willing that they should remain, making occasional mild objections, 
which really it does not mean shall be taken seriously. 

12. Great things were expected on Perdomo’'s arrival; but as he « AY P 
tended only by numerous generals, of which there were apparently already 
a surfeit in the city, I fail to see how he can accomplish much. 

On the return of the victorious Liberals from Agua Dulce fight 
ing occurred on the railroad between Matachin and Colon. _ 

As the trains would pass the battle was suspended. A party of 
Liberals occupied Colon without any disturbance of the peo! 

The French and American naval commanders agreed that | ney 
must be removed from Colon, and after conferring with Gener 
de la Rosa, their commander, and a eee of force, he surren- 
dered to General Alban, commanding Marroquin’s forces. 

This was the first party that surrendered under the pone) 
adopted by our Government, and I will read Captain Perry » 0“ 
count of it: 

14. Soon afterwards a meeting of the commanding naval officers who 
to assume control of the city of Colon was held on board of the Marit! 
copy of the agreement is inclosed herewith. ntrol the 

15. It having been a that 300 men would be sufficient to aoe aa 
city during the interim, I stated that the United States was prepar« q Pay th 
ply that number. The French commander expressed a desire to land oghet 
protection of the French concession in Colon a sufficient number for \ 

* purpose. 


ne at- 





r pre 
A 


a 
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loffered to give him the number required from my command, but as he 
appen ed insistent, stating that his Government would not be satisfiedif any- 
thin ,should happen without his own men being there, I promptly yielded 
the point. Apart of the agreement was that it was our opinion that the prob- 
able time that would be necessary for them to remain on shore would not ex- 
tend yond te morning of Saturday, November 80, 1901, being less than 

ent y-lour hours. 
wi (joneral de la Rosa, having expressed a wish that he, with his brother, 
be excepted from the general indulgence offered by General Alban to the Lib- 
eral forces, We commanding officers signed a memorandum on that subject, 
acopy of which is herewith inclosed. 

17. Thursday, November 28, the day of the surrender, poe’ quietly and 
peaceably, the terms being carried out as agreed upon, both at the confer- 
ence .ud in accord with the arrangements made by the commanding officers. 

A force of 150 men arrived from Panama at 10.45 a. m., under command of 
Lieutenant-Commander Peters, which, with about 150 from the Marietta and 
Machics, made a total United States force of about 300. At 11 o'clock a. m. 
this force was drawn - in front of the cuartel and opposite it, the Liberal 
fore: out to surrender, numbering about 100, under the command of Gen- 
eral de la Rosa, on the opposite side of the street. The commanding officers 
of foreign men-of-war, including H. B. M. 8. Tribune and French cruiser 
Suchet, together with the consuls of the United States, England, and France, 
being present, General de la Rosa formally turned over the control of the 
city to the charge and control of the commanding officers. 

The Liberal troops then deposited their arms and munitions of war, when 
the Liberal flag was hauled down. Much feeling was shown at this time by 
the whole Liberal command, a large majority of them beingintears. United 
States sentries were then posted at the cuartel and at all necessary places in 
the city excepting the French concession, and our battalion marched off for 
dinner and to be ready in case of need during the three hours interim. 


On the 8d of November, 1902, General Herrera addressed the 
following note to Admiral Casey: . 
BoERt!, November 8, 1908. 

Sir: I wish to thank you very much for the interest you manifest in the 
well-being, the peace, and the tranquillity of Colombia, of which you have 
given undoubted proofs in your former actions and in the contents of your 
kind communication of October 28, which I have just received. 

Ina note dated to-day Iexpress to Gen. Victor M. Salazar my wish to con- 
fer on the subject of peace on board the battle ship Wisconsin in accordance 
with the kind invitation you have extended us, and Iam in hopes that he will 
make the necessary arrangements for my transport to Panama Bay. 

With expressions of the highest consideration and respect, 

lam, your obedient servant, 
B. HERRERA. 


®iLAs CASEY, 

Commander in Chief Pacific Station. 

The victorious Liberal general was thus defeated by the land- 
ing of our marines to prevent an attack on Panama, in which 
Admiral Casey twice admitted in his dispatches that they would 
have been successful, and by his turning over the railroad to Gen- 
eral Perdomo for the transportation of his troops between Colon 


and Panama their success was made possible. 

Herrera’s pathetic letter of November 2, 1902, in which he pre- 
fers ‘‘ the peace and tranquillity of Colombia ’”’ to the success of his 
army is a reproach to the United States, the deep sting of which 
was not fully felt until the 3d of November, 1903. 

We destroyed the Liberal army in Panama in November, 1902, 
to keep Marroquin in power until the Hay-Herran treaty could be 
ratified, and failing in that we destroyed Marroquin and Colombia 
on the 8d of November, 1903, for the purpose of getting a canal 
concession on the Isthmus. 

The capitulation of Herrera was signed on the 2ist of Novem- 
ber, 1902, and the ratification of the Hay-Herran treaty was pro- 
vided for in article 7. 

This record, reported in messages of the President of the United 
States, fixes an indelible sentence of inconsistency and wrong 
upon the country that in both wars in Panama, the one of 
1902 and the other in 1903, we took sides first with the Jesuits 
against the Liberalsand then with the Liberals against the Jesuits, 
and that our change of attitude was alone due to the determina- 
tion of our President that our great national work should be done 
at Panama and nowhere else, is a violation of the express mandate 
of the Spooner law. 

If the use of our war resources in supporting Colombia, led by 
Marroquin, in November, 1902, was justifiable, there can be no 
justification in using them against Colombia, led by Marroquin, 
in November, 1903. 

The surrender of Herrera was made under a capitulation with 
General Perdomo on the 2ist of November, 1902, the seventh and 
tighth articles of which are as follows: 


AnticLE 7. In accordance with the desire of the Government and the na- 
On, as soon as public order is restored an edict of convocation to elections 
ull be issued, regarding the member's for Congress, in respect to which the 
leeverament engages itself to use all its authority to effect it with purity and 
Sgality, as was promised by the vice-president in the response given to a me- 
horial signed by various Liberals of Bogota the l4th of April the present 
year. To this Congress will be submitted for consideration the following 
Westions of high national interests: 
a) The negotiations relating to the Panama Canal. } 
ths Bo io reforms presented to the Congress in 1898, by the vice-president of 
vepublic, 
ot ) Th » reformation of the monetary system of the country, in which pa- 
° 'money serves asa base, making the rentals to the Republic from contract 
D the canal inalienable, 
nBTICLE 8. The recognition of the Government's authority by the mem- 
that of the united armies of Cauca and Panama and by all forces or people 
desire to receive this treaty. 


Pe: & report of November 8 by Admiral Casey to the Secretary of 
® Navy, he had inclosed the following account of the coming of 





General Perdomo to Panama and its connection with the canal ne- 

gotiations: 

[General news letter. (By mail.)] 

THE ISTHMIAN SITUATION—GENERAL PERDOMO’S IMPORTANT MISSION— 
POWERFUL ARMY COMING THAT WILL CLEAR RAILROAD LINES OF GUER- 
RILLA BANDS—AMERICAN FORCES CAN THEN BE RELIEVED FROM SHORBS 
DUTY. 

CoLon, October 30, 1902. 

New York, October 20,1902. A dispatch dated Panama, October 17, gives 
the following account of the situation on the Isthmus: 

General Perdomo yesterday notified the foreign consuls here that he had 
ne the functions of supreme commander of the Colombian forcesin the 

sthmus, 

_General Perdomo has taken an active part in the military affairs of Colom- 
bia during the last thirty years, and this notwithstanding the fact that he is 
one of the richest land and cattle owners in the Departments of Tolima and 
Cundinamarca. In aninterview this morning he said: 

* With the exception of the Department of Panama, where General Herrera 
has his forces, anda few guerrilla bands in the Departmentsof Magdalena and 
Bolivar, the Republic is pacified. Traders travel through the country and 
are protected by the Government. 

“T have been agreeably impressed with the American forces on the Isth- 
mus. At Colon the American consul visited me and was very kind and amia- 
ble. The commanding officer of the American marines placed a guard of 
honor on the train which brought me across, and this guard was put under 
my orders. Acting Superintendent Prescott of the railroad offered me his 
private car for the trip. 

“As a result of my observation with the American forces I have absolutely 
no fear that any difficulty will arise between Colombia and the American 
forces here or therailroadcompany. I think the landing of the United States 
marines has been effective in maintaining free transit over the Isthmus. 

““T expect soon to have a powerful army here, and will then clear the rail- 
road line of guerrilla bands, whose only object is to create complications be- 
tween Colombia and the United States. I shall then be able to relieve the 
American forces doing shore duty on the Isthmus. 

“Tam a great friend of tho United States, and I admire that country. I 
and all Colombians favor the construction of a canal by the Americans, and 
my principal object in pacifying the Isthmus is to make possible a meeting 
of the Colombian Congress to consider the canal bill. On the arrival here of 
our newly acquired cruiser Bogota, from San Francisco—and she is expected 
shortly— will concentrate my forces in this Department and begin my cam- 
paign immediately. The Colombian Government can send $0,000 [misprint 
in hewspaper} men here, but 10,000 men is all I require.” 


The eleventh paragraph of the report of Admiral Casey of Octo- 
ber 13 to the Secretary of the Navy uncovers the whole situation, 
as follows: 


11, Linclose a clipping from the Panama Star and Herald of October 12 
1902. In this connection I take occasion to inform the Department that 1 
have refrained, as far as possible, from inany way embarrassing the officials 
of the Colombian Government, except so far as is absolutely necessary in my 
judgment to maintain uninterrupted and unembarrassed transit and to pre- 
vent the line of transit from being converted into a theater of hostilities. 

I shall decide such questions as the conditions may change from day to 
day, and when in doubt will consult the Department. Further in this con- 
nection, I have to inform the Department that I have been unable to learn 
of any effort on the part of the Colombian Government to crush the revolu- 
tion in this district just prior to or since my arrival at Panama. 

On the other hand, it is my opinion that if it were not for the restraining 
influence of our naval force here Panama would fall an easy victim to the 
combined land forces and gunboats of the insurgents. 

Very respectfully, 
SriAs CASEY, 
Rear-Admiral, U. 8. Navz 
Commander in Chief, U. S. Naval Force, Pacific Siaiion. 
The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 

Admiral Casey proceeded to open negotiations for the capitula- 
tion of Herrera’s army as soon as the further prosecution of the 
Liberal war with Mayroquin was rendered impossible. He begun 
by sending Herrera the following note: 


U. S. FLAGSHIP WISCONSIN, 
Panama, Colombia, October 9, 1902. 

Srr: 1. I have the honor to inform you that I have been authorized by my 
Government to offer my friendly services to the leaders of the con d 
parties in the Republic of Colombia, with a view to bringing about a friendly 
meeting between them, and a discussion of their differences, to the er at 
they may mutually agree upon such terms as will putan end to the strifeand 
restore peace and tranquillity in the Republic. 

2. In pursuance of the above desire, I called upon Governor Salazar on the 
Sth instant, accompanied by the United States vice-consul-general, Mr. Felix 
Ehrman, and tendered my good offices, which the governor accepted cor- 
dially, and informed me that he would be most pleased to havea friendly meet- 
ing with you, as suggested by me, for such amicable discussion, with a view 
to the settlement of existing differences and the restoration of peace. 

8. I have the honor and pleasure to offer you my good offices in arranging 
for a friendly meeting and discussion with Governor Salazar, if you so de- 
sire, and would be most pleased to have you meet on board my flagship Wis- 
consin, at anchor off Panama. 

4. It will be most gratifying to me and the Government I have the honor 
to represent if I can in any way be useful in prompting the restoration of 
peace and tranquillity in your country. 

I have the honor to remain, yours, very cordially, 
SILAS CASEY, 
Rear-Admiral, U. 8. Navy, 
Commander in Chief U. S. Naval Force, Pacific Station, 
Gen. BENJAMIN HERRERA, 
Chief of Revolutionary Forces, District of Panama, 


And the following order to Casey closes the door against all 
denial of the purpose of the entire campaign: 


ending 


OCTOBER 29, 1902. 
CASEY, Wisconsin, Panama: 
While approving your attitude, the Department wishes to impress upon 
ou that the relations of the United States with Colombia are much strained. 
on must adopt measures as conciliatory as is consistent with dignity United 
States, overlooking matter of,minor importance. Negotiations for ship 
canal are at present at a standstill on account of a feeling of irritation on 
part of Colombian representative. 
DARLING. 
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This completed the mission of the naval forces of the United 
States so suddenly concentrated at Panama in August and Sep- 
tember, 1902, and secured Marroquin in his supremacy in Colombia. 

No one can conceal from himself the fact that Marroquin ap- 
pealed to the President of the United States for aid in suppressing 
the Liberals in Colombia, who had revolted nearly three years 
before on account of the extension of the Wyse concessions from 
1904 to 1910, and that the President, in order to get the Hay-Herran 
treaty ratified, had actively aided Marroquin to overthrow Her- 
rera and his victorious army. 

The circle is complete, and within it are two years of our his- 
tory and four years of the history of Colombia that have no parallel 
in grievous wrongs and audacious violations of law. 

At the beginning and at the end, which the Senate is about to 
confirm, the New Panama Canal Company, backed by France, 
has been the real cause of all this indescribable sacrifice of human 
life, property, and national honor that now involves us in a sea 
of trouble, with worse to come. 

This circle of history, from January, 1902, to January, 1904, 
while it was being enacted by the President in the secret councils 
of his high office, into which the American people never pry with 
curious or suspecting inquiry, was a sealed book to everybody 
a it was opened in his annual message to Congress in Decem- 

er, 1903. 

It was an astonishment to the whole world, especially in the 
announcement that the President had determined to openly dis- 
obey the Spooner law in order to fulfill his preordained purpose 
to open a canal at Panama, or else that no canal would be con- 
structed. 

It is not surprising, in view of all that has occurred, that his 
lawless resolution alarmed some of our southern people, but it is 
surprising that they run to cover, under the shelter of the Presi- 
dential guns, rather than find it in a faithful reliance upon the 
Constitution and the laws, guarded by the abiding good faith and 
virtue of the American people. 

The temptation of a supposed good bargain with the New Pan- 
ama Canal Company drew him to the Panama route, which they 
had long since abandoned under the provisions of the Wyse con- 
cession, and from that hour he surrendered the policy and the 
powers of the United States to the guidance of that company. 

It had inflicted civil war upon Colombia to compel that Repub- 
lic to extend the Wyse concession from 1904 to 1910. 

When that war reached Panama, and Herrera, the general of 
the Liberal army, had won the day and was ready to drive out 
Marroquin’s army, the President moved in with our war ships and 
saved Marroquin. 

There was trouble with Concha, as there had been with Silva, 
in closing the negotiation of a treaty with Colombia, and Marro- 
quin made that the pretext for demanding our intervention in aid 
of his war in Panama, and it was granted. 

Concha refused to sign the Hay-Herran treaty after it was 
agreed upon, because his conscience would not permit him to dis- 
obey the constitution and laws of Colombia, and he was recalled, 
but continued in office as minister to the United States, leaving 
Herran in charge of the legation as charg® d’affaires. He was 
instructed to sign the treaty, and did so. 

Bunau-Varilla claims the credit of this diplomatic strategy. I 
hope that he alone is entitled to that distinction. 

The treaty failed of ratification by the Congress of Colombia, 
ar: all our work in keeping Marroquin in office was lost. 

Yet the canal transit was secured under the protection of the 
Marroquin Government, but the treaty went by the board and the 
»roposed canal concessions with it, and the $40,000,000 for the New 
Peasues Canal Company disappeared behind a clouded horizon. 

France was called in to assist in restoring its power in Panama 
and came to the rescue. 

All of a sudden we discovered that the exercise of sovereignty 
by the Marroquin Government was a threat against the security 
of the transit. We forgot how we had aided Marroquin in pro- 
tecting the transit in 1903, while we thereby secured him in office 
as President of Colombia, and we suddenly turned upon his 
troops, sent to Panama to preserve the sovereignty of Colombia 
and the enforcement of its laws, and expelled them under the as- 
sumption that their appearance on that part of the Isthmus would 
endanger the transit. 

All this confusion and repugnance as to the attitude of our Gov- 
ernment toward Colombia and Panama and toward the security 
of the transit and the sovereignty of Colombia came from the de- 
termination of the President to locate the canal at Panama in 
despite of the Spooner law. 

In every stage of the proceeding the New Panama Canal Com- 

ny led, if it did not dictate, the policy of the President, and 
Bunau-Varilla and Cromwell were in at the death. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I ask that the resolution may 
remain on the table, without prejudice, subject to call. 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ask that the resolution may lie on the table without 
subject to his call. 
that order is made. 


The Senator from Alabama 


: : : prejudice, 
Is there objection? The Chair hear none. ond 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the co; 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business.. After ten minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. ° 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 7274) to amend section 76 of an act entitled “An 
act to provide a government for the Territory of Hawaii.” was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Porto Rico. 

The bill (H. R. 19) establishing a United States court at Mari- 
etta, Ind. T., was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 11676) to ratify and amend an agreement with 
the Indians-of the Crow Reservation, in Montana, and making ap- 
propriations to carry the same into effect, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. . 

The bill (H. R, 11812) relating to applications, declaratory state- 
ments, entries, and final proofs under the homestead and other 
land laws, and to confirm the same in certain cases when made 
outside of the land district within which the land is situated, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

The bill (H. R. 11823) to authorize the Director of the Census 
to cooperate with the secretary of state of the State of Michigan 
and with officials of other States in taking the census of manufac- 
turers was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Census. 

REPORTS OF THE LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R 
37) providing for the editions to be printed of the annual and spe- 
cial reports of the Librarian of Congress; which was referred te 
the Committee on the Library. 

RED LAKE RESERVATION IN MINNESOTA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 1490) to authorize the sale of a part of what is known as the 
Red Lake Reservation, in the State of Minnesota. The amend- 
ment will be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment, which was to strike out all 
after the enacting clause of the bill and insert: 


That said agreement be, and the same is hereby, modified and amended so 
as to read as follows: ; 
“ARTICLE I. The said Indians belonging on the Red Lake Indian Reserva- 
tion, Minn., for the consideration hereinafter named, do hereby cee, sur: 
render, grant, and convey to the United States all their claim, right, title, ar 
interest inand toall that part of the Red Lake Indian Reservation lying wes 
of the range line between ranges 38 and 39, west of the fifth ee al 1 i 
the tract of land hereby ceded approximating 256,152 acres, and a reby 
agree that all of said Indians now residing on the tract hereby ceded shail re- 
move to the diminished reservation within six months after the ratification 
of this agreement, and shall be paid not exceeding $20,000 in cash by | 
dians of said Red Lake Reservation out of the first payment rece! 
them from the proceeds of this cession, said $20,000, or so much thereo! 
may be necessary, to be paid equitably to those thus removing, in propor 
tion to the value of their respective improvements, which payment Y 
said Red Lake Indians shall be in full for all improvements which the 
abandon, and also for the removal within the diminished reservation of tocir 
dead from where they now are buried on the tract hereby ceded 
“Art. IT. In consideration of the land ceded, relinquished, and convey 
by Article Iof this agreement the United States stipulates and agrves tos’ 
subject to the homestead laws of the United States, under rules and regula 
tions to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, in tracts not t)"* 
ceed 160 acres to each individual, all of said lands, except Jands remaining UD 
sold after five years from the first sale hereunder, which may be soid Witt) 
out reference to the provisionsof the homestead law. Said land shail be* 
for not less than $4 per acre, and shall be sold upon the following t« rms: 
fifth of the purchase price to be paid at the time of sale and the ba!a 
the purchase price of said land to be paid in five equal annual inst!’ 
due in one, two, three, four, and five years from date of sale, res} pny 
and one over to said Indians all of the proceeds realized from tho sic 
the said lands as herein provided. ‘ } . 
“ART. III. It is understood that of the amount realized from the St’ 
said lands a sum of not exceeding $300,000 shall be paid in cash per Red 
share and share alike, toeach man, woman, and child belonging on S\"" 
Lake Indian Reservation within ninety days after the first sale he fi 
vided for, and the remainder of the proceeds of the sale of said land 3 
paid in cash per capita in fifteen annual installments, the first of whic h fifteen 
annual insta)lments is to be paid in the month of October of the yea it this 
ing that in which the payment of the said $300,000 is made, as provi ed 2 
agreement, and in the month of October of each year thereafter, — 
moneys received after the expiration of said fifteen years shall be app he 
in like manner among said Indians and paid to them on the Ist day of ‘ 
in each year. 


isid- 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


« ant. IV. It is further agreed that the said Indians belonging on the said 
Red Lake Indian Reservation, Minn., shall possess their diminished reserva- 
tion inde pendent of all other bands of the Chippewa tribe of Indians and 

ll be entitled to allotments thereon of 160 acres each, of either agricul- 
tural or pine land, the different classes of land to be apportioned as equitably 


gs possible among the allottees. 
“ArT. V. It is understood that nothing in this agreement shall be con- 
atr ed Lake Indian Reser- 


ued to deprive the said Indians beeen on the } 
ration, Minn., of any benefits to whic ey are entitled under existing 
treaties or agreements not inconsistent with the provisions of this agree- 
nent, It is the intention of this agreement that the United States shall act 
trustee for said Indians to di of said land and toexpend and pay over 
the proceeds as received from the sale thereof only as received, as herein 
rov ded. 
PRT. VI. This agreement shall take effect and be in force when accepted 
and ratified by the Congress of the United States.” 

Sec. 2. That said ean be, and the same is hereby, accepted and rati- 
ed as herein amen ° 

7 3, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed 
to sell, subject to the homestead laws of the United States, under such rules 
and regulations as he may prescribe, in tracts not to exceed 160 acres to each 
individual, all that part of the Red Lake Reservation, in the State of Minne- 
sota, lying westerly of the —— line between ranges 38 and 39 west of the 
ffth principal meridian, approximating 256,000acres. And thesaid land shall 
be sold for not_less than $4 per acre, and shall be sold upon the following 
terms: One-fifth of the price bid therefor to be paid at the time the bid is 
wade, and the balance of the purchase price of said land to be paid in five 
equal installments, due in one, two, three, four, and five years from date of 
sale, respectively, pogment to be made to the receiver of the United States 
land office for the district in which said land may be situated. And in case 
any purchaser fails to make such annual payments promptly when due, or 
within sixty days thereafter, all rights in and to the land covered by his or 
her purchase shall at once cease, and any payments made shall thereupon be 
forfeited, and the Secretary of the Interior shall thereupon declare such for 
feiture by reoffering said land for sale. 

And no patent shall issue to the purchaser until the purchaser shall have 

paid the purchase price and in all resr2cts complied with the terms and pro- 
visions of the homestead laws of the United States: Provided, That such pur- 
chaser shall have the right of commutation as provided by section 2301 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, by paying for the land at the pricefor 
which it sold, receiving credit for payments previously made: Provided fur- 
ther, Thatsuch purchaser shall make his final proof conformable to the home- 
stead laws within six years from the date of sale; that aliens who have de- 
cared their intention to become citizens of the United States may become 
purchasers under this act, but before making final proof and acquiring title 
must take out their full naturalization papers; and that persons who may 
have heretofore exhausted their rights under the homestead law may be- 
come purchasers under this act: Provided further, That after the first sale 
hereunder shall be closed, the lands remaining unsold shall be subject tosale 
andentry at the prico of $4 per acre by qualified purchasers, subject to the 
same terms and conditions as herein prescribed as to lands sold at said first 
«le: Provided further, That all lands above described which shall remain un- 
eld at the expiration of five years from the date of the first sale hereunder 
stall be offered for sale at not less than $4 per acre (and lands remaining un- 
cold after such sale shall be subject to private entry and sale at said price), 
vithoutany conditions whatever except the aro of the purchase price: 
And provided further, That wherever the boundary line of said reservation 
runs diagonally so as to divide any Government subdivision of a section, and 
the owner of that portion of such subdivision now Being outmce of the reser- 
v.tion becomes the purchaser of that portion of such subdivision lying within 
the reservation, residence and improvements upon either portions of such 
subdivision as provided by the homestead law constitute a compliance 
is to all such Government subdivisions. 
_Allof the Indians residing upon the tract above described shall remove 
therefrom to the diminished reservation within six months after the passage 
of this act; and there is hereby appropriated from the proceeds of said oie 
the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be paid to 
those thus removing in proportion to their respective improvements, which 
iayment to the said Red Lake Indians shall be in full for all improvements 
Which they will abandon, and also for the expense of removal within the 
dininished reservation of their dead from where they are now buried on the 
tact above described, and the expense of making allotments. 

The proceeds of said lands as realized from time to time shall be paid into 
the United States T to the credit of the Indians belonging on said 
Tecervation. Of the amount realized from the sale of said lands a sum not 
exceeding $300,000 shall be paid in cash, per capita, share and share alike, to 
“ach man, woman, and child belon ng on said Red Lake Indian Reservation 
Within ninety daysafter the first sale herein provided for, and the remainder 
of the proceeds of the sale of said lands shall be ~~ in cash, per capita, in 
fifteen annual ing ents, the first installment to be paid in the month of 
Uctober of the year following that in which the payment of the $300,000 is 
made; and all moneys received after the expiration of said fifteen yearsshall 

heapportioned in likemanner among said Indians and paid to them on the 

lst day of October in each year. 

act? Secretary of the Interior is hereby vested with full power and au- 
tority to make such rules and regulations as to the time of notice, manner 

fue, and other matters incident to the carrying out of the provisions of 

‘Sactas he may deem necessary, and with authority to continue making 

rr of ssid lands until all of said lands shall have been sold. 

x addition to the price to be paid for the land, the entryman shall pay the 
ne fees and co ons at the time of commutation or final entry as now 
movided by law where the price of the land is $1.85 per acre. 

yer. 4. That nothing in this act contained shall in any manner bind the 
uted States to pure any portion of the land herein described, or to 
furantee to find purchasers for said lands or any portion thereof, it bein 
i. qitention of this act that the United States shail act as triStee for sai 

te ns to cispose of said lands and to expend any pay over the proceeds re- 
ved from the sale thereof only as received as herein provided. 

eee That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its 


The House of Representatives further amended the bill by pre- 
ng thereto the following preamble: 


Whereas Jam 

Ss James McLaughlin, United States Indian inspector, did, on the 

hy of March, A. D. 198, make and conclude an agreement with the adult 
ide dians of the Red Lake Reservation, in the State of Minnesota, which 
um eoment is in words and figures as follows: 

and bets agreement made and entered into this 10th day of March, 1902, by 

of the Uren James McLaughlin, United States Indian i tor, on the part 

diag beet States, and the Red Lake and Pembina bands of Chippewa In- 

Vitnegsoth US On the Red Lake Reservation in the State of esota, 


“ARTICLE I, ‘The said Indians belonging on the Red Lake Indian Reserva- 
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tion, Minn., for the consideration hereinafter named, do hereby cede, sur- 
render, grant, and convey to the United Statesall their claim, right, title,and 
interest in and to all that part of the Red Lake Indian Reservation situate 
within the boundaries of Red Lake County, Minn., as said county is at pres- 
ent defined and organized, the tract hereby ceded being more particularly 
described as embracing all that part of the said Red Lake Indian Reserva- 
tion lying west of the range line between ranges 38 and 39 west of the fifth 
principal meridian, the tract of land hereby ceded approximating 256,152 
acres,and also hereby agree that all of said Indians now residing on the tract 
hereby ceded shall remove to the diminished reservation within six months 
after the ratification of thisagreement, and shall be paid not exceeding $5,000 
in cash by the Indians of said Red Lake Reservation out of the first payment 
received by them from the proceeds of this cession, said $5,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, to be paid equitable to those thus removing, in 
proposition to the value of their respective ar erennenee, which payment 

y said Red Lake Indians shall be in full for all improvements which they 
will abandon, and also for the removal within the diminished reservation of 
their dead from where they are now buried on the tract hereby ceded. 

“ART. IT. In consideration of the land coded, renguished, and conveyed 
by Article Iof this agreement the United States stipulates and agrees to pay 
to said Indians, in the manner hereinafter provided, the sum of $1,000,000. 

“Art. III. It is understood that of the amount to be paid to said Indians. 
as stipulated by Article II of this agreement, the sum of $250,000 shall be aid 
in cash , per capita, share and share alike, to each man, woman, and child be- 
longing on said Red Lake Indian Reservation, within ninety days after the 
ratification of this agreement, and the remainder of the said sum of $1,000,000. 
viz, $750,000, shall be paid in cash, per capita, in fifteen annual installments of 
$50,000 each, the first of which fifteen annual installments to be paid in the 
month of October of the year following that in which payment of the said 
$250,000 is made, as provided in this agreement, and in the month of October 
of each year thereafter of the succeeding fourteen years, covering the period 
of said fifteen annual installments. 

“Art. IV. It is further agreed that the said Indians belonging on said Red 
Lake Indian Reservation, Minn., shall possess their diminished reservation 
independent of all other bands of the Chippewa tribe of Indians and shall be 
entitled to allotments thereon of 160 acres each, of either agricultural or pine 
land, the different class of land to be apportioned as equitably as possible 
among the allottees. 

“ART. V. It isunderstood that nothing in this oqroement shall be construed 
to deprive the said Indians belonging on the Red Lake Indian Reservation, 
Minn., of any benefits to which they are entitled under existing treaties for 
agreements not inconsistent with the provisions of this agreement. 

“Ant. VI. This agreement shall take effect and bein force when signed by 
United States Indian Inspector James McLaughlin and by a majority of the 
male adult Indians, parties hereto, and when accepted and ratified by the 
Congress of the United States. 

**In witness whereof the said James McLaughlin, United States Indian in- 
spector, on the part of the United States,and the male adult Indians belong- 
ing on the Red Lake Indian Reservation, Minn., have hereunto set their hands 
one seals at Red Lake Indian Agency, Minn., this 10th day of March, A. D. 

“JamEs McLAUGHLIN, [SEAL.] 
“ United States Indian Inspector. 
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And 213 other male adult Indians.” 

We, the undersigned, hereby certify that the foregoing agreement was 
fully explained by us in open council to the Indians of the Red Lake Reserva- 
tion, Minn.; that it was fully understood by them before signing, and that 
the agreement was duly executed and signed by said Indians. 

Jos. C. Roy, 

C. W. MORRISON, 

PETER GRAVES, 
Interpreters. 

RED LAKE AGENCY, MINN., March 12, 1902. 

We, the undersigned, do hereby certify that we witnessed the signatures 
of James McLaughlin, United States Indian inspector, and the 220 Indians of 
the Red Lake Reservation, Minn., to the foregoing agreement. 

DANIEL SULLIVAN, 
Overseer in charge of Subagency. 
FRANK H. KRATKA, 
Mayor of Thief River Falls, Minn. 
B. L. FATRBANKS, 
White Earth Agency, Minn. 

Rep LAKE AGENCY, MINN., March 1%, 1902. 

I hereby certify that the total number of male adult Indians, over 18 years 
of age, belonging on the Red Lake Reservation, is 334, of whom 220 have signed 
the foregoing agreement. 

G. L. Scort, 
Major Tenth Cavalry, Acting Indian Agent. 


Leecn LAKE AGENCY, Muvyn., March 17, 1902. 


And— 
Whereas it is deemed for the best interests of the said Indians that said 
agreement be amended and modified as hereafter provided: Therefore, 


Mr. NELSON. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. KEAN. May I inquire of the Senator whether this is the 
same bill that appears on the Calendar as No. 635 in the Order of 
Business, which was reported by the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. GAMBLE]? 

Mr. NELSON. No. This bill relates to the Red Lake Reser- 
vation, in the State of Minnesota; and it meets with the approval 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the moticn 
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of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NEe.son] that the Senate 
concur in the amendment of the House of Representatives, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The preamble was concurred in. 


CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I hope we may now go to the Calendar, 


Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 


first bill on the Calendar. 
JAMES F, M’INDOE. 


The bill (S. 1501) for the relief of James F. McIndoe was an- 
nounced as first in order, and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to James F. McIndoe, captain, Corps of 
Engineers, late first lientenant, Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army, $1,142.70, that being the value of his personal effects de- 
stroyed by fire on the 13th of February, 1901, through the destruc- 
tion by fire of the engineer quarters at Fort Hancock, N. J., as 
determined by a board of survey which met by order of Major- 
General Brooke at Fort Hancock, N. J., on the 15th of March, 
190i. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
FULTON on the 14th ultimo. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not care to have the report 
read further, but I should like to have it all printed in the 


REcoRD. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed in the 


ECORD. 
The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1501) for the 
relief of James F. McIndoe, begs leave to report as follows: 

The purpose of this bill is to reimburse James F. McIndoe, captain, Corps 
of Engineers, in the sum of $1,142.70, being the value of his personal effects 
destroyed by fire on the 13th day of February, 1901, through the destruction 
by fire of the engineer quarters at Fort Han . J., a8 determined by a 
board of survey which met by order of Major-General Brooke at Fort Han- 
cock, N. J., om the 16th day of March, 1901. 

A bill similar to this was introduced in the first session Fifty-seventh 
Conwress (8. 6531), was favorably reported by the Committee on Claims, and 
pursed the Senate. 

The evidence in this case shows that while Captain McIndoe was serving 
the United States in charge of fortification work at Fort Hancock, and while 
residing in the building provided by the United States for the officer charged 
with said duties, the same was totally destroyed by fire on the morning of 
February 13, 1901, due to defective construction of a chimney and to inflam- 
mable materials entering into the construction of the house. it appears from 
the testimony in the case thet the fire originated from a defect in the chim- 
ney ef the house. The fire burned very rapidly, and, according to the testi- 
mony of the witnesses, in twenty minutes alter the fire was discovered access 
to the second floor was impossible, 

Captain McIndoe testifies that every possible effort was made to save the 
buildingand property belonging tothe United States; that owing to the efforts 
made to save the property of the United States the property of his own was 
destroyed of the value set out inthis bill. The testimony of Captain McIndoe 
is corroborated by a number of other witnesses as to theorigin of the fireand 
the speed with which it consumed the building occupied by him asa home. 
it further appears from the testimony of witnesses that owing to the high 
wind prevailing Captain McIndoe ordered the men under his control to desist 
from the efforts in saving hisown property in order that their services might 
be used in preventing the ignition of other buildings belonging to the Gov- 
ernment close at hand, and in which valuable supplies were stored. 

In the opinion of the board of survey, Captain McIndoe sacrificed his per- 
sonal property, which could probably have been saved, since the fire.started 
in the attic of the building which he occupied, to save the Government prop- 
erty. The borrd of survey fixes the value of the property destroyed at the 
amount claimed in this bill,and which they claim wes an amount of personal 
property reasonably necessary, & pro r for the claimant to have 
in the public service in the line of duty,and had Captain McIndoe, instead of 
trying to save the Government property, cared for his personal belongings, 
he could have saved them. They were, therefore, in the opinion of the board, 
lost while the claimant was pro ng Government epetty, and they rec- 
ommend that he be reimbursed in the amount of $1,142.70. 

This claim was presented to the Auditor of the War Department and by 
him disallowed upon the ground that the on of the property for 
which reimbursement is claimed was not caused by an exigency of the mili- 
tary service, whereby the claimant was of the control over said 
property which he would have had in civil life, or waar oe property was 
subjected to ao not ordinarily incident to its use in civil life; and on the 
further ground t it did not ap that the destruction was caused by this 
claimant giving his attention to saving of the property belonging to the 
United States. 

As pointed out above, it appears to your committee that the testimony in 

case we that this p was lost while this claimant was giving 
his attention to the saving of the property of the United States. 

The law authorizing a recovery in cases of this character provides that the 
proper o of the shall “determine the valne of the private 
on belonging to officers and enlisted men in the military service of the 

nited States which has con, oF may hereafter be, lost or destroyed in the 
military service, under the following circumstances: 

“First. When such )oss or destruction was *ithout fault or negligence on 
the part of the claimant.” 

( Phe second item has no application to this case.) 

“Third. Where itappears that the loss or destruction of the private pr 
erty of the claimant was in consequence of his ha given his attention 
the saving of the property belonging to the United tes which was in dan- 
ger et the time and under similar circumstances. 

The testimony in this case shows that the property of claimant was in an 
extra hazardous position by exigency of the service. It appears 
from the testimony that the quarters occupied were the only quarters at Fort 
Hancock provided for the engineer officer on duty there. 
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It further appears that the location of the buildi ide 
limits of every protection provided at the post against fire and t° “ the 
— water supply for extinguishing fires. The testimony also gs): - : ade. 

ptain McIndoe and others who were assisting him in efforta to put». that 
fire were compelled to carry water in pails for that purpose, == 

It appears to your committee that if Captain McIndoe had been at lit 
to select his own place of residence he would have exercised ordinary 
= would have selected a place surrounded by the usual protection a rainst 

re. _ 

After coterie all of the testimony presented and the findincs of t} 
board of survey, and noting the recommendation of the said board . 
mittee is of the opinion that the demand of this claimant is just and t) at this 
bill should pass. tat this 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The report shows that this case 
is peculiar in this respect, that the officer in charge devoted his 
attention to saving the public buildings and neglected his ow 
property, and that he might have saved his own property if he 
had not devoted his attention to the Government property, | 
make no objection to the bill. , 

Mr. WARREN. Right here I will say further that it shows 
that the fire started through no fault of his. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordereq 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and p.sscd 


PAYMENT TO EX-QUEEN LILIUOKALANI. 


The bill (S. 1553) for payment to Lilinokalani, formerly Queen 
of the Kingdom of Hawaii, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Porto Rico with an amendment, in line 6, before the 
word “‘ hundred,” to insert “‘ two;”’ so as to make the bil] read: 

Be itenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to pay to Liliuokalani, formerly Queen of the King: 
dom of Rawaii, in full satistaction and discharge of all claim, legal and eyui- 
table, $200,000. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish to propose an emendment, 
to strike out all after the word “ Hawaii,” in line 5, down to and 
including the word “‘ equitable,” in line 6. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator is not heard here. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment prop 
the Senator from Connecticut will be stated. 

The Secrerary. It is proposed to strike ont, in lines 5 and 6 
the following: 

In full satisfaction and discharge of all claim, legal and equitable 


we KEAN. Mr. President, is there a report accompanying th 
? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The purpose of the amen: 
is to make it a gift, without stating whet we pay it for. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. What is the motion of the Senator fron 
Connecticut? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That we strike out from the 
the following words: 

In full satisfaction and discharge of all claim, legal and equitable 

I do not think she has any claim, legal or equitable. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There will be no divergence befween t) 
ao from Connecticut and myself as to her having no :e¢: 
claim. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. We may just as well strike ou 
those — and pay her the $200,000 without stating wat 

it for. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ihopethe amendment will not b: 

Mr. HOAR. I think myself the ex-Queen has equitabic 1 
If the Senator from Connecticut does not care to rec 
them—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If I am entitled to the floor, I want‘ 
pe ; ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘he Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I want tosay that the report mate °! 
the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico accompsny® 
this bill isa unanimous report. In that report it is expressiy co" 
ceded that the beneficiary of this proposed legislation has 10 gal 
claim against the Government, but it is as expressly con'ences 
that she has a well-grounded equitable claim. 

Mr. SPOONER. May I inquire of the Senator w! 

uity? 

Mr BLACKBURN. I answerthe Senator from Wisconsin é . 
say that that equity, in the opinion of the committee, consis” 
this: Since the dethronement of the Queen and the takins a 
sion of the Crown lands, which were hers 60 long as she rein’ 
the sovereignty of those islands, the Government has —_ 7 
for ten years, in round numbers, an average yearly em a 
$45,000 from those lands. So about a haif million of er = 
been collected since her dethronement as the rents of the (r 
lands alone. In addition—— ' thing upon 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the committee predicate anythin 
the theory that she was dethroned by the United States: Hon 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No. That, of course, was her woaergers 
and that of her adherents; but the committee 1 ats - Sani 
pressly disclaims any such purpose as that, im express o"'™ 


t is the 
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the committee holds that she has no legal claim against this Gov- 
ernment for anything; bit the committee recommends the pay- 
ment of the $200,000, based upon the one item of consideration 
which I have stated in answer to the Senator from Wisconsin, 
and other considerations. These Crown lands were hers during 
her sovereignty. Whenever she ceased to be the sovereign, the 
Queen, of those islands, the Crown lands ceased to belong to her. 
In other words, they belonged to the Crown. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Kentucky permit 
me? The Senatorspeaks ofa report. I findnoreport accompany- 
ing tho bill a session of Congress. Wasa report madeinthe 

st Congress 
= BLACKBURN, It was, by thiscommittee, and was adopted 
for these purposes here. I would be glad to have that report read 
to the Senate, for it will show—— 

Mr. CULLOM. I think it ought to be read. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It will show that the proposition of the 
payment of this money to her is not based altogether upon her 
deprivation of the rents of the Crown lands, which since her de- 
thronement, as I tell you, have amounted to a half million that we 
have collected from them. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The exact amount is $432,378.06. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is right—$432,378.06, an average of 
$45,039.38 every year. 

Mr. CULLOM. That amount has been put into the United 
States Treasury? 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Yes, sir. 

Now, as an additional consideration moving the committee to 
recommend the payment of this money, all of her personal prop- 
erty—I do not mean personal property; I mean property in con- 
tradistinction to her title to the Crown lands, the real estate that 
she had, the fee being in her—was taken. 

Mr. SPOONER. Taken by whom—the Republic of Hawaii? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Republic established there upon the 
dethronement of the Queen. 

Now, Mr. President, admitting, as the committee freely does, 
that this claimant has no status in court, that she has no legal 
ground upon which she can make any demand upon this Govern- 
ment, the committee by its unanimous action, in consideration 
of the facts that I have stated here, recommend that the sum of 
$200,000 be paid to her. 

It must be understood and admitted—no one will deny it—that 
the conditions attaching were peculiarly hard upon this dethroned 
sovereign. There she was in more than comfortable circum- 
stances. She had an annual rental of about $50,000 from lands 
that belonged to her so long as sovereignty was vested in her. 
She had a comfortable estate in her own right, all of which was 
lost. She was left with those retainers and dependents that you 
night naturally expect a sovereign to have depending upon her. 

The legislature of Hawaii undertook to make provision, so far 
as it felt that it was able to do it, by voting her a stipend of 
$15,000 a year; and thatit did. Taking the condition of the re- 
sources of the islands—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me? It was $15,000 
for two years. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Two years. There was a limit, and that 
was the limit. The two years’ limit applied to that grant made 
by the legislature of the islands of Hawaii. 

The whole case is stated. This dethroned Queen has no rights 
inlaw. She can not prosecute any demand against the Govern- 
ment. It isconceded inadvance. It is simply a question of grace 
that commends itself to the conscience and the sense of fair deal- 
ing of every man here. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like the Senator to be, if he can, a 
little more explicit as to her equity from the standpoint of the 
United States. I understand that it is conceded that the Crown 


lands belonged to the Crown, to the Government. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. There is no controversy about that. 
Mr. SPOONER. And that when by revolution she was de- 
throned and the government was changed, the title passed to the | 
lew soverei 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Being a republic. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. As her successor. 

Mr. SPOONER. That would not establish an equity. 

Mr. HOAR. It is a part of the story. 

Mr. SPOONER. Queens, like individuals, take their chances 
in this world of the vicissitudes of life. People have fortunes 
and lose them. Many a woman who has lived in luxury finds 
When her protector is removed by the hand of death that her 
method of living must change, and all that. It is all very sad, 
but of course it is perfectly clear from the Senator’s statement 
that no claim could possibly have arisen in equity by this change 
government, so far as the Crown lands go, even against the Re- 
Public of Hawaii, I should think, 


How long was it after the Republic of Hawaii was established 
before we annexed Hawaii? I have forgotten. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I can not give the Senator the exact date 
of annexation, 

Mr. HOAR. Four or five years. 

Mr. SPOONER. I cannot for the life of me see any equity — 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The overthrow of the Queen's Govern- 
ment occurred on the 17th of January, 1893. 

Mr. SPOONER. When did we annex the islands? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Thatexact date I am not prepared to give 
the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. In the winter of 1897-98. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suppose the rentals which the Senator fig- 
ures in the aggregate to amount to $400,000 include the rentals 
received by the Republic of Hawaii from the time of its estab- 
lishment to the time of annexation? 
wens BLACKBURN. They were received by the Republic of 

awaii. 

Mr. SPOONER. Up to the time of annexation? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Up to the time of the annexation of the 
islands to the United States. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The United States Government did not 
receive it. 

Mr. SPOONER. But has received it since? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. But has received it since the date of an- 
nexation. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is to say, the Territory has received it. 
Have we? 

Mr. MITCHELL. No; the United States received it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The United States has seen fit to apply 
to the uses of the Hawaiian Islands the money here described, but 
it was the United States that made the application of the money 
and not—— 

Mr. SPOONER. If she had no claim whatever upon the Crown 
lands, there is nothing to argue from that, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator what there 
is to be said a little more explicitly about the other lands that she 
owned in fee and which it is supposed the United States has ac- 
quired. There might be some equity in that which we should 
recognize. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have no right to assume, and I do not 
assume, that the Senator wants to involve me in any discus- 
sion—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I have forgotten the fact. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Of the questionasto whether the United 
States Government is to any extent or in any degree responsible 
for the overthrow of this Queen’s Government. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have very decided convictions in my 
own mind about that responsibility. 

Mr. SPOONER. If we were, there might be some theory of 
equity on which we ought to pay, perhaps. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have very pronounced opinions upon 
that subject, and the Senator may not agree with those conclu- 
sions; but that is beside the questidn presented by this com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SPOONER. What I should like te have the Senator point 
me to—he may have done so when the matter was before the Sen- 
ate at the last session—is what equity is based upon the loss of 
the lands to which she had the fee. I donot see how, if she had 
the fee, it could be lost without some judicial proceeding. I 
would not suppose annexation could do it, but there may be some- 
thing in that phase of the case which would afford an equitable 
basis for an appropriation. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have not before me the report made to 
the last Congress by this committee upon the bill. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I think probably the Senator from Ore- 
gon has that report at his desk. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not think there was any 


report. 

Mtr. KEAN. Wehave not been able to find any. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not think there was any 
report made. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from Kentucky is speaking of 
the report made by the committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The report made by the committee to the 
Fifty-seventh Congress. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have sent to the document 
room for it, and they can not find it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Has the Senator from Oregon the report 
before him? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KEAN, Mr. President—— 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ken- 
tucky yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is the report of a commit- 
tee which went to the Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is not.a report on this bill? 

Mr. MITCHELL, And it has been indorsed by the full com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The full committee. 

‘ Mr. MITCHELL. The Committee on Pacific Islands and Perto 
ico. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But it is not a report made by 
the committee on this bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. No. 

Mr. KEAN. I see that we are proceeding with the Calendar 
under Rule VIII, and I suppose an objection will carry this bill 
over, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. No; the Senate is not proceed- 
ng =e Rule VIII. It applies up to 2 o’clock, and not after 2 
o’c : . 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I suggest to the Senator from New-Jer- 
Be Vy 

Mr. KEAN. I merely asked the question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I was going to suggest to the Senator 
from New Jersey that I would hardly be disposed to yield the 
fioor to have that objection made. 

Mr. KEAN. We have sent and tried to get copies of the re- 
port, and the clerks have been unable to get them. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. ‘The report was made by a subcommittee 
that was sent to the Hawaiian Islands. e subcommittee 
treated of this matter very elaborately and fully im the report 
which it made to the full committee. The sommittes in- 
dorsed it and unanimously recommended the passage of this bill. 

The point the Senator from Wisconsin is inquiring about now 
is as to the additional ground for the basing of an equity as to 
the extent of the property owned by this Queen in fee as im con- 
tradistinction to the holding that she had as sovereign of what is 
known as the ‘‘ Crown lands.” 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Now, that, I believe, is treated of in the 
report in the hands ofthe Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not understand that any lands that the 
Queen held in fee were ever appropriated by the United States. 

Mr. SPOONER. They could not be. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Theycould not be and were not. What is 
in the mind of the Senator who has charge of the bill is the fact 
that a great amount of her personal property, which was her in- 
lividual property, was taken. 

Mr. SPOONER. Taken by whom? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Taken—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. By the Republic of Hawaii? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Taken by the Republic of Hawaii and ap- 
propriated. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Now, further answering the Senator from 
Wisconsin—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me 
at this point? 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to read, if the Senator will allow me 
for a moment, the conclusions reached by the committee after 
discussing at some length the whole situation; the nature of her 
claims; the nature of these Crown lands, so called, and the amount 
of rentals paid in from year to year. The committee concluded 
thus: 

First. That the legal and equitable title to all the lands hereinbefore re- 
ferred to as * Crown lands” is in the United States, and has been since the 
date of annexation. 

Second. The legal title to these landsnever vested personally in the former 
Queen Liliuokalani, but was held by her as sovereign in trust for herself as 
sovereign and her successors on the throne. 

Third. From the date she ascended the throne to the date of her dethrone- 
ment Liliuokalani was entitled, as her individual separate estate, with 
the right to use and dispose of it as she pleased, to the entire rents accruing 
from these “ Crown lands.” 


That was her personal . Ifthere had been nochange in 
government in the islands; if she was still living as sheis and had 
not been dethroned, she would to-day be entitled, as her individual 
separate property, to dispose of it as she might see proper—to 
give it away or use it in —_— manner, or form, to the entire 
rentals of these Crown lan 

Fourth. That by the dethronement of the Queen and the establishment of 
@ provisional government in its stead, which was not only by the 

ple ot Hawaii, ae the ex-@: but ‘by all the civilized nations of 
The globe, all legal claim of the late Queen to any of these Crown lands.and to 
any future revenues arising therefrom was, under the well-understood prin- 


ciples of international law, at once and forever cut.off; and 
*ritth. Whatever allowance is made to the ex-Queen by the Governmentof 


| equitable dealing 
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the United States can not.and must not be based upon any legal ric}; , 
her part or be in recognition of any legal claim on ‘her part on ac: amt of 
loss of her sovereignty or Crown lands, but must rest solely upon coisidor, 
tions of national grace, — and private justice, political policy, andj fair 
_— part of a great and powerful nation—prin.i,).2 
always recognized in the great unerring forum of the individual a ba 
conscience. < : * : 


‘iples 
tional 
* 

Your committee further finds, from an examination of the records of th 
late Repubtic and the existing Territarial government, that the totel ane... 
of rentals of these crown lands received by the Government since the di: . 
. January 17, 1893, to September 1, 10, Was $422, 78.06, 


the queen’s o 
r annum fora period of nine years.and six months. 


or an average 
039.38, and 
used by the respective governments which su ed the monarchy, namely 
‘the provisional government, the Republic, and later and now‘the Territorial 
government. 

That is the case, Mr. President, as I understand it. 

Mr. STEWART. Does the United States get the money now? 

Mr. MITCHELL, The United States is receiving the money 
now. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the ex-Queen is entitled to a moicty, why 
give her a Inmp sum? - 

Mr. MITCHELL. There is no suggestion in the report, from 
beginning to end, that she should have a moiety or any other 
sum as a matter of absolute right, but-on the principle of national 
grace and fair play, under all the circumstances, between a creat 
and powerful nation and those people, it is suggested that it would 
be good policy on the part.of the Government, to say nothing else, 
to make her recompense of some kind, of some amount, not nec- 
essarily to be gauged by the amount of rentals received. 

I will state that the committee, on visiting the islands, was 
forced inte this inquiry very much against its will; but, as the 
report shows, the petition was presented at length on the Queen's 

and a demand was made on the committee that we investi- 
gate the facts and make such report as we might think proper 
under the circumstances. We did. We inquired into the senti- 
ment of the people there, and we found one thing that very avree- 
ably surprised me, Mr. President. Before I visited those islands 
and heard the testimony of all sides I had been led to believe from 
what had been uttered in the Senate some years ago and what I 
had seen in the papers that this lady was not entitled to any con- 
sideration from anybody. Commencing with Governor Dole, 
who was born there, witness after witness was called upon the 
stand and sworn, all classes and parties being heard—parties wi 
represented the monarchy, parties who represented those who had 
pulled down the monarchy—and without a solitary dissenting 
voice they all testified to the high character of that woman. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. One moment. 

They testified not only to her high character, but to her many 
good qualities as a woman, a literary woman, a charitable wousn, 
as a woman whose character and reputation had never beet as 
sailed by those who knew her, but only by those who did not know 
her. And furthermore they gave it as their opinion, without 4 
dissenting voice, that nothing could go so far to harmonize mt- 
ters in that new part of our country as to do something in tle 
way of a contribution to the Queen, not based on any legal or 
equitable claim, if you please. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why do you not putitin that way? _ 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is the way we do put it. ‘That is the 
way the report putsit. Itwas stated that nothing would go so ‘ar 
to harmonize matters and quiet matters in those islands. Now! 
will hear the Senator from Idaho. ; 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to ask the Senator by whet 

yrocess—— 
, Mr. MITCHELL. I will state to the Senator that I am spea* 
ing in the time of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am entirely willing that the Senator 
should go-on. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to know by what process the 
title to the lands that were the personal property of the (ueel 
passed from her. 

Mr. SPOONER. There were none. 

Mr. HEYBURN. And to whom did they pass? — ith 

Mr. BLACKBURN. This Government had nothing to éo with 
any loss that the Queen sustaimed in the matter of any propet') 
belonging to herself in fee. This Government had nothing to °°, 
it is assumed by the committee in its report, with the conver? 
of the rentals from the Crown lands, even to the provisivua! 50V" 
ernment and the Republic of Hawaii. an 

But, answering first the question submitted by the Sevator ‘rom 
Wisconsin, I would say that it is not exactly the case tliat be “e 
scribed, that so often unfortunately occurs where peopic *™ 
brought down from affluence to want. In this case the poverty 
which overtook this dethroned monarch was not the Tes ~ 
any fault.of hers. It was.as the result of a political revolu - as 

Now, admitting for the sake of the argument that this Gover f. 
ment had nothing to do with bringing about that condition © ae 
fairs; admitting for the sake of the argument that this Gove 


which have since the date of the overthrow been taken a 
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nad no collusicn with or knowledge of the Intention and 
a oem that resulted in the dethronement of this Queen, still the 


ment 


act remains that this Government did become the recipient of 
that very overthrow of government to the extent of the rentals of 
these lands from the date of the annexation of the Hawaiian Is- 
ds until now. 
Mr HEYBURN. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
yestion at that point which seems pertinent? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Crown lands do not appeal to me at all 
as the basis of any sympathy or the foundation for making an 

pro} riation. 
air. BLACKBURN. Then I am afraid we can not reach the 
Senator’s sympathy at all. 

Mr. HEYBURN. But I understood the Senator to say that 
there were, in addition to those Crown lands, certain lands the 
fee of which was in the Queen. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; I did notsay lands. I said property 
and estate that this woman had in her own right. 

Mr, CLAY. Will the Senator let me ask him a question? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I understood the Senator to say “lands,” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; I did not say “lands.” 

Mr. HEYBURN. Then I should like to ask if the Senator can 
give us any information as to the character of that estate and to 
whom it passed when it passed from her? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. TheSenator from Oregon [Mr. MrrcHE.1] 
has already answered that question and told you that the property 
passed into the hands of the provisional government, 

Mr. SPOONER. The SS . 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Yes; the personalty that she had in her 
own right. 

Mr. HEYBURN. DolI understand that the only personal estate 
that she had and that she lost was the rental of the Crown lands? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; by no means. 

Mr. CLAY. I will ask the Senator if it isnot true that she sets 
forth in her petition (and that petition is copied in the report 
which has just been read by the senior Senator from Oregon), 
that she has lost these Crown lands, and that she has lost the rent 
of them, and is it not true that she bases her entire claim for 
equity on the ground that she lost the rent of those lands, and 
pe she does not make any claim thatshe lost any property which 

e had? 

Mr. BLACKBURN, No; that is not true. 

Mr. CLAY. Ihave the petition here before me, I will state to 
the Senator, and I have just read it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Lhave the brief filed by her counsel in 
my hand. Thatisnottrue. Upon the contrary, it is expressly 
set up, not asa basis upon which to predicate a legal demand 
against the Government, but as a matter properly to be consid- 
ered, that all of the property, of the estate, of the personalty, of 
which she was possessed, independentof her right of sovereignty, 
— from her possession and was taken forcible possession of 

y the Government that succeeded the crown government, 

Mr.CLAY. Did our Government get any of it? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If our Government did not, our Govern- 
ment’s ward did. The provisional government was the one that 
succeeded themonarchy. The Republic of Hawaii succeeded the 
provisional government. ‘Then came the process of annexation 
of the Hawaiian Islands to this Government, and from the day of 
the dethronement of this woman either the provisional govern- 
ment or the Republic of Hawaii or the Government of the United 
States has been the recipient, in the order named, of a rental 
— in yount numbers, $50,000 a year, of which this woman was de- 

ved. 

The Senator from Georgia states the case correctly. She does 
say that her rents from the Crown lands were cut off. She does 
say that whatever estate she had aside from and independent of 
the Crown lands was taken from her. Both statements are true. 
Both statements are here to-day without contradiction. 

Now, she comes, not in her own right nor in her own person, 
but she comes before the Senate through a committee of this 
body and asks that this sum of money shall be given to her; and 
that committee, speaking for her, frankly concedes that thore is 
no legal claim upon which she can rest. 

It is needless to go into the broader question as to whether there 
isan equitable claim, The Senator from Wisconsin thinks there 

hot. That question may be determined by what construction 
you put upon the term equity. If equity means a claim that 
Teaches to an honest conscience, then it seems to me, as it seemed 
to vats committee, that this woman has an equitable claim. 

It is not really binding the cases the Senator from Wisconsin 
ed to suppose—cases of misfortune where poverty comes to 

086 Who have been inured to luxury. This is a stronger case. 

ot only did this poverty come to this woman without fault of her 
a but, waiving the question asto whether it was brought about 

y the action of the Federal Government, it must be admitted 

at our Government has become the beneficiary of her misfor- 


tunes to the extent of several times over the amount that it is pro- 
posed by this bill to donate to her. 

Now, I have but one more thing tosay, and that I have already 
said. There is no ground here upon which to base a legal claim. 
There is no ground here upon which an action could be brought 
against a government, even if the government would waive its 
sovereignty and admit itself liable tobe sued. Thereisno ground 
here upon which a bill could be predicated in a court of equity. 
That is all conceded. It is frankly admitted that the only propo- 
sition submitted to the Senate to determine is as to whether in good 
conscience and fair dealing this bill should not pass. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, it is a little difficult, because 
somewhat ungracious, perhaps, for one to antagonize a proposi- 
tion so persuasively presented as this is by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. He is a sympathetic man, and I think most of us are 
sympathetic men. [I have listened to all he has had to say, and all 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MiTcHe.] has had to say, and I 
can not for the life of me see from their statement upon what 
conceivable basis this appropriation can be justified. 

We are not appropriating our own money. We are the con- 
servators of the money belonging to the United States, raised by 
taxation in one form and another. We go to the limit sometimes 
in appropriations out of sympathy. Here is a proposition to ap- 
propriate $200,000 out of the Treasury to Liliuokalani, the de- 
throned Queen of the Hawaiians. 

It certainly is not enough to warrant this appropriation that 
she is a woman of good character—that, as far as I am con- 
cerned, goes without saying—or that she is a woman of literary 
taste and ability. We have many a woman in this country of 
fine literary taste and ability struggling from day to day to live, 
even. But the Government can not appropriate money to aid 
them on any such ground as that, although kind-hearted people 
who areafiluent might well enough help, and they many times do; 
and sometimes help is withheld where it might be easily given. 

It is not pretended that her loss of the Crown lands affords any 
legal or equitable basis. I ask my friend from Oregon—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have already stated that it furnishes no 
basis for either a legal or an equitable claim that may be enforced 
in the courts. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, Mr. President! 

Mr. MITCHELL. Atthe same time the Senator knows there is 
a court of conscience. There is a court of fair play, as between 
nations, between countries, between governments, that has no 
place and is not recognized inacourt. The Senator is lawyer 
enough (because he is one of the best lawyers if not the very best 
in the United States) to know that. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hopeI am lawyer enough to see that the ob- 
servations of the Senator form not even a shadow of a foundation 
for this appropriation. He admits, as he must admit, that there 
is no legal claim and that there is no equitable claim which could 
be enforced. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ina court. 

Mr. SPOONER. In acourt. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I admit it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I yield as quickly to an appeal to conscience, 
and so does the Senator, and so do the Senate, and so does the 
country, as any man or body of men in thisworld. Where is the 
appeal to conscience on what the Senator states in this case? 
Nothing, Mr. President; absolntely nothing. Why not? Liliuo- 
kalani was the sovereign of the Hawaiias. She was dethroned 
as sovereigns all through the history of the world have been de- 
throned—not by us. The Senator does not claim that we were 
the cause of her dethronement. If the Senator urged that and 
asked us to do penance by this appropriation for a governmental 
wrong, there would be something to debate. But they dispute 
that. They are careful to file a caveat as to that. 

Now, what is there left? On the ruins of the monarchy ts 
erected the Republic of Hawaii, which by operation of law bec: 1a 
the successor of the monarchy in the ownership, and therefore in 
the right to the usufract of the Crown lands. The Republic of 
Hawaii existed as a government, taking to herself the rental and 
profits of this land, for four years or more, until by agreement or 
compact between the United States and the Republic of Hawaii 
that Republic committed suicide and became merged with the 
United States, the property of the United States. 

I can readily believe that the men who dethroned her out there 
and her followers surround these kind-hearted members of the 
Senate and favor an appropriation of this kind to Liliuckalani. 
Perhaps they who dethroned her feel that they wronged her and 
would be glad to have some other purse than theirs open to rep- 
aration for their wrong. But the Senators do not urge that. 

We took Hawaii, Mr. President. I voted against it. I think 
it would have been better for Hawaii had she not been acquired 
by the United States, and I think our purposes would have been 


subserved quite as well by fortifying and improving Pearl Harbor, 
which we owned. But that has gone by. 
What was our agreement with Hawaii? Did she come to us 
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without cost? Did we take her to govern her and protect her and 
safeguard her people for all time without burden? There is an 
inherent burden in such an ownership. 

But we did more than that. We assumed, in the joint resoln- 
tion by which we acquired Hawaii, the public indebtedness of 
Hawaii of every description, with a simple proviso that it should 
not exceed $4,000,000. I have no doubt it reached that maximum. 
Has the Senator information about that? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It was more. 

Mr. SPOONER. I remeinber after that we passed some laws 
which added largely to the expenditures. The United States 
therefore did not simply embrace the Republic of Hawaii and 
hold it in its embrace. It bought the territory, took the debt, 
and is expending large sums of money, I take it, as is true as to 
other territory, in administering from the national standpoint 
their affairs. . 

Now, Mr. President, there is not a shadow of foundation for 
this claim so far as the Crown lands are concerned, nothing that 
would appeal to the court, nothing that can appeal to the con- 
science of a trustee who is called upon to pay out other people's 


money. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senate thought differently once, be- 
cause it passed this precise bill in the last Congress. 

Mr. SPOONER. 1 opposed it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. You are consistent. 

Mr. SPOONER. I knowlI am consistent. It does not follow 
because the Senate passes bills that they ought to be passed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. And it does not follow because the Senator 
opposes bills that they ought not to pass. 

Mr. SPOONER. No. Notwithstanding my opposition to this 
bill, it passed, and perhaps it will pass now, but it will not pass 
with my vote. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Not this bill passed. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know about this particular bill. 

Mr. KEAN. It was an appropriation of $200,000 made in an 
appropriation bill. 

r. MITCHELL. The amount was the same. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, therefore, out of the Crown lands what 
is left? This shadowy claim for personal property which passed 
from the empire or monarchy to the Republic. What was it for 
which we are to pay $200,000? After a rather vigorous cross- 
examination I have elicited from the Senator from Oregon, who 
must know the fact, that it was furniture. We can replace that 
$500,600." I presume, by an expenditure very much short of 

00,000. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator from Wisconsin 
permit me? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I can not find in the petition 
which was presented by the ex-Queen to this committee that she 
makes any mention of having lost any furniture. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to state, if the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin will allow me, that there is really no claim of that character 
presented. The Senator is right. There is nothing in her peti- 
tion of that kind. It came into the case in the way of some testi- 
mony and in the way of briefs of parties. I never took a particle 
of stock in it so far as that is concerned. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Ican not find in the report which 
the subcommittee made to the full committee that they placed 
any stress upon that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to state, as one member of the com- 
mittee, that, in my judgment, if there is not some kind of claim 
on the part of this woman growing out of the Crown lands—that 
is, outof the proceeds of the Crown lands—then I do not think she 
has any claim at all, and she ought not to haveacent. That is 
my opinion and has been from the first in regard to this matter. 
But I do think, and I have — thought since I have inves- 
tigated it, that there is a claim here, not a legal claim, not an 
equitable one that could be enforced in a court, but one which as 
between this great nation and the former sovereign of Hawaii 
ought to have consideration. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, there is not. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator understandswhatI mean. He 
did from the first, but would not admit it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I only understand what the Senator means by 
what the Senator says. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have said the same thing all the time. 

Mr. SPOONER. I understand the Senator to say that there is 
no claim here, in his judgment, either legal or equitable. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator did not put in the qualification. 
I did not state the proposition as he has stated it. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I am going to state the balance of it. 
The thing is as unsubstantial 

Asa painted ship 
Upon a painted ocean. 
That is all there is to it. 
Now, what international question is there here, Mr. President? 
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Hawaii is not a nation. There is no international relat; 
tween the United States and Hawaii. The Republic of }] 
the independent Republic of Hawaii,isdead. She agreed to 
her territory, and died in the operation. 

When the Senator talks about international questions, there is 
nothing on earth except the claim of Liliuokalani that <\,. setae 
once a monarch and is a monarch no longer; that she had , aa 
large income from Crown lands and is no longer entitled to “eg 
come from Crown lands, and that in process of time for $4,()))) yg. 
and vastly more, this Republic has acquired Hawaii, and there. 
fore we ought to pay her $200,000. - 

Mr. OVERMAN, May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I do not exactly understand the status of the 
Crown lands, and I should like to have the Senator inform mo 
Was the title in the hands of the Queen orin the monarchy? — 

Mr. SPOONER. The title was in the Government. 
the Queen and her successors on the throne. 
the individual. It was passed by succession, 

Mr. OVERMAN. It was public land. 

Mr. SPOONER. Public land, which passed by succession, 
When the monarchy was destroyed and the new government 
erected in its place it became of course the owner of what had 
been the Crown lands. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. WARREN. The Queen had the income. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course the income was for her special 
benefit. She was entitled to the income, but after she ceased to 
be entitled to the income, when her sovereignty, by virtue of 
which alone she was entitled to any benefit from those lands, was 
destroyed, that ended it, so far as she was concerned, as much as 
if she had died. 

Now, others may vote, and will vote, upon this proposition as 
they choose. I can not vote for it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, the amendment 
which I proposed was more for the pur of bringing the char- 
acter of this claim distinctly before the Senate than because | 
cared whether those words remained in the bill or not. Here is 
a bill which proposes to pay Liliuokalani, formerly Queen of the 
Kingdom of Hawaii, ‘‘in full satisfaction and discharge of all 
claim, legal and equitable, $200,000.’ I moved to strike out the 
words ‘‘in full satisfaction and discharge of all claim, legal and 
equitable.’”? I am now told by those who favor the bil! that it is 
admitted that this ex-Queen has no claim, legal or equitable, and 
yet they report a bill here which proposes to pay her $200.(00 in 
discharge of all her claim, legal and equitable, against tl.e Uov- 
ernment of the United States. 

It being admitted that she has no claim, legal or equitable, the 
words ought to go out, at any rate, and if anything is to be paid, 
it ought to be a mere naked gratuity. ; 

Mr. KEAN. A gift. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. A gift; and that is the ground 
upon which I find the subcommittee put it. I have lad time to 
look over their report to the full committee hastily, and they say 
what I shall read. I think the Senator from Oregon read it. They 
say: 

Fifth. Whatever allowance is made to the ex-Queen by the Government 
of the United States can not and must not be based upon any legal right upos 
her part or be in recognition of any legal claim on her part on account 0! loss 
of her sovereignty of Crown lands, but must rest solely upon considerau os 
of national grace, — and private justice, political policy, and fair, equi 
ble dealing upon the part of a great and powerful nation, princip.es & ways 
recogni in the great unerring forum of the individual and nat.oua 
science. 

So that we come to this: Is there any reason why, upon msid- 
erations of national grace, public and private justice, poli al 
policy, and fair, equitable dealing,”’ we should pass this |1\\le bil 
of $200,000 for this ex-Queen? It seems tome, Mr. President, t pa 
even upon this ground this bill can not be sustained. | think Mic 
committee ought not to have inserted those words, 04! ional 
grace.” What isnational grace? Ido not see that that has any- 
thing to do with the matter. 

‘Public and private justice.” It is admitted that there 1s ® 
payment to be made here on the ground of either public or )!1v4"" 
justice. 
me Political policy.” What is there of political policy 
should lead this Government to make this appropriation. 

‘“‘ Fair, equitable dealing upon the part of a great and ] gree 
nation.” It has been admitted in the discussion here tay tir = 
is no equitable claim and no legal claim. What the co! pene 
ought to have said, if they wanted to put it upon the exact sro" 
on which they are putting it here, is ‘‘on account of our + 


thy for the ex-Queen.”’ i him a 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator allow me to ask 4" 
Yes. 


question? 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. . he 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Suppose the Senator's amendme don 
agreed to and the phraseology he suggests were employed, We! 
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he then support the bill? 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No, Mr. President; I think I 
would not. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I thought not. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Not because I claim to have less 
sympathy than other Senators, but because I do not think that is 
a good ground on which to vote away the Government money. 
As the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] well said, it is 
hard to oppose claims which appeal to the syinpathies of Senators, 
put I think we ought to doit. I do not think we can establish 
the principle here, whenever any person comes to us with an ap- 
peal which reaches our sympathies, that we are to donate to them 
the public money. . , 

With regard to the matter of pensions, if we were simply to 
grant pensions according to our sympathies, there would be no 
end of the amount of money this Government would pay out. It 
would bankrupt the Government. We do not collect money 
enough year by year to pay to the old soldiers and their widows 
inthis country the amount which our sympathies would call upon 
us to paythem. Wemust have rules about all these matters, and 
it would be establishing a very bad precedent to pay out the Gov- 
ernment money simply upon the ground of sypmpathy. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, it seems to me that this bill 
night be denominated ‘‘ A bill to provide for the payment of five 
years’ salary in arrears to the ex-Queen of Hawaii.” She was 
not the Queen of Hawaii when we took the steps which resulted 
in our acquiring that country. Her income is said to have been 
about $40,000 a year, derived from the public lands, or Crown 
lands, as they were termed. When we dealt with the Govern- 
ment which then was in control of Hawaii, there were no Crown 
lands belonging to this ex-Queen. ‘They had passed to the Gov- 
ernment with which we dealt, and by virtue of the public resolu- 
' tion approved July 7, 1898, they passed to us. 

The inquiry which I made of the Senator who represented this 
measure when it first came up to-day was for the purpose of 
determining whether there was a claim on her part for anything 
at all beyond or outside of the public lands. 

Had there been any lands the fee of which rested in the Queen, 
then they would not have been affected by anything which has 
resulted from the transfer of sovereignty, because the title to 
private lands was not affected by thattransfer. It remained just 
where it was before. I desired to obtain the information as to 
whether or not there were any such lands, and then to follow it 
with the inquiry as to why we should be making provision here 
toindemnify the ex-Queen for the loss of lands when she had not 
lostthem., If she owned any propertyin Hawaii she owns it now, 
unless she has voluntarily parted with it. 

Ihave before me the instrument by which sovereignty or title 
to the Crown lands, as they are termed, passed to the United 
States; and it does not propose to pass title to the United States 
out of any person to any private lands. 

It seems to me that a payment of this kind is a tacit admission 
that the Government did something for which it should make in- 
demnity; itcarries that sentiment with it. We did not deal with 
this deposed Queen at all in acquiring sovereignty over those 
lands. We dealt with a recognized government, which passed to 
us what it had; and this Queen passed to us nothing that she had. 
Itis the flimsiest kind of a claim to assert that she lost the income 
from those lands. She never had the income except by virtue of 
her sovereignty. We did not recognize her sovereignty; we did 
not deal with her on the strength of her sovereignty; and, conse- 
quently, we owe her nothing either in law or in equity. 

If you are going to make a present of $200,000 to this deposed 
oom, say so candidly, and let the bill read in that way, that 

1s sum of money shall be paid to her because of the high char- 
acter she bears and the high esteem in which we hold her, and be 
candid with the people; but to vote away $200,000 under an im- 
plied, tacit admission that we have done some wrong to the per- 
son to whom we vote it does not meet with my approval, and 
shall not receive my vote. 

The PRESID: protempore. Theamendmentsubmitted by 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr] will be stated. 

The Szorerary. In line 5,after the word “ Hawaii,” it is pro- 
— to strike out ‘‘ in full satisfaction and discharge of all claim, 

gal and equitable.’’ 

he amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported by 

ne Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico will now be 


The Secretary. In line 6, before the word “hundred,” the 
Committee propose to fill the blank by inserting the word “‘ two;”’ 
8 as to mabe the bill read: 


aint the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
00,00 to pay to Liliuokalani, formerly Queen of the Kingdom of Hawaii, 
— PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amend- 


The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MALLORY. I should like to inquire whether the rejec- 
tion of that amendment does not leave a blank in the bill? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It-does leave a blank. 

Mr. MALLORY. The blank ought to be filled. I suggest as 
an amendment that the word “hundred” be stricken out and 
‘fone hundred and fifty ’’ be inserted in lieu thereof; so as to read 
**one hundred and fifty thousand dollars.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Florida [Mr. MaLuory]. 
[Putting the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. MALLORY. I think I shall have to ask for a division on 
that, Mr. President. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment. We may as well have the yeas and nays on it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McCREARY. I ask that the amendment may bo again 
stated, Mr. President. 

Pe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again 
stated. 

The Secretary. In line 6, before the word “ thousand,” it is 
aa to strike out ‘‘ hundred’’ and insert ‘‘ one hundred and 

ty.’ 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it in order, Mr. President, to move to re- 
commit the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I move that the bill be recommitted to 
the committee from which it came. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Wisconsin to recommit the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

Mr. MITCHELL. On that motion I call for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CULBERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QuaRLEs]. Not 
knowing how he would vote if present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). Ihave a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Truman]. 
I do not see him in the Chamber, and so I will withhold my vote. 

Mr. GAMBLE (when his name was called), I havea general 

air with the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. NEWLanps]. As 
Edo not see him in the Chamber and I do not know how he would 
vote if present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. McCREARY (when his name was called), I have a.gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna]. I do 
not know how he would vote if present. If I were at liberty to 
vote, I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. MILLARD (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE]. Ido 
not see him in his seat, and therefore I will withhold my vote. 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry], and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was calle@). I havea general 
pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money]. I 
think I recall the circumstance that heretofore he took strong 
ground one way or the other on this matter; but, however that 
may be, I do not feel at liberty to vote, and will withhold my 
vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. I inquire if the senior Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. CocKRELL] has voted? 

‘ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that he 
as not. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam paired with that Senator, and therefore 
will refrain from voting. 

Mr. CLAY (after havin 
the junior Senator from 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
has not voted. 

Mr. CLAY. I have ageneral pair with the junior Senator from 
Massachusetts, and therefore I will withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (after having voted inthe negative). I de- 
sire to ask if the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. McComas] 
has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed he has 


not. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have a general pair with the senior Sen- 
ator from Maryland. Idonot know how he would vote if he 
were here, and so I will withdraw my vote. 

Mr. NELSON. The senior Senator from Maryland is here in 
the Chamber. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. ThenI will let my vote stand. 

Mr. NELSON. I find I was mistaken in my statement. I 
meant the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I understand that no quorum has voted, 


voted in the negative). I inquire if 
assachusetts [Mr. Lope@r] has voted? 


The Chair is informed that he 
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The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 19, as follows: 
YEAS—16. 
Kittred 
Toiiman 
Long, 
Overman, 
NAYS—19. 
McCumber, 
Mallory, 
Mitche 
Patterson, 
Perkins, 
NOT VOTING—55. 
Gamble, 
Gibson, 
Hale, 
Hanna, 


Kearns, 
Lodge, 
McComas, 
McCreary, 
McEnery, 
McLaurin, 
Martin, 


Bard, 
Burnham, 


Frye, 
Gallinger, 


Hansbrough, 
Heyburn, 
Hopkins, 
Kean, 


Platt, Conn. 
Proctor, 
Smoot, 
Spooner. 


Stewart, 
Stone, 
Teller, 
Wetmore. 


Bacon, 
Ba 


te, 
Blackburn, 
Carmack, 
Clark, Wyo. 


Aldrich, 
Alger, 
Allee, 
Allison, 
Ankeny, Daniel, 
Bailey, Depew 

Nl, Dietrich, 
Berry, Dillingham, 
Beveridge, Dolliver, 
Burrows, Dryden, 
Burton, Elkins, 
Clapp, Fairbanks, 
Clark, Mont. Foraker, Millard, 
Clarke, Ark. Foster, Wash. Money, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The absence of a quorum be- 
ing disclosed, the Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until Monday, February 15, 1904, at 12 o’clock merid- 
ian. 


Oey en, 


Culberson, 
Cullom, 


Taliaferro, 
Tillman, 
Warren. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 12, 1904. 
PROMOTION IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

P. A. Surg. Charles P. Wertenbaker, of Virginia, to be a sur- 
geon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the 
United States. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Herbert Morissey, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs 

for the district of Plymouth, in the State of Massachusetts. 
POSTMASTERS. 
MAINE. 

Isaac Dyer to be postmaster at Skowhegan, in the county of 
Somerset and State of Maine. 

George L. Thompson to be postmaster at Brunswick, in the 
county of Cumberland and State of Maine. 

TEXAS. 

John Harvey to be postmaster at Meridian, in the county of 
Bosque and State of Texas. 

W. L. Higginbotham to be postmaster at Howe, in the county 
of Grayson and State of Texas. 

Wesley C. Parchman to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Texas. 

Rudolph L. Reuser to be postmaster at Runge, in the county of 
Karnes and State of Texas. 

Robert A. Rollins to be postmaster at Merkel, in the county | 
of Taylor and State of Texas. 

VIRGINIA. | 

Charles E. Welch to be postmaster at Phoebus, in the county | 

of Elizabeth City and State of Virginia. 
WASHINGTON. 

Hugh Eldridge to be postmaster at Bellingham, late Whatcom, | 

in the county of Whatcom and State of Washington. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 12, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. CoupEn, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

O Thou who hast ever been our refuge and our strength, our 
inspiration, and our guide through all the vicissitudes of the past, 
we bless Thee for our Republic, now known and honored in all 
the earth, and we most fervently pray that it may continue a 

tent factor in the civilizing influences of the world; we thank 

hee for the illustrious souls whose names gild the pages of our 
history and whose deeds will live in the hearts of men. We are 
minded to-day of one of the foremost in our nation’s annals,‘‘ who, 
great in his goodness and good in his greatness,’’ bore the sorrows 
of his people, East, West, North, and South, through four years of 
civil strife and died a martyr to his convictions. *‘ Peace to his 
ashes and repose to his soul.’”? His was the suffering; ours but a 
humble tribute to his memory. Help us so to live that men will 
rise up and call us blessed; and Thine be the praise, through Jesus 
Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire, with the 
consent of the House, to make a statement about my vote yes. 
terday. I voted against the St. Louis Exposition loan, intendiy, 
to withdraw that vote in the event that the gentleman from (on, 
necticut (Mr. HiL1] was not present and voting. At the time] 
should have withdrawn my vote my attention was diverted to 
another matter until too late todo so. A few moments after the 
House adjourned I received a telegram from Mr. HI, st: 
what I had supposed to be the fact, that he was opposed, lik 
self, to that proposition, and that I could vote as I pleased, 


ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY. 


Mr. PAYNE. I move that when the House adjourns to-day jt 
adjourn to meet on Monday next. ; 
The motion was agreed to. 


FUNERAL EXPENSES, ETC., OF WILLIAM H. MANKIN, 


Mr. GRAFF. I desire to report back with amendments from 
the Committee on Accounts a privileged resolution. 

The resolution No. 154 was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and directed to 

y out of the contingent fund of the House miscellaneous items, 1.13. to 

ary J. Mankin, widow of William H. Mankin, late an employee of t!ie House 
under the direction of the Superintendent of the Capitol Building and 
Grounds, a sum equal to six months of his salary, and an additional sum pot 
to exceed $250 to defray the expenses of the last illness and burial of said 
William H. Mankin. 

The following amendments, reported by the Committee on Ac- 
counts, were read: 

In lines 4 and 5 strike out the words “an employee” and insert ‘‘a laborer 
in the employ.” 

In line 9 strike out the words “last illness and.” 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say by way of explana- 
tion that when I reported this resolution in the House a few days 
ago,an inquiry was made by the gentleman from New York: | Mr. 
PAYNE] as to whether this man had been an employee of the Ar- 
chitect of the Capitol or had been on the regular House roll. At 
that time I was not in possession of the facts, and the matter was 
passed over until Icould ascertainthem. I have nowascertained 
that he was on the regular House roll, so that his case comes 
clearly within the custom which has been adopted by the House 
in regard to these matters. I move the adoption of the resolution 
with the amendments. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Allow me to inquire whetherthere 
are any precedents for this appropriation? 

Mr. GRAFF. Oh, yes; a long line. 

Mr. BARTLETT. As I understand, Mr. Speaker, this is a re- 
port from the Committee on Accounts with reference to the burial 
expenses and six months’ pay of an employee of the House 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes, sir. The only question about the matter 
was as to whether he had been on the regular House roll or not. 

Mr. BARTLETT. He was, I understand. 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes, sir. 

The question being taken on the amendments reported by the 
committee, they were agreed to; and the resolution as amended 
was adopted. 


CRIMINAL CASES IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 10136) authorizing bail in 
criminal cases upon appeal in the courts of Indian Territ : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks wnat 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which te 
Clerk will read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That upon a Is in all criminal cases from inferict 
courts to the United States istriok courts, and from the district ¢ rts 0 
the court of appeals, in the Indian Territory, the defendants sha! | admit 
ted to bail pen ng the final determination of the cases upon appr! excep’ 
in capital cases. The amount of bail shall be fixed by the court trying | 
case or by one of the judges of the court of appeals and taker and »)prov’ 
by the marshal of the district in which the prosecution is pending, °U™ 
bond shall be conditional for the appearance of the defendant «t «1! tint 
when required in the prosecution of said sppeal, and that he will surrende 
himself in execution of the final judgment therein. 


iting, 
@ my- 


Sec. 2. That the provisions of this act shall apply to all cases now | udipg 
upon appeal in the courts of the Indian Territory. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Comu 
the Judiciary, were read: 


In line 8, after the word “ fixed,” insert the words “ and the b: ynd 
approved.” os 

n line 10, after the word “appeals,” strike out “ and taken and &D] 
by the marshal of the district in which the prosecution is pending. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? _ vies 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I should like to hear an ex} are 
tion regarding this bill from the gentleman from Arkansas |" 
irs] 


. ° slr +} 
Mr. PAYNE. Reserving the right to object, I wish to ask tlt 
gentleman from Arkansas a question. I notice the — aie 
strikes out the words “‘ providing for the approval of the by - 7 y 
the marshal” and inserts the words ‘‘and the bond shall be 4p 


ittee on 
hall be 


roved 
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roved.” I wish to ask the gentleman who will approve the 
ond? 
Mr. LITTLE. The judge who tries the case in the trial court. 
Mr. PAYNE. The amendment does not show that, and I wanted 
to get at the fact. 
{r. LITTLE. It so appears in the bill as amended. 
he SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be en d and read a 
third time; and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. LITTLE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


GRANDE RONDE RESERVATION, OREG. 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill (H. R. 11966) providing for the ratification of an agree- 
ment with the Indians of the Grande Ronde Reservation,in the 
State of Oregon, be taken from the Union Calendar and considered 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole, and that the same 
be made a special order, not to interfere with revenue or appro- 
priation bills or other privileged matters. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Oregon makes a request 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the bill (H. R. 11966) poestting for the ratification of an agreement 
with the Indians of the Grande Ronde Reservation, in the State of Oregon, be 
taken from the Union Calendar and considered in the House as in Committee 
of the Whole, and that the same be made a special order, not to interfere 
with revenue or appropriation bills or other privileged matters, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentleman 
from Oregon whether this bill contains the same provisions that 
the other bills contained that have passed the House in reference 
to Indian lands? 

Mr. HERMANN. It is substantially the same as those which 
have recently passed, except that it does not appropriate any 
money whatever. It provides for the sale of the lands and the 
ie ee of the money due the Indians from the proceeds of the 


nd, 

Mr. PAYNE. How much land is involved? 

Mr. HERMANN. About 28,000 acres—a small tract of land. 
- bill is unanimously reported from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


PENSIONS. 


And then, on motion of Mr. SuLLOWAy, the Hcase resolved it- 
7 into the Committee of the Whole for the consideration of 
- s = ee Private Calendar under the rule, with Mr. Hepae in 

@ chair, 

JOHN THOMPSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4674) granting an increase of pension to John Thompson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
suthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Thompson, late private 
of Company I, One hundred and sixth Illinois Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

. a amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 
ollows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ private.” 

In line 7, before the word “Illinois,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In same line, before the word “ Infantry ” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In same line, after the word “ pension,’ insert the words “at the rate.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “six.” 

The amendments were agreed to. seat U ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


GEORGE HAYDEN, 


The next ‘business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
) granting an increase of pension to George Hayden. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
suthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, —— to the provisions 
tnd limitations of the pension laws, the name of George den, late of Com- 

any D, Tenth ent Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer try, and pay 

& pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

a amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
OWS: 


ol line 7, after the word “Infantry,” insert the words “and Company B, 
® hundred and ninetieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infan _ 


»J2 line 8 strike out the word “* thirty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
le recommendation, 


MELINDA H. CHAPMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2648) 
granting an increase of pension to Melinda H. Chapman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Melinda H. Chapman, widow 
of me J. Chapman, late of Company C, Second Regiment Iowa Volun- 
teer Infantry, and first lieutenant and adjutant Fourteenth Regiment Maine 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


JAMES H. SACKETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
9273) nting an increase of pension to James H. Sackett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the Dm me roll the name of James 
Sackett, late of Company I, Forty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that ho is now 
receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


5 os ke out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
ollowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the — laws, the name of James H. Sackett, late of Company I, Forty- 
ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
DELIA B, STUART. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2858) 
granting an increase of pension to Delia B. Stuart, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place onthe pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Delia B. Stuart, widow of 
John Stuart, late of Battery H, Second Regiment United States Artillery, 
and Company A, Twelfth iment United States Infantry, and pay hera 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

‘The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


HENRY H. HOUGHTON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
1689) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. Houghton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry H. Houghton, late 
of Company H, Second Regiment United States Volunteer Sharpshooters, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
recelving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


HIRAM B, COZINE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7719) granting an increase of pension to Hiram B. Cozine. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the a roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hiram B. Cozine, late of 
Company E, Sixth Regiment New York Cavalry Volunteers, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteers.” 

In same line, before the word “ Cavalry,” insert the word “* Volunteer.” 

The amendments were agreed to. ; 5 ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

FREDERICK BELLMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1688) 
granting an increase of pension to Frederick Bellman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frederick Bellman, late of 
Company E, Fifty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ANNIE DORFNER, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5610) granting a pension to Annie Dorfner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Annie Dorfner, widow of 
Jacoh Dorfner, late of Company D, Fifty-first Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
a ie 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the word 

eight.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

WILLIAM W. MISNER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
granting an increase of pension to William W. Misner., 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William W. Misner, late of 
Company F, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


2392) 


MARGARET H. BOOTH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9633) granting a pension to Margaret Hutcheson Booth. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hoe is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret Hutcheson Booth, 
widow of Henry Booth, late of Company A, Eighth Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 


follows: 
. In line 6 strike out the word “ Hutcheson” and insert in licu thereof the 
etter “ H.” 
: In line 8 strike out the word “twenty ” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘eight. 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Margaret H. 
oth.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ABBIE E, WEBSTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 


4392) granting a pension to Abbie E. Webster. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roil, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abbie E. Webster, widow 
of Byron G. Webster, late of Captain Barker’s Dragoons, Illinois State Mi- 
litie, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the word | 


“eight.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
FRANCES GRAY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 265) 
granting an increase of pension to Frances Gray. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof ces Gray, widow of John 
I. 8. Gray, late captain Company A, Twentieth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and captain and assistant adjutant-general, United States Vol- 
— ers, and pay hera pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she 

now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | 


mendation. 
ABNER B. EDSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2509) | 


granting an increase of pension to Abner B, Edson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorizedand directed to place on the pension roll, Ses to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abner B, Edson, late second 
lieutenant Company C, Eighty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
THOMAS WILLIAMS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2126) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas Williams, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the — roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Williams, alias 
Thomas W. Lennox, late of Company B, Thirteenth Regiment New York 
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Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the ee 
month in lieu of that he is now zanaivinn, ™ rate of $30 por 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom. 
mendation, . 
CHARLES W,. HOFFMAN, 


Tho next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H R 
3910) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. Hoffman. - 
The bill was read, as follows: P 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provision 
and limitations of the ——- laws, the name of Charles W. Hoffman. | ate ~ 
| Company E, One hundred and fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Voluntecy Jp. 
| fantry,and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he 

is now receiving. : 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof tho y rd 
“twenty-four.” ’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fay-y. 
ab‘e recommendation. 

GEORGE A. SEEBOLD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2123) 
granting an increase of pension to George A. Seebold, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisi 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George A. Seebold, late - 
Company E, Fifth-first 


egiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and Com- 
pany F, Eleventh Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
DAVID T. TOWLES, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R, 
1851) granting an increase of pension to David T. Towles. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he {s hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rol], subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David T. Towles, late of Com- 
| pany A, Thirteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 

pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
| follows: 

In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and insert inlieu 
thereof the word “ captain.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof tho word 
“thirty-six.” 

* The amendments were agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 

able recommendation. 





ee 


CASWELL P, FORD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bil! (H. R. 
8718) granting a pension to Caswell P. Ford. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


| Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caswell P. Ford, late colone! 
} of the Twenty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “of the.” i . 

In line 8, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of t 
now receiving.” . 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
Caswell P. Ford.” 

The amendments were agreed to. , oat en? 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside wits a tayor 
| able recommendation. 


AMBROSE W. SEVERANCE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
| granting an increase of pension to Ambrose W. Severance. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he} 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to th >t 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ambrose W. Severs 
of Company D, Second Battalion, Seventeenth Regiment United 


fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable Tr 
mendation. 





EMMA M’FARLAND. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (5 
granting an increase of pension to Emma McFarland. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is ! 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov" 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma fcFarland, wid = 
Edmund McFarland, late of United States ship Supply, United States ~* 
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and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 


rece. ing. ° 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
ISABELLA PHELPS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4624) granting a pension to Isabella Phelps. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the — laws, the name of Isabella ore widow of 
William Henry Phelps, late of Company G, First Regiment Michigan Infan- 
try, and _pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month on and after the pas- 
sage of this act. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Henry” and insert in lieu thereof the let- 

or HH.” 
~*~ same line, before the word “Infantry,” insert the word ‘‘ Volunteer.” 

In line 8 strike out the words “on and after,” and all of line 9. 

The amendments were agreed to. , ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MARTHA M. PIERCE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4679) granting an increase of pension to Martha M. Pierce. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha M. Pierce, widow of 
Wilbur F. Pierce, late captain of Company K, Eighth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. ; 

The amendment recommended by the commiftee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “‘of.”* 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MARY VON KUSSEROW. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 980) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary Von Kusserow. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed ied a on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Von Kusserow, widow 
of Charles Von Kusserow, late captain Company D, Thirty-second New 
York Independent Battery, and lieutenant-colonel Second Regiment United 
States Veteran Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JOSEPH G. THOMAS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4180) granting an increase of pension to Joseph G. Thomas, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph G. Thomas, late of 
Compas y I, Fifty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

a line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“forty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 7 ae ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


HARRIET 8, PACKARD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2470) granting an increase of pension to Harriet S. Packard. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
suthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
andlimitations of the on laws, the name of Harriet S. Packard, widow 
of Jasper Packard, late a captain of Company B, Forty-eighth Regiment of 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and subsequently colonel of the One hundred 
and twenty-eighth Regiment of Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $x per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


she amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
Olows, 


In line 6 strike out the word “a.” 

In line 7, before the word “ Company,” strike out the word “ of.” 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out the words “of Indiana Volunteer Infantry.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “subsequently.” 

In same line strike out the words “ of the.’ 

, In line 9 strike out the word “of.” 


wi line 10 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
en y.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


EBENEZER WING. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2496) 
granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer Wing. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ebenezer Wing, late of Com- 
pany D, Sixteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

DAVID M. KANOUSE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2689) 
granting an increase of pension to David M. Kanouse. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David M. Kanouse, late of 
Company F, Thirty-sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

FREEMAN YORK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
910) granting an increase of pension to Freeman York. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Freeman York, late of Com- 
pany I, Nineteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry,and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

HIRAM PARKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5598) granting a pension to Hiram Parker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hiram Parker, late of Com- 

ny —, Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, three months’ men, and pay 

im a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman,I move that the committee 
recommend that this bill be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EMILY CHAPMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5568) granting an increase of pension to Emily Chapman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emily Chapman, widow of 
M. V. Chapman, late of Company G, Third West Virginia Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “M.” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“Martin.” 

In line 7, after the word “ Third,” insert the word “‘ Regiment.” 

In same line, before the word “ Cavalry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty.” , : 

In line 9, after the word “receiving,” insert the words: 

“Provided, That in the event of the death of Mary M. Chapman, blind and 
dependent child of said Martin V. Chapman, the additional pension herein 
granted shall cease and determine.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 





JOSEPH ADAMS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8370) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Addams, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place.on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph Addams, late of Com- 
pany I, Seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Veteran Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “Addams” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “Adams.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Veteran” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word ‘‘ Volunteer.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” : 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Adams.” 


The amendments were agreed to, 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 


GEORGE PENNINGTON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1428) 
granting an increase of pension to George Pennington, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George Pennington, late 
of Company M, First Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


FINLEY T. JOHNSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S, 594) 
granting an increase of pension to Finley T. Johnson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Finley T. Johnson, late of 
Company D, Fifty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
célving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

WILLIAM H. HORN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 593) 
granting an increase of pension to William H. Horn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, onal he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William H. Horn, late cap- 
tain Company D, Eighty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a@ pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he isnow re- 
ceiving. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MICHAEL O'BRIEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
614) granting a pension to Michael O’ Brian. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Michael O'Brian, late unas- 
signed recruit, New Jersey Volunteers,and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ O’Brian”™ and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“O’Brien, alias Michael Clifford.” 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the word “ Volunteers” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 
ey mine 7 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the word 

eight.” 

Amend the titlesoas to read: “ A bill grantinga pension to Michael O’Brien, 
alias Michael Clifford.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : f 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 


JOHN CONNORS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9060) granting an increase of pension to John Connors, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Connors, late of United 
States steamship Vincennes, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ United,” insert the word “the.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 5 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

HENRY AUSTIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9683) granting a pension to Henry Austin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry Austin, late of Bat- 
tery F, First Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him 
@ pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 
PATRICK J, CONWAY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2298) 
granting a pension to Patrick J. Conway. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho {fs here) 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provis on ; 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Patrick J. Conway, late ca nd 
tain Company G, Ninety-eighth Regiment United States Colored Volu; tes 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month, — 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom. 
mendation. 


RICHARD A. KENDALL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2222) 
granting an increase of pension to Richard A, Kendall, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho {ts heroby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard A. Kendall, late of 
Company B, Twenty-second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and 
One hundred and fi ty-second Company, Second Battalion Veteran Riserva 
Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill as amended was ordered to bo laid aside with a fayor. 
able recommendation. 


FREDERICK HALLING, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
9610) granting an increase of pension to Frederick Halling. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted etc., That the Secrotary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, snbject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frederick Halling, late pri- 
vate, Commeny A, One hundred and twenty-first New York Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pa him a pension at the rate of $35 a month in lien of that ho is 
now receiving, the same to be paid to him under the rules of the Pension 
Bureau as to mode and time of payment. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


. = line 6 strike out the word “private” and insert In lien thereof the word 


In line 7, before the words “ New York,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In same line, after the word “Infantry,” insert the words “and Third 
Company, Second Battalion Veteran Reserve pang 

in ie 8 eh out the word “thirty-five” and insert in lien thereof the 
word “ thirty.’ 

In same line, after the word “ dollars,” strike out the word “a” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ per.” 

In line 9 strike out the words “‘the same to be paid to him under” andall 
of lines 10 and 11. 

The amendments were to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
WILLIAM 8, CAMPBELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9426) granting an increase of pension to William 8. Campbell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William S. Cam late 

srivate, Company E, EKighty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay hima pension at the rate of §24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


» line 6 strike out the word “ private” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘o Ped 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
LYDIA M. HILL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. BR. 
7239) granting a pension to Lydia M. Hill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lydia M. Hill, widov u 
A. Hill, late of Company C, First Regiment United States Colored \ olunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per mouth. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 

PETER MINKLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7418) granting an increase of pension to Peter Minkler. 

Tho bill was read, as follows: , 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here ys 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provr 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Peter Minkler, late of Vom: 
pany M, Second New York Regiment Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a poe 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recelvins 7 

The amendments recommended by the committee were reac, “ 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “Second,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “* Regiment.” 

The amendments were agreed to. f . : favor: 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favo! 
able recommendation, 
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CHARLES LA FOREST. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8079) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles H. La Forest. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed te place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles H. La Forest, late 
of Company G, Seventy-first Regiment New York State Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him @ pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
recelving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “‘H." : 

In line 7 strike out the word “State.” 

In line § strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

hace the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Charles La Forest.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MARTIN RENTHLER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9376) granting an increase 
of pension to Martin Reuthler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martin Reuthier, late of 
Company G, Forty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Reuthler” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Renthler.” 

In line 8 strike the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill grauting an increase of pension to 
Martin Renthler.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 
The committee informally rose. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parxrnson, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested: 

§. 4125. An act to authorize the Little Rock and Monroe Rail- 
way Company to construct, maintain, and use a bridge across 
Ouachita River, in the State of Louisiana, at a point between 
Ouachita City and the mouth of Bayou Loutre; and 

8. R. 47. Joint resolution to authorize the Secretary of War to 
cause &@ survey or surveys to be made to determine the practica- 
ats and cost of a tide-water ship canal across the State of 

ora, 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 10954) making appropriations 
tosupply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1904, and for prior years, and for other pur- 
poses, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had dis- 
agreed to the amendment of the House to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 10, had agreed to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. HaLk, Mr. ALLIson, and Mr. TELLER as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 


ERWIN R. COLE, 


The committee resumed its session. 

The next business was the bill (S. 891) granting an increase of 
Pension to Erwin R. Cole. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
‘thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the = 
ind limitations of the on_ laws, the name of Erwin R. Cole, late of - 
pany A, Fifty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
st the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


LEWIS D, FROGGE. 


ALBERT W. JONES. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6999) granting an increase 
of pension to Albert W. Jones. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert W. Jones, late lieuw- 
tennant of Company B, Seventeenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is aay 
receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word “lieutenant,” insert the word “second.” 

In same line, after the word “lientenant,” strike out the word “of.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JAMES M. HEMPHILL. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 8203) granting a pension to 
James M. Hemphill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James M. Hemphill, late of 
Company F, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $0 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

In same line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lien of that 
he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension fo 
James M. Hemphill.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ZACHARIAH T. BRYANT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6881) to pension Zacha- 
riah T. Bryant. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject te the provisions 
and limitations of tue pension laws, the name of Zachariah T. Bryant, late of 
Company L, Third Regiment Indiana Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of per mouth in leu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, before the word “Cavalry,” insert the word “ Voluntesr.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “five” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Zachariah T. Bryant.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

WILLIAM C, DAVIS. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 8992) granting an increase 
of pension to William C. Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William C. Davis, late of 


| 


The next business was the bill (S. 897) granting an increase of | 


Pension to Lewis D. Frogge. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


an it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
tad ened and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
Comtaitations of the on laws, the name of Lewis D. Fogge, late captain 
a ubany D, Twelfth ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
Pension at the rate of §17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
Mendation, 


Company H, Twenty-first Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


PATRICK JUDGE. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1947) granting an increase of 
pension to Patrick Judge. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the — laws, the name of Patrick Judge, late of Com- 

nies C and G, Fifth Regiment United States Infantry, and Troop I’, Third 

egiment United States Cavalry, and pay hima pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


SARAH J. BELLAMY. 


The next business was the bill (S. 2612) granting a pension to 
Sarah J. Bellamy. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah J. Bellamy, dependent 
mother of Charles T. Bellamy, late second lieutenant Company K, Twenty- 
second Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pe; her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

JACOB LAIRD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9024) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Laird. 

The bill was-read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Jacob Laird, late of Company 
D, Forty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was as fol- | 


lows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
WILLIAM R. M’CULLOUGH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7236) granting an increase of pension to W. R. McCullough. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of W. R. McCullough, late of 
Company I, One hundred and seventy-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieuof that he is nowreceiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 


follows: 


a ft 6 strike out the letter “W.” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
illiam.”’ 

as In . he same line strike out the letter ‘‘I"’ and insert in lieu thereof the let- 
r Pe 
In line 8, after the word “ pension,” insert the words “at the rate.” 
Amend the title so as to read: ‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 

William R. McCullough.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. | 
LORENZO D, ELMER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6869) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo D. Elmer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lorenzo D. Elmer, late of 
Company F, Sixth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside witha favorable recommen- | 


dation. 
ELLEN A. HARMON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 


7382) granting a pension to Ellen A. Harmon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to} aceon the pension roll, ouljost to the provisions | 


and limitations of the ponaee laws, the name of Ellen A. Harmon, widow of 


George W. Harmon, late of Company M, Second Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In ‘line 8 strike out the word “seventeen” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. ‘ 

SUSAN FENNO. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1953) 
granting a pension to Susan Fenno. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitationsof the pension laws, the name of Susan Fenno, widow of Amos 
B. Fenno, late of Company D, Twentieth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, 
and a See & pension at the rate of $8 per month, such pension to cease upon 
proof t the soldier is living. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

WILLIAM C. M’CORMICK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5603) granting an increase of pension to William C. McCormick, 
The bill was read, as-follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


directed to place on the pension 2 eee to the provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William C. McCormick. ja+, 
of Company A, One hundred and thirty-second Regiment Pennsylvania vy, \. 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in jj, 
of that he is now receiving. a 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read. 
follows: 

In line 8, before the word “and,” insert the words “and Company ¢ 
teenth R»giment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor. 
able recommendation. 


ag 


, Thir. 


EDWIN TIDD. 


* The next business on the Private Calendar was tho bill (H, R, 
9064) granting an increase of pension to Edwin Tidd. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin Tidd, late of Com. 
pany C, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty and insert in lieu there: 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 


WASHINGTON J. DUTCHER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7444) granting a pension to Washington Dutcher. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Washington Dutcher, lateo! 
| Company A, Twenty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 

& pension at the rate of $30 per month. 
| The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
| follows: 


In line 6, before the word “‘ Dutcher,” insert the letter “ J.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof thoy 
“twenty-four.” 
|  Insame line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
| is now receiving.” 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an incroeaso of | 
Washington J. Dutcher.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
| able recommendation. 


f the word 





JOHN GANGWISCH, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bil! (H. R. 
8231) granting an increase of pension to John Gangwisch. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ! 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


is hereby, 


| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Gangw late of 
| Company C, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him 
| a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom: 
mendation. 


HOWARD M’GUIRE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7737) granting an increase of pension to Haward McGuire. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and h 
| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to thie provisions 

and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Haward Mc(iuire, late 

Company A, Seventh Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, ani pay 4 
a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now roveiving 

The amendments recommended by the committee w: 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Haward”" and insert in lieu ther 
“ Howard.” ; 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu ther: 
“twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of | 
Howard McGuire.” 

The amendments were agreed to. . : ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with 4 
able recommendation. 


ALBERT T. SEVERANCE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the Dil! 
granting an increase of pame. to Albert T. Severance. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and h a is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe | 
and limitations of the eeneten laws, the name of Albert T. Severa ae 
Company H, Sixth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay >") 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receivine. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom 
mendation, 





} 


ne 
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ISIDORE F, CHAMBERLAIN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
992) granting a pension to Isadore F, Chamberlain. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ore F. berlain, late 
of Company E, Sixteenth, Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $40 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
In line 6 strike out the word “ Isadore” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


: in sause line, before the word “Company,” strike out the word “of” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “second lieutenant.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty-six.” 

* came line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that he 
is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : f . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
WILLIAM N, HALL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7805) granting an increase of pension to William N. Hall, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William N. Hall, late cap- 
tain Company H, Seventy-eighth New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $35 a month in lieu of that he is now receiving, the 
same to be paid to him under the rules of the Pension Bureau as to mode 
and time of payment. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, before the words “New York,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

In same line strike out the word “a” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ er.” 

In line 9 strike out the words “the same to be paid to him under the rules 
of,” and all of line 10. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ALBERT P, JACKSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
7083) granting an increase of pension to Albert P. Jackson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert P. Jackson, late of 
Company G, Ninth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

= oe strike out the word “thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; , 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ELIZABETH HATFIELD, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8124) granting a pension to Elizabeth Hatfield, 

rhe bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject_to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Hatfield, 
widow of Capt. George W. Hatfield, late of Company A, Eleventh Regiment 
Obio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month. 


' The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
OL 


Ws: 


In line 7, before the word “Company,” strike out the word “tof” and insert 
lieu thereof the word “captain.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty.” 


agit line 9, a ter the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of that she is 
W receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : 7 - 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


BENJAMIN F, M’GRAW, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8733) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. McGraw. 
he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the conditions 
oad limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin F. McGraw, cap- 

in Company A, First Regiment District of Columbia Volunteer Infantry, 


sen? him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 
iVing, 





The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
In line 5 strike ont. the word “conditions” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “provisions.” 
In line 6, before the word “captain,” insert the word “late.” 
noe $ strike out the word “fifty” and imsert in lieu thereof the word 
oe ‘or _** 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
ELLEN F, LYNCH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7063) granting a pension to Ellen F, Lynch. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen F. Lynch, widow of 
John Lynch, late of Company I 
York Volunteer Infantry, and 
the rate of $8 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word “Company,” strike out the word “of” and in- 
sert im lieu thereof the words “second licutenant.” 

Ta line 8, before the word “ United,” insert the words “of the United States 
ships Tonawanda and Marion. 

The amendments were agreed to. ‘ ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


One hundredand sixty-fourth Regiment New 
United States Navy, and pay her a pension at 


MARTHA OC, KUHN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4179) granting an increase of pension to Martha C. Kuhn, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll,subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha C. Kuhn, widow of 
H. H. Kuhn, late sergeant of Company A, Tenth Regiment Pennsylvania Re- 
serve Corps; first lieutenant, Twenty-third Regiment United States Colored 
Troops, and second lieutenant, Forty-second Regiment United States In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committees were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the first letter ‘H.” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“Henry.” 

In same line strike out the words “late sergeant of,” and all of lines 7. 8 
and 9, andthe words“ States Infantry,” in line 10, and insertin lienthereofth 
words “late second lieutenant Company H, Eighth Regiment United Stat 
Veteran Reserve Corps.” 

In line 10 strike out the word “thirty” and insort in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty.” 

In line 11 strike out the word “five.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


‘ 
8 
3 


JOHN W. ERWIN,. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
5149) granting an increase of pension to John W. Erwin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. Erwin, late of Com- 
pany B, First Regiment Vermont Volunteer Cavairy, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable 
mendation. 


recom- 
WILLIAM MERCER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
4119) granting an increase of peusion to William Mercer. 
The bill was read, as follow 






Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is horeby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William M r, late of 
Company E, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that he is now 


receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, before the word “ Volunteer,” insert the word “ Pennsylvania.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

WILLIAM R. BURTON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4466) granting a pension to William R. Burton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior bo, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the conditions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William hk. Burton, latea 


1936 


member of Company D, Sixtieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
Company H, Thirteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry,and pay him a 
pension of $30 per month in lieu of the one he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 5 strike out the word “conditions” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ provisions.” 

In line 6 strike out the words “‘a member.” ; 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words ‘‘and Company H, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry.” 

In line 8, after the word “ pension,” insert the words “at the rate.” 

onaaeee line strike out the words *“‘ the one” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word * that.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Burton.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
BENJAMIN GEORGE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6038) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin George. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin George, late of 
Company F, First Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

BENJAMIN F, BARRETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8670) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. Barrett, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin F. Barrett, late of 
Company I, Third Regiment Missouri State Militia Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line § strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM H. ANDERSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 


5479) granting an increase of pension to William H. Anderson, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William H. Anderson, late 


of Company H, Fifth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay him | 


a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

NICHOLAS SCHWEMLER, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
391) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas Schwemler, 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll of the United States the | 


name of Nicholas Schwemler, late of Company H, Second Michigan Volun- 
teer Infantry,and to pay him a pension of $50 per month in lieu of the pension 
said Schwemler is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Nicholas Schwemler, late of Company H, 
Second Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM SIMMONS, 


Th> next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5868) granting an increase of pension to William Simmons, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Simmons, late of 
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Company A, Fifty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, an 
pay him a pension at the rate of $70 per month in lieu of that he is now + 
ceiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read. as 
follows: ; 

In line 8 strike out the word “seventy " and insert in lieu thereof the worg 
“twenty.” : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor. 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM H. VICKERS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
3027) granting an increase of pension to William H. Vickers, — 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hero} 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr ns 
and limitations of the —— laws, the name of William H. Vickers, late o? 
Company I, Nineteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiyin:. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom. 
mendation, 

WILLIAM L. WHEELER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the hill (H, p, 
4642) granting an increase of pension to William L. Wheeler, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis herehy 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the proy ; 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William L. Wheeler la 
Company D, Twenty-sixth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, a 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiy 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable r 
mendation. 
JOHN T. COLLINS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
702) granting an increase of pension to John T. Collins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is} 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject t 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John T. ( 
of Company B, Seventieth Regimexst Indiana Volunteer Infantry 


| him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 1 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read 
follows: 
In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lien thereof the y 


| “thirty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fay 
able recommendation, 
J. F. SLADE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bil! (11. R. 
4814) granting a pension to J. F. Slade. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tot! 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of J. F. Slade, late 
D, Two hundred and second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer l 


| pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that ! 
| ceiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee wer 


| follows: 


In line 6 strike out the letter “J.” and insert in licu tl 
* John.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thei 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside wit 
able recommendation, 

SARAH ULSHAFER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the | 


| 5006) granting a pension to Sarah Ulshafer. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of tho Interior be, and he 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rol!, subject tot! 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah Ulshafer, lat 
Jacob Ulshafer, alias Jacob Bankes, late of Company A, Fourth P 
Cavairy, and pay her a pension of $8 a month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were | 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “late.” . ait es 
a line 7 strike out the word “ Bankes” and insert in lieu thereo! 
“Banks,” es 
In same line, before the word “Pennsylvania,” insert the word 
ment.” = 
In same line, before the word “Cavalry,” insert the word “ Vo 
In line 8, after the.word “ pension,” insert the words “at the rate. 
In same line strike out the word “a” and insert in lieu thereof the ' 
“ ” 
per. 


The amendments were agreed to. ; ‘ ie 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 14) 
able recommendation. 


Vy 
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ELI LACHMAN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
ny) granting an increase of pension to Eli Lachman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eli Lachman, late of Com- 
any A, One hundred and seventy-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and Third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
folli yws: 
In line 6 strike out the letter “A” and insert in lieu thereof the letter “F." 
In same line strike out the words “‘One hundred and,” and all of line 7. 


In line 9 strike out the word “fifty ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


CYRUS B. DOPP, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1287) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus B. Dopp. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, = to the provisions 
andlimitationsof the pension laws, the name of Cyrus B. Dopp, late of Com- 
pany G, Nineteenth Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pension at 
the rate of $50 a month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“forty.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “a” andinsert in lieu thereof the word “ per.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


LORISTON W. ADKINS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 

m8) granting a pension to Lauriston W. Adkins, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized.and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lauriston W. Adkins, late 
of Company B, One hundred and twenty-second Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
ter Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

a 6 strike out the word “Lauriston” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Loriston.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “*Kentucky” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “New York.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Loriston W. Adkins.” 

The amendments were agreed to. ; : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MAGGIE E, FITZPATRICK, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
0835) to pension Maggie E. Fitzpatrick. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted. 
Fitzpatrick, widow of John é 
any E, Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Cavalry; the same being rejected by 
the Department on technical grounds. 

; = amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
OUOWS: 

— out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 

5 I hat 

dire 

of the pension laws, the name of Maggie Fitzpatrick, widow of John Fiizpat- 

rick, late of Company E, Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, 

sud pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month.” 

nae the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Maggie Fitz- 
trick,” 

The amendments were agreed to. Sees 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


ALFRED J. WEST. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1006) granting an increase of pension to Alfred J. West. 

he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
a limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred J. West, late a 

ember of ae B, Thirty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 

0 


a pay him a pension at the rate of $8 per month in lieu of that he is now 
g. 


XXXVIII——122 


etc., Thata peekce of $12 per month be granted to Maggie 
itzpatrick, deceased, who was a private in Com- | 


‘ted to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations | 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “ta member.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


NICHOLAS REINHART. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
783) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas Reinhart. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it énacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws,the name of Nicholas Reinhart, late of 
Company K, Fifty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
, — amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 

OLLOWS: 


In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


GEORGE W. STEFFEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2572) granting an increase of pension to George W. Stefiey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Stefley, late of 
Company F, One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


THOMAS P. MARSHALL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9421) granting an increase of pension to Thomas P. Marshall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas P. Marshall, of 
Chattanooga, Tenn., late major Thirteenth Regiment Iowa Veteran Volun- 
teer Infantry, war of 1861 to 1865, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “ of Chattanooga, Tenn., late major" and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words ‘“‘late captain Company H.”’ 

In line 7 strike out the word ‘‘ Veteran.” 

In same line strike out the word “war.” 

Strike out ali of line 8. 

In line 9 strike out the word “sixty-five.” 

In same line strike out the word “fifty ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
FRANK M. SPEARS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9695) granting an increase of pension to Frank M. Spears. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank M. Spears, late of Com- 
pany ©, Eighth Regiment [linois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 

MARTHA MULLINS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10192) granting a pension to Martha Mullins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit coasted, sf.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha Mullins, widow of 
Joab Mullins, late of Company F, Eighth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
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The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
HIRAM FLINT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8022) granting an increase of pension to Hiram Flint. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hiram Flint, late of Com- 
—, D and H, Foriy-fifth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay 

im a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: ; 

3 In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MARY JOANNA ADAMS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2416) 
granting an increase of pension toMary Joanna Adams. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, étc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Joanna Adams, widow 
of John D. Adams, late of Company D, Fiftieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lier of that 
she is now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Mattie Kate 
Adams, helpless and dependent child of said John D. Adams, the additional 
pension heroin granted shall cease and determine. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 

CHARLES DISBROW. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 895) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles Disbrow. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Disbrow, late of 
Company A, Twenty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and Com- 
pany A, Second Regimeht Ilinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
GREEN B. YAWN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 486) | 


granting a pension to Green B. Yawn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
anthorized and directed to place on the pension roil the name of Green B. 
Yawn, of Graceville, Fla., dependent father of George Yawn, late a private 
in Company G, Second Regiment Alabama Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman,I move the following 
committee amendments, which I send to the desk and ask to have 
read. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert “subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws.” 

In line 5 strike out the words “of Graceville, Fla.” 7 

In line 7, after the word “Infantry,” insert the words “ war with Spain.” 

The amendments were agreed to. ; ; : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JAMES GRAHAM, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S, 2559) 
granting a pension to James Graham. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof James Graham, late captain 
Company C, First Regiment Idaho Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 

JESSE J. FINLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 2809) 
granting an increase of pension to Jesse J. Finley. 
The bill was ready as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jesse J. Finley, late captain, 
Second Regiment Tennessee Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay him 
@ pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty ” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 





The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a ¢ 


- a le 
able recommendation. vOE 


MARIT JOHNSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (s, 2418) 
granting a pension to Marit Johnson. 2 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior bo, a is / 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject S pe ishereby : 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marit Johnson, depend. 
mother of John E. Johnson, late of Com y G, Thirteenth Regiment M a 


t the rate 


sota Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay her a pension a 
of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom. 
mendation. 


WILLIAM EDGAR, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R 
9999) granting an increase of pension to William Edgar, ; 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hor 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Edgar, late of Com- 
pany F, Fifteenth Regiment United States Infantry, war with Mexico, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is pow 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom. 
mendation. 


HERMAN LEMMERMAN. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8185) granting a pension 
to Herman Lemmerman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provis'ons 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Herman Lemmerman, coal 
passer, late of U.S. 8. Dixie, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “*Lemmerman,” insert “late; and in the same 
line strike out “late of.” 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out “steamer Dixie, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ Navy.” 


The amendments were agreed to, 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


SHADRACH D. BARDIN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8648) granting a pension 
to Shadrach D. Bardin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr: 3 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Shadrach D. Barain, late of 
Captain Roberts's company, Texas Mounted Volunteers, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per mouth. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


| mendation. 


ANNA WATERS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8173) granting an increase 
of pension to Anna Waters. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr 


| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna Waters, W 


Georgo Waters, late of Captain Williams’s company of Tenn 1 
war of 1812, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in Licu ol t 
she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


| mendation. 


CHARLES G, CORR. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6951) granting 1m incres 
of pension to Charles G. Corr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is he! 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to tse pr 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles G. Corr, |" 
pany G, Fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, war wil 
pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is4 
celving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, ‘ 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out “fifty * and insert “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. j ee 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a !avul 
able recommendation. 

DE WITT C, FOLSOM. , / 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 7680) granting an incre» 
of pension to De Witt C. Folsom. 

The bill was read, as follows: _— 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he !s bets 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro’ 


6 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of De Witt C. Folsom, late of 
Company D, Fourth Regiment United States Infantry, war with Mexico, and 
pay him ‘a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
Strike out “thirty” in line 8 and insert “twenty.” 
The amendment was agreed to. ; . : 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
WILLIAM H. MOUNT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5030) granting a pension 
to William H. Mount. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William H. Mount, late of 
Company F, Two hundred and second Regiment New York Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out “and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month” and insert in lieu thereof “war with Spain.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

BENNETT PUTNAM. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5879) granting an increase 
of pension to Bennett Putnam. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bennett Putnam, late of 
Company F, Third Regiment United States inmanity, war with Mexico, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as | 


follows: 
Strike out “ thirty” in line 8 and insert in lieu thereof “ twenty.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
DANIEL NAGLE, JR. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3402) granting an increase | 


of pension to Daniel Nagle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel Nagle, late of Company 
B, First Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Change the claimant's name in the title and the body of the bill so as to | 


read “ Daniel Nagle, jr.” 
In line 8 strike out “fifty” and insert “ twenty.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
WILLIAM J, JACKSON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4750) to place W. I. Jack- 
son on the pension roll. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to place on the pension roll of the United States Army the name of 
.I. Jackson, who enlisted as a private in the Mexican war on the 2lst day 
of May, 1848, Seventeenth United States Regulars, Baits’s regiment, and was 
honorably discharged at Newport Barracks, State of Kentucky, on the 16th 
y of July, 1848, subject to the rules and regulations of the pension laws. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 


follows: 


In line 4, after the word “authorized.” insert “and directed.” 
Strike out all in the bill after words “ pension roll,” in line4, and substitute 


therefor the following: “subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- | 
tion laws, the nameof William J. Jackson, late an unassigned recruit, United | 
States Army, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 


month,” 
Change the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to William J. 
son,” 
The amendments were agreed to. aie! 4 : 
he bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
MARAB E. POWELL. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1005) granting a pension | 


to Marat E. Powell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


i a it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 

authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 

Col limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marat E. Powell, widow of 

pen W. H. Powell, Ninth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a 
nsion at the rate of $50 per month. 
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The amendments recommended by the committce were read, as 
follows: 

Change the lling of claimant’s Christian name where it appears in the 
title and the body of the bill to ‘‘ Marab.” 


In line 6, after the words “* widow of,” strike out ‘ Colonel W.” and insert 
“ William.” 


In the same line, after ‘* William H. Powell,” insert ‘ late colonel.” 
In line 8 strike out “fifty * and insert “ forty,” and add to the end of the 
bill the words ‘in lieu of that she is now receiving.” 


Change the title soas to read “Granting an increase of pension to Marab 
E. Powell.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CAROLINE §. WINN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
880) granting a pension to Caroline 8S. Winn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caroline S. Winn, widow of 
David H. Winn, late of Captain Lucas’s company, Second Georgia Volunteers 
(Creek war), and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7 strike out “ Second,” and in lines 7 and 8 strike out “(Creek war)” 
and insert in lieu thereof “‘Creek Indian war.” 

In line 8 strike out “twelve” and insert “eight.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ANN M. DRIGGARS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
877) granting a pension to Ann M. Driggars. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws,the name of Ann M. Driggars, widow of 
Daniel T. Driggars, late of Captain Evans’s company Georgia Volunteers, in 
the Mexican war, and pay ber a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


| follows: 


In line 7 strike out “in the Mexican” and insert “ Creek Indian.” 

In line 8 strike out “twelve” and insert “eight.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MRS. MARY TATE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10741) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Tate, of De Soto County, Miss. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Pensions be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. Mary Tate, of De Soto 
County, Miss., and pay her a pension of $12 per month as the widow of Pay- 
ton Tate, deceased, late of De Soto County, Miss., who, at the time of his 
death, on the -— day of . 1900, was receiving a pension as a private in 
‘olunteer Heavy Artil- 
lery, she having been denied a pension on account of allegedirregularities in 
her marriage to said Payton Tate. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 
“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


| directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 


of the pension laws, the name of Mary Tate, widow of Payton Tate, late of 
Company I, Third Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Heavy Artil- 
lery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Mary Tate.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

MARION ARNOLD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H: R. 
10682) granting an increase of pension to Marion Arnold. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the omen roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marion Arnold, late of 
Battery H, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay hima 


pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
In line 6 strike out the word “ Battery ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 


| Company.” 


a ay 8strike out the word ‘fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
ee rir ¥ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
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JOSEPH LONGBERRY. | 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10550) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Longberry. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized ar -octed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph Longberry, late of 
Company ©, Sixty-cighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that ho is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty ** and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JAMES G. SATMS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10068) granting a pension to James G. Soims. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll,subject to the provisions 
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and limitations of thepension laws, the name of James G. Soims, late of Com- 
pany —, Tenth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 


follows: 

In line 6strike out the word “Soims” and insertin lieu thereof the word 
“ Saims.” 

In same line strike out the words “of Company —” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “assistant surgeon.” 
. In line 7 strike out the word “Infantry ” and insert in licu thereof the word 
*‘Cavalry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “ in lieu of that 
he is now receiving.” 7 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
James G. Saims.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
WILLIAM ELLIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9988) granting an increase of pension to William Ellis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro visions | 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Ellis, iate of Com- 
pany K, Twenty-ninth and Thirty-second Regiments Missouri Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $60 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “and.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “ Thirty-second Regiments” and insart in 
lien thereof the word “* Regiment.” : 

hh 20 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert-in lieu thereof tho word | 
” 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov 
| and limitations of the pension laws, thename of Julius Kraig, late of ( 
| G, Fifteenth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery, and pay him a1 





“thirty. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 

able recommendation. 

VIRGINIA BOYD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9921) granting a pension to Virginia Boyd. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secr« tary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Virginia 
Boyd, of Aqueduct avenue, Fordham Heights, in the Borough of the Bronx, 
city of New York, widow of John Boyd,a member of Company A, Fourth 
Battalion District of Columbia Militia Volunteer Infantry, from and after 
the passage of this act. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike 
following: ; 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Virginia Boyd, widow of John Boyd, late of 
Company A, Fourth Battalion District of Columbia Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ADA L. CARPENTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
790) granting a pension to Ada L. Carpenter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ada L. Carpenter, widow of 
John H. Carpenter, late captain of Company L, Ninth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Cav , and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 


out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read. ag 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word “captain,” strike out the word “of.” 
, hoe » 8 strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof the w rd 
“eirht.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor. 
able recommendation. 

FRANCIS: ROY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 191) 
granting an increase of pension to Francis Roy. 
bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he j 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Francis Roy, late of ( any 
K, Eleventh Regiment Vermont Volunteers (First Heavy Artiilery), and pa 4 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiyi; 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable re 
mendation. 


r 
if. 


-0m- 
HENRY FRAZIER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9710) granting an increase of pension to Henry Frazier. 

Tho bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to tle provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry Frazier, late of Com 
pany H, Thirty-ninth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word ‘“fifty”’ and insert in licu thereof the word 
“forty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor 
able recommendation. 


JULIUS KRAG. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
4631) granting an increase of pension to Julius Kraig. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc:, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 


at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, : 
follows: 
s In line 6 strike out the word “ Kraig” and insert in lieu ther 

— ine 7, before the word “ Heavy,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-five” and insert in lieu ther 
word “twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. . 

JAMES B. COMBS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


| 5749) granting a pension to James B, Combs. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is! 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject tot 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James B. Com 
pany LD, Twenty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, aud pay 4m 
pel nat the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable r 
mendation. 

PHILLIP DUTTENHAVER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
3011) granting an increase of pension to Philip Duttenlaver 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to th 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Philip Duit 
Company L, Tenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, an: 
sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receivil 

The amendments recommended by the committee wer 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “of,” strike out “Philip” and insert the ' 
“Phillip; in lines 6 and 7 insert the words “Fifteenth Regiment 
pany L;”’ in lines 8 and 9 strike out “ fifty ’ and insert “ twenty-fo 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, as the question is 00 the 
amendments, I desire to move to strike out the word “‘ twenty- 
four,’’ in line 9, and insert in lieu thereof the word “‘ thirty. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 9 strike out “twenty-four” and insert “thirty.” 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. I am sorry that the chairman of the 
committee is not in his seat. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman—— | 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offer 
by the gentleman from Indiana to the committee amendment. 


R. 


mn! 
i pay | 








. 





Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit a 
few observations upon this amendment. I regret very much to 
attempt to change the rate that the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions has recommended. I appreciate as much as any Member of 
this House the care and patience that this committee has em- 
‘ ployed and does employ in going through the great mass of spe- 
cial legislation referred to it, and Iam thoroughly in sympathy 
with the general policy of the committee that the rates estab- 
lished by special legislation shall not be exorbitant. But in this 
case I think, Mr. Chairman, the circumstances are such that the 
rate ought to be fixed at$30a month at least. The bill originally 
provided for a special pension of $50 a month. The committee 
have reported an amendment reducing the rate from $50 to $24. 

Phillip Duttenhaver is totally disabled. The evidence in the 
case shows that during his military service he had intermittent 
andmalarialfever. Hissystem became completely saturated with 
malaria, It poisoned his system so that he was in a hospital a 
number of times during his service. After he was discharged 
from the service, on the 18th of September, 1865, within two 
months after that time, the evidence shows that a sore appeared 
on his right knee, and that sore continued to increase gradually, 
and to grow worse and worse, until it finally disabled him abso- 
lutely. He was a farmer, and after his discharge from the servy- 
ice, with his system poisoned with malaria in the manner that I 
have described, he made no complaint, but went upon the farm 
and hoped that in the course of time he would overcome the dis- 
abilities he incurred in the military service. He employed no 
physician; he applied for no pension. In 1884 his condition be- 
came so bad that he did apply for a pension under the old law. 
That application was rejected because he was unable to prove 
continuous disability from malarial poisoning from September, 
1865, until the year 1880. The excuse he offered for not furnish- 
ing the required evidence was his own sworn statement that 
after his discharge he thought he would get well, and he had made 
no complaint, but went on in the even tenor of his way, taking 
careof himself and his family as best he could until his condition 
became so bad that he had to apply toa physician for medical 
assistance, 

His claim for original pension was rejected. After the-law of 
1890 was enacted he made application and was given a pension 
under that law, but his leg gradually grew worse, and in the year 
13 he was compelled to have it amputated above the knee. He 
isapoorman. He owns, the evidence shows, a little cottage in 
the town of Kentland, worth not exceeding $1,200, which is mort- 
gaged for $900, and his wife is living. Heis60yearsof age. The 
committee in its report said that there is no doubt that while the 
evidence in the case does not justify the Commissioner of Pensions 
in granting him a pension under the original law, under the rules 
in force in the Pension Office, there is no doubt his military serv- 
ice is responsible for the disability which he has to-day, and if 
that be true he ought to have $65 a month, but I only asked origi- 
nally $50, and this motion asks simply that this committee give 
him the rate of $30 a month. 

Now, I desire to say to the chairman of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions I believe that the rate of $50 a month is a very 
mall rate for this disability, and the report of his committee 
shows that the condition of Duttenhaver is the result of his mili- 
tary service. He needs the pension. I know Mr. Duttenhaver 
personally, and I have known him for a number of years, and I 
mow him to be an upright, respectable citizen, but absolutely 
helpless, with a wife to support and his home mortgaged for sub- 
santially all it is worth, and the rate of $24 a month is not suf- 
ficient to take care of him and his wife during the balance of his 
(ays. I ask the committee now to adopt the amendment that I 
propose fixing the rate at $30, which I think is a very small rate 
lor such a disability. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. Mr. Chairman, I have no disposition to an- 
tagonize the increase asked for by the gentleman, but I think it 
is due to the committee that our position in this matter should be 
explained. It has been the uniform custom of the committee, 
Mr. Chairman, not to increase the pension of a soldier who has 
been pensioned under the act of 1890 more than double the pen- 
fon he is now receiving unless he is totally blind or so greatly 
Meapacitated as to require the constant aid and attendance of 
nother, We have undertaken to treat this soldier exactly as we 
have treated all other cases coming before the committee. This 
han is evidently in a very bad fix. The committee sympathizes 
with him, but if the gentleman will take occasion to read the re- 
‘Tt you will observe that his first application for a pension was 

ade in 1884, twenty years after the war, and in it there was no 
‘tence to an injury to his leg, for which he is now claiming a 
ension, 

Twenty years after the war that injury had not sufficiently de- 
‘eloped as to make it worth his while to claim a pension on ac- 
Count of it, but his claim for pension was entirely upon other 
founds, Afterward, his leg was amputated, and he was paid a 
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| month, 


| go to the committee with any further proof, and I submit ¢! 


pension of $12 a month. One of the Senate rules is that they will 
not increase the pension of a soldier pensioned under the act of 
1890 more than double the rate that he is now receiving, except 
where the cause of his injuries can be traced to army service. 
Now, it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that it would be drawing 
very liberally upon our imagination to connect this disability with 
his army service in consideration of the fact that twenty years 
after the war, when he first made application, he made no refer- 
ence to the injury to his leg, but later on, I will admit, there is 
some evidence connecting the disability with the army service, 
The report says: 

In December, 1903, the soldier alleged that for several years prior to May 
20, 1903, when his right leg was amputated, the sore on the leg steadily in- 
creased and undermined his general health to such an extent that in the 
spring of 1908 it was decided to amputate the leg; and the last medical exami- 
nation of the soldier, made August 19, 1903, shows amputation of the right 


leg at the upper third of the limb, and also found him to be suffering from 
stomach trouble and enlarged spleen. 


As I stated at the beginning, I am perfectly willing the commit- 
tee should raise this pension, and the only objection I have to it 
is that it may establish a dangerous precedent. The committee is 
constantly being importuned by Members to go beyond the limits 
they have fixed for the increase of these pensions, and if we es- 
tablish a precedent there is no telling what will result from it. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Just aword inreply, Mr. Chairman. I 
do not want to ask anything that is not within reason or that is 
not in keeping with the policy of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions in fixing these rates, but I think, according to the facts set 
forth in this report, he will admit on reflection that this is an ex- 
ception to the rule. He refers to the fact that in the application 
of 1880 there was no mention made of the disability to the leg. 
At that time it had not developed, and it was of such a slight 
character that it did not give him any trouble. It took twenty- 
four years for it to develop, so that it was necessary to amputate 
the leg, and to practically undermine his health. Now, the pol- 
icy of the committee, as I understand it, is to double the pension 
of the law of 1890, unless, as the gentleman says, the disabilities 
are the result of army service. Let me read from the report: 

In view of the soldisr’s serious physical condition and the fact that the 
malarial poisoning shown since 1880 was undoubtedly a result of the malarial 
poisoning of service origin for which he was treated in July, August, and 
September, 1864, an increase of his pension from $12 to $24 per month seems 
proper, 

So, according to the gentleman’s own statement of the facts, 
it does not come within the ordinary rule. The committe? finds 
that these disabilities, Mr. Chairman, are the result of his mili- 
tary service, for we find it so stated in the report. The commit- 
tee reports the disabilities as the result of malarial poison incurred 
in July and August, 1864, and if the Commissioner of Pensions 
had found that fact, this soldier would be drawing to-day $55 a 
Now, we ask less than one-half of what the gencral law 
would give Mr. Duttenhaver. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman,I am not sure but that 
the gentleman from Indiana may be right, and in order that we 


| may determine eventually whether he is right or not, I move to 


recommit this bill to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, so that 
it may have an opportunity to determine the facts in the case. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not like to have the bill recom- 
mitted. This citizen, this ex-soldier, is a poor man, getting only 
$12 a month, and even an increase of $12 would be a great boon 


to him. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Well, the gentleman has now the op- 
portunity to get an increase of $12, but if he is not satisfied with 
that increase of $12 he ought to go to the committee. He did not 
iat he 
ought to go to the committee for further consideration or the com- 
mittee ought to be sustained. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, Well, I would rather have the case go 
back tothe committee. I believe when the committee comes to 
investigate this case again it will fix the rate at $30 a month, 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, All right. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I would rather have it recommitied to 
the committee than to have it go through at $24 a month. 

Mr.SULLOWAY. Iwant to suggest to the gentleman that he 


may find some difficulty in getting it through the Senate for over 
$24. Under the Senate rule that is the amount and the amount 
at which we have fixed it. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER,. I will take the risk of getting it through 


the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana to recommit the bill to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM F, BENEFIEL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
807) granting an increase of pension to William F. Benefiel. 
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The bill was read, as follows: of the death of Thomas Large, helpl»ss and dependent son of said William 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby Large, the additional pension herein granted shall cease and determin." 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions nuda so as to read: ‘A bill granting an increase of p.: 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William F. Benefiel, late of 
unassigned company, First Regiment Indiana Volunteer Heavy Artillery, The amendments were agreed to. 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fay, rn 
oe : | able recommendation. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as ENOS D. HOGE. 


follows: . : 
; ‘ vate Calen si ill ( 
In line 6, before the word “unassigned,” strike out the word “of.” The next business on the Pri dar was the bill (H, R, 


In same line strike out the word “company.” 7410) granting an increase of pension to Enos D. Hoge, 


The amendments were agreed to. pte bill ae ragga peabors ie iti tbcieir es 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- oon oa anes niet Neh re is he 


° | authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, oaiiecs to the p, 
able recommendation. | and limitations oe ponee Sve, = — = Enos D. Hoge, first liewtens: 
’ | late of Company H, One hundred and tenth Regiment Illinois Volunteor 7, 
EDWARD O'MALLEY, fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of tha 
‘The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | * ROW "eceiving. 
8863) granting an increase of pension to Edward O'Malley. The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
The bill was read, as follows: follows: Siete aie 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, In line 6, after the word “ Hoge,” insert the word “late.” 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions In the same line, before the word “Company,” strike out the words “late 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward O'Malley, late of of. 
Company E, One hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer The amendments were agreed to. 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


eee able recommendation 
: ‘ C : 7 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as AMANDA SKINNER. 


follows: : : 
In line 8 strike out the word “thirty " and insert in lieu thereof the word The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 


“twenty-four.” | 4540) granting a pension to Amanda Skinner, 
The amendment was agreed to. The bill was read, as follows: 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is! 
ble recommendation authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe j 
a , » | and weapon the pension jaw the name oe Amanda Skinner, widow of 
MARY A. GRAVES. John Skinner, late a private in Company C, First Florida Volunteers, ciyi] 
- | war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 
3 The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill(H. R.| The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
7221) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. Graves. | follows: 
The bill was read, as follows: In line 6strike out the words “a private.” 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, In line 7 strike out the word ‘‘in” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, the name of Mary A. In same line, after the word “ First,” insert the word “ Regime: 
Graves, widow of Dennis Graves, late of Company H, Second Maryland Vol- | _ In same line strike out the words “ Volunteers, civil war,” a: 
unteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that she | lieu thereof the words “ Volunteer Cavalry.” Bn 
is now receiving. In line 8 strike out the word “twenty” and insert in Lieu ther 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as | “8"* 
follows: The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
wing: | able recommendation. 
“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and | DAVID B. WOOD. 


directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations | . . - . 
of the eeanion laws, the nameof Mary A. Graves, widow of Dennis Graves, The next business on the Private Calendar was the Dill (Hi. RB. 


late of Company H, Second Regiment Potomac Home Brigade, Maryland | 4318) granting a pension to David B, Wood. 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay hera pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu | The bill was read, as follows: 


of that she is now receiving.’ 
- Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ! 
| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to t! 


n to 





Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof tho fol- 


lo 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- | and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David B. Wood 
able recommendation. tain Thomas Gaskin’s company, Indiana Legion, and pay him a p 


F | rate of $12 per month. 
PRUDENTIA L. D. NUGENT. | The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorab! 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. mendation. 
4910) granting a pension to Prudentia L. D. Nugent. CLINTON M. CASEY. 


The bill was read, as follows: The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. B. 


me Sonnetod, Be Tees the Secretary of the Interior Ny oy he ishereby, | 3769) granting an increase of pension to Clinton M. Casey. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions : - ° 

and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Prudentia L. D. Nugent, The bill was read, as follows: , er 
widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Robert Nugent, late colonel of the Sixty-ninth Regi- Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and lv 
ment New York State Volunteer Infantry and retired major of the Twenty- | authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tot 
fourth United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $100 per | and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Clinton M. Case 
month. | pany G, Twentieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and } 


Tl i ‘ ded by tt itt d sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recei\ 
es he : ; 
foll ro — ee ey en The amendment recommended by the committee wa 


| follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6,7, 8, 9, and 10 and insert in lieu thereof the follow- ‘ “thirty” and i in lieu ther 
ing: “of Prudentia L. D. Nugent, widow of Robert Nugent, late colonel Sixty- | ,, 1 line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu ther 
ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and brevet bigadier-general, | “twenty-four. 
ay very pres Seeaeree,. moe her a pension at the rate of $50 per month The amendment was agreed to. ; 

2 at she is now receiving. erie _ : le saahad 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside wi 

Prudentia L. D. Nugent.” able recommendation. 


The amendments were agreed to. ABRAHAM W,. COCHRAN, 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor-| The next business on the Private Calendar was the }i!! 


able recommendation. 6455) granting an increase of pension to Abraham W. ‘ 
RACHEL LARGE. The bill was read, as follows: 


: : " . | Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and } 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | ,utnorized and directed to place on th speusk sn roll, subject to the} 


7311) granting a pension to Thomas Large. and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abraham W. ‘ 
The bill was read, as follows: of Company B, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer I» 


} 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that bh 
; 7 : : s eiving. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions ' i . . at 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Large, helpless and The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorabi 
dependent son of William Large, late of Company H, Eighth Regiment Ten- | mendation, 
nessee Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


oi rare recommended by the committee were read, as The next business on the Private Calendar was the bil! 


: i i é i Thomas Morgan. 
Strike out all of lines 6, 7, and 8 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 4943) granting an increase of pension to g 


“of Rachel Large, widow of William Large, late of Company H, Eight The bill was read, as follows: y hy dit 
Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay te at the rate of Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby be 
$20 per month in lieu of that she isnow receiving: Provided, That in the event ' place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of v 


THOMAS MORGAN. 
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laws, the name of Thomas Morgan, latecaptain of Com K, Seventy- 
oe Regiment Indiana Volunteer nr war of the rebellion, and = 


him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of tha he is now receiving 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


ON That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Morgan, late lieutenant-colonel 
seventy-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pension 
at the rate $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 
‘he amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 

able recommendation, 
GEORGE W. WALLS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11227) granting an increase of pension to George W. Walls. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
apd limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Walls, late of 
Company I, twenty-sixth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 

FLORENCE R. RUSSELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10267) granting a pension to Florence R. Russell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, the name of Florence R. 
Russell, widow of Daniel A. Russell, late captain of Company E, Fourth Regi- 
ment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
§50 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Florence R. Russell, widow of Daniel 
A. Russell, late major One hundred and eighty-seventh Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 


MARGARET E. KELLER. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 10268) granting a pension 


| to Margret E. Keller. 


Mr. SNOOK. Mr. Chairman, by authority of the committee, | 


I move to amend the committee amendment by striking out 
“twelve,” in line 14, and inserting “‘ twenty.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
ABRAM CLAYPOOL. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9791) granting a pension to 
Abram Claypool. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abram Claypool, late cap- 
tain Company D, One hundred and sixteenth Regiment Lilinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
on end strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


HORACE E, WOOD, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10640) granting an increase 
of nsion to Horace E. Wood. 

he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Horace E. Wood, late of 
Company H, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


MOSES HURLBUT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10794) granting an increase 
of Pension to Moses Hurlbut. 
he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
&uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name ef Moses Hurlbut, late of 

mpany G, One hundred and ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infan- 


append pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
W receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Margret 
E. Keller, widow of Augustus R. Keller, late captain and assistant quarter- 


master, United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
per month. E ”~ ” ; =e 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


lowing: 


“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


| directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 


of the pension laws, the name of Margaret E. Keller, widow of Augustus R. 
Keller, late captain and assistant quartermaster, United States Volunteers, 


= pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret E. Keller.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


EDSON H. CRAWFORD. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10904) granting a pension 
to Edson H, Crawford. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr ons 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edson H. Crawford, late of 
Company C, Sixty-ninth Regiment Ilinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
&@ pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word “Infantry,” insert the words “and Company L, 
Seventeenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
he is now receiving.” : 

Amend the title soas to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Edson H. Crawford.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ANDREW BARR. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 859) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew Barr. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place on the pension roll the name of Andrew Barr, late private 
Company E, Eleventh Pennsylvania Cavalry, and pay him a pension of $#0a 
month from and after the passage of this act. He is now on pension roll at 
$24 per month, under certificate No, 265983, general order, for injury to left 
leg, resulting in varicose veins and ulcers. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol 


lowing: 


“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Andrew Barr, late of Company B, Eleventh 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


JAMES ALLEN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1801) granting a pension 
to James Allen. 

The bill was read, gs follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to placeon the pension roll of the United States the 
name of James Allen, of Elizabethtown, Ky., late a private in Capt. Irvin 
Miller’s company of Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $3) per 
month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows. 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


| lowing: 


“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of James Allen, late of Captain Miller's com- 


| pany, Kentucky State Militia, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 


month.” 


The amendment was agreed to. ; / 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


JASPER RICHEY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1179) granting an increase 
of pension to Jasper Richey. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jasper Richey, late of Com- 
pany K, Thirty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


SAMUEL M’CLURE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1352) for the relief of 
Samuel McClure. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel 
McClure, of Mount Vernon, Ky., latea private in Company B, Twelfth Regi- 


rebellion, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per mon 


: Be in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 


follows: 


In line4, after the word “roll,” insert the words “subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws.” 

In lines 5 and 6 strike out the words “of Mount Vernon, Ky., late a private 
in” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ late of."” 
me line 7 strike out the words “in the war for the suppression of the re- 

llion.” 


: in line 8 strike out the word “sixteen” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘twenty.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to | 


Samuel McClure.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


THOMAS FE. M’INTIRE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1317) granting a pension 
to Thomas E. McIntire. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the ~— laws, the name of Thomas E. McIntire, late of 
Company E, Seventieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word Company C, Seventh 


“twenty-four.” 


In same line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of that he 
is now receiving.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to | 


Thomas E. McIntire.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


BENJAMIN PITMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8836) granting a pension to Benjamin Pitman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin Pitman, late of 
Company ©, Eighth Regiment Massachusetts’ Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “of Company C, Eighth Regiment,” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘second lieutenant Twenty-seventh Unat- 
tached Company.” : ; 

: In line : strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘twenty-four.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “‘in lieu of that he 
is now receiving.” - E 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Pitman.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


IRA B. WAMBAUGH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8379) granting an increase of pension to J. B. Wambaugh. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of I. B. Wambaugh, late of 
Company B, One hundred and seventy-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “I.” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ Ira.” 

In same line strike out the word “of” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“captain.” 

i line 8 strike eut the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty.” 
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| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David W. Wiliia: 


| 7814) granting an increase of pension to James G. Andrews. 
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Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Ira B. Wambaugh.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor. 
able recommendation. 
ANNIE P. ERVING. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
8343) granting a pension to Annie P. Erving. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the proy 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Annie P. Erving, army | 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month. , 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, ag 


by, 
ns 
irse, 


‘ i : | follows: 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, in the war for the suppression of the | . 


In line 6 strike out the words “army nurse” and insert in lien thereof the 
yore eaeegenty Cilla Zerbe, late nurse, Medical Department, United states 
7olunteers.”’ 
In line 7 strike out the word “twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twelve.” . F 
Amend the titlesoasto read: “A bill granting a pension to Annie P. Erying, 
formerly Cilla Zerbe.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bil! as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 
DAVID W. WILLIAMSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7999) granting an increase of pension to David W. Williamson, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to t he prov 


of Company A, Thirtieth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infa: try 


a 


| pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 


ceiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
JAMES G. ANDREWS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


The bill was read, as follows: : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisio 
and limitations of Lg ee laws, the name of James G. Andrews, late 
egiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 

pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

EMMA. CROSIER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (I. R. 
7712) granting a pension to Emma Crosier. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma Crosier, widow 0! 
William H. H. Crosier, late of Company G, One hundred and forty-uinth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, civil war, and pay her a pensiou 
at the rate of $8 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the words “civil war.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 
CAROLINE HURLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the Dill (11. kt. 
7559) granting a pension to Caroline Hurley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of (a 
Hurley, widow of Milton Hurley, late private in Company F, Thirteenth 
ment Kentucky Heavy Artillery, during war of rebellion, and to pay t 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was reac, 4 
follows: 

. Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof 
owing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and lin 
of the pension laws, the name of Caroline Hurley, widow of Milton A 
late of Conpeae © Thirteenth Regiment United States Colored Hes') 
tillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ee 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a ‘«\ 
able recommendation, 

_JAMES H, WESTON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (1'. * 
6911) granting a persion to James H. Weston. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is h oe 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov" 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James H. Weston, late of | and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Herzinger, late of Com- 
Company F, Third Regiment Masyune Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima | pany I, Third Regiment Missouri Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, 
pension at the rate of per month, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | T°°*!Vins: as j 

follows: The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
In lino 8 strike out the word “twenty ” and insert in lieu thereof the word | #ble recommendation. 

“twelve.” ‘ JOHN G. BROWN. 


In came line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that he , - 

is now receiving.” S The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 70) 
Amend the a as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to | granting an increase of pension to John G. Brown. 

James H. Weston. The bill was read, as follows: 


The amendments were agreed to. Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereb 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 





able recommendation, and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John G. Brown, late of Com- 
pany G, First Regiment Virginia Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him 
ROSA GLASS, a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
6817) granting a pension to Rosa Glass, mendation, 
ape by Saks dans f the Interior be, and he is hereb eae eee 
Be it enacted, etc., 6 Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, : : : a 
auth rized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2596) 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rosa Glass, daughter of | granting a pension to Frances 8. Hopkins, 


Peter Glass, late of Company I, First New York Regiment Light Artillery, The bill was read, as follows: 


and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. e Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
follows: = eT “> ee ee. the tame - poems 8S. Hopkins, widow 
o arles F. Hopkins. midshipman United States ship Saratoga, United 

In line 6, before the word “ daughter,” insert the words “helpless and de- | States Navy, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 


saat t lg : month. 
In line 7, after the word “ First,” insert the word *“* Regiment.” ¥ 
In sare line strike out the word “ Regiment” and insert in lien thereof | The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


the word “ Venenne 4“ thirty” ana rtin leu th £ th a follows: 
aoe ees Tae wee eS _—— pth In line 9 strike out the word “twelve” and insert the word “eight.” 
The amendments were agreed to. The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. able recommendation. 


ROSA D, MAYHEW. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1597) 
granting a pension to Rosa D. Mayhew. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rosa D. Mayhew, widow of 
William B. Mayhew, late machinist, first class, United States Navy, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation, 


JAMES E, LARKIN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2542) 
granting an increase of pension to James E. Larkin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 1s hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James E. Larkin, late lieu- 
tenant-colonel Fifth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry,and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

| 
| 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 
WILLIAM E. ARMSTRONG, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2769) granting en increase of pension to William E. Armstrong, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ha is hereby, 
; , ’ ; he authorizedand directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William E. Armstrong 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eleanor H. Hord, widow of | jate of Company M, Second Regiment Mississippi Volunteer Infantry, and 
William T. Hord, late medical director, United States Navy, and pay her a | pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now 


ELEANOR H. HORD, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S, 1451) 
granting an increase of pension to Eleanor H. Hord. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. | receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom-| The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
mendation, follows: 


FLORA STANTON KALE, In line 7, after the word “Infantry,” insert “war with Spain.” 


Tho next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 8400) | 1 line 8 strike out “seventy-two” and insert “fifty.” 
toamend the act entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Flora | The amendments were agreed to. aa . 

Stanton Kalk,” approved February 26, 1899. The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
The bill was read, as follows: | able recommendation, 


an t enactet, etc., sat te act eutitied an act granting & pension te Flora LUCIUS E. POLK. 

nton Kalk,” approv ebruary 25, 1899, be, anc 26 same is hereby, . ‘ 

amended s0.as to rend as follows: * That the Secretary of the Interior be,and | ‘The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 8227) granting a pension to Lucius E. Polk. 

pe provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Flora Stanton The bill was read. as follows: 

Kalk, widow of First Lieut. Frank Green Kalk, late of the Fifth United States e CD SUS, ne 

Infantry,and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month, and $2 per month Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is hereby, 
additional on account of each of the minor children of said Frank Green Kalk | authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
until they reach the age of 16 years.” and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucius E. Polk, late captain 


: : : : Company D, Forty-third Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, and 
a was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 
ation, 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word “Infantry,” insert “war with Spain.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


HENRY ©. RIGGS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2217) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry C. Riggs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry C. Riggs, late of Com- 
Pany A, First Regiment Missouri Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now 


LEVI VASSAR, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


secesving. | 5532) granting an increase of pension to Levi Vassar. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom The bill was read, as follows: 
mendation, Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
JOHN HERZINGER, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
T a and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lévi Vassar, lateof Company 
1¢ next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2965) | H, Third Regiment Missouri Mounted Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, 
granting an increase of pension to John Herzinger. and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 


The bill was read, as follows: receiving. 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ishereby, | The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


&uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions mendation. 
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ALBERT 8. ELMORE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6045) granting an increase of pension to Albert S. Elmore, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert 8. Elmore, late of 
Capt. Rush Elmore’s company, Fifth Louisiana Volunteers, Col. Bayley Pay- 
ton, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
Meu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7, after the word “ Fifth,” insert “ Regiment,” and in thesame line 
strike out “Col. Bayley Payton.” 
In line 8 strike out “fifty” and insert “twenty.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
JOHN LINDSEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9398) granting a pension to John Lindsey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
suthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof John Lindsey, late of Fourth 
Company, United States Coast Artillery. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | 


mendation. 
MARCELINE P, HAMILTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10968) granting a pension to Marceline P. Hamilton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marceline P. Hamilton, widow 
of William H. Hamilton, late captain Company F, Third Re ent Connecti- 


cut Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain,and pay hera pension at the rate of 
§20 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
MARY EATON LIVINGSTON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11052) granting an increase of pension to Mary Eaton Livingston. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the Pe laws, the name of Mary Eaton Livingston, 
widow of Colonel La Rhett L. Livingston, late of Third Regiment United 
States Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 


follows: 
In line 6 strike out ** Colonel.” 
In line 7 strike out “of and insert “ lieutenant-colonel.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
LIZZIE M. WORSTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 


9739) granting a pension to Lizzie M. Worster. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lizzie M. Worster, widow 
of Isaac H. Worster, late of Company H, Sixteenth Regiment United States 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out “thirty " and insert “twelve.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
JOHN I, RUNDBERG, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8984) granting an increase of pension to John I, Rundeberg. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Irish Rundeberg, late 
of Company —, egiment Volunteer Infantry, Mexican war,and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu oft that he is now re- 
oeiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Change the spelling of claimant's surname, where it appears in the titleand 
body of the bill, to “Rundberg.” 

Fill in thd blank space in line 6 with “G, Second” and the blank space in 
line 7 with “ Mississippi.” s 

In line 7 change “ Mexican war” to “war with Mexico.” 

In line 6 change the Christian name “ Irish" to the initial “I.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


| granting an increase of 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor 
able recommendation. f 


GEORGIA A. WHITEHEAD, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R 
8924) granting a pension to Georgia A. Whitehead. : 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is heray 
authorized and directed toplace on the pension roll, subject to the provici ys 
and limitations of the —— laws, the name of Georgia A. Whitehe.. 
widow of Calvin Whitehead, late a soldier in the Mexican war, and pay hh r 
a pension at the rate of $8 per month. ay er 

The amendment recommended by the committee was re; 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out ‘‘a soldier in the Mexican war” and insert “of Stecje’ 
detachment, Second Regiment Mississippi Volunteers, war with Mexico” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor. 
able recommendation. 


ul, ag 


SARAH J. SHELL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R 
10378) for the relief of Sarah J. Shell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he {is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro : 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah J. Shell. wid w of 
Henry B. Shell, late of Capt. James F. Preston's company, First Virginia 
Volunteers, in the war with Mexico, and vay her a pension at the rate of §14 
per month in lieu of $8 per month which she is now receiving. oF 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7, after “ First,"’ insert “‘ Regiment.” 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out “in the.” 

In line 9 strike out “sixteen” and insert “twelve.” 
2 = lines 9and 10 strike out “eight dollars per month which” and insert 
“that.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension t 
Sarah J. Shell.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


HENRY H. BARRETT, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4589) granting a pension to H. H. Barrett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is h« 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, the name of I/. } 
rett, Company E, Ninth Oregon Mounted Volunteer Cavalry, In 
and pay hima pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were r 


: | follows: 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | pons 


In line 4, after the words “‘ pension roll,” insert “‘subject to th 
and limitations of the pension laws.” 
In line 5, after the word “ Barrett,” insert “lateof Capt. R.L. W 
in the same line strike out “ E,” and after the word “ Ninth” i: 
ment.” 
In lines 5 and 6 strike out “ Volunteer Cavalry, Indian wars,” and 
“ Militia Volunteers, Oregon Indian war." 
In line 7 strike out “twelve ’ and insert “ eight.” 
Change claimant's name in the title and the body of the bill so as to read 
“Henry H. Barrett.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa) 
able recommendation. 
ELIJAH FARR, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2017 
nsion to Elijah Farr. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the) 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elijah Farr, lat 
pany D, First Regiment, and Company H, Twelfth Regiment, Ve 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $4 per moi 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable 1 


| mendation. 


J. HUDSON KIBBE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
granting an increase of pension to J. Hudson Kibbe. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ! 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the | 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of J. Hudson K 
Company C, Thirteenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, 
him a pension at the rate of §24 per month in lieu of that he is now r* 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable 1 
mendation. 

ELLA B. GREEN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (5. *»! 
granting an increase of pension to Ella B. Green. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is )°" 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro’ 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ella B. Green, widow of 
Charles L. Green, late of Company B, Fourteenth Regiment, and Company 
A, Eighteenth Regiment, New nee Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 
JOSEPH ROBERTS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2527) 
auting an increase of pension to Joseph Roberts, 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph Roberts, late of 
Company C, Seventh Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and Company 
(, Fourth Regiment United States Veteran Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pensiun at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Tbe bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
LEVI B, LEWIS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3166) 
granting an increase of pension to Levi B. Lewis. 
The bill was read, as follows: , 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Levi B. Lewis, late of Com- 

any C, Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
im a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ALBERT MARSHALL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2577) 
granting an increase of pension to Albert Marshall, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the persion roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert Marshall, late of Com- 
pany G, Fifteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

HARRIET BILLINGS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2712) 
granting an increase of pension to Harriet Billings, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriet Billings, widow of 
Henry Billings, late of Company E, Forty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and first lieutenant and regimental quartermaster Eighty-fifth 
Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | 


mendation. 
MARY D. DUVAL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 782) 
granting a pension to Mary D. Duval. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary D. Duval, widow of 








The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles E. Decker, late first- 
class fireman, United States steamship North Carolina, United States Navy, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


JOHN ADAMSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1239) 
granting anincrease of pension to John Adamson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Adamson, late of Com- 
pany C, Fifth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


CATHERINE A. BROWN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 889) 
granting an increase of pension to Catherine A. Brown. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catherine A. Brown, widow 
of Thomas Brown, late of Company A, Twenty-eighth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now reciving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

MIRIAM R. ADAMS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 38) 
granting an increase of pension to Miriam R. Adams. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Miriam R. Adams, widow of 
Jason M. Adams, late captain Company I, First Regiment Missouri Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

HENRY W. NICHOLS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 142) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry W. Nichols. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry W. Nichols, late of 
Company K, One hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

EDWIN H. WHEELER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 189) 


| granting an increase of pension to Edwin H. Wheeler. 


Isaac H. Duval, late brigadier-general, United States Volunteers, and pay | 


her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation, 
EDWARD A, COTTING. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S, 2797) 
granting an increase of pension to Edward A. Cotting. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward A. Cotting, late of 
Company B, First Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Heavy Artillery, 


= pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
eeelving 


mendation, 
GEORGE OLSEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2440) 
granting an increase of pension to George Olsen. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George Olsen, late of Com- 
pany i, Righteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
Pension at the rate of sis per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


CHARLES E, DECKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S, 1799) 
Stanting an increase of pension to Charles E. Decker. 


| 





' The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin H. Wheeler, late of 
Company B, Fourth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that ho is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

MARY H. ALLEN, 


The next business on the Private Calender was the bill (S. 797) 
granting a pension to Mary H. Allen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 


m 7 . ° . | authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary H. Allen. former widow 
of George A. Wiggins, late of Company B, Second Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
WILLIAM H, BARLOW, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2061) 
granting an increase of pension to William H. Barlow. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William H. Barlow, late of 
Company G, One hundred and fifty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieuof thathe 
is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered.to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
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JULIA A. ROBERTS. 


granting an increase of pension to Julia A. Roberts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julia A. Roberts, widow 
of Eugene F. Roberts, late captain Company A, Eighty-second Regiment 
United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

JOSEPH W. BOOKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1912) 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. Booker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph W. Booker, late of 
Company H, Twenty-second Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pensionatthe rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

JAMES REED. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S, 2236) 
granting an increase of pension to James Reed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Reed, late of Com- 
pany G, One hundred and forty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 


and pey him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now | 


receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | 


mendation. 
DANIEL FRITZ. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2245) | 


granting an increase of pension to Daniel Fritz. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel Fritz, late of Com- 
pany K, Fifty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Jnfantry,and pay him 
@ pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 

MATILDA C. LOTHROP. 

The next business was the bill (S. 2230) granting an increase of 
pension to Matilda C. Lothrop. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


| 
| 


| 





) 
-e 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable reeoy). 
The next business on the Private Calendar wacthe bill (S. 2068) | mendation. a 


ALONZO MOSES. 
The next business was the bill (S. 2374) granting an increa 
pension to Alonzo Moses. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is h, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prc 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alonzo Moses. late o/ 


pany H, Seventeenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 


pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiyin; 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable 
mendation, 
ANNA PRITCHARD, 


The next business was the bill (S. 2250) granting an inc: 
pension to Anna Pritchard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is } 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna Pritchard. 
Levi Pritchard, late major Twelfth Regiment Missouri Volunteer (. 
and pay hera pension at the rate of $2) per month in lieu of that she j 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable r, 
mendation. 

BENTON D. BITNER. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1954) granting an inc: 
pension to Benton D. Bitner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho i 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the | 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benton D. Bit 
Company E, Forty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, ; 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now r 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable reco: 
mendation. ; 


SETH H. CRAIG. 
The next business was the bill (S. 1956) granting an incre 


| pension to Seth H. Craig. 
Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is ! 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to t! 


| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Seth H. Craig, Int 
| lieutenant Company C, Powell’s battalion, Missouri Mounted Volunt 


with Mexico, and Company F, Third Regiment Wisconsin Volun 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that | 


|} receiving. 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 
and limitations of the psnsion laws, the name of Matilda C. Lothrop, widow | 
of John P. Lothrop, late of Company E, Fortieth Regiment Massachusetts | 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay her @ pension at the rate of $12 per month in | authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to th: 


lieu of that she is now receiving. 


mendation. 
CHARLES CUMMINGS. 
The next business was the bill (S. 2373) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles Cummings. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable 1 
mendation. 
VICTORIA M. STEELE. 
The next business was the bill (S. 2098) granting an in 
pension to Victoria M. Steele. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hs 


| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Victoria M. St 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | 


of Samuel Steele, late chaplain Seventh Regiment West Virginia \: 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in li 


| she is now receiving. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Cummings, late of 


Company G, Third Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and | 


pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
nendation. 
HAMLET F. ROBERTS. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1241) granting an increase of | 


pension to Hamlet F. Roberts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll,subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hamlet F. Roberts, late sec- 
ond lieutenant Company G, Twenty-first Regiment Connecticut Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay hima pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

THOMAS DAVIS. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1242) granting an increase of 

nsion to Thomas Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
‘and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Davis, late of Com- 

ny C, Twenty-ninth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay 

im a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorabl 
mendation. 
ALLEN W. HALL. 
The next business was the bill (S. 880) granting an incr 
pension to Allen W. (alias Albert) Hall. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ! 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to t! 


| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Allen W. (alias 
| late of Company D, Fortieth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Int 
| pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that h 





ceiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable : 
mendation. 
ROBERT KELLY. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1856) granting a per 


| Robert Kelly. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is! 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the } 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert Kelly, lat 
pany B, Fifth Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and Compan) 
enth Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable ! 
mendation. 

ISAAC M. COUCH, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the Dil 
1802) granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. Couch. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is he 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe prov! 


Q 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac M. Couch, late of Com- 
}, Forty-fourth 


sany E, egiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
ee naion at the rate of $24 per mouth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

MARY T. STRICKLAND. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 136) 

‘anting an increase of pension to Mary T. Strickland. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, ~tc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 

nd limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary T. Strickland, widow 

ilas A. Strickland, latecolonel Fiftieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 

pay her a peusion at the rate of $00 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. . 

CHARLES W. JELLISON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2549) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles W. Jellison. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles W. Jellison, late of 
Company OC, First Regiment Maine Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

JAMES REDSHAW. 

The next business on the Private Calender was the bill (S. 2576) 
granting an increase of pension to James Redshaw. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Intcrior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and Girected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Redshaw, late of Com- 
any C,One hundredth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
fim a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ALPHEUS FAWCETT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2668) 

anting an increase of pension to Alpheus Fawcett. 


gré 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on ths pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alpheus Fawcett, late of 
Company @, Eighty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
THOMAS BRATTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2947) 


ranting an increase of pension to Thomas Bratton. 

The bill was read, as tollows: 

Be i 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
nd limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Bratton, late of Com- 

ixth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 

sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that ho is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

LEONARD G. FREEMAN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2642) 
granting an increase of pension to Leonard G. Freeman, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., 'That the Secretary of tho Interior be, and ho is hereby, 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, —S to the provisions 
1 limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Leonard G. Freeman, late of 
Cor iy D, Fourteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry,and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


WILLIAM W. LACKEY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1358) 
granting an increase of pension to William W. Lackey, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William W. Lackey, late of 
Nield’s Independent Battery, Delaware Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay 


him a pension at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 
FRANCES ©, M’FARLAND, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 

10991 ) granting an increase of pension to Frances C. McFarland. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

't enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is hereby, 

‘ized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 

‘tal tations of the pension laws, the name of FrancesC. McFarland, widow 

‘am McFarland, late of Company B, Eighteenth Regiment Indiana Vol- 

Unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
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acted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ishereby, 


| 


| 


| 
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that she is now receiving, as long as the helpless son, James McFarland, shall 
live; then, at his death, said Frances C. McFarland shall be placed on the roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rateof 
$12 por month; and if the said Frances C. McFarland shall dio and leave sur- 
viving her said helpless son, James McFarland, then the Secretary of the In- 
terior be, aud is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll 

subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of said 
James McFarland and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 9 strike out the words “as long as” and all of lines 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 
~ 15, and all of lines 1, 2, 3,and 4 on page 2, and insert in lieu thereof the 

ollowing: 

“ Provided, That in the eventof the death of James McFarland, he!plessand 
dependent child of said William McFarland, the additional pension herein 
granted shall cease and determine: And provided further, Thatin the event 
of the death of Frances C. McFarland the nameof said James MeFarland shall 
be placed on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, at the rate of $12 from and after the date of death of said Fran- 
ces C. McFarland.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOHN H. REED. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1623) granting an increase of pension to John H. Reed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
aud limitations of the pension laws, the name of John H. Reed, late of Com- 
pany G, First Alabama Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Tho amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word “*Company,” strike out the word “of” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the word “captain.” 

In same line, before the word “Alabama,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In same line, before the word “Cavalry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in liou thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOHN W. SWISHER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11310) granting a pension to John W. Swisher. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. Swisher, late private 
of Company A, Sixth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ private.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

In saine line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that he 
is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 

able recommendation. 

ELVIRA MILLER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 

11076) granting an increase of pension to Elvira Miller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interi », and he is hereby, 

thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ect to the provisions 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Elvi 1, widow of 

filler, late of Company F, One hundred and forty-first Regiment 

lunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month 

n lieu of that she is now receiving 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty ” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ALDERSON T. KEEN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10694) granting an increase of pension to Alderson T. Keen, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed toplace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alderson T. Keen, late 
major of the First Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of g30 per month in lieu of that now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “major of the’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “first lieutenant and captain Company I.” 


In line 7 strike out the word “Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof jhe 
word “Cavalry.” 


The amendments were agreed to, 


oe is 
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The bill as amended was ordcred to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
GEORGE W. HARLAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9903) granting an increase of pension to George W. Harlan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof George W. Harlan, late of 
Independent Battery E, Pennsylvania Volunteer Artillery,and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, before the word “Artillery,” insert the word * Light.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. P 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


EDWARD M. TAPPEN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11556) granting an increase of pension to Edward M. Tappen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward M. Tappen, late of 
Company C, Fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, Duryea Zouaves, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words *‘ Duryea Zouaves.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
THOMAS J. CAMPTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10046) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Jefferson Camp- 
ton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Jefferson Campton, | 
late of Company H, Twelfth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 


a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amencments recommended by the committee were read, as | 


follows: 


In meet strike out the word “Jefferson” and insert in lieu thereof the 
letter ““ J.” 

In the same line strike out the letter “‘H” and insert in lieu thereof the 
letter “ K.”’ 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Thon.as J. Campton.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

SILAS SOULES, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1113) granting an increase of pension to Silas G. Soules. 
' The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Silas G. Soules, late of Com- 


pany A, Twelfth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- | 


sion at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “@.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Silas Soules.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

MARY C. ARNOLD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11319) granting an increase of pension to Mary C. Arnold. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to ylace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Mary C. Arnold, widow of 
the late Maj. William E. Arnold, of the Fortieth Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “the late Major.” 

In line7 = out ~ words , of the” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“late first lieutenant Company F. 

In line 8 strike out the werd “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


“seventeen.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor. 
able recommendation. 
SARAH J. LOOMIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9753) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. Loomis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah J. Loomis, widow of 
Charles G. Loomis, late of Company C, Twenty-first Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in liey 
of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read. as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty.” 

In ine 9, after the word “receiving,” insert the words “Provided, That in 
the event of the death of Austin J. Loomis, helpless and dependent child of 
said Charles G. Loomis, the additional pension herein granted shall cease and 
determine.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 

MATTHEW §. PRIEST. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
| 11343) granting an increase of pension to Matthew S. Priest. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
| Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, pmsoct to the provisions 
| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Matthew S. Priest, late of 


| Company G, Thirtieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
| 
| 


pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

is line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM E. M’DOWELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10180) granting an increase of pension to William E. McDowell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William E. McDowell, late 
| of Company G, First Regiment Arkansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay hima 
| pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


} 
| 
| 
| 
| 


LEVI REMICK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the Dill (H. R. 
6703) granting an increase of pension to Levi Remick. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provision 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Levi_ Remick, late of ( 
pany I, Fifteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

GEORGE B. FAIRHEAD. 


| ‘The next business on the Private Calendar was the bil! (1. B. 
8410) granting an increase of pension to George B. Fairhewd. 
| The bill was read, as follows: 
| Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George B. Fuirhead, lat 
Company D, One hundred and seventeeth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 
° = oe 
The amendment recommended by the committee was reac, as 
follows; 
the 


In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereo! © 
word “twenty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. sala 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


hereby, 


AGNES SHEARER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (Ii. B- 
10648) granting an increase of pension to Agnes Shearer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here! Ys 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pri a ae 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Agnes Shearer, widow ~* 
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John Shearer, late of Company I, Soventy-ninth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “sixteen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ROBERT H. COOKE, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7248) granting a pension to R. H. Cooke, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of R. H. Cooke, late acting as- 
sistant surgeon, Quartermaster’s Department, United States Army, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, and 8, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“of Robert H. Cooke, late acting assistant surgeon, United States Army, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month.” . 

‘Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Robert H. 
Cooke.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
STEPHEN ELLIOTT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
272) granting an increase of pension to Stephen Elliott. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen Elliott, late of Com- 
pany G, Second Battalion, Eighteenth United States Infantry,and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word “ Eighteenth,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ENOCH STAHLER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9256) granting an increase of pension to Enoch Stahler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Enoch Stahler, late first 


lieutenant of Company C, Third Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and | 


pay him a pension at the rate of $100 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
In line 6, before the word “Company,” strike out the word “of.” 
en line strike out the letter “Cand insert in lieu thereof the letter 
In line 8 strike out the words “one hundred” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ fifty-five.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


able recommendation. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
JASPER F. MORTON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11413) granting an increase of pension to Jasper F, Morton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jasper F’. Morton, lateof Com- 
pany I’, Twenty-first Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

‘ ane amendments recommended ‘by the committee were read, as 
ollows: 

In line 6, before the word “ Company,” strike out the word “ of” and insert 

lieu thereof the word “ captain.” 

. In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. p . : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOSEPH BRANEN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9035) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Branen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
suthorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of ~ 5 

anen, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, now of Je- 


Tome Junction, Ariz., and that he receive a pension of $25 per month in lieu 
of that which he now receives. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

; Strike out all after theenacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Joseph Branen, late of Company A, Sixth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amendd was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


JOHN WEAVER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8925) granting an increase of pension to John Weaver. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Weaver, late of Com- 
pany H, Thirty-fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 

CHARLES H. JACKSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8835) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. Jackson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized, subject to the rules and regulations of the po laws, to place 
the name of Charles H. Jackson, late of Company E, Fifth Battery New Jer- 
sey Volunteer Light Artillery, on the pension roll and pay him a pension of 
$—a month, the same to be in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

; Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol 
owing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Charles H. Jackson, late of Battery E, New 
Jersey Light Artillery,and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

EDWARD W. MILLER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6814) granting an increase of pension to Edward W. Miller. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prow ns 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward W. Miller, late of 
Company —, One hundredth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ Company,” insert the letter “K.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty ”’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ forty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


ALICE W. CLARKE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
9037) granting a pension to Alice W. Clarke. 
The bili was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alice W. Clarke, widow of 
Wright E. Clarke, alias Seymour T. Montgomery, late private of Company I, 
Twentieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $12 per 
month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “ Wright E. Clarke, alias.” 

In line 7 after the word “ Montgomery,” insert the words “subsequently 
known as Wright E. Clarke.” : - u 

In same line strike out the words “private of Company I” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “ hospital steward.” 

In lines 8 and 9 strike out the words “at the rate of $12 per month” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘and pay her a pension at the rate of 35 per 
month.” 

The amendments were agreed to. . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


| able recommendation. 


HENRY L. BEACH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8998) granting an increase of pension to Henry L. Beach. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry L. Beach, late of Com- 
pany M, First Regiment Heavy Artillery Wisconsin Volunteers, and pay him 
@ pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7 strike out the words ‘Heavy Artillefy Wisconsin Volunteers” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words ** Wisconsin Volunteer Heavy Artillery.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


FREDERICK RATZEL. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here}y 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisione 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin Lake, late of Company 
D, Eighth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. Pe 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom. 


ns 


| mendation. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 


6816) granting an increase of pension to Frederick Ratzel. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frederick Ratzel, late of 


JOHN J. TOMPKINS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5155) granting an increase of pension to John J. Tompkins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


Company C, First Missouri Regiment Light Artillery, and pay him a pension | 


at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “First,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the word “* Regiment.” 

In line 7, before the word “ Light,” insert the word ‘“‘ Volunteer.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

MOSES SCHUMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9127) granting a pension to Moses Schuman, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Moses Schuman, late of Com- 
pany H, Sixth Regiment National Guard, State of New York Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $100 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words “‘ National Guard, State of.” 

In same line, after the words ‘*‘New York,” insert the words “ National 
Guard.” 

In line 8 strike out the words “‘one hundred” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

C. E. MINK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4964) granting an increase of pension to C. E. Mink. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Pe it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of C. E. Mink, late captain, 
First New York Artillery,and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, and 8 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“‘of Charles E. Mink, late captain Company H, First Regiment New York 
Volunteer Light Artillery, an 
in lieu of that he is now receiving.” __ : , 

Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. Mink.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John J. Tompkins, late of 
Company E, Sixth United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Company” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “* Troop.” ; ; 

In same line, after the word “Sixth,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

» line 7 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

THADDEUS 8S. COLLINS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4630) granting an increase of pension to T. 8. Collins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of T. 8. Collins, late of Com- 
pany D, One hundred and sixteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, us 


follows: 


In line 6 strike out the letter “T."’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“Thaddeus.” 

p line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the w 
“ orty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Thaddeus 8. Collins.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ALBERT W. BRADBURY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was tlie bill (H. R. 


rd 


| 4872) granting an increase of pension to Albert W. Bradbury 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is! 
authorized and directed to place on the ae roll, subject to the prov 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert W. Brad) it 
of First Battery, Maine Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 


pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 


WILLIAM BROWN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


| 4449) granting an increase of pension to William Brown. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
ANN JENNETT WHITNEY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5999) granting an increase of pension to Ann J. Whitney. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


| pany F, Thirteenth Regiment Mic 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is herey 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov 5 
and limitations of the pension laws, the namoof William Brown, late! ‘ 

higan Volunteer Infantry, and pay buna 
pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ann J. Whitney, widow of | 
Leonard Whitney, late chaplain of the Eleventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer | 


Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “J.” and insertin lieu thereof the word “ Jen- 
nett.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “of the.” : f 

- line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Ann Jennett Whitney.” 

The amendments were agreed to. ; ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

EDWIN LAKE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4198) granting an increase of pension to Edwin Lake. 


In line 6, before the word “Company,” strike out the word “ of" and t 
in lieu thereof the words “ first lieutenant.” av. 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty-six” and insert in lieu ther 
word “thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 3 ee 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a ‘a 
able recommendation. 


the 


NORA J. GLAHN. —— 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the Dill (11. &. 


| 2001) granting a pension to Nora J. Glahn. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is her 
authorized and directed to place the name of Nora J. Glahn, widow 0 a ' 
Glahn, first lieutenant Company A, Onehundred and twelfth Regimen' 
eylvania Volunteer Infantry, Second Pennsylvania Heavy Artillery, ©: 
pension roll of the United States of America at the rate of $17 per } 


subject to the rules and limitations of the pension laws. : 
A £4 + > Tea as 
The amendments recommended by the committee were reac, “ 
follows: 


. Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: : ani 
“ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authoriz dand 
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directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 

¢ tho ponsion laws, the name of Nora J. Glahn, widow of Henry Glahn, late 

first lieutenant Company A, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy 

Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of that 
eis now receiving.” ; } 

“a nd the title so as to read: ‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 

Nora J. Glahn.” 

The amendments were agreed to. ; : ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 

ADDISON B. STONE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
994) granting an increase of pension to Addison B. Stone. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Addison B. Stone, late of 
Company E, One hundred and forty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 por month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


follows: 
In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twonty four.” 
The amendment was agreed to. ; ; . 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
JOSEPH P. SCOTT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1339) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Scott. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph Scott, late adjutant 
Second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word “Scott,” insert the letter “ P.”” 

In same line, after the word “late,” insert the words “ first lieutenant and 
battalion.” 

In line 7 ae out the word “Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word * Cavalry.’ 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph P. Scott.” 

The amendments were agreed to. ; : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

FRANK L. GRAY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
720) granting an increase of pension to Frank L. Gray. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank L. Gray, late of 
Company E, Sixth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


ELWOOD FINLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
*692) granting an increase of pension to Elwood Finley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elw Finley, late of Com- 
pany E, Second Regiment Iowa Infantry Volunteers, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
ws amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 

ollows: 

In line 7 strike out the words “Infantry Volunteers” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words ** Volunteer Cavalry.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

WILLIAM O. SMITH. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
*192) granting an increase of pension to William O. Smith, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
sad limitations of the pension laws, the name of William O. Smith, a private, 
ane of Company D, Second Bee nes Rentacky Velamtest Infantry, and pay 


abn pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
1g, 


ite amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
OWS: 

ia line 6 strike out the words “a private.” 

a line 8 strike out the word “twenty " and insert the word “twenty-four.” 
the amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was‘ordéred to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ENOCH J. EVANS, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2976) granting a pension to Enoch J, Evans. 

The bill was read, as folléwe: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Enoch J. Evans, late a member 
of Company H of the First West Virginia Infantry Volunteers and Company 
F of the Second West Virginia Infantry Volunteers, on the pension roll at 
the rate of $15 per month. 

; ao amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
OLLOWS: 


Strike out all after the enactingelause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


owing: 

“ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized an d di- 
rected to place on the en roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Enoch J. Evans, late of Company H, First 
Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Enoch J. Evans.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM: F. THOMPSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2947) granting an increase of pension to William F. Thompson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William F. Thompson, late 
of Company K, Forty-eighth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

MARY KORTH. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2995) granting a pension 
to Mary Korth. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Korth, widow of Fred- 
erick Korth, late teamster in theGovernmentemploy during the Indian war 
in Minnesota in the year 1862, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all of lines 7,8, and 9 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“United States service, who was permanently disabled by gunshot wounds 
received at the hands of hostile Sioux Indians at the Lower Sioux Agency 
during the Sioux outbreak of 1862 in Minnesota, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $8 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM MILLIAN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 936) granting an increase 
of pension to William Millian. 

The bill was read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Millian, late of 
Company E, Fourth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that ho is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

FREDERICK A. SLOCUM. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4192) granting an increase 
of pension to Frederick A. Slocum. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rol, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frederick A. Slocum, late of 
Company B, Seventh Regiment Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: ; 

In line 8, before the word “Volunteer,” insert the word." Massachusetts.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “seventeen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. . ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
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JOSEPH F. CARTER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4719) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph F. Carter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directei to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Capt. Joseph F. Carter, late 
of Company D, Third Battalion Maryland Veteran Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of §40 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

n line 6 strike out the word “Captain.” 
he same line, after the word “late,” insert the word “captain.” 
he same line, before the word “company,” strike out the word “of.” 


ine and 7 strike out the word “ Battalion” and insert in lieu thereof 
rd giment.” 


ine 7 strike out the word “ Veteran.” 
ine 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JAMES A. BARNES. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6335) granting an increase | 


of pension to James A. Barnes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James A, Barnes, late of Com 


pany I’, Forty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteers, and pay him a pen- | 


gion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteers” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “* Volunteer Infantry.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation, 
ISAAC FRAZIER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3936) granting an increase 
of pension to Isaac Frazier. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac Frazier, late of Com- 
pany B, Tenth Regiment Iowa Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 


follows: 
In line 7, before the word “Infantry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 


In same line strike out the word “fifty * and insert in lieu thereof the word | 


“forty.” 


In line 8, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of that he is | 


now receiving.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
WILLIAM HERLINGER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4605) granting an increase | 


of pension to William Herlinger, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Herlinger, late of 
Company L, Ninth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 


follows: 
In line 7, after the word “ Missouri,” insert the words “State Militia.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word | 


“thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered. to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


WILLIAM CASSIDY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5750) granting a pension 
to William Cassidy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
suthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wi Cassidy, late of 
Company H, Kighth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter ‘“‘H” and insert in lieu thereof the letter “I.” 

In same line strike out the word “Eighth” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “Sixth.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 
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In same line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of that }, 
is now receiving.” sti 
Amend the title so as to read: 
William Cassidy.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor. 
| able recommendation. 


“A bill granting an increase of Pension to 


CELIA C, OWEN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5580) granting a pension 
to Celia C. Owen. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of (‘«|j. * 
Owen, widow of William W. Owen, late a private in the Third Missouri | 
unteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 a month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was rea 
follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, aut! 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and li; 
of the pension laws, the name of Celia C. Owen, widow of William W 
late of Company M, Third Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pa 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” : 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa 
| able recommendation. 


KATE RIDGWAY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10748) granting an inc 
of pension to Kate Ridgeway. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Kate Ridgeway, \ a 
J. W. Ridgeway, late lieutenant Fifty-fourth Regiment Kentucky Vo 
| Infantry,and pay her a pension of $% per month in lieu of that she i 
receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were r 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ Kate,” strike out the word “ Ridgeway” 
| sert in lieu thereof the word “ Ridgway.” 

In same line strike out the words “J. W. Ridgeway” and in 

thereof the words “John W. Ridgway.” 

In same line, before the word “ lieutenant,” insert the word ‘“‘f 
In line 7, before the word “ Fifty-fourth,” insert the words ‘Co: 
In line 8, after the word “ pension,” insert the words “‘at the rat 
In same line strike out the word “twenty-five” and insert iu | 
| the word “fifteen.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of p 
| Kate Ridgway.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside wit! 
able recommendation, 





JANE E. SUTFIN. 


| The next business on the Private Calendar was the | 
| 5342) granting a pension to Jane E, Sutfin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tot 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jane E 
Richard Sutfin, late of Company D, One hundred and nin¢ 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at t 
per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee w 
| follows: 

In line 9 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu ther 
“eight.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was_ordered to be laid aside with 4 
able recommendation. 

FRANK 8. NICKERSON. 

| The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
| 11194) granting an increase of pension to Frank 8. Nickel 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
authorized and directed to place on the pénsion roll, subject to th: 
aud limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank 5. Ni 
brigadier-general, United States Army, and pay him a pension at the 
| $100 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
| The amendments recommended by the committee were 

follows: 


In line 7 strike out the word “Army” and insert in lieu ther 
* Volunteers.” : : 
In lines 7 and 8 strike out the words “‘one hundred” and ins 
thereof the word “ forty.” 
The amendments were agreed to. : ; - 
| The bil! as amended was ordered to be laid aside with 


able recommendation. 
WILFRED ©. M’CARDELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
4326) granting an increase of pension to Wilfred C. McCa 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

pe it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wilfred C. McCardell, late 
of Company I, First Maryland Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
foll ws: . 

In line 6, after the word ‘“ First,”’ insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In line 7, before the word “Cavalry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

EDWIN A. HARADON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9980) granting an increase of pension to Edwin A. Haradon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe oernens 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin A. Haradon, late of 
Company C, Eighty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“fourteen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. . ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOHN W. FOLAND. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4151) granting a pension to John W. Foland. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. Foland, late of Com- 
pany E, Thirty-fourth Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “‘ Thirty-fourth,” insert the word “‘ Regiment.” 

In ey | strike out the word “ thirty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Foland.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : : : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a-favor- 
able recommendation. 

ADALINE L, POWER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10850) granting an increase of pension to Adaline L. Powers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Adaline L. Powers, widow 
of John M. Powers, late of Companies F and I, Fourteenth Regiment Ken- 
tucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


= amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
OLOWS: 


In line 6, before the word “ widow,” strike out the word “Powers” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “ Power.” 

In same line, before the word “late,” strike out the word “* Powers” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “* Power.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Adaline L. Power.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
CHARLES B, HART. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8970) granting an increase of pension to Charles B, Hart. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the ae roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles B. Hart, late of 
Company G, Fifth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay 

im a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 
MARION LONG. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10194) granting an increase of pension to Marion Long. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
suthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marion Long, of Com- 
may B, Fiftieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 

Hon at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 








JAMES SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7436) granting an increase of pension to James Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Smith, late of Com- 
pany F, Third Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per “onth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

, a amendmeut recommended by the committee was read, as 
OLLOWS: 


In line 6 strike out the letter ‘‘ F and insert in lieu thereof the letter “ E.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ELLA D. MADDEN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10700) granting a pension to Ella D. Madden. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ella D. Madden, helpless 
and dependent daughter of Hosea B. Madden, late captain Company B, Tenth 
Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay her & pension at the rate 
of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7, before the word “* Madden,” strike out the letter ‘‘B” and insert 
in lieu thereof the letter “F." 

In same line strike out the word “captain” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “first lieutenant.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


WILLIAM §. KING. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9125) granting an increase of pension to William S. King, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 8. King, late of Com- 
pany I, unassigned recruits; captain Company B, One hundred and seven- 


| teenth Indiana Volunteer Infantry; captain Company H, One hundred and 


thirty-second Indiana Volunteer Infantry; captain Company A, One hundred 
and fifty-sixth Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and acting major One hundred 
and fifty-sixth Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, and 13 and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: *‘of William 8. King, late captain Company A, One hundred and 
fifty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. é 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 

B. F. HACKETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6602) granting an increase of pension to B. F. Hackett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of B. F. Hackett, late of Com- 
pany F, Twelfth Regiment of Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 


| pension of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin F. Hackett, late of Company F, 
Twelfth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 
EMMA M. ELLIOTT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7659) granting a pension to Emma M. Elliott. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma M. Elliott, widow of 
David B. Elliott, late captain in Company D, Seventy-ninth Regiment Illinois 
Infantry Volunteers, and pay hera pension at the rate of $25 per month in 
lieu of t she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7 strike out the word “in.” 
In same line, before the word “ Infantry,” insert the word ‘‘ Volunteer.” 
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In line § strike out the word “ Volunteers.” 
In same line strike out the word “twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “twenty.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 
WILLIAM E. MATTISON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8991) granting an increase of pension to William E, Mattison. 

The bill was read; as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William E. Mattison, latea 
surgeon in the Third Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
@ pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike ont the words “a surgeon in the” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “assistant surgeon.” 


in line 9 strike out the word “thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the word | 


“ a OD 
twenty. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation, 
JAMES M. FINE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8956) granting an increase of pension to James M. Fink. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, efe., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James M. Fink, late of Com- 
pany H, Sixteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is new receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as | 


follows: 
, in line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
twenty.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
NETTIE A. BUELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 


9061) granting a pension to Henrietta A. Buell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henrietta A. Buell, widow 


of Bennett N. Buell, late of Company I, One hundred and fifty-sixth Regi- | 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 | 


per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 


follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, and 9, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“of Nettie A. Buell, helpless and dependent daughter of Bennett H. Buell, 
late of Company I, One hundred and fifty-sixth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantiy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month.” 
> —— the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Nettie A. 

uell.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
JAMES DOUGHERTY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 


8811) granting an increase of pension to James Dougherty. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Dougherty, late of 
Company B, One hundred and eleventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 


follows: 

In line 7, after the word “ Regiment,” insert the words “and Company D, 
Forty-eighth Regiment.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. ; ‘ 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recom.nendation. 

SAMUEL G. WOODS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
§284) granting an increase of pension to Samuel G. Woods. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


anthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel G. Woods, late of 
Company I, Fifth Regiment lowa Volunteer Infantry,and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now rec g- 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
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| teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lic 


| favette. 
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— 


ELIZABETH B. CONSTANT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
7066) granting a pension to Elizabeth B. Constant. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here) 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the Provision 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth B. Constant, wid _ 
of Francis M. Constant, late captain Company G, Fitty-first Regiment |; a 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $% per month." 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read 
follows: 

In lines 8 and 9 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert the rd 
“twenty.” ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a f 


(H. R, 


7 
y 


ag 


| able recommendation. 


EVA A. BURGESS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
7096) granting an increase of pension to Eva A. Burgess. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here} 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro. . 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eva A. Burgess, y 
William H. Burgess, late of Company F, Twelfth Regiment Mic] 


that she is now receiving. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor. 
able recommendation. 
HENRY C. COFFIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
6618) granting an increase of pension to Henry C. Coiiin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov D 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hemury C. Cofiin 
Company H, Ninety-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infar AV 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

LAFAYETTE M. GREENE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2930) granting an increase of pension to L. M. Greene. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the p 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of L. M. Greene, la f¢ 


H. R, 


| pany K, Fifth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen 
| sion at the rate of $30 a month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


| follows: 


In line 6 strike out the letter “ L.” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ La- 


” 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ sixteen.” s 

In same line strike out the word “a” and insert in lieu therecf the word 
7 per.” : 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pe! 
Lafayette M. Greene.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fay 
able recommendation. 

WILLIAM G. CRONKITE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
2573) granting an increase of pension to William G. Cronii 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the p 


‘ 


H 


| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William G. Cronk 
| Company C, First Regiment Berdan's United States Sharpshoote s, ! 
| him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now! 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, ' 


follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Berdan’s.” +] 
, In same line, before the word “ Sharpshooters,” insert the word " ' 

eor.”” ; 

In line 8 strike out the word “‘seventy-two” and insert in lieu ther¢ 
word “twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. . : , a: 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a tavor 
able recommendation. 

RICHARD C, IVORY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bi i (H. R. 
2116) granting an increase of pension to Richard C. Ivory. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and ho is her : vs 
authorized and directed to place on the pensicn roll, subject to the provisos 
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late first 
Company Twenty-second Regiment New oe lunteers, 
and Company E, Two hundred and seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
tecrs, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 
he amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 

follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words “‘ New Jersey Volunteers."* 

In line 8 strike out the word “ Volunteers” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “* Volunteer Infantry.” 

In line : strike out the word “fifty and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

Tene the titloso as to read “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Richard C. Ivory.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


and limitations of the ~—— laws, the hame of Richard C. Ivory, 


lientenant 


ELLIS T. PEIRCE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1566) granting an increase of pension to Ellis T. Peirce. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he {s hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject otherwise to the 
yrovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellis T. Peirce, 
fate a private in Cony I, Independent Battery Pennsylvania Light Ar- 
tillery, and a corporal in Company C, Thirty-ninth Regiment Missouri In- 
fantry Volunteers, and pay him a pension of per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in Meu thereof the fol 


lowing: 

“ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 1s hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, saliee to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Ellis T’. Peirce, late of Company C, Thirty- 
ninth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that ho is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


FRANKLIN FERGUSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1485) granting an increase of pension to Franklin Ferguson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rol}, —~ to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Franklin Ferguson, late of 
Company O, Seventh Regiment Indian Cavalry, and pay hima pension at the 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

BP 7 strike out the word “Indian” and insertin eu thereof the word 
ndiana.”” 

In same line, before the word “ Cavalry,” insert the word “Volunteer.” 

In same line strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ORY WARRINER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1563) granting a pension to Ory Warriner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ory Warriner, late of Com- 
pany G, Eighty-seventh Indiana Volunteers, and pay him a pension of $30 per 
month 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

_In line 6 strike out the words “‘ Company G, Eighty-seventh,” and all of 
lines 7 and 8, and insert. in lieu thereof the following: “the United States 
ships Clara Dolsen, Chickasaw, and Red Rover, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that ho is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Ory Warriner.” 

The amendments were agreed to. i 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM D, TAYLOR, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
%41) granting an increase of pension to William D, Taylor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Se it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William D. San jae ca 
tain of Company E, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment New York Vol- 


unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at rate of $40 por month in lieu 
of that he is now veoetving. 


a amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
OWS: 


In line 6 strike out the words “captain of Company E" and insert in lieu 
ereof the e 


words “second lieutenant Company 


ec EE 


“ 2 mae 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
ir’ ee 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


DENISON L. BROWN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1314) granting a pension to Denison L. Brown. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Denison L. Brown, late of 
Company H, Twenty-first Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

; ao amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
OLLOWS: 


= a 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twelve.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CATHARINE W. COLLINS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 846) 
granting an increase of pension to Catharine W. Collins, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hoe is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of thé pension laws, the name of Catharine W. Collins, widow 
of William O. Collin: to lieutenant-colonel Sixth and Eleventh Regiments 
Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

SALLIE H. HOFFECKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S, 2215) 
granting a pension to Sallie H. Hoffecker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sallie H. Hoffecker, widow 
of Joseph V. Hoffecker, late captain Company A, Sixth Regiment Delaware 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

FRANK LEE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2441) 
granting an increase of pension to Frank Lee. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll,subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank Lee, late of Company 
G, Third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 

SALLIE H. KINCAID, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2558) 
granting an increase of pension to Sallie H. Kincaid. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sallie H. Kincaid, widow of 
Henry H. Kincaid, late first lieutenant Company H, Eighth Regiment Ten- 
nessee Volunteer Cavalry,and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving, and $2 per month additional on account 
of the minor child of said Henry H. Kincaid until he reaches the age of 16 
years. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


JOHNIKEN L. MYNATT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2557 
granting a pension to Johniken L. Mynatt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he {s hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisicns 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Johniken L. Mynatt, late of 
Capt. Gideon 8. White’s company, National Guards of East Tennessee, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 

JOHN BEAIRD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2889) 
granting an increase of pension to John Beaird. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of tho Interior be, and he ts hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Beaird, late of Com- 
pany E, Eleventh Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was ordered to be laid aside Willie Wie eno endanedtn tbe ann eae eee aeeteth i a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
JENNET THOITS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 962) 
granting an increase of — to Jennet Thoits. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the een roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jennet Thoits, widow of 
Oren Thoits, late of Company I, Thirtieth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

JERRY 8S. FISH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1330) 
granting a pension to Jerry S. Fish. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorizedand ‘directed to place on the pension roll the name of Jerry S. Fis 
of Cameron, Marshall County, W. Va., son of Nathan 8S. Fish, deceased, late 
first lieutenant of Company B, Twelfth Regiment West Virginia Infantry, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, and allow him 
a pension of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


eee out allafter the enacting clause and insertin lieu thereof the follow- 


Srnat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll subject to the eraeee and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Jerry 8. Fish, helpless and dependent son 
of Nathan S$. Fish, late first lieutenant Company B, Twelfth Regiment West 
Vi — Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
mont. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MATHIAS 8, FRIEND. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2561) 
granting an increase of pension to Mathias S. Friend. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mathias S. Friend, late of 
Company K, Seventy-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry,and pay him 
@ pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ELECTA ALLEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1532) 
granting an increase of pension to Electa Allen. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the nen roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws e name of Electa Allen, widow of 
David R. Allen, late of Company C, ‘twelfth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


JANE PATTERSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2841) 
granting a pension to Jane Patterson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


, 
| 
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authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jane Patterson, widow of 

Samuel R. Patterson, late first lieutenant Company E, One hundred and 

thirty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer antry and captain Com- 

pony E, Fifty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Emergency Militia 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 
SAMUEL E. CORMANY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2924) 
granting an increase of ae to Samuel E. Cormany. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, roll, subject to the provenone 
rmany, late firs 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sam 
lieutenant and adjutant, Sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cav- 


alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 


now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 
JOHN L. M’VEY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2103) 
granting an increase of 2 eas to John L. McVey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it ances. etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed 





to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
lieutenant Company A, Seventh Regiment West Vir 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable rec 
mendation. 


John L. McVey, late first 
ngnie Volunteer Cay airy, 
n lieu of that he is now 


om- 
SAMUEL RICHARDS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 193 7) 
granting an increase of — to Samuel Richards, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here aby 
authorized and directed to place on the 2 ceagenem roll, subject to the provisi: ve 
and limitations of the — laws, the name of "Samuel Richards, late of 
nn ny A, Fourteent ment West Vir — Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate MO of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now ro. 
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom. 
mendation. 


JOHN H. WILLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
719) granting an increase of pension to John H. Willey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here vy, 
authorized and ‘directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John H. Willey, late of ( 
pany B, Twenty-fourth Regiment. Massachusetts Volunteer ‘Inf: antry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu there 
word “sixty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation, 


ym- 


f the 


JOSEPH H. HUIE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11345) granting a pension to Joseph H. Huie, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph . Huie, late m- 
pany H, Fifth Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, war with | 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-five” and insert the word “ eight.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


paib, 


| able recommendation. 


JOSEPH WEEMS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the Dill (H. R. 
11021) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Weems: 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subjec t to the provisions 
me limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph Weems, lai te private, 

Company A, First Regiment Tennessee Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a Siieteble recom- 
mendation. 

JAMES 8S. LAUDERDALE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8849) granting a pension to James S. Lauderdale. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, the name of James ». 
Lauderdale, late an ensign in the company of Capt. Hiram Carver, ©! r the 
Mississippi Volunteers, called into the service of the United States unler ' ne 
requisition of Major Gains, on the 28th of June, 185, and to pay him 4% pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 4, after the word “ roll,” insert “subject to the provisions an dl 
tations of the pension laws.” a insert 

Strike out all in the bill after the word “ Lauderdale,” in line 5, and Inse™ 
in lieuthereof the following: “late ensign Captain Carver's — y,M Mis 
sissippi Mounted Volunteers, Sabine Indian disturbances, and pay bim 4 pee 
sion at the rate of $38 per month.” fe 

Amend the title soas to read: “A bill granting a pension to James 5. ' 
derdale.” 

The amendments were a to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor 
able recommendation. 


WALTER F. HORNER. a 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. BR 
8771) granting a pension to Walter F. Horner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is he of 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov 
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and limitations of the wo laws, the name of Walter F. Horner, late of 
Company F, Fourteenth United States Volunteers, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $40 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after ‘“‘ Fourteenth,” insert “ Regiment.”* 

In line 7 strike out ‘‘ Volunteers” and insert ‘‘ Infantry.” 

Strike out of lines 7 and 8 the words “and pay him a pension at the rate of 
§40 per month.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

BARTLETT 8S. HAGGARD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
0587) granting an increase of pension to Bartlett S. Haggard. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


3e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pensions laws, the name of Bartlett S. Ha rd, late 
private in John 8. Williams's independent company, Kentucky Volunteers, 
war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out “late private in John S." and substitute therefor “late 
f Captain.” 
’ In fine 8 strike out “thirty” and insert “sixteen.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


MARTHA E, NOLEN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8922) granting a pension to Martha E. Nolen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha E. Nolen, widow of 
Dennis Nolen, late a soldier in the Creek Indian war of 1836, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out “a soldier in the Creek Indian war of 1836” and 
insert in lieu thereof ‘of Captain Gibbons’s company, Alabama Volunteers, 
Creek Indian war.” ‘ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


ANNIE G. NORWOOD, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7368) granting a pension to Annie G. Norwood. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Annie G. Norwood, widow 
of the late Capt. and Bvt. Maj. Randolph Norwood, late of Second United 
States Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

; ed amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
OLLOWS: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out “the late Captain and Brevet Major.” 

In line 7 strike out ‘‘of” and insert in lieu thereof “Captain.” 

In the same line, after “Second,” insert “* Regiment.” 

In line 8 strike out “thirty ” and insert “twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman,I move that the committee 
rise and report to the House its action on the sundry bills which 
have been under consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HxepGr, Chairman of the matiieael the 
Whole House, reported that the Committee of the Whole, havin 
had under consideration sundry bills on the Private Calendar, ha 
directed him to report Houso bill No. 3011 and House bill No. 5598 
With the recommendation that they be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and that he had further been directed 
to report back sundry bills, some with amendment and some 
without, and to recommend that these various bills be passed in 
the House with or without amendment, as respectively reported 
from the Committee of the Whole House. 


COMMISSION ON SHIPPING LEGISLATION, 


Mr.GROSVENOR. I ask unanimous consent as stated on the 
Paper which I send to the Clerk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Task unanimous consent that on Saturday, February 20, 1904, immediate} 
after the reading and fpereres of the Journal, the House shall resolvo itse 

to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pur- 
bose of considering House bill No. 7056, a bill to create a “commission to con- 

ef and recommend legislation for the development of the American mer- 


chant marine, and for other purposes,” and tat said order shall continue 

until twelve hours of debate upon the said bill shall be had, the supporters of 

the bill to consume six hours‘and the opponents six hours, and when such de- 

bate shall close the bill shall be repo: bac the House with any amend- 

ments that may be proposed by the Committee of the Whole House, and there- 

upon the previous uestion be considered asordered to the final passage, 
is order not to © special orders or appropriation bills. 


The SPEAKER. Is.there objection? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. For the present I object. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. One moment. I hope the gentleman—— 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. The gentlemen who made objection 
a to this proposition are not now present. I have no 

nowledge of the matter myself and do not care particularly about 
it; but under the circumstances I want it to be held open. 

Mr. SPIGHT. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
WiLLIAMs] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dz ARMOND], 
both of whom objected, are now absent. 

Mr. SPIGHT. Iam authorized to say for the gentleman from 
Mississippi and also for the gentleman from Missouri that the 
objection made yesterday has been withdrawn. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, Then, in view of that statement, I with- 
draw my objection. 

Mr. HARDWICK. My colleague from Georgia [Mr. Bart- 
LETT] also objected. I renew the objection because he is absent, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia objects. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I withdraw the request, A resolution to 
this effect is before the Committee on Rules, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that Senate bill No. 4125 be taken from the table for pres- 
ent consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests to the gentleman that it 
will require unanimous consent. 

Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. It seems tothe Chair that, before submitting 
this request for unanimous consent, it would be best to dispose of 
the pending business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House. The Chair will recognize the gentleman later, 

Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. All right, 

PHILLIP DUTTENHAVER,. 


Tt: SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3011) erant- 
ing an increase of pension to Phillip Duttenhaver, this bill having 
been reported from the Committee of the Whole House with the 
recommendation that it be recommitted to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, Mr. Speaker, there has been a consul- 
tation between the gentleman who introduced this bill and the 
committee, and it is desired both by the gentleman and by the 
committee that the recommendation to recommit be voted down. 

The SPEAKER, The question is, Shall this bill be recommitted 
in accordance with the recommendation of the Committee of the 
Whole House? 

The question was decided in the negative. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I move that the amendment of the 
committee to this bill be amended by striking out ‘‘ twenty-four ’”’ 
and inserting ‘‘ thirty.’’ 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

HIRAM PARKER, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5598) 
granting a pension to Hiram Parker, this bill having been re- 
ported from the Committes of the Whole House with the recom- 
mendation that it be recommitted to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. Shall the recommendations of the Committee 
of the Whole House to recommit this bill be agreed to? 

The question was decided in the affirmative; and the bill was 
accordingly recommitted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires the attention of the House 
fora moment. <A large number of bills have been reported from 
the Committee of the Whole House with the recommendation 
that they do pass. Gentlemen are aware that the Committee of 
the Whole House has had these bills under consideration for some 
hours. Is there a desire upon the part of any Member that any 
one of these bills should be considered separately? The Chair 
propounds that inquiry with a view to submitting to the House a 
request for unanimous consent to let these respective bills be con- 
sidered as engrossed, ordered toa third reading, read a third time, 
and passed upon the reading of the numbers by the Clerk. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 

The Clerk read the numbers of the bills. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bills, the numbers of 
which have been read, reported from the committee, recommend- 
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ing amendments to the respective bills, will be considered, the 
amendments to'the bills will be consideved ‘as agreed to, the bills 
as amended will be considered as ordere@#o be engrossed and read 
a third time, read the third time, and passed. The Chair will ask 
if there is any objection, or if there is‘any Gesignation of any bill 
that it is desired to have considered separately? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is#o ordered. 

House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee 
of the Whole House with amen » were considered, the 
amendments agreed to, the bills as amended ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time, read the third time, and passed: 

H. R. 4674. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
Thompson; 

H. R. 3909. A bill granting an increaseof pension to George 
Hayden; 

H. R. 927 
Sackett; 

a H. R. 7719. A bill granting an increase of pension to Hiram B. 
ozine; 

H. R. 5610. A bill granting a pension to Annie Dorfner; 

H. R. 9633. A bill granting a pension to Margaret Hutchison 
Booth (title amended); 

H. R. 4392. A bill granting a pension to Abbie E. Webster; 

H. R. 3910. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Hoffman; 

- oe 1851. A bill granting an increase of pension to David T. 
owles; 

H. R. 8718. A bill granting a pension-te Caswell P. Ford (title 
amended) ; 

H. R. 4624. A bill granting a pension to Isabella Phelps; 
=. R. 4679. A bill granting an increase of pension to Martha M. 

ierce; 

H. R. 4180. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph G. 
Thomas; : 

H. R. 2470. A bill granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
S. Packard; 

H. R. 5568. A bill granting an increase of pension to Emily 
Chapman; 

H. R. 3370. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Addams (title amended); 

H. R. 614. A bill granting a pension to Michael O’Brian (title 
amended); 

H. R. 9060. A bill granting an increase of pension to John Con- 
nors; 

H. R. 9610. A bill granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Hailing; 

H. R. 9426. A bill granting an increase of pension to William S. 
Campbell; 

H. R. 7418. A bill granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Minkler; 

H. R. 8079. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
La Forest (title amended): 

H. R. 9376. A bill granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Reuthler (title amended); 

H. R. 6999. A bill granting an increase of pension to Albert W. 
Jones; 

H. R. 8203. A bill granting a pension to James M. Hemphill 
(title amended); 

H. R. 6881. A bill granting a pension to Zachariah T. Bryant 
(title amended); 

H. R. 8992. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Davis; 
ee 9024. A bill granting an increase of pension to Jacob 

aira; 

H. R. 7236. A bill granting an increase of pension to W. R. Mc- 
Cullough (title amended); 

H. R. 7382, A bill granting a pension to Ellen A. Harman; 

H. R. 5603. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
C. McCormick; 

H. R. 9064, A bill granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
Tidd; 


. A bill granting an increase of pension to James H. 
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H. R. 4179. A bill granting an increase of pension to Martha C. 


uhn; 
— R. 4119. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 

ercer; 

H. R. 4466. A bill granting a pension to William R. Burtan (titlo 
amended); 

H. R. 3670. A bill granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Barrett; 

H. R. 5479. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Anderson; 

H. R. 4391, A bill granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 
Schwemler; 

H. R. 5868, A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
Simmons; 

H. R. 4702, A bill granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Collins; 

H. R. 4814. A bill granting an increase of pension to J. F. Slade 
(title amended); 

H. R. 5006. A bill granting a pension to Sarah Ulshafer: 

H. R. 789. A bill granting an increase of pension to Eli Lachman: 

H. R. 1287. A bill granting an increase of pension to Cyrus b. 
Dopp; 

H. R. 9778. A bill granting a pension to Lauriston W. Adkins 
(title amended); 

H. R. 9835. A bill granting a pension to Maggie E. Fitzpatrick 
(title amended); 
7 a R. 10706. A bill granting an increase of pension to Alfred 

. West; 

H. R. 783. A bill granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 
Reinhart; 
. = R. 2572. A bill granting an increase of pension to George W. 

tiffey; 

H. R. 9421. A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas P. 
Marshall; . 

H. R. 9695. A bill granting an increase of pension to Frank M. 
Spears; 

H. R. 8022. 
Flint; 

H. R. 8185. 

H. R. 6951. 
Corr; 

H. R. 7680. 
Folsom; 

H. R. 5030. 

H. R. 5879. 
Putnam; 

H. R. 3402. A bill granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Nagle (title amended); 

H. R. 4750. A bill to place W. I. Jackson on the pension roll 
(title amended); 

H. R. 1005. A bill granting a pension to Marat E. Powell (title 
amended) ; 

H. R. 880. A bill granting a pension to Caroline S. Winn; 

H. R. 877. A bill granting a pension to Ann M. Driggars; 

H. R. 10741. A bill for the relief of Mrs, Mary Tate, of De Soto 
County, Miss. (title amended) ; 

H. R. 10682. A bill granting an increase of pension to Marion 
Arnold; 

H. R. 10580. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Longberry; , 

H. R. 10068. A bill granting a pension to James G. Soims (title 
amended) ; 

H. R. 9988. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
Ellis; 

H. R. 9921, A bill granting a pension to Virginia Boyd; 

H. R. 9790. A bill granting a pension to Ada L. Carpenter, 

H. R. 9710. A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Frazier; ‘ 

H. R. 4631. A bill granting an increase of pension to Julius 
Kraig (title amended); ’ 

H. R. 807. A bill granting an increase of pension to William F. 


A bill granting an increase of pension to Hiram 


A bill granting a pension to Herman Timmerman; 
A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles (. 


A bill granting an increase of pension to De Witt C. 


A bill granting a pension to William H. Mount; 
A bill granting an increase of pension to Bennett 


H. R. 7444. A bill granting a pension to Washington Dutcher | Benefiel; 


(title amended); 

H. R. 7737. A bill granting an increase of pension to Howard 
McGuire (title amended) ; 

H. R. 7992. A bill granting a pension to Isadore F. Chamber- 
lain (title amended); 

H. = 7805. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
N. Hall; 

H. R. 7083. A bill granting an increase of pension to Albert P. 
Jackson; 

H. R. 8124. A bill granting a pension to Elizabeth Hatfield (title 
amended) ; : pie 

H. R. 8733. A bill granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. McGraw; 

H. R. 7063. A bill granting a pension to Ellen F. Lynch; 


H. R. 8863. A bill granting an increase of pension to Edward 
O’ Malley; 

H. R. 7221. A bill granting an increase of pension to John Ryan; 

H. R. 6977. A bill granting an increase of pension to Mary 4. 
Graves; . 

H. R. 4910. A bill granting a pension to Prudentia L. D. Nus 
(title amended); ; 

H. R. 7811. A bill granting a pension to Thomas Large ("'’° 
amended) ; ; 
a R. 7410. A bill granting an increase of pension to Enos D. 

oge; ' 

H. R. 4540. A bill granting a pension to Amanda Skinner; , 
6 H. R. 3769. A bill granting an increase of pension to Clinton M. 

asey; 


nt 
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H. R. 4948. A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Morgan; 
H. R. 10267. A bill granting a pension to Florence R. Russell; 

H. R. 9791. A bill granting a pension to Abram Claypool; 

H. R. 10268. A bill granting a pension to Margret E. Keller 
(title amended); 

H. R. 10904. A bill granting a pension to Edson H. Crawford 
(title amended); — : 

H. R. 859. A bill granting an increase of pension to Andrew 


Bart; 
H. R. 1801. A bill granting a pension to James Allen; 
H. ye 1352. A bill for the relief of Samuel McClure (title 
amended) ; . 
H. R. 1817. A bill granting a pension to Thomas E. McIntire 
(title amended); — 
H. R. — A bill granting a pension to Benjamin Pitman (title 
amended) ; 
H. R. 8879. A bill granting an increase of pension to I. B, Wam- 
baugh (titled amended) ; 
H. R. nga A bill granting a pension to Annie P. Erving (title 
amended); 
H. R. 7712. A bill granting a pension to Emma Crosier; 
H. R. 7559. A bill granting a pension to Caroline Hurley; 
H. —— A bill granting a pension to James H, Weston (title 
amended); 
H. R. 6817. A bill granting a pension to Rosa Glass; 
H. R. 2769. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Armstrong; 
H. R. 8227. A bill granting a pension to Lucius E. Polk; 
H. R. 5045. A bill granting an increase of pension to Albert S. 
Elmore; 
H. R. 11052. A bill granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Eaton Livingston; 
H. R. 9739. A bill granting a pension to Lizzie M. Worster; 
H. R. 8984, A bill granting an increase of pension to John I. 
Rundeberg (title amended); 
. H. R, 8924. A bill granting a pension to Georgia A. White- 
ead; 
H. R. 10378, A bill for the relief of Sarah J. Shell (title amended); 
H. a A bill granting a pension to H. H. Barrett (title 
amended) ; 
H. R. 10991, A bill granting an increase of pension to Frances 
C. McFarlan; 
H. R. 1623. A bill granting an increase of pension to John H. 


Reed; 
H. R. 11310. A bill granting a pension to John W. Swisher 
(title amended) ; 
wa R. 11076. A bill granting an increase of pension to Elvira 
iller; 
H. R. 10694, A bill granting an increase of pension to Alderson 


. Keen; 
ai R. 9903. A bill granting an increase of pension to George W. 
arlan; 
H. R. 11556. A bill granting an increase of pension to Edward 
M. Tappen; 
H. R. 10046. A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
J. Campton (title amended) ; 
H. R. 11118. A bill granting an increase of pension to Silas G. 
Soules (title amended) ; ; 
— Ls 11319. A bill granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 
Tnold; 
a R. 9758. A bill granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 
oomis; 
‘ * R. 11848. A bill granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
. Priest; 
= = 6708. A bill granting an increase of pension to Levi 
emick; 
. 2 R. tee A bill granting an increase of pension to George B. 
airhead; 
- R. 10648, A bill granting an increase of pension to Agnes 
earer; 
H. R. 7248. A bill granting a pension to R. H. Cooke (title 
amended); 
= . 8272. A bill granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
lott; 
H. R. 9256. A bill granting an increase of pension to Enoch 


er; 
> kK, 11418, A bill granting an increase of pension to Jasper 
- Morton; 
— R. 9035. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
ranen; 
H. R, 8885. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Jackson; 
Wien 6814. A bill granting an increase of pension to Edward 
- Miller; 
H. R. 9087. A bill granting a pension to Alice W. Clarke; 


RECORD—HOUSE. 1961 


H. R. 8998. A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry L, 


Beach; 
r. H. R. 6816. A bill granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
atzel; 
H. R. 9127. A bill granting a pension to Moses Schuman; 
H. R. 4964. A bill granting an increase of pension to C. E. Mink 
(title amended); 
H. R. 5999. A bill granting an increase of pension to Ann J, 
Whitney (title amended) ; 
H. R. 5155. A bill granting an increase of pension to John J, 
Tompkins; 
H. R. 4630. A bill granting an increase of pension to T. S. Col- 
lins (title amended); 
a H. R. 4449. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
rown; 
H. R. 2001. A bill granting a pension to Nora J. Glahn (title 
amended); 
H. R. 2204. A bill granting an increase of pension to Addison 
B. Stone; 
H. R. 1339. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Scott (title amended); 
on R. 2692. A bill granting an increase of pension to Elwood 
inley; 
H. R. 2192. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
O. Smith; 
H. R. 2976. A bill granting a pension to Enoch J. Evans (title 
amended) ; 
H. R. 2947. A bill granting an increase of pension to William F, 
Thompson; 
H. R. 2995. A bill granting a pension to Mary Korth; 
H. R. 4192. A bill granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
A. Slocum; 
- H. R. 4719. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph F, 
arter; 
H. R. 6335. A bill granting an increase of pension to James A, 
‘Barnes; 
H. R. 3936. A bill granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Frazier; 
H. R. 4605. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
Herlinger; 
H. R. 5750. A bill granting a pension to William Cassidy (title 
amended) ; 
H. R. 5580. A bill granting a pension to Celia C. Owen; 
H. R. 10748. A bill granting an increase of pension to Kate 
Ridgeway; 
H. R. 5342. A bill granting a pension to Jane E. Sutfin; 
H. R. 11194, A bill granting an increase of pension to Frank 8. 
Nickerson; 
H. R. 4326. A bill granting an increase of pension to Wilfred 
C. McCardell; 
H. R. 9980. A bill granting an increase of pension to Edwin A, 
Haradon; 
H. R. 4151. A bill granting a pension to John W. Foland (title 
amended); 
H. R. 10850. A bill granting an increase of pension to Adaline 
L. Powers (title amended); 
Hi. R. 7436. A bill granting an increase of pension to James 
Smith; 
H. R. 10700. A bill granting a pension to Ella D. Madden; 
| H. R. 9125. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
S. King; 
| H. R. 6602. A bill granting an increase of pension to B. F, 
| Hackett (title amended); 
H. R. 7659, A bill granting a pension to Emma M. Ettiott (title 
amended); 
H. R. 8991. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Mattison; 
H. R. 8966. A bill granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Fink; : 
H. R. 9061. A bill granting a pension to Henrietta A. Buell 
(title amended); 
H. R. 8811. A bill granting an increase of pension to James 
Dougherty; 
H. R. 7066. A bill granting a pension to Elizabeth B. Constant; 
i 7 R. 6618. A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry C, 
offin; 
H. R. 2930. A bill granting an increase of pension to L. M. 
Greene (title amended) ; 
H. R. 2573. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Cronkite; 
H. R. 2116. A bill granting an increase of pension to Richard 
C. Ivory (title amended); 
a R. 1566. A bill granting an increase of pension to Ellis T, 
eirce; 
H. R. 1485. A bill granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Ferguson; 
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FH. a seen A bill granting a pension to Ory Warriner (title 
amended; 

. a R. 941. A bill granting an increase of pension to William D, 
aylor; 

H. R. 1314. A bill granting a pension to Denison L. Brown; 
wa R. 719. A bill granting an increase of pension to John H. 

illey; 

H. R. 11345. A bill granting a pension to Joseph H. Huie: 

H. R. 8849. A bill granting a pension to James 8. Lauderdale 
(title amended); 

H. R. 5849. A bill granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
R. Brown; 

H. R. 8771. 

H. R. 9587. 
8. Haggart; 

H. R. 8922. A bill granting a pension to Martha E. Nolen; and 

H. R. 7368. A bill granting a pension to Annie G. Norwood. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the House bills 
without amendment by number. 

The Clerk read the numbers of the bills. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the several bills without 
amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole House, 
and their passage recommended, will be considered as ordered to 
be engrossed, read a third time,and passed. [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears no objection. 

House bills of the following titles, favorably reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House without amendment, were con- 
sidered, ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, read the 
third time, and passed: 
yi R. 910. A bill granting an increase of pension to Freeman 

ork; 

H. R. 9683. A bill granting a pension to Henry Austin; 

H. R. 7239. A bill granting a pension to Lydia M. Hill; 

H. R. 6869. A bill granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
D. Elmer; 

H. R. 8231 
Gang¢wisch; 
- H. R, 5149. A bill granting an increase of pension to John W. 

rwin; 

“— R. 6038. A bill granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
eorge; 

H. R. 4642. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
L. Wheeler; 

- - 3027. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 

. Vickers; 

H. R. 10192. A bill granting a pension to Martha Mullins; 

. H. R. 9999. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
fdgar; 

H. R. 8648. A bill granting a pension to Shadrach D, Bardin; 
wes R. 8173. A bill granting an increase of pension to Anna 

aters; 

H. R. 5749. A bill granting a pension to James B. Combs; 

H. R. 4318. A bill granting a pension to David B. Wood; 

H. R. 6455. A bill granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
W. Cochran; 

H. R. 11227. A bill granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Walls; 

H. R. 10640. A bill granting an increase of pension to Horace 
E. Wood; 
san R. 10794. A bill granting an increase of pension to Moses 

urlbut; 

a R. 1179. A bill granting an increase of pension to Jasper 
ichey; 

H. R. 7999. A bill granting an increase of pension to David W. 
Williamson; 

a R. 7814. A bill granting an increase of pension to James G. 
1drews; 

H. R, 5532. A bill granting an increase of pension to Levi Vas- 


Bar; 
H. R. 9398. A bill granting a pension to John Lindsy; 
H. R. 10968, A bill granting a pension to Marceline P. Hamil- 


n; 

H. R. 10180. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
E. McDowell; 
wn R. 8025. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 

eaver; 

— A bill granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
ake; 

— R. 720. A bill granting an increase of pension to Frank L. 
ray; 

HR. 4872. A bill granting an increase of pension to Albert W. 
ay a 
a . A bill granting an increase of pension to William 

ian; 
a A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 


A bill granting a pension to Walter F. Horner; 
A bill granting an increase of pension to Bartlett 


. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 


H. R. 10194. A bill granting an increase of pension to M 


ong; 
H. R. 8284, A bill granting an increase of 
G. Woods; 

H. R. 7096. A bill granting an increase of 
Burgess; and 

H. R. 11021. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Weemes. , 
The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the Senate bills with 
amendments, 

The Clerk read the numbers of the bills. 

The SPEAKER. These bills, respectively, have been reported 
from the Committee of the Whole House with the recommenda. 
tion that the same be amended. Without objection, the amend. 
ments will be agreed to as to each bill, and the bills considered ag 
read a third time and passed. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object. I 
make this statement, that I do not think this course of procedure 
is proper in a legislative body, and for that reason I insist that 
the bills take the regular course. 

The SPEAKER. The objection is perfectly proper, and this 
method of procedure can only be had by unanimous consent. The 
Chair has been very careful to inform the House fully of the prop- 
osition as to these bills, respectively and collectively, and it is quite 
in the power of any Member to object or to demand consideration 
of any one or more bills, Objection is made, and the Clerk will 
report the first bill, 


ari on 
pension to Samne] 


pension to Eva A, 


mo 


GREEN B. YAWN, 


The next business was the bill (S. 486) granting a pension to 
Green B. Yawn, reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment, 
gentleman desire the amendment read? 

Mr. FINLEY. No; I do not. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair does not know what the amend- 
ment is. 

. Mr. BENTON. Let the Chair have it read for his own satis- 
action. 

Mr. FINLEY. It ought to be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the reading of the 
| amendment. 

The amendment was read, considered, and agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read a third 
| time, and passed. 


Does the 


JESSE J. FINLEY, 


The next business was the bill (8. 2809) granting an increase of 

ynsion to Jesse J. Finley, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole with an amendment. 

The amendment was read, considered, and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


FRANCES 8. HOPKINS. 


The next business was the bill (S. 2596) granting a pension to 
Frances 8. Hopkins, reported from the Committee of the W hole 
with an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of a demand for the reading 
of the amendmént, the question will be upon agreeing thereto. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


JERRY 8. FISH. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1830) granting a pension to 
Jerry S. Fish, reported from the Committee of the Whole with an 
amendment. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agree! to 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


SENATE BILLS PASSED, 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I make the same ™ 
quest for unanimous consent that was made before and object 
to by the gentleman from South Carolina. I make this req™ 
as to the Senate bills reported by the Committee of the Wholc 
the House without amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimou 
consent that the various Senate bills reported from the Comm" 
tee of the Whole House without amendment be considered as sev" 
erally acted upon, and the recommendation that they be orcere' 
to a third reading, read a third time, and passed. | 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Pending that, I want to inguin 
if those include any bills that have just come over and have 10% 
been considered in the usual way in the House? das 

TheSPEAKER. Oh,no. Isthereobjection? [Aftera pause. 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


i 













Senate bills of the following titles, favorably reported from the 
Committee of the Whole without amendment, were severally con- 
sidered, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed: 

S. 2648. An act granting an increase of pension to Melinda H. 
Chapman; 

S, 2858. An act granting an increase of pension to Delia B. 
Stuart; ; 

S. 1689. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
Houghton; 

S. 1688. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Bellman; 

S. 2892. An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Misner; 

S. 265. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances Gray; 

S. 2509. An act granting an increase of pension to Abner B. 
Edson; 

S. 2126. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas Wil- 
liams, alias Thomas W. Lennox; 
S. 2128. An act granting an increase of pension to George A. 


Seebold; 

S. 1911. An act granting an increase of pension to Ambrose W. 
Severance; 

S. 2548. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma 
McFarland; 

S. 980. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Von 
Kusserow; 

S. 2496. An act granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 
Wing: 

S. 2689. An act granting an increase of pension to David M. 
Kanouse; 

S. 1428. An act granting an increase of pension to George Pen- 
nington; 

S. 594. An act granting an increase of pension to Finley T. 
Johnson; 

S. 598. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Horn; 


§. 2298. An act granting a pension to Patrick J. Conway; 
= a An act granting an increase of pension to Richard A. 
endall; 
S. 891. An act granting an increase of pension to Erwin R. Cole; 
8. 897. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis D. 
Frogge; 
; S. 1947. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
udge; 
S. 2612. An act granting a pension to Sarah J. Bellamy; 
S. 1953. An act granting a pension to Susan Fenno; 
S. 2544. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert T. 
Severance; 
p. 2416. Anact granting an increase of pension to Mary Joanna 
dams; 
8. 895. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Dis- 
brow; 
S. 2559. An act granting a pension to James Graham; 
S. 2418. An act granting a pension to Marit Johnson; 
S. 191. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis Roy; 
: . An act granting an increase of pension to James E. 
arkin; 
8. 1451. An act granting an increase of pension to Eleanor H. 


ord; 
8. 3400. An act to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act granting a 
pension to Flora Stanton Kalk,’’ approved February 25, 1899; 
_ 2217. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
Iggs; 
S. 2965. An act granting an increase of pension to John Her- 
zinger; 
8. 70, An act granting an increase of pension to John G. Brown; 
S. 1597. An act granting a pension to Rosa D. Mayhew; 
8. 2517. An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah Farr; 
mo An act granting an increase of pension to J. Hudson 
ibbe: 
8. 2548, An act grantingan increase of pension to Ella B. Green; 
ee An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
oberts; 
5. 8166, An act granting an increase of pension to Levi B. Lewis; 
sat An act granting an increase of pension to Albert Mar- 
Bll; 
— 2712, An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet Bil- 
gs: 
S. 782. An act granting a pension to Mary D. Duval; 
Ons 2797, An act granting an increase of pension to Edward A. 
ting; 
S. 2440, An act granting an increase of pension to George Olsen; 
whe. An act gtanting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
er; 


S, 1289, Atestazenting on tnerenne of pension to John Adamenn:; 
-_ 889. An act granting an increase of pension to Catherine A. 
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Adams; 


S. 88. An act granting an increase ot pension to Miriam R, 


S. 142. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 


Nichols; 


S. 189. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin H. 


Wheeler; 


S. 797. An act granting a pension to Mary H. Allen; 
S. 2061. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 


S. 2068. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia A. 
S. 1912. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 


S. 2236. An act granting an increase of pension to James Reed; 
S. 2245. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel Fritz; 
S. 2250. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna Pritch- 


S. 2373. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Cum- 
S. 1241. An act granting an increase of pension to Hamlet F. 


S. 1242. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas Davis; 
S. 2374. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo Moses; 
S. 2230. An act granting an increase of pension to Matilda C. 


S. 1954. An act granting an increase of pension to Benton D. 


S. 1956. An act granting an increase of pension to Seth H. Craig; 

S. 2093. An act granting an increase of pension to Victoria M. 
Steele; 

8. 880. An act granting an increase of pension to Allen W. (alias 
Albert) Hall; 

S. 1356. An act granting a pension to Robert Kelly; 
oe — An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. 

‘ouch; 
: “A 136. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary T. Strick- 
and; 

S. 2549. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Jellison; 

S. 2576. An act granting an increase of pension to James Red- 
shaw; 

S. 2668. An act granting an increase of pension to Alpheus 
Fawcett; 

S. 2947. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Britton; 

S. 2642. An act granting an increase of pension to Leonard G. 
Freeman; 

S. 1358. An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Lackey; 

§. 846. An act granting an increase of pension to Catharine W. 
Collins; 

S. 2215. An act granting a pension to Sallie H. Hoffecker; 

S. 2441. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank Lee; 

S. 2558. An act granting an increase of pension to Sallie H, 
Kincaid; 

S. 2557. An act granting a pension to Johniken L. Mynatt; 

S. 2889. An act granting an increase of pension to John Beaird; 

S. 962. An act granting an increase of pension to Jennet Thoits; 

S. 2561. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathias §. 
Friend; 

S. 2841. An act granting a pension to Jane Patterson; 

S. 1532. An act granting an increase of pension to Electa Allen; 


S. 2924. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. - 


Cormany; 

S. 2103. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. Mc- 
Vey; and 

S. 1987. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Richards. 

On motion of Mr. Grsson, a motion to reconsider the votes by 
which the several bills were passed was laid on the table. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under elause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 8415. An act granting an increase of pension to Manluff W. 
Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2322. An act granting a pension to Adolphus N. Pacetty—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 2359. An act to correct the military record of James W. 
Houser—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 1272. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel Rol- 
lins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2040. An act granting a pension to Naomi Green—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2278. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet H. 
Howlett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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S. 1392. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1280, An act granting an increase of pension to Henry Wil- 
fong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3527, An act granting an increase of pension to Jerningham 
Boone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3267. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary V. 
Carson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2043. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Williams— to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3569. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Chamberlain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2838. An act granting a pension to Louisa Lyon—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

5. 3839. An act granting an increase of pension to George B. 
Abbott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1530. An act granting an increase of pension to Theron T. 
Lamphere—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3656. An act granting an increase of pension to William Tur- 
ner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 2966. An act granting a pension to William Conover—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2221. An act granting a pension to Carlotta E. Hooper—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 2969. An act granting a pension to Henry Dority—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3470. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Wilkes—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3405. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary F. 
Pentzer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3413. An act granting a pension to Henry P. Howard—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 2863. An act granting an increase of pension to David C. 
Coleman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2200. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 
Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1257. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of George F. Harter—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

S. 2817. An act toremove the charge of desertion against George 
W. Posey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3945. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 819. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Glover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2563. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth M. 
Banta—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3397. An act granting an increase of pension to Georgo B. 
Christy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4141. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 
Dickey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5. 1554. An act granting an increase of pension to John D, Pick- 
ard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3481. An act granting an increase of pension to J. E. Harri- 
son—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 2649. An act granting an increase of pension to William S§. 
Burch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 4091. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan M. 
Gove—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4090. An act granting an increase of pension to Charlotte J. 
Folsom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 4052. An act granting a pension to Alice K. Seligson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 562. An act granting an increase of pension to Emeline F. 
Emmons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5. 354. An act granting an increase of pension to Clara B. Gris- 
wold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3950. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Blaisdell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3338. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. 
Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3085. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
Lane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3488. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
McIntire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3534. An act granting an increase of pension to John S. 
Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1591. An act granting an increase of pension to James Hahn— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2179. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Harkison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 268. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie B. 
Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

S. 1616. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael Don- 
ovan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8.1944. Anact granting an increase of pension to John 8. Stan- 
ger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


S. 3887. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles J 
Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3902. An act granting a pension to George F. Smith—to ths 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2662. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. Car. 
row—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 8812. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Wheatland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1834. An act granting an increase of pension to John W 
Paul—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. , 

S. 2122. An act granting a pension to Ashley C. Riggs—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 727. An act granting a pension to George W. Wetherell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3362. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel H. 
Wallace—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 935. An act granting a pension to Mary S. Clark—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1796. An act granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
Woodworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 1803. An act granting an increase of pension to John M, 
Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 3480. An act granting an increase of pension to Swepston 
B. W. Stephens—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. R. 47. Joint resolution to authorize the Secretary of War 
to cause a survey or surveys to be made to determine the practi- 
cability and cost of tide-water ship canal across the State of 
Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 42: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause a survey to be made 


of the Wilmington Harbor, Delaware (including the Christiana and Brandy- 


wine rivers), with the view to their improvement and to insure the perma- 
nency of the channel in the Christiana River to the depth of at least al feet— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 40: 

Resolved by the Senate (the ne Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 3,500 copies of the report and appendixes of the Isthmian Canal 
Commission, with illustrations, of which 1,000 shall be for the use of the Sen- 
ate, 2,000 for the House of Representatives, and 500 for the Isthmian Canal 
Commission— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 43: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause a survey to be made 
of the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., and of the inner harbor of Brunswick, 
Ga.,and to furnish therefrom estimates showing the cost of obtaining achan- 
nel of ample width to accommodate the commerce of said port, and extend- 
ing from the wharvesin said inner harbor, through said outer bar to the ocean, 
and of the following depths at mean high tide, to wit, 27 feet, 28 feet, 29 feet, 
and 30 feet; that is to say, the Secretary of War is directed to furnish a sepa- 
rate estimate of the cost of obtaining a channel at each of said depths; and 
the Secretary of War is hereby further directed to report whether or not in 
his opinion it is advisable, if these increased depths or any one or moro of 
them shall be obtained, that the present channel across said outer bar should 
be straightened— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

BRIDGE ACROSS OUACHITA RIVER, BETWEEN OUACHITA CITY AND 
BAYOU LOUTRE, LOUISIANA. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the follow- 
ing Senate bill on the Speaker’s table. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 4125) to authorize the Little Rock and Monroe Railway Company 
to construct, maintain, and use a bridge across Ouachita River, in the Stato 
of Louisiana, at a point between Ouachita City and the mouth of Bs) 

utre. 

The bill was read at length. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman from | mai 
siana, is there a similar bill to this on the Calendar report L by 
the House committee? ¢ we 

Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. Yes, sir; the House com mit: 
tee reported that bill favorably to-day. I was going to move that 
the House bill lie on the table and ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the Senate bill. aot 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that this bill would com 
up as a matter of right. se To 

Mr. PAYNE. I could not understand whether the gentleman 
said thata House bill identical with this had been reported by th 
House committee. or Do 

Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. Yes, sir; it was reportcc 
day—identical in terms with this bill. : i 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accoru! 
read the third time, and passed. ce a, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the similar Hou 
will lie on the table. 

There was no objection. a : 

_On motion of Mr. RanspELL of Louisiana, a motion » - = 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the tibic. 
FORT HALL INDIAN RESERVATION. » that 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. 8 er, I ask unanimous consen” 

the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Unio 


+ 
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discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 2828), 
and that the bill be considered by the House at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Idaho asks unanimous 
consent that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union be discharged from the consideration of the following 
pill. and that the same be considered by the House at this time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2823) relating to ceded lands on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation 

Re it enacted, etc., That all lands of the former Fort Hall Indian Reserva- 
tion, in the State of Idaho, within 5 miles of the boundary line of the town of 
Pocatello, offered for sale at public auction on and after July 17, 1902, in ac- 
cordance With the provisions of the act of Congress of June 6, 190 (31 Stat. 
p. 612), and the proclamation of the President of May 7, 1902, thereunder, an 
whch remain unsold after such offering, shall be su fost to entry under and 
in accordance With the provisions of section 5 of said act and at the prices 
therein fixed, at a time and in accordance with regulations to be prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, That the improvements made b 
certain Indians upon the following-described lands, namely: Lot4 section 1, 
and the southeast quarter of the northeast quarter, section 18,ana ‘16 south- 
east_ quarter of the northwest quarter and the northwest quarter of the 
southwest quarter of section 8, in township 7 south, range 35 east, and the 
cast half of the southeast quarter of section 21, township 6 south, range 34 
east, and which have heretofore been operand, shall be paid for at thesaid 
appraised value, at the time of and by the person making entry of the respec- 
tive tracts upon which such improvements are situated. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. FRENCH, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CONSTRUCTION OF WING DAM BY KEOKUK AND HAMILTON WATER 
POWER COMPANY, IN HANCOCK COUNTY, ILL. 
Mr. HEDGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill H. R. 9640. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9640) to amend an act granting to the Keokuk and Hamilton 
Water Power Company right to construct and maintain a dam, and so 
forth, approved February §, 1901. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act granting to the Keokuk and Hamilton 
Water Power Company right toconstructand maintain wing dam,canal,and 
power station in the Mississippi River, in Hancock County, Iil., approved Feb- 
ruary 8, 1901, be,and it is hereby, amended as follows: In section 2 of said act 
strike out the word “three” and insert the word “ four” in lieu thereof; also 
strike out the word “six” and insert the word “seven” in lieu thereof. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman what effect 
the amendment has upon the bill? 

Mr. HEDGE. It extends the time for one year. It has the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of War. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for athird reading; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HepGg, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the biil was passed was laid on the table. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

; Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
ourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 9 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned until Monday next. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 

Senloenane were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
OLLOWS: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Otter Tail Lake and River and Red Lake and Red Lake River, 
Minnesota, and Big Stone Lake and Lake Traverse, Minnesota 
and South Dakota—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed, with illustration. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
nitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Nancy, Henry Brightman, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the treasurer of the Washington, Alexandria and 

fount Vernon Railway, submitting a statement of the gan 
and disbursements for the year ended December 81, 1903, and a 
list of the stockholders—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
L. D. Moneymaker, administrator of estate of Charles Drennan, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
orered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
§poliation cases relating to the schooner John, David Lufkin, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana, from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. R. 11050) to authorize the Little Rock and Monroe 
Railway Company to construct, maintain, and use a bridge across 
Ouachita River, in the State of Louisiana, at a point between Oua- 
chita City and the mouth of Bayou Loutre, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 913); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 9053) to amend an act to amend an act to construct a 
bridge across the Missouri River at a point between Kansas City 
and Sibley, in Jackson County, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by areport (No. 914); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, tc which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 10764) to authorize the St. Joseph and Grand Island Rail- 
way Company in the reconstruction of the bridge near St. Joseph, 
Mo., to lower said bridge and to shorten the draw spans thereof, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 915); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9777) granting 
to the city of Port Angeles, State of Washington, for park pur- 
poses, certain portions of the Government reserve in said city, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 916); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the 
Senate (S. 2818) permitting the building of a dam across the 
Mississippi River at or near the village of Sauk Rapids, Benton 
County, Minn., reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 917); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. COWHERD, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8690) 
to amend the law relating to taxation in the District of Columbia, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 919); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on War Claims was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7806) for the 
relief of Alice M. Stafford, administratrix of the estate of Capt. 
Stephen R. Stafford, and the same was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
o following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. DANTELS: A bill (H. R. 12302) to provide for acquir- 
ing title to certain patented lands in the Sequoia and General 
Grant national parks, in the State of California—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 12303) to amend the Code 
of Law for the District of Columbia regarding corporations—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 12304) to 
appropriate money to revet the bank of the Mississippi River at 
Longwood, Miss—to the Committee on Levees and Improvements 
of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 12305) referring to the Court of 
Claims certain claims of the Absentee Shawnes Indians against 
the United States, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 12306) to establish a 


supreme court for the Indian Territory and to provide for addi- 
tional United States judges therein—to the Committee on the Ju- 
—. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 12207) to further 
provide for the redemption of mutilated United States paper cur- 


rency and to maintain the cleanliness of the circulation—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 
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By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 12808) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide revenue for the Goy- 
ernment and to encourage the industries of the United States,”’ 
approved July 24, 1897, as to import duties on hides, harness, 
leather, boots, and shoes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BELL of California: A bill (H. R. 12309) amending sec- 
tion 1 of an act to provide aid to State and Territorial Homes, and 
so forth, approved August 27, 1888—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. BROOKS: A bill (H. R. 12310) to establish a new land 
district and new land office in the State of Colorado—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 12311) authorizing the con- 
struction of a road from the Mill Springs National Cemetery, in 
Pulaski County, Ky., to the town of Somerset, in said county—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 12312) providing for the hold- 
ing of Federal court at Grand Island, Nebr.—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BASSETT: A bill (H. R. 12313) for a survey of the 
waters of New York Harbor opposite Bay Ridge—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 12314) to remove 
restrictions on the sale of certain lands in the Creek Nation, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 12315) to amend section 3893 
of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 12316) for survey and esti- 
mate of cost of improving the Three-mile Cut on inside water 
route between Darien and Brunswick, Ga.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12317) authorizing the erection of a court- 
house and post-office building at Valdosta, Ga.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 12318) for a public building 
for the United States Geological Survey at Washington, D. C.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 12319) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Minne- 
apolis, in the State of Minnesota—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
107) as to the provisions of ‘‘An act for the relief of certain settlers 
on the public lands, and to provide for the payment of certain 
fees, purchase money, and commission paid on void entries of 
public lands,’’ approved June 16, 1880—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BELL of California: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 108) 
directing the Secretary of War to make survey and estimate for 
straightening Napa River, in the State of California—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 109) directing the Secretary 
of War tocause a preliminary examination to be made of San 
Rafael Inlet, in the State of California—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 43) to 
print 10,500 copies of an article entitled ‘‘A few general directions 
with regard to destroying mosquitoes, particularly the yellow- 
fever mosquito,’”’ by W. C. Gorgas, colonel, Medical Corps, 
United States Army—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. FOSS: A resolution (H. Res. 213), that it shall be in or- 
der to consider, in the bill No. 12220, making appropriations for 
the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for 
other purposes, legislation providing for the consolidation, in the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Navy, of the light, heat, and 
power plants in any or all of the navy-yards and stations, and for 
the establishment of a naval training station on the Great Lakes. 
And it shall be in order to have a separate vote in the House, if 
the same be demanded, upon each of the foregoing subjects. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 12320) granting an increase of 

nsion to Carrie M. Hickman—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12321) to correct the military record of John 
Bolling—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWIE (by request): A bill (H. R. 12322) for the relief 
of John A. Harbour—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 12323) granting an increase 
of pension to Josiah Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 12324) granting an increase o 
pension to Sarah J. Dickens—to the Committee on Invalid Pex. 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12325) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Snell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12326) granting an increase of pension 
Matthew Curran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12327) granting an increase of pension {o 
George B. Albro—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 12328) for the relief of st. 
John’s Episcopal Church, at Winnsboro, 8. C.—to the Committes 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 12329) for the relief of 
the leon representatives of John Anthony, deceased—to the Com. 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 12330) granting an increase 
of pension to Laura M. Gillmore—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12331) granting a pension to George Hull— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 12332) granting an increase 
of pension to William A. Eagleson—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12333) granting an increase of pension to 
Cutler D. Sanborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12334) granting an increase of pension to 
Melissa 8S. Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 12335) granting a pension to 
Lydia E. Nichol—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 12336) for the relief 
of the estate of Solomon Smith, deceased, late of Franklin County, 
Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 12337) for the relief of John 
T. H. Gibbons—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 12338) granting a pension to 
James S. Walters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 12339) granting pension to 
certain battalions of Kentucky State Militia—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12340) granting a pension to George J. Hurt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12341) for the relief of John Stilts—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12342) for the relief of Lawrence H. Rous- 
seau—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 12348) granting a pen- 
sion to Adolph Reuthner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 12344) to correct 
the military record of Aron P. Oliver—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. KLUTTZ: A bill (H. R. 12345) for the relief of Spencer 
Byrd—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 12346) to correct the military rec- 
ord of William J. Barcroft—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 12347) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Marshall Johnson—to the Committee on ln- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 12348) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Pickering—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12349) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas D. Horner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12350) granting a pension to Abbie A. Cal- 
vert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R, 12351) granting a pens'on to 
Frank B. Hazleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 12352) granting an increase 0! 
pension to William H. Cooper—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. : 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 12353) granting 4 
pension to Lewis Barber—to the Committee on Invalid Pension. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12354) granting an increase of pension ‘0 
William Pryor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12355) for the relief of Frances T. Mee of 
Bradley County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12856) for the relief of Wilson Condra~ ‘0 
the Committee on War Claims. , a 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12357) for the relief of Lou Hicks, admin- 
istratrix of the estate of Thomas Hicks, deceased—to the (vl 
mittee on War Claims. : a 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 12358) granting an incr" 
of pension to Andrew Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pe! 
sions. P 

By Mr. MoGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 12359) granting an Increase 
of pension to Samuel Emerick—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions, 


to 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12360) granting an increase of pension to Also, petition of Thomas Fitch, of Los Angeles, Cal., favoring 


Henry V. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12361) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Torrence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12362) to enable Jennie Arnold, a Caddo In- 
dian, to sell certain land for an addition to the town site of Fort 
Cobb, Okla.—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12863) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles H. Barnard—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 123864) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh M. Stevenson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr.SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 12365) for the relief of Marshall 
B. Gallion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 12366) for the relief of Jeptha B. 
Harrington—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12367) granting a pension to Talitha C. 
Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12368) for the relief of John T. Fitzgerald— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12869) granting a pension to John T. Fitz- 
gerald—to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12370) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucius C. Fletcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 12371) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Tempest Meyer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 12372) granting an increase 
of pension to Lucinda Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12378) granting an 
increase of pension to John Sayers—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12874) granting a pension to Adam Young— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 123875) nting a pension to George W. 
Piland, alias George W. Willis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 





PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and read as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of Buffalo Launch Club, 
against Grosvenor bill, amending navigation laws—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of Cataract Lodge, No. 639, Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen, of Niagara Falls, N. Y., favoring passage of 
bills H. R. 89 and 7041—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of R. J. White and 32 others, of Buffalo, N. Y.; 
and William P. Hillings and 25 others, of Erie County, N. Y., in 
a the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of the Gas Engine and Power Com- 
pany and Charles L. Seabury & Co., opposing bill H. R. 7033—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the New York Kerosene Oil Engine Company, 
opposing bill H. R. 7038—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Rural Letter Carriers’ Association of the 
State of New York, favoring additional compensation for rural 
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Outdoor Art League of California, favor- 
ing Gillett bill for purchase of big trees of Calaveras, Cal.—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of T. B. Pratt, of Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring 
Government purchase of the big trees of veras, Cal.—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolution of the board of trustees of the Sanitary Dis- 


trict of Chicago, favoring construction of waterway to connect: 


the Great Lakes with the Mississippi River—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of Upper Mississippi River Improvement and 
Levee Drainage Association, favoring construction of a water- 
way to connect the Great Lakes with the Mississippi River—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of Cushing Post, No. 231; Abel Smith-First 
Long Island Post, No. 485; G. K. Warren Post, No. 286, and the 
executive committee, Grand Army of the Republic, of Brooklyn, 

. Y., favoring increase of pensions to civil war veterans—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the United Commercial Travelers of Amer- 
iea, favoring Badger amendment to section 64 of the bankruptcy 
act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of John Kissel & Son, of Brooklyn, N. Y., favor- 
ing een of internal-revenue tax—to the Committee on Ways 

eans, 


| rebate of duty on sulphate of ammonia—to the Committee on 
| Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of New York State Pharmaceutical Association, 
favoring reduction of tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of wholesalers of New York City, opposing par- 
cels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Prof. D. Cady, of Yale University, favoring 
passage of a bill to regulate corporations—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of William C, Wachkaltz, of New York, favoring 
bill H. R. 87, relative to civil-service employees—to the Commit- 
tee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also petition of the American Trading Company, of New York 
City, favoring passage of Lodge bill, relative to consular service— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of National Fraternal Congress, opposing bill S. 
1261, regulating fire insurance companies—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the New York legislature, favoring passage 
of bill to promote efficiency of the Life-Saving Service—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of New York State Grange, Patrons of ‘in 
bandry, and New York State legislature, favoring Broy:!ow 
good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of Albert A. Pope, of New York City, fav o:ing 
Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agricultuye. 

Also, resolution of the Rochester Chamber of Commerce, favor- 
ing deep ship canal in New York State—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, resolutions of the Manufactnrers’ Association of New 
York, favoring New York Harbor improvements—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the New York Board of Trade and Trans- 
see se and the Chamber of Commerce of New York. favoring 

reakwater at Point Judith—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of the New York Board of Trade and Trarspor- 
tation, as to need of legislation to benefit American shipping in 
the foreign trade—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, petitition of Pendleton Brothers, of New York City, in 
the matter of aid to American shipping—to the Committee onthe 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Commercial Club of Topeka, as to the need 
of legislation to benefit American shipping engaged in foreign 
trade—to the Committee on the Merchant hein and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Chinaand Japan Trading Company, favor- 
ing bill i. R. 9050 to encourage export trade—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Denver Chamber of Commerce, as to need 
of legislation to benefit American shipping engaged in the foreign 
trade—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisher- 
ies. 

Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade, favoring ex- 
tending the national navigation laws to the Philippine Islands— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, favoring 
confining carrying trade between the United States and the Phil- 
ippine Islands to vessels of American registry—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Employing Plasterers’ Association, opposing 
bills H. R. 89 and 8136—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Richey, Brown & Donald, of New York City, 
against bills H. R. 89, 1234, 4063, and 8136—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. - 

Also, petition of King, McLean & James, of New York City, 
against bills H. R. 89, 1234, 4063, and 8136—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the National German-Arre-ican .illiance, 
in favor of the appointment of a commission on immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National Association, 
relative to inspection of grain at terminal markets—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National Association, 
relative to increasing the power of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the New York Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation, relative to the Quarles-Cooper bill—to the Commitiee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. : 

Also, resolution of Paint Grinders’ Association of the United 
| States, relative to increasing power of Interstate Commerce Com- 

mission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Also, resolution of the Merchants’ Association of New York, 
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relative to irrigation of arid lands—to the Committee on Irriga- 
tion of Arid Lands. 

Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade, relative to irri- 
gation of arid lands—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands. 

Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, rela- 
tive to arbitration treaties between United States and Great 
Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the American Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals, against bill H. R. 3573—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Manufacturers’ Association of New York, 
relative to repeal of national bankruptcy act—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the New York Produce Exchange, relative 
to the inspection of grain at terminal markets—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the New York Produce Exchange, favoring 
the deepening of the Harlem (Bronx) Kills—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Sunday School Editors and Publishers’ As- 
sociation, against increase of postal rates on Sunday school peri- 
odicals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BASSETT: Resolution of the New York State assem- 
bly, in favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCE: Petition of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church and 20 others, of Lawrence, Kans., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Southern Lumber Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation, against adoption of the metric system—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BOWIE (by request): Paper to accompany claim of 
John A. Harbour—to the Committee on Claims. 

_ Also, resolution of Alabama State Horticultural Society, rela- 
tive to increasing the appropriation for experiment stations—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: Petition of J. F. De Lacey and 49 others, 
of Eastman, Ga., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Resolution of A. J. Weber Post, No. 421, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Pawnee, Ill., in favor of a serv- 
ice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of William Aoch and 42 other 
merchants and voters of the Third Congressional district of Kan- 
sas, opposing the passage of parcels-post bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
oi i, — of F. W. anes and members of Christian 

urch a oline, Kans., favorin sage of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on ho Salita. . 

By Mr. CAPRON: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mathew Curran—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of the New England Grain Dealers’ Association, 
against passage of bill S. 199—to the Committee on Interstate and 
— Commerce. 

so, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Sarah J. Dickens—to the Committee on Invalid Tenitens. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: Petition of James J. McLaughlin and 29 
other citizens of Elk Rapids, Mich., in favor of bill H. R. 4072— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Petition of residents of Missouri, in 
red of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: Resolutions of A. L. Rohe- 
son Post, No. 42, of Bridgeton; General A. E. Shiras Post, No. 26, 
of Mount Holly, and D. A. Russell Post, No. 68, of Hammonton, 
N. J., Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the passage of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolution of J. H. Andrus Post, No. 
288, Grand Army of the Republic, of Lacota, Mich., in favor of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Marcellus, Mich., against a parcels- 
post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Enosburg Falls, Vt., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of A. E. Burnside Post, No. 6, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Vermont, in favor of a service-pen- 
. sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of citizens of Decorah, Iowa, fa- 
— a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, petitions of Victor L. Duryee and 30 others, Charles Breb- 
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ner and 30 others, D. I. Coon and 84 others, W. S. Ralph and 14 
others, Rev. J. P. Martin and 13 others, and Christian Mission 
and 184 others, all of Osage, Mitchell County, Iowa, favoring tho 
passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on ths 
Judiciary. 

Also, = of citizens of Kendallville, Iowa, protesting 
against the passage of the parcel-post bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of S. E. Robinson and 84 others 
of Clearfield, Iowa, and James P. Young and 92 others, of Coin’ 
Iowa, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of citizens of Cleone, Oreg. 
favoring increased compensation for rural free-delivery carriers 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HILL of Mississippi: Papers to accompany House bill 
for the relief of the estate of Solomon Smith, deceased—to tho 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUFF: Resolution of the National Board of Trade, 
urging repeal of timber and stone act—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. ; 

Also, resolution of Captain S. 8. Marchand Post, No. 190, Granda 
Army of the Republic, favoring passage of service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLUTTZ: Paper to accompany claim of Spencer Byrd— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of J. P. Gilhousen and others, of 
Whatcheer, Iowa, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of Dunlap & Co. Hat Manufactur- 
ing Company, of Brooklyn, N. Y., in favor of bill H. R. 9303, 
relative to amending the internal-revenue laws, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the New York State assembly, in favor of 
the passage of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Malt Diastase Company, of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., in favor of the passage of bill H. R. 9303, amending the 
internal-revenue laws—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McLAIN: Petition of Theodore D. Bratton, of Battle 
Hill; C. C. Pierce, of Jackson; Charles L. Hoffman, of Natchez, 
and J. R. Countiss and 4 others, of Holly Springs, Miss., favoring 
passage of bill relative to the efficiency of army chaplains—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of John Paul and 86 other voters of Gloster, Miss., 
favoring passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committce on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MACON: Pa 
crease of pension to 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Petition of William Ferd and others, 
of Washington, Ind., in favor of a parcels-post bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany House bil! 
for the relief of Francis T. Mee—to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Miss Lou Hicks, adjninis- 
tratrix—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Wilson Condra—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to William Pryor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio! 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Lewis Barber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Petition of the Norfolk Creosoting (om- 
pany and other manufacturing companies, in favor of deepr ing 
the channel of the Southern Branch of Elizabeth River, Nor!uik 
County, Va.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

y Mr. PAYNE: Resolution of a convention of patrons of rural 
delivery of Jerusalem Township, county of Yates, N. Y., rela 
to salary of rural-delivery carriers—to the Committee on the [vst- 
Office and Post-Roads. 
_ By Mr. RIDER: Resolution of the New York State assembly, 
in favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee vn 
Agriculture. 
y Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of J. W. Evans an‘ 
other citizens of Lagrange, Ind., in opposition to the parcels-p0»' 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of the New York State assembly, in 
— of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Ay: 
culture. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: Petition of citizens of Suffolk County, 
State of New York, asking for Sunday closing of Lewis and Clark 
Exposition—to the Select Committee on Industrial Arts and E:x- 
positions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Queens County, N. Y., favoring pas- 


rs to accompany House bill granting in- 
illiam H. Cooper—to the Commiitee on 





































sage of law prohibiting the exportation of prehistoric objects and 
for their preservation—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

3y Mr. SIBLEY: Resolutions of Ralph Clapp Post, No. 569; 
Eliza Thompson Post, No. 417; Clarksville Post, No. 557, and 
Baker Post, No. 615, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of 
Pennsylvania, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: Resolution of Live Stock, Swine, and 
Sheep Breeders’ Association, relative to investigating infectious 
diseases among domestic animals—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
696, granting a pension to C. A. Brighton—to the Conimittee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolution of the Minneapolis 
cigar makers, in favor of bill H. R. 6—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

* Also, petition of the Merriam Park Presbyterian Church, of St. 
Paul, Minn., relative to the nullification of State liquor laws—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Cook Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
St. Paul, Minn., relative to the nullification of State liquor laws— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 8. C. Leigh and others, of St. Paul, Minn., rela- 
tive to the nullification of State liquor laws—to the Co nmittee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Petition of Mrs. Sarah Clay 
Bennett, relative to the extension of franchise to women—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolution of the New York State assembly, 
in favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. TATE: Papers to accompany bill granting a pension to 
Talitha C. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Jephtha 
B. Harrington—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Resolution of the Builders’ Exchange 
of St. Paul, Minn., against anti-injunction bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Petition praying reference 
of claim of Franklin Foy and other claims to Court of Claims— 
to the Conrmittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 11575, grant- 
ing a pension to Abel N. Button—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Resolution of Macedonia Post, 
No. 469, Grand Army of the Republic, of Macedonia, Ill., in favor 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to John Sayers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of James E. Johnston—to the 
Committee on War Claims. | 


























SENATE. 
Monpbay, February 15, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp Everett HALg. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Friday last, when, on request of Mr. HaLr, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the Journal 
will stand approved. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. Are we to have no routine morning business 
transacted? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; afterwards. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on the motion 
ot the Senator from Illinois. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKenney, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bills: 

. bill (S. 88) granting an increase of pension to Miriam R. 
dams; 

A bill (S. 70) granting an increase of pension to John G. Brown; 















and: 


oe (S. 142) granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 
ichols; 
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A bill (8S. 186) granting an increase of pension to Mary T. Strick- 





Ray (S. 167) granting an increase of pension to J. Hudson 
ibbe; 

A bill (S. 189) granting an increase of pension to Edwin H. 
Wheeler; 

A bill (S. 191) granting an increase of pension to Francis Roy; 

A bill (S. 265) granting an increase of pension to Frances Gray; 
a bill (S. 593) granting an increase of pension to William H. 

orn; 

A bill (S. 594) granting an increase of pension to Finley T. 
Johnson; 

A bill (S. 782) granting a pension to Mary D. Duval; 

A bill (8S. 797) granting a pension to Mary H. Allen; 
o Z bill (S. 846) granting an increase of pension to Catharine W. 

ollins; 

A bill (S. 880) granting an increase of pension to Allen W. 
(alias Albert) Hall; 

A bill (S. 889) granting an increase of pension to Catherine A. 
Brown; 
on bill (S. 891) granting an increase of pension to Erwin R. 

ole; 

A bill (S. 895) granting an increase of pension to Charles Dis- 
b 


row; 
A bill (S. 897) granting an increase of pension to Lewis D. 
Frogge; 
A bill (S. 962) granting an increase of pension to Jennet Thoits; 
A bill (S. 980) granting an increase of pension to Mary Von 
Kusserow; 
A bill (S. 1239) granting an increase of pension to John Adam- 


son; 

A bill (S. 1241) granting an increase of pension to Hamlet F. 
Roberts; 

A bill (S. 1242) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Davis; 

A bill (S. 1356) granting a pension to Robert Kelly; 

A bill (S. 1358) granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Lackey; 

A bill (S. 1428) granting an increase of pension to George Pen- 
nington; 
— ge (S. 1451) granting an increase of pension to Eleanor H. 

ord; 

A bill (S. 1532) granting an increase of pension to Electa Allen; 

A bill (S. 1597) granting a pension to Rosa D. Mayhew; 

A bill (S. 1688) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Bellman; 

A bill (S. 1689) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
Houghton; 

A bill (S. 1799) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
Decker; 

A og (S. 1802) granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. 
Couch; 

A bill (S. 1911) granting an increase of pension to Ambrose W. 
Severance; 

A bill (8. 1912) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
Booker; 

A bill (S. 1937) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Richards; 

A bill (S. 1947) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Judge; 

A bill (S. 1953) granting a pension to Susan Fenno; 

A bill (S. 1954) granting an increase of pension to Benton D. 
Bitner; 

A bill (S. 1956) granting an increase of pension to Seth H. Craig; 

A bill (S. 2061) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
| Barlow: 

A bill (S. 2068) granting an increase of pension to Julia A, 
| Roberts; 
| <A bill (S. 2093) granting an increase of pension to Victoria M. 
Steele; 

A bill (S. 2103) granting an increase of pension to John L. Mc- 


eee 
i 


ey; 

A bill (S. 2126) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Wil- 
liams, alias Thomas W. Lennox; 

A bill (S. 2128) granting an increase of pension to George A, 
Seebold; 

A bill (S. 2215) granting a pension to Sallie H. Hoffecker; 

A bill (S. 2217) granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
| Riggs; 

A bill (S, 2222) granting an increase of pension to Richard A. 
Kendall; 
| A bill (S. 2230) granting an increase of pension to Matilda C, 
Lothrop; 

A bill (S. 2236) granting .an increase of pension to James Reed; 

A bill (S. 2245) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Fritz; 

A bill (S. 2250) granting an increase of pension to Anna Pritch- 
ard; 
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A bill (S. 2298) granting a pension to Patrick J. Conway; 

A biil (S. 2323) relating to ceded lands on the Fort Hall Indian 
Reservation; 

A bill (S, 2873) granting an increase of pension to Charles Cum- 
mings; 

A bill (S. 2 

A bill (S. 
Misner; 

A bill (S. 2 
Adar 


2374) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo Moses; 
2392) granting an increase of pension to William W. 


416) granting an increase of pension to Mary Joanna 
ms: 
A bi ill (S. 
A bi ill (Ss. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (5S. 
Wing: 
A bill (S. 
Edson: 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 


2418) granting a pension to Marit Johnson; 
2440) granting an increase of pension to George Olsen; 
2441) granting an increase of pension to Frank Lee; 
2496) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 
2509) granting an increase of pension to Abner B. 
2517) granting an increase of pension to Elijah Farr; 
2527) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Rob- 
erts; 

A bill (S. 2542) granting an increase of pension to James E. 
Larkin; 

A bill (S. 2543) granting an increase of pension to Ella B. Green; 

A bill (S. 2544) granting an increase of pension to Albert T. 
Severance; 

A bill (S. 
McFarland; 

A bill (S. 
Jellison; 

A bill (S. 2 

A bill (S. ¢ 
Kincaid; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (5S. 
Friend; 

A bill (S. 
shaw; 

A bill (S. 
shall; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 
ee 

A bill (s 
ieiienes 


2548) granting an increase of pension to Emma | 
2549) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 


57) granting a pension to Johniken L. Mynatt; 


2559) granting a pension to James Graham; 
2561) granting an increaSe of pension to Mathias S. 


2577) granting an increase of pension to Albert Mar- 


2612) granting a pension to Sarah J. Bellamy; 
2642) granting an increase of pension to Leonard G. 


S. 2643) granting an increase of pension to Melinda H. 
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2558 ) granting an increase of pension to Sallie H. Ferguson; 


fe 


2576) granting an increase of pension to James Red- | 


A bill (S. 2668) granting an increase of pension to Alpbeus | | 


Fawcett; 

A bill (S. 
Kanouse; 

A bill (S. 
lings; 

A bill (S. 
Cotting; 

A bill (S. 2841) granting a pension to Jane Patterson; 

A bill (S. 2858) granting an increase of pension to Delia B. 
Stuart: 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 
Cormany; 

A bill (S. 
Bratton; 


2689) granting an increase of pension to David M. 


2712) granting an increase of pension to Harriet Bil- 


2889) granting an increase of pension to John Beaird; 
2924) granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 


2947) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


2797) granting an increase of pension to Edward A. | 


| 


| 


A bill (S. 2965) granting an increase of pension to John Her- | 


nger; 

A bill (S. 3166) granting an increase of pension to Levi B. 
Lewis 

A bill (S. 3400) to amend the act entitled “An act granting a 
pension to Flora Stanton Kalk,’ 


i 
B. Stone; 
} 
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A bill (H. R. 783) granting an increase of pension to Nichola: 
Reinhart; 

A bill (H. R. 
man; 

A bill (H. R 
Benefiel; 

A bill (H. 
Barr; 

A bill (A. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 
York; 

A bill (H. 
Millian; 

A bill (BH. 
D. Taylor; 

A bill (H. 
Powell: 

A bill (H. 
Richey; 

A bill (H. 


789) granting an increase of pension to Eli-Lac)- 
. 807) granting an increase of pension to William F. 
. 859) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 


77) granting a pension to Ann M. Driggars; 
; 880) granting a pension to Caroline S. Winn: 
. 910) granting an increase of pension to Freeman 


936) granting an increase of pension to Will 

. 941) granting an increase of pension to Wil 

. 1005) granting an increase of pension to Marat E, 
. 1179) granting an increase of pension to Jasper 
. 1287) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus B. 


A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
| E. McIntire; 
A bill (H. 
| P. Scott; 

A bill (H. 
| McClure; 

A bill (H. 


. 1314) granting a pension to Denison L. Brown: 
. 1317) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


. 1339) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


52) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


1485) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 


A bill (H. 
riner; 
A bill (H. 
Peirce; 
A bill (H. 
Reed; 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
Towles; 
A bill (HB. 
| Glahn: 
A bill (H. 
. Ivory; 
A bill (H. 
Smith; 
A bill (H. 


1563) granting an increase of pension to Ory War- 
1566) granting an increase of pension to Ellis T, 


. 1623) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
1801) granting a pension to James Allen: 
. 1851) granting an increase of pension to David T, 


. 2001) granting an increase of pension to Nora J, 


Richard 


. 2116) granting an increase of pension to 
. 2192) granting an increase of pension to Willia1 
204) granting an increase of pension to Addison 


A bill (Hi. 
S. Packard; 

A bill (H. 
W. Steffey; 
7 bill ( H. 

Cronkite; 
A bill (H. R. 
| Finley; 

A bill (H. R. 
| E. Armstrong; 

A bill (H. R. 2930) granting an increase of pension to La! 
M. Greene; 

A bill (H. R. 


. 2470) granting an increase of pension to H 


. 2572) granting an increase of pension to G 


R 
R 
R 
R 
R 
R 
R 
R 
R 
R 
R 
R 
R. 1 
R. 
R 
R. 
R 
R 
R 
R 
R 
R 
R. 2 
R 
R 
R 


. 2573) granting an increase of pension to William 
G. 
2692) granting an increase of pension to Elwood 


2769) granting an increase of pension to William 


2947) granting an increase of pension to William 


| F. Thompson; 


| 


> approved February 25, 1899; and | 


A bill (S. 4125) toe authorize the Little Rock and Monroe Rail- | 
way Company to construct, maintain, and use a bridge across | 


Ouachita River, in the State of Louisiana, at a point between | 
Ouachita City and the mouth of Bayou Loutre. 
The message also announced that the House had passed with | 


H. Vickers; 


ame ndments the following bills in which it requested the con- | 


currence of the Senate: 
A bill (S. 486) granting a pension to Green B. Yawn; 
A bill (S. 1330) granting a pension to Jerry 8S. Fish; 


| Nagle, jr.; 


A bill (S. 2596) granting a pension to Frances S. Hopkins; and | 


A bill (S. 2809) granting an increase of pension to Jesse J. 
Finley. 


| M. Casey; 


The message further announced that the House had passed the | 
following bills and joint resolution;, in which it requested the con- | 


currence of the Senate: 


A bill (H. R. 614) granting a pension to Michael O’Brien, alias | 


Michael Clifford; 

A bill (H. R. 719) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Willey: 

A bill (H. R. 720) granting an increase of pension to Frank L. 
Gray; 


A bill (H. R. 
Evans; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
Duttenhaver; 

A bill (H. 


2976) granting an increase of pension to Eno 


2995) granting a pension to Mary Korth; _ 
3011) granting an increase of pension to ! 


8027) granting an increase of pension to W 


A bill (H. 
Adams; 
A bill (H. 


R. 

R. 3370) granting an increase of pension to / 
R. 3402) granting an increase of pension to | 

A bill (H. R 
F. Barrett: 

A bill (H. R 
R 


. 83670) granting an increase of pension to Di 
. 3769) granting an increase of pension to 


A bill (H. 
Hayden; 

A bill (H. 
W. Hoffman; 
iF A bill (H. R. 3936) granting an increase of pension to 

razier; 

a bill (H. R. 4119) granting an increase of pension to W 
ercer: 

A bill (H. R. 4151) granting an increase of pension to J 
Foland; 


. 3909) granting an increase of pension to ‘ 


R. 3910) granting an increase of pension to ‘ 
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A bill (H. R. 4179) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
© SH CH. R. 4180) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
a hal CE R. 4192) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
. ADIGE R. 4198) granting an increase of pension to Edwin Lake; 

A bill (H. R. 4814) granting an increase of pension to John F. 


ade; 
‘A pill (H. R. 4318) granting a pension to David B. Wood; 

A bill (A. R. 4826) granting an increase of pension to Wilfred 
C. McCardell: : 

A bill (H. R. 4391) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 
Schwemler; 

x bill (H. R. 4892) granting a pension to Abbie E. Webster; 

A bill (H. R. 4449) granting an increase of pension to William 
Brown; 


sl 


A bill (H. R. 4466) granting an increase of pension to William ' 


R. Burton; 
"/ bill (H. R. 4540) granting a pension to Amanda Skinner; 
A bill (H. R. 4589) granting a pension to Henry H. Barrett: 
A bill (H. R. 4605) granting an increase of pension to William 
Herlinger; 
A bill (H. R. 4624) granting a pension to Isabella Phelps; 
A bill (H. R. 4630) granting an increase of pension to Thaddeus 
S. Collins; 
A bill (H. R. 4631) granting an increase of. pension to Julius 
Krag; 
A bill (H. R. 4642) granting an increase of pension to William 
L. Wheeler; 
A bill (AH. R, 4674) granting an increase of pension to John 
Thompson; 
A bill (H. R. 4679) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
M. Pierce; 
A bill (H. R. 4702) granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Collins; 
A bill (H. R. 4719) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
F, Carter; 
A bill (H. R. 4750) granting a pension to W. I. Jackson; 
A bill (H. R. 4872) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
W. Bradbury; 7 
A bill (H. R. 4910) granting an increase of pension to Pruden- 
tia L. D. Nugent: 
A bill (H. R. 4948) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Morgan; 
A bill (H. R. 4964) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
E. Mink; 
A bill (H. R. 5006) granting a pension to Sarah Ulshafer; 
A bill (H. R. 5030) granting a pension to William H. Mount; 
A bill (H. R. 5045) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
S. Elmore; 
A bill (H. R 
Erwin; 
A bill (H. R 
Tompkins; 
A bill (H. R 
A bill (H. R 
H. Anderson; 
A bill (H. R. 5532) granting an increase of pension to Levi Vas- 


. 5149) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
. 5155) granting an increase of pension to John J. 


. 5842) granting a pension to Jane E. Sutfin; 
. 5479) granting an increase of pension to William 


sar; 
P. bill (H. R. 5568) granting an increase of pension to Emily 
1apman; 
A bill (H. R. 5580) granting a pension to Celia C. Owen: 
A bill (H. R. 5603) granting an increase of pension to William 
C, McCormick; 
A bill (A. R. 5610) granting a pension to Annie Dorfner; 
A bill (H. R. 5749) granting a pension to James B. Combs; 


A bill (H. R. 5750) granting an increase of pension to William | 


Cassidy; 
aa ill (HL. R. 5849) granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
. Brown: 
— bill CH. R. 5868) granting an increase of pension to William 
immons;: 
es bill (H. R. 5879) granting an increase of pension to Bennett 
utnam; 
A bill (H. R. 5999) granting an increase of pension to Ann Jen- 
hette Whitney; 
A bill (A. R. 6038) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min George; 
A bill (H. R. 6385) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
ares; 
pe (H.R. 6455) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
. Cochran; 
A bill (H. R. 6602) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F. Hackett; 
one (H. R. 6618) granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
0 


’ 
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A bill (H. R. 6703) granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Remick; 
A bill (H. R. 6814) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
W. Miller; 
A bill (H. R. 6816) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Ratzel; 
A bill (H. R. 6817) granting a persion to Rosa Glass; 
A bill (H. R. 6869) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
D. Elmer; 
A bill (H. R. 6881) granting an increase of pension to Zachariah 
T. Bryant; 
A bill (H. R. 6911) granting an intrease of pension to James H. 
Weston; 
aa (H. R. 6951) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
. Corr; 
. A bill (H. R. 6977) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
traves; 
A bill (H. R. 6999) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
W. Jones; 
A bill (H. R. 7063) granting a pension to Ellen F. Lynch; 
A bill (H. R. 7066) granting a pension to Elizabeth B. Constant; 
A bill (H. R. 7083) granting an increase of pension to Albert P. 
Jackson; 
ae bill (H. R. 7096) granting an increase of pension to Eva A, 
| Burgess; 
A bill (H. R. 7221) granting an increase of pension to John Ryan; 
A bill (H. R. 7236) granting an increase of pension to William 
R. McCullough; 
A bill (H. R. 7239) granting a pension to Lydia M. Hill; 
A bill (H. R. 7248) granting a pension to Robert H. Cooke; 
t A bill (H. R. 7311) granting an increase of pension to Rachel 
arge; 
A bill (H. R. 7368) granting a pension to Annie G. Norwood; 
A bill (H. R. 7382) granting a pension to Ellen A. Harmon; 
on bill (H. R. 7410) granting an increase of pension to Enos D. 
oge; 
A bill (H. R. 
Minkler; 
a A _ (H. R. 7486) granting an increase of pension to James 
| Smith; 
| A bill (H. R. 7444) granting an increase of pension to Washing- 
ton J. Dutcher; 
| A bill (H. R. 7559) granting a pension to Caroline Hurley; 


| 7418) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
1 
| 


A bill (H. R. 7659) granting an increase of pension to Emma M. 
| Elliott; , 

A bill (H. R. 7680) granting an increase of pension to De Witt C. 
Folsom; 

A bill (H. R. 7712) granting a pension to Emma Crosier; 

A bill (H. R. 7719) granting an increase of pension to Hiram B. 
Cozine; 

A bill (H. R. 7737) granting an increase of pension to Howard 
McGuire: 

A bill (H. R. 7805) granting an increase of pension to William 
N. Hall; 

A bill (H. R. 7814) granting an increase of pension to James G. 
Andrews; 

A bill (H. R. 7992) granting an increase of pension to Isadore 
F. Chamberlain; 

A bill (H. R. 7999) granting an increase of pension to David W. 
Williamson; 

A bill (H. R. 8022) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
Flint; 

A bill (H. R. 8079) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
| La Forest; 

A bill (H. R. 8124) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Hatfield; : 
we bill (H. R. 8173) granting an increase of pension to Anna 

aters; 

A bill (H.R. 8185) granting a pension to Herman Lemmerman; 

A bill (H. R. 8203) granting an increase of pension to James M, 
Hemphill; 

A bill (H. R. 8227) granting a pension to Lucius E. Polk; 

A bill (H. R. 8231) granting an increase of pension to John 
Gangwisch; 

A bill (H. R. 8272) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Elliott; 

A bill (H. R. 8284) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
G. Woods; 

A bill (H. R. 8343) granting a pension to Annie P. Erving, 
formerly Cilla Zerbe; 

A bill (H. R. 8379) granting an increase of pension to Ira B. 
Wambaugh; 

A bill (H. R. 8410) granting an increase of pension to George 
B. Fairhead; 

A bill (H. R. 8648) granting a pension to Shadrach D. Bardin; 

A bill (H. R. 8718) granting an increase of pension to Caswell 
P. Ford; 
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A bill (H. R. 8733) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F. McGraw: 

A bill (H. R. 8771) 

A bill (H. R. 8811) 
Dougherty; 

A bill (A. R. 
H. Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 
min Pitman; 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 
O’Maliey; 

A bill (Hi. 

A bill (H. 
head; 

A bill (H. 
Weaver: 

A bill (H. 
M. Fink; 

A bill (H. 
B. Hart; 

A bill (4. 
Rundberg: 

A bill (H. 
E. Mattison; 

A bill (H. 
C. Davis; 

A bill (H. 
Beach: 

A bill (HH. 
Laird: 

A bill (BH. 
Branen; 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 
Connors; 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 
Tidd; 

A bill (H. 
S. King; 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 
Stahler; 

A bill (H. 
Sackett; 

A bill (A. 
Renthler; 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 
P. Marshall; 

A bill (H. R. 9426) granting an increase of pension to William 
S. Campbell; 

A bill (H. R. 9587) granting an increase of pension to Bartlett 
S. Haggart; 

A bill (H. R. 9610) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Halling; 

A bill (H. R. 9633) granting a pension to Margaret H. Booth: 

A bill (H. R. 9640) to amend an act granting to the Keokuk 
and Hamilton Water Power Company right to construct and 
maintain a dam, etc., approved February 8, 1901; 

A bill (H. R. 9683) granting a pension to Henry Austin; 

A bill (H. R. 9695) granting an increase of pension to Frank M. 
Spears; 

A bill (H. R. 
Frazier; 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 
Loomis; 

A bill (H. 
W. Adkins; 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 
W. Harlan; 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 
Haradon; 


granting a pension to Walter F. Horner; 

granting an increase of pension to James 
8835) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
8836) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 


R. 
R. 


R. 


8849 
8863) 


granting a pension to James S. Lauderdale; 
granting an increase of pension to Edward 
8922) 
8924) 


granting a pension to Martha E. Nolen; 
granting a pension to Georgia A, White- 


R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 


8925) granting an increase of pension to John 


8966) granting an increase of pension to James 
8970; granting an increase of pension to Charles 
8984) granting an increase of pension to John I. 
. 8991) granting an increase of pension to William 
8992) granting an increase of pension to William 
8998) granting an increase of pension to Henry L. 
9024) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 


9035) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


9037) granting a pension to Alice W. Clarke; 
9060) granting an increase of pension to John 


9061) granting a pension to Nettie A. Buell; 
9064) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 


9125) granting an increase of pension to William 


R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R 


9127) granting a pension to Moses Schuman; 
. 9256) granting an increase of pension to Enoch 


R. 9273) granting an increase of pension to James H. 


R. 9376) granting an increase of pension to Martin 


R. 9398) granting a pension to John Lindsey; 
R. 9421) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


9710) granting an increase of pension to Henry 


9739) granting a pension to Lizzie M. Worster; 
9753) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 


9778) granting an increase of pension to Lauriston 


9790) granting a pension to Ada L. Carpenter; 

. 9791) granting a pension to Abram Claypool; 

. 9835) granting a pension to Maggie Fitzpatrick; 
. 9903) granting an increase df pension to George 


9921) granting a pension to Virginia Boyd; 
9980) granting an increase of pension to Edwin A. 


9988) granting an increase of pension to William 


A bill (H. 
Edgar: 

A bill (H. 
J. Campton; 

A bill (H. R. 


. 9999) granting an increase of pension to William 


Hp Ww Pp RE Bopp 


. 10046) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


10068) granting a pension to James G. Saims; 
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A bill (H. R. 10136) authorizing bail in criminal cases upon ap- 
peal in the courts of Indian Territory; 
A bill (H.. R, 10180) granting an increase of pension to William 
E. McDowell; 
A bill (H.R. 
A bill (H. R. 
Long; 
A bill (H. R. 10267) granting a pension to Florence R. Russo]. 
A bill (H. R. 10268) granting an increase of pension to Margret 
E. Keller; j 
A bill (H. R 
J. Shell; 
A bill (H. R. 
Longberry; 
A bill (H. R. 
E. Wood; 
A bill (H. R. 
Shearer; 
A bill (H. R. 
Arnold; 
A bill (H. R. 
T. Keen; 
A bill (H. R. 
. R. 
. R. 
fi Te 
. RK. 


10192) granting a pension to Martha Mullins: 
10194) granting an increase of pension to Marion 


. 10378) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
10580) granting an increase of pension to Jos¢ ph 
10640) granting an increase of pension to Horace 
10648) granting an increase of pension to Avnes 
10682) granting an increase of pension to Marion 
10694) granting an increase of pension to Alderson 


10700) granting a pension to Ella D. Madden: 
A bill (9 10706) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
J. West; 

A bill (H 

A bill (H 
Ridgeway: 

A bill (H 
Hurlbut; 

A bill (H. 
L. Power; 

A bill (H. R. 10904) granting an increase of pension to Edson 
H. Crawford; 

A bill (H. R. 10968) granting a pension to Marceline P. Hamil- 


10741) granting a pension to Mary Tate; 
10748) granting an increase of pension to Kate 


10794) granting an increase of pension to Moses 


R. 10850) granting an increase of pension to Adaline 


ton; 

A bill (H. R. 10991) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
C. McFarland; 

A bill (H. R. 11021) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Weemes; 

A bill (H. R. 11052) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Eaton Livingston; F 

A bill (H. R. 11076) granting an increase of pension to Elvira 
Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 11113) granting an increase of pension to Silas 
Soules; 

A bill (&. R. 11194) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
S. Nickerson; 

A bill (H. R. 11227) granting an increase of pension to George 


. Walls; 

A bill (H. R. 11310) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Swisher; 

A bill (H. R. 11319) granting an increase of pension to Mary C, 
Arnold; 

A bill (H. R. 11343) granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
S. Priest; 

A bill (H. R. 11345) granting a pension to Joseph H. Huie: 

A bill (H. R. 11413) granting an increase of pension to Jasper 
F. Morton; 

A bill (H. R. 11556) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
M. Tappen; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 106) amending public res 
No. 8, Fifty-sixth Congress, second session, approved February 
3, 1901, “ providing for the printing annually of the Report on 
Field Operations of the Division of Soils, Department of Agr 
culture,”’ “<P 

The foregoing pension bills were subsequently read vwice »y 
their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

REPORT ON KANSAS CITY (MO,) IMPROVEMENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a con- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in resporse 
to a resolution. of the 8th imstant, the reports of the board 1." 
river improvement and harbor limits at Kansas City, Mo.; whic), 
on motion of Mr. CockRELL, was ordered to lie on the table, aud 
to be printed, together with the maps and illustrations. 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com: 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act ‘ if 
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in _ 
findings by the court relating to the vessel schooner Polly, /0!" 
Perkins, master; which, with the accompanying paper, was Tt 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printec. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusiows 


ution 


af- 


of 
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fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the 
French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the court re- 
lating to the vessel schooner Redress, John Crozier, master; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions of 
fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the 
French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the court re- 
lating to the vessel brig Nathaniel, David Young, master; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. . 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions of 
fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the 
French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the court re- 
lating to the vessel schooner Nancy, Thomas Haddaway, master; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions of 
fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the 
French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the court re- 
lating to the vessel brig Leonard, Samuel C. Hills, master; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions of 
fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the 
French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the court re- 
lating to the vessel schooner Venus, Benjamin Hutchings, master; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions of 
fact and of law filed under the act of January 2, 1885, in the 
French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the court re- 
lating to the vessel brig Eliza, Daniel Seymour, master; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and aed to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions 
of fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the 
French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the court re- 
lating to the vessel sloop Cato, William Wyman, master; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution (8S. R. 
87) providing for the editions to be printed of the annual and spe- 
cial reports of the Librarian of Congress, which was, in line 6, to 
strike out all after the word “cloth” down to and including the 
word “‘and’”’ in line 9. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I move that the Senate concur in 
the amendment of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of McCullough Post, No. 
44, Department of Missouri, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Milan, Mo., to accompany the bill (S. 3458) granting pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors who served in the war of the rebellion 
and their widows; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented a petition of Colonel Jacob Smith Post, No. 
72, Department of Missouri, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Trenton, Mo., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of St. Charles 
County, Mo.. remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
imposing a tax on pureand compound wines; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of A. J. McFarland, of Kansas 
City, Mo., and the petition of S. R. Crockett, of South McAlester, 
Ind. T., praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented sundry papers to accompany the 
bill (S. 4374) granting a pension to Mary Lansing Catlin; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Enosburg Falls, Vt., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, 


Mr. CULLOM presented memorials of sundry citizens ef Chi- 
cago, Peoria, and Evanston, all in the State of Illinois, remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called anti-injunction bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Peoria and 
Evanston, in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Congre- 
gational Church of Chicago, Ill., and a petition of the congrega- 
tion of the Christian Church of Chicago, Ill., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Presby- 
terian Church of East St. Louis, Ill., praying for the investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of L. H. Drury Post, No. 467, of 
Chicago; of Wilcox Post, No. 668, of Chicago; of Highland Post, 
No. 439, af Highland: of F. L. Rhoads Post, No. 586, of New 
Haven; of Marion Post, No. 319, of Marion, and of Samuel 
Walker Post, No. 205, of Mount Pulaski, all of the Department of 
Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Tlinois, 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Joliet, II1., 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called parcels-post 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of Progressive Lodge, No. 440, of 
Rockford; of Lodge No. 121, of East St. Louis, and of Lodge No. 
213, of Batavia, all of the International Association of Machinisis, 
in the State of Illinois. praying that an appropriation be made to 
increase the capacity of the Naval Gun Factory at the Washington 
Navy-Yard, Washington, D. C.; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Chicago Historical Society, 
of Chicago, IL, praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the preservation and use of the U.S. frigate Constitution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of 109 citizens of Springfield, 
Mass., a an appropriation be made for the support of 
the Columbia Polytechnic Institution for the Blind of the District 
of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of Local Union No. 24, Ci- 
gar Makers’ International Union, of Muskegon, Mich., and a peti- 
tion of Local Union No. 330, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of 
Alpena, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to amend 
section 3394 of the Revised Statutes, relating to tobacco; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Elk Rapids, 
Mich., and a petition of sundry citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Ladies of the Maccabees, of 
Port Huron, Mich., praying for the passage of the so-called post- 
check bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Marshall, 
Mich., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called eight- 
pera bill; which was scan to the Committee on Educationand 

abor. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of South 
Haven, Mich., and a petition of the Business Men’s Club, of Ply- 
mouth, Mich.. praying for the passage of the so-called Brownlow 
good-roads bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented petitions of sundry citizens 
of New York City, Brooklyn, and Poughkeepsie, ail in the State 
of New York, and of sundry citizens of Providence, R. L., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation granting lands in severalty to 
Indians who are not now in possession of lands in Northern Cali- 
fornia; which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Grace 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Hounsfield; of the congregation 
of the Presbyterian Church of Sacketts Harbor; of the congrega- 
tion of the First Baptist Church of Oswego, and of F. E. Wood 
and 39 other citizens of West Winfield, all in the State of New 
York, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of J. F. Tapley Compyny. of New 
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York; of Cotrell & Leonard, of Albany; of the Harder Manufac- 


turing Company, of Cobleskill; of the Business Men’s Association | 


of Newburg; of the Bausch Picture Frame and Molding Com- 
pany, of Farmingdale; of the Babcock & Shannon Company, of 
Albany: of the Paragon Plaster Company, of Syracuse, and of 


the Penfield Milling Company, of Delhi, all in the State of New | 
York, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to | 


amend the antitrust laws; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. ; 
Mr. GAMBLE presented the petition of J. H. Bridgman and 18 


other citizens of Chamberlain, S. Dak., veterans of the civil war. | 


praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the memorial of G. W. Frostenson and 7 other 
citizens of Volin, 8. Dak., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called parcels-post bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of Lodge No. 104, International 
Association of Machinists, of Huntington, W. Va., praying that an 
appropriation of $2,000,000 be made to increase the capacity of the 
naval gun factory at the Washington Navy-Yard, Washington, 
D. C.: which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 765) 
for the relief of Christine M. Core, Ella Core Tabler, and Jane F. 
Martin, sole heirs of Andrew S. Core, deceased; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented sundry papers to ac- 
company the bill (S. 3675) for the relief of Robert Frost; which 
were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 2521) 
to detach certain counties from the United States judicial dis- 
trict of Washington and to create a new judicial district, to be 
called the southern district of Washington; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MILLARD presented a petition of the Commercial Club, 
of Fremont, Nebr., praying for a reorganization of the consular 
service; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

He also presented a memorial of 29 citizens of Omaha, Nebr., 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of St. Paul, Nebr., 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the closing 
on Sunday of the Lewis and Clark Centennial Exposition; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of A. H. Thompson and 17 other citi- 


zens of University Place, of Rev. L. C. Lemon and 35 other citi- | 
zens of University Place, of J. Forbes and 28 other citizens of | 


University Place, and of C. E. Newell and 25 other citizens of 
University Place, all in the State of Nebraska, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented petitions of Post No. 269, of Clay City; 
of Abraham Lincoln Post, No. 91, of Chicago; of Miller Post, No. 
453, of Hampshire; of Marion Post, No. 319, of Marion; of A. W. 
Weber Post, No. 421, of Pawnee; of T.S. Terry Post, No. 463, of 
Shabbona; of Culver Post, No. 512, of Whitehall; of Wilcox Post, 
No. 668, of Chicago, and of L. H. Drury Post, No. 467, of Chicago, 
all in the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Addison, River 
Forest, Chicago, Rockford, Shelbyville, Rochelle, Port Byron, 
Moline, and Polo, all in the State of Illinois, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of in- 
toxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Paris, Belvi- 
dere, De Kalb, Toledo, New Athens, Kankakee, Marshall, Dan- 
ville, Chrisman, Watseka, Bement, Kansas, and Casey, all in the 
State of Illinois, praying for the passage of the so-called Brown- 
low good-roads bill; which were referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Streator and 


Peoria, in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against the passage | 


of the so-called pure-food bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Joliet and 
Centralia, in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the so-called parcels-post bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Starkweather, N. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of Rev. W. H. Getch- 
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ell, of Lakeport, N. H., and the petition of B. Frank Leeds. of 
Groton, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to recy. 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Laconia, N. H., praying for the enactment of levis. 
lation to prohibit the use of internal-revenue tax-receipt stam) 
by liquor dealers unless the applicant presents a license from his 


| State, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


He also presented a petition of the Columbia Heights Citizens’ 
Association, of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing a permanent and businesslike settlement of 
the current District finances; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Drysalters Club of New 
England, praying for the ratification of a treaty of arbitration 
between the United States and Great Britain; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of George C. Strong Post, No. 165. 


| of East Hampton; of Timothy Ingraham Post, No. 121, of Hyde 


Park; of Huntington Frothingham Wolcott Post, No. 102. of 
Milton; of A. St. John Chambre Post, No. 72, of Stoughton: of 
Major George L. Stearns Post, No. 149, of Charlestown: of Theo 
Parkman Post, No. 204, of Centerville; of Union Post, No. 50. of 
Peabody; of Franklin Post, No. 60, of Franklin, and of Friederich 
Hecker Post, No. 21, of Boston, all of the Department of Mas- 
sachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Massa- 
chusetts. praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
were referred to fhe Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of Fox River District, No. 28, Inde- 
pendent Order of Good Templars, of Black Creek; of Bee Hive 
Lodge, No. 271, Independent Order of Good Templars, of Black 
Creek; of the Methodist Episcopal Sunday School of Black Creek; 
of Evening Star Lodge, No. 294, Independent Order of Good 
Templars, of Pardeeville; of Lodge No. 509, of Coloma: of the 
Cascade Lodge, of River Falls. and of Marshfield Lodge, No. 257, 
of Wood County, all of the Independent Order of Good Templars, 
in the State of Wisconsin; of the Christian Endeavor Union of 
Chicago, [ll., and of the Dorchester Highlands Methodist Ep 
copal Church, of Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of Custer Post, No. 1, De- 
partment of Wyoming, Grand Army of the Republic, of Laramie, 
Wyo., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 4310) 
for the relief of the estate of Hugh Davis, deceased, of Fayette 
County, Tenn.; the bill (S. 3746) for the relief of the Salem Bap- 
tist Church, of Clarke County, Va.; the bill (S. 3961) for the re- 
lief of D. Froneberger for himself and as surviving partner of 
the firm of D. & C. Froneberger, of Knox County, Tenn.; the bill 
(S. 3818) for the relief of the estate of Lucy J. Boyle, deceased, 
of West Feliciana Parish, La.; the bill (S. 3926) for the relief of 
James Goodwin, of East Baton Rouge Parish, La.; the bill (5. 
3821) for the relief of Joseph Moncla, of Avoyelles Parish, La.; 
the bill (S. 3814) for the relief of the estate of Raphael Segu 
deceased, of Iberia Parish, La., and the bill (S. 3808) for the re! 
of the heirs of George O. Ragland, deceased, of Madison Count) 
Ala.; which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MONEY presented a petition of the Pastors’ Association 
Tupelo, Miss., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the closing on Sunday of the Lewis and Clark Centennial x- 
position; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE yesenee a petition of Charles Keizer Post, N , 
Department of Maine,Grand Army of the Republic, of Waldo! 
Me., and a petition of the Department of the Potomac, 
Army of the Republic, of Washington, D. C., praying fo1 
enactment of a service-pension law; which were referred to t 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the legislature of Mas- 
sachusetts, in favor of legislation providing for retired list and }'!- 


| sions in the Life-Saving Service; which was referred to the © 


mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the Rr 
as follows: 


Commonwealth of Massachusetts,in the year 1904. Resolutions in sup 
a bill pending in the Congress of the United States providing for a1 
list and pensions in the Life-Saving Service. 

Whereas there is pending in Congress a bill “to promote the efficien 
the Life-Saving Service,” which provides for a retired list and pensio! 
officers and enlisted men of the Life-Saving Service, and for pensions ' 


| widows and minor children; and 


Whereas this bill has been recommended by the Secretary of the Tres 


| and has for its object the just, well-earned reward of faithful and mer 


ous service: Therefore, be it 


Resolved, That the general court favors the above-mentioned bill, and 


| quests the Senators and Represeutatives in Congress from Massachusetts | 


vote for the measure, 
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Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to each Member of Con- | Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the Library, to 


gress from the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 
Hovuss OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Adopted. Sent up for concurrence. 


“ebruary 8, 1904. 


JAMES W. KIMBALL, Clerk. 
SENATE, February 8, 1904. 
Adopted in concurrence. 
Henry D. Coo.rpae, Clerk. 
A true copy. 
Attest: 
JAMES W. KIMBALL, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, 


AMERICAN ANTI-SALOON LEAGUE. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present the report of the legislative de- 
partment of the American Anti-Saloon League for the year 1903. 
1 move that the report be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ROSEBUD INDIAN RESERVATION, 8S. DAK. 


Mr, COCKRELL. I present a communication from S. M. Bro- 
sit Ss, age nt of the Indian Rights Association, in regard to House 





ill 10148, relative to the proposed sale of 416,000 acres of lands of | 


bi 
the Rosebud Indians of South Dakota, which is now pending be- 
fore the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
ip tion be printed as a document, and I call the attention of the 
members of the Committee on Indian Affairs to it. 

The motion was agreed to, 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


‘he committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10054) making appropriations 
t supp oly urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
f 
I 





ine I 904, ‘and for prior years and for other purposes, having met, after 
ullan ‘a free conference hav eagreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
‘espective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate fecede from its amendments numbered 2, 4, 12,14, 16, 17, 19, 
24, 25, 28, 29, 60, 55, 56, 57, 58, 60, and 74. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 

nate numbered 8, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 18, 15, 18, 20, 21, 22, 28, 27, 80, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35 
Bb, ST, B8, BO, 40, 41, 42, 48, 44, 46, 48, 49, 51, 52, 53, 54, 59, G1, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 
60, 70, 71, 72, and 73, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
line of said amendment strike out the word “ July” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word *“*November;” and the Senate agree to the same. 








I move that the commt- | 


That the Senate recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the | 


House numbered 10, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 26, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 6 of said amendment strike out the word “for” where it occurs the 
second time and insert in lieu thereof the word “or;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 45, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$80,000; and the Senate agree to the 
Bsamec. 

EvcENE HAL, 

W. B. ALLISON, 

H. M. TELLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

J. A. HEMENWAY, 

H.C. VAN VOORHIS, 

L. F. LIVINGsTon, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


m1 


The report was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 
ir. PROCTOR. 
ture and Forestry, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11825) 
making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, to report it with amendments, 
and I submit a report thereon. I give nation that I shall ask the 
Senate to take up the bill for consideration immediately after the 
routine business to-morrow morning. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 


Iam directed by the Committee on Agricul- 


PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to | 


whom was referred the bill (S. 4066) for the relief of Leonard I. 
Brownson, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 
Mr. ANKENY, from the Committee on Forest Reservations 
S » 


and the Protection of Game, to whom was referred the bill (S. 342) 
for the improvement of the Mount Rainier National Park, in tho 


| and I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 


| 
State of Washington, reported it with an amendment, and sub- | 


mitts .d a report thereon. 
Mr. BARD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 11128) to modify and amend an agree- 


ment with the Indians of the Devils Lake Reservation, in North | 


Dakota, to accept and ratify the same as amended, and making | 


appropriation and provision to carry the same into effect, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | 


whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 12) for the erec- 
tion of a monument to the memory of Dorothea Lynde Dix, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 8244) to incorporate the American Academy in Rome, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 271) to establish mining experi- 
ment stations, to aid in the development of the mineral resources 
of the United States, and for other purposes, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon, 

COURT OF CLAIMS DIGEST, 

Mr. PLATT of New York. On behalf of the Committee on 
Printing I call up the joint resolution (8. R. 41) to provide for the 
printing of a digest of the decisions of the Court of Claims, to- 


| gether with the rules of practice of and the statutes relating to 


that court. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
WARREN] will offer amendments. 

Mr. WARREN. I move the amendments to the joint resolu- 
tion which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be 
stated in their order. 

The SECRETARY. On page 1, line 3, after the word “ printed ”’ 
insert the words *‘as a publi » document.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 2, strike out all after the word 
** Maupin” and insert: 








who shall edit and prepare the same © the print r, and read the proofs, and 
\ who s hall receive in full c a 1 said work and services t m of 

,500, which sum is hereby a t d out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, a | be payable when said work shall h 
been printed: Provided, That the said work shall not be printed il t] 
Court of Claims shall c rtify that the work as edited and prepared is sati 
factory to that court: And provided further, That upon 8s id payment tl 
manuscript and work shall become the property of the United S 

Mr. HALE. Thatisa good amendment. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let the joint resolution be read as 
amel id ed 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution as 
amended will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

solved, cic., That there be printed as a public docu i 

decisions of the Court of Claims, in ling the statutes relating to am 
rules of practice of that co prepared by Chapman W n:; that 
be printed 500 copies for the use of the Treasury Department, 2,000 copies fo 
the use of the Attorney-General, 250 copies for She use of the War Depart 
inent, 4 ESO copies s for the use of the Navy Department, 1 be ] 















an . 
of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the Hi @ « g "es l 
1,00 copies for public sale, the whole edition to be ‘bound in she 





to bh 0 printe d under the editorial su wrvision of Chapman W. aupin, wl 

shall edit and prepare the san 20 fi or the printer, and ré ad the proofs, and who 
shall receive in full cor aid work and services the sum SOK 
chsum is hereby: any money in the Tres 

ble when said work 







wh 





iall be p aval 








wise pro} iated, an sh 

prin ted: Provided, That the —— rork shall not be printed until the Court of 
Claims shall ertify th at th 1s edited and prepared is satisfactory to 
that court: 4 provided furthe *, That upon said payment the manuscript 


1 


and work hail } he pre ‘ty of the United States. 

The PRE SIDE NT protempore. If there be no further amend- 
ment as in Committee of the Whole, the joint resolution will be 
reported to the Senate. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CENSUS OF MANUFACTURES. : 
fr. QUARLES. Iam directed by the Committee on the Cezi- 

sus, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11823) to authorize the 
Director of the Census to cooperate with the secretary of state of the 
State of Michigan and with officials of other States in taking the 
census of manufactures,to reportit favorably without amendment, 
L will 
state that it is substantially the same bill which was passed the 
other day by the Senate for a cooperation with the State of Michi- 
gan in its census, and the House having passed its own bill we 
think the better way, probably, is topass that bill. I ask for the 
present consideration of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 





| Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 


bill (S. 387) to ratify an agreement with the Indians of the Devils | 
Lake Reservation, in North Dakota, and making appropriation | 


to carry the same into effect, reported adversely thereon, and the 
ill was indefinitely postponed. 


ation. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. QUARLES. I move that the bill (S. 4122) to direct the 
Director of the Census to cooperate with the secretary of state of 
the State of Michigan in taking the census of manufactures, and 
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for other purposes, be recalled from the House of Representatives, 
so that it may be indefinitely postponed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 4353) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edward M. McCook; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

“Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 4354) for the relief of the 
estate of Evan Cook, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 4355) for the relief of the Methodist 
Church of Kossuth, Miss.; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 4356) for the relief of Lieut. 
James M. Pickrell, United States Navy, retired; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 4857) for the relief of the heirs of William Samuel 
Custis; 

A bill (S. 4858) for the relief of Jacob Falwell; 

A bill (S. 4359) for the relief of the heirs at law of Capt. John 
Lewis; and 

A bill (S. 4360) for the relief of Robert M. Wilkinson, adminis- 
trator of the estate of Samuel Marsh. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 4861) to authorize the 
platting and sale of certain lands in the Fort Peck Indian Reser- 
vation, in Montana; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 4362) granting an in- 


by its title. and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


FEBRUARY 15, 


the rank of Lieut. Col. Joel T. Kirkman, on the retired list of tho 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com. 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SIMMONS (for Mr. OVERMAN) introduced a bill (S. 4377 
granting an increase of pension to Jane L. Fagg; which was re 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

SHIPPING REGULATIONS WITH PHILIPPINE ARCHIPELAGO. 


Mr. CARMACK. I submit sundry amendments to Senate )j!| 


ad 


2259, and I call the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts 
I ask that they may 


{Mr. LopGE] to the proposed amendments. 
be read. 
The amendments were read, as follows: 


Amendments intended to be proposed by Mr. CARMACK to the bill (S. 2°59 
to regulate ship jing in trade between ports in the United States and port 
or places in the Philippine Archipelago, between ports or places in the Ph; 
ippine Archipelago, and for other purposes. 

In section 1, line 3, strike out the word “four” and insert the word “nino » 

In section 2, line 8, strike out the word ‘‘ four” and insert the word “ nin 

In section 3, line 15, after the word ‘‘archipelago,” strike out everything 
to and including the word “archipelago” in line 17, so that the second se), 
tence in said’section shall begin with the beginning of line 18, 

Strike out sections 4 and 5. 

In section 6, line 15, strike out the word ‘‘four” andinsert the word “nine.” 

i. sections 6, 7, and 8 shall be renumbered, respectively, as sections 4 
and 6. 

That the following section be added at the end of the bill: 

“Sec. 7. That hereafter, any duty or tax levied and collected upon tho 
exportation of any article, the product of the Philippine Archipelago, s) 
be levied and collected whether such article be exported tothe United States 
or to any other country, it being the policy of the United States to maintain 
‘the open door’ in the said Philippine Archipelago. That alllaws and part 
of laws inconsistent with the provisions of this section are hereby repea!: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What reference does the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee desire to have made? 


Mr. CARMACK. Let the amendments lie on the table. Tho 


| bill has already been reported. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will lic 


; ; : : : in- | the table. 
crease of pension to Sarah A. McMurtrie; which was read twice | 


“Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 4363) granting an increase of | 


pension to Eli Veazie; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 4864) granting an increase | 


of pension to Joshua McCormick; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 4865) granting a pension to 


Louise A. King; which was read twice by its title, and referred 


to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 4366) granting a pension to 


Tenora Merrill Flake; which was read twice by its title, and re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. SMOOT introduced a bill (S. 4867) to establish a fish-hatch- 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment providing for competi 
tive examinations, under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Navy, to select candidates for the Naval Academy whenever any 
Senator or Representative entitled to designate a cadet for the 
Academy may make known his desire to have such an exami 
tion held, intended to be proposed by him to the naval appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BURROWS submitted an amendment proposing to i 
crease the salary of the captain of the watch, Weather Bur 
from $1,000 to $1,200, intended to be proposed by him to th 


| cultural appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committ 


| on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed. 


ing and fish station in the State of Utah; which was read twice | 


by its title, and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 


“Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 43868) providing for the | 


survey and subdivision of a portion of the Coeur d’Alene Indian 
Reservation in Idaho; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


the Committee on Pensions. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 4370) granting an increase of pen- 


sion to George A. Francis; which was read twice by its title, and 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


to Alison Clifton; which was read twice by its title. 
Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the peti- 
tion of Alison Clifton, together with the affidavits of Dr. C. H. 


Fulbright, Joseph McMahan, Col. John F. McMahan, Thomas | 
Hunt, and Joyner Gentry, and also certificate of discharge. I | 
move that the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the 


Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 4872) for the relief of H. 
Gibbes Morgan and other coowners of Cat Island, in the Gulf of 
Mexico; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4873) for the relief of the estate of 
William R. Wimbish; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 4874) granting a pension 
to Mary Lansing Catlin; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4875) to amend section 24 of 
the act approved December 21, 1898, entitled ‘‘An act to amend 
the laws relating to American seamen, for the protection of such 
seamen, and to promote commerce; ’’ which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4376) raising 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr 
McKENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House 


| disagreed to the amendments of the Senate to tihe bill (H. R. 112 

| making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular servi: 

| the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905; asks a conference wit 
He also introduced a bill (S. 4369) granting a pension to Hannah 

M. Lamberson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to | 





Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon 

had appointed Mr. Hirr, Mr. Apams of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 

DINSMORE managers at the conference on the part of the H 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER DAM. 


Mr. NELSON. Iask unanimous consent for the presen 


OLR Sea : . —_ . ea | sideration of the bill (H. R. 9308) permitting the buildin 
Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4871) granting a pension | dam across the Mississippi River between the counties of W1 


and Sherburne, in the State of Minnesota. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will not object to this bill, but aft 
has been disposed of I shall ask that the Calendar be pro 
with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill will be read. | 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the * 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the a 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11287) making appropriation: 
the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending / 


| 30, 1905, and asking for a conference with the Senate on the \isa- 


greeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives and agree to Ui 
conference asked for by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was auth ir 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
Hae, Mr, CuLiom, and Mr. TELLER were appointed. 
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PAYMENT TO EX-QUEEN LILIUOKALANI, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the Calendar of General Orders under Rule VIII. The Secre- 
tary will state the first case on the Calendar. 

The bill (8. 1553) for payment to Liliuokalani, formerly Queen 
of the Kingdom of Hawaii, was announced as first in order. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Objection being made, it goes 
ver. 

; EUCLID PLACE AND ERIE STREET. 

The bill (S. 2184) to connect Euclid place with Erie street was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADULTERATION OF FOODS, ETC, 


The bill (S. 198) for preventing the adulteration, misbranding, 
and imitation of foods, beverages, candies, drugs, and condiments 
in the District of Columbia and the Territories, and for other 
purposes, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KEAN. What bill is that? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The pure-food bill. 

Mr. KEAN. Let that bill go over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over without 
rejudice. 

, i r. HEYBURN. I should like to have the bili read at length, 
and then let it go over without losing its place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection having been made, 
the bill has gone over, retaining its place. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Very well. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA HIGHWAY SYSTEM. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 5) to enlarge the scope of an act en- 
titled ‘An act to provide a permanent system of highways in that 
part of the District of Columbia lying outside of cities,’’ approved 
March 2, 1893, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
provides that all the powers given to the Commissioners and 
others under the act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a permanent sys- 
tem of highways in that part of the District of Columbia lying 
outside of cities,’ approved March 2, 1893, shall apply to and be 
capable of being exercised upon and through Beatty and Haw- 
kins’s addition to Georgetown, where it may be necessary to con- 





nect streets in parts of the District lying outside of cities, or to | ren : y 
| extension of Vermont avenue from Florida avenue, with a uniform width of 
| 130 feet, to Brightwood avenue; thence, with the same width, in an easterly 


connect any street in the city with streets in the District of Co- 
lumbia. : ‘ 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 


nent, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third | 


time, and passed. 
DISTRICT WATER MAINS AND SERVICE SEWERS. 

The bill (S. 2878) authorizing the laying of water mains and 
service sewers in the District of Columbia, the levying of assess- 
ments therefor, and for other purposes, was considered as in Com- 
nittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 


Columbia with amendments, on page 3, in section 3, line 20, be- | 


fore the word ‘‘ provided,” to strike out ‘* hereinbefore ’’ and insert 
“herein;’? on page 4, line 8, after the word ‘‘age,”’ to insert 
‘either a member of his family orin his employ;’’ in line 12, after 
the word ‘* writing,’’ to insert ‘‘ under oath;’’ in line 17, after the 
word ‘‘age,’’ to insert ‘‘as aforesaid;’’ and in line 19, before the 
word ‘‘ successive,”’ to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘ three;’’ so 
as to make the section read: 

Sec. 3. That the assessor of the District of Columbia shall give notices as 
herein provided of the levying of assessments for water mains and service 
sewers. Assessments shall be levied within sixty days after the completion 
of the main or service sewer, and the owner or owners affected by such 
assessments shall be notified that the same have been levied by a notico 
which shall be served upon the owner of the lot or parcel of land if he or she 
bea resident of the District of Columbia, and his or her residence be known. 
If the owner be a nonresident or his or her residence be unknown, the notice 
sha!l be served on his or her agent or tenant. The service of such notice, 
where the owner or his or her agent or tenant resides in the District of 
Columbia, shall be personal or by leaving the same with some person of suit- 
able age, either a member of his family or in his ener, at the residence or 
place of business of such owner, agent, or tenant; and return of such service, 
stating the manner thereof, shall be made in writing under oath and filed in 
the office of the assessor of the District of Columbia. If there be no agent or 
tenant known to said assessor, and the owner or owners be not residents of 
the District of Columbia, or if the owner be a resident of the District of 
Columbia and can not be found therein, and no person of suitable age as 
aforesaid can be found at his or her residence or place of business, notice 
shall be given by advertisement once a week for three successive weeks in 
some daily newspaper published in said District, and in said publication of 
said notice each several piece of property shall be described in a separate 
paragraph, and the cost of such advertisement shall be added to the amount 
of ead assessment and collected in the same manner that said assessment is 
collected, 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


+ Shall take into account the assessm 


VERMONT AVENUE EXTENSION, 


The bill (S. 2324) for the extension of Vermont avenue from 
Florida avenue to Howard University was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to inquire about what is to be 
the cost of this proposed extension of Vermont avenue and whether 
there are many buildings that will have to be removed? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dvusots] 
who reported the bill is perhaps more familiar with this matter 
than other Senators. I call his attention to the fact that the Sena- 
tor from Missouri {Mr. CockRELL] has asked if there are many 
buildings to be removed in consequence of this extension. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will say to the Senator from Missouri that 
there area number of old negro shanties or shacks, but there are no 
buildings of any account at all to be removed ii the event of the 
passage of this bill. It will be a very great improvement to have 
the buildings on the line of the proposed extension taken out of 
the way. TheSenator from Florida [Mr. MaLLory] and I made 
a personal investigation of the matter, went over the whole 
ground; and I will say that, in our judgment, this is a very desir- 
able improvement to be made. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say tothe Senator from Missouri 
that one-half the cost of this extension—and I personally made an 
inspection, and the improvement is a very necessary one—is to be 
borne by the abutting property owners, and that the aggregate 
cost to the District of Columbia and to the Government will be 
about $68,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand the Committee on the District 
of Columbia adheres to the rule about taking into consideration 
the benefits to be derived in making compensation for property 
taken, 

Mr. GALLINGER. We do absolutely in all cases. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments reported by 
the Committee on the District of Columbia will be stated. 

The first amendment was, on page 2, line 8, after the word 
** provided,”’ to strike out ‘‘ such”’ and insert ‘“‘ an;’’ and in line 9, 
after the word ‘‘amount,”’ to insert ‘‘ not less than one-half;”’ so 
as to read: 

That within sixty days after the passage of this act the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to 
institute, in the supreme court of the District of Columbia, sitting as a dis- 
trict court, by petition particularly describing the lands to be taken, a pro- 
ceeding in rem to oomduaaa the land that may be necessary for 





direction to Howard University or Sixth street, the north line of said exten- 
sion between Sixth and Seventh streets being coincident with the north line 
of Howard avenue, in Howard University subdivision, the name of said How- 
ard avenue being hereby changed to Vermont avenue; and of the amount 
found to be due and awarded as damages for and in respect of the land con- 
demned for the extension of Vermont avenue to Howard University, as 
herein provided, an amount not less than on¢ If thereof shall be assessed 
by the jury hereinafter provided as benefits, and to the extent of such bene- 
fits, on any or all pieces or parcels of land which will be benefited by the 
extension of said Vermont avenues as said jury may find said pieces or par- 
cels of land will be benefited; and in determining the am t to be assesse 
against said pieces or parcels of land the jury shall take into consideration 
the respective situations of such pieces or parcels of land and the benefits 
they may severally receive from the extension of Vermont avenue as afore- 
said. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 24, page 2, after the word 
grounds,’’ to insert: 
Provided, That notwithstanding anything contained in the aforesaid sec- 
tion 8 of said act the assessment by the jury for benefits for said open 
shall be payable .n five equal annual installme rest at the 
of 4 per cent per annum, from and after sixty ’ » confirm 
the verdict and award, and in all cases of paymen 
t for benef 
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a‘zes, and shall pay only such part of s sward i ‘ 
be in excess of the assessment for benefits against such lot not 
taken, and there shall be credited on said as imount of said 


award not in excess of said assessment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE F. SCHILD. 

The bill (S. 905) for the relief of George F. Schild was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. LODGE. Let that go over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill goes over. 

READJUSTMENT OF ARMY OFFICERS’ ACCOUNTS. 

The bill (S. 1274) to authorize the readjustment of accounts of 
army officers in certain cases, and for other purposes, was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I think that bill had better go 
over. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If Senators will consent, before 
that bill goes over, I wish to suggest that there ought to be some 
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information with regard to the amount which the bill calls for. | Hall from the obligation to refund the sum of $111, being th, 
I hope that, if it comes over, when it again comes up some infor- | ference claimed to be due from him in his account as com), 
sioner, Chippewa Commission in Minnesota, and special d 


mation will be furnished: to the Senate of the amount which 
would be called for under the bill. ing agent from October 10, 1897, to July 81, 1900. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the | ‘The bill wasreported to the Senate without amendment, ord 
bill goes over, | to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and pa 


ish 


scat ; G. W. RATLEFF. JEAN LOUIS LEGARE, 
The bill (S. 3127) for the relief of G. W. Ratleff was announced | The bill (S. 735) for the relief of Jean Louis Legare. of the 


as next in order. minion of Canada, was considered as in Committee of the WI 


Mr. ALDRICH. Let that bill go over, Mr. President. Mr. ALLISON and Mr. ALDRICH. Let the report be 
Lhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 


bill B0es Over, ere ; The Secretar Vy procee ded to read the re port submitted b J 
HENRY O. BASSETT. Capp on the 20th ultimo. 
The bill (S. 623) for the relief of Henry O. Bassett, heir of Ope- Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the rest of the report be prin: 
man Bassett, deceased, was announced as next in order. the RECORD, without being read. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Isthere a reportin that case, Mr. President? The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perxkuys in the « 2 am 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is. is suggested that the further reading of the report be « 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the bill may goover, Mr. President. | with. Is there objection? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over. Mr. HOAR. Let the whole report be printed in the R: 
A. M. SHORT, The PRESIDING OFFICER. That the further reading 


. . . © . : | pensed with and that all of the report be printed i e Ri 
The bill (S. 3199) for the relief of A. M. Short was considered | th ne bi oti m? The Chair he - ome inted in the R 
iy > . ° > y 1 . : s 1ere opjyJectony: e r Ars yo 

as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the The report is as foll = P oe 
mp ‘} . 4 >Teport 18 aS TOLMOWS: 
Treasury to pay to A. M. Short, of Stillwater, Minn., $100. " epee Cai 14 

Mer COCR RT . " ane : : ‘he Committee on Claims, having considered the accom 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case, Mr. | commends that it bommonded brcteihing nat thee ‘. 

. | recommends that it beamended by striking out the words ‘t 
President. : | four bund d and twelve,” where they oc r in the thir r 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read, by inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘eight thousan 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. Carr January | ¥°), foregoing b e +o = avorabl vant fe commen nds its j 
. ; , = . ) » 1S al bt, BUbje eaboy ] 

0, 1904, as follows amendment, passed the Senate in the Fifty-seventh Congress, a1 

The Committee on Claims, having considered the bill (S. 3199) for the relief | cluded in — ellaneous cases in the omnibus bill, which was 
of A. M. Short, makes favorable report thereon and recommends its passage | Ported at the samo session, — . ; 
without amendment. = — — the following as the report accompany 

on in the Fifty-seventh Congress 
MEMORANDUM. 

The above claim arose out of the fact that Capt. A. M. Short, master and [Senate Report No. 634, Fiftyseventh Congress, first session 
owner of a steamer on the upper Mississippi, was fined for overrunning the | The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S 
perio 4 covered by inspection. relief of Jean Louis Legare, of the Dominion of Canada, beg leay: 

Copies of the letters of John D. Sloane, inspector, and John M. Lenihan, | the following report: 
surveyor, are her sto appended. That the bill be amended by inserting ‘‘ $8,000” in lien of * $13 
_ Four hundr »d dollars of the fine was remitted before the fine was covered so amended, report the bill favor: ably and recommend its p 
into the Trea sury, but $100 having be en covered into the Treasury could not The claim is for money expended and f¢ Yr services rend 
De Tt funded by remiss.on, but only by appropriation, for which purpose this | procuring the surr nder of Sitting Bull and his band of Indi: 
bill is introduced. battle of ‘the Little Big Horn, in the year 1876, in which Gene ra l 

panos killed, Sitting Bull and his band, being pursued by the army, es 
STEAMBOAT-INSPECTION SERVICE. the United States into the territory of Canada, stopping in the W 
OFFICE OF SUPERVISING INSPECTOR, Firrn District, tain region in the Northwest Territory of ( anada. The Indian 
Dubuque, Jowa, December 11, 1903, | stant disturbance to the government of Canada, and were a m 
. . | own Government through their raids across the line between t 

DEAR Sim: Iam in receipt of your favor of December 7, 1%8, asking me to ies, and it was necessary for the United States to m 1a tain a] 
use my efforts in obtaining a remissionof the penalty imposed on Capt. A. M. | ~ oe = on the fr tie? r to protect its citizens fron plu 1 der a 
Short for violation of the iaw in navigating the steamer W/aunetta after the , ae .y s 1877 to and including 1881 f ent att - 
expiration of her inspecti mn certificate. | in he year ‘4 Cath i - ing thetin n atten bs we 

nN r tk é the tiles oO nit¢ 

fn re pl y 1 wish to assure yo a be pleased to serve youin.ai iding ure Wat eir surrender t ; ae oTa78. be ‘ Al att tea : it t suc 
Captain Short, but I have no authority, officially, in the matter, it having | Jy jians r fused to come back Ce ee 
gone out of my hands when I referred it t: the surveyor of cmaicunn at this ' n 183 nome "lison was sentas theagentof Major Brotherton, U 
port, Mr. John M. Lenihan, at which time I recommended lenienc y in Captain } ten is ; 

: 1 Army, with m “OV isions and presents, and hee ndeavor¢ i toindu 
Shc rt s case, and the inclosed copy of Mr. Lenihan'sreport tothe Department to come back, but was unabie to doso. In 188] MajorCrozier, of t 
will show that he, in turn, recommended that the fine be remitted. olice of C ~ da. helda council. gave them presents.and tried to: 

However, when I am in Washington, D. _C., next January, Ishall be pleased | ?” a H f ' , Seriod ot th 2 
to do what I can in Captain Short’s behalf. to come bac ne oe e aisscn Es eh iod of tt Tete rs ‘ 

9 8c RET Ms« ( , nite Sts 

It would seem to me that, if you would take the matter up with one of the ter was 8 tev Major Crozier by seh ee foom, : iit a 
United States Senators, and have him intercede with the Secretary, that he | be read toSitting Bull. After receiving thisle 7 Major Crozier 

ited $ ms . . , aat bh » the Indians and read the letter to them, but Sitting Bull and hi 


? 

couk l be influenced to remit the penalty. And in that case I woul id b glad |. 
1 oo have fz > mounted police and w 1 come bi 
to call, wita one of the Senators, upon the Secretary and siate the circum- hii tod — in the x police and were afraid to come | 


stances to him. 
; ) on ff W a B. ) 7 
Trusting that this w ill be satisfactor y to you and that I may have an op- C utr, — oe poems a a I — Gan, n, then * ank er 
t Ww i t ion: ; th 


portur ity of assisting : have tl 1e honor to yormain, | Ma}. D. H. Brotherton, who was then in command at Fort Bufo: 
Very sincerely, yours, Joun D. 810 | the services of Jean Louis Legare in conuection with the retu 
Hon. E. W. DuRANT, Stillwater, Minn _ AE, Bulland his band. Mr.Jordan had known Legare fora num! 
—— oe , , he introduced L agare to Major Brothe rton. assuring the 
ed XN nce v h tl +7 } ~"F o 
OFFICE OF THE SURVEYOR oF CusToms, ee eee 
Port of Dubuque, Iowa, October 20, 1908. vin ved that Le gare wv od eae Shad re} ese ome oo 4110 —— 
ton made an arrangement with him by W hich he was to exert 
Sirk: Ihave the honor to report penalty of $500 imposed on Capt. A. M. | securethe returnof the Indians,and he assured Legare tha ut the 
Short for violation of the law, by the steamer Waunetia, in navigating from | would co mpensate him well for his services and expenses in that « 
Septen ber 30, 1903, until October 8, 1903, after the expiration of her certificate L egare was then, and for some time pre vious sly had been, a ti 
of inspection. The said fine or pe nalty has been paid and deposited with as- | freighter, living in a remote ré zion of northwest ‘anada, and n 
sistant treasurer of the United States, Chicago, Til. | familiar with the laws of the United States. He had no knowle 
J he rewith in close re port of same made by Mr. John D. Sloane, supervis- | mation that Major Brotherton, of the Army, was without p - r to 
ing inspector, fifth district, and also sworn statements of Capt. A. M. Short | Government by a contract,and the services that he remiered and 1 
and four other persons who were on board of the vessels during the period of | he expended thereafter were in the belief that he had a conti 
the storm and high wind prevailing between September 80 and October 8, | United States which would €scure reimbursement and com pou 
1908. ’ . : : services and expenditures of Legare are as follows: 
C ones Goring the diMoulties under which o apt. 4. 0. Ghort was placed in | (1) 1881, April 20. Provisions, tobacco, and pipes furnished Sitting 
trying to save the raft of lumber said vessels were towing, during the st rm Bull and followers 
and prevailing high winds on the Mississippi River at the time stated, in | (2) Transportation and board for Indians, from Wood Mountain 
opinion he was unavoidab ly detained through bad weather from arrivi ngs at | Canada, to Fort Bnford, Dak., 150 miles, at $32 per Indian: 
this port in time for inspection. 1881. April 26. 16 Indians 
The said Capt. A. M. Short has been navigating the Mississippi River on 1881. y 99. 82 Indians 
vessels as master and pilot thirty years, and has never been known to violate | 1881, July 11, 200 Indians 
the navigation laws during all that period. ee one soon 


“teas ; — (3) Transportation ‘and board of Indiana from Fort Buf. ra 
Respectfully submit me ‘Ghat the penalty, vis, $900, be remitted. to Wood Mountain, Canada, 160 miles, at $32 — r Indian 


q < 
Jous M. Lusrmax, Surveyor. ase, June dB ndinns -----2--vn sana 


The SecRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 1481. July 29, 1 In om sik a RE 
Washington, D. C. | (4) Provisions furnished 12 lodges of Indians, about 50 or 60 persons, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered from April 26 to July 2, 1ss1 _ pan 8 
nL . ry 7 yassed. | (5) 181, July 2. Provisions ‘and tobacco furnished Sitting Bull an: 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. | ps Bah Hy rage Sete - : 
DARWIN 8. HALL. (6) 1881, July 3. Twelve 


: ala . hree headmen, at $12 
The bill (S. 721) for the relief of Darwin 8. Hall was considered | ,;, oonte July 11. One: ai gia + to Sitting Bull 


as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to relieve Darwin 8. | (8) 1481, July 11. One lookin g-glass for Sitting 
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(9) 1881, July 11. To one lodge -.... etnaapesneh abenminnhe Us chetsabine oote $12.00 
(10) 1882, A ‘ 12. Board and clothing for one Indian, nine months, 

a rere 0 itiatbeinn< xindnanddehe dnaéeaiatentesan 360.00 

(11) 1000, se Se ONS EO ic ec cn ansenccadiamenpecsoacace 3,000.00 

(j2) 1882, April 22. One pony, turned over to scout .............-..... 45.00 

(13) Use of pony from August 25, 1881, to April 22, 1882............... 54.00 

ee IEE INO os cncccnceeccccnn cousieececeececaccos 13, 412.00 


Legare, at great bodily peril, entreated the Indians to return to the United 
States, and as a means of reaching their judgment he made presents to many 
of them and feasts for allof them. These things he did because he knew the 
Indian character and knew that by these methods only could he secure fay- 
orable action on their part. He fed 50 or 60 of them from April 26 to July 2. 
iss]; furnished provisions and tobacco for the band at various times and 
transported and furnished them with food from Wood Mountain, Canada, to 
Fort Buford, Dak. T., a distance of 150 miles through a wild and barren coun- 
try. He not only transported the Indians in person, but he also carried their 
iepees, poles, and blankets. ‘He was obliged to carry all the provisions, so as 
to provide them with everything they required on the way; also to carry 
wood and, for a part of the way, water. 

In transporting these Indians Legare madeseveral journeys, taking a por- 


tion of the band each time, and after arriving at Fort Buford and remaining 
there for a short time returning to Wood Mountain, taking with him asmall 
number of the Indians to verify his statement that those who surrendered 


themselves and came over the border were well treated by the United States 
Government. That the services and expenditures of Legare were appreci- 
ated by the officers of the Army is shown by the following correspondence: 


[Copy telegram.] 


Fort Burorp, DAK. T., May 29, 1881. 

I have considered it best to retain Mathey’s troop, as sending itaway would 
reduce the garrison to 186 present for duty. I expect more {ndians in very 
soon--perhaps the greater portion of those at Woody Mountain, and it may 
besome from Sitting Bullat Lake Qu’Appelle. There [are?} at the two places 
about sixty lodges, in most cases, I am informed, two families to a lodge, and 
in all about 300 men, women, and children. 

Mr. Legare, a trader at being, | Mountain, who has brought in his last two 
trips forty-eight Indians, came [brought?] in on the 26th instant thirty-two. 
These were gent with the others to Yates. . I sent back with him two of those 
he brought in, after they had seen and talked with their friends here. Mr. 
Legare tells me that the fact of their friends novel na) gone below peace- 
ably, and were so well treated while here, will, he thinks, produce a move- 
ment at once of the Indians at Woody Mountain in this direction to surren- 
der, as they are starving where ez are, and also that there is now a strong 
probability that Sitting Bull himself, finding so many of his adherents leay- 
ing him, even his own daughter, will have to come in. 

{ have known Mr. Legare since last summer; he is well known, reliable, 
and I have every reason, from the way things look now, to believe his impres- 
siou Will be realizad. He has been here quitea number of times, but usually 
very reticent on the subject of Indians company {coming?) in, but is now out- 
spoken, and seems thoroughly convinced that all will comein. With this in 
view, I thought best to retain Mathey’s troop, as I presume all that come in 
wil! be shipped to Yates. 

(he Indians shipped the other day embarked cheerfully and willingly, to 
allappearance. Isent withthem Allisonand Running Antelope. Mr. Legare 
left here yesterday with his train for Woody Mountain; said he would return 
in about two weeks with all the Indians who desired to come in. He brings 
these Indians in, hauling their plunder on his carts, and has so far fed them 
on the way. Can not he be reimbursed in some we 

. H. BROTHERTON, 
Major, Seventh Infantry, Commanding. 


Gen. A. H. TERRY, 
Commanding Department of Dakota, St. Paul, Minn, 


[Telegram.] 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF DAKOTA, 
Fort Snelling, Minn., June 6, 1881. 
COMMANDING OFFICER, Fort Buford: 


Department commander regrets he has no funds opeicehe or available 
for paying Mr. Legare for bringing Indians into Fort Buford to surrender 
and feeding them en route. 

BRECK, Assistant Adjutant-General. 


Mr. Legare was not a man of large means, and he spent everything he had 
except a few dry goods in getting these Indians from Wood Mountain to Fort 
Buford. He has made repeated efforts through the War Department, the 
Court of Claims, and Congress to be compensated for his services and ex- 
penses, but he has never received a dollar from this Government in any way. 

_ After failing to get anything through the War Department, he filed a pe- 
tition in the Court of Claims. The testimony was taken, and the claim was 
so thoroughly established that no eoatrorenr was made as to the facts of 
his performing the services or to their value, but he was unsuccessful in his 
litigation for the reason that the court found that Major Brotherton had no 
authority to contract on behalf of the United States to pay Legare for serv- 
ices rendered or supplies furnished the Indians during their journey to 
Fort Buford, and the court held that the claim was not a legal demand 
against the United States cognizable in the Court of Claims for that reason, 
and it also held that most of the claim was barred by the statute of limita- 
tion at the time the suit was commenced, and therefore the petition was dis- 
missed, 

_ This case is No. 15713 in the Court of Claims, and the opinion of the court 
is reported in 24 Court of Claims, 513. 

Since the dismissal of his claim by the Court of Claims Legare has been 
constantly endeavoring to obtain relief through Congressional action, and in 
the Fifty-first Congress the Committee on Indian Affairs of the House of 
Representatives reported favorably upon his claim, to the extent of $9,000, 
but fi 'r some reason no bill has ever sd either House for bis relief. 

Realizing the great importance to both countries of the services rendered 

y Mr. Legare in thus insuring peace upon the border, the Canadian govern- 

nent, without any request from Legare, and without his knowledge, by act 
of Parliament voted him the sum of $2,000asa gratuity. Theevidence shows 
that in expenditures and in services rendered there should be paid Legare 
$13,412. Of course this is exclusive of interest for the more than twenty 
years which have elapsed since these things were done. In addition to the 
expense of transporting the supplies furnished the Indians from Wood 
Mountain to Fort io distance of 150 miles—Legare had to pay duties 
— i ranging from 6 to 40 per centof their value, to the Canadian goy- 

Tnment, 

; The testimony of all the witnesses shows that Legare is a man of the highest 
integ ity. Alexander R. MacDonell, in command of the northwest mounted 
police, stationed at Wood Mountain Post, testified in the case, in the Court of 
Uliims, that he had known Legare for many years; knew of the services which 


eee 


he had rendered the United States in returning Sitting Bulland his band,ard 
when asked what he knew as to Legare’s character, he said: 

‘Without exception, he is the most honest man levermet. I donotthink 
he is capable of doing a dishonest act.” 

In the judgment of your committee, payment of the amount claimed by 
Legare should be made without further delay, and it will be far from an 
adequate return for the oe | of property and lives and the expenditures 
for military forces, which would have been made necessary if these Indians 
had remained in Canada, making forays across the border from time to time. 
We therefore recommend that the bill do pass for the sum of $8,000. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims with 
an amendment, in line 5, after the word ‘“‘ Treasury,”’ to strike ont 
the words ‘‘ not otherwise appropriated;’’ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $13,412 be, and the same is hereby, ap- 
ropriated, out of any money in the Treasury, for full compensation to Jean 
,ouis Legare, of the Saceniedens of Canada, for services and money expended 

in bringing into the United States and procuring the surrender of Sitting 
Bull and his followers, under the direction of the War Department; and that 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to make pay- 
ment of the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment recommended by the com- 
mittee in the report does not appear in the bill, and I move to 
strike out ‘* $13,412’’ and insert ** $8,000,”’ the amount they recom- 
mend. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri of- 
fers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SecrRETARY. In line 3, before the word “ dollars,” strike 
out ‘‘thirteen thousand four hundred and twelve’’ and insert 
‘* eight thousand.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. Who reported the bill? 

Mr.GALLINGER. TheSenator from Minnesota [Mr. CLapp]. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLapp}. 
He is not here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The junior Senator from Minne- 
sota reported the bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, this bill has been 
before the Committee on Indian Affairs two or three times. I 
had some prejudice against it when it first came before the com- 
mittee, but I have investigated it and I am satisfied that this man 
actually furnished these supplies at the request of an army officer 
for the purpose of getting Sitting Bull back into the United 
States. I gave up my opposition to it some time ago. I think it 
is better than a gcod many of the claims that we are passing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The case was also in the Court of Claims, 
where it was held, as a matter of course, that this army officer 
had no legal, technical right to make a contract that would bind 
the Government. But all the facts were set forth in the Court 
of Claims, and I am just like the Senator from Connecticut. I 
had very decided prejudices against it until I examined it, when 
Icame to the conclusion that it is an equitable claim; that it 
ought to be paid; and I think it is a great mistake that it was not 
paid at the time. 

Mr. SPOONER. When the Senator from Connecticut and the 
Senator from Missouri unite in saying that, I make no objection 
to the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Connecticut why, if this is a correct bill, he is content that the 
amount shall be cut in two? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Ido not know that it ought to be. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not understand the query of the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin. 

Mr.SPOONER. If theSenatorsare satisfied that thisamount— 
$13,412—was expended in good faith, why should it be cut down? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was the rough estimate, and both 
committees which have passed upon it since, examining the case 
and having allof the evidence that was before the Court of Gaims, 
have held that $8,000 was a reasonable amount. and it has been so 
reported all the time. <A similar bill passed the Senate heretofore. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JAMES M. WILLBUR. 

The bill (S. 1827) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
adjust and settle the account of James M. Wiilbur with the United 
States and to pay said Willbur such sum of money as he may be 
justly and equitably entitled to, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to 
make settlement with James M. Willbur for excess in weight of 
material and excess in the superficial measurement of illuminat- 
ing tiling, frames, and supports thereof, placed by Willbur in, on, 
or around the New York City post-office and court-house build- 
ing beyond what he was required to furnish by his contract with 
the United States. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendmenié, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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SOUTHERN RAILWAY LIGHTER NO. 10, 


The bill (S. 964) to grant jurisdiction and authority to the Court 
of Claims in the case of Southern Railway Lighter No. 10, her car- 
goes, etc., was considered@s in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses that the claims of the owners of the lighter known as ‘‘ South- 
ern Railway Lighter No. 10,’ and cargoes, freight, and personal 
effects thereon, alleged to have been sunk, lost, or greatly dam- 
aged by collision with the United States army transport Sumner, 
in the harbor of Norfolk, Va.,on or about the 17th day of March, 
1900, be referred to the Court of Claims, with jurisdiction and 
anthority to hear and determine the same to judgment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF BRIG. GEN. WAGER SWAYNE. 


The bill (S. 2579) for the relief of the estate of Brig. Gen. Wager 
Swayne, in charge of the Bureau of Refugees, Freedmen, and 
Abandoned Lands, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report in the case be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. WaRREN on 
the 20th ultimo, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims. to whom was referred the bill (S. 2579) for the 


relief of the estate of Brig. Gen. Wager Swayne, in charge of ths Bureau of 
Refugees, Freedmen, and Abandoned Lands, having carefully considered the 


same, hereby report it back to the Senate and recommend its passage without | 


amendment. 

This bill does not involve the payment of any money to General Swayne's 
estate, but merely provides that his account be credited with the amount, 
$4,000, now standing as a charge against him on the books of the Treasury 
Department. 

The Treasury Department recommends the 
seen from the following letter signed by F. E. 
Department: 


ssage of this bill, as will be 
ittman, Auditor for the War 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, December 28, 1903. 


Srr: I have the honor to transmit herewith letter of Senator Francis E. | 


WARREN, chairman of the Committee on Claims, United States Senate, re- 
soo copies of certain papers and expression of opinion in the matter of 
Senate bill No. 2579, for the relief of the estate of Brig. Gen. Wager Swayne, 
and have to report as follows: 

Late in July, 1865, General Swayne was ordered to Montgomery, Ala., to 
organize a branch of the Bureau of Refugees, Freedmen, and Abandoned 
Lands at that place. He had no funds on hand for that purpose, and arrange- 


ments were made for the transfer to him of $4,000 from Capt. W. B. Arm- | 
Captain Armstrong sent by express the $4,000, | 


strong at New Orleans, La. — 
together with a blank receipt prepared for signature of General Swayne 
The package reached General Swayne August $, 1865. He had as his disburs- 
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HYLAND C. KIRK AND OTHERS. 


The bill (S, 2238) for the relief of Hyland C. Kirk and others 
assignees of Addison C. Fletcher, was announced as the next by,.;. 
ness in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made to ¢hp 
consideration of the bill under Rule VIII, it will go over with vy: 
prejudice. r 


si- 


NYE & SCHNEIDER COMPANY, 


The bill (S. 2516) for the relief of the Nye & Schneider Com. 
pany was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to appropriate $61.13 for the purpose of paying to Nye & Schnoi- 
der Company, of Fremont, Nebr., an unpaid balante on })j!! 
rendered for fuel furnished for the purpose of heating the post 
office building at Hastings, Nebr. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


LOSSES INCURRED BY ARMY OFFICERS AND ENLISTED MEN. 


The bill (S. 114) to extend the provisions of the act of March 3. 
1885, relative to officers and enlisted men of the United States 
Army was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, to insert at the end of the bill the 
‘*and the hurricane in Porto Rico;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of the act March 3, 1885, relatinz to 
losses incurred by the officers and enlisted men of the United States Ariny 
are hereby extended so as to include the officers, acting assistant su: 


| and enlisted men of the United States Army who were stationed at Galyes: 





: va, Tex., during the cyclone of September 8, 1900, and the hurricane in P: 
RICO. 
The amendment was agreed to. ’ 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Missouri whether the statute referred to, that of 1885. is not 
now broad enough to include these officers and men? 
Mr. COCKRELL. No; thatis what the accounting officers say, 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I supposed it was. : 
Mr. COCKRELL. I should suppose it was, but they say not. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


‘TtO 


| ment was concurred in. 


ing officer one B. W. Norris, who signed as “Paymaster, U. 8. A., disbursing | 
ofticer,” but he had, in fact, been mustered out of the military service July | 


31, 1865. The records of this office indicate that Norris received the package 
of money and on counting it found it $% short. On the same day Norris 
wrote to Captain Armstrong asking him to send $5 in a letter, and the next 
day when he took the money to a bank for deposit the bank officers threw 
out four $ bills as counterfeit. These counterfeit bills Norris returned to 
Armstrong by express. There is no further record, except that on August 
28 Norris sent Armstrong Swayne's receipt for the full $4,000. This receipt 
is dated August 5, 1865, which is no doubt the day it was originally prepared 
in New Orleans. 

The records of this office do not show that Norris or General Swayne ever 
rendered accounts showing the disposition of this money. While General 
Swaynesigned the receipt given toArmstrong for $4,@00, the evidence indicates 


that he never actually received the money, but that Norris was intrusted | 


with the accounting for it, which he never did. Effort to locate the bank in 
which Norris deposited the money has failed. 


and no stoppage made of the $4,000 charged on the books of the Department 
and which is the subject of the pending bill. 


It may be proper to add that | 
in October, 1882, General Swayne was allowed over $4,400 for arrearsof pay due | 
| report be read. 


The effect of the bill, if en- | 


acted, will be to credit General Swayne with the $4,000 and thus remove the | 


charge standing against him on the books of the Treasury Department. It 


will not involve the payment of this amount from the Treasury. 


After consideration of the facts in this case, as disclosed by the records of | 


this office, Iam of the opinion that the proposed bill for the relief of General 
Swayne should be passed. Homie ; 

Copies of such papers as appear to be material in this matter are inclosed 
herewith. 


Respectfully, F. E. RivrMan, 


Auditor, 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be ewgrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRISCILLA R. BURNS, 


The bill (S. 2888) for the relief of Priscilla R. Burns was an- 
nounced as the next business on the Calendar, 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the bill go over, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill 
will go over. 
JOHN W. GUMMO, 


he bill (S. 1407) for the relief of John W. Gummo was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to John W. Gummo, late of Company F, 
Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, the sum of 
$190, being the balance of bounty due him for services rendered 
the Government during the late war of the rebellion. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


REMOVAL OF STRUCTURES FROM INDIAN LANDS. 


The bill (S. 3424) to authorize the removal of structures from 
Indian allotments in Minnesota was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. It is very short. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There is no necessity for tli 
ond section. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The report will be read. 
does the Senator from Connecticut request? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The bill might as well be am: 
by striking out the second section. That is the law anyway. 
takes effect on its passage. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, yes; that is surplusage. 
It is very short. 

The PRESIDENT pretempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. CLarr fro! 
the Committee on Indian Affairs on the 21st ultimo, as follow 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to which Senate bill 3424 was r 
having considered the same, makes report and recommends its passa. 
out amendment. 

The foregoing bill is for the purpose of defining tho status of the on 
of structures built on Indian lands in Minnesota which have hereto 
may hereafter be allotted to Indians. And to place the question | 
doubt provides that the owners of such structures may move the san 
shall not be required to move them between the Ist day of October #: 
Ist day of the following May. To guard against interfering with * 
tract rights, the bill provides that it shall not apply to any structure piv 


But let 


| upon the land by virtue of any contract authorized by law. 


| 


i 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Conne 
moves to amend the bill by striking out the second section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ESTATE OF ELI AYERS. 

The bill (S. 3170) to quiet the titles of certain lands in the Siate 
of Mississippi, and for the relief of the estate of Eli Ayers, Wis 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over. 

RESUBDIVISION IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
The bill (H. R. 3584) to authorize the resubdivision of lot* oT 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | blocks in the District of Columbia was considered as in Comut 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. | tee of the Whole. 
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to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
PUBLIC-LAND SALES, 

The bill (S. 580) to extend the provisions of section 2455 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States as amended by act of Feb- 
ruary 26,1895, relating to public lands, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It provides that where any of the public 
lands of the United States are now open, or shall hereafter be 
open to actual settlers ay: under the provisions of the homestead 
law and under the law relating to town sites, and for that reason 
section 2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as 
amended by act of February 26, 1895, relating to the sale of iso- 
lated or disconnected tracts or parcels, is not applicable from and 
after the passage and approval of this act, a sale under the last- 
named section as so amended of any isolated or disconnected 
tracts or parcels may be ordered by the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office. But the minimum price for which such tracts 
or parcels shall be sold shall be the price required by the act under 
which the land sosold is subject toentry. Where no price is pro- 
vided in the act opening the lands then the price for which the 
lands shall be sold shall be not less than $1.25 per acre. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
AGREEMENT WITH LOWER BRULE INDIANS, 

The bill (S. 582) to ratify an agreement with the Lower Brulé 
band of the Sioux tribe of Indians in South Dakota and making 
appropriation to carry the same into effect was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is not time enough to pass the next 
bill, and I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of the 
bill (S. 3720) to authorize the St. Joseph and Grand Island Rail- 
way Company, in the reconstruction of the bridge across the Mis- 
souri River at or near St. Joseph, Mo., to lower said bridge and 
to shorten the draw spans thereof. It is a very short bill, cover- 
ing only about a page, and it can be passed by the time 2 o’clotk 
arrives. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Further proceedings under 
this order would be under Rule IX instead of Rule VIII, unless the 
Senate should otherwise direct. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If there are to be further pro- 
ceedings under this order, I ask that they be under Rule VIII. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. What is the request of the Senator? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That if we are to go on with the 
Calendar we shall go on with it under Rule VIII. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; I would rather that we should not, 
Mr. President. On the last day’s session, when we were on the 
Calendar we reached a bill on which the yeas and nays were 
called, and the vote was not definitive because the call developed 
the fact that there was no quorum present. At 2 o’clock I take 
it for granted that bill comes up again to be disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the Calendar of General 
Orders under Rule IX, it would be the first to come up, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate bills from the House of Representatives. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 9641) toamend “An act granting to the Keokuk 
and Hamilton Water Power Company right to construct and 
maintain a dam, and so forth,” approved February 8, 1901, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

The bill (H. R. 10136) authorizing bail in criminal cases upon 
appeal in the courts of Indian Territory was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 106) amending public resolu- 
tion No, 8, Fifty-sixth Congress, second session, approved Feb- 
ruary 3, 1901, providing for the printing annually of the Report 
on Field Operations of the Division of Soils, Department of Agri- 
culture, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

RELATIONS WITH COLOMBIA, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What is the unfinished business, 
Mr. President? © 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The unfinished business is the 
Bacon resolution. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I suppose it will be laid before 
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the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that it is the unfinished business to 
proceed with the call of yeas and nays, which was interrupted by 
the want of a quorum. I remember that question having come 
up once before on a very important matter. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is not the unfinished busi- 
ness. According to the Calendar the Bacon resolution is the un- 
finished business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business was 
= aside informally on Friday, and the Calendar was then in 
order. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then the question, I suppose, is 
whether to-day we shall resume the consideration of the unfin- 
ished business, which is the Bacon resolution, or whether, the 
Senate having adjourned on a roll call for the want of a quorum, 
that is displaced and the bill proposing to pay the ex-Queen of 
the Hawaiian Islands comes up as the unfinished business. 

Mr. HOAR. How did that matter come up at the last day’s 
session? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business was 
informally laid aside, there being no one ready to address the 
Senate upon it. 

Mr. HOAR. Ob, well; then the Senator from Connecticut is 


right. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senate determined to go to the Cal- 
endar, as I understand it, and this bill was reached in its order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And a vote by yeas and nays was or- 
dered, and the call of the yeas and nays developed no quorum, 
whereupon a motion to adjourn was made and agreed to. 

Mr. KEAN. The yeas and nays were ordered on a motion to 
recommit the bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The yeas and nays were ordered on a 
motion to recommit the bill to the Committee on Pacific Islands 
and Porto Rico. The call of the roll showed no quorum, where- 
upon a motion to adjourn was madeand carried. That,I take it, 
is the situation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Butif theunfinished business 
was only informally laid aside for the day, it would resume its 
place as unfinished business to-day. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. During a call of the yeas and nays? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest that the unfinished business be 
laid before the Senate, and if no one is ready to proceed with its 
consideration then we can go to the Calendar. 

Mr. CULLOM. And then we can lay aside the unfinished 
business again. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I ask that the unfinished business 
be laid aside, and that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill which was before the Senate on Friday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tempo- 
rarily laid aside and that the Senate shall proceed to the consider- 
ation of the Calendar of General Orders. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. The Chair will lay before the Senate the 
first case on the Calendar. 


PAYMENT TO EX-QUEEN LILIUOKALANI, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1553) for payment to Liliuokalani, for- 
merly Queen of the Kingdom of Hawaii. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion pending at the 
time of the adjournment of the Senate was to recommit the bill 
to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. That motion 
is now pending. The yeas and nays were ordered upon it, and 
that order remains unsatisfied by reason of no quorum having 
appeared at the time. The Secretary will call the roll on the 
motion to recommit. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Is an inquiry in order? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Hardly, after the roll call has 
commenced. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Isimply wanted to know just what the roll 
is being called on. I understand that it is a bill on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is on the motion to recom- 
mit Senate bill 1553 to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto 
Rico, 

The Secretary resumed the call of the roll. 

Mr. McCREARY (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘* nay.’’ 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. There- 
fore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. QUARLES (when his name was called). I have a general 
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pair with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON]. 
not know how he would vote. 
** vea.”’ 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLapp], which 
I transfer to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Latimer]. I 
vote ** nay.”’ 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM]. Ido 
not see him present. So I will have to withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GIBSON, Iam paired with the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
KEARNS]. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam paired with the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. ELKins}. As he is not present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PERKINS (after having voted in the negative). I havea 


general pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. | 


OVERMAN]. I understand that if he were present he would vote 
*‘nay.”’? Therefore I will permit my vote to stand. 

Mr. GAMBLE. 
from Nevada [Mr. NEWLANps], The junior Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. McCreary] has a general pair with the junior Sen- 
ator from’Ohio [Mr. Hanna]. The pairs have been transferred 
so that the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna] will stand 
paired with the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. NEwLanps], 
permitting the junior Senator from Kentucky and myself to vote. 
I therefore vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. McCREARY. I vote “ nay.”’ 

Mr. MILLARD (after having voted in the affirmative). I have 
a general pair with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE], and 
therefore I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I ask if the junior Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Stonr] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
has not voted. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I have a general pair with that 
Senator, and withhold my vote. If I were at liberty to vote, I 
should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the negative). By request | 
of the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricH] I will 
consent to pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
WETMORE], and I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Iam informed that if the junior 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. STONE] were present he would vote 
‘*nay.’’ I therefore take the liberty of voting. I vote ‘*nay.”’ 

Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the negative). I wish to 
state that I have a pair with the Senator from North Dakota [ Mr. 
HANSBROUGH]. I voted, thinking that he would come in, but I 
have no information as to how he would vote. I do not know 
whether there is any question of politics about the motion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not know how the Senator from North 
Dakota would vote. 

Mr. HOAR. There is no politics in it. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. MILLARD. Iwill transfer my pair with the junior Sena- 
tor from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE] to the Senator from Delaware | 
[Mr. ALLEE], and vote “‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will transfer my pair with the junior Sena- 
tor from Minnesota [Mr. CLAPP] to the junior Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. LATIMER], so that the junior Senator from Minne- 
sota will stand paired with the junior Senator from South Caro- 
lina. I vote “* nay.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 27, as follows: 
YEAS—23. 

Heyburn, 
Hopkins, 
Kean, 
Lodge, 
Long, 
Millard, 
NAYS—27. 
McComas, 
McCreary, 
Mallory, 
Martin, 
Mitchell, 
Money, 
Patterson, 
NOT VOTING—40. 


Hansbrough, 
Hawley, 
Kearns, 
Kittredge, 
Latimer, 
McCumber, 
McEnery, 
McLaurin, 
Clark, Mont. Hale, Morgan, 
Clarke, Ark. Hanna, Nelson, 


So the Senate refused to recommit the bill. 


The Chair is informed that he 


| 


Aldrich, 
Ball, 
Bard, 
Burnham, 
Burrows, 
Cullom, 


Platt, Conn, 
Proctor, 
Smoot, 
Spooner, 
/arren, 


Dillingham, 
Dolliver, 
Dryden, 
Frye, 
Gallinger, 
Gamble, 


Perkins, 
Pettus, 
Platt, N. Y. 
Simmons, 
Stewart, 
Teller. 


Daniel, 
Dubois, 
Foraker, 
Foster, Wash. 
Fulton, 
Gorman, 
Hoar, 


Alger, 
Ankeny, 
Bate. 
Blackburn, 
Carmack, 
Clark, Wyo. 
Clay, 


Allee, 
Allison, 
Bacon, 
Bailey, 
Berry. 
Beveridge, 
Burton, 
Clapp, 


Cockrell, 
Culberson, 
Depew, 
Dietrich, 
Elkins, 
Fairbanks, 
Foster, La. 
Gibson, 


Newiands, 
Overman, 
Penrose, 
uarles, 
uay, 
Scott, 
Stone, 
Taliaferro, 
Tillman, 
Wetmore. 
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I do | 
If he were here, I should vote | 


I have a general pair with the junior Senator | 


| Daniel, 

| Alrich, 

| Bard, 

| Burnham, 


| Cullom, 


| Allee, 


FEBRUARY 15 


+ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Ma1- 
| LORY], which will be stated. 
| The Secretary. In line 6, before the word “thousand,” i¢ js 

proposed to strike out ‘ hundred” and insert “ one hundred ani 
fifty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 

seoctes to pay to Liliuokalani, formerly Queen of the Kingdom of Haw aii, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

ments were concurred in. 
| The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
was read the third time. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I ask for the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill. ? 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
_ call the roll. 
| Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called), I have a genera] 
pair with the senior Senator from Utah [Mr. KEarns]}, and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. McENERY (when his name was called). I havea genera] 
pair with the Senator from New York [Mr. DEPEw], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). I have a pair with 
_ the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY], and withhold my 
| vote on that account. ; 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I have a general 
| pair with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLAPP], but I transfer 
| that pair to the Senator from South Carolina | Mr. Latimer}, and 
| vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave a general pair with the Senator from 
| Missouri [Mr. CockRELL], and therefore refrain from voting. If 
| he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 
| Mr. BACON. Iagain announce my pair with the junior Sena- 
| tor from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE]. 
| The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 26, as follows: 
YEAS—26. 

McCreary, 
Mallory, 
Martin, 
Mitchell, 
Money, 
Patterson, 
Perkins, 
NAYS—26. 
Hey burn, 
Hopkins, 
Kean, 
Lodge, 
Long, 


© 
Alger, 
Bate, 
Blackburn, 
Carmack, 
Clark, Wyo. 


Clay, 


Dubois, 
Foraker, 
Foster, Wash. 
Fulton, 
Gorman, 
Hale, 

Hoar, 


Pettus, 
Platt, N.Y. 
Simmons, 
Stewart, 
Teller. 


Dillingham, 
Dolliver, 
Dryden, 
Frye, 
Gallinger, 
Gamble, Millard, 
Hansbrough, Platt, Conn. 


NOT VOTING—38. 
Kearns, 
Kittredge, 
Latimer, 
McComas, 
McCumber, 
McEnery, 
McLaurin, 
Morgan, 


Proctor, 
Smoot, 

Spooner, 
Tillman, 
Warren. 


Ankey, 
Ball. 


Burrows, 


Cockrell, 
Culberson, 
Depew, 
Dietrich, 
Elkins, 
Fairbanks, 
Foster, La. 
Gibson, 
Clark, Mont. Hanna, Nelson, 
Clarke, Ark. Hawley, Newlands, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill fails to pass. 
CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR UNDER RULE VIII. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Let the next bill on the Calendar be stated 
Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be stated. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, when we went 
the Calendar, I asked unanimous consent that we might pro: 
under Rule VIII. Objection was made because of the bill wi! 
has just been disposed of. I will venture to again ask tha 
proceed with the Calendar under Rule VIII for this afternoon. _ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connect!- 
cut asks that the consideration of bills on the Calendar be unde! 
Rule VIII. Is there objection? 

Mr. MALLORY. What is the request, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
asks that the further consideration of bills on the Calendar be 
proceeded with under Rule VIII. 

Mr. MALLORY. What is that rule, Mr. President? : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Bills considered under Rul 
VIII are open to objection, and the rule also limits debate on bills 
to five minutes on the part of each Senator. Is there objection 
to the request of the Senator from Connecticut? The Chair hears 
none, and that order will be made. 


Overman, 
Penrose, 
Quarles, 
uay, 
Scott, 
Stone, 
Taliaferro, 
Wetmore. 


Allison, 
Bacon, 
Bailey, 
Berry, 
Beveridge, 
Burton, 
Clapp, 


The next bill on the Cale: 


to 
? 
1 
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GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE EMPLOYEES. 


The bill (S. 2665) to provide for the allowance and payment to 
the employees of the Government Printing Office of the same 
leave of absence as is allowed to the clerks and employees of the 
Executive Departments of the Government was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Printing with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
ou baptw ad dosenee wae Sup Secuy das piey eoamaphameas of aie aiteers. 
ment Printing Odice, authorized by the existing law, 1 be exclusive of 
Sundays and legal holidays: Provided, ‘That the existing laws relating to the 
granting of annual leaye with pay to clerks and ores in the Executive 
Departments shall apply to clerks and hres the Government Print- 
ing Office who are paid annual or monthly ries or compensation. 

Mr. BAILEY. I should like to inquireif that amendment does 
not change the wording of the bill without making the slightest 
change in the effect of the bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the bill be again read. 

Mr. BAILEY. I should like to have the bill explained by 
whomsoever is in charge of it. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I will say that the amendment 
which has been reported by the Committee on Printing was sug- 
gested by the Public Printer. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to say that I can see no objection to al- 
lowing these Government employees the same privileges that are 
allowed to other Government employees, but, as I heard the 
amendment read, it simply changes the wording of the original 
bill without changing the effect of it. I should like to know, if 
there is any change in the effect of the bill, what it is. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Public Printer, I will say to the Sen- 
ator from Texas, according to the report made by the committee, 
Bays: 

It would facilitate the keeping of individual accounts in the office if a pro- 
viso should be added as follows. 

Then is given the proviso which appears in the bill. I confess 
that I do not myself understand it. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the proviso? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is as follows: 


Provided, That the existing laws relating to the granting of annual leave 
with pay to clerks and employees in the ecutive Departments shall ap- 
ply to clerks and employees of the Government Printing Office who are paid 
annual or monthly salaries or compensation. 


The point the Public Printer makes is that it will facilitate the 
rag oe * individual accounts in the office to have that proviso 
in the bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. I suppose the Public Printer understands that, 
but inasmuch as we are to pass upon it I should like to under- 
stand it, too. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to have the bill again read, so 
that we may understand it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The original bill or the sub- 
stitute? 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to have both read. 

The Secretary read the original bill and the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Printing, 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I have an impression that in 
the Executive Departments, unless the law has been changed, 
Sundays and legal holidays are excluded. Both the amendment 
and the original bill provide that persons employed in the Public 
Printing Office shall be allowed thirty days’ leave of absence, ex- 
cluding Sundaysand legal holidaysin the computation of leave. In 
the Executive Departments thirty days’ leave is allowed, and then 
an additional thirty days on account of sickness, with full pay. I 
suppose the object of the bill now under consideration is to place 
employees of the Government Printing Office in substantially the 
same position as those in the Executive Departments. 

Mr. CULLOM. It seems to me that this bill is not thoroughly 
understood. I think it onght to go over so that we may examine 
it and ascertain exactly what its effect will be, as nobody now 
seems to know. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois ob- 
jects to the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the bill will go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will go over without 
prejudice, 

MISBRANDING OF SALMON FISH. 

The bill (S. 220) prohibiting the introduction into any State or 
Territory or the District of Columbia, from any other State or 
Territory or the District of Columbia, or from any foreign coun- 
try, or shipment to any foreign country, any misbranded salmon 
fish prepared or intended for use as an article of food was an- 
honnced as next in order. 

Mr. BAILEY. I do rot see the Senator who introduced this 
bill in his seat, and it looks to me as if the bill involves rather an 
important question—too important to be disposed of under our 
present procedure, 





Mr. FULTON. If the Senator will permit me, I propose, as 
soon as the opportunity offers, to present an amendment inserting 
the word ‘‘ knowingly.’’ 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, it looks to me as if this bill 
might properly wait until we have before us on our Calendar the 
pure-food bill. 

I dislike to object to the consideration of any bill, and I do not 
know that Iam going to object to this one, but it occurs to me 
that it is not the kind of a bill that ought to be considered in this 
brief, less than deliberative way under this rule. This bill goes 
to the very power of the Government over and protection of the 
people of the various States against commercial frauds, and I 
hope the Senator will at least let it go over until some of us can 
look into it. It may turn out on examination to be free from the 
objections which now occur to me. 

Mr. FULTON. I should like to call the Senator’s attention to 
the fact that this bill came up once before and was discussed at 
some considerable length. The Senator from Connecticut | Mr. 
PLatT] pointed out some objections which he thought were proper 
to = against the bill, namely, that the word ‘‘ knowingly”’ 
should be inserted at several places in the bill, so that one could 
not be punished for disposing of or shipping misbranded salmon 
unless he did so knowingly. 

Mr. BAILEY. That, of course, was a sound criticism, if the 
Federal Government is going to undertake this policy, but every 
State in the Union is entirely competent to protect its people 
against deception in articles of food and drink and against dele- 
terious articles of food and drink. It occurs to me that this bill 
raises something of the question we had here under the oleomar- 
garine bill, and the next State that wants to protect any of its 
industries might want a bill passed to label its products in the 
right way or in the wrong way if Congress should choose to do so. 

Mr. FULTON. I will call the Senator's attention to the fact 
that this bill does not require the fish to be labeled at all. It 
simply provides that if they shall be labeled, they shall be 
honestly labeled; that there shall be no false statement on the 
label. It only applies to fish that are intended for interstate com- 
merce. I want to say. if the Senator will permit me, that while 
of course he has the right to object, I hope he will not do so, for 
I am very anxious to get this bill before the Senate and have it 
passed on one way or the other. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am trying my best to avoid the necessity of 
objecting by inducing the proponent of the bill to let it go over. 
I think it entirely proper that everybody should be honest, trades- 
people as well as everybody else, and I think if they brand their 
merchandise, they ought to brand it honestly; but, according to 
my ancient and obsolete view of these matters, I think the States 
ought tocontrolthem. Ifthe Federal Government is to enter upon 
the policy of seeing that everybody marks and brands his products 
correctly, I am unable to see where it will end; and, ungracious 
as it may seem,I am going to ask that this bill goover. I am not 
willing to see a bill of this character disposed of in this way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas ob- 
jects, and the bill will go over. 

PIPE INES IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

The bill (S. 2302) to amend section 3 of the act entitled *‘An act 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, 
and for other purposes,”’ was announced as next in order. 

Mr. STEWART. That bill had better go over. I think we 

| passed one on the same subject the other morning. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill 
| goes over. 

WATERWORES AND BOND ELECTION OF GEARY, OKLA, 


| The bill (S. 3658) ratifying an act of the legislative assembly 


| of the Territory of Oklahoma legalizing the waterworks and bond 
| election held by the city of Geary, in said Territory, was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let that bill co over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
| bill goes over. 

FINES AND PARDONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The bill (S. 2299) to authorize the Commissioners of the District 
| of Columbia to remit fines and grant pardons was announced as 
next in order. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator who reported the bill or the 
chairman of the committee would state to the Senate what prece- 
| dents there are for a bill of this kind that proposes to vest in the 

Commissioners of the District of Columbia the pardoning power, 
| the power to remit penalties, to release from imprisonment, which 
| have never known to be exercised by anybody in the District, 
| which is in Federal jurisdiction, not a State. I would be very 
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glad to have the chairman of the committee or somebody else ex- 
plain to us on what basis the pardoning power is to be lodged with 
the Commissioners. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. MaLLory] had this bill in charge and reported it. I ob- 
serve that he has reported a substitute which was prepared by 
Attorney-General Knox. I will say frankly that when this bill 
first came to my attention, as a layman I thought it was rather 
an extraordinary bill, and for that reason I referred it to a mem- 
ber of the committee whom I knew to be a good lawyer, and I 
know that the Senator from Florida did give it very careful con- 
sideration. He is not in his seat at the present time, and I think 
the bill had better go over until he is present. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Objection being made, the bill 
goes over. 

MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGE AT RIVESVILLE, W. VA. 
The bill (S. 3430) to authorize the Buckhannon and Northern 


Railroad Company, a corporation under the laws of the State of | 


West Virginia, to build a bridge across the Monongahela River 
near the town of Rivesville, in the State of West Virginia, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Commerce 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, page 2, line 17, after the 
word ‘‘ purposes,’’ to insert ‘‘and equal privileges in the use of 
said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph and telephone com- 
panies.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 3, line 8, after the 
word *‘said,’’ to strike out ** bridges’’ and insert “* bridge.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next emendment was, in section 3, page 3, line 23, after the | 


word “‘ subject,’ to strike out ‘‘Such map shall be accompanied 
by another, drawn on the scale of 1 inch to 200 feet, giving for 


a space of one-half mile above the proposed site and a quarter of | 


a mile below, an accurate representation of the bottom of the 


river by contour lines 2 feet apart, determined by accurate | 


soundings;’’ on page 4, line 4, before the word “ said,”’ to insert 
‘‘the construction of;’’ in line 5, before the word “ until,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ constructed’’ and insert ‘‘commenced;’” so as to 
make the section read: 


Sec. 3. That the bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall | 
be built and located_under and subject to such regulations for the security | 
of navigation of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to | 


secure that object the said company shall submit to the Secretary of War, 
for his examination and approval, designs and drawings of the said bridge 
and a map of the location of the same, giving the topography of the banks of 


the river, the shore line at high and low water, and the direction and strength | 
of the current at different stages, the location of any other bridge or bridges | 


within one mile thereof, and such further information as may be required for 
a satisfactory understanding of the subject; and the construction of said 


bridge shall not be commenced until the plan and location is approved by | 


the Secretary of War. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to insert at the end of section 4 the 
following: 

Furthermore, if the construction of the said bridge is not commenced 
within one year and completed within three years from the date of approval 
of this act, the rights and privileges hereby granted shall cease and be de- 
termined. 

The arrendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PROCEEDS OF PUBLIC-LAND SALES IN CALIFORNIA, 


The bill (S. 904) granting to the State of California 5 per cent | 
of the net proceeds of the cash sales of public lands in said State | 


Was announced as the next business in order on the Calendar. 
Mr. CLAY. Mr. President 
Mr. TILLMAN. Let the bill go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will go over. 


Mr. PERKINS. We are considering the Calendar under Rule | 


IX, are we not? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under Rule VIII. 

Mr. HALE. Under Rule VilI—unobjected cases. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under Rule VIII, by unani- 
mous consent. 


COLVILLE RESERVATION, STATE OF WASHINGTON, 


The bill (S. 345) to provide for the opening of the remaining | 


portion of the Colville Reservation, in the State of Washington, 
and for other purposes, was announced as the next business in 
order on the Calendar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the bill go over, Mr. President. 
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Objection being made, the bill | 


FEBRUARY 15, 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington. I hope the Senator from Rhede 

Island will withdraw his objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 

bill goes over, 
AGREEMENT WITH KLAMATH INDIANS. 

The bill (S. 2226) to ratify an agreement with the. Indians of 
| the Klamath Indian Reservation, in Oregon, and making appro. 
priations to carry the same into effect, was announced as the next 
business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the bill had better go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
bill will go over. 

TURTLE MOUNTAIN AND CHIPPEWA INDIANS. 

The bill (S. 196) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the 
Turtle Mountain and Chippewa Indians in the State of North 
Dakota, and to make appropriations for carrying the same into ef- 
| fect, was announced as the next business in order on the Calendar, 
| Mr. HANSBROUGH. My colleague [Mr. McCumper}, who 
| reported the bill, is absent, and I think it had better go over unti] 
| he is present. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

prejudice. 


Objection being made, {) 


ne 





The bill will go over without 


QUARANTINE STATION, SAN DIEGO, CAL, 

The bill (S. 3607) making appropriations for the removal of the 
quarantine station at San Diego, Cal., and to acquire a new site, 
and for other purposes, was considered as in Committee of the 

Whole. It proposes to appropriate $200,000 for the pu-pose of re- 

| moving the quarantine station at San Diego, Cal., to a new site, 

| and the erection thereon of buildings, wharves, and other im- 

| provements. 

| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF A. G. BOONE. 

The bill (S. 677) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
A. G. Boone was announced as the next business in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
the bill at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will go over. 


I do not think we can dispose of 
Objection being made, the bil! 


CAROLINE MURTAGH, 


The bill (S. 1779) for the relief of Caroline Murtagh, widow of 
the late William J. Murtagh, formerly proprietor of the National 
| Republican, of Washington, D. C., was announced as the next 
business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the bill go over, Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will go over. 


bill 


Objection being made, the bill 


JEWETT W. ADAMS, 


The bill (S. 176) for the relief of Jewett W. Adams was con 
| sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
| Jewett W. Adams, superintendent of the United States mint at 
| Carson City, Nev., the sum of $301 for money paid out by him 

during the months of July and August, 1894, to T. R. Hofer and 
L. L. Elrod for necessary services rendered by them in the mint 
| at Carson City, Nev. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. Adams paid for clerical services out of 
the laborers’ fund, but the Comptroller said it could not be legally 
paid out of that fund. There was not enough in the other fund, 
so he paid it out of his own pocket. There is no doubt about 
its having been paid for services. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord 

| to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and )) 
W. R. AUSTIN & CO. 
The bill (S. 1941) for the relief of W. R. Austin & Co. wa 
nounced as the next business in order on the Calendar. 

| Mr. GALLINGER. I do not find any report in this case. 
should at least like an explanation of it. 

Several Senators. Let the bill go over. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Objection being made, the! 
will go over. 

GROVES OF SEQUOIA GIGANTEA. 

The bill (S. 2223) providing a means of acquiring title to t 
| groves of Sequoia gigantea in the State of California, with a \ 
| to making national parks thereof, was announced as the next | 
| ness in order on the Calendar. B 

Mr. BARD. Mr. President, having been notified that the Se 
ator from Minnesota desires to participate in the discussion 0! tls 
bill, I ask that it may go over without prejudice. 

Mr. KEAN. Let us consider it. 

Mr. BARD. I withdraw the suggestion. 











Mr. BAILEY. In order to save it for the Senator from Minne- 
gota, I will ask that the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over. 

; USE OF RESERVOIR SITES, 

The bill (S. 579) to regulate the use by the public of reservoir 
sites located upon the public lands of the United States was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Ifthisis the bill I think it is—if it increases 
the length of time that cattle are to be kept in cars while being 
transpor — 

Mr. GAMBLE. That is not the bill. This simply regulates 
the use by the public of reservoir sites located upon the public 
lands of the United States. 

Mr.GALLINGER. My attention was diverted for the moment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the report be read. 

Mr. HALE. Is it a long report? 

Mr. GAMBLE. No; it is a short report. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no objection to the bill if it is not 
the one I thought it was. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. GAMBLE on 
the 27th ultimo, as follows: 

The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 579) to 
regulate the use by the public of reservoir sites located upon the lands of the 
United States, having had the same under consideration, submit the follow- 
ing reportand recommend the passage of the bill. 

On January 13, 1897. an act was passed by Congress providing for the loca- 
tion of reservoir sites upon the public lands of the United States, containing, 
among other provisions, the following: 

That any person, live-stock company, or transportation corporation en- 
gaged in breeding, grazing, driving, or trans orting live stock may construct 
reservoirs upon unoccupied public lands of the United States, not mineral 
or otherwise reserved, for the purpose of furnishing water to such live stock, 
and shall have control of such reservoir, under the regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Interior, and the lands upon which the same is con- 
structed, not exceeding 160 acres, so long as such reservoir is maintained and 
water kept therein for such purposes: Provided, That such reservoir shall 
not be fenced and shall be open to the free use of any person desiring to water 
animals of any kind.” 

Pursuant to this legislation numerous reservoir sites have been located 
and reservoirs constructed in different parts of the arid and semiarid West 
for the purpose of creating watering places for live stock upon the public 
ranges of the West, and especially in order to have suitable watering places 
at regular intervals for beef cattle that may be driven from the ranges to 
the shipping stations during the dry season of the summer and fall. Inthe 
main the experiments which have been made under the provisions of this 
act have been successful and have demonstrated that itis entirely practica- 
ble to store large quantities of surface water that come from the melting 
snows and early rains of the springtime for use during the drought season of 
the year. Several transportation companies have constructed such reser- 
voirs at regular intervals throughout the range country, chiefly for the con- 
venience of herds of stock that may be driven to and from the shipping sta- 
tions. Under the law, however, these reservoir sites can not be fenced, and 
they are used freely for the watering of local as well as transitory stock. 

It has been found, however, that the usefulness of these watering places 
for live stock that is being driven to the shipping stations is very much im- 
paired by the fact that local range stock wi bitually graze upon the grass 
in the immediate vicinity of these watering places, thereby destroying all 
forage in the immediate vicinity thereof, leaving nothing for the us2 of herds 
that are being driventomarket. The purpose of the present bill iso reserve 
an area represented by a radius of 2 miles immediately around such watering 

laces from the continual grazing by local herds, so that the grass =e not 
i entirely destroyed. It permits the grass growing within this radius, how- 
ever, to be used freely by local herds as well as transitory herds while they 
may be driven to and from these watering places. 

The bill is properly restricted so as to confine it to reservoirs constructed 
and maintained as watering places in connection with the driving and trans- 
porting of live stock and providing that the act shall in no way interfere with 
the entry of any portion of the public lands. under the general laws of the 
United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BRIG OLIVE FRANCES. 

The bill (S. 483) for the relief of the owners and officers of the 
brig Olive Frances and others on board said brig was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes that the claims of the 
owners and officers of the brig Olive Frances, of Machiasport, 
Me., and others on board the brig, for damages and losses sus- 
tained by reason of collision of the U. 8. gunboat Winooski with 
the brig, on July 30, 1866, shall be referred for examination and 
adjudication to the district court of the United States for the dis- 
trict of Maine. a 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no provision for an appeal. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Oh, yes, there is. 

Mr. HALE. There is a general provision of law. There is no 
question about that. = , 

Mr, ALLISON. If that is the case I shall not object. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator will find it in section 
8, line 18. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
“XECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. -I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

_ The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
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executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o'clock and 
20 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
February 16, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 15, 1904. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Signal Corps. 

First Lieut. Henry S. Hathaway, Signal Corps, to be captain, 

December 30, 1903, vice Ives, deceased. 
Infantry Arm. 

Capt. Charles W. Penrose, Twenty-eighth Infantry, to be major, 
October 15, 1903, vice Eltonhead, Fourteenth Infantry, resigned. 

Capt. Daniel L. Howell, Seventh Infantry, to be major, Novem- 
ber 24, 1903, vice Newton, Sixteenth Infantry, deceased. 

Capt. John Stafford, Eighth Infantry, to be major, November 
28, 1903, vice Wood, Twentieth Infantry, detailed as inspector- 
general. 

First Lieut. Joseph L. Gilbreth, Fourteenth Infantry, to be 
captain, October 15, 1903, vice Penrose, Twenty-eighth Infantry, 
promoted. 

First Lieut. Charles F. Humphrey, jr., Third Infantry, to be 
captain, November 21, 1903, vice Sigworth, Ninth Infantry, de- 
tailed as paymaster. 

First Lieut. Willey Howell, Fourth Infantry, to be captain, 
November 24, 1903, vice Howell, Seventh Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Benjamin J. Tillman, Seventh Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, November 28, 1903, vice Stafford, Eighth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Arthur H. Freshwater, Twenty-eighth Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant, September 28, 1903, vice Hannay, Twenty- 
second Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Joseph C. Wilson, Sixth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, October 9, 1903, vice Wygant, Third Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Morris M. Keck, Twelfth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, October 10, 1903, vice Graham, Nineteenth Infantry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Auswell E. Deitsch, Fifth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, October 15, 1903, vice Gilbreth, Fourteenth Infantry, 
promoted. . 

Second Lieut. William Korst, Seventh Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, October 23, 1903, vice Bright, Second Infantry, re- 
signed. 

Second Lieut. Joseph C. Kay, Eleventh Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, November 16, 1903, vice Robbins, Fifteenth Infantry, 
retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. Walter C. Jones, Eleventh Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, November 21, 1903, vice Humphrey, Third Infantry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles Abel, Eighteenth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, November 24, 1903, vice Howell, Fourth Infantry, 
promoted. 

POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA, 

George Brown to be postmaster at Corona, in the county of 
Riverside and State of California, in place of Herbert C. Foster, 
resigned. 

CONNECTICUT. 

Alfred E. Goddard to be postmaster at Essex, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut, in place of Alfred E. God- 
dard, Incumbent’s commission expi™’s February 19, 1904. 

ILLINOIS. : 

M. 8. Brown to be postmaster at Brighton, in the county of 
Macoupin and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential July 
1, 1903. 

LOUISIANA. 

R. Blanchard to be postmaster at Whitecastle, in the parish of 
Iberville and State of Louisiana, in place of William F. Himel, 
jr. Incumbent’s commission expired January 8, 1904. 

MICHIGAN. 


Fabius A. Fisk to be postmaster at Colon, in the county of St. 


| Joseph and State of Michigan, in place of Henry C. Whitmer. 


Incumbent’s commission expired January 23, 1904. 

Charles E. Ramsey to be postmaster at Central Lake, in the 
county of Antrim and State of Michigan, in place of Milton W. 
Newkirk, removed. 

MINNESOTA. 

Fred N. Corey to be postmaster at Elk River, in the county of 
Sherburne and State of Minnesota, in placeof Fred N. Corey. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 17, 1904. 

NEBRASKA. 

David 8. Beynon to be postmaster at Burwell, in the county of 
Garfield and Stateof Nebraska, Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1904, 
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NEW YORK. 

Seth Allen to be postmaster at Dannemora, in the county of 
Clinton and State of New York. Office became Presidential Octo- 
ber 1, 1903. 

OHIO. 


William M. Evans to be postmaster at Hubbard, in the county 
of Trumbull and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1904. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
inations confirmed by the Senate February 15, 1904. 
POSTMASTERS, 
COLORADO. 


Robert E. Hanna to be postmaster at New Windsor, in the | 


| 


county of Weld and State of Colorado. 
ILLINOIS. 


Isaac W. Parkinson to be postmaster at Stockton, in the county | 


of Jo Daviess and State of Illinois. 
MARYLAND. 
Samuel 
couuty of Cecil and State of Maryland. 
MONTANA. : 
Walter Alderson to be postmaster at Red Lodge, in the county 
of Carbon and State of Montana. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
William H. Holt to be postmaster at Graham, in the county of 
Alamance and State of North Carolina. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, Fe bruary 15, 1904. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 


lowing prayer: 
O Thou who art supremely wise and good, life-giving, life- 


the statesman and patriot whose life now trembles in the balance. 
Spare 
canabneat that yet a little longer his genial presence, his wise 
counsel, and efficient service may be theirs and ours. Hear us, 
O Lord, and answer us in accordance with Thy wisdom and good 
pleasure, in the name of Jesus Christ, our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of Friday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 


Hambleton to be postmaster at Rising Sun, in the | 


Frpruary 15, 


before the Committee on Elections of this House and opened for 
the first time in the presence of its members. The ballots wora 
those cast at the general election in 1902 for State officers ay. 
Representative in Congress. The object was that the origin.) 
arrangement, form, and condition of the ballots should first }), 
seen by the committee. The ballots were shipped to the Cler| 
the House of Representatives at the joint expense of cont 
and contestee. 

At the first meeting of the committee for the hearing of ¢! 
case the ballots were presented for inspection. A subecomm)t 
was appointed to ascertain how many illegal ballots were o, 
tained therein. It was agreed that in order to facilitate + 
work their sessions should be secret. The subcommittee opene, 
the ballets from three precincts, and finding that it took one 
to examine them, asked the House for authority to employ an 
pert, which was granted. Since that time the expert has | 
examining the ballots, and on Thursday last made his rep: 
the committee. The committee then ordered that each of 
parties should have one week’s time in whieh to examine the 
lots, and if then either of us desired to send for the expert 
the purpose of examining him that we should have that privil 
After that the case was to be set for argument. before the 
mittee. 

On Thursday afternoon I commenced examining the ballots. 
eontinned doing so during Thursday, Friday, and Saturda 


svat 


| do not believe that 2,792 illegal votes were cast (that being 
| majority as returned), yet my examination disclosed th 


that the assurances which I had received as to the revulari 
the votes in many of the preeinets were not true, and that 
were illegal votes therein which tainted the polls, and th 
so tainted gave me a greater plurality than my returned ma. 


| in the district. 


The fact wasa bitter disappointment to me, but nevert 
true. 

The law is that when a poll is tainted by frand and it is i 
sible to purge the poll of the fraudulent. votes, the vote « 
entire precinct, legal and illegal, must be thrown out. 

The committee has given me every opportunity to asc 


: | the illegal vote so as to save the valid vote in those pr 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D., offered the fol- 


Until I saw the ballots last Thursday, I thought the illega 


| could be detected and separated from the legal vote, but | 
| confess that my inspection has convineed me that it is im 
sustaining Potentate, im whom all our longings, hopes, and | 
aspirations are centered, be graciously near, we beseech Thee, to | 


to do so in this case. 
The law being as I have stated and the number of previ 


| tainted containing majorities for me greater than my r 


him, we beseech Thee, to his family, his friends, and his | 


majority, I must say that if I were a judge upon the bem 


| sidering this case I would be compelled to find against 
| and as the vote in the contested precincts aggregates | 


one-tenth of the vote in the Congressional district, I w 


| compelled to find that according to law Mr. Bonynge is « 


announced that the Senate had passed a bill and joint resolution | 


of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of | case, were in the law offices of Rogers, Shafroth & Gregz. 


Representatives was requested: 
S. 1501. An act for the relief of James F. McIndoe; and 


1. R. 49 i solution t rj litur gis : : . 4 : 
S. R. 49. Joint resolution to provide for the expenditure of funds | ;, applied to an election at which I was voted for as one 


heretofore appropriated for the improvement of the Sacramento 
River. 
al endu € 
to autl 
Indien Reservation in the State of Minnesota. 


nts of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1490) 


SENATE RILI 


.\TE BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED, 
of Rule XXTV, Senate bill and joint resolution 


Under clause 2 o! 
of the fullowing titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and | 


referred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 


to the seat. [General applause. | 

I did my best to have anhonestelection. My law parti 
my approval, organized a citizens’ committee composed o! 
Republicans and Democrats who desired a fair election. 
headquarters of that committee, as shown by the evide 


ver, Colo. 
I have always been in favor of pure politics, and when th 


| candidates upon the ticket I should not shirk my duty or cl 


orize the sale of a part of what is known as the Red Lake | 


| my convictions concerning honest elections. 
The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the |: : "i 


I therefore will say to the Committee on Elections No. 
to the Members of this House that they can seat Mr. Bonyn 
their earliest convenience. 

As this is the last time I will have the opportunity of add 
ing the House, [ want tothank the Committee on Elections ‘ 
and particularly the chairman, Mr. OuLMstzp, and the sul 
mittee, Mr. Mritumr, Mr. Currmr, and Mr. Sunxivan, for 


| fair and impartial manner in which they proeeeded to inves‘ 


S. 1501. An act for the relief of James F. McIndoe—to the Com- | . : 
| was readily concurred in. 


mittee on Claims. 


S. RB. 49. Joint resolution to provide for the expenditure of 
funds heretofore appropriated for the improvement of Sacramento 


River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—BONYNGE V. SHAFROUTH. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr.Speaker, Irise to a question of personal 
rivilege. 
. The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


| 
| 
! 
i ee 
| charged. 
| 
i 


| shall cherish through life. 


this case. Every suggestion which I made as to the investiga 

I wish also to say that I appreciate the repeated declaratio: 
Mr. Bonynge in the record that I was not a party to or in 
manner connected with any of the frauds or irregma 
Lalso desire to thank the Members of this Hou 
the uniform courtesy and evidences of respect which I hav. 
eeived during the eight years of my service in Congress. 1 
formed friendships here upon both sides of the Chamber wh 
I fully appreciate the high character 


Mr. SHAFROTH. It relates tothe right of a Member to a seat | the men who compose this body, but it is only when [am abou! 


in this House. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 


Mr. SHAPROTH. Mr. Speaker, in the contested-election case | globe. 
of Robert W. Bonynge against John F. Shafroth it was stipulated | say good-bye. 


and agreed by contestant and contestee that the ballots cast at that 
election in the 


, 


to leave that I fully realize the distinguished honor it is to ser’ 
as a Member in the greatest legislative body on the face of — 
Wishing you alla happy and prosperous future, I wil 
{Loud general applanse. | 


Mr. Speaker, I will ask the chairman of the committee, if he is 


twenty-nine contested precincts should be brought ' ready, to present the usual resolutions im a case.of this kind. 





1904. 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I had risen for a different pur- 
jose. As chairman of the committee which has had this case in 

charge, it seems to me proper and becoming to say a few words. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman proceeds by unanimous con- 
sent. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. OLMSTED. When this case came before our committee 
it was at once apparent that it would depend largely upon the re- 
sult of the examination of several thousand sealed ballots con- 
cerning Which the contestant made certain allegations of irregu- 
larity. The contestee, Mr. SHaArrorts, at once stated that he did 
not believe that the ballots would disclose such a state of affairs, 
but that if they did he should decline the seat and at once ac- 
knowledge the fact. Thereupon the investigation of the ballots 
proceeded, as he has stated, by a subcommittee and by the hand- 
writing expert employed under authority conferred by the House. 

The reports of the subcommittee and of the expert were re- 
ceived by the full committee and, by resolution, submitted for 
one week to Mr, SHAFROTH for examination and comparison by 
himself and his counsel. He had not consumed the time allotted 
for his examination of them, and no member of the committee, I 
think, was aware that he was about to make the statement he 
has just made until just before the House assembled this morn- 
ing, when he mentioned his intention to me. I think it is due to 
him to say that there was not in the notice of contest nor in the 
entire record any charge whatever in any way reflecting upon his 
honor or his propriety of conduct throughout the campaign. In- 
deed, the contestant expressly admitted before the committee 
that he had no allegation whatever to make against Mr. SHAFROTH, 
but that he believed his conduct to have been entirely proper and 
fair. I can only add, therefore, that there is nothing in the record 
in this case reflecting in the slightest degree upon the personal 
character or conduct of Mr. SHarrorH. [Applause. ] 

On the other hand, it appears that the irregularity, while it 
carried his vote along with it, was not made for his special bene- 
fit; that the irregular action was not made with any special refer- 
ence to him, but his vote was simply an incident, because his 
name was upon the ballots. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to say that | 
his retirement from this body, like his entire course during his | 
membership, is in entire accord with the gentleman’s high sense 
of honor, with which all present who know him or have come in 
contact with him, officially or otherwise, know him to entertain 
at all times and to be governed by. ee) The Elections 
Committee has had no official knowledge of the action of Mr. 
SHAFROTH this morning, and I do not feel at liberty to introduce | 
any resolution without the action of the committee in that be- 
half. I will ask unanimous consent that Mr. Bonynge be now 
sworn in as a Member of this House. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I do not think that that would be 
proper without a resolution from the committee. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman can ask 
unanimous consent to pass the resolution. It is perfectly proper 
to do that. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent to make | 
a statement in connection with this case. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland asks unani- 
mous consent to make a statement. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to add to the statement 
the chairman of the Committee on Elections No. 2 has made this 
fact, speaking as the leading member of the minority on that 
committee, that Mr. SHarrotH took no other position with us 
than the manly one that unless he was fairly elected he would | 
not occupy the seat. [Applause. 

Mr. HOGG. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to make a 
statement in connection with this case. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado asks unani- 
mous consent to make a statement. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

_Mr. HOGG. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the delegation from 
Colorado I wish simply to say this, that the act performed to-day 
by Mr. SHarrorH is not a surprise to us who have known him for 
years. The high character he has attained here he has always 
borne in the State of Colorado, and, as representing the opposite 
party from him from that State, I want to say that there is no 
one in the State of Colorado who knows Mr. SHAFROTH but knows 
that he is absolutely honest. [Applause.] 


GRANDE RONDE INDIAN RESERVATION, OREG, 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker,I call up the bill (H. R. 11966) 
to ratify and amend an agreement with the Indians located upon 
the Grande Ronde Reservation, in the State of Oregon, and to make 
an appropriation to carry the same into effect, for its considera- 
tion under the spetial order. 

_The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oregon calls up the spe- 
Cial order on the bill H. R. 11966, which the Clerk will report. 
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| est in and to all t 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 11966) to oi and amend an agreement with the Indians lo- 
cated upon the Grande Ronde Reservation, in the State of Oregon, and to 
make an appropriation to carry the same into effect. 


Whereas James McLaughlin, United States Indian inspector, acting in 
behalf of the United States, did, on the 27th day of June, 191, conclude an 
agreement with the Indians residing on the Grandoe Ronde Reservation, in 
the State of Oregon, which said agreement is as follows: 

This agreement made and entered into on the 27th day of June, 1901, by 
and betyveen James McLaughlin, United States Indian inspector, on the part 
of the United States, and tho Willamette tribes and other Indians belonging 
on the Grande Ronde Reservatien in the State of Oregon, witnesseth: 

ARTICLE I. The said Indians belonging on the Grande Ronde Reservation, 
Oreg., for the consideration hereinafter named, do hereby cede, surrender, 
grant, and convey to the United States all their claim, right, title, and inter- 
est in and to all that part of the Grande Ronde Reservation remaining unal- 
lotted on the date of this agreement, excepting the 440 acres of land reserved 
for Government uses at the time their allotments in severalty were made, 
the land hereby ceded and relinquished approximating 25,791 acres. 

Arr. II. In consideration of the lands ceded, relinquished, and conveyed 
by Article I of thisagreement, the United States stipulates and agrees to pay 
to the said Indians the sum of . 500 in cas} pro rata, share and share alike, 
to each man, woman, and child opgene on the said Grande Ronde Reserva- 
tion, as follows, to wit: To adults of 18 years of age or more, within one hun- 
dred and twent days from and after the date of the ratification of this 
agreement, and to each minor as they arrive at the age of 18 years; and that 
the pro rata shares thus retained until the beneficiaries attain the age afore- 
said shall be deposited in lump sum in the Treasury of the United States to 
the credit of said Indians, and shail draw interest at the rate of 5 per cent per 
annum, which interest shall be paid to the parents or guardians of said minors 
annually per capita in cash, until said minors arrive at the age of 18 years, 
and as each of such béneficiaries arrive at the age of 18 years they shall be 
paid their share in full. 

Art. III. It is understood and agreed that the 440 acres of land reserved 
for Government pu , referred toin ArticleI of this agreement, shall, 
when no pager required by the United States for educational or other pur- 

»0ses in the interests of said Indians, be allotted to minor beneficiaries who 
ave not received any allotments of land, or be sold for the benefit of the In- 
dians, parties hereto, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior. 

ArT. IV. It is understood that nothing in this agreement shall be construed 
to deprive the said Indians of the Grande Ronde Reservation of any benefits 
to which they may be entitled under existing treaties, not inconsistent with 
the provisions of this agreement. 

ArT. V. This agreement shall take effect and be in force when signed by 
James McLaughlin, United States Indian inspector, and by a majority of the 
male adult Indians, parties thereto, and when approved by the Secretary of 
the Interior and accepted and ratified by the Congress of the United States. 

In witness whereof the said James McLaughlin, United States Indian in- 
spector, on the part of the United States, and the male adults of the Willa- 
mette tribes and other Indians, belonging on the Grande Ronde Reserva- 
tion, Oreg., have hereunto set their hands and sealsat Grande Ronde Agency, 
Oreg., this 27th day of June, A. D. 1901. , 

JAMES McLAUGHLIN, 
United States Indian Inspector. 
(John Warren and 59 others.) 


I, the undersigned, do hereby certify that the foregoingagreement between 


| the United States and the Indians of the Grande Ronde Keservation, Oreg., 


dated June 27, 1901, was thoroughly explained by me to said Indians, and that 


| it was fully understood by them before signing. 


JOHN WARREN, Interpreter. 
GRANDE RONDE AGENCY, OREG., June 27, 1901. 
We, the undersigned, do hereby certify that we witnessed the signatures of 


James McLaughlin, United States Indian inspector, and of the 60 male adult 


Indians of the Grande Ronde Reservation, Oreg., to the foregoing agreement. 


MAURICE E. PEAtnRs, Industrial Teacher. 
LUTHER PARKER, Teacher, 


GRANDE RONDE AGENCY, OREG., June 27, 1901. 
I certify that the total number of male adult Indians over 18 years of age 


| belonging on the Grande Ronde Reservation, Oreg., is 107, of whom 60 have 
| signed the foregoing agreement. 


ANDREW KERSHAW, 
Superintendent and Special Disbursiny Agent. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
December 20, 1901. 

Approved. 

E. A. HitcHcock, Secretary. 

Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the said agreement be, and the same is hereby, ac- 
cepted, ratified, and confirmed, as herein amended and modified, as follows: 

ARTICLE I. The said Indians belonging on the Grande Ronde Keservation, 
Oreg., for the consideration hereinafter named, do hereby cede, surrender, 
grant, and convey to the United States all their claim, right, title, and inter- 

hat part of the Grande Ronde Reservation remaining unal- 
lotted on the date of this agreement, os the 440 acres of land reserved 
for Government uses at the time their allotments in severalty were made, 
the land hereby ceded and relinquished approximating 25,791 acres. 

Art. II. In consideration of the lands ceded, relinquished, and conveyed 
by Article I of this agreement, the United States pees and agrees to dis- 
pose of the same on sealed bids, and to pay to said Indians the proceeds de- 
rived from the sale of said lands in cash pro rata, share and share alike, to 
each man, woman, and child belonging on the said Grande Ronde Reserva- 
tion, as follows, to wit: To adults of 18 years of age or more, as soon as prac- 
ticable from and after the date of the ratification of this agreement, and to 
each minor as they arrive at the age of 18 years; and that the prorata shares 
thus retained until the beneficiaries attain the age aforesaid shall be depos- 
ited in lump sum in the Treasury of the United States to the creditcf said In- 
dians, and shall draw interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, which 
interest shall be paid to the parents or guardians of said minors annually per 
capita, in cash, until said minors arrive at the age of 18 years, and as each of 
eee arrive at the age of 18 years they shall be paid their share 
in full. 

Arv. ITI. It is understood and agreed that the 440 acres of land reserved for 
Government purposes, referred to in Article I of this agreement, shall, when 
no longer required by the United States for educational or other purposes in 
the interests of said Indians, be allotted to minor beneficiaries who have not 
received any allotments of jand, or be sold for the benefit o? the Indians 
parties hereto, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, and under 
such regulations as he may prescribe. 

Art. IV. It is understood that nothing in thisagreement shal) be construed 
to deprive the said Indians of the Grande Ronde Reservation of any benefits 
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to which they may be entitled under 
provisions of this agreement. 
kv. V. This agreement shall take effect.and be in force when accepted and 
ratified by the Congress of the United States. 
2. That for the purpose of carrying the provisions of this act into ef- 
the Secretary of the foserior shall be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


existing treaties not inconsistent with 


Sreo 
rs ke 


fect, 


directed to sell, under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe, and at | 


such timesand places as he may designate, and shall, within thirty days after 
the ratification of this treaty, advertise all that of the Grande Ronde 
Reservation remaining unallotted on the date of the said agreement, except- 
ing the 440 acres of land reserved for Government uses at the time their al- 
lotments in severalty were made, said unallotted lands approximating 25,791 
acres: Provided, That said lands shall be advertised for sale in Government 
sections or parts of sections, and shall be sold only by separate sealed bids, 
the Secretary of the Interior shall reserve the right to reject any or all 
of said bids: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may also receive 
bids in bulk for the whole tract of land thus offered for sale or separate bids 
for that part of said tract lying on the north side of the reservation and con- 
sisting, approximately, of 13,000 acres, and for that partof said tract lying on 
the south side of the reservation and also consisting of, approximately, 15,000 
acres: dnd provided further, That no bids shall be accepted until the sum of 
all bids received shall equal or exceed $28,500, all of which said amount, when 
received, shall be paid to the said Indians in cash pro rata, share and share 
alike, in accordance with the ternts of said agreement. 

Suc. 3. That the proceeds received from the sale of said lands in conform- 
ty with this act shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States, and 
maid to the Grande Ronde Indians or opens on their account only as pro- 
ided in Article II of said agreement as herein amended. 

Sec. 4. That nothing in this act contained shall in any manner bind the 
United States to purchase any portion of the land herein described or to dis- 
pose of said land except as provided herein, or to guarantee to find purchas- 
ers for said lands or any — thereof, it oF the intention of this act 
that the United States a act as trustee for said Indians to dispose of said 
lands and to expend and pay over the proceeds received from the sale thereof 
only as received, as herein provided. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first on agreeing to the 
presmble. 

The question was taken; and the preamble was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question now is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE OF BONYNGE V. SHAFROTH. 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas John F. Shafroth,a Member of this House returned as elected 
from the first district of Colorado, and whose seat is contested by Robert W. 
Bonynege, has this day in a frank and honorable manner, very creditable to 
himself, informed the House that after a consideration and examination of 


the ballots he is convinced that Robert W. Bonynge is entitled to the seat: 
Therefore 


and 


i 
I 
v 


Resolved, That John F. Shafroth was not duly elected and is not entitled | 


to a seat in this House. 
Resolved, That Robert W. Bonynge was duly elected and is entitled toa 
seat in this House. 


The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, the resolution is 
privileged. The question is on the resolution. 
The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 
DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take from 


the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 11287) making appropriations | 


for the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1905, that I may move to nonconcur in the Senate amend- 
ments thereto and ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker’s table the diplomatic and con- 
sular appropriation bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I move to nonconcur in the Senate 
amendments and ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois to nonconcur in the Senate amendments and 
ask for a conference. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees on the part of 
the House: Mr. Hirt of Illinois, Mr. Apams of Pennsylvania, and 
Mr. Dinsmore of Arkansas. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

— PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 0’clockand 40 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: .« 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Delaware 
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| — 
Bay Harbor of Refuge, Delaware—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed, with illustrations, 
A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans. 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the sloop Cato, William Wyinan. 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be print a 
A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans. 
| mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Eliza, Daniel Seymour 
| master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be print; 
| A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims. tra) 


! 


mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Venus, Benjamin Hutch- 

| ings, Sees the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims. trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Leonard, Samuel C. Hills, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed 

| A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Naacy, Thomas Haida- 
| way, Seas the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
| printed. 
| <A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
| mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Redress, John Grozier, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Nathaniel, David Young, 
| master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
| <A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims. trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
| spoliation cases relating to the schooner Polly, John Pertins, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed, 


| REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions o! 
following titles were severally reported from committees, d:liv- 
| ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Wiole 
| House, as follows: 

Mr. TRIMBLE, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2591) for the relief of W. 5. 
Feland, late deputy collector second Kentucky district, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. %=))); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen ar. 

Mr. NEVIN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 6921) for the relief of the estate 
of Mary P. Gilmore, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 921); which said bill and report were re- 
| ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10925) directing the issu 
| a check in lieu of a lost check drawn in favor of the Pittsburg 
| Shear, Knife and Machine Company, now the Heppenstal! F 

and Knife Company, of Pittsburg, Pa., reported the same witht 
| amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 922); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN, from the Committee on Claims. to 
| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7190) for tly 
| lief of the Bank of North Wilkesboro, reported the same wit 
| amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 923); which said Dill 
| and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Claiius, 

to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3393) for the 
relief of the Columbia Brewing Company, of Shenandoah, Pa., 
| reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a repor! 

(No. 924); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 

Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 

| ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 11928) for the relief of James |. 
Kilbreth, George R. Bidwell, and Nevada N. Stranahan, 25 
lectors of customs for the district and port of New York, report l 
the same without amendment, accompanied bya report (No. 9<)); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calenc:'. 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah, from the Committee on Claims, to 

which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2193) for the re- 
lief David Tweed, reported the same with amendment, accomp 
| nied by a report (No. 926); which said bill and report were Te 


ferred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. GOLDFOGLE, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
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was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9457) for the relief of 
Alexander S. Rosenthal, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 927); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LIND, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 9981) for the relief of Darwin 8S. 
Hall, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 928); which said bill and-+eport were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 4637) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay James L. Anderson the 
sum of $798.28, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 929); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LIND, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 2696) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay John F. Weston the sum of 
$241.60, and so forth, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 930); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GOOCH, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 334) for the relief of N. F. Palmer, 
Jr., & Co., reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 931); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 199) for the relief of John H. 
McLaughlin. reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 932); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
9834) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth McL. Haughey, 
and the same was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 12376) to provide for cele- 
brating the first permanent settlement of English-speaking people 
by holding an international exhibition of arts, industries, manu- 
factures, and the products of the soil, mines, forests, and the sea, 
in the vicinity of Jamestown, and on and near the waters of 
Hampton Roads, in the State of Virginia, and to authorize an 
appropriation in aid thereof—to the Select Committee on Indus- 
trial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: <A bill (H. R. 12377) in amendment 
of sections 2 and 3 of an act entitled ‘‘An act granting pensions 
to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance 
of manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor 
children, and dependent parents’’—to the Committeeon Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 12378) to make certain the 
mileage to be charged to and collected from parties other than the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 12379) to provide a temporary 
home for ex-volunteer Union soldiers and sailors in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 12380) to construct 
and complete jetties and piers, and to dredge channel and harbor 
to a depth of 21 feet, at Huron Harbor, Ohio—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 12381) for theestablishment, con- 
trol, operation, and maintenance of a sanitarium for disabled vol- 
unteer soldiers at New River, White Sulphur Springs, in the 
State of Virginia—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS (by request): A bill (H. R. 12382) authorizing 
the payment of the Choctaw and Chickasaw town-site fund, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 12383) establishing a 
United States court and recording district at Duncan, Ind. T., and 
conforming other districts therewith—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12884) granting a right of way to the Texas, 
Mountain Park and Northwestern Railroad, and for, other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 12385) appropriating $50,000 for 
a textile and agricultural exhibit by the Government of the 


te 


United States at om Town, South Africa, during the months of 
December, 1904, January, 1905—to the Select Committee on 
Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 12386) to authorize W. Denny 
& Co. to bridge Dog River, in the State of Mississippi—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Memorial of the legislature of Massachu- 
setts, favoring a bill to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving 
Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
= following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

CHOWS: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A biil (H. R. 12387) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Wimer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 12388) granting an increase of 
pension to Adam Shiria—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12389) granting an increase of pension to 
Napoleon Paulus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 12390) for the relief of 
Reuben R. Sea—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 12391) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Hattie A. Towle—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 12392) granting a pension to 
John Riley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12393) for the relief of John W. Magann—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12394) for the relief of Stephen Murphy—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12395) for the relief of H. J. Tisdale—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12396) granting an increase of pension to 
James Mecham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12397) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred Chill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12398) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel N. Johnson—to the Committee on Invaiid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12399) granting an increase of pension to 
James Slater—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 12400) granting a pension to 
Ellen Cain—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 12401) grant- 
ing a pension to Henry J. Hefner—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H. R. 12402) granting 
a pension to Orson Burlingame—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 12403) granting a pension to 
John Aldrich—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12404) granting an honorable discharge to 
William H. H. Thompson, late acting master’s mate, United States 
Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 12405) granting an increase 
of pension to Hiram N. Humphrey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12406) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Buchanan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12407) granting a pension to Josephine Du- 
mont—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12408) to correct the military record of 
Lewis Gannon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 12409) granting a pension 
to Celina M. Bass—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12410) granting an increase of pension to 
Anson R. Hodgkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 12411) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph D. Walser—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 12412) grantingan increase of 
pension to Josiah D. Fye—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KYLE: A bill (H. R. 12413) granting an increase of 
pension to Timothy Haley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill CH. R. 12414) granting an increase of 
pension to John S. Crosser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 12415) granting 
an increase of pension to Reuben W. Patterson—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12416) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles C. Duncan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LUCKING: A bill (H. R. 12417) granting a pension to 
Hiram Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12418) to reimburse $337.52 to the adminis- 
tratrix of estate of Col. Philip Kirschner—to the Committee on 
Claims. 


By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 12419) granting an in- | 
crease of pension to Luke Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12420) granting an increase of pension to | 


Harvey Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12421) granting a pension to Hugh Alexan- | 


der—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12422) granting a pension to Abigal Tharp— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also. a bill (H. R. 12423) granting a pension to Y. E. Alexander— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
3y Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 12424) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Gardner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 12425) for the relief of the legal | 


representatives of Jennings H. Courts, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 
By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 12426) to permit the ap- 


pointment o£ Frank L. Anders as second lieutenant in the United | 


States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. SPIGHT: A bill (H. R. 12427) for the relief of Homer 


H. Flanagan, late a private in Company K, First Mississippi Vol- | 


unteer Infantry, Spanish-American war—to the Committee on 
War Claims. ‘ 


3y Mr. STEPHENS of Texas (by request): A bill (H. R. 12428) 


granting an increase of pension to Andrew L. Hook—te the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 12429) granting an increase 
of pension to Westley McCleary—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12430) for the relief of Kate Kearney Henry, | 
widow and administratrix of James L. Henry, deceased—to the 


Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12431) for the relief of Catherine C. Mc- | 


Gowan, widow and administratrix of Michael A. McGowan, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 12432) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George Thayer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12433) granting an increase of pension to 
Wallace E. Hughson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12484) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecca McKinney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12435) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12436) granting a pension to Ida E. Nerber— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 12437) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Crites—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 12438) granting an increase 


of pension to William Fetzer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


sions, 
Also. a bill (H. R. 12489) granting a pension to Lydia Gavitt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 12440) 
— to Edward M. Shepard—to the 
2ensions. 


gyanting an increase of 
mmittee on Invalid 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of Department of the Potomac, 
Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the passage of service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Massachusetts legislature, favoring legis- 
lation to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolution of board of di- | 


rectors of the Philadelphia Bourse, favoring the conclusion of 
treaties with other nations referring international questions to the 
court of arbitration at The Hague—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolution of Licensed Tugmen’s Pro- 
tective Association of Buffalo, N Y., opposing building of dredges 
by the Government—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Also, petition of the Gilbert 5S. Graves Bible Class, of Buffalo, 
N. Y., opposing passage of so-called original-package bill—to the | 


Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BABCOCKE: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 2005, 
granting increase of pension to Alexander J. Hood—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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| Also, resolution of members of Methodist Episcopal Church 0! 
| Union Mills, Wis., favoring passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bj]|— 
| to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the Second Presbyterian Church of Liy- 
_coln, Nebr., favoring the passage of a bill to prevent nullification 
of State liquor laws and no-license ordinances—to the Committes 
| on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor 
| of the Second Presbyterian Church of Lincoln, Nebr., asking for 
the abolishing of the canteen in Soldiers’ Homes—to the Commit- 
tee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 
Also, petition of Young People’s Society of Christian Endeayor 
of Lincoln, Nebr., favoring passage of McCumber bill probibit- 
| ing the sale of liquor on Government premises—to the Commit- 
| tee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 
Also, petition of F. W. Rodenbrock and 51 other voters of Noe- 
| braska City, Nebr., favoring passage of Brownlow good-roady 
, bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Resolution of the Building Trades Employers’ 
Association of Topeka, Kans., against bill H. R. 11060—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Topeka and Ozawkie, Kans., favor- 
ing passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Victor Port, No. 293, of Fort Dodge; John- 
son Post, No. 336, of Atchison; Jesse Nelson Post, No. 62, of Te- 
| cumseh, and Blue Post, No. 250, of Topeka, Kans., Grand Army 
of the Republic, and Union soldiers and sailors who served in war 
of 1861-1865, favoring passage of service-pension bill—to the Com- 
| mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Mrs. M. D. Ellis and 46 other voters of Pardee, 
Kans., favoring passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 6558, for 
increase of pension for Robert H. Long—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolution of Maritime Association of the 
| Port of New York, favoring the completion of breakwater at 
Point Judith, R. I.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
| By Mr. ESCH: Petition of E. R. Johnson and 15 other voters of 
| the Seventh district of Wisconsin, opposing the parcels-post bil!— 
| to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
| _ Also, resolution of the Independent Order of Good Templars of 
| Withee, Wis., favoring passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the National Association of Rural Carriers, 
| F. H. Cunningham, of South Omaha, Nebr., president, in the in- 
terest of rural letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Oftice 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: Petition of trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Webster, W. Va., asking that 
claim of $720, under act of July 4, 1864, be referred to the Court 
of Claims for a finding of facts, as provided by act of Congress 
approved March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman Act—to the Com 
mittee on War Claims. 
| Also, petition of W. H. Raidin and 38 other voters of Mount 

Hope; H. E. Williams, of Duo, and L. 8S. Lee and 74 other voters 
of Jefferson district, allin West Virginia, favoring the passage of 
the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. GRIFFITH: Papers to accompany House bill for in- 
crease of pension for H. Buchanan—to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 
Also, papers to accompany House bill for increase of pension 
of Hiram N. Humphrey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, papers to accompany House bill for increase of pension tv 
| Eli Duvall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Petitionof F. A. Mossin and 100 other voters, 
of Howard County, Mo., favoring passage of bill H. R. 4508, the 
Brownlow bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, affidavits to accompany claim of Atheil A. McAlister and 
J. T. Butler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of Harlon Briggs Post, No. 8°, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Hopkins Station, Mich., favor- 
ing the service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Resolution of Johnson Post, No. 23, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Vermont, favoring the 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Chamberlain Post, No. 1, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Vermont. favoring the service-pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of citizens of Russell, Iowa, favor- 








| ing passage of bill H. R. 4072, the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 


Committee on the Judiciary. 








By Mr. HINSHAW: Resolution of H. C. Haskins, H. L. We- 
henkel, and H. Frendenburg, patrons of rural free-delivery route 
No. 1, of Madison, Nebr., favoring increased pay for rural free- 
coeny carriers—-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of George T. Jackson and 10 others, of 


Montezuma, Iowa, opposing passage of parcels-post bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of Dry Goods Reporter, of Chi- 
cago, IL, opposing the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the National German-American Alliance, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., opposing the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Maritime Association of the Port of New 
York, favoring completion of harbor of refuge at Point Judith, 
R. I.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. : 

By Mr. LIFTLEFIELD: Petition of W. 8S. Coleman and 55 other 
voters of Lisbon, Me., favoring passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Petition of S. N. Slinkaid, teacher, 
and pupils of public schools of Linton, Ind., to have monument 
erected at Li ys Lane, Ind., for American soldiers buried there— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill to grant pension to Hugh 
Alexander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for increase of pension of 
Eli B. Holmes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for increase of pension of 
Harvey Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of C. S. Sherwood and 26 other voters of Linton, 
Ind., opposing parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: Papers to accompany 
House bill granting increase of pension to Hugh M. Stevenson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also rs to accompany House bill for increase of pension to | , _ . : , _ 
Pr ene F | temptation, but deliver us from evil, for Thine is the kingdom 


_ and the power and the glory, forever. 


Charles H. Barnard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 12098, for 
increase of pension to Edwin M. Slayton—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Petition of John C. Morse and 52 other mer- 
chants of Ilinois, opposing parcels-post bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RIDER: Resolution of the Maritime Exchange of the 


Port of New York, favoring completion of work on breakwater | 


at Point Judith, R. I.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Resolution of General E. W. Hinks Post, 
No. 95, Grand Army of the Republic, of Sawyer, Mass., favoring 
passage of the service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of R. C. Ocker and 10 
citizens of Lagrange, Ind., opposing parcels-post bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of the Maritime Association of the 
Port of New York, favoring completion of breakwater at Point 
Judith, R. I.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: Resolution of Robert Kinnear Post, No. 632, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Youngsville, Pa., favoring pas- 
sage of the service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
1767, granting a pension to Elizabeth Morris—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany pill H.-R. 1750, granting pension 
to Columbus B. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPALDING: Protest of citizéns of Morton County, 
N. Dak., opposing the division of the Bismarck land district—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: Paper to accompany claim of Homer H. Flan- 
agan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of J. M. Hatcher & Co. 
and 20 other merchants of Lewisville, Tex., opposing parcels-post 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial from citizens of Gainesville, Tex., favoring pas- 
sage of good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 9834, 
for increase of pension of Elizabeth M. L. Haughey—to the Com- 
inittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT (by request): Petition of Rey. J. E. Nichol- 


son and 19 other voters of Finksburg, Md., favoring passage of 


Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. THAYER: Petition of Oliver R. Cook and 30 voters of 


| my late colleague, Hon. Marcus A. HANnwa, 
| life in this city, at the Arlington Hotel, where he has been resid- 
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SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 16, 1904. 
THE PRAYER. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp Everett Hate, offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

‘* For we know that if our earthly house of this tabernacle were 
dissolved, we have a building of God, an house not made with 
hands, eternal in the heavens.” 

‘** Behold, I shew you a mystery,”’ he writes. 
you that that has been a mystery. 

** We shall not all sleep, but we shall all be changed, in 4 mo- 
ment, in the twinkling of an eye, * * * for this corruptible 
— put on incorruption, and this mortal must put on immor- 

ality.” 

Father, these who haye known him best, these who have loved 
him, they come to Thee to ask Thy strength for weakness, for 
light in darkness, and that Thou wilt interpret unto them the 
lessons of life and death. All of us, Father, who knew him to 
love him and to honor him, we are altogether, with those nearest 
to him in his home, in the sorrows of this hour. 

Come near to us as only our Father can come neartous. Show 
us what it is to be the immortal children of an eternal God. 
Train us to new service and larger service when we go from world 
to world or from life to life, to be with Thee in this infinite 
heaven of Thine. 

Father, we pray for this nation, that she may always have 
counselors from the midst of her, men who know her people and 
who know the world and are willing to join with one heart and 
with one voice that this may be the kingdom of Thy love. Be 
with us in our sorrows as Thou hast been in our joys. We ask it 
in Christ Jesus. 

Our Father who art in heaven, hallowed be Thy name, Thy 
kingdom come, Thy will be done on earth as it is in heaven. 
Give us this day our daily bread, and forgive us our trespasses as 
we forgive those who trespass against us. And lead us not into 


I make plain to 


Amen. 
THE JOURNAL. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. ALDRICH, and by unanimous 
consent. the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 

DEATH OF SENATOR HANNA, 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I have a painful duty to per- 
form. It is that of making formal announcement of the death of 
He departed this 


ing during this session of the Senate, at the hour of 6.40 p. m. 
yesterday, surrounded by his family and immediate friends. 

The event was not unexpected at the time when it occurred. 
For months past it has been evident to all who were associated 
with him that he was in failing health. 

He was urgently and repeatedly advised to desist from his labors 
and make a special effort to resist his maladies, but his strong 
will power, hopeful nature, and fidelity to duty were such that he 
disregarded all such suggestions and continued at his post until 
about three weeks ago, when he was prostrated by typhoid fever. 

His friends then became justly alarmed. That alarm spread 
throughout the country, and in response to unusual manifesta- 
tions of public sympathy his physicians bulletined his condition 
daily and finally almost hourly. 

As the days passed hope failed, until all recognized that the 
‘inevitable hour’’ was approaching. 

Thus it was that the end did not come as a surprise, but the re- 
gret it has occasioned appears to be more profound and universal 
on that account. 

His bereaved family have been the recipients of messages and 
telegrams of grief and condolence from all sections and from all 
classes. 

He is mourned by all his countrymen—bDy his political associates 


| not alone becanse he was their great organizing leader who re- 


peatedly led them to victory, but also and more especially because 
he had gained their affections and reigned in their hearts as a fa- 
vorite; by his political opponents because they are chivalrous and 
generous enough to experience sorrow when a brave man falls, 
though he be of the opposition, and because they recognized in 
him a bold and fearless foeman, who commanded their respect and 
excited their admiration. 

Here in the Senate, where he was so long a distinguished mem- 


Worcester, Mass., favoring passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to | ber, he was best known and most appreciated. 


the Committee on the Judiciary. 


It is unnecessary to speak in this presence of the great loss his 
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death has occasioned to his party, his State, and the nation. All 
know it better than any language can express it. 

Mr. President, this is not the time for extended eulogy. Later, 
I shall ask the Senate to set apart a day when all his colleagues 
can join with me in paying fitting tribute to his life, character, 
and public services. 

For the present I content myself with offering the resolutions I 
send to the desk, for which I ask present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio sub- 
mits resolutions, which the Secretary will read to the Senate. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
the Hon. Marcus A. HANNA, late a Senator from the State of Ohio. 

Resolved, That a committee of twenty-five Senators, of whom the Presi- 
dent pro tempore shell be one, be appointed by the presiding officer to take 
order for superintencding the funeral of Mr. HANNA, which shall take place 
in the Senate Chamber at 12 o'clock m. on Wednesday, February 17, instant, 
and that the Senate will attend the same. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of re tthis remains be removed from 
Washington to Cleveland, Ohio, for burial, in charge of the Sergeant-at-Arms, 
attended by the committee, who shall have full power to carry these resolu- 
tions into effect; and that the pongunnes expenees in connection therewith be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these proceedings to the House | 
of Representatives and invite the House of Representatives to attend the 
funeral in the Senate Chamber and to appoint a committee to act with the 
committee of the Senate. 

Resolved, Thatinvitations be extended to the President of the United States 
and the members of his Cabinet, the Chief Justice and associate justices of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, the diplomatic corps (through the 
Secretary of State), the Admiral of the Navy, and the Lieutenant-General of 
the Army to attend the funeral in the Senate Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing | 
to the resolutions submitted by the Senator from Ohio. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed as the committee 
under the second resolution Mr. Foraker, Mr. ALLIson, Mr. 
Aupricu, Mr. Hate, Mr. Puatt of Connecticut, Mr. Spoonrr, 
Mr. Perkins, Mr. WETMORE, Mr. HANSBROUGH, Mr. WARREN, Mr. 
FAIRBANKS, Mr. Depew, Mr. Kran, Mr. Scott, Mr. BEVERIDGE, | 
Mr. ALGER, Mr. KITTREDGE, Mr. GoRMAN, Mr. CocKRELL, Mr. | 
TELLER, Mr. Bacon, Mr. Martin, Mr. BLACKBURN, and Mr. 
McENERY. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I move, as a further mark of 
respect to the deceased, that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 12 o'clock and | 
12 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, February 17, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





} 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, February 16, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Our Father who art in heaven, we come to Thee bowed in sor- 
row and in grief because a great and useful man, a faithful serv- 
ant of the people, has been taken from us. Yet we come with 
perfect faith and confidence in Thee as a wise, just, and merciful 
Ruler, who doeth all things for the good of Thy children. 

Help us, we beseech Thee, to learn the lesson Thou wouldst 
teach in the life and death of this man, that we may be faithful to 
our calling and gain the confidence and esteem of our fellow-men. | 

Be very near to the bereaved wife, the mourning family, and to | 
those who were near and dear to him by the ties of friendship. | 
Comfort them by the blessed hope of the life to come in Jesus 
Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, * Mr. PaRKINSON, its reading | 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the | 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two | 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10954) 
making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 3584. An act to authorize the resubdivision of lots or 
blocks in the District of Columbia; 

H. R. 11823. An act to authorize the Director of the Census to 
cooperate with the secretary of state of the State of Michigan 
and with officials of other States in taking the census of manu- | 
factures; and 

H. R. 9308. An act permitting the building of a dam across the 
Mississippi River between the counties of Wright and Sherburne, 
in the State of Minnesota. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
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its amendments to the bill (H. R. 11287) making appropriations 
for the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year endin, 
June 30, 1905, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, }ya\j 
agreed to the conference asked by the House of Representatiy.< 
and had appointed Mr. Hae, Mr. CuLLom, and Mr. TELurr a: 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the joint reso)y- 
tion (S. R. 37) providing for the editions to be printed for the 
annual and special reports of the Librarian of Congress. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Rey) 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (8. 4122) to direct the Directoy o; 
the Census to cooperate with the secretary of state of the State of Michigan 
in taking the census of manufactures, and for other purposes. a 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, ye- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 660. An act granting an increase of pension to John S. 
Sines; 

H. R. 5720. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Filler; 

. = R. 708. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert P. 
aker; 

H. R. 7732. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Chenowith; 

H. R. 1483. An act granting an increase of pension to James 


|W. Black; 


H. R. 7439. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen 
M. Bates; 

H. R. 198. An act granting an increase of pension to Emmett 
Cole; 

H. R. 6947. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
H. Cooper; 


H. R. 7798. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 


| Black; 


HB. R. 6028. An act granting an increase of pension to Anson 
Heffron; 

H. R. 4325. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Sills; 
' H. R. 812. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
uInery; 

H. R. 6032. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
S. Bellows; 

H. R. 937. An act granting an increase of pension to Mark A. 
Shelton; 

H. R. 7682. 
H. Howard; 

H. R. 1156. 
gratz; 

a. R. 6036. An act granting an increase of pension to J hn 
Shafer; 

H. R. 5609. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja 
min F. Grigsby; 

H. R. 734. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to John Pan- 


w 


| McAlister: 


H. R. 8729. An act granting an increase of pension to Gustus 
S. Remick; 
H. R. 727. 
Blye; 
H. R. 4937. An act granting an increase of pension to Eu 
Conklin; 
H. R. 5372. An act granting a pension to Mariah Kuechler: 
: H. R. 1497, An act granting an increase of pension to D.1a 
Cook; 
= R. 4578. An act granting a pension to Catharine M. McC lan 
ahan; 
a R. 138. An act granting an increase of pension to Herr) 
ale; 
H. R. 7355. An act granting an increase of pension to Henr) 
Barrett; 
H. R. 1855. An act granting a pension to Harriett B. Riley: 
H. R. 1294. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
McBrien; 
H. R. 6562. An act granting‘an increase of pension to Fran 
A. Thompson; ‘ 
H. R. 165. An act granting a1 increase of pension to Thomas 
Adelsperger: : 
H. R. 1487. An act granting an increase of pension to Dexter 
T. Drake; . 
H. R. 5534. An act granting an increase of pension to Adaline 
Shaw Lovejoy; 
H. R. 6994, An act granting an increase of pension to Theresa 
Nebrich; 


An act granting an increase of pension to James K 


Tx 
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H. R. 8187. 


Jeffrey; 


H. R, 8123. 


An act granting an increase of pension to George 


An act granting a pension to Eliza S. Smith; 


H. R. 219. An act granting a pension to Minerva J. Burton; 


H. R. 7095. 


H. Hakes; 
H. R. 8717. 
Edwards; 


H. R. 8342. 


E. Davis; 
H. R. 8207. 
Johnson; 


H. R. 5299. 


Wheeler; 


H. R. 2553. 


Wintz; 


H. R. 4887. 


N. Thorpe: 


H. R. 4629. 


C. Pond; 
H. R. 427 6. 
E. Burritt; 


H. R. 2822. 


Phillips; 


H. R, 3521. 


Hawker; 


H. R. 7374. 


Perkins; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Harrison 
An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
An act granting an increase of pension to Horace 
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
An act granting an increase of pension to George 
An act granting an increase of pension to George 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
An act granting an increase of pension to Hamilton 


An act granting an increase of pension to Louiza 


An act granting an increase of pension to John | 
; ; ; | Nash; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Jabez | 


H. R. 1384. An act granting a pension to Wilhelmina Miller; 


H. R. 6020. 


P. Conner; 


H, R. 8272, 


Hardy; 


H. R. 6547. 
3172. 


H. RB. 
Pogue; 
H. R. 


Miles; 
H. R. 4946. 
H. R. 7756. 
Schroder: 
H. R. 7072. 


H. R. 6701. 
Reeds; 


H. R. 9029. 
H. R. 8920. 
H. R. 5199. 


M. Johnson: 


H. R. 5617. 


P. Hereford; 


H. R. 7594. 


H. Miller; 


H. R. 5818. 


Snow: 


H. R. 4759. 


McDonald: 


H. R. 5972, 


A. W Tc 


H. R. 3337. 


Craigue; | 


H. R. 5528. 
H. R. 4031. 


R. Wasson; 


H. R. 4915. 


W. Hibbert; 


H. R. 6061. 


D. Brown: 


H. R. 6588. 


Cummings: 
H. R. 7757 
Davidheiser; 


H. R. 5699. 


Johnson; 


H. R, 6091. 


Brown; 


H. R,. 6023. 


Wigert; 


Hi. R. 6342. 
99. 


Springer; 
H.R. 77 


lice; 





side. 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth | 


An act granting a pension to John Holzer; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Robert E. 


195. An act granting a pension to Michael Landy; 
. 2040. 
. 7447. 


An act granting a pension to James Anderson: 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 


. 754. An act granting a pension to John M. Lawton; 
. 5634, 


An act granting an increase of pension to Robert L. 


An act granting a pension to James F. Wheeler; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Charles | 
| E. Mooney; 


An act granting a pension to Mary McCall; 
An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 


An act granting a pension to Georgie S. Barbour; 
An act granting a pension to Harriet A. Tucker; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Emma | 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to Charles | 


An act granting an increase of pension to Philip 


An act granting an increase of pension to David P. | 


An act granting an increase of pension to Edward | 


An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 


An act granting a pension to Maria Lindhorst; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel | 


An act granting an increase of pension to James | 


: : ; | tions and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for 
An act granting an increase of pension to Alpheus | 


An act granting an increas? of pension to James H. 


An act granting an increase of pension to James P. 
An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


An act granting an increase of pension to John O. 


f 





Meldrum; 








H. R. 2932. An act granting a pension to Dudley R. W. Wil- 
liams; 

H. R. 3298. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Pennock; 

H. R. 689. An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar 
Chapman; 

H. R. 3665. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
Jones; 


H. R. 2912. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth A. Jones; 

H. R. 2111. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry D. 
Towsley; 

H. R. 3411. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
J. Hart; 

H. R. 1859. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Cannon; 


H. R. 3345. 
P. Clarke; 

H.R. 561. Anact granting an increase of pension to EriSummy; 

H. R. 2916. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
S. Howard; 

H. R. 1906. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Blanchard; 

H. R. 610. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Alexander; 

H. R, 5531, 


An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


An act granting an increase of pension to Marvin 


H. R. 2427. An act granting a pension to Cynthia Thomas; 
H. R. 4625. An act granting a pension to Theresa B. Nash: 
H. R. 249. An act granting an increase of pension to Mollie J. 
Mitchell; 
H. R. 7515. 
H. R. 2201. 
McDonald; 
H. R. 8728. 
H. R. 4323. 


An act granting a pension to Rebecca A. Mathias; 
An act granting an increase of pension to George 


An act granting a pension to Matilda Lafferty; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


| Wurtz; 


H. R. 2016. 
Gardner; 

H. R. 4365. 

H. R. 8748. 

H. R. 681. 
Kersteter: 

H. R. 6005. 


An act granting an increase of pension to George 
An act granting a pension to Barney L. Brookins; 
An act for the relief of Serenus Kilbourne; 

An act granting an increase of pension to Ella P. 


An act granting an increase of pension to George 


B. Davis; 


H. R. 3815. An act granting an increase of pension to Hester 


H. R. 4457. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 


H. R. 3617. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


| M. Everett: 


H. R. 5471. 
rion Gamble; 

H. R. 3407. 
Lewis; 

H. R. 6071. 
C. Null; 

H. R. 529. An act granting a pension to Emma H. Higley; 

H. R. 6442. An act granting an increase of pension to James P. 
Wallace; 

H. R. 3485. 
Pratt: 

H. R. 3299. An act granting a pension to Medie M. Flanders; 

H. R. 3367. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Kerby; and 
‘i H. R. 8616. An act granting an increase of pension to James W. 

avis. 


An act granting an increase of pension to A. Ma- 
An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 


An act granting an increase of pension to Abraham 


An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. LITTAUER, from the Committee on Appropriations, re- 
ported the bill (H. R. 12446) making appropriations for fortifica- 


the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 


: : | and ordered to be printed. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus re WILLIAMS a? ? 


| points of order on the bill. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all 


The SPEAKER. All points of order will be reserved. 
SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 

Mr. HOGG. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Bonynge, of the First district 
of Colorado, is present and desires to take the oath of office. 

Mr. Bonynge appeared at the bar of the House, and was duly 
qualified by taking the oath of office required by law. 

CONFERENCE REPORT ON URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present the con- 

ference report on the urgent deficiency bill. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana presents a con- 
ference report on the urgent deficiency bill, which the Clerk will 
read. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
dispense with the reading of the report, and that the statement 
of the House conferees be read in place of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent that the reading of the conference report may be dis- 
pensed with, and that the statement be read, Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 

The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
10864) making appropriations te supply urgent deficiencies submit the follow- 
ing written statement in explanation of the effect of the action agreed upon 
and recommended in the accompanying conference report, namely: 

On amendment numbered 1: Extends the time within which the Commis- 
sion on International Exchanges shalb complete their work to November first 
instead of July first, 1904. 

On amendment numbered 2: Appropriates two thousand dollars as pro- 
poeed by the House instead of three thousand five hundred dollars as pro- 
posed by the Senate for contingent expenses for the Department of State. 

On smendment numbered 3: Appropriates five hundred dollars as pro- 

sed by the Senate for the purchase of two horses for the Department of 

On amendments numbered 4, 5, 6, and 7, relating to foreign intercourse: 
Appropriates fifteen thousand dollars, as 
twenty-five thousand dollars, as proposed by the Senate, for contingent ex- 
penses, foreign missions; eight thousand dollars, as proposed by the Senate, 
for expenses of inspection of consulates: and for_a consul at Dalny, Man- 
churia, at the rateot three thousand five hundred dollars per annum, as pro- 

vosed by the Senate. 
' On amendment numbered 8: Appropriates four hundred and eighty-one 
doliars and twenty-five cents for foreign postage for the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 

On amendment numbered 9 Appropriates six thousand and twenty-five 
dollars, as proposed by the Senate, for certain additional employees in the 
office of the Treasurer of the United States for the balance of the fiscal year, 
the same being provided for in the legislative bill for the next fiscal year. 

On theamendmentof the House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 


10, relating to the Louisiana Purchase Exposition: Inserts in the bill the sub- | 


stitute provision proposed ~ the House. . 
On amendment numbered 11: Continuesavailable until September 30, 1908, 


the unexpended balance of the appropriation for the United States C is- | " ’ 
Ste thee Paria Eecnonit’ a ~e ; : ee Saneee CSanetee | proposed by the Senate, for various expenditures of that body. 


sion to the Paris Exposition of 1900, as proposed by the Senate. 

Onamendment numbered 12: Strikes out the appropriation of seven hun- 
dred and twenty dollars, proposed by the Senate, for reimbursement to the 
Independent Line Steamers, of Tampa, Fla. 

On amendment numbered 13: Appropriates twelve thousand dollars, as 
proposed by the Senate, instead of eight thousand dollars, as proposed by 
the House, for enlarging the drafting room of the Office of the Supervising 
Architect. 

On amendment numbered 14: Strikes out the provision proposed by the 
Senate authorizing purchase and condemnation of additional ground for the 
Baltiznore (Md.) custom-house. 


On amendment numbered 15: Appropriates two thousand five hundred dol- | 


lars, as proposed by the Senate, for rental of temporary quarters at Greens- 
boro, WN. C. 

On amendment numbered 16: Strikes out the appropriation of nineteen 
thousand seven hundred dollars, as yeencees by the Senate, for purchase of 
site for the Los Angeles (Cal.) post-office and court-house. 

Onamendment numbered 17: Appropriates twenty-five thousand dollars, as 

roposed by the House, instead of one hundred and twenty-five thousand dol- 
ars, as proposed by the Senate, for heating, hoisting, and ventilating appa- 
ratus. 
On amendment numbered 18: Appropriates fifteen thousand dollars, as pro- 

i by the Senate, for vaults, safes, and locks for public buildings. 


po —— , 
On amendment numbered 19: Strikes out appropriation of seven hundred 
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Onamendment numbered 40: Appropriates one thousand five hundred (.)) 
s, - proposed by the Senate, for the Columbia Institution for the Deaf an i 

umb. 

On amendment numbered 41: Appropriates.two. thousand dollars, as p). 
posed. by the Senate, for Howard University. —— 

On amendment numbered 42: Appropriates six hundred and forty dollar 
and forty cents, as proposed by the Senate, forsurveying boundaries of \ 
lowstone Park, Y 

On amendment numbered 43: Appropriates one hundred and fifty+» 
dollars and thirteen cents, as proposed by the Senate, for salary due a yepis. 
ter of the land office in Alaska. _ 

On amendment numbered 44: Appropriates five thousand dollars, as ») 
posed by the Senate, for expenses of hearings in land cases, ; 

Omamendment numbered 45: Appropriates eighty thousand dollars, ins 
of sixty thousand dollars, as proposed by the House, and one hundred ¢ 
sand dollars, as proposed by the Senate, for investigating the minera 
resources of ka. 

On amendment numbered 46: Appropriates ten thousand dollars, as py 
posed by the Senate, for completing the report of mineral resources, 

On amendmentsnumbered 48. and 49: Appropriates, as- proposed by the < 
ate, nine hundred and seventy-two dollars and sixty-one cents for the | 
Commission, and seven hundred dollars for repairs and improvements at { 


| Green Lake fish station, in Maine. 


On amendments numbered 50 and 51: Appropriates one thousand dol) 


LPs, 


| as proposed by the House, instead of two thousand dollars, as proposed })s 


roposed by the House, instead of | 


Senate, for contingent expenses, and five hundred dollars, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of three hundred and fifty dollars,as proposed by the Hous: 
for stationery for the Department of Justice. P 

On amendment numbered 52: Strikes out, as proposed by the Senate. {}, 
provision relating to per diemcompensaticnof clerksof United States e 

On amendments numbered 53, 54, 55, and 56, relating to the postal servi 
Appropriates ten thousand dollars, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
thousand dollars, as proposed by the a for wrapping paper, and thir 
thousand dollars, as proposed by the Senate, for wrapping twine, and str 
out the appropriations proposed by the Senate of one thousand six hu: 
and sixty dollars for payment to the West Virginia Pulp and Paper Conia 
and fifty thousand dollars for rent, light, and fuel for first, second, and t 
class post-offices. 

On amendments numbered 57 and 58: Strikes out the apprepriati ns } 
posed by the Senate for the Bureau of Chemistry under the Departm: 
Agriculture. 

On amendment numbered 59: Appropriates three thousand dollars, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, to pay John G, Ames for compiling a Comprehensive lL: 
dex to Government Publications. 

On amendment numbered 60: A 
proposed by the House, instead of R 


opriates forty-two thousand dollars, as 
ty-nine thousand dollars, as proposed by 


| the Senate for printing and binding for the Interior Department. 


On amendments numbered 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, and 68: Appropriat: 


Onamendment numbered 69: Apprepriates three thousand dollars, as pro- 
poseu by the Senate, for folding materials for the House of Representa 
* On amendment numbered 70: Appropriates five thousand dk lars, as | 
pozed by the Senate, for the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission. 
On amendments numbered 71, 72, and 73: Appropriates for the addit 
judgments in Indian depredation claims certified to Congress since tho | 


| sage of the bill by the House. 


On amendment numbered 74: Strikes out the appropriation of forty-six 
dollars and eighty-five cents, as proposed by the Senate, to pay an audit 
claim not embraced in the regular certification to Congress. 

The bill as finally agreed upon appropriates $16,130, 111.39, being an incr 
of $5,103,916.22 over the amount as it passed the House. 

The Senate by itsamendments ed $5,.364,263.07 to- the bill, of which sum 


| the House —— by its concurrence $4,620,000. leaving in differe: 


und twenty dollars proposed by the Senate for legislative expenses, Territory | 


of New Mexico. 
On amendments numbered 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, and 26, relating to the Dis- 


for temporary services in the office of the assessor, two thousand eight hun- 
dred dollars for night schools, twenty thousand dollars for fuel for public 
schools, two thousand five hundred dollars for material for manual training, 
and two hundred thousand dollars for the elimination of grade crossings as 
required by the acts of 1901 and 1903; strikes out the appropriations propored 
by the Senate of five hundred dollars for theconstruction of an underground 
drain for Congress Heights engine house, and five hundred dollars for deep- 
ening well for said engine house. 


On amendment numbered 27: Authorizes settlement of accountsof George | 


W. Baird, major and paymaster in the Army, not exceeding six hundred 
and seventy-nine dollars and three cents. 

On amendment numbered 28: Authorizes the payment of three hundred 
dollars, as proposed by the House, instead of six hundred dollars, as proposed 
by the Senate, for preparing an illustrated description of the Sherman statue. 

On amendment aumbered 23: Strikes out the appropriation of seven thou- 
sand dollars, as proposed by the Senate, for submarine cable lines to Alaska. 

(on amendment numbered 30: Appropriates two thousand seven humdred 


national cemetery. 


On amendments numbered 31, 32, and 33, relating to the Military Academy: | 


Appropriates, as proposed by the Senate, one h ed amd forty dollars for 
expenses of the Board of Visitors, five thousand dollars for repairs and im- 
provements, and three thousand dollars for grading target range. 

On amendment numbered 34: A riates two thousand eight hundred 
cena, as proposed by the Senate, for the naval station at Cavite, Philippine 

slands. 

On amendment numbered 35: Appropriates three thousand dollars, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, for repairs of the Interior Department and Pension 

iidings. 

On amendment numbered 36: Appropriates seven hundred and fifty dol- 
lars, as proposed by the Senate, for — and improvements to steam fire 
engine house and Senate and House stables. 

On amendments numbered 37, 38, and 39, relating to the Government Hos 
pital for the Insane: Appropriates two thousand five hundred dollars, as pro- 

»0sed by tus Senate, i of four thousand dollars, as proposed by the 

ouse, for the Hospital extension; also appropriates, as proposed by the Sen- 

ate, seven thousand nine hundred and sixty dollars for a locomotive and two 
thousand four hundred and fifty dollars for rubber treads for iron stairs. 


tween the two Houses, and for adjustment by the conference committe, 
amendments involving $734,263.07, of which sum it is recommended that th: 
Senate recede from $260,346.85 and that. the House agree to $473,916.22. 
J. A. HEMENWAY, 
H. C. VAN Voornrs 
Managers on the part of the H 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, under the rules of the House 
all conference reports should be printed and lie over one da) 
fore consideration. In view of the fact that the amendm: 
the Senate were considered in the Committee of the Whole Hi 


trict cf Columbia: Makes appropriations as follows: Eight hundred dollars ; on the state of the Union before the bill went to conferen: 


view of the fact that the House will probably transact no fu 
business until the day after to-morrow. Thursday, and in vir 
the further fact that items upon this bill are very necessary 
the proper conduct of the public service, I ask unanimous con 
that this report be considered now. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, in view of | 
circumstances surrounding the bill itself and past discuss 
the differences between the two Houses, in view, also, of th: 
culiar circumstances surrounding the day itself, I shall not o! 
to the request for unanimous consent; but I give notice now, 
forehand, that hereafter, in connection with all appropria 
bills, objection will be made to any request for mnanimous 


| se is character, ¢ mi ade that the rule 
adnan ly tke Gnnsle Eek cond Gouna Eertentioli Mie. te th | ent of this character, and the demand made that the ru 


complied with. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 
report. 

The question was taken; and the conference report was : 
to. 

On motion of Mr. Hemenway, a motion to reconsider the v' 
- which the conference report was agreed to was laid on ' 
table. 


Is there objection? [After a pause. | 
The question is on agreeing to the confer 


JEREMIAH O'BRIEN. 

Mr. WILEY of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, at an earlier day 
the session I submitted some remarks upon the life and charact 
of Jeremiah O’Brien, an Irish-American patriot and hero of the 
Revolutionary war, in advecacy of a bill to erect a monume): | 
his memory in the nation’s capital. I find that the address 4s 


Y) 
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ublished in the Recorp contained some historical inaccuracies. 
] have revised and corrected the same; and 1 now ask unanimous 
consent to print them in the Recorp in lieu of the original speech. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unanimous 
consent to print revised remarks in the Recorp, Is there objec- 
tion? [Aftera 7 The Chair hears none. 


The remarks are as follows: 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WILEY of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, at an early day of 
the present session I had the honor to introduce into this House 
a bill (H. R. 10429) for the erection of a monument, in the city 
of Washington, to the memory of Jeremiah O’Brien, upon which 
shall be inscribed the words: 


Erected to the memory of 
The heroic Irish-American, 
Jeremiah O’Brien. 
Who attacked and captured 
In the first sea fight of 
The Revolutionary war 
The British schooner Margaretta, 


Commodore John Barry has justly been characterized as the 
father of the American Navy. Iam pleased to be advised that a 
similar bill has already been introduced in this House, authoriz- 
ing the erection of a monument, at our beautiful national capi- 
tal, to keep fresh in our remembrances the illustrious services he 
rendered his country, both in peace and in war, and to make 
luminous and glorious the growth and development of the Ameri- 
can Navy, in the rapid march of the most marvelous century that 
ever chronicled the brilliant achievements of the human race. 

But while we are rendering a just tribute to the man whose 
genius and brains created our Navy, let us not forget to do honor 
to another patriot, Jeremiah O’Brien, who fought the first naval 
battle in our struggle for independence from the British Crown, 
nor fail to perpetuate the virtues and the valor of the brave, free, 
and independent men who, under his leadership, did a deed so 
grand and enduring as to win the admiration of the civilized 
world. History does not record the name of a hero who has ex- 
celled in dauntless courage and in unconquerable patriotism the 
immortal Irish-American sailor of whom I speak. 

These intrepid mén from sawmill and shipyard have glorified 
our nation’s flag and ornamented the brightest page of the annals 
in which are inscribed the brilliant events that have transpired 
during the past one hundred years in this ‘‘ Union of our fathers 
and sires.”” The white angel of peace has descended upon the 
village of Machias, in the State of Maine, and now abides within 
her gates. But not so inthe memorable month of June, 1775. 
Then the tocsin of war was heard on her streets and excitement 
ran high inevery household. A wondrous change has come over 
the spirits of her inhabitants and hangs above the face of the 
mighty waters. The sweet flowers of hope and faith are climb- 
ing and blooming over the ruined and deserted cannon which 
once belched forth the fires of carnage and death during the war 
in which the colonies engaged with the mother country. 

Popular conceptions are inaccurate and misleading. The story 
of the men of Machias is necessarily traditional. One hundred 
and twenty-nine years ago the first sea battle of the Revolutionary 
war was fought. Away in the distant regions of antiquity, so 
remote that the event is scarce remembered in the chronicles of 
men, it is not to be marveled at that different and conflicting ver- 
sions of this remarkable encounter should appear from time to 
time. One of the most eae | and romantic accounts has 
been rendered by Lieut. Edward Wilson Very, late of the United 
States Navy. 

The story, as told by him, runs substantially like this: 

The news of the battle of Lexington reached Machias early one 
Sunday morning. It was the 10th of June, 1775, and just then 
there was an armed Government schooner in front of the town 
waiting to convoy a couple of lumber-loaded sloops to Halifax. 

The young men of the village, fired by the story of the deeds of 
their kinsmen, gathered and plotted to lend their mite to the 
cause; but what could be done? The guns of the schooner cov- 
ered the town; there were other guns in the little old blockhouse, 
and there were a few muskets; but the authorities were Tories, 
and all the gunpowder was locked fast in the magazine beyond 
their reach. There was powder in Jonesboro, 10 miles away; 
but no man dared go to get it for fear of being missed. 

And so it happened that Mary Chandler, a young girl of 17, 
slipped quietly from the meetinghouse during the sermon, walked 
over the rough trail to Jonesboro, and that night carried on her 
shoulders 25 pounds of powder back through the woods to Ma- 
chias, 

This blockading craft was His Majesty’s schooner Margaretta, 
manned with a crew recruited from the hardy seafarers of Nova 
Scotia, and full of the brawn and muscle and grit which had con- 
tributed so essentially to make true the boast ‘‘ Britannia rules the 
waves,’ 


When the shadows of evening came down upon both land and 
sea the commander of the Margaretta. as a precautionary measure, 
and in order to guard against a possible covert attack at night, 
moved the schooner down the river to the bay a few miles away, 
where he thought he would be in a safe position to hold the re- 
bellious village in his relentless grip; but no sooner was he out of 
sight than Jeremiah O’Brien, himself a lumberman, a gentleman 
of judgment and discretion, of cool nerve and indomitable will, 
‘*born to command,”’ organized at once for offensive warfare. 

His force consisted of thirty-five picked men, selected from 
among the shipbuilders and sailors of Machias. Full of mettle 
and ardor, young in years, keen of eye, strong of limb, and com- 
pact of body; brave and generous, every soul of them, with the 
health of salt air in their cheeks and the love of country in their 
hearts; ‘‘disdaining fortune,’’ buoyant in hope, and proud in 
their own self-esteem; each a veritable Hotspur, putting .on the 
**dauntless spirit of resolution,” impatient of wrong and weary 
of oppression; daring to do all that mortal man could do to re- 
dress their grievances, this Spartan band, un“er the skillful gen- 
eralship of the gallant O’Brien, rushed, as it were, from the very 
summit of the mount of defiance and quickly seized and unloaded 
one of the lumber-laden sloops and equipped her for battle, arm- 
ing her with the old guns from the blockhouse, and stowing away 
in her hull the powder which Mary Chandler had brought to 
them through the mazes of a thick forest. 

Sailing into the bay as the rays of the early morning light gilded 
the eastern sky, ‘‘ dire was the clang ’”’ as the two crafts ranged 
alongside one another and exchanged dreadful shots. Soon the 
schooner’s foresail rattled to the deck and all was over with her, 
for, closing in upon her and holding her fast, Jeremiah O’Brien, 
at the head of his thirty-five ‘‘ Down Easters,’’ boarded and cap- 
tured her. 

Another traditional but doubtless the more nearly correct 
version of this naval engagement is substantially as follows: 
After the news of the battle of Lexington reached Machias the 
townspeople erected a liberty pole, and the fact having been com- 
municated to the British authorities, the sloop Margaretta, under 
the command of Lieutenant Moore, of the English navy. was 
directed to proceed from Boston to Machias to investigate the 
matter. ‘ 

On the arrival of the Margaretta her commanding officer noti- 
fied the town officials that the pole must come down or he would 
open fire on the settlement. 

A hurried caucus of the leading citizens was held, without ap- 
parently reaching any satisfactory conclusion. 

The fact, however, as developed later, was that the meeting 
had determined to keep the pole intact. This led to the expedi- 
tion which resulted in the capture of the Margaretta. It was 
contemplated to use two vessels, one of which was the lumber 
sloop Unity, belonging to a Tory merchant named Jones; and 
with this object in view it was seized by the Americans at the 
wharf at Machias, was manned by about forty young republican 
sympathizers from the village, commanded by Jeremiah O’Brien, 
and alone participated in the battle. The other vessel which it 
was proposed to utilize was the Falmouth Packet, commanded by 
Benjamin Foster, but this craft on the way down the bay went 
aground. Both the Unity and the Falmouth Packet were sloops 
proper—that is to say, vessels with one mast each, and were, re- 
spectively, of about 80 tons burden. The crew of the Unity con- 
sisted of 35 men, and she had on board ‘‘ 20 fowling pieces, with 
8 rounds of powder and ball; 13 hay forks, a number of axes, a 
small bag of bread, a few pieces of pork, and a barrel of water; 
the last thing being mounted was a wall piece on the bitts of 
the windlass.’’ The Margaretta was known as a “sloop of war,”’ 
but was in reality a schooner, with four 6-pounders, twenty 
1-pound swivels fired from the rail, 2 wall pieces, 40 muskets, 
boarding pikes and axes, 2 boxes of hand grenades, with an anple 
supply of powder and ball. She was manned by two commis- 
sioned officers, with 38 petty officers and men, and was of about 
100 tons burden. 

The father, Dennis O’Brien, insisted upon going with the expe- 
dition, but was persuaded not to do so on account of his age. 
Joseph, the younger brother, was forbidden to go because he was 
too young, and Jeremiah locked him up in a corn house or wood 
shed to keep him safe until the sloop had gotten off and was under- 
way. Joseph, however, in some manner secured his release and 
became a stowaway on the Unity until she was well down the 
bay, and when he appeared on deck it was too late to put him 
ashore; so that all the six brothers, Jeremiah, Gideon, John, 
William, Dennis, and Joseph, were on the Unity during the en- 
gagement. The Unity made a direct course for the Margaretta, 
and, after a fierce fight lasting some twenty minutes, captured 
her, and Jeremiah pulled down the flag. Lieutenant Moore, of 
the Margaretta, was killed on deck during the action. With him 
were five killed or mortally wounded and ten disabled, while of 
the Americans two were killed and four wounded. The report 
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of this affair was made to the Congress of Massachusetts Bay on 
June 14,1775, by the committee of Machias, and on June 26, 
1775, Congress passed resolutions of thanks to Jeremiah O’Brien 
and Benjamin Foster for their action, and declared that— 

Said sloops, their appurtenances and cargoes, remain in the tender hands 
of said Captains O’Brien and Foster and the men under their command for 
them to use and improve as they shall think most for their account and the 

public advantage until further order of this or some future Congress or 
ouse of Representatives. 

The sword of Lientenant Moore is held to this day by an O’Brien 
descendant as a precious family heirloom. 

The Margaretta was subsequently, in 1776, refitted and re- 
named The Hare. Capt. Jeremiah O’Brien commanded and used 
her as a privateer until she was chased by a British man-of- 


war and run on the flats near Jonesport, on the Maine coast, | 


where she was set on fire and burned to the water’s edge. The 
Unity was fitted out as a cruiser and the armament of the Mar- 
garetta being transferred to her, it was decided to change her 
name to Machias Liberty. Jeremiah O’Brien was placed in com- 
mand of her by the Machias committee of safety. In July, 1775, 


Jeremiah, in the Machias Liberty, and Captain Foster,in aschooner | 


from East Machias, captured the Diligent, a 10-gun sloop, with 
50 men, and Foster seized the Tapnaquish, a sloop accompany- 
ing the Diligent. Jeremiah afterwards took captive several Brit- 
ish vessels at St. Johns, New Brunswick. O’Brien and Benja- 
min Foster were ordered to make a formal report ofthe capture 
of these ships to General Washington at Cambridge, which they 
accordingly did; and from there they went to Watertown, where 
the Provincial Congress was in session, which body in their presence 
passed a resolution of thanks to them for these valuable prizes. 
At this time Jeremiah was appointed “ captain of the marine of 
Massachusetts Colony ’’ and given command of both the Machias 
Liberty and schooner Diligent. The Machias Liberty, with a 
crew of 40 men, became the flagship of the flying squadron. 
William O’Brien, a younger brother, was his first lieutenant. 
The armament of the Machias Liberty was 5 guns and 10 swivels. 
John Lambert was appointed to the personal command of the 
Diligent, and John O’Brien, another brother of Jeremiah, was 
made first lieutenant of that vessel. 

This squadron of 2 vessels cruised along the coast from about 
August, 1775, until September, 1776. The pay of a captain in 
these days was £4 per month, but was subsequently increased to £8. 
Both ships were put out of commission in October, 1776, and their 
officers and crews were discharged. In August, 1777, Jeremiah 
O’Brien was commissioned by the State of Massachusetts as com- 
mander of the privateer Resolution, and soon afterwards captured 
the Scarborough, of 4 guns and 2 swivels. He subsequently 
commanded the privateers Cyrus and Little Vincent, each having 
10 guns and 16 men, as well as the Tiger, a schooner with 6 guns 
and 15 men. In the early part of 1778 he returned to Machias, 
where he was appointed captain of the Ranging Company, a 
formation organized for the purpose of protecting the inhabitants 
against Indian raids. In 1780 John and Joseph O’Brien built at 
Newburyport a privateer named the Hannibal, of 250 tons, carry- 
ing 24 guns and 130 men. Her first cruise was made under com- 
mand cf John O’Brien, and when he returned to Newburyport it 
was upon his petition that the council of state of Massachusetts 
appointed his brother Jeremiah, on September 8, 1780, to the com- 
mand of the Hannibal as her captain. 

Jeremiah having been captured in the Hannibal by two British 
frigates off New York Harbor was taken to New York City, then 
in the occupation of the British, and placed upon the British 
ay ship Jersey in Wallabout Bay, where the Brooklyn Navy- 

Yard is now located. After being kept there for six months he 
was transferred to England and imprisoned at Plymouth in the Mill 
prison for longer than a year. Escaping, he crossed the English 
Channel in a small boat and reached the shores of France in safety, 
whence he came back to Machias, where he continued to live until 
the day of his death. In 1811 he was appointed collector of cus- 
toms for the district of Machias, retaining the office until 1815. 
In 1814, during the war of 1812, then 70 yearsof age, he endeavored 
to raise a troop with which to oppose the advance of the British, 
but met with little success. His house was searched by the Brit- 
ish soldiers, but beyond that he was not molested. He died Sep- 
tember 15, 1818, 74 years old, and was laid to rest in the O’Brien 
burial ground at Machias. 

Full of years and with honors ‘‘ crowding thick upon him,’’ at 
the end of a useful career, with a rainbow of glory spanning the 
rich flush of autumn’s gold, the dread summons came to him. 
He died with the approval of a good conscience. The nation has 
embalmed the memory of his many excellencies with a holy sor- 
row and a sweet tenderness. 

The history of the O’Brien family, as nearly as I can ascertain 
from the records and from the recollections of the eldest male 
descendant now living, is about as follows: 

Morris O’Brien came from Ireland (presumably Dublin) in 
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1740, and settled in Kittery, Me. There he married the widow 
of an English officer whose surname I can not ascertain. thon.) 
her Christian name was Mary. Six sons were born in Ameri... 
of whom Jeremiah was the eldest, being born in 1744, [| hy»... 
already given the names of the other sons—Gideon, John, Wj. 
liam, Dennis, and Joseph. I am advised that as early as 1765 ¢}). 
entire family was located in Machias, Me., where the father ay 
older brothers were the proprietors of two sawmills, being 
gaged generally in the lumber business. Jeremiah remaine \ 
bachelor his whole life long. While he was not the creator hyo 
was the organizer of the American Navy and the precursor of 
that great race of sea kings, admirals of renown and other 
cers of high rank, who have held proud dominion upon tho 
mighty waterways of the world. 

Whether the episode of Mary Chandler leaving the churc) 
Sunday morning during divine service and walking thr 
the woods to Jonesboro in search of powder be truth or fictj,, 
her name will be forever associated with the expedition, if for 
no other reason and in no other way, through her marriave with 
Nathaniel Wilson, who was one of the participants in the clash 
of arms between the Unity and Margaretta. He was a liberty- 
loving, law-abiding man, one of the trusted lieutenants of (a)- 
tain O’Brien. He rendered hard and faithful service to the new 
Republic during the colonial war in patrolling the Massachusetis 
coast. 

When hostilities ceased, when peace was declared and the 


ih 
l 


| Union was established, guaranteeing to every citizen the protec- 


tion of life, liberty, and property, and the pursuit of happiness, 
he returned to the village of Machias to find Mary Chandler 
awaiting his coming. She was then 25 years old, a strong, indy 
trious, economical, intelligent, and winsome woman. She filled 
the full measure of Solomon’s description of a prudent wif 
“She openeth her mouth with wisdom, and in her tongue is 
the law of kindness. She looketh well to the ways of her house- 
hold, and eateth not the bread of idleness.”” She had buckled on 
the bright armor of her knight when he had gone forth to battle 
eight years before, and because she had braced it firmly his honor 
and manhood had not failed him in danger and strife. To him 
her voice was strange, low, mystic music stealing his soul away. 
It was peculiarly meet, therefore, that he should have wooed and 
won her, “‘the pensive maid beneath the silvan shade.” 

Their marriage was a happy consummation of a long courtship 
replete with loyalty, devotion, love, faith, and hope. 

As John Halifax, Gentleman, said of Ursula, he did not want a 
saint, but a helpmeet; not an angel, but, better still, a woman, to 
walk with him in his daily life, to comfort him, to strengthen 
him, and to make him “ pure and good.” 

Their first child wasnamed Margaretta; and I am told that an old 
stone in the village graveyard bears an inscription, ‘‘ Sacred to 
the memory of Margaretta Wilson, infant daughter of Nathaniel 
and Mary Chandler Wilson.”’ 

Here, again, we seem to have another verification of the old 
saying, “ ‘Truth is stranger than fiction.”’ It is from the sun the 
shadow falls; and the moment we see the shade we are certain 
of the light. 

Making proper allowances for excusable anachronisms, as we'll 
as inaccuracies as to dates and details, the undeniable fact never- 
theless remains that in the year of our Lord 1775 Jeremiah O’Brien, 
in the first naval engagement of the Revolution, captured the 
Margaretta. Thus we perceive that this insignificant little sloop 
was the babe which has grown into the full proportions of the 
white fleet of our superb Navy. The splendid courage wii: 
O’Brien and his men, true and tried, exhibited on this memorable 
occasion gave our Navy, strange to relate, its first start. Itis now 
the magnificent arm of the greatest Government the wor'd e\cr 
saw—a navy power, invincible upon all the navigable wat*rs ©! 
the globe, engaged everywhere and at all times in the laudable 
endeavor to protect our citizens at home and abroad, to conserve 
the public peace, to defend popular rights and preserve consti: \- 
tional liberty. : 

There is something that irresistibly touches our noblest sens'- 
bilities in the heroism of duty fearlessly performed—a herois™ 
which is willing to sacrifice self in a righteous cause, even thous! 
the atonement can not make it victorious. In this instance * 
cess crowned the efforts of our hero, Jeremiah O’Brien. 
counted it 4 crime “‘no tear could ere efface, to purchase sa'«' 
with compliance base.”” He was 

In his honor impregnable, 
In his simplicity sublime. ; 

In him was truth and noblencss—man’s fidelity with woman § 
tenderness. He was tried in the furnace and proved true. © 
was “‘ weighed in the balances’’ and not found wanting. He h 3 
been pronounced “sterling by the general consent of mankind.” 

He had dignity of mind and rectitude of principle, assisted by 
unpretending good sense under all conditions and environinent» 
of life, 





1904. 


If there be one country upon the map of nations which can chal- 
lenge our sympathy more than all the rest that country is Ireland, 
the home of Emmet and Curran, of Phillips and Connell, of Burke 
aud Grattan, of Dillon and Parnell—patriots all—who with heart 
and hand, and tongue and pen, “‘ strmggled for kindred and the 
right.””’ The cypress wreath encircled their country’s brow, and 
the funeral dirge was to them a familiar sound. The national 
lvre was tuneless. Its chords were broken. ‘A land without 
ruins is a land without memories.” 

The Israelites, exiled to foreign shores, driven under the galling 
yoke and banished into cheerless captivity, hung their musical 
instruments upon the willow trees and refused to sing, saying: 

‘‘ How can we sing the Lord’s songs in a strange land?’”’ So, too, 
the sons and daughters of Erin, clad in habiliments of woe, sat 
down in sorrow and sadness beside their desolated hearthstones and 
wept in agony and despair, while gaunt-eyed famine stalked 

abroad in that pic turesque and fertile land and “ grinned horri- 
p ly a ghastly smile’’ atthe dismal ruin wrought. This distressing 
condition inspired the poet to pen those burning words which will 
go ringing adown the ages: 
The harp that once through Tara's halls 
The soul of music shed 
Now hangs as mute on Tara’s walls 
As if that soul was fled. 

‘his fair ‘‘ Emerald Isle,’ rising from the bosom of her own 
beautiful waters, staggering under a governmental policy which 
brought poverty and gloom to her people, was for many long and 
dreary years neither cheered by the songs of her native bards nor 
enthused by the eloquence of her impassioned orators. The 
blighting hand of English tyranny had laid her low, stripped her 
of her verdure, and she stood forth like a lone waste in a fiowery 
land. An unprofitable toiler, a veritable “ hewer of wood and 
drawer of water ’’ on his own soil, the Irishman, under every sun 
and in every clime, outside his own country, whenever and wher- 
ever the door of hope and opportunity has not been closed against 
him, has demonstrated a genius for work and a patience in the 
conquest of details, a loyalty to principle, a devotion to truth and 
love of country which have forged him to the very forefront in 
every profession and vocation in life. 

In the eloquent words of another, *‘As the light from countless 
but unseen stars illumines the heavens and forms the beautiful 
Milky Way, so the deeds of the children of the Irish race have 
made resplendent the pages of the history of every country in 
the world save their own;’’ but, thank God, the daybreak of the 
sun of freedom from oppression—the roseate dawn of liberty of 
thought, of speech, and of religious and political action for down- 
trodden Irishmen—is beginning to appear in the east and to flood 
with light of gold the earth and sea and skies. 

Jeremiah O’Brien, although American born, was a full-blooded, 
typical Irishman. 

The Jrish-American citizen, what shall we say of him? Loyal 
to the “ old flag ’’ and faithful to country, true to his friends, gen- 
erous in nature. magnanimous in disposition, liberal in his views, | 
and public spirited always, he is not only preeminently qualified 
for self-governing citizenship, but frequently sets us an example 
of industry, economy, and morality, the influence of which is felt 
as a potential factor in the intelligence, thrift, and law-abiding 
qualities which characterize the communities in which he lives. 

With loving impulse we gladly spend large sums of money from 
year to year out of a national fund raised by common taxation to 


protect and beautify the graves of those who died in defense of | thefrowning heightsof Gettysburg, on Lookout Mountain, on the 


the Union. We make liberal appropriations in order to mark by 
some enduring structure the particular spots where Federal sol- 
diers and sailors fought and fell for their country’s sake. 

We are wont to erect monuments to those whose careers have 
illustrated courage, fortitude, patriotism, self-sacrifice, and fidel- 
ity to principle: to those who have become renowned in the pub- 
lic service; to those who have been benefactors to the human 
race; to those whose endeavors in the arts and sciences, letters 
and learning have exalted them ainong the nations of the earth. 
We have built magnificent cemeteries at Vicksburg, Chattanooga, 

Gettysburg, Nashville, Murfreesboro, Culpeper Court House. 
Manassas, Arlington, Winchester, and on a score of other fields. 
These silent cities of the dead are surrounded by costly stone 
fences, adorned with trees and parks, and everywhere ornamented 
with headstones of marble or shafts of granite to mark the green 
graves of those who “* died on the perilous edge of battle.”’ 

Washington is a city of monuments; and it is meet that these 
memorials should arrest our gaze in every park and common, on 
every street, along every highway, and in every public ground of 


the nation’s capital. Father Ryan expressed words as sweet as | 


celestial fruits or the breath of flowers from Paradise when he 
penned these radiant lines: 

Yes, give me the land of the wreck and the tomb; 

There's grandeur in graves, there’s glory in gloom; 

For out of the gloom future brightness is born, 

As after the night looms the sunrise of morn, 
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But it may be asked why a Representative from ‘“‘ way down 
South in Dixie”’’ should feel such an interest in a New England 
—_ iot as to be prompted to introduce a measure in this Chamber 

king to the erection of a monument to his memory. The 
answer is easy. 

Descended from ancestors who were with Washington at Val- 
ley Forge, I am fascinated by any literature whicl h tends to illus- 
trate the arduous struggles and glorious ex xploits of our fore fathers 
in their contest for freedom. ‘‘ Stand by the old landmarks”’ is 
a biblical injunction. Some ‘‘ quaint and curious volume of for- 
gotten lore,’’ as Edgar Allan Poe expresses it, possesses for me the 
peculiar charm of a faded face looking down from an old picture 
on the wall of an ancient art gallery. Although the dimming 
mists of time have gathered about the achievements of the valor- 
ous men who participated in that colonial warfare, my heart 
thrills with patriotic emotions at the recital of deeds worthy of 
the poet’s pen, the minstrel’s lay, the painter’s brush, or the 
sculptor’s chisel. Jeremiah O’ Brien was esse ntially a product of 
New England and lived in a section far remote from Alabama. 
It, perhaps, would have been more appropriate for a Representa- 
tive from an eastern district to have introduced the bill; but, in 
my opinion, patriotism obliterates all sectional lines, and the in- 
trepidity our hero never failed to manifest, and which shrank not 
from the most appalling dangers, has become the general heritage 
of the American Republic. By the introduction of this bill I but 
proclaim the common loyalty and devotion of the southern people 
to the old flag and to ‘‘a Union that none cansever.’’ The ‘‘ war 
of the roses,’’ the white and red, is ended forever. 

In no country has race or sectional enmity ever been more dis- 
tinctly marked than in England, and in no country has that en- 
mity been more completely effaced. The Saxons and Normans, 
for more than one and a half centuries openly hostile, at length 
mingled into a perfect political and national harmony. The two 
peoples, so long at war, ultimately discovered that they had simi- 
lar interests and commonenemies. They drew near in friendship 
and gave as a pledge of their lasting reconciliation the great 
charter, won by their united efforts and framed for their mutual 
benefit. 

The interests of the North and South are identical. National 
legislation enacted by Congress affects both sections alike. We 
have one Constitution and obey the samelaws. Yielding each to 
the other reciprocal dues, it has resulted under the infallible 
guidance and ordinances of God that we are now everywhere 
blessed with peace and plenty, happiness and prosperity. The 
only real liberator is Truth, and she makes none free save those 
who strive to break their own fetters. 

Heroism derives its splendor from the motive which prompts men 
to display courage and fortitude. ‘*‘ Know ye the truth; for the 
trath shall make ye free.’’ The Bible tells us it shall come out of 
the earth and extend even unto the clouds. I¢ is ‘‘ mighty and 
must prevail.” It is “the pillar of cloud by day and of fire by 
night.’’ It speaks out like the clear whistie of the stout boat- 


| swain above the howlings of the storm and the tempest. It is 
| the basis of all good government, and without it human society 


can never perform its rightful mission. 
The fratricidal war between the two sections is over. Our 


| swords have been broken into plowshares and our spears into 


pruning hooks. The North and the South alike will hold their 
dead in tender memory forever. 
The South is proud of the men who wore the gray, charging up 


banks of the Potomac, in the gloom of the Wilderness, on the 
fiery trail from Dalton to Atlanta. on the rolling Rappahannock, 
on the red hills of Georgia, and in the valleys of Virginia and 
Tennessee. The North very justly feels a like pride in the valor 
of the men who wore the blue. On every battle plain, from the 
mountains to the sea, monuments more enduring than brass have 
been erected to preserve the fameand to tell posterity the glorious 


| deeds of her patriotic dead. Lee and Grant, Jackson and Thomas, 


Stuart and Hancock, on both sides generals of unblemished char- 
acter, belong to no section, but tothe whole country. They ‘are 
immortal names that were not born to die,’’ and their fame is the 
common heritage of us all. 

The surviving veterans of the South returned to their homes to 
begin anew the battle of life. They understood the situation, and 


| accepted it in good faith; and majestic as they were in war, they 
| were grander and more glorious still in the busy pursuits of peace. 


We are loyal citizens of the nation. From the past we have de- 
rived wisdom and drawn inspiration. By the Constitution, as it 
now is, we intend to stand. Let that book of the organic law be 
read by the people never too often, as the volume of the laws of 
Moses was brought forth and explained to the children of Israel 
in Jerusalem near the shrines of their ancient altars. 

The adversities of the South have stirred her manhood, stimu- 
lated her energies, and prepared her to work out for herself and 
posterity a far greater and more fruitful career than she ever at- 
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tained when the tide cf her fortune ran at its flood. Herstricken 
fields have ripened once more and her gardens are sending out the 
fragrance of their flowers. ‘‘ The violets still bloom in the depths 
of her valleys,’’ while the stars sit, each upon his ruby throne, and 
watch with sleepless eye a golden land of beauty and sunshine, 
from which even in the disruption of southern institutions the old 
romance has never departed. 

We are banded together, as never before, in the common bonds 
of union, loyalty, fraternal love, and civilliberty. Divisional lines 
have been obliterated. After a third of a century of peace and 
prosperity we are all kneeling side by side at the altar of a reunited 
faith. We have but one flag in the skies. The melodious tunes 
of Dixie and Yankee Doodle have blended together into one har- 
monious and inspiring national air. 

The dagger of Spain was unsheathed. Innocence, helpless age, 
and infirmity were falling beneath its perfidious blows. In the 
midst of the fires of the Maine the heavens cried aloud for ven- 
geance. The men and the sons of the men who had faced each 
other under two flags in battle’s stern array now felt the elbow 
touch, fighting as brothers under ‘‘ the Stars and Stripes ’’ to free 
Cuba, the ‘‘ gem of the Antilles,’’ from the barbarity of a merci- 
less despotism. "Wearing the same uniform, whether on land or 
sea, Lawton and Wheeler, Dewey and Schley, Bagley and Capron, 
now living and dead, under the folds of *‘ Old Glory ”’ fought for 
God and humanity. They have emblazoned their names upon the 
loftiest entablatures in the temple of fame. They will live for- 
ever in song and story, and add luster to the glory of tlie nation 
which gave them birth. 

Sic itur ad astra—this is the path to the stars—is an ancient 
motto attached to the armorial bearings of the Canongate. 

Let us build the monument this bill provides for as an elo- 
quent tribute to a chivalric life. ‘‘A land without memories is a 
land without history.’’ Letits towering shaft ‘‘ pierce the stormy 
cloud and rear its lofty head to heaven,”’ to tell coming genera- 
tions of the dauntless character of this hero of Machias: to save 
from unmerited oblivion a knightly soldier’s name and fame, and 
to keep the corroding touch of time from dimming the brightness 
of his stainless sword. ‘‘ Let the shamrock be entwined with the 
laurels of the Revolution; and truth and justice, guiding the pen 


of history, inscribe on the tablets of America’s remembrance | 


eternal gratitude to Irishmen.’’ 
ment. 
valor and do honor to one whose illustrious deeds will *‘ to ears 
and tongues be theme and hearing ever.”’ 


REMOVAL OF QUARANTINE STATION AT SAN DIEGO, CAL. 


By unanimous consent, change was made in the reference of the 
bill (H. R. 10432) making appropriations for the removal of the 
quarantine station at San Diego, Cal., and to acquire a new site, 
and for other purposes, from the Committee on Naval Affairs to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


RECESS, 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House take 
a recess for twenty minutes. 


I repeat, let us build the monu- 


20 minutes p. m.) the House was declared in recess. 
The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 
12.40 p. m. by the Speaker. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


. 

By unanimous consent, isave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. MorRRELL, for three dzys, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. Bonynag, for four days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. SMALL, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. Taylor, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed the following reso- 
lutions: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
the Hon. Marcus A. HANNA, late a Senator from the State of Ohio. 

Resolved, That a committee of twenty-five Senators, of whom the Presi- 
dent pro tempore shall be one, be appointed by the presiding officer to take 
order for superintending the funeral of Mr. HANNA, which shall take a 
in the Senate Chamber at 12 o’clock m.,on Wednesday, February 17th, in- 
stant, and that the Senate will attend the same. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect his remains be removed from 
Washington to Cleveland, Ohio, for burial in charge of theSergeant-at-Arms, 
attended by the committee, who shall have full power to carry these reso- 
lutions into effect; and that the necessary expenses in connection therewith 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

cesolved, That the Secretary communicate these proceedings to the House 

of Representatives and invite the House of Representatives to attend the 

funeral in the Senate Chamber, and to appoint a committee to act with the 
committee of the Senate. : 5 

Resolved, That invitations be extended to the President of the United 
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States and the members of his Cabinet, the Chief Justice and associate jus- 
tices of the Supreme Court of the United States, the diplomatic corps 
(through the ees of State), the Admiral of the Navy, and the Lieu. 
tenant-General of the Army to attend the funeral in the Senate Chamber, 

And that in compliance with the foregoing the presiding officer 
had appointed as said committee Mr. Frye, Mr. Foraker. Mr 
ALLISON, Mr. ALpRicH, Mr. Hatz, Mr. Piatt of Connecticut 
Mr. Spooner, Mr. Perkins, Mr. WETMORE, Mr. Hansprovgi; 
Mr. WARREN, Mr. FarrRBANKS, Mr. DEPEW, Mr. KEAN, Mr. Scory. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE, Mr. ALGER, Mr. KITTREDGE, Mr. GorMAN, My 
CockrELL, Mr. TELLER, Mr. Bacon, Mr. Martin, Mr, Brack. 
BURN, and Mr. McENERY. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that when the House adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet at 11.45 
a. m. to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that when the House adjourn to-day it adjourn to mec: 
at 11.45 a. m. to-morrow, Is there objection? [After a pause 
The Chair hears none. 


DEATH OF HON. MARCUS A. HANNA, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following res 
lutions, and ask their immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the same, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives has heard with profound sor 
row of the death of the Hon. Marcus A. HANNA, a Senator of the Unit 
States from the State of Ohio. 

_ Resolved, That the House of Representatives accepts the invitation of the 
Senate to attend the funeral services of the late Hon. MArcuS A. HANNA, t 
be held in the Senate Chamber to-morrow, at 12 o’clock noon, and that the 
Speaker of the House appoint a committee of thirty Members to act in | 
junction with a committee of the Senate to make the necessary arrany: 
ments and accompany the remains to the place of burial. ; 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect the House do now adjourn. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the following committee: Mr. Gros- 
VENOR, Mr. Vax Vooruis, Mr. Burton, Mr. Soutrnmarp, Mr. 
Dick, Mr. MorGAn, Mr. BEIDLER, Mr. CassINGHAM, Mr. HILpr- 
BRANT, Mr. KyLk, Mr. Nevin, Mr. SNOOK, Mr. Warnock, Mr. 
BapGerR, Mr. GARBER, Mr. GorBEL, Mr. JACKSON of Ohio, Mr. 
KENNEDY, Mr. LONGwortH, Mr. WEEMS, Mr. Hemenway, Mr. 
BARTLETT, Mr. LUCKING, Mr. WILEY of Alabama, Mr. Dauze.t, 
Mr. Watson, Mr. Burke, Mr. Currier, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Rop 
ENBERG, Mr. McCLeary of Minnesota, and Mr. CALDERHEAD. 

Accordingly, in compliance with the order previously made, 
the House (at 12 o’clock and 54 minutes p. m.) adjourned until to- 
morrow at 11 o’clock and 45 minutes a. m. 


K- 


J 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, «\ 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Wl: 


| House, as follows: 


Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 


| was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10179) granting an in- 


; TAS © >» . i 9 ’ . | . a4: : 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 o’clock and | crease of pension to William H. Bell, reported the same without 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 933); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9789) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles M. Morrison, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 934); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10171) granting 
an increase of pension to Josiah H. Tyack, reported the sane 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 935; which sa'd 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11649) granting an 11 
crease of pension to Malinda A. Myers, reported the same wit! 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 936); which said Dill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. oe 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11074) granting a pen- 
sion to Merritt R. Simpson, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 937); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. ; 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ‘0 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10399) grantis 
an increase of pension to Francis Marshal, reported the same wit! 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 938); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 4 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 11175) grant-_ 
ing an increase of pension to Isaac S, Drummond, reported the 
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same With amendment, accompanied bya report (No. 939); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to Which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9990) 
granting @ pension to John Bartmann, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 940); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7754) granting an increase 
of pension to Jeremiah Myers, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by areport (No. 941); which said billand report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
pill of the House (H. R. 7778) granting a pension to Frank H. 


Clark, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- | 


port (No. 942); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7308) 
granting an increase of pension to Lucius E. Mills, reported the 


same With amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 943); which | 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9117) granting a pension to George T. 


Young, reported the same with amendment, accompanied bya 
report (No. 944); which said bill and report were referred to the 


Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6823) granting 
an increase of pension to S. R. Pollard, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 945); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7500) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Springer, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 946); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8789) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George K. Knowlton, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 947); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11655) 
granting an increase of pension to James Lynch, reported the 


same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 948); which | 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6563) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Barriger, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 949); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1176) 
granting an increase of pension to Capt. George W. Kimble, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
950); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. : 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 153) granting a 
pension to Harriet Snyder, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 951); wnich said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 133) 
granting an increase of pension to Capt. James W. Smith, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 


952); which said bill and report were referred to the Private | 


Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2767) granting an increase of pension to 
John E. Neary, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 953); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1575) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry F. Davis, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 954); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

_Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 691) 
granting an increase of pension to Rebecca C. Shurlock, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 955); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7501) granting an increase of pension to 
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Emily Catlin, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 956); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8078) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry J. Mosier, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 957): which said bill 
| and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5693) 
| granting an increase of pension to Joel M. Street, reported the 
| same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 958); which 
| said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
| Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6024) granting an in- 
| crease of pension to Calistro Castro, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 959); which said bill 
| and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4874) 
granting a pension to Charles V. Billig, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 960); which said bill 
| and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5873) granting a pension to William E. 
Palmer, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 961); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6258) 
granting an increase of pension to Theodore C, Putnam, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 962); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11558) granting an in- 
| crease Of pension to James B. Luckey, reported the same with 

amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 963); which said biil 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 





| to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9807) granting 
an increase of pension to Hugh 8. Smith, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 964); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11939) granting an increase of pension to C. C, 
Fisher—Committee,on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. ——) for the relief of Hannah J. Jones, executrix 
of Emanuel Jones, deceased, a British subject—Committee on 
Foreign Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on 

| War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 10482) making appropriations for the removal of 
the quarantine station of San Diego, Cal., and to acquire a new 
site, and for other purposes—Committee on Haval Affairs dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Inferstate and For- 

| eign Commerce, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills, resclutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 12441) to pay 
| clerks and deputy clerks in the Indian Territory the deficit in 
their salaries—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 12442) to amend ‘‘An act to pro- 
mote the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by 
compelling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to 
equip their cars with automatic couplers and continuous brakes 
and their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, and for other 
\P irposes,”? approved March 2, 1893, as amended April 1, 1896, 
‘and March 2, 1903—to the Committee on Interstate and Forcign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 12448) to amend section 6 
of an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act to establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy throughout the United States,”’ approved 
February 5, 1903—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 12444) to authorize the Chicago, 
St. Louis and New Orleans Railroad Company to construct a 
bridge across the Tennessee River near Gilbertsville, K 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
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By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 12445) to amend section 13 
of an act entitled ‘‘An act to reorganize and increase the effi- 
ciency of the personnel of the Navy and Marine Corps of the 
United States ’’—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTAUER, from the Committee on Appropriations: 
A bill (H. R. 12446) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the pro- 
curement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
purpsoes—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 12447) for the preservation of ab- 
original monuments, ruins, and other antiquities, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 110) relative 
to improvements in the Chicago River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 111) to es- 
tablish spaces in the city of Washington for farmers and others 
selling produce of their own raising—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 44) 
directing the Secretary of War to cause to be made a survey of 


Wilmington Harbor, Delaware—to the Committee on Rivers and | 


Harbors. 

By Mr. LOUD: A resolution (H. Res. 215) to permit Herman 
Lunden to make a homestead entry—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. : 

By Mr. ALLEN: A resolution(H. Res. 216) to print 2,000 cop- 


ies, for use of House document room, of ‘*‘ Laws relating to corpora- | 


tions in the District of Columbia,’’ extract from the Code of Law 
and other laws for the District of Columbia, with an index of the 
same—to the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 


By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 12448) granting anincrease of | 
pension to Washington G. Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12449) granting an increase of pension to 
George Berkshire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12450) granting a pension to H. T. Perry—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 12451) granting a pension 
to Joseph A. Cox—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 12452) granting an increase 
of pension to John A. McNerney—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12453) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip Weger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12454) granting a penSion to William S. | 


Foulke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 12455) for the relief of the 
Chesapeake Bank, of Baltimore, Md.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 12456) granting an increase 
of pension to Marshall Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 12457) granting an increase of 


pension to Nannie J. McGurkin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 12458) granting a pension to | 


Delia A. B. Fay—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 12459) granting a pension to | 


Mcses Eggleston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12460) granting a pension to Annie M, | 


Powell—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 12461) granting an increase of 
pension to Milton Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 12462) granting an increase 


of pension to Marion Gunter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


sions. 
By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 12463) granting an in- 


crease of pension to William P. Jackson—to the Committee on | 


Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12464) granting an increase of pension to | 


John M. Bromagem—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12465) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12466) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Stuart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 12467) for the relief 
of the heirs of Jenkins & Havens—to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12468) for the relief o* Lydia T. Hadlock, 
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administratrix of E. C. Hadlock, deceased, of Vermont—to ¢),. 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HILL of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 12469) for the reli. 
of W. F. Lockhart—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12470) for the relief of W. F. Lockhart 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 12471) granting a pension to Adolph [ie 
Maitre—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 12472) granting permission to Capt 
B. H. McCalla and other officers to accept decorations or pres; re 
from foreign governments—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 12473) for the benefit of tho 
Christian Church of Cadiz, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12474) granting a pension to George Presto 
Reeves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 12475) granting a pension 
Christian Lederer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12476) granting a pension to John N. Pete: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12477) granting a pension to M. B. Thomp- 

| son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12478) granting a pension to Elza Bal! 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12479) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucretia Cartmell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KYLE: A bill (H. R. 12480) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Henry J. Arnold--to the Committee on Invalid Per 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 12481) granting an increas 
| pension to David Galbraith—to the Committee on Invalid 
| sions. 
| By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 12482) to reimburse Lient 
| Benjamin F, Wickham ‘or sums withheld from him upon dis- 

charge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12483) granting a pension to Harry E. F 

ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12484) granting a pension to Cornelia Ha 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12485) granting an increase of pen: 
Martin Talbot—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12488) granting an increase of pension to An 
drew Deming—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 12487) granting a pensio! 
Caroline Rhodes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 12488) granting an increase of pension ti 
George H. Coddington—to the Committee on Invalid Pe: 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 12489) to authorize the 
United States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries to convey cer 
tain land to Joseph 8. Fay, jr., Sarah B. Fay, and Henry H. | 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 12490) granting an incr 
pension to John A. Speck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12491) granting a pension to Peter Scott 
the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 12492) for t 

relief of the estate of J. M. C, Knight—to the Committee on V ar 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12493) for the relief of Louis J. Souer, : 
lector of internal revenue for the collection district of Louisiana 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHULL: A bill (H. R. 12494) granting an incre: 
| pension to Joseph Nell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 12495) to corr 
military record of William Vickory—to the Committee on 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12496) granting an increase of pensioi 
Thomas Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12497) granting a pension to Ellen Murp!): 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 12498) granting an 1n- 
| crease of pension to Sarah N. Maddox—to the Committee on P 
sions. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 12499) for the relief of Mrs. 
| Mary E. Bronaugh, of Hopkinsville, Christian County, Ky.—‘° 
the Committee on Pensions. ee 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 12500) for the relief of Eu- 
ward J. Krueger—to the Committee on Pensions. os 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12501) for the relief of Harry S. Gillrup—to 


to 


LO 


to 


| the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12502) grantins 
a pension to Burton Walters—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12503) granting a pension to Joseph 
Thacker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12504) granting an increase of pension to 
Juliett Field—to the Committee on Pensions. 












PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 7879, 
for the relief of Mrs. Ann E, Sanders—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE: Petitions of Ed Van Ruschen and 22 cther 
voters of Beadle County, S. Dak., and Daniel Shinike and 6 other 
voters of Parkston, 8. Dak., favoring assage of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of D. Shearer and 62 other voters of Parkston, 
S. Dak., favoring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of Lumbard Post, No. 57, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of North Loup, Nebr., favoring passage 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial and resolution of patrons of rural free-delivery 
route No. 1, of Madison, Nebr., favoring increased pay for rural 
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
a pension to J. A. Cox—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of Simon E. Bopp, of 
New Munster, Wis., favoring passage of the Brownlow good- 
roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: Papers to accompany House bill for an 
: ncrease of pension to Philip Weger—to the Committee on Invalid 

-ensions, 


Also{ papers to accompany House bill for an increase of pension | 


to Lewis Monjar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. CURRIER: Resolution of Pike Station Grange, New 


Hampshire, favoring increased salaries for rural carriers—to the | 


Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Petition of citizens of San Luis Obispo 
County, Cal., favoring Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. , 

Also, resolution of Santa Ana Chamber of Commerce, favoring 
the passage of Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on, 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of George W. Stewart, in support of bill to ac- 
quire patented lands in Sequoia National Park, California—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of residents of Inyo, Cal., asking aid to construct | 
trail to Mount Whitney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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of upper Mississippi River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of Alvin Countryman and H. D. Hehert, of Ro- 
chelle, Iil., favoring passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of John 8. Martin and 20 residents of Rochelle, 
Ill., favoring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of C. L. Dewey, of Rockford, Ml. , favoring passage 
of annual appropriation bill—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Rev. F. W. Nogarene, pastor of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church; Leonard L. Mann, pastor of the Baptist 
Church, and John 8. Martin, pastor of the Presbyterian Church, 
Rochelle, Ill., favoring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Ella F. Lazier and 26 other ladies of 
Rochelle, Ill., favoring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Resolution of the senate and 
general assembly of New Jersey, favoring harbor of safety at 
Cape May. N. J.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Petition of J. B. Sutton 
and 56 other voters of Tacoma. Wash, favoring passage of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: Petition of J. R. Coble and 
86 other voters of Snow Camp, N. C., favoring passage of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Resolution of Pulaski Grange, No. 730. of 
Pulaski, N. Y., favoring passage of Brownlow good-roads bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of Charles Keizer Post, No. 
185, Grand Army of the Republic, of Waldoboro, Me., favoring 
passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of Rev. James A. Morlen and 11 others, of Dres- 
den, Me., favoring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of the merchants of Palmyra, Mo., 
opposing the passage of the parcels-post bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Powersville, Mo., favoring increase 
of pension to George H. Coddington—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petitions of Charles H. Davis and 


Also, papers to accompany House bill to correct the military | 30 other voters of Woodstown, N. J.; Frank D. Evans and 7 other 


record of David Campbell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


voters of Fittsgrove, N.J.; W. H. Sithers and 58 other voters and 


By Mr. DENNY: Petition of John Nicholson and 32 other | Thomas Selfredge and 18 other voters of Woodbury, N. J.; Stephen 


voters of California, favoring the granting of land in severalty to 


E. Carhart and 36 other voters of Port Monmouth, N. J., and 


the Indians of northern California—to the Committee on Indian | Rev. B. C. Lippencott and 94 other voters of Blackwood N. J., 


Affairs. } 
By Mr. DRESSER: Paper to accompany House bill to pension ° 
Marshall Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. FIELD (by request): Petitions of C. L. Henry and 26 | 
other voters, T. S. Minter and 41 other voters, and J. D. West and | 
43 other voters of Bryan, Tex., favoring passage of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 12328, for | 
the relief of St. Joseph’s Episcopal Church—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: Papers in support of bill H. R. 6598—to | 
the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. HERMANN: Resolution of the city council of Astoria, 
Oreg., asking Government aid for post-office building and custom- 

house—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: Joint resolution of the legislature of | 
Ohio, asking Congress to locate naval training station at Put in | 

say, OL!o—to the Committee on Navai Affairs. 

Also, papers to be filed with bill H. R. 11411, granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Resolution of the Chamber of 
Commerce of New Haven, Conn., concerning the construction of 
a breakwater at Hortons Point, Long Island Sound—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of New Haven, 
Conn., concerning international arbitration—to the Committee | 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HILL of Mississippi: Petition of W. F. Lockhart, ask- 
ing for one month’s extra pay—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of Lumbard Post, No. 57, Grand 
Army of the Republic, North Loup, Nebr., favoring passage of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Charles A. Davis and others, of Ster- 
ling, 01., favoring improvement of upper Snake River above 
Lewiston, Idaho—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Galena, Ill., favoring improvement 
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favoring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. : 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Appalachian Club of Massachu- 
setts., favoring legislation to preserve the big trees of California— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolution of Commonwealth of Massachusetts, favoring 
the passage of bill H. R. 827, to promote the efficiency of the Life- 
Saving Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MAHON: Papers to accompany House bill for the re- 
lief of John A. Speck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Peter 
Scott—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, resolution of King Post, No. 365, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, at McConnellsburg, Pa., favoring passage of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: Papers to accompany claim of 
L. J. Souer, collector of internal revenue, district of Louisiana— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PORTER: Petition of S. W. Gamble, of the State 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Oregon and Washing- 
ton, favoring Sunday closing of Lewis and Clark Exposition—to 
the Select Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. REEDER: Petition of Methodist Episcopal Church and 
Sunday School and United Brethren of Ionia, Kans.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Resolution of the Massachusetts legislature, 
favoring bill H. R. 827, to promote the efficiency of the Life- 
Saving Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Frank R. Gay and 
others, of Angola, Ind., favoring passage of the Hepburn-D« liver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 11102 for 
the relief of Christina Vetter—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
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By Mr. SHULL: Papers to accompany House bill for the relief 
of Marshall Howell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
3y Mr. SMITH of Texas: Petition of L. B. Shook and others, 


of Abilene, Tex., favoring passage of Brownlow good-roads bill— | 


to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: Memorial and resolution of patrons of 
rural delivery of Bygland, Minn., favoring increase of salaries 
for rural carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of J. E. Everingham and 9 other 
voters of Dover, N. H.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Papers to accompany claim of Edward J. 
Kinegar, of Waseca, Minn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Harry S. Gillrup—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of Rev. Charles H. Harrington 
and 200 members of the First Baptist Church of Andover, N. Y., 
favoring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. J. Ford and 39 other voters of Jamestorvn, 
N. Y., favoring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. WALLACE: Petition of citizens of Okolona, Ark., fa- 
voring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WEISSE: Resolutions adopted by the Merchants and 
Manufacturers’ Association of Milwaukee, Wis., favoring the re- 
organizing of the consular service—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs 


Also, resolutions of the board of regents of the University of 
| Thou alone canst comfort, the bereaved wife and family, and bring 
| us allin Thine own good time to Thee, through Jesus Christ our 
| Lord. 


Wisconsin and of agricultural mass convention at Madison, Wis., 
favoring increased appropriations for agricultural experiment 
stations—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of John Hanif Post, No. 230,of Horicon; E. A. 
Brown Post, No. 130, of Fond du Lac; George M. West Post, No. 
165, of Hartford azd Abner O. Heald Post, No. 192, of Cascade, 
Grand Army of.the Republic, of Wisconsin, favoring the passage 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of the city of 
Milwaukee, Wis., favoring the granting of certain powers to the 
Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation of Milwaukee. Wis., favoring the proposed system of post- 
check currency now before Congress—to the Commitiee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Wisconsin Industrial and Mercantile 
Association, favoring the establishment of a naval training station 


on the shores of Lake Michigan, in the State of Wisconsin—to the | 


Committee on Naval Affairs. 
By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Papers to accompany House 


bill for the relief of Joseph Thacker—to the Committee on In- | 


valid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Burton 
Walters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Lulu J. 
Qualls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of McLeansboro, IIl., opposing parcels- 
post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Juliette Field—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of F. L. Rhoads Post, No. 586; Marion Post, 
No. 319, and Clay City Post, No. 209, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, Department of Dlinois, favoring passage of a service-pemsion 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of Harvey S. Rice Post, No. 620, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Harford, Pa., favoring passage 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 17, 1904. 
FUNERAL OF SENATOR HANNA. 


The casket containing the body of the dead Senator was brought 
into the Senate Chamber, accompanied by the committees of ar- 
rangements of the two Houses. 


o'clock m. 

The Members of the House of Representatives, preceded by the 
Sergeant-at-Arms and the Clerk and by the Speaker, entered the 
Senate Chamber. The Speaker was escorted to a seat on the left 
of the President pro tempore, the Sergeant-at-Arms and Clerk 
were assigned to seats at the Secretary’s desk, and the Members 
of the House were given the seats on the floor provided for them. 
They were soon followed by the ambassadors of and ministers 
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from foreign countries, the Chief Justice and associate justices of 
the Supreme Court, and the Admiral of the Navy and the Lieuten- 
ant-General of the Army, who occupied the seats assigned them 
The President of the United States and his Cabinet ministers and 
the family of the deceased Senator entered the Chamber and were 
shown to the seats reserved for them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore said: Senators, you have sol- 
emnly and lovingly dedicated this day to an observance of appro- 
priate funeral ceremonies over Marcus A. Hanna, late a distin- 
guished member of this body, and all business will be suspended 
to thatend. We will unite in prayer with the Chaplain of the 
National House of Representatives. 

Rev. Henry N. Coupgn, D. D., Chaplain of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, offered the following prayer: 

With bowed heads and sorrowing hearts, O God, our Heavenly 
Father, we meet here in the solemn presence of the dead to pay our 
tribute of respect to a strong, brave, honest, manly man, tender 
and affectionate in his faimly; warm in his friendships, broad in 
his conceptions, strong in his convictions, a patriot, a statesman, 
a leader among the leadersof our nation. He lived well, wrought 
weil, and died mourned by a nation, than which no greater trib- 
ute could be offered. These floral offerings so abundant, from the 
high, the lowly, the rich, the poor, speak more eloquently than 
words of his worth and unselfish devotion to duty, 

We thank Thee for his life and deeds. May his example be an 
inspiration to the young men of our nation, and his deeds be a 
cherished memory to us all. 

Illumine our minds with the light of immortality and comfort 
all our hearts with the blessed thought that he still lives and 
that we shall join him in realms of eternal peace. Comfort, as 


Amen. 
The Chaplain of the Senate, Rev. Epwarp Everett Hatz, said: 
Those who knew him best loved him most, and those who knew 

him least loved him much. * 

It has been impossible to us who are almost strangers to hin 
in person to live through these anxious days through which we 
have been passing without feeling that here was a token of af- 
fection as well as of admiration and regret. Whether the child 
that cried when he told you that Mr. Hanna was not so sirong, 
or the statesmen, who are used to the greatest questions in the 
management of this world, everybody spoke with this feeling of 
affection, as if this were a near friend to whom he was paying 
tribute. 

And this nation to-day is paying its tribute to his affection, to 
his love, to that energy which springs from affection and love, as 
it could not if these were mere tricks of mental ability, if this 
were any selfishness of a man thinking of himself first and last. 
It is a tribute to one who forgot himself in his care for others, 
eager to lift up those who had fallen down, and determined that 
the right thing should be done. If he were the man to do it, he 
would do it, with no thought of himself, but with thoughts of 
his countrymen and of the world. 

I met some years ago adistinguished missionary from the other 
side of the world, from one of those nations whose religions were 
coming into fashion here over half a century ago. He said to me 
of the people among whom he had lived that ‘“‘ they loved | 
Lord their God with all their mind and with all their heart ; 
haps, but they did not love Him with all their strength.”’ 

I have had that contrast running in my mind all this w 
For here isa man who did his duty with all his heart and with 
all his strength, never thinking of himself, not eager to see what 
it was to be to him or what it would be to this or that man, but 


bearing his brother’s burden; eager to see this go forward, d 


termined it shall go forward—acting with that energy wlich 
| comes from love alone, which comes from the heart, which cou.es 
with every man’s thought of God and of his fellow-men, and 


comes from nothing and nobody besides. 

It is not the energy of a Napoleon trying to do what will put 
him forward, which is like any other calamity in human life. | 
is the energy of Love, of one who has found out what faith and 
hope and love are, and who dedicates himself to the Eternitics. 

I can not but hope that this highest range of human life may 
open to those young men who are growing up now, that they m 
follow in his footsteps, in his resolve to live, not with that poor, 


The PRESIDENT te Ned the Senate ¢ a “49 | selfish energy, bred from selfish reason, bred from imaginati: 
e PE ZNT pro tempore calle 1e Senate to order at 12 | 


bred from memory, where if a man dies he dies out as Napo:con 
or any other calamity dies out. If he lives by the eternitics, 
no, no. 

Among the promises of the Israelites one of the noblest prophets 
says of the glorious future which is to come to the world, “ Their 
nobles shall be of themselves, and their governor shall proceed 
from the midst of them.” Enthusiasm, indeed, that might arouse 
among those oppressed Israelites who heard your governors are 
not to be altar-bred Levites, coming down from the centuries be- 
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fore them. No more incompetent striplings on the throne born 
from an incompetent father who came from an incompetent 
grandfather in some line of centuries through all the miserable 
stages, “‘ bad by degrees, but miserably worse.’’ Your ruler shall 
come from the midst of them. Your rulers shall proceed from 
yourselves. 

It is no wonder that our Revolutionary leaders caught up that 
verse. Cooper preached a sermon from that text in 1780, which 
Franklin translated into French and into German and scattered 
broadcast through Europe, the first ‘‘ campaign document”’ of 
the newborn Republic, the lesson of republicanism, the lesson of 
democracy. It anounced to man that theory of government, 
‘the government of the people, for the poo and by the ple.”’ 

You see it is radical; it goes to the complete distinction between 
the old system and the new. The old theory was of the Czsars 
taking care of the Cesars, or an army taking care of an army 
and legislating for an army, or, as they say they do on the other 
side of the world, the grammarians taking care of the gramma- 
rians. But when “we, the ag ol are at the helm, why, ‘‘ we, 
the people,’’ take care of *‘ us, the people,’’ of the whole and not 
of aclass or an order. Here isa government “‘ for the people and 
by the people,’’ and in Mr. HaNNa you have a man of the people 
who really believes in such democracy or the purpose of any 
republic. If you want Benjamin Franklin, take Benjamin Frank- 
lin, though it be from a tallow chandler’s shop. If you want 
Abraham Lincoln, you shall have Abraham Lincoln. In that 
comes the system for which he had consecrated himself, to which 
he was allied, and in which he was looking forward, working 
heartily through all his career. 

I remember in the canvass eight years ago a distinguished leader 
of enterprise met with one of the campaign speakers of the sum- 
mer and said to him, ‘‘ Tell me, who is this Cleveland man—this 
man who seems to have the reinsin his hands?’’ And the accom- 
plished gentleman whom he addressed said: ‘*‘ This Cleveland man 
is a man who is going to elevate politics to the level of those men 
of business who are men of honor.’’ I wonderif either of them 
remembers the conversation now. That described Mr. Hanna 
then. Thatis the duty of the statesman of to-day—of the man- 
ager, if you please to call him so, of to-day—that he shall elevate 
the duty of the day to the standard of the men of honor who are 
engaged in business. 

It is for a people that you are caring, not fora class. Govern- 
ment means that the post-office shall be well administered, that 
the sanitary conditions of the people shall be well administered, 
that what they drink shall be pure, that what they eat shall not 
be poison for them. It is the people who have sent you to this 
work, and it is as you love the people or as you love yourself alone 
that you are going to succeed or that you are going to fail. 

This man was one of the people. He loved the people. What 
he did he did for his love of the people, and he knew—because he 
was one of them, because he had succeeded in business—he knew 
what are the eternities. He knew that a round bolt would not fit 
a square hole in the side of asteamship. Truth. He knew that 
iron was to be drawn by this law or by that law and that it must 
be welded by law and well done. 

The man of business honor knows that his word must be as good 
as his bond, and unless I do the duty God has given me with an 
eager love of those around me, ‘‘Ah, woe is me!”’ 

When men teil us, as those men do who know, that this man 
could mediate between the men who provide the tools and the 
workmen who handle them; this man had at once, as no other man 
had, the confidence of capital and labor, you understand what 
worked that miracle. You can work it yourself. 

Honor! Truth! Love! And as the man of business, if he bea 
man of honor, has found that high law which centuries have found 
is the only law—as he Ry thatin the business of the nation he 
wins for the eternities faith, hope, and love. These three abide. 

‘‘Let us praise famous men. Let us look back now to the 
fathers.”” ese are the words written nearly two thousand years 


ago. 

The Chaplain of the Senate read appropriate passages from the 
Old and the New Testament, at the conclusion of which he said: 

Let us pray. Father of Life, he is with Thee. He sees as he 
is seen. He hiotes as he is known. But we wait a little longer. 
We need not pray for him. He prays for us in the glad certain- 
ties of the larger life, and we go and come, remembering him and 
looking forward to our meeting with him in Thy time. 

Father, may every memory of him quicken us to a larger life, 
and every thought of the future show us how we are to meet all 
these dear ones who have gone before, how we are to see as We are 
seen and to know as we are known. 

We ask Thy blessing upon those so near to him in the home, 
where they will not hear his whisper nor see his face. And we 
are all brothers and sisters in the house of death. We ask it each 
for all and all for each, that we may bear each other’s burdens, 
even as we have not done until now; that we may be strong in 
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each other’s strength; that we may walk, Father, with Thee; that 
every day we may hear Thy whisper and go and come in Thy per- 
fect love. ; 

Grant us more of faith in Thee, that we may see Thee who art 
invisible; that we may hear Thee in the whispers of Thy love, 
speaking to us in our own lives; that Thou wilt inspirit us with 
Thine own Holy Spirit; that we may enter into that service which 
is perfect freedom; that we may do the duty every day which Thou 
doth command, and that never more we may feel alone, but 
always may know our Father is with us. 

Give us more of hope, that we may look forward as immortals 
do look forward; that we may live as immortals live; that we 
may enter into Thy work indeed, because Thou hast given it to 
us to do; that we may partake of Thy nature and live in heaven 
to-day, to-morrow, and in the days that are to come; that we may 
speak with Thy word; that we may think with Thy thought; that 
we may love with Thy love, and be glad with Thy joy. Give us 
more of hope. 

And for this, Father, that we may bear one another’s burdens; 
that we may remember the lessons of such a life as his; that we 
may forget ourselves while we live for others; that we may go 
about doing good as He, Thy well-beloved Son, in the homes of 
the sick and the poor and the weak as in the homes of the rich 
and the powerful and the strong. Knit together in love, may we 
bear each other’s burdens, and so fulfill the whole law of Christ. 

Reverently, humbly, and with the tears of the nation we bear 
his body and lay it in the ground, earth to earth, dust to dust, 
ashes to ashes. But he is with God ever. He is changed in a 
moment, in the twinkling of an eye. He is in the larger life. 

Father, we pray that we may learn the lessons of that life as we 
goand come here; that we may goabout the work that Thou hast 
given us to do to-day and to-morrow, and that we may be ready 
at any moment to hear the whisper coming to us that we may 
enter into the joy of our Lord. 

This is our prayer. Hear us, answer us, and bless us as Thine 
own children, in Christ Jesus. Amen. 

The hymn “‘ Nearer, My God, to Thee’’ was sung by the quar- 
tette of the Gridiron Club, composed of Mr. Herndon Morsell, Mr. 
J. Henry Kaiser, Mr. Alexander Mosher, and Mr. John H. Nolan. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore said: We commit the body of 
our beloved Senator now to the two committees of the Houses of 
Congress and to the officers of the Senate, to be conveyed to his 
late home in Ohioand tohisfinal resting place. May God sanctify 
his life and death to us, who loved him well. 

The benediction was pronounced by the Chaplain of the Senate. 

The invited guests having retired from the Senate Chamber, 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, February 18, 
1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 17, 1904. 


The House met at 11.45 a. m., and was called to order by the 
Speaker. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

We thank Thee, our Heavenly Father who art in heaven, for 
those finer and more delicate qualities of the soul which lift us 
above the sordid in life in times of calamity or great sorrow and 
make the whole world akin. Sanctify the solemn services of this 
day to our good, and help us to remember that we must work 
while it is yet day, for the night cometh when no man can labor. 

Hear us and so watch over us and guide us that our work may 
be acceptable unto Thee, through Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

RETURN OF A BILL. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following request 

from the Senate; which by unanimous consent was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 4122) to direct the Director of 
the Census to cooperate with the secretary of state of the State of Michigan 
in taking the census of manufactures, and for other purposes. 


OBSEQUIES OF THE LATE SENATOR HANNA, 


In accordance with the invitation of the Senate and the order 
adopted by the House on yesterday, the Members and officers of 
the House proceeded in a body to the Senate Chamber to attend 
the funeral services of the late Hon. Marcus A. HANNA. 

At the conclusion of the services the Members returned to the 
Hall of Representatives. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, as a further mark of respect to 
the deceased Senator, I move that the House do now adjourn, 
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The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 3 
minutes p.m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock 
noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Navy, submitting a 
detailed statement of expenditures under the appropriations for 
the Navy Department—to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Navy Department, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
T.S, Gallaway, administrator of estate of Margaret E. Rawlings, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for publication of report on Philip- 
pine insurrection—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the secretary of the American National Red | 


Cross, transmitting the report for the year ended December 31, 

1908—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 

printed. : 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12050) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to David R. Luttrell, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 966); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12053) granting 
an increase of pension to James Large, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 967); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11894) granting 
an increase of pension to Jeremiah Sheldon, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 968); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11575) granting a pen- 
sion to Abel N. Button, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 969); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10792) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Frederic Lockley, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 970); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9801) granting a 
pension to Jane McNeil, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 971); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9979) 
granting an increase of pension to Ezra Nichols, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 972); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8742) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jason Robinson, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 973); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8050) granting 
an increase of pension to John I. Lose, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 974); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7698) granting 
an increase of pension to Benjamin Mockabee, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 975); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7664) granting 
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an increase of pension to George P. Malloch, reported the samo 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 976); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7394) granting an 
increase of pension to Amelia Hutchins, reported the same with 


| amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 977); which said bij] 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred t})o 
bill of the House (H. R. 6880) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles T. Preston, reported the same with amendment, accom. 

anied by a report (No. 978); which said bill and report were ro. 
erred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6589) granting 
a pension to Jacob Mock, reported the same with amendment. 
accompanied by a report (No. 979); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6416) for the 
relief of Anna S. Dunn, reported the same with amendment. ac- 
companied by a report (No. 980); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5395) granting a 
pension to Mattie Aten, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 981); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6249) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick J. Fairbrass, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 982); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5700) granting a pen- 
sion to Christopher C. Richards, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 983); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

r. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5296) granting 
an increase of pension to H. M. Price, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 984); which said Dill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6271) granting a pension to Catharine 
Wonderly, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 985); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5373) 
granting an increase of pension to Motem M. Pitts, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 986); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3288) granting 
an increase of pension to N. L. Meands, reported the same wit! 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 987); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2928) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Daniel Bushman, reported the 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 988); whic! 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, t 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2589) gran! 
pension to Susanna Cosgrove, reported the same with 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 989); which said bill a 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. a 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whic! 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2557) grat in- 
crease of pension to James Carr, reported the same with amen: 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 990); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2!5! 
granting an increase of pension to Henry Spindler, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 99!); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1882) granting an increase of pension tv 
James Durkee, reported the same without amendment, accot- 
penned by a report (No. 992); which said bill and report were te 

erred to the Private Calendar. : 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1515) granting & 
pension to Lucy Warren, reported the same with amendment, 
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accompanied by a report (No. 993); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

s,to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1285) 
inting an increase of pension to Adam Gosage, reported the 
me with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 994); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
pill of the House (H. R. 967) granting an increase of pension to 
Nicholas Gruber, reported the same without amendment, accom- 

anied by a report (No. 995); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 194) granting a pension to Mary J. Brad- 
ley, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 996); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar, 


Bo S. 


EUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. RB. 12505) to provide for the im- 
provement of Clinch River, in Virginia—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 12506) to amend section 45 
of an act entitled ‘‘An act to reduce the revenue and equalize 
duties on imports, and for other purposes,’’ approved October 1, 
1830—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12507) to amend section 14 of an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to increase the limit of cost of certain public build- 
ings,’ and so forth, passed March 3, 19083—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12508) to establish a branch home for the 
wives, widows, and mothers of dependent and deceased soldiers, 
sailors, and marines—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 12509) to provide for the improve- 
ment of Powell River, in Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 12510) providing for 
rights of way in and through public lands, reservations, and cer- 
tain national parks, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 12511) to increase rate of pen- 
sion paid for gunshot wounds, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 12512) granting a pension to 
Asa Wren—t_ the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 12513) granting an increase 
of pension to William L. Alley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
§10ns, 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 12514) granting a pension 
to William A. Olmsted—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 12515) grant- 
ing a pension to Antoinette A. Acken—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 12516) granting an increase of 
— to Robert H. Collier—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12517) for the relief of William A. Downey— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 12518) for the relief of Frank 
8. Taft—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 12519) granting an in- 
end of pension to Charles Clark—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12520) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin Blades—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12521) granting an increase of pension to 

rances E. Kent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12522) granting an honorable discharge to 

homas Ross—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 12528) for the relief of the trus- 


tees of Liberty Church, Dranesville, Va.—to the Committee on | 


War Claims. 
By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 12524) granting an increase 
of pension to John Harley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12525) for the relief of Mary Higgins, widow 
of Michael J. Higgins—to the Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 12526) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 12527) granting an increase of 
pension to Jane Allen—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12528) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen M. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12529) granting a pension to Sarah Greene— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12530) for the relief of Joseph H. Huffman— 
to the Committee on Claims. 








PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papors 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petitions of J. E. Doan and 81 other voters 
of Fennimore, Wis.; J. W. Alcock and 31 other voters of Clifton, 
Wis.; George Ketnor and 14 other voters of Bloomington, Wis., 
and H. G. Brown and 23 other voters of Millville, Wis., favoring 
passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCE: Petition of Jewell Post, No. 3, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Pleasanton, Kans., favoring passage of 
service-pension bill—to the Con:mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Building Trades Employers’ Association 
of Topeka, Kans., opposing passage of the anti-injunction bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of Mrs. A. Rust, president 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Frankfort, Kans., 
and Rey. C. E. Holcomb, pastor of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Frankfort, Kans., favoring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of Dun- 
barton, Wis., opposing passage of the parcels-post bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of citizens of the Fifth Congres- 
sional district of lowa, opposing passage of the parcels-post bill— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Lisbon, Iowa, and of Lars Peterson 
and 74 other voters of Legrand, Iowa, favoring passage of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EMERICH: Memorial of Pasteur Vaccine Company, 
Limited, of Chicago, protesting against governmental distribu- 
tion of blackleg vaccine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Chicago Historical Society, favoring preser- 
vation of the U. 8S. frigate Constitution—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Illinois Society, Sons of the Revolution, 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, memorial of F. J. Gurney, of Chicago, favoring the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorials of the Builders’ Club of Chicago and of the 


| Sullivan Machinery Company, of Chicago, protesting against 


the anti-injunction and anticonspiracy bills—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Chicago Yacht Club, protesting against 
bill for licensing engineers of small craft—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, letter of Tri-City Reciprocity League, of Moline, fil., Rock 
Island, Ill., and Davenport, Iowa, favoring reciprocity—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorials of the Grocers and Butchers’ Association of 
Chicago, and of Hibbard, Spencer, Bartlett & Co., of Chicago, 
and protest of various Chicago wholesale houses, against the pas- 
sage of the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Otlice 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of Abraham Lincoln Post, No. 91,Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Chicago, Il., favoring the passage of a service- 
pension law—to the Committce on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, letter of Albert A. Pope, of New York, favoring Brown- 
low good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the United Commercial Travelers of America, 
favoring amendment to bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the 


| Judiciary. 


By Mr. HASKINS: Resolution of G. W. Quinby Post, No. 76, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Vermont, favoring 
passage of sérvice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Petitions of Ellwood Haworth and 18 other 
voters of Varck, Kans., and Arthur Jones and 24 other voters of 
Pheasant Plains, Kans., favoring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petitionsof pastors of churches 
in Hartford, Conn., and voters of Meriden and Waterbury, Conn., 
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’ favoring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


Also, petition of pastors of churches of Manchester, Conn. , favor- | 


ing passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
By Mr. HAUGEN: Resolution of citizens of Carpeater, Iowa, 


opposing passage of parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the | 


Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Petition of R. E. Dun- 
lap and 5 other voters of Seattle, Wash., favoring passage of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KEHOE: Petition of W.C. Holcomb and 23 other voters 
of Grayson, Ky., favoring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Shelledy Post, No. 84, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Monroe, Iowa, favoring passage of service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of Church & Dwight Company, 
of New York City, favoring passage of Brownlow good-roads 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Rev. Harvey King and 12 other 
voters of Manchester, N. Y., favoring passage of Hepburn-Dolli- 
ver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Papers to accompany claim of John H. Hurst, 
for church property at Dranesville, Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. ; 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 


693, granting a pension to S. C. Roe—to the Committee on In- | 


valid Pensions. 
By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petitions of George E. Hall and 4 other 


voters, Rey. D. E. Cunningham and 24 other voters, and members | 


of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Dover; Granville F. 
Grant and 21 other voters of Rochester; Congregational Church 
organization and D. C. Knowles and 14 other voters of Tilton; 
Sullivan C. Kimball and 10 other voters of Rockingham, and J. H. 
Bliss and 18 other voters of Webster, all in New Hampshire, fa- 


voring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on | 


the Judiciary. 
By Mr. SOUTHARD: Resolutions of A. J. Sykes Post, No. 355, 
of Chicago, Ohio, and R. H. Caldwell Post, No. 439, of Elmore, 


Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, favoring passage of service- | 


pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. THAYER: Petition of the Master Printers’ Association | 


of Worcester, Mass., opposing the passage of the eight-hour bill— 
to the Committee on Labor. 


By Mr. VREELAND: Resolutions of: William O. Stevens Post, | 
No. 293, of Dunkirk; Sawyer Post, No. 333, of Whitesville; How- | 


ell Post, No. 890, of Delevan; B. Frank Maxson Post, No. 428, of 
Alfred: Union Post, No. 407, of Findley Lake; W. T. Wickham 
Post, No. 655, of Otto; Seaman Post, No. 481, of Andover; Henry 
Van Erman Post, No. 232, of Ellicottville, and S. T. Bartle Post, 
No. 183, of Cuba, Grand Army of the Republic, all in New York, 


favoring passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on | 


Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. WOODYARD: Petition of B. McKinney and 22 other | 
voters of Burnsville, W. Va., favoring passage of the Hepburn- | 


Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 18, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp EVERETT HALE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday last will be approved. 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is approved. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of yesterday, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 

EXTENSION OF TIME FOR MOTIONS TO RECONSIDER. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I rise to ask unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimons consent that any motion to re- 
consider which would have been in order last Tuesday shall be 
considered in order if it be made on or before next Monday. The 
rule requires that such motions shall be made within two days of 
actnal session. I suppose no Senator will care to raise a question 
of the strict meaning of that rule, and therefore I have asked 
for that unanimous-consent agreement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks unanimous consent that the right to enter a motion to 
reconsider may be extended to Monday next. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; from last Tuesday. 
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| The PRESIDENT protempore. From last Tuesday to Monday 

next. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and that order 
is made, 

AMERICAN NATIONAL RED OROSS SOCIETY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
nual report of the American National Red Cross Society for the 
year ended December 31, 1903; which was referred to the Com 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. r 


FINDINGS BY THE COURT OF CLAIMS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a eo. 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims. ¢r:))< 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the cause of William B. Mann v. The United States; whi.) 
was referred to the Committee on Ciaims, and ordered to }, 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the agssis' 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy of 

| the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of N. H, Par- 
quhar v. The United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
| tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
| BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, returned to the Senate in compliance 
with its request the bill (8S. 4122) to direct the Director of the 
Census to cooperate with the secretary of state of the State of 
Michigan in taking the census of manufactures, and for other 
purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes vo! 
| the two Houseson the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R 
10954) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 11966) to ratify and amend an agreement with the I 
dians located upon the Grande Ronde Reservation, in the State 
of Oregon, and to make an appropriation to carry the same into 
effect; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also transmitted to the Senate the resolutions of 
the House of Representatives on the death of Hon. Marcus A. 
Hanna, late a Senator from the State of Ohio. 

The message further announced that the Speaker had appoi: 
Mr. GROSVENOR, Mr. VAN Vooruis, Mr. Burton, Mr. Souris, 
Mr. Dick, Mr. MorGan, Mr. Bempier, Mr. CassinauaM, Mr. I! 
DEBRANT, Mr. Kye, Mr. Nevin, Mr. SNoox, Mr. WARN: 
BADGER, Mr. GARBER, Mr. GorsBeL, Mr. JACKSON of Ohio 
KENNEDY, Mr. LoNGwortu, Mr. Wrerms. Mr. Hemenway. 
BarTLETT, Mr. LUCKING, Mr. WiLry of Alabama, Mr. Da! 

Mr. WatTSON, Mr. BurKE, Mr. Currier, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Ro! 
BERG, Mr. McCLEAry of Minnesota, and Mr. CALDERHEADP a: 
committee on the part of the House to take charge of the fune: 
| arrangements, 





ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereu 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 134) granting a pension to Wilhelmina Millr: 
ae bill (H. R. 1388) granting an increase of pension to Henry 

ale; 

A bill (H. R. 165) granting an increase of pension to Tl 
Adelsperger; 

| <A bill (H. R. 195) granting a pension to Michael Landy; 
-. bill (H. R. 198) granting an increase of pension to En.mett 
| 1e; 

A bill (H. R. 219) granting a pension to Minerva J. Burton 

A bill (H. R. 249) granting an increase of pension to Mollie J. 
Mitchell; 

A bill (H. R. 529) granting a pension to Emma H. Hig! 

A bill (H. R. 561) granting an increase of pension to Eri Sumy; 

A bill (H. R. 610) granting an increase of pension to Samue! 
Alexander; ; 

| <A bill (H. R. 660) granting an increase of pension to Jon 5 
Sines; 
A bill (H. R. 681) granting an increase of pension to Flla ! 
Kersteter; ‘ 
| A bill (H. R. 689) granting an increase of pension to Edgar 
| Chapman; 
| A bill (H. R. 
| Baker; 
A bill (H. R. 
Blye; 
A bill (H. R. 
McAlister; 
A bill (H. R. 


703) granting an increase of pension to Robert P, 
727) granting an increase of pension to James K. 
734) granting an increase of pension to Henry 5. 


754) granting a pension to John M. Lawton; 
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A bill (H. R. 812) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


¥. Emery; 
A bill (H. R. 937) granting an increase of pension to Mark A. 
Shelton; 


A bill (H. RB. 1156) granting an increase of pension to John 


Pangratz; 


A bill (H. R. 1294) granting an increase of pension to William 


McBrien; 


A bill (H. R. 1483) granting an increase of pension to James | 


W. Black; 


A bill (H. R. 1487) granting an increase of pension to Dexter 


T. Drake; 


A bill (H. R. 4987) granting an increase of pension to Emily 
Conklin; 
A bill (H. R. 4946) granting a pension to James F. Wheeler: 
A bill (H. R. 5199) granting an increase of pension to Exama M. 
Johnson; 
A bill (H. R. 5299) granting 
Wheeler; 
A bill (H. R. 5372) granting a pension to Mariah Kuechler; 
A bill (H. BR. 5471) granting an increase of pension to A. Marion 
| Gamble; 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H.R. 


an increase of pension to Sarah E, 


5528) granting a pension to Maria Lindhorst: 
5581) granting an increase of pension to Marvin 


A bill (HL R. 1497) granting an increase of pension to Dana | Nash; 


Cook; 

A bill (H. R. 1855) granting a pension to Harriett B. Riley; 

A bill (H. R. 1859) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Cannon; 

A bill (H. R. 1906) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Blanchard; 

A bill (H. R. 2086) granting an increase of pensicn to George 
Gardner: 

A bill (H.R. 2040) granting a pension to James Anderson; 

A bill (H. R. 2111) granting an increase of pension to Henry D. 
Towsley; 

A bill (H. R. 2201) granting an increase of pension to George 
McDonald; 

A bill (H. R. 2427) granting a pension to Cynthia Thomas; 
we bill (H. R. 2553) granting an increase of pension to George | 

intz; 

A bill (H. R. 2822) granting an increase of pension to Louiza 
Phillips; 

A bill (H. R. 2912) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth | 
A. Jones: 


A bill (H. BR, 2916) granting an increase of pension to Francis | 


8. Howard; 

A bill (H. R. 2932) granting a pension to Dudley R. W. Wil- | 
liams; 

A bill (H.R. 3172) granting an increase of pension to Robert E. 
Pogue; 

A bill (H. R. 32 
Hardy: 

A bill (H. R. 8298) granting a pension to Mary E. Pennock; 

A bill (H. R. 3299) granting a pension to Medie M. Flanders; 

A bill (H. R. 3337) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Craigue; 

A bill (H. R. 3345) granting an increase of pension to Charles P. 
Clarke; 

A bill (H. 
W. Kerby; 

A bill (H. 
Lewis: 

A bill (H. 
J. Hart; 

A hill (H. 


Pr: 
a bill (H. 
Haw ke iT; 
A bill (H. 
W. Davis; 
A bill (H. 
M. Everett; 
A bill (H. R. 3665) granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 


72) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth | 


R. 3367) granting an increase of pension to George 
R. 3407) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
R. 3411) granting an increase of pension to William 
R. 3435) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
R. 3521) granting an increase of pension to John 


R. 3616) granting an increase of pension to James 


Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 8815) granting an increase of pension to Hester E. 
Mooney; 

A bill (H. R. 4031) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
R. Wasson; 

A bill (H. R. 4276) granting an increase of pension to Hamilton 
E. Burritt; 

A bill (Hl. R. 4828) granting an increase of pension to Mary 


Wurtz; 

A bill (H. R. 4825) granting an increase of pension to John A. | 
Sills; 

A bill (H. BR. 4365) granting a pension to Barney L. Brookins; 

A bill (H. R. 4457) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Meldrum; 

A bill (H. R. 4578) granting a pension to Catharine M. McClan- 
ahan; 

A bill (H. R. 4625) granting a pension to Theresa B. Nash; 

A bill (BH. R. 4629) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
C. Pond; 

A bill (BH. RB. 4759) granting an increase of pension David P. 
McDonald; 

A bill (H. R. 4887) granting an increase of pension to George 
N. Thorpe; : 

A bill (H. R. 4915) granting an increase of pension to James W. 


Hibbert; 


R. 3617) granting an increase of pension to Charles | 


A bill (H. R. 


5534) granting an increase of pension to Adaline 
Shaw Lovejoy; 


A bill (H. R. 5588) granting a pension to Jane Elizabeth Bul- 
lock; 
A bill (H. R. 5609) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 


F. Grigsby; 
A bill (H. R. 
P. Hereford; 
A bill (H. R. 
L. Miles; - 
A bill (H. R. 
Johnson; 
| A bill (HL R. 
Heiser: 
| A bill (H. R. 
| T. Filler 
A bill (Hi. R. 5818) granting an increase of pension to Philip 
| Snow: 
| i bill (H. R. 5883) granting an increase of pension to David 
Jarentz: 
A bill (H. R. 59 
| A. Wilbur: 
A bill: (HL R. 
| B. Davis: 
A bill (H. R. 6 
| P. Conner: 
A bill (H. R. 
Wigert: 
A bill (HA. R. 
Heffron: 
A} bill (H. R. 
5. Px ie OWS: 


A bill (H. R. 6086) granting an increase of pension to John 


5617) granting an increase of pension to William 
5634) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
5699) granting an increase of pension to James P. 
5718) granting an increase of pension to Adolph 


5720) granting an increase of pension to William 


72) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
6005) granting an increase of pension to George 
020) granting an increase of pension to William 
6023) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
6028) granting an increase of pension to Anson 


6032) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


Shaft 

A bill (HL R. 6061) granting an increase of pension to Alpheus 
D. Prown: 

A i (H. R. 6071) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 


Cc. Null: 
. bill (H.R. 
A bill (HH, R. 
brown: 
4. biil (H. R. 
imncer; 
‘ bill (Hh. R. 
— 
‘iL (HL. = 
; bill ( HH. 
Bis Seen 
A bill (HB. R. 
Cummings; 
A bill (H.R. 
Re “Ui Is: 
A Dill (H. R. 6947) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
Cooper: 
A bill (A. R. 


6085) 
6091) 


granting a pension to Anna M. Maier: 
granting an increase of pension to John W. 


6342) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Spr 


6442) granting an increase of pension to James P. 
Wr 


6547) granting a pension to John Holzer; 
6562) granting an increase of pension to Frances 


6588) granting an increase of pension to James H, 


6701) granting an increase of pension to John A. 


6994) granting an increase of pension to Ther 


| esa 

| Nebri h; 

| A bill (HL R. 7072) granting a pension to Mary McCall; 

| A bill (H. R. 7095) granting an increase of pension to Harrison 
H. He 1ixe Ss; 

| A bill (H. R. 7355) granting an increase of pension to Henry 


| Barrett; 

A. bill (H.R. 
Perkins; 

A bill (BH. R. 
M. Bates; 

A bill (H. R. 
Bailey; 

A bill (H. R. 7515 

A bill (H. R. 7594) 
H. Miller: 

A bill (H. R. 
H. Howard; 

A bill (H. R. 7732) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Chenowith; 


7374) granting an increase of pension to Jabez 
7489) granting an increase of- pension to Helen 
7447) granting an increase of pension to William 


granting a pension to Rebecca A. Mathi: 
granting an increase of pension to Charles 


7682) granting an increase of pension to William 
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A bill (H. R. 7756) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


Schroder; 

A bill (H.R. 
Davidheiser; 

A bill (H. R. 
Black; 

A bill (H. 
Rice; 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 
Jeffrey; 

A bill (H. 
Johnson; 

A bill (H. 
E. Davis; 

A bill (Hi. 
Edwards; 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 
S. Remick; 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 
and 

A bill (H. 


7757) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
7798) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
. 7799) granting an increase of pension to John O, 


. 8123) granting a pension to Eliza S. Smith; 
. 8187) granting an increase of pension to George 


. 8207) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


R 
R 
R 
R 
R. 
R 
R 
R 
R 
R 


8342) granting an increase of pension to Horace 
. 8717) granting an increase of pension to Henry 


. 8728) granting a pension to Matilda Lafferty; 
. 8729) granting an increase of pension to Gustus 


. 8748) for the relief of Serenus Kilbourne; 
. 8920) granting a pension to Harriet A. Tucker; 
R. 9029) granting a pension to Georgie S; Barbour; 


30, 1904, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 
» 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of sundry 
citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah, and also praying for the adoption of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of East Franklin, Vt., praying for an investigation of 


the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator | N. 


t R. 10954) making appropriations to supply urgent | 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year enditig June | 
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mon L. Kent Paper Company, of Westfield, all in the State of 
New York, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to 
amend the present antitrust laws; which were referred to tho 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Henwelton 
Madison County, Plattekill, Newburg, Watertown, Saratoca 
County, Wheatland, Stanfordville, Ogden, Frankfort, Wellsyil|» 
Ogdensburg, Elmira, Orwell, and Port Jefferson; of the congre. 
gation of the First Baptist Church of Holland; of the congrega- 
tion of the Presbyterian Church of Valatie; of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Plymouth; of the congregation 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Manchester; of the 
Woman's Christtan Temperance Union of Phelps; of the congro- 
gation of the Congregational Church of Ogden; of the congreva- 
tion of the Baptist Church of Livingston County, and of th, 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Plattekill, all in tho 
State of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors, 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Morris Run Coal Mining 
Company, of Corning; of the Beech Creek Coal and Coke Com- 
pany, of Corning; of Calvin V. Adams, of New York City; of ihe 
Hills Brothers’ Company, of New York City; of G. T. Stockham. 
of New York City, and of Church & Dwight Company, of New 
York City, all in the State of New York, and of J. N. Sulzberever, 
of New Haven, Conn., prayirg for the passage of the so-cailed 
Brownlow good-roads bill; which were referred to the Comumit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Washing- 
ton, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the immigration of aliens into the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of Cigar Makers’ Local Union, No, 
230, American Federation of Labor, of Millville, N. J., prayi: 
for the passage of the so-called anticoupon present bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Newark, 
J., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to 


from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on | change the existing system of weights and measures or the com- 


Privileges and Elections. 


He also presented memorials of the Singing Society of Meriden, | 


Conn.; of the Verein Bayern, Columbia Section, No. 1, of Wash- 
ington, and of the Amalgamated Meat Cuttersand Butcher Work- 
men, of Washington, in the District of Columbia; of Schiller 
Council, No. 23, of Chicago; of Court Eintracht, No. 930, of Chi- 
cago; of the Concordia Singing Society, of Peoria; of the Deutscher 
Militar Verein, of Elgin, and of Holstein Council, of Chicago, all 
in the State of Illinois; of Lessing Lodge, of Davenport, Iowa; of 
the Liederkranz of Lansing, and of the German Workingmen’s 
Society, of Kalamazoo, all in the State of Michigan; of the Ger- 
man-American Association, of Kansas City, and of the Schweizer 
Maennerchor, of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri; of Lodge No. 
629. of Omaha, Nebr.; of Humboldt Lodge, No. 137, of Newark; 
of the Swiss Sick Benefit Society, of Elizabeth; of the Tewellers 
Benevolent Society, of Newark, all in the State of New Jersey; 
of the German Hospital Association, of Albany: of the Nord- 
deutscher Verein of New York; of the Sykes Turn Verein, of New 
York City; of the Plattdeutscher Verein of New York City; of the 
Magener Club, of New York City; of the Cuxhavener Club, of 
New York City; of the Friedmann Employees’ Benefit Society, of 
Brooklyn, and of the Menslazer Verein, of New York City, all in 
the State of New York; ofthe Gesang Section der Freundgemeinde 
of Milwaukee; of the Fritz Reuter Gilde, of Milwaukee; of the 
Gesellschaft of Milwaukee; of the Zither Verein of Milwaukee; 
of the Male Chorus of the Sons of Hermann, of Milwaukee; of 
Barbarosse Lodge, No. 27, of Milwaukee; of George Washington 
Lodge, No. 40, of Milwaukee; of Allmania Lodge, No. 43, of 
Milwaukee; of Freie Gemeinde of Milwaukee; of Jacob J. Voll- 
rath Aid Society, of Sheboygan,and of Humboldt Lodge, No. 16, of 
Milwaukee, all in the State of Wisconsin; of the Deutscher Bund, 
of Cleveland; of the Norddeutscher Schuetzen Gesellschaft, of 
Cincinnati; of the Turn Verein of Cincinnati, and of the German- 
Austrian Benevolent Society, of Columbus, all in the State of Ohio; 
of the German-Austrian Social and Beneficial Association, of Pitts- 
burg; of the German Association of Pittsburg, and of the German 
Military Society, of Allegheny, all in the State of Pennsylvania: of 
the Turn Verein of Seattle; of the Plattdeutscher Verein of Ta- 
coma, and of the Deutsche Eiche Lodge, No. 4, of Seattle, all in 
the State of Washington; of Hermann Lodge, No. 15, of Provi- 
dence, R. I., and of Kaiser Friedrich Lodge, No. 48, of Freyburg, 
Tex., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented memorials of Richey, 
Browne & Donald, of Brooklyn; of C. A. Van Deusen, of Hud- 
son; of the Hall Cereal Company, of Dansville, and of the Her- 


pulsory adoption of the metric system in the United States; 
which was referred to the Select Committee on Standards, 
Weights, and Measures. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Jersey 
City, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the destruction of derelicts, and also for the ratification of a 
treaty of arbitration between the United States and Great 
Britain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Agriculture of 
Bergen County, N. J., and a petition of sundry citizens of Cran- 
bury, N. J., praying for the passage of the so-called Brownlow 
good-roads bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agri 
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of Jane Moore Faircloth, of Jer- 
sey City, N. J., praying that she be granted a pension; whicli wa 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Rutherford, 
Lambertville, and Plainfield, all in the State of New Jersey, pray- 
ing for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which w 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Colonel R. C. Johnson Post, No. 6°, 
Department of New Jersey, Grand Army of the Republic, of New 
Jersey, praying for tie enactment of aservice-pension law; whi 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of the New Jersey State Convent: 
of the St. Patrick’s Alliance of America, of Elizabeth, N. J., pra 
ing for the enactment of legislation providing for the erection : 
monument to the memory of Commodore John Barry, Unit 
States Navy; which was referred to the Committee on the Libra 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizensof Orange, ba~' 
Orange, and Elizabeth, all in the State of New Jersey, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the so-called eight-hour bil’; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of the Hypothetw of Trenton, 
N. J., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Orange, East Oranse 
and Elizabeth, all in the State of New Jersey, remonstratine 
against the passage of the so-called anti-injunction bill; whic! 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. er 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Trinity 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Trenton; of the congregation 0! 
the Baptist Church of Flemington; of the Grand View Grane, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Flemington, and of sundry citizens 0! 
Camden, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee ov 
the Judiciary. 
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Mr. LONG presented the petition of J. C. Lacroix, of Hiawa- 
tha, Kans., and a petition of Muddy Creek Grange, No. 1437, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Meriden, Kans., praying that an appro- 
priation be made for the construction and maintenance of high- 
ways throughout the country; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. - 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Baptist 
and Methodist Episcopal churches and of the Woman’s Christiar 
Temperance Union of Walnut, and of sundry citizens of Sterling, 
Abilene, Herington, Rock Creek, Moran, Elk Falls, Burlingame, 
Teseott, Newton, and Varck, all in the State of Kansas, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BARD presented a. petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Francisco, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made for 
the erection of a monument to the late Commodore John D. Sloat, 
United States Navy; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made pro- 
viding for the improvement of the Presidio Military Reservation; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made for 
the construction of a road from Rampart to Glen Gulch, Alaska; 
which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of Phelps Squadron, No. 12, United 
States Veteran Navy, of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to equalize the rank and pay of certain of- 
ticers of the United States Navy; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. - 

He also presented a petition of the Thamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
amend the law relating to the salmon fisheries of Alaska; which 
was referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the restoration of the 4 per cent 
allowance on naval construction work on the Pacific coast for the 
National Government; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the creation of a commission to 
investigate the expediency of establishing public rifle ranges 
throughout the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Spokane, Wash., praying for a reorganiza- 
tion of the consular service; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Spokane, Wash., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called parcels-post bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Spokane, Wash., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
construction of a wagon road from Rampart to Glen Gulch, 
Alaska; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce and 
Board of Trade of Tacoma, Wash., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Nipsic Lodge, No. 282, Inter- 
national Association of Machinists, of Bremerton, Wash., pray- 
ing that an appropriation of $2,000,000 be made to increase the 
capacity of the naval gun factory at the Washington Navy-Yard, 
Washington, D. C.; which was referred to the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, 

He also sens a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Spokane, Wash., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
removal of obstructions to navigation from the Pend Oreille 
River between Albani Falls, Idaho, and the Metaline mining dis- 
trict, Washington; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of District Council, United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Minneapolis, Minn., 
remonstrating against the employment of soldiers to do the work 
of civilian mechanics in the construction and repair of buildings 
on Government reservations; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Free 
Methodist Church’of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Healso presented petitions of the congregation of the Norwegian- 
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Danish Methodist Episcopal Church, of St. Paul; of the congre- 
gation of the Norwegian-Danish Baptist Church, of St. Paul; of 
the congregation of the King street Methodist Episcopal Church, 
of St. Paul; of the congregation of the Swedish Baptist Church, of 
St. Paul; of the congregation of the Pacific Congregational Church, 
of St. Paul; of the congregation of the Grace Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of St. Paul; of the Union Young People’sand Temperance 
societies, of St. Paul, and of the congregation of the Arlington 
Hills Presbyterian Church, of St. Paul, all in the State of Minne- 
sota, praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent the nul- 
lification of State liquor laws; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ANKENY presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Christian Church of Bellingham, Wash., praying for an investi- 
gation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of J. M. Corse Post, No. 98, Depart- 
ment of Washington and Alaska, Grand Army of the Republic, in 
the State of Washington, praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of Grange No. 291, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Pike Station, N. H., and a petition of 
Grange No. 239, Patrons of Husbandry, of Plymouth, N. H., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to increase the salaries of 
rural free-delivery mail carriers; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads” 

He also presented a petition of Grange No. 135, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Jaffrey, N. H., praying for the passage of the so-called 
Brownlow good-roads bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Congre- 
gational Church of Epping County; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Sullivan County; of the congregation of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Rindge; of Lodge No. 36, In- 
dependent Order of Good Templars, of Rochester; of the congre- 
gation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Dover; of the con- 
gregation of the People’s Christian Church of Laconia, and of 
sundry citizens of Ossipee, all in the State of New Hampshire, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Brightwood Park Citizens’ 
Association, of the District of Columbia, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation to relieve the late auditor of the 
District of Columbia and the cosureties on his official bond of 
their liability to the people of the District; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALGER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Saline, 
Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to limit the effect 
of the regulations of commerce between the several States and 
with foreign countries in certain cases; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Memorial 
Presbyterian Charch, of Detroit, Mich., praying for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented a petition of the Commercial Club of 
Chicago, I11., praying for the ratification of a treaty of arbitration 
between the United States and Great Britain; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Rock Island, 
Galesburg, Lasalle, and Chicago, all in the State of Illinois, pray- 
ing for the a of the so-called anti-injunction bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Rock Island, 
Galesburg, Lasalle, Freeport, Peoria, Duqnoin, and Chicago, all 
in the State of Illinois, praying for the passage of the so-called 
eight-hour bill; which were referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Literary Club of 
Ohio, and of sundry citizens of Cutler, in the State of Illinois, 
praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented the memorial of J. 8. Ford, John- 
son & Co., of Michigan City, Ind., remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of Daniel Stewart & Co., of Indi- 
anapolis, Ind., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the so-called pure-food bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Manufactures. 

He also presented a memorial of the Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of Evansville, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the 
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so-called anti-injunction bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Retail Merchants’ Associa- 
tion of Linton, Ind., remonstrating against the age of the so- 
called parcels-post bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Magic City Lodge, No. 35, Inter- 
national Association of Machinists, of Muncie, Ind., praying that 
an appropriation be made to increase the capacity of the Naval 
Gun Factory at Washington, D. C.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the A. Kiefer Drug Company, of 
Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the protection of trade-marks used for commerce be- 
tween the several States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce, San Francisco, Cal., praying for the establishment of a 
station on the coast of California for the investigation of prob- 
lems connected with the marine-fishery interests of that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
amend the law relating to salmon fisheries in Alaska; which was 
referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made for 
the erection of a statue of Commodore John D. Sloat, United 
States Navy, at Monterey, Cal.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made for 
the erection of buildings for an immigrant station at the pori of 
San Francisco, Cal.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made for 
the improvement of the Presidio Military Reservation, at San 
Francisco, Cal.; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made for 
the construction of a road from Rampart to Glen Gulch, Alaska; 
which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the restoration of the 4 per cent | 
allowance on naval construction work on the Pacific Coast for the | 
National Government; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of | 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the appointment of a commis- 
sion to investigate the expediency of establishing rifle ranges | 
throughout the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the removal of the | 
naval training station from San Francisco Bay; which wasreferred 





to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of Am- 
herst, Mass., praying for an investigation of the charges madeand 
filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of Amherst, 
Mass., praying for the enaciment of legislation granting lands in 
severalty tothe Indians of northern California who are notnow in 

ossession of land; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
ian Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Le Roy Foote, formerly of 
Company I, Second Regiment, United States Infantry (regulars), 
praying for the enactment of legislation granting relief to the 
survivors of the Mexican war and the widows of those deceased; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Worcester Typotheta, of 
Worcester, Mass., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Wor- 
cester, Mass., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called | 
eight-hour bill; which were referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of Veteran Post, No. 194, of Read- 
ing: of General Sedgwick Post, No. 17, of Orange; of Thomas G. 
Stevenson Post, No. 26, of Roxbury; of James A. Perkins Post, 
No. 150. of Massachusetts; of George H. Maintein Post, No. 133, of 
Plainville: of Hartruff Post, No. 74, of Rockland; of James C. 
Freeman Post, No. 55, of Provincetown; of Francis Gould Post, 
No. 36, of Arlington: of E. B. Nye Post. No. 203, of Bourne; of H. V. 
Smith Post, No. 140, of Athol, and of George K. Bird Post, No. 
169, of Norwood, all of the Department of Massachusetts, Grand 


FEBRUARY 18, 


Army of the Republic, in the State of Massachusetts, praying for 
the enactment of a service-pension law; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorizul of the Worcester Typothet, of 
Worcester, Mass., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Worces. 
ter, Mass., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called an ti- 
injunction bill; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Mount 
Hope Baptist Church, of Edmund, Wis.; of the congregation of 
the Congregational Church of Taunton, Mass., and of the West- 
ern Quarterly Meeting of Friends of Alamance County, N. ©. 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstata 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Baptist churches representing 
2,000,000 members, of African Methodist Episcopal church ’ 
resenting 750,000 members, and of African Methodist Episcopal 
Zion churches representing 550,000 members, all in the United 
States, praying that an appropriation be made for the construc- 
tion and maintenance of a memorial national home in the District 
of Columbia for aged and infirmcolored people; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR. I present resolutions adopted by the legislature of 
Massachusetts, in favor of legislation providing for a retired list 
and pensions in the Life-Saving Service, which I ask may be read 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were read, and r: [ 
to the Committee on Commerce, as follows: 


’ 


rred 


Commonwealth of Massachusetts, in the year 1904. Resolutions in support : 
a bill pending in the Congress of the United States providing for a retin: 
list and pensions in the Life-Saving Service. 


Whereas there is pending in Congress a bill “to promote the efficiency 
the Life-Saving Service,” which provides for a retired list and pensic1 r 
officers and enlisted men of the Life-Saving Service, and for pensions to thei 
widows and minor children; and 

Whereas this bill has been recommended by the Secretary of the Tres 
and has for its object the just, wellarned reward of faithful and nx 
ous service: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the general court favors the above-mentioned bill, and re- 
quests the Senators and Representatives in Congress from Massachusetts to 
vote for the measure. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to each Member of Con- 
gress from the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 


House Ov REPRESENTATIVES, February 8, 1904. 
Adopted. Sent up for concurrence. 


ury, 


JAMES W. KIMBALL, Clerk, 
- SENATE, February 8, 190), 
Adopted in concurrence. 
Henry D. CooLipas, Clerk. 
A true copy. 
Attest: 
JAMES W. KMart, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives 


Mr. McENERY presented petitions of Joseph A. Mower Post, 
No. 1; of Cyrus Hamlin Post, No. 3; of Abraham Lincoln Post 


| No. 4; of John H. Crowder Post, No. 12; of Elisworth Post, . 
15; of R. B. Elliott Post, No. 17: 


of R. G. Shaw Post, No. 1; « 
M. R. Delaney Post, No. 20; of Parson Brownlow Post, No. 23; of 
John A. Logan Post. No. 24; of Daniel Ullman Post, No. 2s: of 
Lake Providence Post, No. 34; of Jefferson Post, No. 36; of RK. B. 
Beck Post, No. 48; of Ebenezer Post, No. 44; of General Allen 
Post, No. 46; of G. H. Thomas Post. No. 49; of Henry Wilson 
Post, No. 48; of B. F. Butler Post, No. 61; of U. B. Marshall 
Post, No. 52; of A. J. Smith Post, No. 55; of Albert D. Shaw Post, 
No. 56; of Rodney Post, No. 57; of General Garfield Post, No. 53; 
of Colonel Drew Post, No. 59, and of Livingston Post, No. 60, all 
of the Department of Louisiana and Mississippi, Grand Army of 
the Republic, in the State of Louisiana, praying for the enactment 
of a service-pension law; which were referred to the Commitive 
on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of E. M. Pike and 90 other 
citizens of Chenoa, of C. C. Ewing and 39 other citizens 0! 
Equality, of Rev. H. M. Ahlemeyer and 34 other citizens of La- 
clede, and of M. P. Berry and 46 other citizens of Carthage, al! 
in the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
régulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Laclede; 0! 
congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Appanoose; of the 
Woman’s Missionary Society of Appanoose, and of the congresa- 
tion of the First Presbyterian Church of Aledo, all in the State 
of Illinois, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of sundry citizens of Byg!and, 
Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for an 
increase in the salaries of rural letter carriers; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


of the 
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Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of the West End 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of Louisville, Ky., pray- 
ing for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. R&EpD Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented petitions of Fred. E. George and 36 
other citizens, of Hinsdale, N. H.; of Rev. James Thompson and 
7 other citizens, of Ashland, N. H., and of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union, of Epping, N. H., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportion of intoxi- 
a liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Pike Station Grange, No. 291, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Pike Station, N. H., and a petition of 
Plymouth Grange, No. 239, Patrons of Husbandry, of Plymouth, 
N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
payment of higher salaries to rural letter carriers; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Local Grange No. 135, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Jaffrey, N. H., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the construction and maintenance of 
good roads throughout the country; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. SIMMONS presented a petition of the congregation of the 
First Baptist Church of Elizabeth City, N. C., and the petition of 
P.S. Shipp and 59 other citizens of Elizabeth City, N. C., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of Local Division No. 2, An- 
cient Order of Hibernians, of Portland, Me., remonstrating against 
the ratification of a treaty of arbitration between the United 
States and Great Britain; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


referred the bill (S. 3952) for the relief of James E. Simpson, jr., 
Alfred H. Simpson, and Willie E. Simpson, surviving copartners 


ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8. 33) for the relief of James E. Simpson, jr., Alfred H. Simp- 
son, and Willie E. Simpson, surviving copartners of the firm of 


J. E. Simpson & Co., reported adversely thereon, and the bill was | 


postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3623) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Alvin M. Ryerson, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2823) for the relief of Emily M. Hooe, submitted an ad- 


| 
| 
| 


| 





=, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2749) for the relief of Henry Bash, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3725) to establish a light- 
house and fog-signal station at the entrance to Bellingham Bay, 
State of Washington, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3246) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the name of Frederick W. Joslin, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4375) to amend section 24 of the act approved 
December 21, 1898, entitled ‘*An act to amend the laws relating 
to American seamen, for the protection of such seamen, and to 
promote commerce,’’ reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON MANUFACTURES, 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolu- 
tion submitted by Mr. HEYBURN on the 3d instant, reported it 
without amendment, and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures be, and thesame is hereby, 
authorized to employ a stenographer from time to time, as may be necessary, 
to report such hearings as may bes had on bills or other matters pending be- 
fore said committee, and to have the same printed for the use of the commit- 
tee, and that such stenographer be paid out of the contingént fund of the 
Senate. 

WALES ISLAND PACKING COMPANY. 


Mr. KEAN. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 45) directing in- 


ee, ee ee a quiry into the claim of the Wales Island Packing Company, to 


report it favorably without amendment, and I submit a report 
thereon. I ask for its present consideration. I call the attention 


of the firm of J. E. Simpson & Co., reported it with an amend- | of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopDGE] to it. 


The Secretary read the joint resolution; and by unanimous con- 


| sent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 


consideration. It directs the Secretary of the Department of 
Commerce and Labor to inquire into the effect the decision of the 
Alaskan boundary tribunal has had on the Wales Island Pack- 
ing Company, and if it be found that the company under such 
decision is unable, as claimed, to continue its business as formerly 


| conducted, or has otherwise suffered damage thereby, to report 


verse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was post- | 


poned indefinitely. 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was | 
referred the bill (S. 4096) for the relief of Louis J. Souer, col- | 


lector of internal revenue for the collection district of Louisiana, 


reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. | 


Mr. 
was referred the bill (S. 4161) providing for the expenditure of 


QUARLES, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom | 
| made acareful examination of the matter, recommend that t 


money hitherto appropriated for the improvement and mainte- | 
nance of Ashtabula Harbor, Ohio, reported it without amend- | 


ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom the subject was referred, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill (S. 4878) authorizing the issue of obsolete ordnance and 


ordnance stores for use of State and Territorial educational insti- | 


tutions; which was read twice by its title. 


Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- | 


Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 942) to reimburse S. R. 
Green, postmaster at Oregon City, Oreg., for moneys lost by 
es reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 898) for the relief of James A. Carroll, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3380) to amend section 3893 of the Revised Statutes, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 559) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of George W. Soule, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 1518) for the relief of the estate of George W. Saul- 


| 


to Congress the amount of damages, if any, suffered by that com- 
pany. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

Mr. KEAN. Iask that the report which accompanies the joint 
resolution be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the report was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 

_The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the joint resolution 
(S. R. 45) directing inquiry into the Wales Island Packing Company, having 
he resolution 

be passed. 

or the information of the Senate, your committee attach hereto and make 
part of this report the memorial of the Wales Island Packing Company, 
transmitted to the Senate by the Acting Secretary of State, a letter from 
eer of State, and a letter from the Secretary of Commerce and 

r. 
MEMORIAL OF THE WALES ISLAND PACKING COMPANY. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, February 8, 1904. 

Srr: I have the honor to transmit herewith a memorial of the Wales Island 
Packing Company, ® corporation organized under the laws of the State of 
New York and engaged in the business of fishing and canning salmon and 
other fish, whoze establishments and interests on Wales Island have, by de- 
cision of the Alaska bon ry tribunal, been placed on the Canadian side of 
the boundary, a fact v . itis stated by the company, will prevent a con- 










tinuance of their business and will render their property valueless. 
Earnestly inviting the attention of Congress to the grounds upon which 
relief is sought by the company, I submit the memorial for such action asin 


the judgment of Congress the equities of the case may warrant. 
A similar letter has been addressed to the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
FRANCIS B. Loomis, 
Acting Secretary. 
Hon. Wo. P. Fryz, 
President pro tempore United States Senate. 


Memorial. 
The SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Washington, D. C. 
Srr: The memorial of the Wales Island Packing Company respectfully 
calls attention to the effect of the decision of the Alaskan boundary tribunal 
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upon the affairs of this company, and requests that such steps may be taken 
for its relief as are appropriate under the circumstances. 

island Packing Company is a corporation organized under the 

ate of New York, and its entire capital stock is owned by 

us. The business of the company, as its name indicates, is 

hing anning salmon and other fish, which has been carried on at its 

tory and plant established for that purpose on Wales Island, in Portiand 

lon the southeastern coast of Alaska,a general description of which 

blis! t is found in the Report on the Salmon Fisheries of Alaska, 

40, 1902, by the special agent of the Treasury Department, 

and printed as Senate Document No. 118, Fifty-seventh Congress, second 

session. This description is as follows: 

“Wales Isiend.—Visited the new plant of the Wales Island Packing Com- 
pany on June 28 at 8 a.m. This cannery is on Pierce Inlet, opposite Port 
Simpson, at the mouth of Portland Canal. The establishment is of the most 
approved type and complete in eyery detail for the prosecution of a success- 
ful busines The main building is 320 by-60 feet; warehouse, 36 by 56 feet; 
Chinese quarters, 26 by 60 feet; mess house, 24 by 40 feet; native quarters, 24 
by 40 feet; st t by 40 feet, and superintendent’s residence, 14 by 24 feet. 
Ther ‘e other buildings, occupied by natives. The machinery is all of the 
latest patterns and the general equipment calculated fora large pack. The 
headquarters of the new company are at Seattle, Wash., and the officers are 
H. L. Cammann, president; §. J. Churchill, vice-president; Pierre Mali, sec- 
retary and treasurer; Howard Pratt, superintendent... The situation of the 
a is such as to warrant the belief that the accessible waters will afford 


‘is within 50 or more miles of it, and the streams thereabout have not 

ished to any great extent. The plant was outfitted for the first season 

u 10,000 c 3,and though nothing had been done at the time of my 

t, the run being unusually late, the manager was confident that a fair 

ack would be made. The statistics given elsewhere show that upward of 

l s were put up, which, all things considered, was quite as good a 

ng as the company had reason to expect. A hatchery site has been 

selected. and it is the intention of the Wales Island Packing Company to push 

the enterprise vigorously and leave undone nothing that will make for the 
complet 3; of the enterprise.” E 

The f g reference is also made to this cannery in the log of the sea- 

son’s cruise, printed in the same report: 


“June 28 


win 


ed at Wales Island, Alaska, at_10 a.m. this day. Here has been estab- 
la new cannery by the Wales Island Packing’‘Company. Wales Island 
ated in Portland Canal, immediately across the hne from British Co- 


ated in that report, this plant is the most southeasterly of all the 

king factories, and no other plant is within 5) or more miles of it 

d States side of the boundary. Prior to its establishment there 

1ad been built in southeastern Alaska south of Cape Fox, which 

j limit of the fishing grounds available for canneries established 
above that point. 

This cape formed a natural and effective barrier against the extension be- 
yond that point of the operation of the fisheries carried on above it, inasmuch 
as the passage around it is difficult and dangerous, owing to the character of 
the tide currents there and to the conformation of the coast, which leaves 
this cape very much exposed to the winds and waves sweeping in from the 
ocean. There are, however, many valuable fishing grounds in the waters of 
Alaska to the southward and eastward of this cape, and in order to take ad- 
vantage of them it was necessary, for the reasons above stated, to-establish 
a cannery in their immediate neighborhood. To find a suitable locality for 
that purpose a careful search was made covering the whole region, which 
search continued upward of two years and fmally resulted in finding the site 
acquired by this company on Wales Island. This site proved to be not only 
the only site suitable for such purposes in the entire neighborhood on the 
American side of the boundary as then established, but also most conveniently 
located with reference to the best fishing grounds and most peculiarly well 

itted by its natural advantages for the purposes of a cannery. 

The fishing grounds, which, as above stated, were readily accessible from 
this site, proved to be practically inexhaustible. The “Sockeye” salmon, 
which command the highest market prices, were found to abound in that 
neighborhood, and by the establishment of hatcheries for the propagation of 
this particular quality of fish, which has already been undertaken, the com- 
Pp was insured a permanent supply of this most valuable breed of salmon 
St ‘tient for the entire output of its factory. It is obvious, therefore, that 
the natural conditions surrounding this site on Wales Island gave it a pecu- 
liar value. It hasat hand a convenient and inexhaustible supply of fish. It 
was free from any chance of rivalry or interference on the part of other fac- 
tories, because, as above stated, there was no other available site for a fac- 
tory in that neighborhood, and the factories on the other side of Point Fox 
were unsble to extend their operations beyond that point. This site, there- 
fore, had practically the exclusive right to enjoy the entire fishing resources 
of the neighborhood on the United States side of the boundary line as then 
establiched. 

Apart from these exclusive advantages, this site offered the further ad- 
vantage of being within easy reach of the regularly traveled steamer routes 
aiong the coast, giving ready access to it at all times and reducing its trans- 
portation charges to the lowest rates. Furthermore, as stated in the report 
above quoted, it was the most southeasterly of all the Alaskan packing 
houses and therefore nearest to its market, both for its supplies and its out- 
put. 

. The special advantages of this location for its purposes need not be further 

here, but reference is made to the expert opinion of those skilled 

tters for confirmation of the above statements. This site, so pre- 

ble for the purposes of the company, having been found, 

» taken as were necessary under the laws of the United States 

quisition of factory sitesin Alaska to perfect the title of the 

company thereto, and the factory ees of the company for the 
purposes of this business were there established. 

The plant of the company was constructed on this island in the year 1902, 
and was outfitted, as stated in the report above quoted, for the first season 
to pack 30,000 cases, but owing to the delay in completing the plant and to 
the lateness of the season only 16,000 cases were put upon the market that 
year. During the second season, in the following year, the capacity of tho 
plant was increased and its output for that season was 25,000 cases. Its 
present capacity is for 50,000 cases, and in view of its equipment and the 
abundance of its fisheries a regular annual output up to its full capacity was 
assured. 

Proof of the character and validity of the title acquired by the company 

nd of the extent and value of its vested interest will be submitted whenever 
an appropriate opportunity for that purpose can be granted to the company. 

Such, then, was the situation of this company when the decision of the 
Alaskan boundary tribunal was rendered, carrying the boundary line through 
the channel to the westward of Wales Island and placing this island within 
the Dominion of Canada, and with it the establishments and interests of the 
Wales Island Packing Company. 
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| Cision of the Alaskan boundary tribunal has been held to belong to Cana 


| pany's establishment, and its existence was known to the company at the 





| tified in relying upon such assertion as a conclusive Gsetermination, so far ; 


| house 


| they 


fter making stops at convenient ports for the night, the Perry | 


| company to attempt to do its fishing there. 





| anda 


they represent no value which. could be transferred to a new plant. 


| to grant relief adequate to the neces 


instant, forwarding a copy of a joimt resolution pending ‘before the Ser ite 
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The justification of this company in locating on territory which by the de- 

. . : 7 : i“ ds 
will be found, if any is needed, in the repeated and familiar assertions o{ tit 3 
and exercise of sovereignty over this island both by the executive and levis. 
lative branches of the United States Government, from the time of the pw 
chase of Alaska from Russia down to the date of the decision of the Alrs! 


| boundary tribunal. The groundsupon which such claim was made are fu 


| set 


forth in the presentation of the case of the United States before that tr! 
bunal, and need not be repeated here further than to cite one instance \, 
is particularly pertinent to this case. 

In September, 1896, the War Department, under the authority of Congress 
caused a storchouse to be built upon Wales Island, and in one of the i 
stones in‘a conspicuous part.of this house was carved the words" U. § 
erty. Do not injure.” 


vYhich 


wall 
) 
‘This property stands within a few miles of this com.- 
time it located its establishment on that island. - 

It is a well-recognized rule of law, under the decisions of the United States 
Supreme Court, that the determination of the question of national title and 
sovereignty over territory by the executive and legislative departments of 
this Government isconclusive, both with respect to the citizensand the court 
of the United States. When,therefore,the authorized branches of the Go 
ernment asserted title to this island every citizen of the United States w 
as 


he was concerned, of whatever question might elsewhere be raised as to the 


| title to such island. 


Furthermore, it must beremembered that the assertion of title on th: 
of the United States to Wales Island was made ina most vigorous and ur 
promising manner, and that such assertion was supported by an act of so 
signty so decisive:as the construction on that island of a Government 
. which was in existence and isshown to have been known to thi 
pany at the time it located there. It follows, therefore, that this com 
was justified in relying upon the assurance thus given by the Go, 
thatits sovereignty extended over this island, and all vested interests acq ( 
by the company in such island in reliance upon such assuranceare entitled to 

rotection and support of the Government. 

Che practical effect of the decision of the Alaskan boundary tribunal uy: 
this company, under the existing conditions, is to prevent the contin 
its businessand to render its property valueless. Its former fishing grow 
with respect to which this site was selected, are all left-on the United § 
side of the boundary, as laid down by this decision, and consequently ar 
longer available to this company. On the Canadian side of the line t 
no fishing grounds in the immediate neighborhood of the establish: 
this company. Such fishing grounds asare to be found on the Canad 
are so inconveniently placed that it is practically out of the question | 
Furthermore, such (s 
fisheries as there are have all been appr priated by Canadian comp 
cated within convenient reach, and the fishing industry on the Canadian s 
in this neighborhood is already overcrowded. 

This company, therefore, operating at a disadvantage on account of th 
distance and inconvenience of the fisheries and in competition with 
panies more favorably located and on fishing grounds already overcr 
could not hope to continue its business profitably on the Canadian s 
the line. For the same reasons this company can not hope to dispose 
establishment and business profitably as a going concern to any Canadian 
interest. 

Moreover, there is a serious question as to whether the Canadian gover: 
ment will confirm the title of this company to its location and permit a fis 
to be carried on there. It has been announced on behalf of that gov 
that the entire territory in the region of Port Simpson is reserved by 
Orown and is not open for private occupation. It is evident, however 
even if the Canadian government should confirm the company’s tit! 
resent location the difficulties in which the company finds itself would not 
ce removed. It still would be unable to continue its business or dispose of 
its business profitably there. 

Neither would it be possible for the company to reestablish itself on a new 
site and contirrue its business on the United States side of the line, b« 
as above stated, there is no available site within reach of the fisheries 
neighborhood upon which an establishment could be constructed. A | 
for a packing factory requires certain peculiar natural conditions, w 
not readily found on that coast. A stream furnishing a plentiful si 


par 


| fresh water is one of the essential features; another is that there m1. 
|} good harbor for large boats,and there must also be an anchorage f< 


boats; and the shore must be sufficiently level to permit the erectior 
necessary buildings and plant, each of which requirements is extrem 
cult to find on this portion of the Alaskan coast, and it is-a most wu! 
thing to find them allin conjunction. Itis well known that good | 
ichorages for vesselsare rarely found anywhere in Alaska, and tli 

out this entire region the shores are generally formed by precipit 
or mountain slopes rising abruptly from the water's edge, leaving Do 5] 
available for the location of a factory piant. 

Moreover, the character of this packing factory and plant is such that it 
would be impossible to move it to advantage. One of its chief featur L 
yier of heavy timbers resting on piles. upon which is constructed the f 
Building. The cost of moving work of sucha character would be mor 
the cost of replacing it by an entirely new structure. 
item in the expense of establishing this p 


Furthermore 
nt has been the improvem 


| alterations in the natural surroundings, such as clearing the wocds, gr 
| etc., and constructing.a flume for the fresh-water supply upward of a nu 
| anda quarter into the island. 


} Such improvements as these pertain to t 
soiland on any new site similar work would have to be done anew, so that 

Under all the circumstances, therefore, it is evident that as the matt 
now stands the company is bebarred from continuing its business or « 
profitably disposing of its property without some action by the 1 
States Government, to which the company must look for relief from the d 
ficulties forced upon it through no fault of its own. 

This company therefore prays that if this Department finds itself 
ities of the case the question be bre 
to the attention of Congress in some appropriate way for such relict as may 
be proper under the circumstances 

And your memorialist will ever pray, etc. 

Tae WALES ISLAND PACKING COMPANY, 
By H. L. CAMMANN, President, 


unable 


JANUARY 27, 1904. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, February 15, 1904 


| The Hon. Francis E. WARREN, 


Chairman Committee on Claims, United States Senate. 


Srr: Ihave the honor toacknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 10th 


Committee on Claims, to inguire into the claim of the Wales Island Packing 
Company (S. R. 45), and to inform you that the memorial of the compa ‘i 
which is printed as House Document No. 510, Fifty-eighth Congress, secon 
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session, appears to the Department to possess elements of equity entitling the 
conn to a enetal investigation and report, which is all that the resolution 
contemplates. , 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
Joun Hay. 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, 
OFPICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, February 11, 190%, 

DEAR Srr: I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your communication of the 
10th instant, inclosing a copy of a joint resolution (S. R. 45) for the relief of 
the Wales Island Packing Company and requesting that all papers, or copies 
of same, on file in this Department relating to this claim be forwarded for 
thease = your committee, with the Department's opinion as to the merits 
of the claim. 

It does not appear that any pepere in reference to the claim covered by the 
resolution have been filed in this Department; and as the Department pos- 
sesses no information whatever regarding it except that conveyed in the 
memorial of the sommene i as House Document No. 510, a copy of 

ter, itis hardly in a position to express an opinion 
ry regarding the 
pleased to make 


Gero. B. CoRTELYOU, Secretary. 


which accompanies your 


as to the merits of the claim without making further a 
facts. If your committee desires, the Department will 
such inquiry. 

ery truly, yours, 


Hon. Francis E. WARREN, 
Chairman Committee on Claims, United States Senate. 


KEOKUK AND HAMILTON WATER POWER COMPANY, 


Mr. ELKINS. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9640) to amend an act grant- 
/ ing to the Keokuk and Hamilton Water Power Company the 

right to construct and maintain a dam, etc., approved February 
8, 1901, to report it favorably without amendment, and I ask for 
its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 

ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 


Mr. KITTREDGE. On behalf of the Committee on Patents I 
ask that that committee be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the report of the Commissionerof Patents for the calendar 
year 1903, as the existing law covers the case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the committee will be discharged. What disposition does 
the Senate desire shall be made of it? 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Let it lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will lie on the table. 
order to print the report has already been made. 


G. W. RATLEFF. 
On motion of Mr. WARREN, it was 


Ordered, That the bill (S. 3127) for the relief of G. W. Ratleff, being Order 
of Business 380 on the Calendar, be recommitted to the Committee on Claims. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4879) granting an increase of pension to Mattie J. 
Phillips; 

A bill (S. 4380) granting a pension to Mary J. Wolfe (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4881) granting a pension to Mary P. Wilson (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 4882) granting an increase of pension to John B, 
Harvey (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (8. 4883) granting a pension to Mary E, Penn; and 

A bill (8, 4884) granting a pension to Mary Frances Smith. 

Mr. CULLOM (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4385) to incor- 
porate the Mississippi Valley Interstate Commerce Association, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

He also introduced a bill (S, 4386) granting an extension of pat- 
ent No. 422666 to Robert Morrow Tull and Thomas Ephriam Tull 
for the period of seven years from the 4th day of March, 1907; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 4887) to authorize the 
Chicago, St. Louis and New Orleans Railroad Company to con- 
struct a bridge across the Tennessee River near Gilbertsville, Ky.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4888) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John C. Cahill; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4389) for the relief of the county 
- saveom, in the State of Missouri; which was read twice by its 

itle. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill, I present the affi- 
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davits of Rufus E. Anderson and Samuel J. Feaster. I move that 
the bill and accompanying affidavits be referred to the Committee 
on Claims. , 

The motion was agreed to. 

- Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4390) for the relief of 
the estate of Edward N. Peyton, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill, I present the peti- 
tion of Mrs. Julia B. Benge, O. W. Peyton, H. E. Peyton, and 
Mary E. Williams, and the affidavits of William F. Pulliam and 
E. L. Tuggle. I move that the bill and accompanying papers be 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4391) for the relief of the 
~~ John M. Armstrong, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr.COCKRELL. To accompany the bill, I present the petition 
of Mary M. Buckner and theaffidavits of William F. Pulliam and 
Jesse Chilton. I move that the bill and accompanying papers be 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a,pill (S. 4392) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel Hyatt; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 4393) granting anincrease of 
pension to Cora A. Baker; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 4394) to permit the con- 
struction of a smelter on the Colville Indian Reservation, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 4395) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas H. Walker; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 4396) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Herrick; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 4897) to provide for free lec- 
tures to the people in the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. », 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 4398) granting an increase of pension to Agnes Shearer 
(with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 4399) granting an increase of pension to Charles La 
Forest (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 4400) granting an increase of pension to Edward M. 
Tappen (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 4401) to grant to the State 
of Minnesota certain lands for forestry purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4402) permitting the building of + 
railway bridge across the Red Lake River at the city of Thief 
River Falls, in the county of Red Lake and State of Minnesota; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 4403) to amend ‘‘An act to 
promote the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by 
compelling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to 
equip their cars with automatic couplers and continuous brakes 
and their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, and for other 

urposes,”’ approved March 2, 1893, as amended April 1, 1896, and 

farch 2, 1903; which was read twice by its title, and referred +o 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4404) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James Wilkins, alias James Earlie; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 4405) granting an increase 
of pension to Emma Thurston; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4406) granting a pension to Susan 
Davidson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 4407) granting an increase of 
pension to Joshua Clayton; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 4408) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert N. Button; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4409) to extend the jurisdiction of 
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the Court of Claims; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 4410) to carry into effect 
the findings of the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of 
David H. Hilderbrand; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 4411) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of the Presbyterian Church of Smyrna, Tenn.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4412) granting a pension to Marat 
E. Powell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 4418) to authorize the lo- 
cation of coal lands upon unsurveyed public lands in the district 
of Alaska, and for the survey, entry, and patenting of the same; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 4414) granting a pension to 
Frances E. Truesdell; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (S. 4415) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Shadrack F. Brow; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4416) for the establishment of 
aids to navigation for lighting Ambrose channel, New York Har- 
bor, New York; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4417) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Chadbourne H. Warren; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4418) to 
regulate the hours of service and compensation of attendants and 
nurses at the Government Hospital for the Insane, in the District 
of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4419) in relation to contracts with 
the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4420) authorizing the Commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia to make regulations respecting the 
public hay scales, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. GORMAN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $10,000 for continuing the grading of Pennsylvania avenue 
east from Branch avenue to the District line, as estimated for and 
recommended by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
intended to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia ap- 
propriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $250,000 for the construction, under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of War, of a military wagon road from Valdez by the most 
practical route to Fort Egbert, or Eagle, on the Yukon River, in 
the District of Alaska, intended to be proposed by him to the 
army appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


PAYMENT TO EX-QUEEN LILIDOKALANI, 


Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to give notice that at some time I shall 
move to reconsider the vote by which the bill (S. 1553) for pay- 
ment to Liliuokalani, formerly Queen of the Kingdom of Hawaii, 
was defeated. I voted “‘ nay,” but the friends of the bill have 
rather importuned me on the ground that snap judgment was 
taken, and I feel disposed to let the Senate pass on the measure 
again. 

Mr. GALLINGER. What does the Senator mean by “snap 
judgment? ”’ 

Mr. TILLMAN. What I mean is that the friends of the bill 
think they had votes enough in the Senate to pass the measure if 
all had been here, but some of them were absent. I shall vote as 
I did before, but I want to give the Senate an opportunity to vote 
again, and I shall make a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. STEWART. Enter it now. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will enter the motion now. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina enters a motion to reconsider the vote by which Senate bill 
1553 failed of passage. The motion is in order under the unani- 
mous consent given to-day. 


REPUBLIC OF PANAMA, 


Mr. MORGAN. I submit a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 
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The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President is requested, if not incompatible with the 
public interests, to send to the Senate such information as is in possession of 
the Government of the United States as to the present state of organization 
of the Government of the Republic of Panama. 

And a copy of the constitution of said Republic, or such information as io 
the provisions thereof as may have been received by him. 

And that he will inform the Senate as to any ordinance, or other proceed 
ing of the constitutional convention recently in session at Panama, relatin.- 
to the Hay-Varilla treaty now pending in the Senate. : 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. CULLOM. I heard only the last words of the resolution. 
so that I am unable to know just what it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro een. It will be again read. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not see any objection to the information. 
Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to the resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 


The Chair did not hear the 


CENSUS OF MANUFACTURES, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill 
(S. 4122) to direct the Director of the Census to cooperate with 
the secretary of state of the State of Michigan in taking the cen- 
sus of manufactures, and for other purposes, returned from the 
House of Representatives in compliance with the request of the 
Senate; when, on motion of Mr. QUARLEs, the bill was indefinitely 
postponed, 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 11966) to ratify and amend an agreement with 
the Indians located upon the Grande Ronde Reservation, in the 
State of Oregon, and to make an appropriation to carry the sam: 
into effect, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

SANITARY DAIRY PRODUCTS. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Themorning business is closed, 
and the Chair lays before the Senate the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER] desires to address the Senate this morning. He has 
stepped out of the Chamber fora moment. I do not think it is 
worth while to take up the Calendar until we see certainly whether 
he desires to speak. 

_ STEWART. I think we might pass one bill before he gets 
back. 

Mr. CULLOM. We might try it. 

Mr. STEWART. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 2402) to secure sanitary dairy products for the District of Co- 
lumbia. I do not think it will take any time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Nevada asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill which 
will be read to the Senate for information. 

Mr. STEWART. Let the substitute be read. The Committee 
on the District of Columbia report to strike out all after the 
enacting clause. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, which was to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and insert a substitute. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be read first. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is very patent that there will be objecticn 
to this bill, and it will take a long time to consider it. I hope it 
will go over. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope the Senator will not insist that the 
bill shall go over. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think it ought to go over. 

Mr. STEWART. Every day youare killing children when you 
do. There is no inspection of milk whatever here. Why not let 
the bill be passed? Nobody will object to it. 

Mr. CULLOM. .They do object to it. 

Mr. STEWART. They will? 

Mr. CULLOM. I think they will, as far as I am able to learn. 
I think the bill ought to be very carefully considered by the 


nate. 

Mr. STEWART. It ought to be carefully considered, and it 
ought to be considered at once. 

Mr. CULLOM. No more omnes measure can come before 
the Senate of a local character thana bill on this subject. I think 
it will take more time than we can give it to-day, and I hope the 
Senator from Nevada will let the bill go over. 


The proposed substitute will 
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Mr. STEWART. 
proceed to the consideration of the bill. 


I shall have to move, then, that the Senate 


Mr. CULLOM. _I wish to state, as I said in the first place, that 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpooNnER], who goes away this 
evening, is pyepared to speak to-day, and unless he does speak 
to-day the probability is that he will not have another opportunity. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
pill goes over. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iappeal to the Senator from Illinois, inas- 
much as the bill has been mostly read through, that the reading be 
completed. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
pleted. 

Mr. BAILEY. I suggest that we leave it exactly as it is, and 
after the Senator from Wisconsin has finished his speech, if the 
Senate desires, it can pass upon it this legislative day. 

Mr. STEWART. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. BAILEY. I just make that suggestion. 

Mr. STEWART. There is no objection to that, 

Mr. GALLINGER. All right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think that all of the bill has been 
read, and I shall therefore expect that it shall be read when it 
comes up again. I do not think it was all read. 

Mr. CULLOM. It was not all read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Only about one-half of the 
substitute was read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is what I thought. 


RELATIONS WITH COLOMBIA—PANAMA CANAL, 


Mr. CULLOM. Iask that the resolution which has heretofore 
been before the Senate pertaining to our relations with Colombia 
be laid before the Senate. 

There being no objection, the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the resolution submitted by Mr. Bacon on the 12th ultimo, as 
modified by him on the 8th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be respectfully informed that the Senate 
favor and advise the negotiation, with a view to its ratification, of a treaty 
with the Republic of Colombia, to the end that there may be peacefully and 
re determined and adjusted all differences between the United 
States and the Republic of Colombia, with the intent of removing any cause 
of irritation or conflict, and of restoring the cordial relations heretofore ex- 
isting between the United States and Colombia, and also of securing the 
hearty cooperation of the Colombian people in the construction of the canal 
at Panama. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I take the floor under great 
embarrassment for more reasons than one. Theshadow of death 
still rests upon this Chamber, and no Senator can banish the con- 
sciousness that a very powerful and kindly ee emg has passed 
forever from our midst. Every Senator, whether he will or not, 
will find himself looking for a face which he can not see and 
listening for a voice which he can not hear. I know that I have 
no heart for speech, and I know that my colleagues here have no 
heart for listening. 

Moreover, Mr. President, I know that nothing which can be 
said upon this great subject will change any Senator’s conviction 
astohisduty. Nevertheless I feel constrained to place in the REc- 
ORD some observations upon the general subject. 

I am gratified, as I think the people of the whole country are, 
that we are not divided upon party lines either in the discussion 
or the decision of this matter, so monumental in its importance 
to the country forall time. The debate has been a very thorough 
one. It has been not without bitterness. It could not have been 
expected probably that that phase of it should be eliminated. 

Some very bitter imputations have been cast upon the Presi- 
dent. He has been charged with violating the plain provisions 
of alaw of Congress. He has been charged with usurping the 
power which is vested by the Constitution in Congress alone to 
declare war, and he has been charged with violating the estab- 
lished principles of international law. These would be serious 
charges if they were grounded in truth, which in my opinion they 
are not. 

Bitterness in debate, Mr. President, toward a President counts 
for little. There has been no President since the formation of the 
Government who was exempt from it. It was more virulent in 
the early days of the Republic than it is in modern times. Presi- 


I have no objection to the reading being com- 


note of them, except to give occasion for wonder that they ever 
were said. I believe that, taken all in all, the people of the United 
States feel that the President, in what has been done and for 
which he has been so bitterly criticised, interpreted their will, 
safeguarded their interests; and all, of course, in an honorable 
way. 

7 RECENT HISTORY OF CANAL LEGISLATION. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to put in the Recorp very briefly 
a reference to the legislative history upon this subject, not an- 
cient, but modern. There is in certain observations which have 
been made on the other side some occasion for it. 

In 1898 the distinguished Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] 
introduced a bill, which accepted the proposition made by the 
Maritime Canal Company to cancel all of its outstanding obliga- 
tions, and to conform to certain requirements indicated in the bill. 
The bill was intended to provide for the construction of the Nica- 
ragua Canal. The capital stock of that corporation was to be in- 
creased to $100,000,000, as I remember it, 

Mr. MORGAN, Limited to that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Limited to $100,000,000, $70,000,000 of which 
was to become the property of the United States, which was to 
control the board of directorsof thecompany. Thecompany was 
authorized to issue $100,000,000 of bonds, which were to be guar- 
anteed by the United States, and with the proceeds the work of 
constructing the canal was to proceed. 

That bill passed the Senate on the 2istof January, 1899. Iwas 
opposed to the billas introduced for several reasons; one, because, 
Mr. President, it seemed to me very clearly to violate the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty and also the canal concession by placing the control 
of the concession in a foreign government. I thought that the 
obstruction which the Clayton-Bulwer treaty constituted to the 
construction of the canal ought, in the interest of international 
harmony and upon every possible theory, to be removed by negoti- 
ation, as it ultimately was, and not by the harsh method of legis- 
lative abrogation. 

Another thing, Mr. President. Under that bill the Government 
was not providing for further concessions from Nicaragua and 
Costa Rica. It was simply stepping into the shoes, if I may use 
that phrase, of the Maritime Canal Company and investing its 
money under the concession held by that company, which had not 
long to run, and which had, so far as the Government of Nica- 
ragua could do it, been already forfeited, the forfeiture to take 
effect upon the expiration of a few years, by a grant of a similar 
concession to another company then to take effect. 

Another thing, Mr. President, if these objections had been elimi- 
nated, which led me to oppose that bill was that under the Nica- 
ragua concession after a period of ninety-nine years, to be followed 
by another period of ninety-nine years, the canal property—all of 
it—would become the sole property of those Governments, 


Mr. MORGAN. Has the Senator the bill before him? 
Mr. SPOONER. No, sir. 


Mr. MORGAN. I think the Senator is mistaken. 
Mr. SPOONER. Iamnot. The bill did not refertothat: but 


the Senator will not dispute that there was a time limitation in 
the concession granted by Nicaragua and Costa Rica to the Mari- 
time Canal Company, first, a period of ninety-nine years, and then 
a leasehold period, at a certain rate, of ninety-nine years, and I 
was not willing—— 

Mr. MORGAN rose. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator dispute that? 

Mr. MORGAN. Idonotremember quite distinctly about that; 
but the bill contained no such provision. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is the bill to which the Senator refers the one 
which passed the Senate b} a vote of 48 to 6? 

Mr. SPOONER, It passed by a large vote. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will permit me, while I am up 
I will remark that that was predicated upon the principle of the 
Frelinghuysen-Zavala treaty. 

Mr. SPOONER. The bill was largely debated, Mr. President, 
and whatever the Government might have been able to obtain later 
nobody could know, but under the provisions of that bill, had it 
become a law, without amendment, in the respects I have sug- 


dent Lincoln, now reverenced tb: all mankind as one of the kindliest | gested, the Government would have invested $100,000,000 in the 
characters and noblest men who ever ruled, I can remember, was | construction of a canal which in a hundred and ninety-eight years 


attacked as a tyrant, as a systematic violator of the Constitution, 
and as a murderer. President McKinley, considerate of every 
human being, and of whom I think it may be justly said that he 
never thought an unkind thought or did an unkind act, was not 
exempt fromit. He has passed away, and all criticism of him has 
passed away. We find no Senator to-day in this Chamber, where 
we listened to attacks upon him, aye, even to imputations upon 
his honor, who would give ear for a moment to those suggestions, 
who would even criticise him in his policy, except in the kind- 
iest way. 


These things are evanescent, Mr. President. History takes no 





would have belonged to Nicaragua and Costa Rica. I was not 
willing, for one, to vote for that proposition. 

Mr. MORGAN. Did the Senator vote against the bill? 

Mr. SPOONER. I voted for the bill after the adoption of an 
amendment to which I will call attention. 

Mr. MORGAN. There was a minority of but six against it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; I think the minority-was six—a very 
small minority. I would not have voted for the bill without the 
elimination by amendment of the objections to which I have ad- 
verted, as I looked upon it as a proposition to invest a hundred 
million dollars of Government money upon a foundation as flimsy 
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’ asa fog bank. I also felt that the plainest principles of prudence 
required that the Government should not be tied down to nego- 
tiation for a concession to the Governments of Nicaragua and 
Costa Rica, thereby subjecting the Government to the alternative 
of unjust exactions or of another failure to construct the canal. 
In order to remove the objections, which I sincerely urged, and 
which I thought then and think now were substantial, I offered 
an amendment, to stand as section 12, as follows: 

That if the President is unable to secure from the Governments of Nica- 
ragua and Costa Rica such concessions as will enable the United States to 
build and perpetually own and control said canal, he is authorized to nego- 
tiate for the control of the right to construct, maintain, and perpetually con- 
trol some other canal connecting the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, and the 
President is requested to negotiate for the abrogation or modification of all 
treaty obligations, if any such exist, in anywise interfering with the con- 
struction, ownership, and perpetual control of any such canal. 

This amendment was accepted by the distinguished Senator 
from Alabama as of substance and wisdom. Thus amended, and 
also amended in some other particulars on the motion of other 
Senators, I voted for the bill, which passed the Senate. That bill 
was reported back from the House Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce on February 13, 1899, by substitute which was 
substantially what has become known as the Hepburn bill. 

During the third session of the Fifty-fifth Congress Mr. Hep- 
BURN introduced a bill to provide for the construction of a canal 
connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. It was 
never reported from the committee. 

On the 2d of May, 1900, the House of Representatives passed 
the Hepburn bill, to provide for the construction of a canal con- 
necting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans by the 
Nicaraguan route. That bill was reported back by the Senate 
Committee on Interoceanic Canals May 14, 1900, and died. It 


provided practically for fortifying the canal, as I think should be | 


provided and as now can be provided by whichever route the 
canal may be constructed. It died then, Mr. President, because 
we were in the midst of negotiations with Great Britain to re- 
move the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. 

At that time we had amended the Hay-Pauncefote treaty and 
Great Britain was considering the question whether to agree or 
not with the amendments. It was pretty generally thought in 
the Senate, and I thought then and still think wisely considered, 
that it would be an act of international indecency while those 
negotiations, initiated at our request, were pending, to pass an act 
the effect of which would be to abrogate the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty. 

In 1899, Mr. President, there was incorporated in the river and 
harbor bill—I think introduced by the Senator from Alabamaand 
referred to the Committee.on Commerce—a provision which was 
substantially the Hepburn bill for the construction of the Nica- 
ragua Canal, and it passed the Senate. The House of Representa- 
tives nonconcurred in it and the bill went into conference—that 

rovision with the other provisions which had been disagreed to. 
The distinguished Senator from Maine who presides over the de- 
liberations of this body [Mr. Frye], was the chairman of the 
conference committee on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Burton, 
I think, was chairman of the conference committee on the part 
of the House. Out of that conference came, Mr. President, the 
Cana! Commission act, the pertinent portion of which is as follows: 

CANAL COMMISSION ACT. 


Sec. 3. That the President of the United States of America be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and empowered to make full and complete investigation 
of the Isthmus of Panama with a view to the construction of a canal by the 
United States across the same to connect the Atlantic and Pacific oceans; 
that the President is authorized to make investigation of any and all as 
ticable routes for a canal across said Isthmus of Panama, and particularly to 
investigate the two routes known respectively as the Nicaraguan route and 
the Panama route, with a view to determining the most practicable and feas- 
ible route for such canal, together with the proximate and probable cost of 
constructing a canal at each of two or more of said routes; and the President 
is further authorized to investigate and ascertain what rights, privileges, 
and franchises, if any, may be held and owned by any corporations, associa- 
tions, or individuals, and what work, if any, has been done by such corpora- 
tions, associations, or individuals in the construction of a canal at either or 
any of said routes, and es at the so-called Nicaraguen and Panama 
routes, respectively and likewise to ascertain the cost of purchasing all of the 
rights, privileges, and franchises held and owned by any such corporations, 
associations, and individuals in any and all of such routes, particularly the 
said Nicaraguan route and the said Panama route; and likewise to ascertain 
the probable or proximate cost of constructing a suitable harbor at each of 
the termini of said canal, with the probable annual cost of maintenance of 
said harbors, respectively; and generally the President isauthorized to make 
such full and complete investigation as to determine the most feasible and 
practicable route across said Isthmus for a canal, together with the cost of 
CAREUEES the same and placing the same under the control, management, 
and ownership of the United States. p 

Src. 4. To enable the President to make the investigations and ascertain- 
ments herein provided for, he is hereby authorized to qeaploy in said service 
any of the engineers of the United States Army, at his discretion, and like- 
wise to employ any engineers in civil life, at his discretion, and any other 
persons necessary to make such investigation, and to fix the compensation 
of any and all of such engineers and other persons. 

To make full and complete investigation of the Isthmus of Panama with a 
view to the construction of a canal by the United States across the same to 
connect the Atlantic and Pacific oceans; that the President is authorized to 
make investigation of any and all practicable routes for a canal across said 


Isthmus of Panama, and particularly to investigate the two routes known 
respectively as the Nicaraguan route and the Panama route, with a view to 
determining the most practicable and feasible route for such canal. 
| That was the duty laid, Mr. President, by Congress upon the 
| President, and $1,000,000 were appropriated to defray the expense 
| of the investigation, the result of which the President was to re- 
| port to Congress. 
Under this act President McKinley appointed a Commission of 
nine, the personnel being as follows: Admiral Walker, chairman: 
Samuel Pasco, ex-Senator; Mr. George S. Morison, civil engineer: 
Lieutenant-Colonel Ernst, Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army; Louis M. Haupt, civil engineer; Alfred Noble, civil engi- 
neer; Col. Peter C. Hains, Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army; William H. Burr, civil engineer, and Prof. Emory R. 
Johnson. This commission was chosen with great care, and its 
members were once referred to here by the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Alabama as ‘“‘ the pick of the country.’’ I have never 
heard that Commission impeached as to ability or as to integrity, 
| Some of the most eminent engineers of the United States were 

charged with the duty of investigating the different routes and of 
report ng to Congress as to which the public interest required to 
be adopted. 





REPORTS OF CANAL COMMISSION. 


The Commission spent over two years in the work and made “‘a 
preliminary report’’ and what is called a‘ final report,’’ bearing 
date November 16, 1901. Both reports were unanimous. They 
pointed out certain advantages in the Nicaragua route; certain 
advantages in the Panama route; pointed out the fact, which 
everyone knew, that the Government of the United States was 
not at liberty to negotiate with Colombia directly and freely for 
the requisite concession to secure the construction of the Panama 
Canal, because there was held outstanding by a French company a 
concession, under which hundreds of millions of dollars had been 
expended, a vast amountof work had been performed, and the life 
of which had some years to run, disabling the Republic of Colom- 
| bia from entering into any negotiations with reference to the Pan- 
| ama route unless the concessions and property of the New Panama 
| Canal Company should be first acquired with Colombia's con- 

sent. That Commission reported that the New Panama Canal 
|; Company demanded, as I remember it, $109,000,000 for its prop- 
| erty and concessions, which the Commission estimated to be worth 
$40,000,000,andnotmore. They were not willing that the Govern- 
ment of the United States should be “held up” in this way by 

the French company, and therefore they reported, in view of this 
extortionate demand and all things considered, in favor of the 
Nicaragua Canal as the more feasible of the two routes. 

It was while this unanimous report, qualified as it was, both 
preliminary and final, was standing that on January 9, 1902, the 
| House of Representatives passed, with, I think, only two negative 
votes, the Hepburn bill, which came to the Senate. 

Mr. President, while that bill was pending in the Senate and on 
| the 9th of January, 1902, the French company reduced its oiier 

from $109,000,000 to $40,000,000, the estimate of actual value, made 
| by the Canal Commission. Then the Canal Commission, being 
| brought together by order of the President to consider the changed 
situation with reference to whether a changed report should be 
made, made a supplementary report, which was unanimous, and 
was transmitted by the President to Congress January 20, 1902, in 
which it recommended the adoption of the Panama route. 

Mr. MORGAN, Mr. President—— a 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. MORGAN, I think I shall have to ask the Senator to re- 
flect a moment about that last statement as to the Commission 
being unanimous. Mr. Haupt putin the record of the proceed- 
ings of that Commission a dissent to which I have called the «t- 
tention of the Senate and of the Senator from Wisconsin hercto- 
fore. I think he ought to state that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I regret somewhat that the 
Senator from Alabama has again called my attention to a fact 
which I had not at all forgotten. The Senator’s suggestion dves 
not call upon me to change in the slightest degree the statement 
which I made, which is that that report when sent to the Senate 
by the President bore the signature of every member of that Com- 





| 








mission, including that of Mr. Haupt. ; 
Mr. MORGAN. But it did not contain Mr. Haupt’s dissent. 
Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Haupt did not put his dissent upon it. 
He signed the report. 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— . . 
Mr. SPOONER. I will get to that, if the Senator will permit 


me. 

Mr. MORGAN. Allow me to say just this: Mr. Haupt swore 
that he did before the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. His 
testimony is in the report, where every Senator can see it. 
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